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54690 Decision No., _____ _ 

BBFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIF'..s COI1MISSION OF THE STATB OF CALIFORN""...A 

, In the Y~tter of the Investigation } 
into tho rnto~, rule~, regulation~, ) 
charges, allowances and pr~ctices of ) 
all common carriers, highway carriers ) 
~nd city carriers, relating to the ) 
transportation of property 1~ the ~ ) 
City nnd County of San Francisco and ) 
the Counties of Alameda 1 ;Cont'ra Costa,} 
Marin, Monterey, Na~s, ~ant~'Clara, ) 
Santa Cruz, San Benito, San:VJklteo, ) 
Solano and Sonoma. ) 

-------------------------------) 

Case'No. 5'441 
Petition for Y~di!icot10n 

No. 21 

Ru$s~ll BeVAns! tor Draymenfs Association of S~n 
Francisco, rnc., ane M;:mr1.9.~ A. Owons, for 
Draymen's Association of Alamoda County; 
petitioners. 

'-: ... A .. E. No~z:b9m, for Los Angeles Wholesale Institute, 
~ " li:...'$..!' le)W.Q.n, for Montgomery 'lIard and Company, 
.. A •. 1 .. }~at.fI~lS and Arlo D. Poe, 'for Calii"ornia 

Xrucking Associations, Inc., and J. Quintrall, 
for Western Hotor Tariff Bur.eau; interested 
parties. . 

.rohp vI. MAlloZ'Y and r!r1c Mohr, for th.e Comm1ss10n's 
statt. 

o PIN I~O N --- ...... ..,--. 

City Carriers' Tariff No. l-A names minimum rntos, rules 

and regulati'ons for the tronsport3.t1on of property between pOints in 

the City and County of San Francisco. Ci~Y Carriers' Tariff No. 2-A -

Highway Carr1ers' Tariff No. l-A names-c1n1cum rates, rules and regu­

lotions for like transportation between po1nts in tho so-called East 

Boy dray~go 3roo. Item3 Noz. 220, 221 ond 222 series or onch of 

these tariffs contain rates, charges, rules and regulations govern­

ing various services, other than transportation, accorded pool 

shipments. Section 5 of each of the tariffs names hourly and monthly 

vehicle unit rates for transportation of property within the respee-

t1ve drayago ~r03S. 
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c. 5441 (Pet. No. 21) AH 

By this petition, as aI:lencec, DraymenTs Association of S~r. 

Francisco, Inc., and DraymenTs ;~sociatio!'l of Alameda County seek 

amendment pf the title page of Section , or each of the above-men­

tioned tariffs by the addition thereto o~ a provision to the ~oll~!­

ing effect: 

"The r.ates ane cbarges in this section will not 
3pply f.or serJico= to~ which rates ancl charges 
ara ~rcvidee i~ Itoms Nos. 220, 22l and 222 series 
of this tariff' .. n 

Public he~r1ng ot the petition was held before Examiner 

Carter R. Bishop in San FranciSCO on December l~, 1956. Testimony on 

behalf of petitione=s was given by the secretary-~n3ger of the S~n 

Francisco association and by the executive secretary of the East ~y 

organization. 

Tho p~po=e of thep~oposed tariff changes, the record 

shows, is solely for cl~ri~~e3tion. The car:iers have conSistently 

held, the secretar.1-~nager testified, that the vehicle unit rates 

~pply only for the transportation of property, and do not include 

accessorial services for whieh cherges are provided 1n the aforesaid 

Items Nos. 220, 221 ~nd 222 series. Some Shippers, he said, have 

taken the pos1 tion, however, that such. acces.sorial services are 

included in the vehicle unit rates. Xhe modif1cations proposed 

herein, the witnesses ~sserted, will remove any doubts which may now 

exist concerning the correct app11eation of the tariff proviSions 
l here in issue. 

l 
Xhe secretary-manager read into the record a letter,. dated March 20, 
1956, which he had received from the COmmission in which the infor­
mal opinion was expressed that when property to be transported under 
the unit. rates named in Section 5 of City Carriers T Xaritf No. l-A 
consists of a pool Shipment as defined in Item No •. 22l-B of that, 
tariff the charges set forth in Item.No. 220-J shall oe assessed 1n 
addition to the transportation charges accruing under Seetion 5. 
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C. ~1 (Pet. No. 21) AH 

Cons1der~tion of the tari~r proVisions in ~uestion and of 

the record herein leads to the conclusion that the interpretation 

placed upon those proVisions by the San Francisco and East Bay 

draymen is correct. The Commission further concludes that the clar­

ification of the minimum r8te tariffs ~s proposed by petitioners has 

been justified. The petition Will be granted. So that distribution 

of tariffs will be limited to those part1es interested in each pub­

lication involved, a separate order covering City Carriers' !ar1!f 

No. 2-A - Highway Carriers f Xar1f:f.' ~ro. l-A will be issued. 

ORDBR - - ... --
Based upon the conclusions and findings set forth in the 

preceding op1nion, 

IT IS ORDERED that City Carriers! Tari!! No. l-A 

(Appendix "A" of Decision No. '+1363 as a::lended) be and it is hereby 

further amended by incorporating therein, to oecome effective May 1, 

1957, Pirst Revised Page ltJ.t. Cancels Orig1nal Page lfl+, wb.1ch page is 

atteched hereto and by this refe~ence made 3 part.hereo!. 

In all other respects the aforesaid Decision No. 41363, as 

amended, shall rema1n in full force and e~rect. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at _-,-______ ~~- this 19za' 
day of Cd.4~"f"ck 
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Comm1ssioners 
R'W E Unter~~ bo1::g Co:::1c:;:!.oner ...... ¥; •• - ........... _-_ •• 

~¢'~os=~rily n.b3ent. did not ~t1c:i~to 
i~ tho d.is;po~1 tio:. o! th18 :procood!~ 



First Rcvi~cd Pa~c 
t:.l.."'lc~ls 

Origi."lIll Pclgc cny CJ1RRm'.5 T '.i:'#'I.~u""! :;0.. 1-1 .. .. 

SEerIO!; NO., 5 

EO'OF.LY :~ND w~rxm,y ?,J.l'ES 

{,~'!hr:: :'.:ltc:: ~nc. ehclrgcs in this Section m.1l 

221 .'lnc. 222 scriez of thi~ tari!! .. · 

I IN;ed.i tion, Decision No .. Z::'ECTIVE 1:\Y 1, 19S7 

I:.~sucd b:r the P.""blic Utili tics Co=ss!.o~ of t1w State of C(lli!orni.l, 

Correction :;0. 2$3 
S<'lrl Fr.;:.ncisco, Ccl. itorni.l. 

-lJ.L,.. 


