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OPINION ON FURTHER n~~RING 

By Decision No. 53840, aated October 1, 1956, minimum 

rates were established tor the transportation ot fresh fruits and 

v'~getables in 1ntGl"state and in foreign commerce 'between pOints 

wj'.thin this State. For shipments of grapes and deciduous tree 

t~lits from designated areas in the S~~ Joao.uin Valley to specified 

ports "fiattf rates (rates which are the same irrespective of the 

quantity shipped) were prescribed on a zone oasis. For shipments 

or citrus fruits special commodity dista~c~ rates were proVided. 

Ir.L other respects this transportation was ~ade subject to the same 

raltes, rules and regulations in Ydnimum Rate Tariff No. 8 as those 

wh1ch govern the transportation or fresh fruits and vegetables in 

intrastate commerce. 

By petitions filed October 17, 1956, and March 4, 1957, 

the California Grape and Tree Fruit League seeks rehearing and 

reconsideration of matters covered 'by Decision No. 53840 as they 

ra'la te to dec~duous fruits. It alleges that the decision is unduly 

discriminatory in effect inasmuch as it proVides special rates tor 

the transportation of deciduous fruits from certain areas but sub

jects like transportation rro~ other areas to the general provisions 

of Y~nimum Rate !ar1fr No.8. It states that as a consequence 

growers of deciduous fruits in the other areas are suttering direct 

financial hardship tor the reason tbat they are producL~g, selling, 

and shipping deciduous truits in direct competition with growers 

who are located in zones from which special rates have 'been made 

applicable. On November 19, 1956, and on !~rch 12, 1957, the 

Commission granted the petitions for rehearing and reconsideration.l 

1 
The order of November 19, 1956, reopened the proceedings as to 
deciduous tree fruits; the order of Y~reh l2, 1957, broadened 
the scope of the matters to be considered to include all decidu
ous :f'ruits. 
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Public hearings on the petitions were held before ~xam1ner 

C. S. Abernathy at San Francisco on January 22, 1957, and at Los 

.Angeles on Y~reh l3, 1957. EVidence was submitted by petitioner's 

assistant tr~r:f'ic manager, by the lltanager of the Lake County Fruit 

Exchange, and by the director of research 0: the California Trucking 

Associations, Inc. Representatives of the American National Growers 

Corporation and or Sunkist Growers, Inc., participated in the pro

'ceedings as interested part1es. Members of the Commission's staff 

'also participated in the development or the record. 

Through exhibits and test1mony, petitioner's ass1stant 

traff1c manager recommended three main adjustments 1n the present 

minimum rates for deciduous fruits. These recommendations, he 

asserted, ushould be considered as this industry's op1nion of the 

l"ate levels that will insure tor the trucking industry a continued 

volume of the traffic in question and that will result 1n the least 

possible disruption or the d1stribution or California fresh decidu

ous fruit in interstate and fo~e1gn commerce." The recocmended 

adjustments are as follows: 

(a) The establishment of zone rates tor export 

shipments to apply from principal areas 1n the State 

where dec1duous fruits are grown, said rates to corre

spond With zone rates which have been established 

heretofore for deciduous fruit~ originating 1n San 

Joaquin Valley prodUCing areas. 

(b) The establishoent of reduced carload rates 

for export shipments or apples and pears moving 1n 

quantities of 36,000 pounds or more. 
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<c) The exemption froz minimum rate regulation 

of shipments of fresh fru1ts and vegetaoles to railheads. 

With reference to hiz zone rate proposals, petitioner's 

assistant traffic manager described fottrteen areas in v~r1ous parts 

of the State which he said re~resent principal producing areas for 

deciduous fruits. He proposed that these areas be designated as 

rate zones and that zone rates be made applicable therefrom accord-
2 ingly. He submitted a scale ot rates ~hich he had developed to 

correspond to zone rates nO"N' in effect .3nd which he proposed be ma4e 

applicable to all shipments of deciduous fruits except shipments of 

apples and pears 1n quantities of 36,000 pounds or more. Ee said 

that deciduous frUits generally are tendered for shipment 1n 

quantities in all r~~ges of weights but that apples and pears are 

tendered principally in carload or truCkload lots. He declared 

that recognition of these heaVier loads of apples and pea.rs should 

be given in the form of reduced rates, and he recomcended rates 

which are 3 cents per 100 pounds less than the zone rates otherwise 

proposed tor deciduous :f"ru1ts. 

As has been indicated, the above proposals were reeom

~ended for application to export shipments of deciduous fruits. 

vIi th reference to similar Shipments moving in interstate commerce 

the propo~als of petitioner's assistant trsftic managor woUld result 

in the virtual exemption from minicum rates tor much of this class 

of tr~fr1c. The recommendations ot: petitioner's witness in this 

2 
The !ourteen zones are in addition to the !ive zones prescribed 
by Decision No. 53840 tor decidUOUS fruit movecents. 
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regard were developed largely in conn€ct1on With pears. Interstato 

shipments of pears, he testified, move pr1ncipally by rail carriers. 

Under prevailing shipper practices, the pears are brought from 

orchards to packing and cooling plants and are packed and chilled 

for shipment and transported by truck to railhead for further s~ip

ment or they are brought to packing plants, packed, transported by 

truck to cooling plants at railheads, chilled, and then forwarded 

by ra1l.3 He pointed out that under present rules of Ydnimum Rate 

~ar1ff No. 8 shipments to cooling plants are exempt from the minimum 
t,. 

rates. The practical effect is, he said, that shippers who uti1iz~ 

cooling plants at railheads are eXempted trom minimum rate regula

tions, while those who utilize cooling plants at paCking sheds must 

observe the minimum rate provisions O~ the subsequent movements to. 

the railheads. To remedy this assertedly discr1minatory situation 

h~ proposed that the exemption be oxtended to all Shipments of fruits 

and vegetables moving to railheads. 

Petitioner t s proposals were opposod on several grounds 

by the director or research of the California Trucking Assoeiations, 

Inc., who testified on behalr of that organization. First, he said 

that the propo~als do not make provision tor all of tho areas where 

deciduous fruits are grown, and that shipments from the areas tor 

whieh zone rates are not provided will continue to ce subject to 

the samG type of discr1mination that petit10ner assails in these 

3 
S1m1lar testimony was subm1tte~ o~ petitioner's behalf by the 
manager o! the Lake County Fruit Exeh~tnge. 

Item No. ~ series of Ydn1mum Rate Tarirt No.8. 
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oatters. Second, he pointed out that certa1n of the proposed zones 

are of substantial size. This circ~t3nce, he said, tends to result 

in earrier discr1mination, ~~asmuch as those permitted csrriers that 

may solieit traffic select1vely seek the relatively more remunerative 

hauls from the near sides or the zones and leave to the highway 

common carrierz, who are bo~~d by their holding-out to transport all 

freight, the relatively less profitable traffic from the tar sides 

of the zoneS. The witness urged that sueh r~tes as are established 

for the traffie involved in these ~tters be on a distance cne we1~~t 

basis 1n order to avoid discrim1n~tion of that nature. To that ene 

he urged also that the zones and zone r2tes which were established 

by Decision No. 53840 be canceled and that distance and weight rates 

be made applicable 1nstead. He reco~ended further that should rates 

for carload movements of apples and pears be established, the carload 

I:l1nimum weight should 'be sat at 40,000 pounds instead or 36,000 

pounds as requested by pet1tioners 1n oreer to permit the att3inment 

of lesser eosts and rates that would result under heaVier lood1ng or 

the carriers T vehicles. As an additional pOint, he urged that the 

sought exemption on Shipments to ra11ho~ds not be established. He 

said that from his investigotion into this proposal he eould not f1n~ 

sound reason for distingUishing such traffic from that mOving to 

ports ror export. He asserteCI that essentially the same transporta

tion conditions apply both to export shipments nnd to 1nter~t3te 

shipments. 
. 

D1scuss1on. Conclusions. 2nd F1nd1n~s 

On this coro extensive record the evidenco shows that tor 

the transportation involved herein 111n~um Rate Tariff No. 8 should 
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be amended to set forth specific commodity rates tor deciduous !ru1t~ 

to apply 1n l1eu of the more general rates w~~ch now apply. The 

principal m3tters to be considered relate to the form that the rates 

should t~ke end wh0ther 10 light or tho further show1ngs hor01n tho 

form or tho rates which was adopted in Decision No. ,3S40 should be 

modit1od tor st~t~-w1do application. 

As h~s been st~ted above, tho rates tor deciduous fruits 

which were prescribed by Decision No. 53840 were flat rates and were 

ostablished on a zone basis. Tho fl~t form or r~tes was adopted 10 

view of shoWing:::: tho.t r~tes in such form h~d been proved. by expor1-

~nce as permitting the freedom of movement or the traf:1c involved, 

~~ meeting the needs of shippers, and 3S being ~at1sfactor.y to the 

c~rr1ers who hovo beon actuolly engaged in tho tronsportDtion. Not

~1ithstand1ng the objections or the California Trucking Associations, 

Inc., to this torm or r~tes, it appears that in the es~b11shment of 

rates for dceiduo~ ~ruits for state-wido application the tl3t bos1: 

c! rates shoUld be retained. The o~ject1ons of the Associations to 

~ates ot this type are not without merit. It is recognized that the 

roosonablenoss of flat rates 1$ depend~nt in pa~t on whether indi

vidual cerr1ers aro tendered a representative cross-section or 
shipments, both large and small, so that their over-all revenues 3ro 

r~asonAbly compon~otory tor th~1r totAl sorvice: undor the rotes. 

Unless this circumst~nce is taken into account in the allocet1on of 

traffiC, fl$t rate~ cannot reasonably be maintained. Although flat 

r(\te: o.rc subjoct 1;0 this infirmity, the oVidence ind1cntes thnt 

under the carr1er~Lnd-shipper arr3ngements which have prevailed here

tofore the rates h~Lve eeen mutually sat:!.s!aetor".I. In the absence or 
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ev1denee or change of underlying c1rcumst~nce$ whieh would make the 

rates ineqUitable, their continuance appears justified. 

Somewho t differont conclusions apply in eOml,ect1on w1 th 

pub11cation of th~ =ates on a zone basiS. Factors which led to the 

adoption in Dec1~ion No. 53840 or zone rates for dec1duous fruits 

were representations that the production of grapes for export, the 

prineipal deciduous fruit then under consideration, 1s coneentrated 

.ma1nly Wi thin a few designated areas in the San J' oaqu1n Valley and 

that competitive e~~11ty amongst sh1ppers within those arens had 

been and shoUle be m3int31nod~ It was coneluded, furthermore, that 

tor these zones, rates could be prescribed which would reasonably 

reflect the costs of the services perforced. 

On this r~cord, however, it nppears that the transport~

tion of deciduous fruits other then grapes is subject to somewhat 

different considerations; that in various respects the zones which 

are proposed are not Suitable tor adoption tor minimum r~te ~urposes, 

and that the proposed rates and zones would not produce reasonable 

and nondiscriminatory charges in the range of circucstances in which 

they would apply. Some or tho zones overla~ other zones. Contlict

ing zone descriptions raise question as to wbat zones are intended. 

The propriety of the basing pOints or the proposed zones was not 

established. Some or the zon~s would cover such extended areas that 

it is questioned wh,ether ~ single r3te would be reasonable for trans

portation froe all points within the zones. It appears, moreover, 

that deciduous fruits are produced in numerous areas throughout 

Ca11forni~, some of which would not be subject to zone rates under 

potitioner's proposal. Thus it appears that these latter areas 
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would be subject to the sa~e sort of discrimination as that assailed 

by ~et1t1oner in its petition for reconsideration in these matters. 

For these re3S0ns it ic concluded that pet1tioner'~ zone proposals 

should not be adopted but that, instead, rates for deciduous fruits 

(other than grapes for which zone rates were prescribed by Decision 

No. 53840) should be on a dist$nce basis corresponding 'in level to 

the zone rates now in effect. In conformity with this conclusion 

tho distance rates will be made to apply also in lieu oi the zone 

rates for decidUOUS !ruits (other than g~8pes) which were prescribed 

oy DeciSion No. 53840. 

Petitioner's recommendat1o~s that reduced rates tor car

load shipments of apples and pears be established as exceptions to 

the rates which would otherHise apply to deciduous fruits a~pear 

well founded inasmuch as the evidence shows that apples and pears 

move predominantly in carload or truckload quantities. Reduced 

rates tor c~rload or truckload shipments ot potatoes, onions, and 

citrus fruits have heretotore been establ1she~ in Vdn1mum Rate 

Tariff No. 8 in recognition of lower costs which apply to such ship

ments. Like action for apples and pears appears justified on this 

record. The minimum carload weight which should govern such reduced 

rates should be 36,000 pOll."'lds notw1thst~nd1ng the fact that utiliza

tion of a ~O,ooo-poune minimum as recommendQd by the witness for 

California Trucking Associations, Inc., would tend to result in 

lower rates. The evidence shows th2t 36,OOO-pound quanti~ies have 

long been the prevailing sales unit for apples and pears. The 

truckload cin~um weight which should be prescribed here1n for 

minimum rate purposes should reflect these commerc1al eonsiderztions_ 
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Establishment o! reduced rates tor truckload or carload 

shipments of apples and pears in turn entails consideration of the 

rates that should apply to lesser quantities. Testimony of peti

tioner's traffic manager in this regard indicates that these 

~uantities likewise are not subject to the same considerations as 

those which are applicable to other deciduous fruits moving in 

foreign commerce and that deviation from general minimum ra.te 

provisions in connection with these shipments is not so necessary. 

Accordingly, it is concluded that ship:ents of apples and pears in 

quantities of less than 36,000 pounds should be governed by the same 

rates in Minimum Rate Tariff No. S as those which govern the trans

~rtat1on of fruits and vegetables generally. 

The exemption from minimum rate regulation which petitioner 

seeks to have established ror shipments to railheads should be 

donied. The proposal is so broad in scope that it adopted it would 

,apply to intrastate transportation as well as to interstate trans

portation or to transportation in foreign commerce. The record does 

not justify the adoption of an exemption o! such consequence. Estab

lishment of such an exemption to apply only to transportation of 

apples and pears, the transportation with which this proposal mainly 

is concerned, likewise does not appear justified. As pointed out in 

DeciSion No. 538~~, purposes or minimum rate regulation are the 

stabilization o! transportation and, in connection with the move

ments involved herein, the providing of reasonable and nond1scr1m1-

natory m1n1mum rate structures. ~stablishment or the exemption 

which petitioner seeks would not be eonsistent with these purposes. 

With respect to the asserted discr1:1nation between shipcents to 
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coo11hg' plants and shipment~ to' other destinations -- discrimination 

tor which the sought exemptions are urged' as a cure -- it appe3rs that 

to the extent, that any discrio1nation ex1sts in relation to the 

described shi~~ents the matters should be dealt with speci!1c1311y 

in the proper circumstances rather than by the extension of eXemp

tions, a matter which 1n itself would give rize to fu:thor problems 

of discri~1nation. 

Upon careful considerati'on ot all of the facts and c1r

cucstances of record, it is concluded and !ou.~d that existing 

minimum rates, rules and regulations 1n Ydnimum Rate ~ar1ff No.8 

for the transp¢rt~t10n ot deciduous frU1ts in interstate or in 

foreign commerce shoUld be revised to the extent provided in .the 

order wh1ch tollows •. 

o R D B R 
~ - .... - .... 

Based on the'evidence of record and upon the conclusions 

and findings contained in the preceding opinion, ' 

IT IS HEREBY ORD~RED that: 

1. M1nimum Rate Tariff No. 8 (Appendix "en to Decision 

No_ 33977 as amended) be and it 1s hereby further amended by incor

pO:"3.ting therein to becol:le effective on June 16, i957,the ~evised ~/ . -pages attached hereto and listed in Appendix 1, also attachod hereto, 

which pages and appendiX by this reference are made a part hereof. 

2. In all other respects DeciSion No. 33977, as amended, 

shall remain in full force and effect. 

3. Common carrier tariff publications required or author

ized to be made as a result of the a~en~ents herein of Ydnizum Rate 
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Tariff No.8 shall be made effective on or before June 16, 19,7, on ~ ....,-..-.....-.-...... _ ... _-........... ,-

not less than five days' notice to the Commission and to the public. 

~. Except as otherwise provided herein, the several 

proposals of the California Grape and Treo Fruit League which were 

submitted 1n connection with its petition for rehearing or reconsider

ation filed October 17, 19S6, and ~ts petition for modification filed 

March 4, 1957, be and they hereby are denied. 

This order shall oecome effective ton days attor the ~ 

da te hereof. 

Dsted at ___ Lo_:!_I'oJl_g_e~ _______ , California, this z~j 
day of ___ -.,.Oi;M:.:.:,Q..;..V __ _ 

Commissioners 

Co=i==iO:l~:rl/..attbGW J. DoolO)". 001:& 
noeo::ar11y ~b:O:lt. did not part1c1pato 
in tho ~1~'O:1t1~n or tbi~ P:roco041~ 
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A."">?ENDIX "1" TO DECISION NO.. 55043 

Revised and Qriginal Pases to Ydnio~ Rata Tari!f 
No. 8 Authorized 'by Said Decision 

Seventh Revised Paee 12 Cancels Sixth Revised Page 12 

Eighth Revised Page 29 Cancels Seventh ReVised Page 29 

Seventh Revised Page 30 Ccncels Sixth Revised Page 30 

Orieinal Page 30-C 

First Revised Page 36-A Cancels Original Page 36-A 



Scv~nth ReViS" Pag~ .... 12 
Cancels 

Sixth Rav1:od ?~go .... 12 MINI~ RATE TAR!FF !~O. a 
6:1- SECTION NO. l-~':J-:.ES AND REGu....A~!ONS OF CESRAL 

APPL!CATION (ContL~ued) ~ 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

"'110-G 
Cancels 
110-F 

COMPUTAT!ON OF DISTANCZS 

Dist~~ces to be uscd in connection ~nth d1st~~c¢ 
r~tes named herein shall be the shortest constructive 
hieh"l~Y' cilce..ges p:,ovided in tile Di~tance Table, a:::1cnd
~ents thereto or re1s~ue$ thereof, subject to the follow
ing exceptions: 

*1. D1st3.nc~s f:-or:l or to points loc.o.ted -..11 thin zones 
~s described in Items Nos. '270, 27:' ~d 272 or ,·rithin 
territories described in Items Nos. 280, 281, 282 ~d 
283 h~v1ng milease basing pOints s~ll be computed t:'om 
or to the mileage basL,g poL,t 'desi~nated in co~,ection 
\.1'1 th such descriptions.. (See Exception 2.) The pro
visions or this exception ~~11 not ap~lY in co:puting 
nilea.ges to be used 1!l connection ,·n til distance CO::1-
:odity rates na:led in !te:::l No. 307, no:, ,·rill it apply 
in co:,uting mileages b~t'\·r~en pOints locat~ vithi..."l a 
sinele zone or territory having a tlileage bas~g poL~t. 
(See Hotes 1 and 2.) 

2. (a) Dizt~~ces to be used fro~ points of orisin 
or to !,oints of destination located 'tol1tb.1.., the Sa.."l 
Fr~cisco pickup and delivery zone, or rrom points or 
oriCin or ~o ~oints or destination located ~dth1..~ the 
Oakl~d pickup and delivery zone, shall be the average 
of the constructive =ileage froo or to both the Sa~ 
FranciSCO and Oakland zones. The provisions of this 
paraGraph apply only in connection ,·lith pOints of or1-
ein or destination ~ore than 70 constructive :liles 
distant fro: both the San Fr~,cisco a.~d Oa~land Zones. 

(0) ~lhen applied in con..~cction With split pickup 
or split delivery ship~ents, the average mileage s~ 
be used only ':rhen the distance co:n:outed under the "Oro
visions of Ite:ls Nos. 170 a.~d l80,-as the case cay·be, 
rrom or to both the S~~ Fra.."lcisco .l.,d OaY~~'1d piclrup 
and delivery zones is ::lore tha."l 70 constructive miles 

(c) In the event the average mileage is less 
than the :11eage co~puted from 0:' to a"l intcr~ed1ate 
point via the shortest constructive route, such l¢sser 
~ileaee shall apply from or to such inter~ediate point. I 

NOTE I.-In computing dist~'1ces under the proviSions 
of Itetl No .. 170 on split pickup shipments originating 
at t ... ro or :lore points or o:,1gin 'orithin the zones or terri
tories having mileage basing points as described j~ Ite:s 
Nos. 270, 271, 272, 200, 281, 282 a."ld 283 add to the . 
~ilc~ee from the basing ~oint to point or destination 
the difference, if any, between the d1st~~ces cocputeJ 
under the rirst paragraph hereof or Exception 2, "lhieh
ever applies: (1) rro~ point or origin or ~~y cocponont 
~~t to point of destination via tile pOint or ~o1nts of 
origin of the other component parts, a.~d (2) fro~ the 
first poL~t of origin used L"l (1) to point of destina
tion as if no split p1clQlP has been pe:-formed. 



e 
c. ,1.3S<rct. 11).,1(' 

NOTE 2.- In cocputine dist~~ccz unde~ the provisionz 
o! Item No. 130 on s~lit cclivery ohip~e~tz .destined to 
t't'IO or more t)oints o! destination 't·t1thin a zone or, terri
tory h~v1ng mileage basing pOints as described in Ite~s 
No:;. 270, 271, 272, 280, 281, 232 ruld 283 add to the 
m11c~ge !ro:o. pOint of origin to the basing pOint the 
difi'erence, it o.r..y, bet"'Jcen the diztance cooputcd under 
the first paracraph hereor or Exception 2, whichever 
applies: (1) One-hal! the dist~~ce !roo point of oriein 
to pOint of destination or any c::ooponcnt part \pia the 
point or pOints or destination or the other co=poncnt 
parts and return to poL~t of ori~in, ~~d (2) troe point 
of origin to the last point or dcstin~tion used in (1) 
as if no split delivery has been performed. 

EFl-ECTIVE JUNE l6 ,1957 ~ 

Issued by the Publie Utilities Co:o.mizsion of the State or C,,-li!ornia, 
C.:.l11'o:n1a •. 1 Correction No. le7 San'Francizco, 
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C.' 543e(pct. ll~ 
Eiehth Rev1"ed Page ••• 29 

Caneol:! 
S~vent:l rwrued Ps.e~ ........ 29 

Item 
No. 

SECTION NO .. 2 - DIS'I'k"JCE COMMODITY R.A.TZS 
(In Cents Per 100 Pounds) 

FRUITS A..!.'ID VECETABLES. INCWDING MUSHROOMS. a:; de~cr1bed 1n 
Item No./.K).. (Ito~ Noe .. 300 :mel 301.) 

MINDf'v'M WEICHT ! 
Ovor But no't. 

Ov~r 

o :3 
3 5 
5 10 

10 lS 
15 20 
20 2S 
2S 30 
30 35 
;S 40 
4C J.J.S 

I 

68 
68 
f:i:) 
70 
71 
72 
73 
74 
75 
76 

2.000 
PtrUnd!l 

45 
45 
45 
45 
46 
46 
47 
42 
49 
50 

39 
39 
40 1 
41 
42 
4'J 
44 
45 
46 
47 

1i 
18 1' .. 
l?!'~ 

'" 20: 
21 

I 
I 
I 
I 
I , , 
I 

I 

I 1 

;.r,·30o-:·r I 
~!'lcels 

4S 
SO 
60 
70 
80 

SO 
60 
70 
80 
90 

79 
81 
82 
et.. 
25 

51 
53 
55 
57 
59 
61 
63 
65 
67 
f:r) 

$ 
49 22 . ' 

I 
I 
I 

I 300-0 
90 

I 100 
: 110 
I 120 

I 130 
140 
l.$0 
160 

'I 170 lsO 
190 
200 
220 
240' 
260 

100 
110 
120 
130 
l40 
150 
l60 
170 
180 
190 
200 
220 
240 
260 
280 

27 
89 
91 
n 
94 
96 
98 

101 
103 

-104 

106 
UJ7 
109 
111 
m 

71 
74 
77 
7S 
79 
SO 
81 
83 
85 
87 

51 
52 
S3 
55 
57 
59 
61 
63 
64 
66 
67 
6S 
69 
70 
71 
73 
76 
7S 

23~-
21.~ 
26 

(CQnt1nued in Item No. 301) ! 
(1) .A.,p:ics or..ly to tr~r.sport.lt1"n o! apples a.nd!"r pe:;;:c movt...ng in inter- .1

1 
:rtc:bo I'll' i.."l !'"rcigr. co=~rce~ .. 

(2) R~tE:ls in thi::: co1'I.::A."l 3r.o:! not subject ~n the provisions ,,! S'l;.Pp1e::cnt X". 1211 
.;;- Ch~G~. ) Dl\ci~ior.. No. 550";'3 _ . e Reduct:J.or.) _ ". . . 

Iz~ed b.Y the PUblic Utllities Commission of the State of California, 

i Correction ~o.. 188 
I 

Sa.."l Fral1ci.5eo, Calif orl!1.a. 
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e 
c.~ 5438(Pet. ll)-I:< 

~{,'J'1nnthRevi~ed Pt\'~ ........ :30 
Ca.nce~ 

Sixth Rov~"d Page ....... 30 

Item SECTION NO.. 2 - DISl'ANCZ COMMOD:tT.C RAl'ES 
I No. (In Cents per 100 Pou."'ld$) 

FRUITS Ai'm VEGETABLES, INc.tuDINCi MUSHRooy.s. M do~cribod 1n 
i Item No .. 40. (!tem No~. 300 and :301.) , 
I 

: , 
MJl.ES m'Jl.roM ~'EIGHT 

I i I 1,1 !t!1j O;oUVV Over But not A:rty .2,000 1 4;000 1 10, 000 i:l.8,coi~24,o;:C, j?eu."l~~ , 
Ov"r Ou.'\ nt!l .. tv ?oo.nd~ Pound-- I t) .... ,...,I"1_ P~~P~:': IOJ . (';' 

280 JOO ll6 89 80 60 59' SO 1.;9 I 

300 :325 1lS 92 ~ 70 61 52 51 ;25 350 122 94 85 74 6; $5 54 350 375 124 98 Be 76 c6 sa S7 375 400 127 100 90 I 
79 69 61 60 I I *301-G 400 425 130 .l03 93 

I 
82 I 71 6:; 62 : CD.nCCU; 425 450 133 106 97 34 74 66 65 

, 30l-: 450 475 136 109 100 I 87 77 168 67 
475 500 139 I ll2 102 

I 
90 

I 
80 171 70 I 500 525 l4l 114 105 93 83 ' .. 72 I {; 

: 525 550 145 ll7 lOS 96 , 86 ! 76 75 : : SSO 57S 148 12l 1ll 99 I S8 : 79 77 I I 57S 600 15l l24 114 102 91 i .82 eo i I 600 625 154 127 ll6 105 94 ' 8l.:. 62 
I 625 6so 157 l29 120 107 9'7 18'" 84 I I ( 

650 675 
11~. 

• " l60 132 123 110 :90 37 ; 675 700 163 135 126 89 , 
I 113 \92 i I 

: F or &ta.."ee~ I 
; aver 700 m11e~ I I 

I ; add for eaeh I 

i2S mile$ or 

2~ 2;'" 2~ ltraetion there~! ~ 3t :3 3 :.: .... i 
I 

(1) Appll~s ":-:"7 t~ t:,.:;~spn::"'t.:r.ti"r.. o~· a.pplos ~:-.d/":, pe.lrs :nt"i.'i .. "l8 i:l 
~tp~state or !.~ !~r~~gn c,,:cere~. 

(2) R..:l.t~s in this eo1'll:lr. a.r", r.et subj ~ct t~ th~ pr"visi"'r..: of Supple::lC:-.t 
NI"I. 12.· 

* Cr..a.ng~ < ) D~cisiC':-. :~o. 55043 
~ R~duct:l.on ) 

Izzued by th~ Public Utilities Com .. n~s1on o! the State or Calii'ornia., 

Correction No. 189 San Franeisco, Cali!ornia.· 
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RATES ON TH"".s PAOZ ARE NOT SUBJECT TO ?ROVISIONS OF SUP?!.EUENT NO .. 12 

Origirw.1 Page ...... 30-C 

Ite~ SECTION KO. 2 - DISX.ul CS COLZtODIT"! !U.ttS 
No. (L~ Cents per 100 po~~d$) 

DECIDUOUS FRtrITS~ including Apricots~ Eerrics~ Che.."'Ties" :'igs~ 
I.oqu.:tts~ !~ect3.ri!'les, Pc~ches, Pc:-s1:tnon::~ P1\lI:lS, Prune: and 
Quincos. (SecNotc~ 1, 2~ 3 and 44) 

:.mES l41ir.imu::l 
\ 

l!!T .... 't:'S. l 11ini:l1J::l 
iieir.:h~ :"ei~ht 

.But ~ot Ar:;t But ~ot ~itr Over Over Q-.umtity Over Ove:-

0 :3 18 1 190 200 14 
3 $ lS?t 200 220 ll~ 
5 10 19 220 240 47 

10 15 19?; 240 260 4~ 
I 15 20 20 260 280 52 

\ 20 25 21 280 300 54S-
2$ :30 

I 
21~' 300 325 57 

30 :35 22 32$ 350 5~ 
35 40 

! 
23 350 375 62 

I 40 1.J.5 23~ 375 400 6S , 

I 
. , 

\ 

4S So 21.L 400 lI2$ 67~ 
SO 60 25 l.25 l.6O 

I 
70 

I fl307 60 70 26 450 475 72~ 
7'0 80 27).. 475 SOO 75l. 
80 90 2~ 500 525 77" 

1 
90 100 

1 
30 $25 550 80 

100 no 31 550 575 82i 
I llO 120 I 32~ 575 600· 85 
I 120 130 I 3':1 .... 600 625 87" 
I 

,.I~ ... 
l30 llLo I 35 625 6$0 90 I 

! 140 150 36 650 675 92~ 
I 150 160 37t 675 700 95 
I 160 l70 38'~' For distances over 
I l70 180 . 1.J.0 700 :ile: ~d tor 
\ 180 190 U e~ch 25 ~les or 

I I !r3.ction thereo~ ~ I 
• 
I , 
I 

~~TE l.-Applies for the transportation of deciduous ~ruits, ~Ving 
to ete~hip dock:, piers, or 7~1arves, when such ~ove~nts are ~~ 
inter:tate or L~ foreign eo~ercc and. are exempt fro: rate ~egu-

, ~tion oy ~he Interstate Com:crcc Co==is~ion u.~der the provi3io~ 
I 
I ot Section 203(b)(6) of the Int~r=~~te Cocmeree Act. ; 
, 

NOTE 2.-C~riers mAy quote and asses: eharge~ upon a· di!!erent unit I 
: of =e~surement than t~~~ proVided herein, pro~.dod: I 
I 

(1) The trcight chArges Assessed are not less ~ tho~e which I 

I would have been assessed had the rates herei.~ been applied; I 

I and 
I (2) T'll~t the carrier r s shipping doeu:ents contc.~~ all the in!'o:""'...."l.-
, tion necessary to co~ute the freight chArges on t!'lC bu;i:l. o! , , the ~~it of~~sure~nt pro·lided herein. i .. 



NOTE 3.~~te: named in this item eo not ~ltcrnnte with r~te~ pro
Vidl'Xl. in .. thor i tom.::: or section: 0 r th1:5 tnr:i!!. 

NOTE 4.-~~tes do not app~ tor the tr~~port~tion of ~pplos or 
pears. For r~tes tor the~e fruits, see Ite=s Nos. 300 and 301. 

Il Addition., Decision No. 550';'3 

EFFECTIVE JUNE '16,1957 -
Izsucd by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of C~li!ornin, 

Sar. Francisco, C~lirorr~a. Correction No. 190 
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! rt~:l :;;':;C'I.'10N l'JO. 2-POI~~. 1'0 POr;~'.r . 1.1.';:: .K..ITES 
r:O. (~~ Cent~ Pcr 100 Pounds) , , 

" 

I , , 
I 

I 

I 

, 

I 

~;·(l)Cru..?ES. (S~e ;rot.~s 1" 2 """d 3 ) I: ~'IV QU'~"" ""'!'V ....... • ,....._ .. ""oJ ••••• 

1'0 :mOl: (Soo Note ~) 
loCii Reedloy I J:.Xeter l'{.1c~rovo '--I1:l 

Docks, ?icr~ .::..~d 17h::u-ves D.t: ZOrlC Zone 1 Zone Zone Zone 

San Fra."lcisco" .~..:JA.::cda, 0.:11-:-
land, ?"ic1'l:lond 31 lJ6 j SO $4 58 

Los !ngelos H.lrbor (San ?eo.:o, I 
I 

~rill:lineton, Tcr:d..~D.1 Is land) , 
a.nd Long Bc~eh 63 51 I 47 43 I 39 

Stoc!:ton 20 37 I 41 hS So 
I t 

· .. ·~60-~ ri., f6~ 

~nc~lz N01'Z l.-:.p pl i c s ............ ,.' t r ~.'n s, 0 -:: t.? t ion of: src.,cs .;. .. \Ill ~ 

I 
I 

, , 

360 :nov1.~A.G to :;:, .... ::.'tShip doc~,-:s .• piers .. 0:' w·-:.l-::v~s, ..... !'len sucr. 
movcmont~ .lrc'in 1nterst~t~ or ~"l lorcign co~cree ~nd ~r~ exompt 
tro~ rate resul~tion by ~~e Inters~tte Coaocrce Co~$~ion ~~dor 
tho provisions o~ Section 203(b)(6) of tho Inter~t~te Co=oerce 
:.ct. 

NOTE 2.-Carriers :ay quote ~d ~sscss ChD.-::be~ u~n D. di!f.e-::cnt ~~t 
~ca~re~ent th.ln that p-::ovided hc-::ein, provided: 

(1) The !'rciG!'l t cMrr;ec o.socs:::cd .?re not leos th~n those . ' . . ',lhich Vlould. h.1vC be~n ~sse:::seQ h.'ld ttle r.ltcs herein 
been .lppliod; and. 

(2) That the c'a.rricr f::: ::hippin~ documents con~i."l all the 

I 
intorm.:::.tion ncccos~ry to COl:lputc the i'roicht c1'ul.rges 
on thc'b~sit of the unit or ~cn~Jr~cnt proVided 
herein .. 

I XOTE 3~-Ratc:: ~d in thi:: ite:;'! do not .lltcrmtc with r·ltcs pro
Vided in other itctlS or sections of tlus tariff. 

NO':i:'Z 4.-For description of oricin z.one:: sec Ito:::::: )103. 365 ~d .366. 

(1) ~~tcs :0-:: Deciduo~: Tree ~uit= c~nccl~d ~ro~ thi= it~m. 
For r:lt~= "':'1 a.p,l~'::: eor 'Pe:J.r~1 ~e,:: !te:.lZ I'ros • .300 ~nd ;Ol. 
'Jor ra.tes /"In ot!'lcr !!"t!i ts :)l"~·tiou:31:r r~eC: in th5.::: i ~=:, 
:e~ Itl2':Jl !Jo. 307. 

0: 
1 

I 

-------------------------!~ 
Zl"iJ::c:'IVE Jm,~ 16, :.:?57 

, 

!:::~od by the Pu~lie Utilitio~ Co~~iooion of the Stntc o! ~i!or.nia., 
Sa.n Francisco, C.llifornia.. 

:Corrcction No. 19l 


