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QPINION ON FURTHER ERARING

By Decislon No. 53840, dated October 1, 1956, minimum

rates were established for the transportation of fresh fruits and
vegetables In interstate and in foreign commerce between points
wlthin this State. For shipments of grapes and deciduous tree
frults from designated areas in the San Jozguin Valley %o specified
ports "flat" rates (rates which are the same irrespective of the
quantity shipped) were preserided on 2 zone b»asis. For shipments
of citrus fruits speclal commodity distance rates were provided.
In other respects thic transportation was made subject to the sane
rates, rules and regulations in Minizum Rate Tariff No. 8 as those
which govern the transportation of fresh frults and vegetables in
intrastate commerce.

By petitions filed October 17, 1956, and March %, 1957,
the California Grape and Tree Frult Le2gue seeks rehearing and
reconsideration of matters covered by Decision No. 53840 as they
relate to deciduous frults. It alleges that the decision is wnduly
discriminatory in effect inasmuch as it provides special rates for
the transportation of dec¢lduous frultz from certain areas but sub-
Jects like transportation from other areas to the general provisions
of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8. It states that as a conseguence
growers of declduous fruits in the other areas are suffering direct
financial hardshlp for the reason that they are producing, selling,
and shipping deciduous frults in direct competition with growers
who are 1oéated in zones {rom which special rates have been made
applicadle. On November 19, 1956, and on March 12, 1957, the

Commission granted the petitions for rehearing and reconsﬂ.de:r:a‘cﬁ.m:a.:L
1l

The order of Novembder 19, 1956, reopened the proceedings as %o
deciduous tree fruits; the order of March 12, 1957, dbroadened

the scope of the matters to be considered to include all decidu~
ous fruits.
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Public he2rings on the petitions were held before Pxaminer
C.. S. Abernathy at San Froncisco on Januvary 22, 1957, end 2t Los
dngeles on March 13, 1957. Zvidence was submitted by petitioner's
assistant traffic manager, by the manager of the Lake County Frult
Exchange, and by the director of reseasrch of the Californis Trucking
Assoclations, Ine. Representatives of the American Nation2l Growers
Corporation and of Sunkist Growers, Inc., participated in the pro-
ceedings as interested parties. Members of the Commissionts staff
also participated in the development of the record.

Through exhibits and testimony, petiticner's assistant
traffic manager recommended three mein adjustments in the present
ninimum rates for deciduous fruits. These recommendations, he
asserted, "should be considered as this industry's opinlon of the
rate levels that will insure for the trucking industry a continued
volume of the traffic in question and that will result in the least
possible disruption of the distridution of California fresh decidu~
ous frult in interstate and forelgn commerce.” The recommended
adjustments are as follows:

(2) The establishment of zone rates for export

shipments t0 apply from principal areas in the State
where deciduous frults are grown, sald rates to corre-
spond with zone rates which have been established
heretofore for deciduous fruits originating in San
Joaquin Valley producing areas.

(b) The establishment of reduced ¢arload rates

for export shipments of apples and pears moving in
quantities of 36,000 pounds or morse.
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(¢) The exemption froz minimum rate regulation
of shipments of fresh frults and vegetadles to railheads.

With reference to his zone rate proposals, petitionmer's
assistant traffic manager described fourteen areas in various parts
of the State which he s3id represent principal producing areas for
deciduous fruits. He proposed that these areas be designated as
rate zones and that zone rates be macde applicable therefrom accord-
ingly.2 He submitted a scale of rates which he had developed to
correspond to zone ratos now in effect and which he proposed be made
applicadle to all shipments of deciduous fruits eoxecept shipments of
apples and pears in quantities of 36,000 pounds or more. He sald
that declduous frults generally are tendered for shipment in
quantities in all ranges of welghts but that a2pples and pears are
tendered principally in carload or truckload lots. He declored
that recognition of these heavier loads of apples and pears should
be given in the form of reduced rates, and he recommended rates
which are 3 conts per 100 pounds less than the zone rates otherwise
proposed for decliduous frults.

As has been Indicated, the above proposals were recon-
zended for application to export shipments of declduous frults.
With reference to similar shipments moving in interstate commerce
tho proposals of petitioner's assistent traffic manager would result
in the virtual exemption from minimum rates for much of this c¢lass

of traffic. The recommendations of petitioner's witness In this

2

The fourteen zones are in addition to the five zones presceribed
by Decision No. 53840 for deciduous fruit movements.
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regard were developed largely in connection with pears. Interstate
shipments of pears, ke testifled, move principally by rail carriers.
Under prevalling shipper practlces, the pears are brought fron
orchards e packing and cooling plants and are packed and chilled
for shipment and transported by truck to railhead for further ship-
ment or they are brought to packing plants, packed, transported by
truck to cooling plants at rzilheads, chilled, and then forwarded
by rail.3 He pointed out that under present rwles of Minimum Rate
Tariff No. & shipments to cooling plants are exempt from the minimum

L
rates.  The practical effect 1s, he sald, that shippers who utiiize

cooling plants at rallheads are exempted from minimum rate regula~
tions, while those who utilize cooling plants at packing sheds must
observe the minimum rate provisions oa +the subsequent movenents to.
the railheads. 710 remedy this assertedly discriminatory situation
he proposed that the exemption be oxtended %o all shipments of fruits
and vegetables moving %o railheads.

Petltioner’s proposals were opposeod on several grounds
by the director of research of the California Trucking Associations,
Inc., who testified on behalf of that organization. IFirst, he sald
that the proposals do not make provision for 231l of the areas waere
deciduous frults are grown, and that shipments from the areas for
which zone rates are not provided will continue to be subject to

the same type of discrimination that petitioner assalls in these

Similar testimony was submitied on petitioner's behalf by the
manager of the Lake County Frulit Zxchange.

%
Item No. 40 series of Minimum Ra%e Tariff No. 8.
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matters. Second, he pointed out thet certain of the provosed zones
are of substantial size. This circunstance, he sald, tends to result
in carrier diserimination, inasmuch as +hose permitted carriers that
may solicit traffic selectively seek the relatively nore remunerative
heuls from the near sides of the zones and leave to the highway
common carriers, who are bound by their holding-out to transport all
freight, the relatively less profitable traffic from the far sides

of the zones. The witness urged that such retes 23 are established
for the traffic involved in these matters de on 2 distonce znd welight
basls Iin order to avold discriminotion of that nature. To that end
he urged also that the zones and zone rates which were established‘
by Decdsion No. 53840 bo canceled 2nd that distance and weight rotes
be made applicable instead. Ee recommended further that should Tates
for carload movements of apples and pears be established, the carload
ninimum weight should be set 2t 40,000 pounds instead of 36,000
pounds as requested by petitioners in order to permit the attainment
of lesser c¢osts and rates that would result under heavier Joading of
the carriers' vehicles. As an 2dditional point, he urged that the
SOught exemption on shipments to railheeds not be eostablished. XHe
sald that from his investigotion into this proposal he could not f£ind
sound ieason for distingulshing such traffic from that moving %o
ports for export. Ee asserted that essentially the same transporto-

tlon conditions opply both to export shipments and %o interstate
shipments.

Discussion. Conclusions. and Findines

On this more extensive record the evidence shows that for

the transportation involved herein Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8 should

-




be amended to set forth specific commodity rates for deciduous fruits
to apply in lieu of the more general rates which now apply. The
principal matters to be considered relate to the form that the rates
should toke 2nd whether in light of tho further showings herein the
form of the rates which was adopted 1in Decision No. 53840 should be
modlified for stnte-wide application.

As hos boen stoted adove, the rates for deciduous Lruits
which were prescribed by Decision No. 53840 were flat rates and were
established on & zone dasis. The flat form of rotes was adopted in
view of showings that r2tes in such form haéd been proved by experi-
nce 25 permitting trhe freedom of movement of the trafliic involved,
as meeting the needs of shippers, and as being satisfactory to the
¢arriers who hove dbeen actuslly engaged in the tronsportotion. Not-
withstanding the obJections of the California Trucking Associstions,
Inc., to this form of rates, it appears that in the establishment of
rates for deciduous frults for stote-wide application the flat dasis
¢f rates should be retained. The objections of the Associations to
raves of thls type are not without merit. It is recognized that the
redsonableness of Llat rates is dependont in part on whether indi-
vidual carriers are tendered 2 representative cross-section of
shipments, both large and small, so that their over-all revenues are
roasonably componsdtory for thelir totnl scorvices undor the rotes.
Unless this circumstonce 1s taken into aceount in the allocation of
traffic, flot rates cannot reasonabdbly be maintained. Although flat
rates arc subjoect %o This infirmity, the ovidence indicates that
wnder the carrier-und-shipper arrangements which have prevailed here-

tofore the rates hive Teen mutually satisfactory. In the absence of
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evidence of change of underlying circumsiances which would make the
rates inequitadle, thelr continuance appears justified.

Somewhat differont conclusions apply in connection with
publication of the rates on a zone dasis. Factors which led to the
adoptlion in Declsion No. 53840 of zone rates for deciduous fruits
were representations that the production of grapes for‘export, the
principal deciduous frult then under consideration, i concentrated
mainly within a few designated areas in the San Jozquin Valley 2nd
that competitive equality amongst shippers within those areas had
been and showld be maintained. It wes concluded, furthermore, that
for these zores, rates could be prescribed which would reasonably
reflect the costs of the services performed.

On this record, however, it appears that the transporta-
tion of declduous fruits other than grapes is subject to somewhat
different considerations; that in various respects the zones which
are proposed are not sultadble for adoption for minimum rate purposes,
and that the proposed rates and zones would not produce reasonadle
and nondiscriminatory charges in the range of circumstances in which
they would apply. Some of the zones overlap other zones. Conflict-
ing zone deseriptions raise question as to what zones are intended.
The propriety of the basing points of the proposed zones was not
established. OSome of the zones would cover such extended areas that
1t is guestioned whether 2 single rate would be reasonable for trans-
portation from all points within the zones. It appears, moreover,
that deciduous frults are produced in numercus areas throughout
Californiz, some of which would not be subject to zone rates under

petlitioner’s proposal. Thus it appeors that these latter areas
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would be subject to the same sort of discrimination as that assailed
by petitioner in its petition for reconsideration in these matters.
For these ressons it 1s concluded that petitioner's zone proposals
should not be adopted but that, instead, rates for deciduous fruits
(other than grapes for which zone rates were prescribed by Decsision
No. 53840) should bYe on 2 distance basis corresponding in level %o
the zone rates now in effect. In conformity with this conclusion
the distance rates will be made to apply also in lieu of the zone
rates for deciduous fruits (other than grepes) which were'prescribed
by Decision No. 53840.

Petitioner's recommendaticns that reduced rates for car-
load shipments of apples and pears be established as exceptions to
the rates which would otherwise apply %o deciduwous frults appear
well founded inasmuch as the evidence shows that apples and pears
move predominantly in carload or truckload guantlties. Reduced
rates for carload or truckload shipments of potatoes, onlons, and
citrus frults have heretofore been eéstadlished in Minimum Rate
Tariff Wo. 8 in recognition of lower costs which 2pply 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 pounds notwithstanding the fact that wtiliza-
tion of & 40,000-pounéd minimum 25 recommended by the witness fdr
California Trucking Associations, Inc., would tend to resqlt in
lower rates. The evidence shows that 36,000-pound‘quantifies have
long been the prevailing sales unit for apples and pears. The
truckleoad minimum welight which should be prescrided herein for

minimum rate purposes should reflect these commercial considerations.
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Bstablishment of reduced rates for truckload or carlcad
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
quantities likewise are not subject to the same considerations as
those which are applicable té other deciduous fruits moving in
foreign commerce and thoet deviation from general minimum rate
provisions in connection with these shipments is not so necessary.
Accordingly, 1t 1s concluded that shipments of apples and pears in
quantities of less than 36,000 pounds should be governed by the same
rates in Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8 as those which govern the trans-
portation of frults and vegetebles generally.

The exenmption from ninimum rate regulation which petitiorer
seeks to have estadblished for shipments to railheads should be
donled. The proposal 1s so broad in scope that 1f adopted it would
apply to Ilntrastate transportation as well as €0 interstate trans-
portation or to tramsportation in foreign commerce. The record does
not justify the adoption of an exemption of such consequence. Estab~
lishment of such an exemption to apply only To transportation of
apples and pears, the transportation with which this proposal meinly
is concerned, likewise does not appear justified. As pointed out in
Decision No. 53840, purposes of minlmum rate regulation are the
staebilization of transportation and, in comnection with the move-

zents involved herein, the providing of reasonadle and nondiscrimi-

natory minimum rate structures. Establishment of the exemption
whicn petitioner seeks would not be consistent with these purposes.

With respecet to the asserted discrimination between shipments to
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cooling plants and shipments %o other destinations -~ discrimination
for which the sought exemptions are urged a5 a cure =- it appeara that
to the extent that any dis crimination exlsts in relation to the
described shipments the matters should be dealt with specificially
in the proper cireumstances rather than by the extension of exemp-
tions, a matter which in 4tself would give rise to furthor problens
of discrimination.

Upon careful consideration of all of the facts and cir-
cunstances of record, it is coneluded and found thau existing
ninimun ratea, rules and regulations in Minimmm Rate Tariff No. 8
for the transportation of desclduous fruits in interstate or in

forelgn commerce should be revised to +he extent provided in the

order which follows,

Based on the evidence of record and upon the conclusions
and findings contained in the preceding opinion, - |

I? IS EEREBY ORDSRED that:

l. Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8 (ippendix "C" to Decision
No. 33977 as amended) be and 1t is hereby further amended by incor-

porating therein to become effective on June 16, %2?7,the revised ﬂf/,,

pages attached hereto and listed in Appendix 1, also attached hereto,
which pages and appendix by this reference are made a part herecof.

2. In all other respects Decision No. 33977, as amended,
sh2ll remain in full force and effect. '

3. Common carrier tariff publications required or author-

ized to be made as a result of the a2mendments herein of Minimum Rate

A
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Tariff No. 8 shall be made effective on or before June 16, 1957, on -
not less than five days! notice'to the Commission and to the pudlic.

%, Except as otherwise provided herein, the several
proposals of the California Grape and Tree Fruit League which were
submitted in connection with 1ts petition for rehearing or reconsider-
ation filed October 17, 1956, and its petition for modification filed
March %, 1957, be and they hereby are denied.

This order shall become effective tor days aftoer the

s Y

't/
date hereof.

Dated at Loa Angeles , California, this .Z.ZT/

day of A s 1957.
| @ 1N
™,

. .//

'President

ol

=~

Conmissioners

CozzissioaerNotthow J. Dooloy , beiag
[ocessarily aboeat, did not participate
iz the dispozit;pn of tuis proceoding.




APPENDIX "1" TO DECISION No. o043

Revised and %riginal Pages to Minimum Rate Tariff
lie. O Authorized by Said Decision

Seventh Revised Page 12 Cancels Sixth Revised Page 12
Eighth Revised Page 29 Cancels Seventh Revised Page 29

Seventh Revised Page 30 Cancels Siwta Revised Page 30

Original Page 30-C

First Revised Page 36-A Cancels Original Page 36-4




Seventh Revised Page ... 12
Cancels

S4xth Revised Page ... 12 MINIMOY RATE TARIFF WO. 8

Iten SEZCTION NO. 1-nUIES AND REGULATIONS OF CENZRAL
C. APPLICATION (Comtinued)

COMPUTATION OF DISTANCES

l
1
| Distances to be used in comnection with distance
| rates named herein snall be the shortest constructive
! highway milecages provided in the Distance Table, amend-
3 aents thereto or reissues thereol, subjecet to the follow~
3 ing exceptions:

‘ »Ll. Distances from or to points located vithin zones
a5 described in Items Nos. 270, 27. and 272 or vwith
territories deserided in Items Nos. 280, 281, 282 and

283 having mileage basing points shall de computed from
or to the mileage basing point designated in commection
with such descriptions. (See Exception 2.) The »ro-
visions of this exception will not apyly in computing
nileages to be used in comnection with distance com-
modity rates named in Item No. 307, nor will it apply

in comnuting mileages hetween points located within 2
single zone or territory having a mileage hasing point.
(Sce Notes 1 and 2.)

2. (a) Distances to be used from points of origin
or to noints of destination located within the San
Francisco pickup and delivery zone, or from points of
origin or %o points of destination located within the
Qakland pickup and delivery zone, shall be the average
of the construetive nmileage from or to both the San
Franclsco and Qakland zones. The provisions of <his
paragraph apply only in comnnection with points of ori-
gin or destination more than 70 constructive miles
distant from both the San TFrancisco and Qalkklané zeones.

(b) vhen applied in connecetion with split pickup
or split delivery shipments, the average mileage shall
be used only when the distance computed under the pro=-
visions of Items Nos, 170 and 180, as the case may be,
from or to both the San Francisco and Qakland piclup
and delivery zones is more than 70 constructive miles

(¢) In the event the average mileage is less
than the mlleage cozmputed from or to an intermediate
point wvia the shortest constructive route, such lesser
nileage shall apply from or to such intermediate point.

NOTIZE l.-In computing distances under the provisions
of Iten No. 170 on split pickup shipments originating
at two or more points of origin within the zones or terri-
tories having mileage basing points as described in Items
Nos. 270, 271, 272, 230, 281, 282 and 283 add to the -
mileage from the bdasing point to point of destination
vhe difference, 1f any, between the distances compute
tnéer the first paragrapn hereof or Exception 2, which-
ever applies: (1) from point of origin or any component
part to point of destination via the point or points of
origin of the other component parts, and (2) from the
Lirst point of origin used in (1) to point of destina-
tion as if no split piclkup has been performed.
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NOTE 2.~ In compuiing disztances under the provizions
of Item No, 180 on split delivery Shipments desiined to
twvo or more points of destination within a zone or terri-
tory having mileage basing points as described in Items
Nos. 270, 271, 272, 280, 281, 232 and 283 add %o the
allcage from point of origin to the basing point the
differcnce, 1if any, between the distance computed under
the first paragraph horeof or Exception 2, whichever
applies: (1) One-half the distance from point of origin
to point of destination of any component part via the
point or points of destination of the other component
parts and return to point of origin, and (2) from point
of origin to the last point of dostination used in &)
as L{ no split delivery has been performed.

*Change, Decision NoOU43

EFFECTIVE JME 16 , 1957

m

Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the 3tate of Californial,
s San Francisco, California.

Correction No. 187




C.' 5438(Pet. 117
Eighth  Revised Page ...29
Cancols MINDIUM RATE TARIFF NO. 8
Seventi Revised Page...... 29 RATE TARIE '
Item SECTION No. 2 - DISTANCE COMMODITY RATES ’
No. (In Cents Per 100 Pounds)
FRUITS AND VECETABLES, INCLUDING MUSEROCMS, as Geseribed in
Item No. 40 . (Ttems Nos. 300 and 30L)
' I
MILES MINTMOM WEIGHT |
‘ ) ‘1 | '|036) OOO‘J
5 Over  But not Any 2,000 | 4,000 10s000[18,000]24, 000 Pounds
Over Quantity | Pounds { Peunds <! Pounds ' Peunds | (1) (2
0 3 68 L5 39 20 19 |16 | Ak
3 5 62 45 29 B ) 16 Lg:
5 10 & 45 40 .20 |17 15 |
10 15 70 45 4L 21 |8 |1
15 20 71 46 42 ' 22 |19 1B
20 25 72 46 L3 023 |20 |17
25 30 73 47 L, ;2L la2a |1
20 35 T 42 45 | 305 25 2z |19
25 4o 75 49 46 26 123 19
% us 76 50 47 | mfoerd l2h 2o
| L5 50 79 51 48 3 28y |28 a2
] s &0 el 53 49 Ao 207 1 26% |22 -
wo00-z | 0 70 .| 22 5 51 | 36 3¢k |27k |23k
Gancels | 70 80 2, 57 52 P 313 0 08k | 2id
. 300G 80 90 25 59 53 D o32% | 29% |26 !
/ 90 100 27 6L 55 . 335 | 30k | 27k
: | 100 110 29 63 57 3% | ) | 208
; 10 120 oL | & 59 3 132 | 29h
| 120 130 93 &7 & 3% 133 |3
L 30 1w % | & | & 3k |3 132
5 140 150 96 7. & L 382 |2 33
' 150 60 % | | & 38 | By
: 160 170 101 7 67 © L3 1 37% | agh
170 220 - 103 7 63 L8 |38k | 36
180 190 104, 79 & L7 ko | 3%
190 200 106 30 70 ol |3
200 220 207 el 71 50 |12 o
220 2% 109 &3 73 2 Lz |3
240 260 111 85 76 S "M L&

(Continued 4n Item No. 301)
(1) Appliecs only te transportation of apples and

svave ar in foreign commercel

(2) Rates in this column ame not subjeet o

¢ Reduction

/eor pe

moving in Iinter-

the provisicns of Sypplement Ne, 12

| Change g Dacisien No. DOUSD
!

ERTECIIVE JUNE 16,1007

Iozued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of Califormi,
San Francisco, California.

|
{
fCorrection No. 168
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JeventhRevised Pape .... 30

Cancels
Sixth Revized Page .... 30 WTTDTU RATE TIRIFF WO. 8

Item ‘ SECTION NO. 2 =  DISTANCE COMMODITY RATES
No. (In Cents per 100 Pounds)

FRUITS AND VEGETABLES, INCLUDING MUSHROOMS, as described in
Item No. 40, (Ztem Nos. 300 and 301.)

/

MILES MINDOM WEIGET

[ ) : ; I J 030, VW

Over  But noet | 4ny 2,000 1 4,000 | 10,000 {18,000%2,0004 Peunds
oy | Quantity | Pounds | Pounds | Paunds PML’;‘:,!PW-" ) (2)

280 300 116 29 20 63 | 5% Ly
300 325 118 92 a3 70 | 81 5L
325 350 122 9% 85 7% | 63 5L
350 375 12/ ge 76 | €6 57
375 - 400 127 100 %0 79 69 60
301G | 400 425 220 103 93 g2 | 7L 62
Cancels | ups 150 133 06 | 97 8 | Tk é5
L 300-F | usp 175 126 100 & | 77 67
' 475 500 139 102 9% ! 80 70

500 525 VAl 105 93 | 83 72

75

77

525 550 U5 108 96 1 86
| 550 575 us 11 % | 88

| 575 600 124 102 | o1 go

| 600 625 116 105 20 82

| 625 650 157 120 207 | §7 8L

37

39

-

88 I2BI IDSRS 2B/NBY

. 650 675 160 123 110 99
675 700 126 113
For distances
jover 700 miles
radd for each
125 miles or .
| fraction therees > 2% 2

&% BRRRE FRB

)
v

-

5 only te transportatien of apples and/ar pears meving in
state or In forelgn cammerce.
T this ¢column are net subject te the Pravisisns of Supplement

) Decision X U4

Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California,
San Franeisco, California. -

, Correction No. 139

)




RATES ON THIS PACZ ARE NOT SUBJECT 70 FROVISIONS OF SUPPLEMENT NO. 12

Original Page eeese 30-C MINDY RATE TARIFF NO. &

Tten SECTION NO. 2 = DISTANCE COMODITY RATES
No. (In Cents per 100 Pounds)

DECIDUQUS FRUITS, including Apricots, Berries, Cherries, Figs,
loquats, Nectarines, Peaches, Persizmons, Flums, Prunes and
Quinces. (Sec Notes 1, 2, 3 and L.)

YIIES inimom UTTE Minimum
Tedrht =S Weight

- But Not any sut Not

Over Quantity Over Ove» aantity

18 190 200
18% 200 220

19 220 2L0
19% 210 260
20 260 280

21 260 300
2%% 300 325
22 325 350
23 350 375
23* 375 100

2h Loo L25
25 L2s Lso
26 Lso L75
27% L75 500

Py 500 525

30 525 © 550
550 575
32% 575 5600 -
333 600 625
33 625 650

36 650 675
37% 675 700
’82 For distances over
Lo 70 milec add for
L each 25 miles or
Iraction thereof

WOIL l.-Applies fowr the transportation of deciduous fLruits, moving
to steamshin docks, piers, or wiarves, vwhen such movements are in
interstate or in foreign commerce and are exempt from rate regim
lation by vthe Inters tatﬂ Commerce Commission under the provisions
of Seetion 203(b)(6) of the Interstate Commerce Act.

NOTE 2.-Carriers mey quote and assess charges upon & Gifferent wnit
of measurezent than that provided he“e n, provided:

(1) The freignt charges assessed are not less than those which
would have been ossessed had the sates herein been applied;
and

(2) That the carrier’s chipping documents contain 211 the informa-
tion necessery to cozpute the freight charges on tie basis of
the unit of measurement provided herein.
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NOTE 3.-Rates named in this item do not alternate with rates pro-
vided in ather items or sociions of this tariff,

NOTE L.~Rates do not apply for “he trangportation of zpples or
pears. For rates for these fruits, see Tiems Nos. 300 and 301.

# 4ddition, Decision No. ©5043

EFFECTIVE JUNE 16,1957

Zzsucd by the Pudblic Utilities Commission of the State of California,
San Francisco, California.

|
'{ Correetion No. 190
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Cancc

Original Pa;c cove as 304 Co 5438 (Pet. 11)* LINZI RATE TARIFF MO, 8

e
No.

SECIION M. 2=POLir O FOLT Conolry %mrss
(In Cents Per 100 Pounds)

3(L)CRIPES, (5ee Notes 1, 2 ond 3.) MY QUANTITY

Voo oo e

TO FRON (Soe Note L)
‘ Hichgrove x
Docku, Piers and Tharves at: y Zone | Zono Zone Zonc

San Tranciseco, Alazeda, Oak-
land, Riechamond

&
b

sk 58

Los lngeles Harbor (San Pedro,
Wilmington, Terminal Island)

and Long Beach 63 L3 39

b
3

%”” ————)

&

Steclcton ' 20

W
-2

L5 50

! o

NOTZ le=iPplics ZSwr the itramsportaition »f gremnes
Moving to steamship docks, piers, or whiasves, when such
movenments are in interstute or in xoreign commerce and arc oxempt
from rate regulation by the Interstate Commerce Commission uwnder

the provisions of Section 203(b)(6) of the Interstate Commerce
act.

NOTE 2.-Carriers may quote and assess charges upon 2 different unit of
acasurement than that provided herein, provided:

(1) The freight charges assessed are not less thon those
which would have been assessed had the rates herein
been appliod; and

(2) That the carrier's shippine documents contain all the
information neeessary to coapute the Lreight charges
onn the basis of the unit of measurcment provided
herein.

3«=Rates named in this iten do not altermate with rates pro-
vidcd in other items or sections of this tariff.

NOTE h.-:or deseription of origin zones sce Items Yos. 365 and 366

Jntes for Deciduous Tree Truits canceled from this item.
For rates on apnles or pears, see Iteas Yos. 300 and ’Ol
Jor raves an otier fruits wreviously named in thic item
see Item No. 307.

» Thange, Decisien llo. S023

SFFECTIVE JTNT 14, 2957

‘Correction No. 197

sued by the Publie Utilitics Commission ¢f the State of Califonnia,
San Francisco, California.
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