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Decision No. ------

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Y~~ter of the Investigation into ) 
the rates, 1:Ules and regulations, ChargeS'~ 
ollowancc$ and practices of all common 
cm:riers, highway carriers anel city car­
riers relating to the transportation of ) 
:;my and all commodities betw'een and ..) 
within all points and places in the State I 
of California (including, but not limited 
to, transportation for which rates are 
provided in Mintmum Rate Tariff No.2). 

Case No. 5432 
Petition for MOdification 

No. 119 

John G. tyons of Vaughan, Paul & Lyons, for 
Fort Sutter Warehouse Co., petitioner. 

J .. c. Kas~ar, A. D. Poe and J. X. Quintrall, 
for CaI~fornia Trucking AssociationS, Inc., 
protestant. 

Fred A. Wiren, for the Sacramento City and 
County CEi3mber of ComClerce, interested party .. 

OPINION --_-..-.. .... --...-. 

Ml.n:Lmum Rate Tariff No. 2 names rates for the transportation 

of general commodities between all po~ts tn California except for 

local transportation within tncorporated cities, ~th~ described 

a:eas adj acent to certain c:Lt:ies, Clnd between said cities and the 

:::.djacent areas. One of these areas includes the cities of Sacramento, 

North Sacramento and West Sacramento and designated industrial plan:s 

adjacent to those cities. By this petition,. Fort Sutter Warehouse Co. 

see!~ to ~e its warehouse included in the Sacramento area exempted 

from the min:imall rates. !he wm:ehouse in question is located adj acent 

to, but outside the city limits of the City of Sac'rameD.to .at Tenth and 

North B Streets. 

A public hearing was held before Examiner William E. Turpen 

in Sacramento on September 29, 1958. Evidence in support of the . 

petition was offered by petitioner r s president. lhe granting of the 

petition was opposed by Califo:rnia. Truelting Associations, Inc. I:t:s 
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participation was confined to examinaeion of the witness and to 

closing argument. 

Petitioner's president testified that his company has juSt 

recently been organized and stzrted operating as a public utility 

warehouse in August, 1958. The witness stated that, to his knowledge, 

all other public utility warehouses in the area are either within the 

city limits of Sacramen::o or are included in the exempt a:rea nmned 

in paragraph (e) of Item No. 30 Series of Minimum Rate l'.sriff No.2. 

As a result, according to the witness, shippers are required to 

obsc'rV'c the minimlJm rates an local shipments to and from petitioner's 

warehouse, whereas on shipments to and from competing warehouses the 

minimum rates do not apply, which gives petitioner I s competitors an 

advantage. He also stated that his company's warehouse is comzner­

cially a part of Sacramento and in that respect does not differ from 

the other industrial plants now included in the Sacramento exempted 

area. 

Petitioner was supported in its request by a representative 

of the Sacramento City and County Chamber of Commerce. 

The California Trucking .Associations) Inc., opposed the 

granting of the petition. '!he research director of the Association 

pointed out that there have been several petitions to add. various 

industries to the Sacramento exe::axpt area by name. He stated that his 

organization is opposed to this method of enlarging the area. 

Wieh respect to the Association r S protest ~ the Co:mm.ission 

~ consistently given recognition to the principle that movements 

witb.~ a commercial area, when transportation eharacteristics are 

substantially uniform~ should be given like treatment as to rates. 

Minimum rates for the transporta.tion of general cOtmllOdities between 

points in Sacramento have not been established. Therefo-re, in the 

absence of such rates, where establishments are shOWX'). to be a part of 

the Sacramento commercial area, the Commission has consistently 
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amended the m1nilmlm rate tariff to extend the Sacramento exempt area 

to embrace such establishments. If it is believed that the tariff 

description of said exempt area should be revised by substituting 

metes and bounds designations for the names of indiviclual establish­

ments, where the latter are now sbown, or that some other method 

should be used, the matter may be brought to the Commission's atten­

tion by the filing of an appropriate petition. 

Upon care.ful consideration of the evidence of record we are 

of the opinion and hereby find that the relief sought herein has been 

justified. The petition will be granted. 

'Dy De'"1sion No. ·57'S..!.1 hi.... _____ -_ - __ , entered today, in connection 

with Case No. 5432 (Petit1ou No. 112), the request of Sierra 

Distributing Ltd., for enlargement of the Sacramento area to include 

the plant of Procter & Gamble. Manufacturing Company was granted. In 

the interest of economy, the relief authorized by this decision has 

been incorporated in the amended tariff page to Minimum. Rate Tariff 

No. 2 appended to the above decision. 

ORDER. ... -_ .... -
Based on the evidence of record and on the findings and 

conclusions set forth in the preceding opinion, 

IT IS ORDERED that Petition No. 119" in case No. 5432" is 

hereby granted. 

'this order shall become effective twenty days after the 

date hereof. 

Dated at S:lJl Frn.ne1SCo , California, this?f!{e:7h 
day of adl!?4!iL~ " 1958. 
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