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Decision No. __ :5..;;..;.·!"l;;..~ ~;;,.' ~J;...-__ 

BEFORE 'mE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF nm STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the matter of the investigation 
into the rates, rules and regulations, 
charges, allowances and practices of 
all common carriers, highway carriers Csse No. 5432 
and city carriers relating to the 
transportation of any and all commod- Petitions for MOdificBtion 
ities between and within all points Nos. 149 and 153 
and places in the State of California ) 
(including!) but not limited to, trans­
portation for which rates are provided 
in Minimum Rate Tariff No.2). 

Appearances are. listed in Appendix A 

By Petition for Modification No. 149 J California Trucking 

Associations, Inc. seeks upward adjustments in the minimum class 

rates and charges prescribed in Min:imum Rate Tariff No.2. The 

increases sought are greater for the small shipments and the longer 

lengths of haul. No increases are sought for the cornmodity rates 

or for the rates for Classes 5, A, B, C, D and E. 

By Petition for MOdification No. 153, the major r~i1r08~G 

seek authority to increase class rates and charges prescribed in 

Pacific Soutbcoast Freight Bureau Tariffs Nos. 255· and 294 by the 

same BmOlmt and to the same extent 8S the Commission may prescribe 

for highway carriers. 

Public hearing was be1d in the petitions before Examiner 

J. E. Thompson at Los Angeles on June 9, 10 and 11, 1959, and at 

San Francisco June 23 and 24, 1959. 

The rates and charges contained in Minimum Rate Tariff 

No. 2 were revised and adjusted generally by Decision No. 55704, 

dated October 15, 1957, following extensive proceedtngs in Petition 

No. 62 in case No. 5432. Said rates were increased by various 
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amounts, not exceeding ten percent and 8veraging about five percent, 

by Deeision No. 57545 dated November 3, 1958 in Petition No. 124 in 

Case No. 5432. The increases in rates gave effect to changes in the 

eost of operations of highway carriers subsequent to the prior 

decision with respect to increased wages, fuel costs and Federal 

Social Security taxes, and a reduction in the California transports-

tion tax. 

Since proceedings were held in Petition No. 124, highway 

carriers have experienced increases in operating costs. Cost studies 

introdueed by the California Trucking Associations, Inc.~ hereinafter 

referred eo as C.T.A., and by the Coamission r s Transportation Division 

indicate increases in the cost of operation as of May 1, 1959 on the 

order of about two percent. 

C.T.A. proposes adjustments of cert<lin portions of the 

minimum rate strueture in areas where assertec11y ehe present m:f.nimum 

rates are deficient end in others where petitioner believes that the 

traffic can better sustain the burden of increases· in rates. 

Class Rates 

Petitioner proposed a schedule of class rates which was 

developed by applying certain percentage increases to the present 

rates and rounding off the result. In some instances adjustments 

were made in the results so as to provide (3 more uniform. progression 

of rates. The pattern of the proposed class rate adjustments is 

shawn in Table I. 

Distance 

TABLE I 
PATTERN OF PROPOS""'~ CLASS RATE 

ADJUSTMENTS SHOOING AVERAGE 
PERCENTAGE INCREASES 

Yd.nimum, Weight Brackets 

(Constructive Miles) ~ 2,000 4,000 10,000 20,000 

Under 100 21. 2% 21. 11- 11-
100 - 350 31. 2% 2% 17- 11-
Over 350 51- 3% 110 11. 
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C.T.A.·s Director of Research testified that diversion of 

traffic to proprietary operations is more apt to occur in connection 
with movements of 100 miles or less. 'l'b.is was one of the reaSODS 

why petitioner's proposed sChedule of rates reflect greater increases 

for the longer distances than the Shorter distances. He also testi­

fied that the present minimum rates for the lODger distances have Dot 

been sufficient. One reason given is that the rate 8tructure~ exc~pt 

on the very Short hauls. reflects co&e data which is based upon the 

movement of less-than-truckload shipments across two carrier term1nal~, 

Whereas practically all of the traffic moving under rates for dis­

tances of 350 miles or more actually has one or more additional 

handlings through te~inals at intermediate points.!1 

The increases proposed by petitioner assertedly to offset 

the cost of additional terminal handling were opposed by a number of 

parties. lbe Traffic Manager of the State of california urged the 

Commission to consider the establishment of proportional rates which, 

if adopted, would result ill reductions in rates for some of the hauls 

of longer distances. 

There is an abundance of cost data of record as well as 

reports of financial statements of 103 carriers engaged in transporta­

tion subject to the rates in Minimum Rate Tariff No.2. There is also 

testimony showing the manner in which traffic ,'moves over various 

routes in California. 

The trausportation of less-tnan-truckload shipments in 

California follows a recognizable pattern. It normally is a series 

of relatively short hauls between What may be called terminal points 

1.1 The point-to-point class rates applicable between Los Angeles . 
Territory on the one hand and San Francisco Territory and Sacramento 
on the other are the equivalent of the class rates for distances 
over 325 miles but not over 350 miles. 
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or junction points from origin to dest.iru:Jtion. The number of terminal 

points or junction points through "i1hich the trD££ic moves vDrics; 

normally, however, the number incrcases with the distance from the 

point of origin to the point of destination. There are 8 few points, 

such as Los Angeles, San Francisco and Sacramento, where less than 

truckload shipments selccQ move through without a terminal handling. 

Trucks moving between the terminal points uSWllly enjoy relatively 

high load factors resulting not only bec::ause of tr.affic having origin 

and dcstinDtion at the terminal points, but also because of the traffic 

moving through the points. Load factor is an important element of the 

cost per 100 pounds of transporting shipments. On these facts the 

parties have different views regarding suitable and reasonable minimum 

rates. An illustration will best describe their respective contentions.. 

A 600 pound shipment from Los Angeles to Galt and one 

from Los Angeles to Roseville would probably 'be handled in the same 

manner, i.e., line-hauled from Los Angeles to Sacramento and thence 

peddle-tripped to destination. It is probable that the actusl cost 

of transporting the shipment to Gslt would be as high or higher than 

the cost of the shipment to Roseville, yet, because C81t is inter­

mediate between Sacramento and Los Angeles on an authorized route~ 

the rate may not exceed the rate from Los Angeles to Sacramento. The 

first-el~ss rates per 100 pounds of such shipments are $1.81 in the 

case of the shipment to Galt, and $2.75 in the case of Roseville. It 

is petitioner's view that the point-to-point rates must be sufficient­

ly high to offset bigher costs of serving intermediate points and 

that the ratcs to beyond points should be increased in order to offset 

the costs of handling <S'C1ch shipccnts over a third tcm:l.nsl. The 
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Traffic Manager of the State contends that the rates to beyond points, 

such as Roseville in this instance, do not reflect the high load 

factors involved on over 96 percent of the route traversed. He 

urges that proportional rates be establiShed to be used 10 combination 

with the point-to .. point rates for shipments beyond Sacramento, San 

Francisco and Los Angeles. Some of the shippers, particularly those 

from Southern Csliforcia, contend that the Los Angeles .to Sacramento 

~nd San Francisco rates are too high co~sidering the load factors of 

equipment operating between those points. 

All of these contentions assume that there is or should be 

a constant relationship between the rates and the actual cost of 

providing transportation between the various points in this state. 

This is not a valid assumption. Such a rate structure would tend to 

create discrtminations and ~uld be highly preferential to the larger 

cities to the prejudice of the smaller communities SUTrOUllding such 

cities. There are many economic forces and factors whiCh must be 

considered in minimum rate making. Additionally, rates based solely 

upon distance do not, and can not, reflect differences to the flow 

of traffic, volume of movement, methods of transportation 8:ld other 

ecoDomic considerations as between various pairs of termini. The 

basic minimum rate structure is composed of distance rates with 

certain exceptions, suCh as the point-to-point rates between Los 

Angeles and San Francisco, made necessary by reason of extremely 

favorable conditions. The cost data of recordwe~c developed to con­

form to the rate structure generall~/and do not reflect the differ­

ences in conditions becween various pairs of termini throughout the 

2/ An example of this is in the development of costs for less than 
truckload shipments for distances of SOO miles, a "load factor" is 
necessary to develop the cost per 100 pounds. There are few, 1£ 
?ny~ instances of vehicular trips of 500 miles or mo~e 60 that 
the "loael factor" was developed by extrapolation of data for trips 
of shorter distances. (See Chart No.3, Ex 62-104 in Case 5432.) 
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State. The various contentions illustrated above involve economic 

considerations which vary as they pertain to transportation for equal 

distances between different points in California. The differences are 

greatest in connection with traffic moving through San Francisco, 

Los Angeles and Sacramento, where additional handling is performed 

on the shorter hauls as well as on the longer hauls between points 

in northern and southern California. Where additional terminal 

bandling is performed, the cost of perfom1Dg transportation will be 

higher than the estimated costs whiCh were considered in the establish­

ment of minimum rates and, if poSSible, some effect should be given 

to this circumstance. Other than in its proposed "Any Quantity" 

rates, petitioner gave little effect to this factor. In the proposed 

"Any Quantity" rate seale petitioller starts giving effect to addi­

tioIlal handling costs in the rates for lSO miles. !his is not 

warranted by the facts of record. While the ev1detlce shows that 

shipments mov1llg 500 miles or over regularly receive an additional 

te:tminal handling, it does not show that such is the case for sh~rter 

distances. 

Other than the proposed "Any Quantity" rates, the class 

rates, in general, proposed by petitioner reflect the increases in 

costs shown by the evidence of record. Some minor adjustments will 

be made to remove a few instances where there is an uneven progres­

sion of rates. With respect to the "Any Quantity" scale of minimum 

class rates, the evidence of record shows that in addItion to tn-. 
ereaseS neeessary to offset reeent coat ~cr.as.s. aD upward adjust-

ment in.the rates for the longer distances is warranted and is 

necessary. !he alnOuut of the iuc'teases sought by petitioner, how-

ever. have not been justU1.ed. ?:be sdju8tmeDtS wh1.ch w.lll· be made 

in said rates will ~ in general ~ follow those suggested by the staff 
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for distances of less than 500 miles and will be somewhat higher than 

those suggested by the staff for the longer distances. 

Minimum Charges 

lD addition to increases in the prescot structure of mini­

mum charges, petitioner seeks two major modifications in the pro­

visious respecting this item. It is proposed that a Dew and higher 

schec1ule of charges be established for distances exceeding 350 miles, 

other than shipments subject to the point-to-point rates between San 

Francisco and Los Angeles. P~~titioner contends that a higher scale 

of charges is warrsuted by the higher costs involved and that the 

present scale of charges is insufficient to return the cost of trans­

portation. It is recognized that the cost per shipment of transport­

ing property ordinarily increases with the distance; however, if this 

were the primary consideration, separate sChedules of mintmum charges 

should be establiShed for all of the mileage brackets for which class 

rates are prescribed. 

In the establishment of mintmum rates, we have recognized 

that there are many common carriers whiCh are regularly tendered small 

shipments wb.ose services arc necessary to the public. Under present 

circumstances and conditions, the economic stability of those carriers 

would be impaired if the m~ charges were established at a level 

substantially below full cost. From the evidence of record, however, 

we are not persuaded that the additional sChedule of charges proposed 

by petitioner for distances exceeding 350 miles is necessary to pre­

serve such services. 

Petitioner also proposes for d1staDces exceeding 150 miles 

that the minimum charge for shipments weighing less than 100 pounds 

be for 100 pounds at the applicable class rate. At present, the 

tar1ff provides that for sh1pm~ts classified higher than ~irst-class 

the mintmum charge shall be for 100 pounds at the first-class rate. 
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Petitioner contends that the transportation Characteristics of 

articles should be given effect in the mintmum Charges. The present 

min~ charge rule does give some effect to classification; e.g., 

while the mi~tmum charge is applicable on articles rated first-class 

weigh:tng up to 100 poutlds, it is applicable only on those articles 

rated double first-class weighing less than 50 pounds. Extremely 

low density is probably the most distinguishing characteristic of 

articles rated higher than first-class. Whatever the difference may 

be in the cost of transporting a shipment of articles rated double 

first-classweigbing 40 pounds and a shipmeot of articles rated first­

class weighing 90 powds is not as substantial as would be the differ­

ence in charges 3S proposed by petitioner. The effect of density, 

as a transportation characteristic, upon the cost of performing the 

service is d~inished where the quantity being shipped is small. 

This proposal has not been shewn to be justified. 

The Northern California Shippers' League proposed modifica­

tions to provide for lower minimum c:harges for each shipment when 

five or more shipments are picked up at one time. No specific 

schedule of charges was proposed. The spokesman for the League stated 

that its proposal was offered as a starting point towards the estab­

lisbment of rates and charges on small shipments which would pass On 

to the shipper the savings in cost to the carrier resulting when 

large numbers of small shipments are tendered by the shipper to the 

carTier at: one time. He said that while the League' s proposal 

suggests five as the minimum number of shipments governing the appli­

cation of the lower charges, it, too, is offered oDly as an initial 

step in the consideration of a sChedule of charges WhiCh would re­

flect the reduced costs and other advantages to the carrier associa­

ted with multiple lot pickup and prepayment of chaTges. 
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The california Manufacturers Association advocated that 

the Commission not act upon the League's proposal at this time. It 

suggested that the Commission direct its staff to develop and prepare 

data which may be presented ill any future proceeding involving this 

subject so that the CommissioD will have evidence upon which it CBU 

make a determination in the matter. 

Petitioner urged the Commission not to act upon the 

League f s proposal at this time 1D that thel:e was some question of 

~rhether a system of charges as proposed would result in utlfair and 

unjust advantages to some carriers and Shippers to the prejudice 

and disadvantages of others. 

There is little tn this record WhiCh will permit a deter­

mination of a fair and reasonable structure of mdnimum charges along 

the general lines proposed by the League. 

Apparently a number of carriers and shippers support the 

establishment of minimum charges for multiple shipments picked up 

at one time and shipped prepaid. P;n appropriate petition should be 

filed by the advocates thereof, setting forth the proposal for adjust­

ment of the rate structure. The shippers are in a position and should 

be p7;epared to present factual data respecting the tender and movement 

of their shipments and other basic data affecting the proposal. '!be 

carriers are also in a position to present data regarding their 

experience in the pickup of multiple shipments and they would be 

expected to present Whatever data they eould assemble along those 

liDes. 

A number of shippers protested any increase in tbe miDi­

mmn charges. 'l'bere was evidence showing that wholesalers and jobbers 

dealing in merchandise having a manufacturer's fixed retail price 

will be forced to curtail their areas of distribution 1£ the minimum 

charges are increased. The evidence conclusively shows that a 
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portion of the small shipment traffic will be diverted to other 

means of transportation and distribution'. We have considered all of 

such circumstances. 

It is gener~lly recognized that over the past several 

years there has been a rapid spiraling of costs of operations of 

transportation companies. The record shows tha~, because of the 

amount of labor involved, the r~te of increase in costs incurred in 

terminal services ~s exceeded the rate of increase of expenses 

assigned to line-h3ul operation. This, in turn, has necessitated 

greater increases in the rates and charges for small Shipments than 

for larger shipments. In the past years there has been a trend in 

marketing and merchandising of retailers and other outlets to main­

tain lower inventories. This trend has been due to many factors, 

one of which is an increase in the pr~etice of retailers and other 

outlets to maintain greater types and varieties of the Same general 

item. This has result:ed in reductions in the average weight per 
... 

shipment tendered to the common carriers. ------- ./ 
These Circumstances, among other economie forces, have 

resulted in the carriers receiving a greater proportion of Hhigh 

cos~' traffic which in turn has necessitated SQbstantial increases 

in rates.,X: The circumstances have had an untowa-rd effect upon ........... 

the manu£~cturer and the retailer. While the above is an over­

simplification of the so-called small Shipment problem, it illus­

trates the conditions with which the carriers and the shippers are 
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confronted. Not to i1lC're8Se p'resent 'rates and charges as advocated 

by some shippers is not a solution. Ihe cost of performing trallS­

portation service bas increased. Unless the carriers are permitted 

to recover the additional costs through an increase in rates, their 

ability to maintain facilities to pr.ovide adequate and dependable 

transportation service to the public will be 1mp.aired. It may be 

that revisions ill the rate structure, along the lines proposed by the 

League or otherwise, may improve the situatioD; however, the record 

herein does not provide facts which would permit such determina~ion. 

The minimum charges suggested by the staff in Exhibit 

No. 149-8 provide for increases of five cents in the charges other 

than for shipments weighing over 250 pounds and shipments weiglling 

over 25 but not over 50 pounds for distances not exceeding 150 miles. 

In the forme'r instance the increase is ten cents, and in the latter, 

the increase is fifteen cents. There was objectioD to the latter by 

several parties. '!be present minimum charge is the same for all 

shipments weighing not over SO pounds; the schedule proposed by the 

staff provides separate charges for shipments weighing 2S po\Ulds or 

less and shipments weighing over 25 pounds. The following table 

shows the suggested charges for shipments weighing not over 100 

pounds with the estimated costs of record. 

TABLE II 

COMPARISON OF MINIMUM CHARGES FOR DISTANCES NOT 
EXCEED ING 150 CONSTRUCTIVE MILES PROPOSED BY 

COMMISSION'S StAFF WITH EST~ COSTS OF RECORD 
(30 MILE LENGTH OF HAUL) 

Full Cost at 100% 
Weiget in Lbs. Present Suggested ~rating Ratio 

Over But Not OVer Charge Charge Sta Petitioner -
0 25 $1.60 $1.65 $1.682 $2.50 

25 50 1.60 1.75 1.950 2.770 
50 75 1.85 1.90 2.206 3.049 
75 100 2.15 2.20 2.461 3.290 
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Upon consideration of all of the evidence we find that 

the minimum charges proposed by the staff are reasonable and that the 

increases in charges resulting therefrom are necessary and are 

justified. 

Other ,Charges 

Increases are proposed in charges for split pickup, split 

delivery, and accessorial services of between two and five percent 

generally. There was substantial objection by a number of shippers 

of the form and the amount of increases in the charges for split 

. pickup and split delivery. Split pickup and split delivery have 

been extensively used by shippers in e01lncction with distribution 

of ~ll shipments. It has been shown that recent substantial 

increases in such charges, in effect, has eliminated this avenue of 

economica.lly distributing large volumes of small shipments. In this 

respect, the matter is closely related to our discussion regarding the 

proposal of the Northern California Shippers' League wit.h respect to 

minimum charges for pickup of multiple shipments. The evidence shows 
v'" that the cost of performing the service has increased.~ Upon considera-

tion of all of the facts and circumstances we find that the increased 

eharges suggested by the staff are justified. 

Petitioner proposes cancellation of ~~um races for re-

ce1ving ana transmitting purchase orders. It was testified that such 
services are 1).0 longer performed by carriers. In the circumstances 

the proposal will be adopted. 

The Petition of the Railroads 

The railroads are subject to the mtatmum rates for the 

transportation of less-than-carload shipments moving under class 

rates. Evidence offered by the rail lines shows that such traffic 
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moves at an out-o£-pocket loss and that the truck lines are the rate­

making carriers for the transportation of less-than-carload traffic. 

The rail lines additionally seek authority to increase certain rates 

in Pacific Southcoast Freight Bureau Tariff No. 29~ (Trailer on Flat 

Car Service). Some of the rates and charges, such as for split pick­

up, split delivery and accessorial services are directly related to 

the operation of trucks and ~e wage cost of truck drivers and 

helpers. The railroad lines are subject to the same costs as are 

the t't'Uck lines for such services. The record shows that the rates 

and charges for such services sbould be fncreased. The railroads 

maintain class xates for shipments of minimum weights of 20,000 pounds 

in trailer on flatcar service. The railroads Characterize suCh rates 

as carload rates. The carriers engage truck drivers to operate the 

truck equipment used in this operation. SuCh employees are covered 

by the same labor agreement as drivers employed by highway carriers. 

There is no doubt that the labor expeneee of tM urrler8 engagGd 

in performing trailer or flatcar services have increased. 

A number of shippers protested the increases sought. Ibey 

contended that the railroads offered no evidence concerning the cost 

of performing trailer 00" flatc8r service or the revenue needs of the 

carriers in connection with that service. 

If the increases sought are not granted, under Section 3663 

of the Public Utilities Code, the existing rates would be the minimum 
, 

rates for all highway carriers including common carriers~ furniShing 

service to competition with the railroads between the same points. 

It is necessary for the preservation of adequate transportation 

service that the class rates maintained by the railroads for shipments 

subject to min~ weights of 20,000 pounds on trailer Og flatcar 

service be maintained at competitive levels. 
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Upon consideration of all of the facts and circumscances, 

we find ~hat the increases soughthave,.been justified. 

Conclusion 

Some of the arguments made by shippers in opposition to 

increases in the min~ rates, ~~e the facts adduced in support of 

their arguments deserve fuxthcr comment. 

We recognize that tn.:merous wholesalers and jobbers are 

highly dependent upon the less-than-truckload services of common 

carriers 10 d1s~ribut1ng their goods and that the successive increases 

in the mintmum chsrges, split delivery charges and rates for small 

shipments are decreasing the areas in whiCh they can market their 

goods. We further recognize that, because of differences in the rate 

structures, in some instances the Charges applicable on small Ship­

ments from out ... of-state to California points are lower than the 

intrzstate rates for equivalent distances. This latter circumstance 

could be changed by the adoption of a rate structure similar to th8t/ 

maintained by interstate c8niers in lieu of the "grasshopper seale" 

type of structure presently established. 'Xhis structure, however, 

would not recognize the cost differential between the transportatio~ 

of the small shipment and the transportation of the volume Shipment 

which is less than truckload. Shippers using the less-than-truckload 

volume rates would be required to pay more for the transportation 

services performed for them. 

Some parties have contended iu these proceedings that if 

the rate increases are not granted the weaker carriers will fall by 

the wayside and the strouger ones, in prevailing, will have addi­

tional traffic Which will improve load factors, which in turD will 

low~r the cost of performing serrl-ce. Assuming for the moment that 

the sharing of all available traffic by fewer carriers would provide 

for lower rates, it is uncertain whether this would redound t·o the 
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interest of the sh1ppiug public. Io proceedings before the Commission 

shippers have asserted that economic circumstances and conditions in 

California require the flexibility that results from a large number 

of cQ~r1c:s. Indeed, 1n Application No. 39276 of the Draymen's 

Association of San Fr~ncisco, ~umerous Shippers participated aud 

testified and not one s~ated a contrary view. Of the sh1.pping public 

wbo ha'V'e participated and who have been represented in proceedings 

before the Commission, by far the larger segment has stated. that a 

Itl:t:ge number of canie'rs av&~lQblc to transport their goods is 

essential to their well being. 

the Public Utilities Code apPc3'rs to reflect those views. 

If the Legislature was of :ne opinion that s sonl1or numher of carriers 

would be :i.n the pub!ic interest, it could have G:l8Cced legislation to 

that purpos~. 'I'be fact that entry into the field of highway ear.r:inge 

has not beeD barred and that the door is open to all indicates that 

the Legislature has held a contrary view. 

The Commiss:!.o~ is eha:ged with the duty of establishing 

mini:N:n rates co as to maintain t::ansportetion services which are 

escelltial to the public. The cost of the maintenance of an adequate 

and depeudable transportatiou system must be borne by the sbipping 

public. 

UPOD cons1de~et:ton of all d:.e facts and c1:Ctml,S"'-...ances of 

:ecord, we are of the opin:lon Clnd find that the rates and charges 

which will be established in the order Which follows are just, 

reasonable and non-d1scr1mi DBtory ra~eG and charges for the 
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trausportation of property and that the tDcreases in rates and 

charges which will be herein authorized and required have been shown 

to be justified aDd are necessary to preserve to the public .adequate 

aud dependable transportation service. 

ORDER 
..-,...- ............ -

Based on the evidence of record and on the conclusions 

and findings set forth 111 the preceding opinion, 

IT IS ORDERED: 

1. That Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 (Appendix "Du to Decision 

No. 31606, 8S amended) be and it is further amended by inco:rporating 

therein, to become effective Novet:*>er IS, 19S9, the supplement and 

revised pages attached hereto and listed in Appendix tlB", also 

attached hereto, which supplement, pages and appendix by this refer­

ence are made a part hereof. 

2. that common carriers subject to the Public Utilities Act, 

to the extent that they are subject also to said Decision No. 31606, 

as amended, be and they are directed to establish in their tariffs 

the increases necessary to conform with the further adjustments here­

in of that decision. 

3. that any provisions cur.rently maintained in common 

carrier tariffs which are more restrictive than, or which produce 

charges greater than, those contained in Minimum Rate Tariff No.2, 

are authorized to be maintained in connection with the increased 

rates and charges directed to be established by Ordering Paragraph 2 

hereof. 

4. That the increased class rates and :1.ncreased minimum 

charges aud accessorial service charges directed to be established 
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by Or~~1ng Par~graph 2 hereof be 4X1Q they are author1z~d to be msde 

~pplicable also for the trans,ortation of traffic: 

(8) For which minimum commodity rates have 
been established. 

(b) For whiCh minimum rates have not been 
established. 

5. That common carriers, subject to the Publie Utilities 

Act and subject also in some degree to Decision No. 31606, as amended, 

and to Ordering Paragraph 2 hereof, other than common carriers by 

railroad, which maintsin in their tariffs minimum charges on levels 

higher than the mi:ci.:nlm ch.3rges contained in Min:lmum Rate Tariff No. 

2, be and they are authorized to inc:ease the1r mintmum charges in 

o 
25 
50 

250 

25 
50 

250 

Amount of Increase 
(in cents) 

5 
IS 
5 
5 

6. That highway cOt:l1llon carriers and express corporations, 

subject to Decision No. 31606, ~s amended, Which maintain in their 

tariffs rates for the transportation of commodities under refrigera­

tion differentially higher than the mtotmum rates for suCh trans­

portation, be and they are hereby authorized to establish the in­

creases required to ~intain the differential in rates. 

7. That common carriers by railroad, tn addition to the 

increases hereinbefore directed or authorized, be and they are author­

ized to 1~crease the rates, charges and proviSions in the tariffs or 

portions thereof identified below to the levels of the comparable 

:~tcs, charges and provisions of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 as estab­

lished pursuant to Ordering Paragraph 1 hereof: 

-17-



Ie 
e.' 5432 - 149, 153 jo ** 

(1) Pacific Southc03st Freight Bureau Tariff 
No. 294-B, M. A. Nelson, T~riff Publish­
ing Officer: 

(2) 

~~ (c 
(d 

Item No. 305 - Accessorial Charges 
Item No.. 400 ... Split Pickup 
Item No. 425 - Split Delivery 
Section 1 ... Class Rates 

(minimum weight 20,000 pounds) 

Pacific Southcoast Freight Bureau Tariff 
No. 255-G, M. A. Nelson, T~riff Publish .. 
ing Officer: 

~~~) (c 
(d 
(e 

Item No. 360 - Accessorial Charges 
Item No. 840 ... Minimum. Charges 
Item No. 1100 ... Split Delivery 
Ieem No. 1130 - Split Pickup 
Section 2 ... Class Rates 

8. !h.at common carriers, in establishing and maintaining the 

rDtes snd ch~rges authorized or directed herctnsbove, be and they 

are authorized eo depart from the p:ovisions of Article XII, Section 

21, of the Consti tut:l.on of the State of California, and Sectic)n 460 

of the Public Utilities Code, to the extent necessary to adjul~t 

long-and-short-haul departures now maintained under outstanding 

authorizations; that ~eb outstanding authorizations be and they 

are modified only to the extent necessary to comply with this order; 

snd that common carriers in publishing rates under the authority 

conferred in this ordering paragraph shall make reference in their 

schedules to the prior orders authorizing the long-and-short-haul 

departures and to this order. 

9. 'Ihat eariff publications required or authorized to be 

made by common carriers as a result of the order herein may be made 

effective not earlier than the effeccive date hereof on not less 

. than ten days' notice to the Commission and to the public, and that 

such tariff publications as are required Shall be made effective 

not later than November 13, 1959,and that 8S to tariff publications 
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which are authorized but not required~ the authority here:I.D granted 

shall expire unless exercised within sixty days afeer ehe effective 

date hereof. 

lO. That in 811 other respects Petition No. 149 of the 

California Trucking Associations, Inc., and Petition No. 153 of 

the Southern Pacific Company, et a1., are denied. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at S:m Frnnel!5CO , California, this £ 9pf;; 
daYOf~ 

COiIIIDlssloners 

COm:lisslor.er .••. !hood~_~~~!2; bo~ng 
~eces3~r11y ab~ent. did not p~~tic1~ts 
in tho dis;os1t1on.ot th1i IrocQ~d1~. 
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APPENDIX A 
Page 1 of 2 

LIST OF APPEARANCES 

Petitioners: Arlo D. Poe, J. C. Kaspar, and J. X. Quintrall, 
for California Trucking Association, Inc.; Charles W. 
Burkett, Jr., for Southern Pacific Co., The Atchison> Topeka 
and Santa Fe Railway Co., Western Pacific Railroad Co., 
Union Pacific Railroad Co., Pacific Electric Railway Co., 
and Northwestern Pacific Railroad Co. 

Protestants:· A. E. Norrbom, for Los Angeles Wholesale 
IDstitute, California Shippers Associates, and Toy Manu­
facturers of the U. s. A.; William Cheatham, for Dohrman 
Commercial Company and/or Northern California Shippers 
League; G. R. Arvedson, for 'l'b.e Plas-Tex Corporation; 
Burt W. Miller, for California Retailers Association. 

Respondents: Gus M. Somlyo, for Victorville-Barstow Truck 
Line; A. C. Des Jardin, for HigginS Trucks, Inc.; Joe 
Araiza J for Santa Fe Transportation COmpany; William J. 
Pope and V. W. Pope, for Aetna Freight Lines; F. S. KOhles, 
for Valley Express Company and Valley MOtor Lines, Inc.; 
Bill Crawford, for Mercury Freight Lines; Otto C. Broyles, 
for Anaheim Truck & Transfer Company; Fred G. Love J for 
Inland Transportation. Corporation.; Anthony J. Konicki, 
for Pacific MOtor Trucking Company; E. J. MCSweeney, for 
Pacific MOtor Trucking Company; Jack J. Connelly, for 
Marine Transport Company; Tbomas R. Dwyer <lnd Roy Grab, 
for Delta Lines, Inc.; C. v. Stadler, for S & M Freight 
Lines; James H. Carr, for Carr Bros.; H. H. Halverson., 
for Hal verSOD Transpo~ Company; Herbert J. Gr1ley, for 
Griley Security Freight Lines; Robert C. Ellis, for calif­
ornia Motor Transport Co., Ltd., Circle Freight Lines, 
California MOto~ Express, Ltd., aDd Stockton MOtor Express; 
Cecil C. Clark, for Inter City Truck &: Delivery; Armand 
Karp, for Callis01l Truck Lines, Inc.; Marion L. Frost, 
Jr., for Southern California Freight Lines, Southern 
California Freight Forwarders, Oregon-Nevada-California 
Fast Freight, Inc., Coast Line Truck Service, Inc.; 
Norman R. Moon, for Highway Transport, Inc., and Highway 
T:aDsport Express. 

Interested Parties: C. S. Connolly, A. P •. DBVis, Jr., and 
Joseph Q. Joynt, for Carnation Company; J. A. Sullivan, 
for California Hardware Company; Cromwell Warner, for 
Traffic Mallagers Conference of Southern california; A. L. 
Russell and Robert Dempster, for Sears, Roebuck and 
Company; W. M. Stigers, for Union Hardware & Metal Company; 
C. R. Dick Hart, for ]mperial Truck Lines, Inc.; Donald 
L. Cole, for General Petroleum Corporation; O. H. Scott, 
for J. A. Clark Draying Company, Ltd.; Warren L. Carroll, 
for DucOtl:lmUtl Metals & Supply Company; B. F. Bolling, for 
The Flintkote Company; Emil Metkov1eh, for Harper & Reynolds; 
Gerald C. Turner, for Owens-Illinois Glass; Eugene A. 
Read, for California Manufacturers Association; Earl S • 

. WilliamS, for State of California Department of Finance; 
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APPENDIX A 
Page 2 of 2 

LIST OF APPEARANCES 

E. J. Lanchofer, for San Diego Chamber of Commerce; 
John P. Hellmann, for Johnson & Johnson and/or National 
StIl.9.1l Shipments League; tV. Y. Bell, for Richfield Oil 
Corporation; R. C. :lels, for Furniture Manufac~rers 
Association of Califo:nia; Allen K. Penttila, for 
Sha:win Williams Company; H. J. Bischoff, for Fair 
Transportation Standards, Inc.; Gus Amson, for the May 
Company; W. F. McCarro, for Container Corporation of 
America and Sefton ~ibre C2D Company; Edward J. Schilz, 
for Young's Ma:ket Co'Cpany .md Beverage Wholesalers of 
Southern California; V. A. Bordelon, for Los Angeles 
Chamber of Commerce; W. J 0 K:coell, for Western Motor 
!sriff Bureau, Inc.; Jack Clodfelter, for McCormick 
& C:>mpany, Schilling Division; D. C. Turrentine, for 
Wine Institute; Robert M. lvie, for United Vintners, 
Inc.; C. H. Costello, for Continental Can Company, ~c.; 
Roy J. VSr.li, for Wm. Volker & Company, T. B. Kircher, 
for Spreckels Sugar Co. 

Commission Staff: John F. Specht, R. J. Staunton and G. L. 
Melquist. 
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E1~ Rev1sed PaGe ••.••.• i9-B 

Cancels MINIr-ruM RATE TARIFF NO. 2 
Seventh Revised Page ••••••• 19-B 

Item SECTION NO. 1 - RULES AND REGULATIONS OF GENERAL 
No. APPLICATION (Continued) 

I 
I 
\ 143-D 
~nc~ls 
I 143- C 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

l.4.5-G 
ncels 

145-F 

DEIAYS TO ,EQ.UIPlvIENT ON WHOLE GRAIN' (SeEl Note) 

1. Derinitions , 
(a) Actual placement. By actual placement is meant 

the placing ot carriers' equip~ent at place designated 
by consignee or consignor ror loading or unloading., 

(b) Constructive placement. By constructive place­
ment is meant the holding or a unit of carriers f equip­
ment at a point other than the designated loading or 
unloading place, due to the inability of consignee or ' 
consignor to accep~ for actual placement the unit of 
carriersT equipment after its tender for actual pla~e­
ment by the carrier. Constructive placement of equ~p­
ment for purpose of loading or unloading shall not com­
mence prior to the t~e specified in consignee's or 
consignor's oral or written eq'..lipment order, or at ony 
time other than normal business days between the hours 
~r $:00 A.M. and 3 :00 P .1;1. (the lunch hour between J2:00 
noon and 1:00 P.M. excepted) Monday through Friday. I 

(c) Unit'of Equip~e~t. By unit of equipment is meant 
a motor truck, trailer, or sem.i-tra:Ucr, exelus!!ve 0 f 
motor tractor. 
2. Free Time , 

(a) A period of four (4) hours will be allowed on 
each unit of equipment between constructive placement 
and ~ime equipment has actually completed loading or 
unlo3ding. 

(b) The provisions of this item shall not apply 
in connection with t~~ actu~l placement of units of 
equipment under agreement with the consignor or con­
signee for loading by the consignor or unloading by 
the consignee, when, such agreement is recorded on the 
shipping document. 
3. Demurrage on Equipment Held After Free Time Has 
Elapsed , ' 

A charge of 2~per 100 pounds will be made by the 
carrier on all shipments on all equipment unloaded or 
loaded after the free. time has elapsed. 
4. Provisions of Item No. 145 of this tariff will not 
apply. 

NOTE:-Applies only on shipments of Whole Grain in-bulk 
or in bags, subject to minimum weights of 10,0:0 ' 
pounds or more. 

CHARGES FOR ACCESSORIAL SERVICES OR DELAYS 

Fo%!' acce~sori'al 'services or delays under condi­
tions specified in Items Nos. 140 and 142, charges 
based upon the actual elapsed time shall be assessed 
for each period or fraction thereof, as follows: 

(a) 

(b) 

Charges in Cents 

For First 
30 Minutes 
or Fraet:'.on 

For driver, helper or other 
carrier employee, per man •••• ~210 

For unit of equipment (each 
~otor truck, tr8iler or semi­
trailer, exclusive of motor 
tra ctors), ••••••••••••••••••• 65 

,'. 

For Each 
Additional 
1.5 Minutes 
or Fract1nn 

¢lC, 

33 

/ 



14? .. C 
... ll.ncels 
147- B 

ADVERTISING ON EQUIPMENT 

Ii'or placing or cB.rrying any sign, or signs, or adver­
tising. o£ alcoholic li~~ors on carrier's equipment en-
gaged In tr~~sport1ng alcoholic liquors, N.O.I.B.N., as 
described ~lOder that heading in the Western Classification, 
moving between San Fra~c!sco Territory and Los ~~geles 
Territory, an additional charge of$6.60 per unit per 
shipcent shall be assessed by the earr~er. '. 

* Change ) 
¢ Increase ) Dcci.:liol'l ~ro_ 

. EFFECTIVE NOJ'::::O:S~\ 13, 1959 

I Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California 
I San Francisco, california-I 
I, Correction No. c~·~ , 'I L I 
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Eighteonth Revised Page ..... 20 
Cancels 

Swontoonth Rc·lisod Pago .... 20 

,---'---,._---"--------------------------, 
SEC!'.tON NO. 1 - RU".J::$ AND REGUI.A.TIONS OF GENERAL 

APPLICATION (Continuod.) No .. 

*150-P 
C~e()ls 

150-0 

Tho minimum charge per :sbiptlcnt shall. be as follows: 

(a) For distance:! not cxccoding 150 c:on:structive l:IilC3 (See 
Exceptions 1 ~d 2): 

we~t of Shipment 
In Pounds) 

Ovor Hut Not Ovor - -
o 

# 25 
50 
75 

100 
150 
200 
250 

0)'25 
50 
75 

100 
150 
200 
250 

o 1'd.n1mum ChArgo 
(In Ccntt!) 

l65 
175 
190 
220 
275 
325 
m 
440 

(b) For distances exceeding 150 construc:t1 va miles> th.e minimum 
eha.rgo per Shipment shall be (Sec Exceptions 1 and 2): 

1. If classifiod. first class or lower# for 100 pounds 
.::I.t the cJA:s~ or commodity ra.te applicable thereto; or 

2. It c1assif1od higher t~~ first cl~s~, tor 100 
pounds ~t the first cl~ss rate; or 

3. If shi}:tlent contai.'"l: different articles and no 
article is rated higher tha.."l fi:-st class 1 for 100 pounds 
at tho cla.ss or comcodity rate ~pplic:able to the article 
~king the highost rate; or it ~ article is ratod 
higher than first class l tor 100 pounds ~t the first 
c~ss rate; but 

4. In no evant shall the m1n;1mnm eha.rg~ be less than: 

~ But Not Over 

o 
100 
1$0 
200 
2;0 

100 
150 
200 
250 

o ~1;"i mum Charge 
[In Cent.s) 

EXCEPTION 1: For ~hipmcnts (a.) b.lving poi.'lt of ori,sin or point 
of d.estination on stcat::Zhip wharves or doeks l or (b) trans­
ported beyQnd. public highwa~ to or from oil or ga.~ well 
sites l the minimum charges:shall in no event be less tha.."l 
those set 1'orth in Para.gra.ph (b) 4. plus ~ additional 031 
cents por shipment. 



(1) EXCEPTIO:-J 2: For shipments transported between points in tho 
- Redwood Z:npire Tcrrito17, 8,S described in Item No. 27l-3,_ 

on tho one hand" and point!) ... ,oi thin the 3.re~ described in 
Paragr3.pb.$ (b) and (c) o! Item No. 512" on the other hand" 
the minimum. charge ~hall bo the applicablo chargo set !orth 
in thi3 itc:n plus 10 pcrcont per shipment. Fractions of 
less tha."'l one-bali' cent shall be C.ropped and. £ro.eti0n3 of 
one-half cent or gro~tor ~r~ be increasod to one cent. 

(1) Ex:?ires with YAY 1" 1960 

* Change 
o InerC&$G 
# Addition 

) 
) 
) 

El"F'.:.C'l'IVE NO'l1.~ 13" 1959 

Issued b~ tho Public Utilities Commission of the State of california) 
San Franweo" cali!oroia. 

Correction No.. 95$ 
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Twel!th Rev!:cd p~Go •••• 20-A 

2O-A 
Crulcol: 

El~v~':'lth Revised :'a.g~ •••• 

----~~-------------------------------------------------------------

~160-? 
I Cancels 
160-0 

SECTION NO. 1 - RU"JJES "I..~ !mCtJIJaIONS OF GEl:E.:."UL 
P.PPLICATION (Continued) 

SP"'-IT PIC!CV'P 

Tho reto ~or the tro.l'l:;:por..!\.tion of ~ split pickup s.hi:?l:ont 
shall bo deterrnin~d and ~?plied ~s follow~1 subject to Note l: 

(a) Subject to tho .::.ltcnmtive provided i:l paragraph (g) of this 
item., di::tnnce ra.te::: ::::hcll be dotcr.:ti.ned by tho distance to 
poin'~ of destination £1'0::1 that point of oriCin wllieh :,roduco::: 
the shortest distOllce vi:>. the other point or points of ori~o 

(b) Subject 'to the ~tc:'UI.tivc provided in ~3rc.pA (g) of this 
item, point-to-point rates :::h.all be applied only whon point 

(c) 

of dootino.tion nnd 011 point$ or oriGin 0.1'0 ,vlthin the 
territories or arc withi::l the pickup a::d delivery limits of 
the nomed. :points bct~"cen uhic~ tho point-to-point ratoo apply, 
or a.rc loco.ted between ::iaid tor.ritorioc or nru:loO. points on 0. 

single a.uthorized route. 

Subjoe.t to the oltc~tive provided in parc.gI'1lph (g) ot tais 
item, !JOi:lt-to-point rates de~o=mined. under paraGraph (b) my 
QC coy.li:lined. with di:.te..."lCO mtos provided. ill p.:ll'o.zraph (a.) 
... rhore lot:or ei'o=zos re::r.llt.. The ~:pplieable dis tanco ~te 
factor ~ be deter.oined by use of one-hal! the shortest 
c':.1:.::to.ncc fro!: tho territorst or a.uthori zed , route :l:ld return 
theroto Via the of~ -rou.te point or points 01' origin and 
destina.tion. 

(d) Th~ cQl'l"ior !lMll not tr~,!"ls'C\Ort a. st)1it 'Oiclcu"O shiment \llll~:<:s 
prlor to or at tho ti:le or -:he initiol pieltup, written infer­
ma.tion OOS been received from the consignor showing tho ~o of 
the consignor, the point::: or ~~gin and. 'tho k:i.:ld c.nd qurulti ty 
ot property in caeh compooe::lt·~ or sue.h sllip:ent. 

(0) At the time of or prior to the i:litie.1 pie.kup~ the carrier 
:::h.all issue to the consie;nor a single split picl~p c.':.ocu:nent. 
It shell ShO\'l the :came of the consignor, points of origin, 
dato of picku~" name or the consigneo, lJOint of destination 
c.ncl the l<il:ld Md ~UAntity of property of the cnJ~iro ::hipment. 
In o.cldition, a :;;hipping docU!:lont (see Item. No. 255) chall be 
i::::::uOO by t~o carrier to tlle consignor for each COln!'¢Mnt '0) a..""t 
of the ::::plit pic~p sbi:9nent (includinS the initial picl~ 

uhich &uill. ~ive rererence ~~ Yn~ ;lnblu opliu plclrup document 
cov~~e the entire sr~~ent, by showing ito ~to and number 
(i£ Asci~ed a number)~ the nnme o~ the oon~~snor~ and eueh 
oUlor 1Dt'o~tio:l. Q.C =:.."! b~ neceo~rJ to clearly identify the 
sine1e split pickup cloeumont. 

(1') If spl1t delivery is pcl'fomeO. on :l split pickup slu;!ment or a 
compo~ent pnrt t~~reof, 0: if vritten L~ormation does not 
col'li'orm ~,'i tll t.."ls requ1rement:s o£ PlJ.l":1gro.ph (d) horeo! 1 or 1£ 
all of the cora~~onollt pa.~:; arc not received 'by the ccrrier O,u:-ing 
one . ealen~, 'd:ly, each cOlllponont p:l.rl of the ~pli t J:licl:up ship­
ment sl:l..:.ll bo ra.ted a,o D. sCl'a:~;t:.(l sh1p:ent under other 
proVis10ns of this tariff, except that those co~nent parts 
which do coIli"om '.d.th the req,uirC!ll.onts of this item sholl 
conotitu'te D. ceparo.tc split pic:rup :hipment or shiprJents. 



e e 
(g) In Qoterminins the charge tor ~ ~plit pickup ~hipmont~ component 

p:u-ts mtlY bo ra.tcd. as :iepo.r.:l.te shipments from point or points 
o! origin o! :luch componont p.lrt:J to ~ 'Ooint on th~ split 
pickup route (as proviQod in par~5raph (.:l.)~ (b) or (c) hereor); 
provided that the written in3tructions furni~hed to tho carrier 
under p.lrAgr.:lph (d) hereo! ::how (1) the component parts to be 
tr~.:lted. as sepolratc shipments and (2) the points between which: 
tho sepo.r:z.t.e :lhipment r.:l te~ arc to be applied.. Tho .:lddi tioMl. 
charges provided. in Note 1 shall apply to all component ~ 
of tho split piCkup ~h1pment rAted in ACCOrQ4nCe with the 
provisions of th1e paragraph 1 proviaed, howeverl whore two or 
more component parts ol%'e ratecl under rates provided. in this 
t:lriff a.!J sO!=,:lrato ship:nonts to tho 3~":\.O poi."'lt on tho split 
p1cku~ route, the ~oresaid two or:lOre componen.ts shall be 
considered az one split pickup and the charge therotor eb4ll 
be ~t the combine~ weient of the aforesaid co~ponent parts. 

NOTE 1: In .:lddition to the rate tor tr~portationl the tollowing 
additio~~ chnrges oh~11 be ~~essed tor split piekup ~ervicc: 

1. For split pickup shipments transported under distanco rate~, 
~~h(ln tho d1::~nco computed 1."'1 .lccord:1nce with ptlX'agr~ph. (a) 
hereof docs not exceed 100 constructive miles, and shipments 
trAnSported under po~t-to-po~t r~tes ~ in Items No~. 
$09, 51$ ~d $20: 

\oJ'oight. or. . 
Component P~rt -)Split Pic1<"J.!' 

(Poundz) .Charge for 
But Not Ea~'Component 

Over OVor Pnrt in COl'lts 

o 100 ----- :~5 
100 *250 ----- :65 

#250 500 ----- :75 
500 !,OOC ----- 195 

1, 000 2~OOO ----- 250 

Weight of 
Component. Part ¢Split ?1 cku? 
(Po~ds) Charge for 

But Not Each Componcn 
Over Over Part in Cents 

21 000 
4,000 

10,000 

4,000 - .. --- 320 
10,000 ----- 390 

---- 445 

2. For split pickup shipments, except as provided in par~graph 1: 

1tTeight of 
Co::rponont Polrt 

(Pounds ) 
<Split Pickup 

Ch.3.rge tor 
Each Component 
Pa....-t in Cent:; 

But Not 
Over Over 

o 
lCO 

1:"250 
. 5CO 
1 000 

100 ----- :..65 
'::'250 ----- 205 

500 ----- 215 
1,OCO ----- 305 
2 000 -- 440 

Ncieht of J 
Component P.l%'t oSp11t Pi ckuPl 

(Pounds) Charge for I 
E'lt Not Each Component 

Over Over p~ in Cents 

21 000 
241 000 

10,000 

L.,OOO ----- 550 
10,000 ----- 665 

- .. --- 775 

.:} Change 
tj :ner61~.30 

If /' .. ddi tio:l. 
Doc1=>1on No. 'S9GW 

El".:'l:!CTIVE NC"-::-:'':":l'::'''O 13 .. Cl59 ... 'W_............. 1-/ 

Is~ueQ br tho Public Utilities Commission of the State of Calitornia~ ; 
San Francisco, California.. , 

Correction No. 959 
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1 Item 
No. 

*l70- ? 
Cancels 
170-.0 

..... 21 

MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NO.2 

SECTION NO. 1 -- RULES AND REGULATIONS OF GENERAL 
A?~~CATION (Continued) 

SPUT DELIVER! 

Tbe rate !or the tran:::porta:tion of .:l. "P11 t deli very s!Upment ~Mll 
be determined and applied as !ollo~~, subject to Note 1: 

(a) Subject to the alternative provided 1.'"'1 paragraph (g) or this 
i'l:.em, dista."lcC ra.tes shall be determined bY' the distance from 
point of origin to that po:.nt o£ destination which pro-
duces the shortest d!.st3nce via t~c other po:L:lt or :point3 
of destination. 

(0) Subj ect to the al ternati va provided 1n paragraph (g) of tl:lis 
i tc:n, point-to-poi.nt rates shall be applied only when point 
of origin and all points of destination are within tho 
territories or are w.i. tilin the delivery and pickup limits of 
the nome<l :points bet .... -een wh!.ch the po1nt-to-l'O:!.n: r.lt~s a.pply" 
or ar~ locat~e'bctwec~ 3aid te=ritoric, or na:e~ points on a 
::lirlglp. a".ltno:'izcc r01;.te. 

(0) Subject to the alterna.tive provided in paragra.ph (og) of this 
ite:n, POint-to-poi:l.t rates determined '\mder parat,-raph (b) 
lI"..a.y be combined wi tb. d.is~ce rates pro"Jid.cd in parag,;-aph 
(a) ..... here lower charges result. The applicable di::tallce 
rate factor shall be deter:dned by use of o~e-hal! the short­
est c!istance from the te:-:-i tory or ~uthorized route and 
retu:m thereto vi3. the oft -:'oute point or points ot origin 
and dest~t!on~ 

(d) The carrier sllall not tr.msport a split delivery ::hil'mcnt 
unless at the t~~ of or prior to the pickup or the 
,shipment" 'W:"itten in.t'Ol":!l'..:ltio: has been received from the 
consignor showing the n~e or each con:;i~ec" point or 
poin~ o~ dosti:lt..tion, ~ the ldlld. and quantity or property 
in each component part or such sbipll:ellt. 

, (e) At the time of or prio:' to the pickup or the shipment" 
the carrier shall issue to the consignor a single split 
deli vory bill of lading or comparable :shipping order tor 
the en~e sb!pment. It shall show the 
name of the consignor, point of origin, date of pick\lp" 
name of each consignee" point' or points o£ destination, 
and the ld.:ld ane. qUa:lti ty or property in each component 
part of such sbip.."TlCnt, or, the single split deli VI3l7 
bill o£ lading or comparable shipping order shAll refer 
to specific."llly designated dOC1lments attac!led thereto and 
tor.mi:g a part thereof ~hich show the component part 
delivery information. 

(f) If spJ.::. t pickuj) is perf'orrned on a split delivery shipment 
or it '#.rl tten ini'ormation does not conform "t."ith the 
requirements of Paragraph (d) hereo!, or it :;.11 of ~be 
:hipment is not received at the carrier's established 
depot or picked up by carrier d~ one calene.ar ~ (see 
exception in multiple lot shipment), each component 
part of the 31'11 t deli very shipment shill 'be rated as a. 
separate Shipment under other provisions of thi3 ta.tiff. 



1 
I 

/6172-F 
I can.elO

I 
I 172-:£ 
I 
! 

(g) In dctcrminir.g the charge for a split delivery sbipment, 
component parts may be rated as separa.te shipments from 
:my point or po1nt~ on the split delivery route (a.s 
pX".Ivided in paragraph (a), (b) or (c) hereof) to point 
or points ot destination of such component partsJ pro­
vided that the ~tten ~truetions furnished to the 
carrier 'U."'lder pa:'a.(>raph (d) he!"eof show (l) the compon­
ent parts to be treated as separate shipments Aild (2) 
the points oetween which the separate shipment rates are 
to be applied. The adCi tion~ charges provided 1n Note 
1 shall apply to all component pa.rtc of the split 
delivery sbip:r&t rated in accorda:l.co ~,1ith the prOvisions 
o! t.his par~::-aph, provicled, howevor, where two or more 
oomponent p&rts are rated under rates provided in this 
tariff as separate ship.."1lonts from the sw.e po:i=.t on the 
split del1ver,r route, the ~oresaid two or more component 
parts shall be considered as one 51'11 t deli very and the 
eb.a.rge therefor shall be at the combined weight of the 
aforesaid component parte. 

TOTE~L"'l additi~n to ~~e rate tor ~r3r_~portatio~ th6 £ollo~~g addit~onal 
eh~gc~ shall be Qs~ez~cd !~r split de:ivery service: ' 

1. For split delivery- :hipt:'.ents transported 'Ullder distance 
ra.tes, when the distance o~ted ~ accordance with 
pa.:ra.g!'aph (a) hereof' c.oes no~ exceed 100 construeti ve 
miles, and shipments transported under point-to-point 
ra.te:: named in Ite:r.a Nos. 509, SlS and $20: 

~!eight of' 
C6x:p.oncnt Part 

(Pou.n<is ) 
:aut Not 

Over ,Over 

~ Split Delivery 
, Cl:.lrge for 

Each Com'POnent 
part in Cenis 

o 100 ------- :45 
100 ':lo250 ---- US 

#250 ,500 ------- :75 
500 1,000 ------- 195 

1,000 2,000 ---- 250 

I'leight' of' ., 
Coi':lpOnent rar't. 

(Pounds) 
But Not 

Over Over 

o Split Delive.....,. 
CharGe ::or 

Eacb Component 

Part. in Cents 

2,000 4,000 ------ 330 
4,000 lO,ooO ------ 390 

10,000 ------ 445 

2. For split ,delivery Shipments, except as provided in paragraph 1: 

t·Teigh't. o£ ¢ Split Delivery 
Co~onentP3rt ~ze for 

(?o1:tlds) Each Componel:t 
But !ITot ?3:"t 'in Cents 

Over Crrer 

o 
100 

11~50 
500 

1,000 

100 --165 
-1:-2'50 -- 205 

. 500 --- 215 
1,000 ------- 305 
2,000 -- - 440 

~reight of' 
COIl"l'onent Part 

(Pounds) 
B\."t Not 

Over Ovpr 

¢ Split Delivery 
Ch.c:ree for 

Each Component 

?:::.rt in CentS 

2,000 4,000 ~-- -. 550 
4,000 10,000 -- --- 66; 

10,000 775 



I 
I 

I 
I 
I 

I 
I 

17S-B 
Car.celo 
175 .. A, 

• • 
STRnJ'GING PIPS 

"wnen the service of stringing (distribution in transit along a. 
line) i:3 perfo:rmed in connection with the tX"SMportation o£ pipe and 
culvert, fencing, po~ts and polee, tor ~ich the cla35 rates pro­
vided in this tart..!! are a.~1ieable, the class rates sholl be applied 
to the point at .. hieh the stringing ~crv1ce is eomn-.e:lce.:1. In addition 
thereto hourly rates provided 1n Item No. 720 shall be ~se$l5ed lor 
the time consumed in performing the stringing service, lese ten minutes 
per ton. 

* Change ) 
¢ :t.croA3e ) 
~ Reduction ) 
/,' Addition ) 

Deeisio!'l No. 

EF1'ECTIVE NO~1BE.~ 13, 1959 

Is~ed by the Public Utilities Cornrnissio~ of the State of California, 

Correction No. 960 
San Francisco,Cali!orni~. 

- 2:' Ma 



Fifteenth Revised Page •••• 4l 
Cancels 

Fourteenth Revis ed Page ••• 4l Mm:oom RATE TARIFF No. 2 

Item. OCLA.SS J:fA'J.'J:.i:l 
No. SECTION NO. 2 In Cents Fer 100 Pounds 

, , ,- -, -.. :0. A.v·Quantiti'~ '--713:E!m\UTl weign~ J."lJ,.1l"1lm1m weJ.gllt. 
I (See Note) 2,000 Pounds 4"ooo'po'\lXlds 

ISee Note) (See Note) 
~t, 

2\ 3 I 4 
I 

I ! I 
2 I 3 I Not 1 

j 112 I 3 l 4 1 4 
I Over Over I ! 

I 0 3 171 154 137 120 I 
99 89 79 69 73 66 58 51 I 

I 3 5 173 156 138 121 ! 100 90 80 70 74 67 59 52 I 
5 10 175 157 140 123 

1

103 93 82 72 75 68 60 53 I 
I 10 15 177 158 14l 124 105 95 84 74 ' 76 69 61 54 

I 
I 

I 15 20 179 161 143 125 1108 97 86 761 79 71 63 55 
I 

1 
20 25 181 162 lh4 126 1 110 99 88 77 61 73 65 57 

I 
25 30 I 183 165 146 128 1114 103 91 80 84 76 67 59 
30 35 185 167 148 130 116 104 93 81 86 77 69 60 
35 40 I 187 166 149 131 120 108 96 84 89 80 7l 62 I .40 45 189 170 151 132 ! 123 III 98 86 91 82 73 64 I 

I , 
I 

1125 881 
I 

45 50 191 172 153 13k 113 100 94 85 75 66 I 

I 
50 60 194 175 155 136 

1

130 117 104 91 98 88 78 69 
60 70 197 176 157 137 135 122 108 95 100 90 80 70 I 
70 80 200 18C 160 140 140 126 112 98 104 94 83 73 I 

I 80 90 203 184 163 143 145 131 116 102 106 95 85 74 

I 
90 100 I 206 187 166 146 150 135 120 105 110 99- 88 77 

100 110 209 189 168 117 1155 140 124 109 113 102 90 79 ! 110 120 212 192 170 149 
1

161 1l.I5 129 113 115 10l~ 92 81 I 
1-::-500-0 120 130 215 194 172 151 ! 166 149 133 ll6 U8 106 94 83 
Cancels 130 140 218 197 175 153 I 171 154 137 120 120 108 96 84 
500-N I 

1176 140 150 220 199 l77 155 158 lLl 123 123 III 98 86 
150 160 222 202 179,157 181 163 145 127 125 ill 100 88 

I 160 170 224 205 182 160 186 167 l49 130 128 115 102 90 
I 170 180 226 207 184 161- 191 172 153 134 130 117 104 91 

180 190 228 210 186 163 198 178 158 139 133 120 106 93 

190 200 230 212 188 165 204 184 163 143 135 122 108 95 200 220 234 215 191 167 213 192 170 149 139 125 111 97 
220 240 238 219 194 170 221 199 177 i 155 III 127 113; 99 

I 240 260 242 221 197 172 230 207 184 161 145 131 116' 102 
I 260 280 246 225 200 175 239 215 191 167 149 134 119 104 

I 280 300 250 230 204 179 248 223 198 174 153 138 122 107 
I 300 325 255 234 208 182 - - - - 158 142 126 111 
I 325 350 260 239 212 186 - - - - 164 148 131 US I 350 375 265 243 216 189 - - - - 169 152 135 U8 1 375 400 270 21.8 22l 193 174 1$7 139 122 i - - - -
, 

400 425 275 253 225 197 179 161 l43 125 I - - ... -i 42$ 4$0 280 2$7 229 200 - - - - 183 16$ 146 128 I 4S0 475 285 262 233 204 188 169 150 132 i - - - -, 475 SOO 290 266 237 207 - - - - 193 174 154 135 I 
I $00 52$ 295 271 2La 2ll 198 178 158 139 - - - -
I . , 

I 

: 
: 
: 
I 

I , , 
I 
I 

I 

I 
1 
I 
I 

, 
1 

l 
I 
I 
I 
I 



$2$ $$0 
550 $7$ 
$75 600 
600 625 
625 650 

300 27$ 24$ 2ll I -
305 280 249 218 
310 284 253 221 
315 289 257 225 
320 293 261 228 

6$0 
675 
700 
725 
7$0 

67$ 
700 
725 
750 
775 

325 
330 
335 
340 
34$ 

298 
302 
307 
313 
318 

265 
269 
273 
278 
282 

232 I -
235 
239 
244 
247 

775 800 350 322 286 251 
800 850 358 329 292 256 
8$0 900 367 336 298 261 
900 950 376 342 304 266 t 950 1000 384 349 310 272 

I' 1000 1050 392 356 316 277 
10$0 1100 400 363 322 282 
1100 1150 408 369 328 287 
1150 1200 I 416 376 334 293 

I 

I I -
I -
! -
I 
I -

I 
I -
I -

203 183 162 142 
206 185 165 14k 
211 190 169 lh8 
215 194 172 151 
220 198 176 154 

224 
229 
234 
240 

- j 2L.5 

- I 250 
255 - I 261 
269 I 275 

I 
I 283 

- ! 290 
- ! 296 

t 30L. 

202 
206 
211 
216 
22l 

225 
230 
23$ 
242 
248 

255 
261 
266 
274 

179 157 
183 160 
187 16L. 
192 168 
196 172 

200 175 
204 179 
209 183 
2lS 188 
220 193 

226 198 
232 203 
237 207 
~3 213 

I NOTE. - For s~ipmcnt~ originating at or destined to 
points wit.i.in the Redwood E:r.pire Territory these rates 
D.re subject to the proVisio~ of Item. No. $l2 • 

• :/0 Ch.ln6c ) 
o Increase ) Decision No. 

ETI'EC'l'IVE NOVEMBER 13, 1959 

Issued by the Public Utilities Co:r.miss1on 0'£ t~e State of California,;: 
San Francisco" California. 

Correction No. 961 
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e 
Fi!tccn~h Rn~-oed PAge ••••• 42 

Cancel~ . 
~o-.:.rtc·c~tr. ROT...!Iod ?~Co •••• 1:.2 

j-l:tOr.l. 
, 

CL4SS R.o1.TES 
No. SECl'ION NO. 2 In Cents Per 100 Pounds 

I Ro:t.cs snO'i'1n 0010'\'1 'Will not appJ:y to 
I tr~sportntion !orwhiCh r~tcs are 
I , provided in Ite: No. 520 

M1ni.:num I. eight ~ -Weight as pro- I 
:1 10,,000 Pounds ex- !:!irJ::n.u:l Weight vided in ~estern Classi1 
,I m:u:s copt ~ provided 20 .. 000 Po\ll'ld~ cx- t1e~t1on .. ExceptionShcctl 
I 

I in Note 1 capt .:lS provided or this Tori!!" subject I 
(See Note 3) in No~c 2 to Itec No. 290 I 

llUt ~ I ~ ¢ ¢ ¢ I Not ~ ¢ 0 5 • :s c D E 
1 I 2 3 4 4 

h 

bver Over 1 2 3 1 

0 3 U 3; I 33 '2~ 20 18 l6 14 ll* ~ m 
~ ~ 

7';' : 
39 ! 34 

.. ' 
5 

, 

m ~f 7';' I 3 43 30 23 2l 18 16 
I 5 10 44 ~O 3, 3l 24 22 :"9 17 lO~ e±1 
, 

10 lS 45 U 36 .32 25 23 20 18 iU 121 ~i ~1 15 20 46 h2 37 33 28 25 22 19 l::3 1 I 

ll~ ! 20 25 48 43 38 34 29 26 23 20 

~ ~ 1 
14* 

~ 25 30 L,9 44 39 35 30 27 24 2l i~ 12f 
30 35 50 I 45 40

1

36 J3 30 26 2.3 19 l7 13, I 
i 35 40 Sl 46 41 37 35 32 28 24 2 1 17 14i i 
I 

I 
40 45 54 49 l:3 38 36 33 29 25 22 19 l8: l7 lSi .. 

I I 
,.* ! 45 50 55 I So U 39 39 35 31 27 22 24 20i ~ ~ l~f ; 50$- 50 60 59 5.3 47 l.W. !U. .37 3.3 29 24- 26 22 17~ I I : Can-

I 
60 70 61 5S 49 43 45 lJl 36 32 26 28 23 22 

lSI' eels I 70 eo 64 $8 5l 45 48 hJ 38 34 28 30 24 2) 22 19 ! 
505 .. I 80 90 66 59 53 46 51 461lA 36 30 32 25 24 23 20 1 

I ... 

90 100 69 62 15$ 48 55 32 34 26 25 24- 22 SO 41.:. 39 
i 100 llO 71 04 57 $0 58 52 I 46 U 33 36 2S 26 25 ~ 

110 120 74 67 59 52 60 54 48 42 35 3S 30 27 26 24-
120 130 76 68 61 53 63 57 50 h4 37 40 32 28 Z7 25 
130 140 79 71 63 55 66 59 53 46 39 42 31.. 29 2S 26 

1lJ.o 150 81 73 65 ,7 70 63 56 49 41 44 36 30 29 Z7 
lSo 160 84 76 67 59 73 66 58 51 42- 46 3S 31 30 2S 
160 170 86 77 69 60 75 68 60 53 44 4S 40 33 31 29 
170 180 59 SO n. 62 78 70 62 55 46 50 J.t2. 35 32 30 I 180 19J 9l 82 73 63 So 72 64 56 4S 52 44 37 3::3 31 

190 200 I 9h 8, 75 66 83 75 66 58 49 53 45 39 34- 32 
200 220 98 88 78 69 85 77 68 60 50 55 46 U 36 " 220 240 101 91 81 71 89 '80 71 62 52 57 4S 43 38 34 
240 260 105 95 84 74 91 82 73 64 54 59 50 4S 40 35 
260 280 llO 99 88 77 95 86 76 67 56 61 52 47 I:2. 37 

" 

I 
NOTE l.-When c.pplied. 1."l con."lcetion wit."l car1~d ratings, ::l,';nimm: I 

\ 

weight will be .lS provided in t..~e ~i~st~rn Clc.ssi:ticc.tion" Exception I 
S~cet or 1."1 th:i.~ t.:.ri!! .. s\l.bj\~ct to Ite::. No. 290. ! NOTE 2 .. -'Wb.en applied in (:onnection 'With carlo~d ,r.ltings, mn1::me 

I weight will be as proVided 1."l the 'Ii"estern Clc.ssi!ic.ltion, Exoeption I 

Sheet or in this ta..-i!! (subj(lct to Ito!:l No. 290) but in no event lcs.s 
tb.;:.."'l 20,000 pounds .. 

~ I NO'!E 3.-For sh1poents ori~...n.lting c.t or destined to points within I 

the Redw?~s ~~ra ICrrluOIj th@s@ Fatgg gf§ g[6jaat t~ t~~ ~~ovisions ( 
of Ito: No. 512 .. J 

I 

.. 



I 

* <lla."lgo ) 
o Ine%'o~$e ) D~cis1on No. 

:5' '4'\'l,,~,\ 
~~ 

EFFECTIVE NOvnzsER l3, 1959 

Issued by the Public Utili tics Co::m.ssion o£ th~ State o! Coll.i1'orni.a" 

Correction No. 962 
San Francisco" california. 
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I 

" e 
. Twolfth Rev1::lod Pole" .••• i .. :3 

C~e()le 
El~vcnth Revi~od P~g~ ••• 43 ~:J:N:Ilrol: MTE T..:..RIFF NO. 2 

t.Ctl 

No. SECTION NO .. 2 C.t.hSS BJ\XI:;.':) Cont:\.nUcd. 
In Ccnt~ Per 100 Ponnds 

Minimwt Jo1gh.t :l~ pro-
~ "[eight v1c!ed. 1n We:rt;ernCl..:Iss 
20~OOO Pounds :1~t1on~~ecpt1onShe 

, o~:eept.:loS pro- or thi3 Tar.Lf1",,:u'o-
\"idcd in Note 2 1ect to Item No.2 0 

!hi~ I I ! ; I 

~rot I ¢l ~2 ~3 c4 1 ¢1 t!' ~3 ¢4 5 A B! CD: E 
Over Over t ,-+1 -1--4--+--1--+--+-+--1-----, 

~~~ ~~~ I ~6 lig~ ~~ ~:~' 16§ ~ ~ ~Z ~r ~~ '~~ ;~ ~ l~ 
325 350 ; 125 113 100 8S '109

1
' 99 e7 76 64 70 59 54 4S; 4:3 

350 375 ! 130 1170 104 9 ll4 103 91 SO 67 73 62 57' 51: ~S'I 
375 l..oo f 135 122 lOB 951 1191 107 95 33 70 76· 64; 59 53! ~71 

400 425 I uo 1126 112 9811241112 99 87 73 eo 67 621 55! 49 
~25 4,0, 145 \ 1.31 116 102. 129 116 1031 090 .76 83 1 70 64 57 1' Sl 
450 475 ! 150 1135 120 1051134 120 107 94 79 86 73 66: 59. $3 
475 SCO l155 1lJ...0 lZ4 109! 1:39 125,' llli 097 82: 89 76 69 62 $$ 
500 525 ! 160 144 328 112 l44 1;30 115, 101 85: 92.179 71 64 '1,57 

'*507-K 
~nce~ 
>07-JI 

525 550 1165 149 132 1161149' 341119 104 S9 96, S2 74 66' 59 
550 575 1170 153 1136 1:'9\154 139 123 lOS 92' 99! 85 76 69 161 
57, 600 :1.75 158 llO 12"159 143 1 127 111195 102) S7 : 79 I 71163 
600 625 I 180 162 144 :.26

1
164 U81131 115 98'· 05! 89 1 81 7.3! 6, 

625 6$0 1185 167 148 130, 169 521135! I 118 1101 109 92 84 75: 67 

I 

650 675 191 172 153 1341751158 140 1231104113 95 87 78 1 69 
675 700 1196 176 1,157 137· leO~62 144 126 107 6 ,98 89 SO 71' 
700 72$ 201; 181 161 141 lS5 167 l.4S 130 110 ,11 ~ \1')1 92 S2 73 
72$ 7,0 206 !185 j 165 J.J.k1191 172 153 134 ll.3 ;. 104, 94 84, 75 
7$0 77$ 12::'1 190 169 l4S I 196 ~ 76 157 1.37 116 ' 6 ~07' 97 87 77 

775 800 1216 19L. 173 15112031183 162 142 0 130:no 00 90·lao 
800 850 1223, 201 178 ~561209 lee 167 JA6 4 35 \ll.4. 03 93183 
350 900 1230 207 184 116:'1216, 194 173 151 B, 39 p.J.8" 07 96j85 
900 950 1233 214 190 167 223 201 178 156 32 1· 0 99 18a 
950 1000 ! 246 221 197 172 230 207 lSI. ::..61 ~36 . 5 02 ! 91 

1000 1050 ; 255 230 204 179 23$ 214 190 167 juo 05 '194 
l050 1100 ! 263 237 210 lS~ 244 220 195 1 17114.5 08 9

0
7 

1100 USc '270 24:3 ,216 189 251 226 201/ 176!J..49 :0 
1150 1200 1279 251· 223 195' 2-59 233 i 207 1181 ~54 5. 1031 

I I I 

NOTE l,,-r~cn ~ppl1€'d in cor..necti~n with carload r.:tings" m.,.;j::Dm 
weieht will be ~s provided 10 the Western C1a:si!1c.:tion" Exception 
Sheet or this t~iff" subject to Ite~ No. 290. 

NOTE 2.-~cn applied L~ cor_~ection with carlcad ratings, ~ 
'l'reight will '00 ~s provided 1:l the ~!estern Cl.:I.ss1fic~tion, Exception 
Shoot or in this t~if! (subjeet to It.ec. No. 290) but in no event less 
thAn 20,000 pou:ds. 

NOTE J .-For shipments or1g'~ti.~g at or destined to points within 
the Rcciwooci Etlpi:c T~:Tit.ory, theso rates are SUbject to the provisions 
of Item No .. 512. " 

':-1:' Chango , . ) (') .. 0,'0: 
o Increase" Except as noted ) Decision No .'S~ 
o No change ) 

I EFFECTIVE. Norn-mER 13, 19.59 
~j~ ----~r~ss~u~c~bY~~~O~~~~~~~~-!m-j~s-s~~·o-n-o~!~t~h-e~~-t~e-o~~~o~nn~o-,--~ 

Correction No. 963 
S:m n:nd..seo, C<lli:£'ornic. 
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, ';onth ~~ta.~d P~go •••• 43-A 
Ninth Revised ?ilSC •••• 43-A 

It co. 
No. SECTION NO. 2 

m:m::,iO'"r.:r RATE T~ NO.2 

CL\SS RJ~ES (Continued) 
In Cents per 100 Pounds 

Cla:lS ~tcs ::;hov:n 'belo", ore i.."ltc!'!:'.cd.i::rt.c in eppl1c.lt1o:l suojcet to 
Note 1. 

BETWEEN I Arts Qull."ltity ~ \"{cight 
2,,000 Pounds 

Min:\.!:lu.tl Iv eight 
4,000 Pounds 

! 
! 

San 1 I. 
!h~~iseo~~~1~lo~2~O~3~O~h~O~1~~~~~~~o:h-r~O~1~¢~:2~~~~~~.h~ 
(See Itc:l , 

i*So~G 

I 
C~n­
eels 

1509- F 
I 
I 

No.260-7) 
O.lklzlnd 
(&:!(: Itcr; 
lib. :G6o-5S) 

191 172 15; t 134,,125 :JJ ,100 

189 1:'70 l51 ~z 1123 ':':;, j 98 

SS 75 

~6 91 S2 73 . $.:l."l Jose 
(&:e Item. 

No. 
260-7.5) ~ -;:eight 

10,,000 Po~s 
except ZlS pro-

! 

.'.., ... i'~"'t 

Min1::r..:: Weight ':SJ 
proVided in Westc 

Sent.:! 
Cl.:\r.:. 
Cm:pocll 

vided in 
Note :2 

t.J m 'ill.'"l ~JC 6M 

20/ 000 POU-"ld: 
except as pro-

Vided in 
Note 3 

Classi!ic~tion" i 
Exception Sheet or II 

this tari£t" sub-
ject to Itco I 

No. 290 I 

NOTE l.-li" ch3rges accruing u. ... d~r tM C!.:lss .antes in this ite:l" 
applied on shiptlents fron, to or 'b<;:tween :POints 1ntc:rced.ictc between 
origin .lnd destination points vi~ ROll tcs 8, 9 and lO shown in ItQ 
No. 900 are lower tholn charges accruing und.er the Distance Cla.::I~ Rates 
in Items Nos. SOO .:lnd 50S .,n the S~t: shipment vit the Sm::le route such 
low€:r ~rges will apply. 

NOTE 2 .. -When ~ppliod L ... connectiQn with cal'load :r~tings1 mi."liI:Iu:::l 
weight will 'be as provided 1n thc Western Cl,C.ssi!'icotion" Exception 
Shoet or 1n this tcri£r" subject to Itc~ No. 2$0. 

NOTE 3.-When .:lppli~d in connection with carlo.ld ratings, ::lin;1.trJ:l 
weight ''lill be 3S providoe. in the io)'estcrn Classification, Exeeption 
Sheet or in this t~.f'f (S\l'bj~ct to Item No. 290) but :1n no ovent less 
then 20,000 pounds. 

~ Chango 
:' !:lcrcase 

\ 
J 

). Decision No. '590~ 

Is~~cd "oj the Public Utilities CoC01ssion of the St~tc of California, 

Correction No. 964 
S~ Fr~ciscol ~ifornia~ 

-L3-A-



• 
Sir.teentll Revised ra:e •.•• 4h 

C:I,."lcels 
F~£~e~nth Rov.1oea Paz~ ~.~ 44 

I Item ( 
No. SECTION NO. 2 

• 
CLASS RA!ES (Continued.) 
!n C()n~ per lee PO'.)l'lti3 

Cl~~s Rates ~b.own beloW' are i.'"ltemeC13.te in appl1cation ~ubject to Note 1. 

Any Qtlanti ty 

SA:,r FRAN .. 
CISCO 

TERRITOF:[ 

I J.u" wu t'O\md.s except 
4,000 PO'J%lds as proVided in Note 

2 

1 I 2 3 4 

0125 0113 ¢lOO oe8 

: ~ de-
',5l0oN scribed 
C~cols in Item 

LOS Iu.~GEI.ES 

: 510 ... \f No .. 270-3 

SACRA. .. 
l"Elr!O 

(Soo Item 
No. 260-7) 

J:ERlUTORY 
as de­
scribed in 
ItElm No. 
270-3 

:Iini.."lUm 'Height 
20,000 Pounds 
except a.s 
proVided in 
Note 3 

123 4 

~10~ ~99 ¢8 7 ¢76 

Minimu."1l vteight as proVided in 
Western Classifiea. tion, Excep­
tion Sheet or this tarift" 
subject to Item l~o. 290 

A :e c II 

61:. 70 $9 $4 

E 

______ ~--------~--~I--~~--------~--~--------~----~----

I 

NOTE 1 ... It charges accr.nne u:c.der tbe t;J.ass Rates in tb.i5 item" 

I J.pp11od on shil=!\cnts !ro:r., to or between ;Join-:.s i."lte:::medil1to be~~oon 
origin and destinaticn tcrritor::'cs shown :.n ~:.his item. Via routes ::hown 
1."l Iten No. 900 are lower th..:l..."1 CM.:"ees accru.:l.ng 'W'lder the Distance Cla..ss 
Ro.tes in Items No:,. $00" $G$ or S07 en t.'lo OolIl'.l' :;hip:nent vi:l the SOlnlC 
route, such. lower eharges will o.pply'. 

NOTE 2.- When a.pplied 1.."1 connection'td.th ca.rload ratinC:z" mi.l:l:i1mml 
weight will b~ .:loS provided. i:l th() i'Tesurn Clo.ssi1'ica.tion" Exception 
Shoet or t.l'lis witt, subject to Itcnt No. 290. 

NOTE 3.- ioJ'hen :Lpplicd in connection with carloOl.d ratings" minim'l.lIll 
weiGht W1ll be as provided in the 't-[estern Clas:;ificat1on, Exception 
Sheet or in this tarit! (sw>ject to Item No .. 290) but 1n no event less 
than 20,000 pounds. 

I-----~------------------------------------------------------------------------~ 



. i 

I , 
! 
I 
I 

! 
I 

(1) 
~ 5l2-A 
; Canccl~ 
I 512 
I 
I 

RATES TO A.~ FROX POINTS nr THE ?EDItiOOD m-t?IP.E 'I'ElttUTORY 
AS DESCRIB.ED IN ITEH NO. 271-3 

(~) The provi::Jions ot thi!:: item apply only to ~hiplT.ent::, including 
split pickup a."'ld 5pl1~ deliver'; ohipr:lcmts, sUbject to :Ul'li.nrum 
wciE:h,t:; ot 10,000 pound:: olncl less. 

(b) On :hip:cn't:i, including split pickup :md split d.eliv~; shipments, 
tr~ported between point:: in the Redwood Emp1re Territory, on 
the ono hand, Mel point= i.."l the Soln. Franei$co Terri tory, .0:1 de~-
cribod in Item. No. 270-3, .:.nd point= in the Count1e:s ot Y.arin" . 
~lcndocino" N~pa and Sonoxr.:3., on the other ha."'ld" determine the 
elnss rateo in acco~"lCO ~~th the r~tes prov1ded in thiS section 
::""'l.d increase the rates so dc't.e:rr.-.ir.oc. by :0 perec!'lt. . 

(c) On shipments, i.."lcluding zplit pickul' and s:;?lit delivery :::hi~ent:3" 
not embraced ~"i t..'Un P~azr3.ph (b) above" transported bett-.-ee: the I 
Redwood Empire '1'e::-ri tory" Oll the one h:ll'ld" and points in OOi!orni~ I 
southerly ot the Cou."lties of Napa" Nev3.da" San Franc1::oo, Sutter I 
Yolo and. Yubs.", on the other hand" c.etermine the c:.as~ ra.tes 1:1 
accordance with the ratc~ proVi~ed ~"'l. this section and increase 
the rates so deterr:li."lcd 'rJy 3.dd:i..Dg the following arbit.r:lries: 

(Ar1:>i traries in Cents 'Ocr 100 Pounds) 
I Miili:"1lUTn -We~t 1>'.Iin:1.."llUTn v!eignt I 

Ar::r Quanti t7 I 4> COO Pounds' lO~OOO Pounds I I 

I 2 I • 

I 
I I I 

• 

2 I 3 I I 
! 1 3 I 4 1 , 2 3 4 1 I 4 , 

24 ! 21 ! 18 I:~ 11$ 
. 

lllj1O: I 1 26 
1
13 ! III .. ~ 

9 ..., 
Cd) 

I 
Fractions o! less i,..~"l one-Ml.! cent sh3ll be dropped nnd fi'actioXlS 
o£ ono-1':\3l£ cent or greater sMll 'be increol$ed to one cent. 

DeCision No. 

Issued bY' the Public Utilities Co:::u:;sion ot the State of California.. 

CorrElction No. 965 
San Francisco, Calit'or.cia. 
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Sixth ReVised' P.:lgc •••• h4-A. ~:! RAXE TARIFF NO. 2 

Itctl 
No. 

*5lS-c 
~cel:; 

5lS-F 

SECTION NO.2 CLASS RATES (Continued) 
Tn Cents 'Oer 100 Pounds 

Cl~ss ~tcs shown below arc intc~di~tc in ~ppl1cet1o: subject to 
Note 1. 

kfo:J Qu.l."1ti ty ~,.1...-w:l Weigbt U:iniJ::w:l Weight 
2,,000 POUIlds 4,,000 P~ds 

! I 

1 2 I 1 4- , 
2 3_ U 1 2 

, 
3 h - I 

0 0. Q ¢ ¢ ¢ 0 0 0 o I 0 ~ 185 167 1l£113O 116 104 93 8l . 86 77 I 69 
f j 

IOS .ANGELES 
ZONE 1 
~ SlJoJ'l'A 

lESCRIBED .ANA l!ini.':lu.tl Weigbt 
10,,000 ?o~s 
except c.s pro-

r.jj nj ::m!l ~';c1ght as 
'provided in \~·estt:·rn 

~~ Weight Classi!ic~tion" 

IN THE 
DISTANCE 
TiJlLE vided in 

Note 2 

20,,000 Pounds Exception Sheet or 
except ~s pro- this tariff, sub-

Vided in ject to Itell 
No~ 3 No. 290 

12345 .... Blcln E 

NOTE l.-Il' ch\lrGcs accl"1.:.ing \iJ'lder th.o C~ss Sctcs 1."1 thU'i itel:l." 
a.pplied on ship::lents !roo, to or bctvlccn pOints i.."ltcr:lediate bct'Vieen 
origin and destin.:::tion poi."lts via Rot;.te II shO'l':n in IteLl No. 900 are 
lo~er th~ charges o.ccruing under the ~ist~ce Cl~ss ~tes in Ite~ 
Nos. 5CO mld 50$ I')r. the S3l:le shipcent vic the Sn:lC route ~ch lower 
eh~gcs .... 'ill apply. 

NOTE 2.--t~er. applied ~"1 conn~ction with carload r~t1ngsl rn5"1~'m 
,,:eight will be as provided in the tfcster::. Cl.lssiticat1on, Exception 
Sheet or in this tariff" subject to It~::l. ~=o. 290. 

UOTE 3.-I,'hen applied in cor.r.ection 'rlth carlo~d ratings" !:):it),frnu.:l 

weight Will be ':5 provided 1..'1. the Westen:. ClaSSification" Exception 
Sheet or in this tariff (subject to Item. ~To. 290) 'but in no event less 
than 20,,000 pounds. 

~:. Ch::u'lge ) Decision No.590~~ 
o Incre~se ) 

Issuod by the Public Utilities Co~ssion of the St~te of californic., 
San Francisco" ~orDio. 

Correction No. 966 



Sixth Revised Pago ••••.•••.• 44-B 
Cancels 

Fi~th Revised Page ••••••.•• 44-B MINIML~ RATE TARIFF NO. 2 

CLASS RATES (Continued ~I~t-e-m--~li--------------------------------------------)------~' 

No. SECTION NO. 2 In Cents per 100 ?o~ds 

I 520-F b
l 
ancels 
;20-E 

, 

Rates in this item apply only to shipments having 
point of origin in San Francisco or South San Francisco 
and point of destination ir.. Alameda, Albany, Berkeley, El , 
Cerri~o, Emeryville, Oakland, Piedmont, Richmond, San ! 
Leandro, San Pablo or Stege and to shipments having point 
of origin in Ala.:aeda, Albany, Berkeley E1Cerrito, i 
~eryville, Oakland, ?iedmor..t, Ric~ond, San Leandro, San ' 

'Pablo or Stege ~~d ~oint of destL~t:on in San Francisco 
or South San ~ancisco. (Subject to Note 2.) 

t 
MinirnUI:l Weigh.t 20,000 j 
Pounds Except as Pro- I' 

vided in Note 1 

1 2 3 
! 

4 

MinimUtl Weight as Provided in I 

vlestern ClaSSification, Exception: 
Sheet or this Tariff! Subject to j 

Item No. 290 : 
I 

D I 
i 

5 B A C E 

I 19t 20·k, ( 1St I l7t! 11+* ! ... I , 

NOTE 1.-i·ihen applied in connection ..... -1 th carload 

I
ra tings 1 minimilln weight ~lill be as provided in the Western I 
Class1tlcation, Exception Sheet or in this tariff (sub- I 
ject to Item No. 290) but in no e\"ent le'ss than 20,000 I 

I pounds. i 

NOTE 2.-W'hen applied in connection ,.,1th Ite~ No. 160 
(split pickup) or Item No. 170 (split delivery), San 
Francisco and South San Francisco will be co~sidered as 
one territory and Al~eda, Albany, Berkeley, El Cerrito, 
Emeryville, Oakland, Piedmont, Ric~ond, San Leandro, 
San Pablo or Stege will be considered as one territory in 

! connection with the application of paragraphs (b) and (c) 

I o~ !~e:ns !~os. ito :irl 1'0, respectlvely~ 
* Change ) 

!ncrease) Decision No .'5909f') 

I 
I I Issued by the Public Utilities , 

!correction No. 9G? 

Co~ission of the State of California, 
San Francisco, California. 
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