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Decision No.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF fHE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Investigation
into the rates, rules, regulatioms,
charges, allowances and practices
of all household goods carriers,
common caxriers, highway carriers,
and city carriers, relating to the
transportation of used houschold
goods and related property.

Case No. 5330
Petition for
Modification No, ¢
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Appearances are listed in Appendix A

OPINION

By petition filed July 2, 1959, Califormia Moving and

Storage Association, a nonprofit corporation whose membexrship is
composed of persons, firms and corporations engaged in the transpor-
tation of household goods and related articles in Califormia, seek
upward adjustments on the order of about five per cemt in the mini~
mm rate and charges established in Minimum Rate Tariff No. 4—A.‘

Public hearing was held before Examiner J. E. Thompson at
Los Angeles on August 3, 1959 and at San Francisco om August 11, 1959
when the matter was taken under submission for decision.

The rates and charges on Minimum Rate Tariff No. &-A were
last adjusted generally on January 1, 1959 by the Commission in
Decision No, 57695, dated December 9, 1958, This decision was
issued following extensive hearings in Petition No. 6 in Case
No. 5330. The evidence in the instant proceeding, in the main,
consists of what might be termed supplementary data to basic exhibits
presented in the prior proceeding. In general, the same modes ox

methods were used in the preparation of the supplementary exhibits
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as in the basic exhibits. The merits and faults of the methods so
used were discussed at some length in Decigion No. 57695 and need
not be repeated here, Where the methods uéed were the same, a com=
parison of the results developed in the basic exhibits with the
results in the supplementary exhibits provide an indication of the
changes which have occurred in the past year.

The various types of carriexs, their general organizationm,
their methods of operations and their practices with respect to the
assesswent of rates is also set forth in Decision No. 57695, The
record herein indicates that there has been little change, if any,

with respect to those.

The increases sought by petitiomer assertedly are to offset

increases in the labor costs incurred by the carriers.

The total labor cost per hour for services performed
generally under rates provided in the tariff cannot be determined.
precisely. This is because there are many different wage rates and
provisions prescribed in the various laboxr agreements in force in
the areas for which rates are named, For example, the basic wage
rates estimated by the staff engineer were composites involving
six local wage rates in Territory A and 14 local wage rates in
Territory B. The local agreements in force have different provisions
regarding fringe beneiits, for example sick leave provisions and
coffee break rules are in some local agreements, whereas they are
not in others. While such provisions result in greater cost to the
carriers, in most instances they are so mew that there has not been
sufficient experience which would permit anything more than a guess
’Esﬁthe amount of the added cost., Furthermore, the development of an ~

estimate of total labor cost has significance only as related to the

time at which the estimate is made. The wage agreements do not
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become effective at one time. From the evidence, it appears that in
the overall, the total labor cost has increased in the general area
of from 5 to 6 per cent during the period from June 1, 1958 to

June 1, 1959,

Local Moving

As set forth in Decision No. 57695, the minimum rates for
local moving wexre based upon the staff's cost estimates as reflected
in Exhibit No. 6-1l modified to reflect certain, but not all,
assertions and computations as set forth by petitioner in E#hibit
No. 6~29. In the latter exhibit petitioner showed the total direct
cost for vehicles with driver amd helper including assumed labor
increases in the light of contracts then actively being negotiated
but not yet ratified. Said contracts were completed following the

taking of evidence in Petition No. 6 and it was found that

petitioner's estimates were close. While the total costs developed

by the Commission for use in establishing the hourly rate for a van
and two men are set forth in Decision No., 57695, the exact calcula-
tions leading to that conclusion are not set forth., Neither peti-
tionexr, nor the staff therefore were a2ble to make comparable
computations using current labor costs. There are data in the record
which will permit us to make such a comparison. The following shows
the calculations made in determining the total cost set forth in
Decision No. 57695 with similar calculations using comparable data
in‘this record. For convenience the former will be captiomed

"Petition No, 6" and the latter "Petition No. 9."
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TABLE I

Summary Showing Computations Resulting
in Estimate of Costs oI Local Moving
as Set fortn 1n Decision No., 5/695
logetiher with Similar Computations
Refiecting Current Costs

] Terxritory A Texritory B
Line Van & 2 Men per Hr. Pet, 6 Pet. Y Pet. 6 ret, Y

1 Vehicle Costl $1.528 $1.528  $1.528 ¢ 1.528
Laboxr Cost 5.7202  5.995° 5.425°  5.687°

Total Direct

l‘. ] 5'523 b. m
Indirect Expense 2.899 3,009 2,781 2,836
Total 10147 10,532

L ] . L ]

Gr. Rev. Expense ,077°  .08g® 076> 0858
Total Cost 10.22%

Exhibit No. 6-11, Table 2, Line 1l.
Exhibit No. 6-29, Schedule 1, Adjusted
(Texrritory A $5.733; Terxritory B $5.415).

Exhibit No. 9-10, Page 3 (Driver and Regular Helper).
407 of Line 3. = © P

0.75% Line 7; 0,507 B.of E, Tax; 0.25% P.U.C. fee.
0.833% Line 7; 0.50% B.of E. Tax; 0.333% P.U.C. fee.

From the evidence we find that the hourly rate for equip-
ment with driver and helper should be increased from $11 to $11.50
in Territory A and from $10.50 to $11l in Texritory B. Other local
moving rates will be adjusted accordingly.

Long Distance Moving

The Commission staff did not present estimates of the cost
of conducting long distance moving. Petitioner presented data
supplementary to the cost analyses of the Bekins and Lyon operations
in Petition No. 6 which show increases in the cost of operations of
about five per cent. As was pointed out by the traffic manager of
the Stote of Califoxmia, in the development of the current costs,
the increased labor costs were expanded by indirect expense ratios
of 46.1 per cent in the case of Bekins and 47.9 per cent in the

case of Lyon. Development of full costs in this manner reflects

-l
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increases in iadirect expense on the same oxrdexr as the increases in
labor cost. There is no evidence in this recoxrd which would support
such a conclusion,

Petitioner developed the proposed schedule of rates by
applying the increases in costs shown for the operations of Bekins

1 to the

and Lyon, weighted 69 per cent Bekins and 31 per cent Lyon,
present schedule of rates. The Bekins cost study was developed
using labor expense factors as of 1959, other expense factors as of
1657 and 1958 and periormance factors based upon a survey conducted
in 1952, ‘

In the last adjustment of rates for long distance moving
the schedules were xevised so that rates were prescribed in multiple
of 5 cents. This was done for the convenience of the carriers and
the public in the application of rates., While the resultant effect
of this revision was not great, it did have an effect upon the rate

structure in commection with the progression of rates and the spread

of rates within the various rate scales.

Petitioner has not justified the full amount of the

increases sought. MHowever, there is no doubt that the carriers have
experienced increases in labor expense for which an adjustment in
rates is necessary. A substantial portion of labor expense is
incurred in the loading and unloading of equipment. This cost does
not vary significantly with the length of haul involved. The labor
expense per mile has also increased by reason of an increase in the
driver wages. It would seem, however, that whatever improvement in
performance factors mzay have resulted from technological improvements

it would more likely affect factors pertaining to line-haul costs

1~ It was on this formula that the lorg distance Minigum rates were
established in Minimum Rate Tariff No. 4=-A by Decision No, 49456.

-5
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than terminal costs. The minimum rates which will be established
will reflect increases approaching five per cent for the shorter
mileages and diminishing as the distance increases.

Petitioner nroposes that the point-~to-point rates set
forth in Item 430, other than those established for transportation
between San Francisco and Sacramento on the one hand, and Los
Angeles on the other hand and between Los Angeles and San Diégo,

be established at the distance rates prescribed in Item 420 except

that for transportation to or from intermediate points, the poiate
to-point rates between San Framcisco-Sacramento and Los Angeles be

established as maximum, It is contended that othexr than the rates

specified above, the point-to-point rates were established in the
tariff for the couveunience of carriers and shippers.

We have examined this contention in the light of all deci-

sions issued by the Commission since the establishment of point=-to-
point rates in 1948, In Decision No, 41145, dated January 19, 1948,
it is stated:

"Petitionexrs also recommend that point-to-point rates
be extended to transportation between San Francisco--
Oakland, Los Angeles and San Diego, on the one hand, and
designated points between San Francisco and Los Angeles
on the valley and coast routes used by the carrierxs in
hauling traffic between these cities on the other hand.

"The recommended point-to-point rates are based on
regularly traveled routes where substantial tonnage is
involved."

The decision also states that petitiomers did not propose
that rates lower than the mileage rates be established for the Sacra-
mento traffic. The Commission concluded:

"The proposed extension of point-to-point rates to
traffic moving between San Fraancisco, Oakland, Los Angeles
and San Diego and points situated om the valley and coast
routes between San Francisco and Los Angeles appears war-
ranted for the reasons advanced by petitioners. Rates
lower than the mileage rates are alsc necessary for movements
between Sacramento and the other ‘traffic centers' and
between that ¢ity and points on the valley route in order

-6
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to give effect to the lower costs for such movements
from and to points om routes where the volume of traffic
warrants deviation from the highex milage rates should
be adopted."

The point-to-point rates so established did bear a rela-
tionship to the rates in the mileage rate structure. The following
is illustrative of that relationship and shows the mileage equiva~-
lents for certain point-to-point rates,

Constructive Mileage Equivalents (1948)

Minimum Welght
aAny
Between: Quantity 2,000 4,000

Los Angeles and Fresno 200 200 200
Los Angeles and Santa Barbara 60 60 60
San Francisco and Fresno 140 140 140
-San Francisco and King City 120 120 120
Sacramento and San Francisco 70 70 70
Sacramento and Modesto 60 60 60

In June 1550 the rates were increased by Decision
No. 44150. The relationship of point-to-point rates to mileage
rates was maintained.

Extensive adjustments in the minimum rates were prescribed
in Decision No. 44919. The point-to-point rates established by that
decision had little relationship to the mileage rates prescribed,
The following is 1llustrative of the situation at that time,

Constructive Mileage Equivalents (1950).

Minimum Weight
Between: 100 200 1,000 2,000 &, 000

1

Los Angeles & Fresmo 260 200-220 200-220 220-240 220-240
Los Angeles and

Barbara saessensoss 110 100-110 90“'100 90-100 90

San Francisco

and FYESN0 eeeees 160-170 150-160 150-160 170-180C 190-200
San Francisco and

King City ssessee 130-140 120-130 130""140 130-140 14‘0-150
Sacramento and

San Francisco ... 60-70 40 40-45 60-70  70-80
Sacramento and 2 T
MOdeStO cessvaseea "0 20- 25 30""35 40-45 45 Vfw

— -

1. Rate is not in the mileage scale but is a value be-""""
tween the rates for the comstructive mileage shown.

2. Lower than mileage rate for 0-3 miles.

..."7..
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The decision points out that the Commission had before it
cost studies of the operations of the Calmay Van Lines and James Van
Lines as well as Bekins and Lyom.

The rates so established were increased by five pexr cent

in September 1953 by Decision No. 48919, The relationships there-

fore, were not disturbed.

The rates were next adjusted Februaxy 1, 1954 by Decision
No. 49456. The mileage rates esteblished were those recommended by
a rate expert of the Transportation Division which were stated to be
“predicated upon the composite costs of recoxrd." Concerning the
point-éo-point rates, the Commission stated:

"A carrier witness testified that the point-to-point
rates are based on the cost of through express service
between the major ceaters whercas the intermediate points
are served by the more expensive local service or require
a back hauli, Be submitted evidence showing that an
increment should be added to the cost in determining the
point-to=-point rates so as to give some consideration to
the higher operating costs at the intermediate points,
Effect will be given to this factox in the rate adjust-
ments of the point-to-point rates."

Other than the xates for snipments of 100 pounds or less
between San Francisco-3acramento and Los Angeles, the point-to-point
rates were increased. There was little or no relationship of the
point-to-point rate generally with the mileage rate structure as
shown by the following table. Additional point-tc-point rates were
established however, some of which did bear a relationship to the
mileage xates; for example, rates betweeen Stockton and the Metropol-
itan San Francisco-Oakland Area wexre established at the same level
as the mileage rates fZor distances of over 90 miles but not over

100 miles.




€.5330 Pet.9 NB

Constructive Mileage Equivalents (1954)

Minimm Weight
Between: 100 ~500 1,000 2,000
/

Los Angeles & Fresmo 120-130  240-260 130-140f 160-170 170
Los Angeles and

Santa Barbara .... 20-100 80=-2¢0 20-100 80-90 90
San Francisco and i

Fresno secsesvacsas 120"'130 150"160 130"140 150"160 150-160
San Francisco and #

I(ins City svooeses 120-130 120-130 120-130 120-130 120-130
Sacramento and

San Francisco .... 80-90 80=-90 80-90 80~90 80-90
Sacramento and

MOdEStO R X EEX LK) 80-90 80"'90 80-90 80-90 80-90

# San Framcisco-Los Angeles rates.

In the above tabulation the constructive mileage equiva-
lents of rates between Sacramento and San Francisco and between
Sacramento and Modesto are the same, The rates, however, are not the
sawe,

In 1956, by Decision No. 53520 the mileage xates and the
point-to~point rates were Iincreased five per cent. The above rela-
tionship, therefore, was maintained.

The last adjustment, which was by Decision No, 57695 dated
December 9, 1958 was one in which the point-to-point rates were
established on levels related to the mileage rates. The following is
illustrative of that relationship.

Constructive Mileage Equivalents (1958)

Minimm Weight
Between: 100 200 1,000 2,000
it 3 F s

Los Angeles & Fresmo 160 170 180 190
Los Angeles and

Santa Barbara .... 80 90 90 100
San Francisco and % 3 # i

FresSno ececeseev.. 160 170 180 190
San Francisco and

King City ceecceecs 130 150 150 160
Sacramento and

Sapn Francisco seee 90 90 90 90

Sacramento and
MOdesto [ N N W NN NN N N 90 90 100 100

# Point-to-Point Rate between San Francisco and Los
Angeles.

-9-
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The decision points out that in 1956 Bekins operated a
regular schedule between Los Angeles and San Francisco and Sacramento
serving intermediate points enroute. It ceased that schedule and the
intermediate points were served on what was termed a "radial
operation.” It was found that between the aforementioned cities
there is more traffic moving than between other points, That cir-

cumstance enables carriers to achieve higher load factors, not only

because of the availability of hack hauls, but also, the velume of

craffic makes it wore likely for a carrier to accumulate enough small
shiﬁments to comprise a full load going in one direction. The lattér
circumstance particularly provides a more marked diffexenmce in the
cost of transporting small shipments than in the case of larger
chipments. It will be noted that for the first tiwme since the point-
to-point rates were established, the xates for 4,000 pounds approxi-
mate the rates for equivalent coastructive mileages applicable
between the points. This was done because it was shown that the
transportation of truckload shipments between the points was little

different than the transportation of truckloads to and from points

not on the principal'EShtes. Rates somewhat lower than the applica-

ble mileage rates were established between the points so as to
reflect the greater amount of less-than-truckload traffic available
for movement ovexr the routes.

From the above, it is readily apparent that excepz as %o a
few rates which were placed in the tariff by Decision No. 49456, such
as between San Francisco and St:ockton,2 the point-to-point rates have
never been maintained at the same level as the rates for the applica-

ble comstructive mileages between the points.

2 1t spould be moted tnat in Declsion No. 5/695 the rates between
Stockton and San Irancisco were maintained at the rates for 90-100
constructive miles.
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There is no evidence in this record which shows that the
relationship of the rates established in Decision No. 57695 should

be changed.
QOther Rates and Charges

Petitioner seeks increases im the rates and charges for
pickup and for delivery at other than ground floor, split pickup and
split delivery, packing and unpaéking, and tramsportation of shipping
containers and packing materials. The cost of performing those
sexrvices consist principaliy of labor expenses. From the evidence
of record, we f£ind that the increases are justified.

Upon consideration of all the facts and circumstances of
record the Commission is of the copinion and finds that the rates,
charges and accessorial charges established in the order which
Zfollows are, and will be for the future, the just, reasonable and
nondiscriminatory minimum rates, charges and accessorial charges for
the transportation of used household goods and othexr property for
which minimum rates have been established in Minimum Rate Tariff
No. 4-4, that the increases resulting from the establishment of said
winimum rates are justified, and that in all other respects the

increases sought by petitioners have not been shown to be justified.
ORDER

Based on the evidence of record and on the finding and
conclusions set forth in the preceding opinion,
IT IS ORDERED:
1. That Minimum Rate Tariff No. 4-A (Appendix A of Decision
No. 44919, as amended) is further amended by incorporating therein
to become effective November 15, 1959, the revised pages attached
hereto and listed in Aprendix B also attached hereto, which pages

and appendix are by this reference made a part hereof.

=]]=
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2. That in all other respects said Decision No. 44919, as
amended shall remain in full force and effect.

3. That except as otherwise provided in paragraph 1l hereof,
Petition for Modification No. 9 filed by the California Moving and
Storage Association, Inc., iIs denied.

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days aftexr

the date hereof.

”

: %
Dated at San Francisco , California, this /3 day

of %/z/ , 1959,

%/ ﬂ : President

commlssioners

Evercott C. McKeago
commpiscionerS Poter E. Mitchedl | being
nccongarily abseat, <ld not participate
in tho disposition of this proceeding.
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APPENDIX A

For Petitioners: Wyman C. Knavp, Charles Woelfel and Donald 1L, Dorx,
for Califormia Moving & Storage Assn.

Respondents: James A. Nevil, for Nevil Storage Co.; John D. Gill
and Bruece E. Stenmnenson, for Palo Alto Transfer and Storage
Company; Aubry Ford and J. T. Fischer, for Republic Van & Storage
Co.; William W, Edmond, for Acme Transfer & Storage; W. D.
Medeiros and Leon W. Carram, for San Francisco Storage Co.; A. J.
Dyirer, for Stringer Storage Co.; James Cummins, for Market

treet Van & Storage; Jackson W. Xendall, for Bekins Van &
Storage Co. and Bekins Van Lines, inc.; Harold J. Blaine, for
Lyon Van & Storage Co.; Ellwood L. Johnson, tor kudd's Iransfer &
Storage; W. A. Sanburm, for Tri-City Van & Storage Corp.;
George E. Tihomas, zor Thomas Tramsfer & Storage Co., Inc,; Viola
Nichols, %or inglewood Transfer and Storage; Sophia E. Taylor,
for Arbor Vitae Transfer & Storage; Richard I, Smith, Lor Bekins
Van & Storage Co.; H. S. Galbraith, for Galbraith Van & Storage

. Co.; Arthur N. Garidelle, for Garidelle's Van & Storage Co.;
Neil Shaner, for Redman Van & Storage Co., Inc,; Philip W. Hodges,
for DeWitt Transfer & Storage Co.; Ralph Mclapp, for EEGerIy ﬁ&IIs
Transfer & Storage Co.

Interested Parties: J. C. Kaspar, James Quintrall and A. D. Poe, for
for Califormia Trucking Associations, Inc.; Earl S. Williams, for
Department of Finance, State of Califormia.

For the Commission staff: Martin J. Porter.
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APFENDIX "B" TO DECISION No. 09160

Revised Pages to Minimum
Rate Tariff No. %~A Authorized by Said Decision

Fourth Revised Page 8
Third Revised Page 16
Third Revised Page 17
Seventh Revised Page 25
Third Revised Page 26
Fifth Revised Page 27
Fifth Revised Page 28
Sixth Revised Page 29

END OF APFENDIX "B"




Fourth Revised Page ... 8
Cancels . .
" rd Rev-ised Page ceon 8 . MINIMUM RAm TARIFF NO .

PPy

LA

SECTION NO. 1 - RULES AND REGULATIONS (Continued)

Jtem
No.

MIXED SHIPMENTS

(a) When one or more commodities for which rates are not
provided in this tariff are included in the same saipment with
commodities for which rates are herein provided, the rate or
rates apglicable to the entire shipment may be éetermined as
though all of the commodities were ratable wnder the provi-
sions of this tariff at the combined weight of the mixed ship-
zent; or the commodities for which rates are provided in this
tariff may be transported at the applicable rates provided
herein, and the commodities for which rates are not provided
herein, at the rates provided in other Commission tariffs or
which might be otherwlse applicable, provided separate weights
or other authorized units of measurement are furnished or ob-
tained. In the event that the latter basis 1ls used, the mini-
mn charges provided in this tariff shall apply to the entire
shipment.

(v) When any wncrated portion of a shipwent of commodi-
tles for which rates are herecin provided requires protection
against damage after receipt thereof by the carrier and such
protection is afforded by the carrier by packing such uncrated
portion of the shipment in containers, such portlion so packed
shall be rated as uncrated property.

1208
Cancelq
120-A

APPLICATION OF RATES

| (2) Rates provided in Items Nos. 400, %10, 420 and 430 -
jare for the transportation of shipments from point of origin |
(to point of destination, from peolint of origin to point of :
1storago-ln~-transit, or from point of storage-in-transit to
point of destination, and include pickup and delivery, subject )|
to Item No. 14O.

(b) For transportation of shipments for distances of 30
mlles or less, or within the same metropolitan area, rates
shall apply in cents per hour (See Note 1), in cents per
piece, or in cents per 100 pounds (Items Nos. %00, %10 and
420), subject to Items Nos. 260, 261 and 270,

(¢) For transportation in excess of 30Imiles, not whoilly
1650 3885, PN PRSF AN A58 A, TS, 1R TremsNos. 120 and
(@) Rates in Item No. 440 shall apply for the acces-

sorial services of packing and unpacking in the territory in
which the service 1s performed.

(e) Item No. 450 provides rates for transportation of
eupty shipping contalners and a basis of charges for the
furnishing of shipping containers and packing materials by
lthe ¢carrier.

Note 1. The highest rated territory in or through which
any service is performed shall determine the
applicable hourly rate.

N

130-B.
Cancelé
130-A




PICKUP AND/OR DELIVERY AT OTHER TEAN GROUND FLOOR

When shipments are picked up or delivered, or vYoth, at
other than ground floor, the following additional charges
per pickup or delivery per flight, shall be assessed:

1. At hourly rates (Item No. %00 ) - No addi-
tional charge.
2. At plece rates (Item No. %10 ) - ¢ 60 cents
per pilece.
3. At distance or point-to-point rates (Items
Nos. 420 and 430 ) « 016 cents per 100 pounds.

*Crange ) 90160

¢ Increase ) Decision No.

EFFECTIVE November 15, 19359

Issued by the'Public Utilities Commission of the State of California,

San Francisco, California.
Correction No. ¢1




Third Revised Page ... 16

Cancels MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NO, 4-=A

Seconé. Revised Page ... 16

SECTION NO., 1 - RULES AND REGULATICONS (Continued)

Iten
No.

i
/

WAITING OR DELAY

When vehicle is held for convenience of the shipper
or consignee through no fault of the carrier in connection
with shipments moving or to be moved under rates contained in
Itens Nos 420 or 430, & charge at the hourly rates provided in

Item No, 400 will be assessed for each hour or fraction there=-
of over one hour.

SFLIT PICKUP

. Split pigkwp service may be accorded subject to the
following cornditions:

_d(%} The charge for the composite shipment shall e
jel-hl
(2§ Split delivery service shall not be accorded.

(3) In the event a lower aggregate charge results from
treating one or more component parts as a separate shipmert
said charge may be applied.

(4) Charges shall be computed as follows:

(a) Under hourly rates (Item No. 400). .
Apply applicable rate for the total time consumed in

1oading av the point of origin of each component part,
and unloading at point of destination, plus double the
driving time between cach such point. (Total time
snall be cenverted into hours and/or fractions thereof
in accordance with the provisions of Item No. 170
series.)

(b) Under distance rates (Item No. 4L20).
Apply the applicable rate to the total weight of the
composite shipment for the distance from point of
origin of any component part to point of destination
via the points of origin of all otlher component parts,
plus an additional charge of 0§10.50 for each stop to
load between first point of origin and point of
destination.

(¢c) Under point-to-voint rates (Item No. 430).
Apply the applicable rate to the total welght .
of the composite shipment when the point of origin of
each component part, and point of destination, are
locaved as follows:

1. Within the named metropolitan areas
and/or co~munities between which the point-to-
point rates apply; or

2. Within unnamed communities directly
intermediate between the named metropolitan
areas and/or communities on a single authorized
route named in Item No. 500 or within
five actual highway miles from such route; or

3. Within an incorporated city through
which such route passes.

To the charges so computed shall be added a
charge of 0$10.50 for each stop to load between the

one consignor, consignee, or other interested party,

g

first point of origin and point of destination,

290-C

Cancelq

2608
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|
|

N
A

EFFECTIVE ¥OVEMBZIR 15, 1959

)

Issued by the Public Utilitles Commission of the State of California,
Correction No. 92 A San Francisco, California.




Ihixd Revised Page..l7
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Second Revised Page..l7 MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NO. 4=A

SECTION NO. 1 - RULES AND REGULATIONS (Continued)

Item
No.

SPLIT DELIVERY

Split delivery service may be accorded subject to the
following ¢onditions:

n%l) The charge for the composite shipment shall be

paid by one consignor, consignee, or other interested

LY.
{2) Split pickup service shall not be accorded.

3) In the event a lower aggregate charge results
from treating one or more component parts as a separate
shipment said charge may be applied.

(4) Charges shall be computed as follows:

(a) Under hourly rates (Item No. 400).
Apply epplicable rate for the total time consumed in
loading at point of origin and unloading at point of
destination of cach component part, plus double the
driving time between each such point. (Total time
shall be converted into hours and/or fractions thereofﬂ
accordance with the provisions of Item No. 170.)

(b) Under distance rates (Item No. 420). Apply
the applicable rate to the total weight of the
composite shipment for the distance from point of
origin to point of destination of any component
.Part via the points of destination of 211 other
component parts, plus an addition2l charge of ¢ $10.50
for ecch stop to unload between point of origin and
final point of destination.

(¢) Under point-to-point rates (Item No. 430).
Apply the applicable rate to the total weight of
the composite shipment when the point of origin a2nd
point of destination of each ¢component part are
located as follows:

, 1. Within the nemed metropolitan areas

and/or communities between which the point-to-

point rates apply; or

2. Within unnamed communities directly in-

termediate between the named metropolitan

areas and/or communities on a single author-

ized route named in Items Nos. 500 and 500-1,

or within five actual highway miles from such

roeute; or

3. Within an incorporated city through

which such route passes.
To the charges so computed shall be 2dded a charge
of $10.50 for each stop to unload between the
point of origin and final point of destination.

*300-C
Cancely
300=3

STORAGE IN TRANSIT (See Note 1)

Shipments may be stored once in transit for a period
not to exceed 60 days from the date of unloading at stor-
age point. (See Note 2.)

Charges shall be computed on the following basis:
(a) The applicable transportation rate from
igitial point of origin to point of storage,
plus
(b) The applicable transportztion rote from
point of storage to point of destination, plus




(¢) Warchouse handling and storage charge of
50 cents per 100 pounds for each 30-day period or
fraction thereof, subject to 2 minimum charge of
$2.50 for each thirty-day period.

Note 1. On shipments subject to hourly rates both -
into and out of point of storage in transit
the weight of the shipment for purposes of
determining the storage-in-transit chesrge
may be estimeted by multiplying the total
cubic feet of storage space occupied by
the shipment on the warehouse platform or
in the warehouse by 7 pounds per cubic foot.

Note 2. In the event 2 shipment remains in storage
in excess of 60 days, the point of
storage in transit shall be considered
the point of destination and thereafter
shall be subject to the rules, regula-
tions and charges of the individual
warehouseman., Charges for subsequent
delivery shall be assessed on the basis
of the charges applicable from point of
storage to point of delivery.

*Change )

oIncrease ) Decilsicn No. 59159

EFFECTIVE NCVIMBER 15, 1959

Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California,
San Francisco,Celifornia.

Correction No. 93




Severth Revised Page .25

Cancels MINDMUX RATE TARIFF NO. Led

Sixth Revised Page eee 25

SECTION NO. 3 = RATES

Ttem
No.

RITES IN CENTS PER HOUR (1) (2)
(APPLIES FOR DISTANCES OF 30 CONTRUCTIVE MILES
OR LESSCR VITEIN METROPOLITAN AREAS)
TERRITORY (3)

Unit of Equipment: | A B

(2) With AriVEr seieicreereranunnnnnnanes 750 725
(b) vwith driver and 1 ROlPOT evesesesscess =200 1200
A2 tional HOLPOTS, POX MAR seveverenvenes Lse  Leo
Mindmum charge = the charge for onc hour.

(1) Scec Ttem No. 130 for application of rates.

(2) See Item No. 170 for computation of timc.

(3) Scc Itom No. 343 for torritorial descriptions.

¢ L00=G
Cancels
LOO=F

0 Inerease, Decision No. STLeH

ZFFECTIVE NOVEMEER 15, 1959

Corrcction No. 94

Issued by the Public Ttilites Commission of the State of Califormia,
San Francisco, California




Third Revised Page .... 26
Cancels ,
Second Revised Page ... 26 MINIMOM RATS TARIFF NO. 4=4

SECTION NO. 3 - RATES (Continued) Item

DISTANCE RATES IN CENTS FER PIECE (1) (2)
(APPLIES TO SHIFMENTS OF NOT MORE THAN § PIECES FOR
DISTANCES OF 30 MILES OR LESS OR WITHIN

METROPOLITAN AREAS)

T IRSL PiECE
MIIES () Each
‘ Not Over 10 Addi-
Over but Not Over tional ok10-C
10 Over 20 20 Plege Cancels
! 410-B
675 1275 1825 | 235

(1) See Item No. 130 for application of rates.

(2) Rates in this item will not apply to split
pickup or split delivery shinmments, or
i storage in transit nrivileges.

’ (3) See Item No. 100 for computation of
distances.

=R O
¢ Increase, Declsion No. S936¢

EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER 15, 1959

T

Issued by the Public Utilitlies Commission of the State of Califorala,
S8an Francilsco, Californla.
Correction No. 95 ‘




Fifth Revised Page vo.. 27 ,
Cancels
Fourth Revised Fage ... 27 MINIIUM RATZ TARIFF NO. Y4eh

SLCTION NO. 3 - RATES (Continued)

Distance Rates in Cents Per 100 Pounds(t)(2)(3)

Windmum Weight

| NILES

i out Not 100 500 1,000 2,000
| Qver Qver ounds Pounds Pounas Pounds

1170 600 ha
1179 605 e
1185 ke %50
1190 615 455
1195 620 L85

1200 L70
1205 475
1210 480
1215 490
1220 495

1230
1245
1255
1265
1275

1285
1299
1305
1320
1330

1340 0420=E
1350 Cancels
1360 . 420-D
1370
1380

1390




. | .

1670 1025 885 680
1685 1040 900 695
1705 1055 9L5 710
1725 1070 930 - 725
1745 1085 945 740

1765 11100 960 755
1785 1119 975 770
1800 1125 985 780
1820 2140 1000 795
Add to the rate for 750 miles 17 cents per
100 nounds for each 29 miles or fraction
thereof in excess of 750 miles.

()

iinimum charge - the charge for 100 pounds at the applicable
rate.

(2) See Item No, 130 for the application of rates.
(3) See Item No. 100 for computation of distances.

¢Inerease, Decision No.S91G0

EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER 15, 1959

Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California,
San Francisco, Californis.

Correction No. 96




Pifth Revisod Page ... 28
Cancels
Tourth Rovised Poge .. 28 MININMUM RATE TARIFF NO. 4=A

SECTION NO. 3 - RATES (Comtinued)

Point-to-Point Ratos in Cents por 100 Pounds (1) (2)

Via Routes
BETVEEN (3) 220 (3) MINIMOM WEIGHT(In Pourds) (Seo Ttoms

Nos.500
100 | 500 2000 14000 {and 500=1)

Motropolitan Sen Franciscoe
Ocddland Aroca 1350 | 750 5051 430(1,2,3,0r4
Metropolitan Socramento Area 1350 | 750 5051 430
Stockton 1350 | 750 5051 430
; Modesto 1350 | 750 5051 430
| Morcod 750 505 | 430
i Frosno 1350 | 750 505
| Metropolitan| Tulare
1 L0s Angoles |Metropolitan Bakersfioeld
! Aroa Aroa,
San Jose 750
Salinas 750
San Luis Obispo 750
Sonte Moria
Metropolitan Santa Borbara
Area 680
Venbturs 660
Canaxd
Motropolitan San Diego Area 645

ViLWWW WVWwwwhHe PP

Motropoliton Saeramento Ares 680
Stoclcton
Modesto 680
Merced
Frosno 750
Twlare
tetropoliton Balkercfiecld
Area
Metropolitan|Sen Jose 650
SonTrancisco |Salinas 680
~Oakland Aroa| King City 735
Sexn Tuls Obicpo 750
Santa Nardia
Motropolitan Sante Barbara
Arca
Ventura 750
Cxxaxd 750
Motropoliton San Diego Arca 825

HHEHH NI
g MEAPRED OO

F NS

e
o 0 00

000O0OO0O0
HHHHY AN

wau LI WG
-300 o O

aWwH Ny

O

\h

Stoekton
Modesto 660
Merced 700
Metropoliten|Frosno 740
Sacranento {Twlare
Arean Metropoliten Bakorsfield
Axeg,
Motropolitan San Diego Area 825

[T ON O OF




Fresno 1425 825 710 600 53505 thence 1
Tulare 1405 810 695 580 5105 thence 1
Metropolitan Bakersfield

Area 1380 780 665 540 A475|5 thence 1
Metropolitan| San Luis Obispo 125 825 710 600 535]5 thence 3
San Diege |Santa Maria 1390 795 680 560 495{5 thence 3

Area Metropolitan Santa Barbara |

Area 1370 760 645 505 43015 thence 3
Ventursa 1350 740 625 485 L410.5 thence 3
Oxnard 1340 735 615 480 kOSIS thence 3

() Migimum charge - the charge for 100 pounds at the applicable
rate.

(=) (a) The rates in this item also apply on shipments from,
t0, or between unnamed points directly Intermediate
between the named points or areas via routes shown
in Items Nos., 500 and 500~l, when they result in
lower charges on the sano shipment than charges
aceruing under the Distance Rates in Item No, 420,

Rates in this item also apply (1) from, to, or
between all points of origin or destination located
within a distance of five actual highway miles from
any point directly intermediate on such route and (2)
from, to, or between all points of origin or desti-
nation located within incorporated cities through
which such route passes. (See Exception)

When moutes named in connection with rates in this
item extend boyond the named points or areas, rates
in this item are intermediate in application via
that Portion of such route or routes which connect
such named polnts or areas.

(3) See Section No, 2 for descriptions of metropolitan areas.

xcoption: Paragraph (2)(b)(L) above does not apply to that
portion of an authorized route as set forth
in Items Nos. 500 and 500-) located within
a metropolitan area,

59160

¢ Increase, Decision No.

EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER 15, 1959

Issued by the Public Utilitles Commission of the State of California,
: San Francisco, California,

Correction No. 97




Sixth Revisod PAgo esee 29
Cancels
Tifth  Rovised Page .. 29 MINIMOM RATE TARIFF NO. 4-h

SECTION NO. 3 - RATES (Comcluded) 132“

ACCEISSORIAL RATES
Rates in Cents por Man por Hour (1) (2) (3)

TERRITORY (4)

A B

Packing

Unpacking )
Mininum Charge - The charge for one hour.

(1) See Item No. 130 for application of rates.
EZ% Soe Itom No. 170 for computation of time.
3

)

Rato§ do not inelude cost of materials. (Seo Item No.
450. '
(4) See Item Ne. 343 for deseription of territories.

RATES AND CHARGES FOR SHIPPING CONTAINERS
AND PACKING MATERYALS

In the event the shipper requests delivery of shipping contein-
exrs, including wardrobes, prior to the time shipment is ton-
dered for tramsportation, or requests pickup of such contain-
ers subsequent to time dolivery is accomplished, the following
transportation charges shall be assessed: (See Nete 1)

Eachk container, set up ¢ 80 conts
Bach bundle of containers, folded flat ¢ §0 cents

« Minimum charge, por delivery mem- 04184 conts

Shipping containers, including wardrobes (See Note 2) and
packing materials which are furnished dy the carrier at
the requost of the shipper will be charged for at not less
than the actual original cost to the carrler of such
materials, F.0.B. carrier'z place of business.

In the ovent such packing zmaterials and shipping con=-
tainers are roturned to any carrier, participeting in the
transportation thereof whenm loaded, an allowance may be
made to the consignee or his agent of not to exceod 75
poxcent of the charges assessed under the provisions of
peragraph (o).

Note 1.If the hourly rates named in Item No. 400 provide
& lower charge than the charge in paragreph 1 of
this item cuch lower charge shall apply.

Note 2.No charge will be assossed for wardrobes on ship-
nents transported at the rates provided in Item
No. 40C.

* Change )

. ZQren
5 Tnerense ) Decision No, \)\JjL{;\J

EFFECTIVE .. NOVEMBER 15, 1959

Isgued by the Public Utilitles Commission of the State of California,
San Franeisco, California.

Corroéction No. 98
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