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Decision No. ,. S934Q CIJGn~A~ 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE 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) Case No. 5432 
and city carriers relating to the ) (Pet:i,e10ns for Modifications 
transportation of any and all commodi- ~ . Nos. 159 an4 160) 
ties between and within all points and) , 
places in the State of California ) 
(including, but not ltmited to, trans- ) 
portation for which rates are provided ) 
in MinimuM Rate Tariff No.2). ) 

(For list of appearances see Appendix "AU) 

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

By Petition for Modification No. 159, as amended, 

California Trucking Associations, Inc., seeks increases in certain 

of the minimum rates and charges prescribed in Minimum Rate Tariff 

No.2. The increases would apply on shipments having both point of 

origin and point of destination within a so-called "San Francisco­

Coastal Territory". The proposed increases would also apply to 

shipments transported between points of origin or destination within 

said territory, on the one hand, and points of destination or origin 

located in California outside said territory, on the other hand.!/ 

By Petition for Modi£ic~ltion No. 160, as amended, the six 

major railroad~/ of the state seek authority (or direction in the 

i' sarl' p;ai~*I~~~J-Co3St3i' T~rrttoty, ~S d~fit\Qd in fhe p~tit1oa t!oula 
- include the City and County of San Franc1sco~ and the counties of 

Alameda, Contra Costa, Lake, Ma~1n, Men4ocino, Mon~e~ey, Napa, 
San Benito~ San Mateo, Santa Clara, Santa Cruz l Solano and 
Sonoma. It: w:Lll he~einafter be referred to a.s the "Territory". 

2/ The petitioners are Southern Pacific Company, The Atchison, 
Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, The Western Pacific Railroad 
Company, Union Pacific Railroad Company, Pacific Electric Railway 
Company, and Northwestern Pacific Railroad Cotnpany. 
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case of rates or charges subject to min~ rate orders) to increase 

their published rates and charges by the same amounts and generally 

between the same points as sought by the highway carrier organiza­

tion in Petition No. 159. 

Public hearing of the petitions waS held on a common 

record before Examiner Carter R. Bishop in San Francisco on 

August 26 and 27 and September 28 and 29, 1959 and in Los Angeles on 

August 28, 1959. With the filing, on October 6, 1959, of a statement 

0: pOSition of certain shipper interests, the petitions were taken 

under submission. 

~:he increases in minimum rateS sought in Petition No. 159 

are as follows: an increase of 10 percent in the accessorial 

charges for the handling of pool car shipments at San Francisco Bay 

points ~Uld in the monthly vehicle unit rates applicable witba.n the 

above-mentioned Territory; and specific surcharges, in cents per 

shipment, on all shipments originating or terminating, or originat­

ing and terminating at points located in the Territory. On ship­

ments having either origin or destination within the Territory, the 

proposed surcharges range from 13¢ to $2.25, depending on the weight 

of the shipment. On shipments having both origin and destination 

within the Territory, the surcharges would range from 26¢ to 

$4.50. 3/ 

The rail lines, in Petition No. 160, seck authority to 

increase their California class rates, and certain commodity rates 

which historically have been maintained at the levels of correspond­

ing commodity rates in the Commission's Mintmum Rate Tariff No. 2.~/ 

37 The complete scales of proposed surcharges are set forth in 
Appendix "B". 

~/ The commodity rates in question apply on a variety of articles. 
The co~dities and tariff items involved are set forth in 
Exhibit A of Petition No. 160. 
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These increases would be identical, both as to volume and terri­

torial application, with the per-shipment charges sought in Petition 

No. 159. For competitive reasons the rail lines also propose to 

apply on shipments of sugar moving to southern California destina­

tions from northern California producing points which lie outside 

the Territory the same surcharges as are sought for movements from 

refineries located within the Territory. 

Additionally, the rail petitioners propose that the Sur­

charges sball be applied to all the above-described traffic handled 

by petitioners, whether separately, in conjunction with one another, 

or ~tnder joint rates in conjunction with one or more of 31 other 

specified railroads and highway carriers. 

Petition No. 159 

Petitioner t s directo,r of research testified regarding 

:he reasons for the sought increases in minimum rates as follows: 

Wage increases for local drivers, helpers and clerical personnel 

have been experienced by the highway carriers operating in the 

Territory, for which no compensating min~ rate adjustments have 

been made.if These wage increases, which were negotiated subsequent 

to July 1, 1959 and were made retroactive to that date, affected all 

local drivers, helpers and clerical workers within the area embraced 

by so-called Joint Council No.7 of the teamsters' union. This 

area is coextensive with the above-mentioned Territory. The wage 

increases, including so-called "fringe" benefits, amount to 

approximately 10 percent except for employees in Local 85 Chaving 

1l The record shows that the wage increases in question do not 
involve the so-called long-line (short-haul and long-haul) 
drivers. 
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jurisdiction in San Francisco and in San Mateo County) for whom the 

increases are somewhat higher.~1 

The director pointed out that the increases in minimum 

rates sought by the carriers in Petitions for MOdifications Nos. 149 
and 153 in Case No. 5432 (which were under submission when the 

hearings in the instant petitions were in progress) were pred1cat~d 

upon wage rates and related labor eosts which were operative as of 

June 30, 1959. We here take official notice that by Decision 

No. 59090, dated September 29, 1959, the Commission adjusted certain 

of the rates and charges in Minimum Rate Tariff No.2, pursuant to 

the aforesaid Petition No. 149, and under Petition No. 153 provided 

for corresponding adjusements in the rail tariffs. 

Wage and related labor cost increases have not ~een 

experienced since June 30, 1959) the witness stated, in those areaso.f 

California located outside the jurisdiction of Joint Council No.7. 

Prior to July 1, 1959, the wage rates for local drivers and helpers 

were substantially the same throughout the state. However, 

retroactively effective with that date the wage rates and related 

labor costs within the Joint Council 7 area advanced to levels well 

above those for the balance of the state.11 

~I The bas~c wage rate increase negotiated fora~ne affected 
workers in Joint Council 7 was 25 cents per hour. The record 
'shows, however, that this rate was not ratified by the employees 
of Local 85, who went on strike and subsequently secured a basic 
wage increase of 30 cents per hour. . 

II For example, an exhibit of record shows that the cost, to the 
carriers, of wages, fringe benefits and payroll expense, reduced 
to an hourly baSiS, for a local driver of a truck of less than 
10,000 pounds is $3.659 per hour under the new Joint Council 7 
agreement; the corresponding cost representative of the balance of 
the state is, according to the exhibit, $3.185 per hour. The 
figure shown for Joint Council 7 area does not give effect to the 
higher wage rate negotiated by Local 85 than for the balance of 
that area. 
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The purpose of the rate proposals herein, the director 

testified, is to offset the increased costs which highway carriers, 

by reason of the new wage agreement, are experiencing in performing 

the services of piCkup, delivery, platform handling, and billing of 

shipments within the aforesaid Territory. In order to properly 

place the burden of increased coSts, it waS concluded by petitioner 

that the use of per-shipment surcharges would be the most practica­

ble and equitable fo~ of rate publication. Petitioner is aware, 

the director stated, that such a form of publication is, in a number 

of respects, objectionable. 

The proposed 10 percent increase in pool car distribu­

tion charges and in monthly vehicle unit rates obviously reflects 

the estimated increases in labor expense of the same percentage. 

The development of the proposed per shipment surcharges was 

explained by the director. as follows: The labor cost increases 

were first reduced to an hourly basis. The increased costs per 

hour were then distributed, in cents per 100 pounds, among the 

various weight brackets of shipments according to the amount of 

labor utilized in performing pickup or delivery, platform handling 

(where involved) and billing, in connection with each ~ch bracket. 

The added labor costs in centS per 100 pounds were then multiplied 

by the average weight per shipment in each bracket to arrive at the 

direct labor cost per shipment picked up or delivered, but not both, 

within the Territory. These added direct costs were then augmented 

by allowances for indirect expense, insurance and gross receipts 

taxes. 

In developing the increased costs, the director stated) 

petitioner had used the same distribution formula, performance 

factorS and average weights per shipment that had been employed in 

prior proceedings on the basis of which the present levelS of 

rates in Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 were predicated. 
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In Table I below, the full added costs, as developed by 

petitioner, are compared with the proposed surcharges for shipments 

picked up or delivered, but not both, in the Territory. 

Tp.ble I 

Maxim\1m Weight Added Cost Proposed Surcharge Operating 
of Shipment per Shipment per Shipment Ratio 

!Poundsl {Cenes2 {Cents} (Eercentl. 

100 12.7 13 97.7 
500 18.1 20 90.5 

l~OOO 29.8 33 90.3 
2~000 43.8 45 97.3 
4,000 63.2 65 97 .. 2 

10,000 93.1 100 93.1 
20,000 120.1 125 96.1 
30,000 143.0 150 95.3 

Over 30,000 196.8 225 87.5 

The witness pointed out that in the development of the 

foregoing coSts no effect had been given to the more favorable labor 

contract secured by the members of Local 85 than was obtained by 

the other locals in Joint Council No.7. He mentioned other 

respects in which he considered the cost figures in question to be 

underst~ted. On the other hand he conceded that there were 

instances in which increased costs less than the iull amounts above 

shown would be experienced. Additionally, in those instances where 

local drivers are not employed and no platform handling and billing 

are performed within the Territory, no added costs would be 

experienced. The witness was of the opinion, however, that with 

one exception (to be hereinafter conSidered), such occurrences are 

rare. 

The determination of the proposed surcharges, the director 

indicated, was largely a matter of judgment. keeping in mind the 

cost figures and orderly rate progreSSion, as well as ease of 

doubling the proposed one terminal surcharge ~o arrive at the two­

terminal surcharge. 
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Petition No. 160 

In support of their request for increases in their class 

rate~/ and in certain of their commodity rates paralleling those 

sought by the highway carriers, the rail lines offered evidence 

through a member of Southern Pacific Company's bureau of transporta­

tion research and tbroush an assistant general freight agent of that 

company. The record shows that the rail lines have customarily main­

tained the rates in question on the same levels as those of the 

highway carriers. The testimony of the rail witnesses discloses 

that the preponderance of rail less than carload traffic here in 

issue is 'transported by truck in substituted service and that the 

wage increases hereinbefore discussed are applicable to such move-
, 

ments. This is also true, I the record shows, with respect to the 

truck movements of trailer-on-flat-car shipments originating or term­

inating in the Territory. 

In justification of the proposed surcha~ges for such less 

than carload rail traffic as moves via rail, the research witness 

introduced an exhibit purporting to show that this type of traffic 

is handled by Southern Pacific between San Francisco Bay points and 

loS Angeles at substantial out-of-pocket losses. With respect to 

carload box car traffic embraced by Petition No. 160, the traffic 

witness showed by exhibit that, had the rates for such traffic been 

increased in past years to the fullest extent authorized for othe~ 

carload rates, they would now exceed the levels of rates herein 

sought to be established. 

the CommisSion's staff did not offer any evidence in these 

proceedings. However, its prinCipal transportation rate expert and 

8/ The railroads are subj ect eo the miniIlium rates £Ior the transpor­
tation of less than carload shipments moving under class rates. 

-7-



c. '5432, pet~159, 160 ET 

its supervising transpor:ation engineer were in att~ndance through·­

out the hearings, and, through extensive examination of petitioners' 

witnesses, contributed substantially to the development of the 

record. 

Positions of Shipper Interests 

The freight traffic director of the CaliforniaManufactur~ 

ers Association presented an exhibit which' indicated that the greater 

burden o~ the proposed ~rcharges would be borne by the lower-rated 

shipments, by those in the lower weight brackets and by those trans­

ported shorter distances. The Association, he said, was aware that 

the carriers had incurred added costs, but opposed the surcharge 
, 

form of publication. A percentage surcharge, he asserted, would be 
9/ 

more proper.-

A traffic representative of Fibreboard Paper Products 

Corporation testified that the sought surcharges exceeded the full 

added costs under the new wage agreements by amounts ranging up to 

14 percent, the excess being greater for shipments weighing 30,000 

pounds or more. He urged: that the operating ratios should be highEr 

on truckload shipments because truckload haulers have less overhead 

expense; that the per-shipment surcharge method of rate increase is 

objectionable because it disrupts established percentage relation­

ships between the various rate classes; that the proposals of 

petitioners give ~o consideration to improved efficiency in carrier 

2/ The record shows that for several years there has been in effect, 
in Minimum Rate Tariff No.2, a surcharge of varying percentages, 
applicable to shipml~nts moving entirely within a l2~county area 
centering on San Fr.lncisco Bay. The application of ~hese sur~ 
charges has been increaSingly restricted, so that they now apply 
only in connection '~th a few commodity rates in the tariff. 
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. lO} 
operat~ons; that the labor costs of record arc overstated for 

outlying ar.eas in the Texoritory, including Antioch, where many 

shipments are loaded and unloaded without the employment of helpers; 

and that, for this reason, shipments frot:!. and to Jmtioch, where his 

company opel:ates a large plant, be excl1Jlded from t:ny increase to be 

authorized. In conclusion this witness requested that the petitions 

be denied in their entirety as discrfminatory, unreasonable and not 

shown necessary or proper. 

Traffic department repxoesentatives of California and 

Hawaiian Sugar Refining Corporation and of Spreckels Sugar Company 

testified that truckload shipments from their refineries located in 

the Territory are not handled at all by local drivers and that, 

therefore, the rates for such movements should not be increased. 

They objected to the proposed per-shipment suxocharge method of 

increase because it ~de it impossible for their companies to quote 

to customers the exact transportation costs of sugar from the 

rcfinexoies in the Territory. These witnesses also requested 

unifo~ity of rates and charges on shipments of sugar to southern 

California as between all northern California sugar shipping points. 

Several interestecl parties ·and protestants made closir.g 

statements or filed them after the concluSion of the hearings. In 

general these parties felt that some increase in rateS was justifie~ 

but not in the full amounts ~ought. Some objected to the per­

shipment surcharge method, urging instead the use of percentage sur­

charges. Some were of the opinion that consideration had not been 

given to the increased efficiency of the carriers operating in the 

Territory. 

1&7 tne witness gave examples from the experience of his own com­
pany in proprietary trucking operations which were much more 
favorable than appeared in the petitioners' showings. 
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Representatives of certain a~ricultura1 interests pointed 

out that in establishing the existing ~ntmum rates on grain and 

related articles, hay and rice, the Commission found that truckloads 

of the commodities in question moving into the Territory from the 

producing agricultural areas were only rarely handled by local 

drivers and that its staff engineers did not use local driver labor 

costs from their development of representative transportation costs 

for these commodities. Moreover, the carriers involved in this 

transportation are, for the most part~ based outside the Territory, 

so that clerical costs are not subjected to the Joint Council No. 7 

wage increase. Accordingly, the aforesaid parties requested that 

the surcharges here in issue be made inapplicable to the above­

mentioned commodities. 

Three representatives of shipper interests re~ested that 

the Commission's staff be instructed to bring its cost and perform­

ance studies up to date so that it might determine whether increases 

in charges on the traffic here in issue are~ in fact, justified. 

Two of the representatives suggested that pending the completion of 

those stuoies interim increases be authorized. 

Conclusions 
-

The record is persuasive that carriers employing local 

drivers, helpers and clerical workers in the Territory have sus­

tained increased labor costs in the form of wages, fringe benefits 

and payroll expense as a result of the recent Joint CounCil No. 7 

labor contracts. In reaching this conclusion we are aware of the 

extensive discussion in the record of the alleged greater efficiency 

of local carrier employees in the Territory as compared with that of" 

carrier personnel in other areas. It appears that the performance 

wlOw 
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factors and the weighting of the various labor cost elements, 

employed by 'the petitioner (in No. 159) are largely those which were 

used in the cOSt projections on which the most recent increa&es in 
111 the minimum rates in Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 were predicated.--

Pending the development of more current data, which will consume a 

considerable period of time, the method utilized by said petitioner 

will be adopted for the purpose of this proceeding. 

In the light of the record, the establishment of the pro­

posed 10 percent surcharge on the pool car and monthly vehicle unit 

rates and charges is justified. With respect to the proposed per­

shipment surcharges, however, our approval is subject to aome 

modification. A comparison of the surcharges for the respective 

weight brackets with the corresponding added costs of record, as set 

forth in Table I above, shows that in several instances the proposed 

surcharges are larger than are necessary to offset the increased 

costs. In this connection it should be pointed out that the record 

contains no other kind of evidence upon which to justify increases 

in minLmum rates and charges greater than such as will offset the 

increased costs reSUlting from the new labor agreements. 

Accordingly, the surcharges which are justified on the 

record are those set forth in Supplement No. 47 to Minimum Rate 
121 

Tariff No.2, which supplement is attached hereto in Appendix C.--

ill Reference is made to the minimum rate increases (effective 
December 8, 1958 and November 13, 1959, respectively) in Minimu~ 
Rate Tariff No. 2 made pursuant to Petitions for Modifications 
Nos. 124 and 149, respectively. 

~I In lieu of the proposed designation of IlSan Francisco-Coastal 
Territory" for the surcharge area the deSignation of "Central 
Coastal Territory" will be utilized as being more descriptive. 
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The approved surchnrg~s for shipments originating or terminating in 

the Territory, but not both, are compared in Table II below with 

those sought by petitioners. 

Table II 

Maximum Weight Sought Surcharfe 
of Shipment Surcharge Found Just fied 

(Pounds) (Cents) (Cents) 

100 13 13 
500 20 18 

1,000 33 30 
2,000 45 45 
4,000 65 65 

10,000 100 95 
20,000 125 120 
30,000 150 145 

Over 30,000 225 200 

In approving the establishment of surcharges on a per-

shipment basis we are fully aware of the various objections to this 

method of tariff publication which have been advanced by the various 

parties. Those objections have been hereinbefore set forth and need 

not be reiterated. Under the present circumstances the method in 

question appears to be the only practicable one by which the higher 

levels of carrier labor costs prevailing in the Joint Council No. 7 

jurisdiction can be fairly reflected in increased transportation 

charges. It can only be hoped that by 1961, when new local contracts 

will be negotiated throughout the state, the resulting labor agree-

men'~ will ma~e ~t ijnne~e~~aIy to continue thereafter per-sbipment 
s~rcharges. M1nimum rates and charges may be reviSed at any t~me to 

reflect changed circumstances; therefore, it appears unnecessary to 

make the tariff changes hereinafter established subject to an 
expiration da:e. 

The facts hereinbefore set forth in connection with the 

request of the California Hay, Grain and Feed Dea~ers Association 
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and others that shipments of grain, together with articles grouped 

therewith, hay and rice, weighing 20,000 pounds or more, be exempted 

from the rate increases here in issue, establish the reasonableness 

of the request. It will be granted. 

The question was raised at the hearings as to whether the 

sought surcharges, if established, would apply at intermediate points 

outside the Territory under intermediate application rules set forth 

in Items Nos. 510 and 900 series of Minimum Rate Tariff No.2. 

These rules apply in connection with specific point-to-point rates 

named between so-called San Francisco Territory, on the one hand, 

and defined areas in southern California, on the other hand. The 

rules in question provide that such rates apply at intermediate 

points on specified 'routes between the two defined areas if lower 

charges result thereby than by use of the mileage rates otherwise 

applicable from and to said intermediate points. The question pre­

sented, and considered at length, was whether, in applying the 

intermediate rules to a shipment moving from Modesto to Los Angeles, 

for example, the specific San Francisco to Los Angeles rate, for 

example, should be considered with, or without, the per-shipment 

surcharge. 

The record contains no evidence tending to justify the 

application of the surcharges here in issue to shipments, subject to 

minimum rates, Which do not originate or terminate, or originate and 

terminate in the Joint Council No. 7 area. By the order which 

follows, Supplement No. 47 will make clear the application of the 

tariff under the circumstances raised by the foregOing question. 

-13-
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In proposing a 10 percent increase-in pool car and monthly 

vehicle unit rates and charges applicable within the Territory, 

petitioner in No. 159 requests that in any event the charges, as 

increased, be set at the same level or levels as those provided in 
13/ 

the San Francisco and East Bay Drayage Tariffs,-- respectively. 

The record shows that for strong competitive reasons the above­

described rates have generally been maintained on uniform levels 

in the three tariffs. The request will be granted. 

Increases in rates of the rail lines corresponding to 

those herein found justified for the minimum rate tariff have also 

been shown to be justified, for reasons hereinbefore stated. The 

request, 'advanced in order to preserve long-standing competitive 

relationships, for authority to apply the surcharges on shi~ments of 

sugar moving under specified commodity rates to southern Californta 

from northern California refineries located outside the territory is 

likewise justified. 

Upon consideration of all the facts and circumstances of 

record, we are of the opinion and find that the rates and charges 

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

reasonable and nondiscriminatory rates and charges for the trans­

portation of property and that the' increasAs in rates and charges 

which will be herein authorized and required have been shown to be 

justified and are necessary to pre.Grve to the public ade~uate and 

dependable transportation service. 

117 city Carriers f Tariff No. I"A and City Carriers ' 'raritf No. 2-.1.\ 
Highway Carriers' Tariff No_ l-A, respectively. 
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ORDER 1IIiIIIIIIII ..... __ _ 

Based on the evidence of record and on the findings and 

conclusions set forth in the preceding opinion, 

IT IS ORDERED: 

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

No. 31606, as amended) be and it is further amended by incorporating 

therein, to become effective January 15, 1960, the supplement and 

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

attached hereto, which supplement, pages and appendix by this 

reference 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 herein of that deciSion. 

3. That any provisions currently 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 Qe established by Ordering Paragraph 2 

hereof. 

4. That the surcharges, accessorial service charges, and 

vehicle unit rates and charges directed to be established by 

Ordering Paragraph 2 hereof be and they are authorized to be made 

applicable also for the transportation of traffic for which minimum 

rates have not been established. 

5. That highway common carriers, subject to DeciSion No. 3160~ 

.:lS amended, which maintain in t'heir tariffs rates for the transpor­

tation of commodities under refrigeration differentially higher than 

the minimum rates for such transportation be and they are hereby 
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authorized to establish the increases required to maintain such 

differential in rates. 

6. That, ~n add~t~on to the ~nereases bereinbe£ore direeted 

or authorized, common carriers by railroad be and they are 
auchorized to establish, for applicat10n to shipments having point 

of origin, point of destination, or point of origin and point of 

destination within the Central Coastal Territory as described in 
Item No. 270-2 series of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 (also to sh1p-

~ents of sugar from Clarksburg, Manteca, Tracy, and Woodland to the 

extent specified in subparagraph (4)(s) hereof), increases in the 

rates, charges and provisions in the tariffs or portions thereof 

identified below to the levels of the comparable rates, charges and 

provisions of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 as established pursuant to 

Ordering Paragraph 1 hereof: 

(1) All class and commodity rates and charges named in 

Pacific Southcoast Freight Bureau Tariff No. 255-F, M. A. Nelson, 

Tariff Publishing Officer. 

(2) The following rates, charges and provisions of 

Pacific Southcoast Freight Bureau Tariff No. 294-C, M. A. Nelson, 

Tariff Publishing Officer, as published in: 

(a) Items 305; 345· 400; 425; 1700 to 1834, 
inclusive; 1840 to 1890, inclusive; 
1920 to 1950, inclusive; 1955 (Column 1 
rates only); 1970 (except rate of 
66 cents); 1980; 1990; 2010 to 2055, 
inclusive; 2060 (except rate of 52 cents); 
2070 to 2l40 J inclusive. 

(b) Section 1 of said tariff (class rates). 

(3) The rate of 46 cents, minimum weight 30,000 pounds, 

on boracic acid and borax, named in Items 310 and 330 series of 

Pacific Soutbcoast Freight Bureau Tariff No. 263-B, M. A. Nelson, 

Tariff Publishing Officer. 
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(4) The following carload rates in Pacific Southcoast 

Freight Bureau Tariff No. 300, M. A. Nelson, Tariff Publishing 

Officer, which are flagged with "z" and/or square dot reference in 

the following items: 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

(e) 

(f) 

(g) 

(h) 

Sugar, Items 945 to 975 and 4160 to 
4225, inclusive. The surcharges herein 
authorized on shipments of sugar from 
Crockett, Alvarado and Spreckels, 
California, shall also be applied to 
shipments of sugar moving from Clarksburg, 
Manteca, Tracy and Woodland, California, 
under carload rates in Items 945 to 975 " 
and 4160 to 4225, incluSive, of Pacific 
Southcoast Freight Bureau Tariff 300, 
M. A. Nelson, Tariff Publishing Officer, 
which are flagged with "z" and/or square 
dot reference. 

Boracic Acid and Borax. The rate of 
46 cents in Items 1645, 1650, 1655 and 
1660. 

Butter, Cbeese and Margarine, Items 3125 
to 3146, inclusive. 

Infusorial Earth, Item 3200. 

Canned 'Goods, Items 3455 to 3485, 
incluSive; 3525 to 3550, incluSive; 
3580 to 3655, incluSive; 3685 to 3715, 
inclusive; 3760 and 3765;' 3785 to 3815, 
incluSive; and 3855 to 3885, inclusive. 

Beverages, Ite~s 5105 to 5116, inclUSive; 
5135 to 5142, inclusive. 

Lard, Lard Substitutes and Vegetable Oil 
Shortening, Items 6120 to 6140, inclusive. 

Washing Compounds, Soap and related 
articles, Items 6675 to 6691, inclusive. 

7. That common carriers maintaining, under outstanding 

authorizations permitting the alternative use of rail rates, rates 

below the specific minimum rate levels othen~se applicable on the 

commodities and between the points for which increases are authorized 

in Ordering Paragraph 6 hereof, are hereby authorized and directed 

to increase such rates, on not less than five days f notice to the 
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Commission and the public, to the level of the rail rates established 

pursuant to Ordering Paragraph 6 hereof; or to the level of the 

specific mintmum rates, whichever is lower; and that such adjust­

ments shall be made effective not later than thirty days after the 

effectiveness of the increased rail rates. 

8. That common carriers, in establishing and maintaining the 

rates and charges authorized or directed hereinabove, be and they 

are authorized to depart from the provisions of Article XII, 

Section 21, of the Constitution of the State of California, and 

Section 460 of the Public Utilities Code, to the extent necessary eo 

adjust long-and-short-haul departures now maintained under outstand­

ing authorizations; that such outstanding authorizations be and they 

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

and that comtnon 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. That, except for tariff publications required to be made 

by Ordering Paragraph 7 hereof, tariff 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 effective date 

hereof on not less than five days notice to the Commission and to 

the public, and that such tariff publications as are required shall 

be made effective not later than January 15, 1960; and ~hat as to 

tariff publications which are authorized but not required, the 

authority herein granted shall expire unless exercised within sixty 

days after the effective date hereof. 

-18-
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10. That, in all other respects, Petitions for Modifications 

Nos. 159 and 160, as amended, in Case No. 5432 be and they are 

hereby denied. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days after 

the date hereof. 

Dated at gQU FraDcisco 

of~1959. 
, California, this "za day 



C.5432 pet.l~ 160 GH 

APPENDIX "A" 

LIST or APPEARANCES 

Arlo D. Poe, J. C. Kaspar aDd James Quintrall, for 
California Trucking Associations, Inc.; petitioner 
i~ Petition for Modification No. 159 and interested 
par:y i~ Petition for Modification No. 160. 

Joh~ MacDonald S~th, for Southern Pacific Co~any, 
The Atchison, :topeka aDd Santa Fe R.ail~ay Comp&DY, 
The Western Pacific Railroad Company, Union Pacifie 
Railroad Company, Pacific Electric Railway ComprlDY, 
:~d Nort~we$tcrn Pacific Railroad Compc=y; ~~rshall 
w. Vo~ki~k and John J. Reynolds, for C~io~ Pacific 
Railroad Co~pany; petitioners in Petition No. 160 
and respondents in Petition No. 159. 

C. J. Bodding~::on, Chris D. Bonner, Donald Carlson, 
George V. Cooley, Russ Di Salvo, Thomas R. Dwyer, 
Robert C. Ellis, Ted T .. Ferguson, Ralph B. Harlan, 
Armand Karp, E. J. McSweeney, John Odoxt.3., Donald 
A. Pederson, Herman Samuel, E. V. Slauson, Richard 
D. Stokes, appearing for various highway carriers, 
respondents. 

C. F. Breidenstein, Ralph J. Graffis, Robert Hopping, 
William D. Mayer, R. P. Mccarthy, Eugene A. Read, 
Alan Silvius, Milton A. Walker, Eugene R.. Warren; 
appearing for various shippers and Shipper associ­
ations, protestants. 

Frank E. Ashton, V. A. Bordelon, R. E. Campbell, W. M. 
Cheatham, C. S. CO~Dolly, Charles H. Costello, A. P. 
D~vis, Jr., Scott Elder, Sherman B. Erickson, Lloyc 
W. Gragg, Turnie H. Grinstead, W. S. Hale, Richard 
P. Hanley, Jonaths.n C. Hansen, John P. Helltllan, 
.Ralph Hubbard, Wm. G. Jackson, Joseph Q. Joynt, 
Edwin A. Kauppi la, T. B. Kirche~, P. N. Kujachich, 
W. F. McC~n, J. R. McNicoll, Charles C. M1ller, 
R. A. Morin, James H. Morrison, James H. Mullen, 
S. K. Neal, A. E. Norrbom, Loren D. OlseD, Allen K. 
Penttila, Harold J. Reitz, A. L. Russell, Jack P. 
S~ders, w. E. Straight, G. C. Tu-~er, Clifford J. 
Va~ Duker; appearing for va-¥ious shippers, shipper 
associations and chambers of commerce, interested 
parties. 

Dion R. Holm and Robert R. Laugbead, fo~ City and CoUIlty 
of San Francisco; interested party. 

Graxlt L. Malquist alld C. Ray Bryant, for the Commission t s 
staff. 
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APPENDIX "Bn 

Scales of Surcharges Pr0aosed 
in Petitions Nos. 159 an 160 

weight (1): Surch3rae in Cen:t:s per Shipment : 
of Shipment :origin OR Dest~nation :Origin AND Destination: 

(pounds) : within within 
Over but Not Over: SF-Coastal Territory : SF-·Coastal TerritoEY 

0 

100 

500 

1,000 

2,000 

4,000 

10,000 

20,000 

30,000 

(1) 

100 13 26 

500 20 40 

1,000 33 66 

2,000 45 90 

4,000 65 130 

10,0,:)0 100 200 

20,OCO 125 250 

30,000 150 300 

225 450 

On picl~pc of split picl~p shipments or deliv~ics 
of split delivery shipments, the surcharges will 
apply only to the actual weight of individual com­
ponents picked up or delivered within the SF-COAStAL 
TERRITORY. 



C~5432 (pet~59 & 160) 

APPENDIX "c" TO DECISION NO. _.::>_-_9_3_4_0_ 
Supplement and Revised Pages to Minimum Rate 

Tariff No. 2 Authorized by Said Decision 

Supplement No. ~7 

Fourth Revised Page •••••• 1 

Sixth Revised Page ••••••• 21-B 

Third Revised Page ••••••• 21-C 

Second Revised Page •••••• 32 

Fifth Revised Page ••••••• 66-B 

Fourth Revised Page •••••• 66-E 

Fifth Revised Page ••••••• 66-F 

END OF APPEND IX II C" 
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SPECIAL INCREASE SUPPLEMENT 

SUPPLEMENT NO .. 47 
(Cancels Supplement No. 46) 

(Supplements Nos. 35, 43, 45 and 47 Contain All Changes) 

TO 

MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NO. 2 

NAMING 

MINIMUM .RATES, RULES AND REGULATIONS 

FOR THE 

TRANSPORTATION OF PROPERTY OVER THE 

PUBLIC HIGHWAYS WITHIN THE 

STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

BY 

AADliIJ ITI~I~I C~ION CWI[~ 
lUGHW'AY COi ... -;tRAC-;t CAR..'J::ERS 

AND 
... 

HOUSEHOLD GOODS CARRIERS 

~ APPLICATION OF SURCHARGES 

(See Pages 2 and 3 of This Supplement) 

+Increase, DeCision No. 59340 

, 

EFFECTIVE JANTJA:R.Y lS, 1960 

Issued by the 
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFOR1'UA 

State BUilding, Civic Center 
San Francisco, California 



APPLICATION OF SURCHARGES 

e 
SUFPLEMENT NO. 47 TO 
MINIMCM RATE TARIFF NO. 2 

1. The s'J%'Charges herein providAd ~ply only to shipments:l or component 
parts of split pickup Ghipments or split delivery shipments, having point of 
origin, point of destination, or point of origin and point of destination 
within the CENTRAL COASTAL TERRITORY as doscribed in Item No. 270. 

2. The surchargeo herein proVided. apply only in co:nnection with rates 
and charges namod in Sectio%I3 Nos. 2 and 3 and IT'..1r.iJr.um charges provided in 

: Item No. l.$O of this tarU'f. 
! 
I 

: 3. The sureharges herein provided will not apply in connection with 
; the follomng: 

(a) Shipments of the con:m.odities described in Item No. 3,5 when 
transported at rates subject to minimum weights of 
20,000 pounds or more. 

(b) Shipments of tho commodities described in Items Nos.6,2, 
6.$21;, 6.$2~ and 6.$3 when transported at rates subject to 
min~um woights of 20,000 pounds or more. 

(0) Shipments transported under the rates set forth in Item 
uo. 720 of this tar:U'f. 

(d) The intermed.ia.te application of :mtes which make rol!!ference tCl 
Items Nos. 900 or 900-1 of this tari:t! when neither point of 
crigin nor po1nt of destination is within CENTRAl. COASTAL 
TERRITORY. 

4. The surcharges heroin provided shall'te in addition to 311 other 
i surcharges }l"ov1ded by this tariff. 
I -

$. Compute the amount of charges in a.ccord.9.nce w:!.th \:.he rates named in 
;this tariff (including arty surcharges othorwi:lo applicable) and inereO!!e the 
:amount so computed by the amount:\ sot forth in Surch3rge T;.b1e "All or ItE" a:l 
i follows: 

I, 

(a) SURCHARGE TABLE itA" 

( Applies only in connection with Shipments other than ~plit 
pickup Shipments or split delivery shipment~.) 

Weight of Shipment 
~Pounds l 

Surcharge in Cents per Shipment 

I sut Not 
Over Ovor Col'\nlln' 1 

° 100 13 
100 500 l8 
Soo 1,000 .30 

1,000 2,000 4S 
2,000 4,000 6$ 
4,000 10,000 95 

10,000 20,000 120 
20,000 .30,000 l.45 
.30,000 200 

Colu::r.n 1 Surcha.r~es: Apply \olhen point of origin or 
point of destirul.t±on 19 loeo.ted within the CENTRAl. 
CCASTAL TERRItORY. 

Coltmm 2 Surcha.r~es: App"J:y when both point or 
origin and point of destina~ion are-located 
wi thin the CENTRAl. COASTAL TERRITORY. 

(Continued) 

.. ~ ... 

Column 2 

26 
36 
60 
90 

lJO 
190 
240 
290 
400 



SUPPIIEJ.'mIT NO. 47 TO 
mNIMOM RATE TARIFF NO. 2 

APPLICATION OF SURCHARGES (Concluded) 

(b) SURCHARGE TABLE "B" 

(Applies onlY in connection with split pickup 
shipments or split delivery shipments) 

Weight of Shipmen'~ 
o r Component 
Part Thereof 
(PO~dst 

o 
100 
SOO 

1,000 
2,000 
L."ooo 

10,000 
20,000 
30,,000 

100 
500 

1,000 
2,000 
4,000 

10,,000 
20,000 
30~OOO -

Surcharge in Cents 
Per Shipment or' Per 

Component Part Thereof 

13 
18 
30 
1.:5 
65 
9S 

120 
l45 
200 

(1) When the point of origin of any compOnent part of a 
:plit pickup shipment or the point of destination of ~ 
component part of a split deli very shipment is wi thin the 
CENl.'RAL COASTAL TER..UTORY" apply Surcharge Table liB" to 
the actual weight of each such component part; and 

(2) When the point of destination of a split pickup 
shipment or the po:!.nt of origin of a split deli very ship­
ment is wi thin the CENTRAL COASTAL TERRITORY, apply Sur­
charge Table "B" to the total. weigh.t of the shipment. 

THE END 



· Fo~th ReViSe~page •••• 1 e 
Cancels 

Thi~ Revised Page ••••• 1 MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NO. 2 

CORRECTION NUHBER CHECKING SHEET 

This tariff 1s 1ssued in loose-leaf form. All added and 
revised pages will be numbered consecutively in the lower left-hand 
corner. These correction numbers should be checked below on this 
checking sheet before pages are filed in tariff. 

CORP~CTION ~nn~s 

977 1021 106, 1109 11'~ 1197 
978 1022 1066 1110 115 1198 
979 102~ 1067 1111 11" 1199 
980 102 1068 1112 1156 1200 
981 1025 1069 111, 1157 1201 
982 1026 1070 111 11,8 1202 
98~ 1027 1071 1115 1159 120~ 98 1028 1072 1116 1160 120 
98, 1029 lOT' 1117 1161 1205 
986 1030 107~ 1118 1162 1206 
987 1031 1075 1119 116~ 1207 
988 1032 1076 1120 116 1208 
989 103~ 1077 1121 116, 1209 
990 103 1078 1122 1166 1210 
991 1035 1079 112, 1167 1211 
992 1036 1080 112 1168 1212 
99a 1037 1081 1125 1169 121~ 
99 1038 1082 1126 1170 121 
995 10~9 1083 1127 1171 121, 
996 10 0 1084 1128 1172 1216 
997 1041 1085 1129 117e 1217 
998 1042 1086 1130 117 1218 
999 l°ta 1087 1131 1175 1219 

1000 10 1088 1132 1176 1220 
1001 10l.j.5 1089 113, 1177 1221 
1002 10l,.,.6 1090 113 1178 1222 
1003 1047 1091 113, 1179 122~ 1004 1048 1092 1136 1180 122 
100, 1049 109a 1137 1181 1225 
1006 1050 109 1138 1182 1226 
1007 1051 1095 11,9 118~ 1227 
1008 10,2 1096 11 0 118 1228 
1009 1053 1097 1141 1185 1229 
1010 1054 1098 1142 1186 1230 
1011 1055 1099 11~ 1187 1231 
1012 1056 1100 11 1188 1232 
101~ 1057 1101 11~5 1189 1233 
101 1058 1102 11~6 1190 1234 
101, 1059 1103 1147 1191 1235 
1016 1060 1104 1148 1192 1236 
1017 1061 1105 1149 11~ 1237 
1018 1062 1106 1150 11 1238 
1019 106a 1107 1151 1195 ~~ 1020 106 1108 1152 1196 

EFFECTIVE JANUARY 15, 1960 

Issued by the Pub11c Utilities Comm1ss1on of the State of California, 
San Francisco, California. 

Correction No. 973 

- 1 -
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Sixth Revised Page •••• 2l-B 

Cancels 
rut.b. Revised Page •••• 21-B MINIl1UM RATE TARIFF NO.2 

j Item 
I No. 
: 

1 

\ c~b~i~ I l77-E 

I 
I 
I 

SECTION NO. 1-RULES ~~ REGULATIONS OF GENERAL 
APPLICATION (Continued) 

POOL SHIPMENTS (Continued) 
(Items Nos. 176, 177 and 179) 

Rates do not include transportation 

Pool ~bipments as d~scribed in Item No. 176, when unloaded or segre­
gated or ur~oaded and segregated at the points named in Item No. 176 and 
component parts thereof are tor delivery at delivery points named in 
Item No. 176, shall be subject to rates and charges as follows: 

(a) Unloading or segregating or unloading and segregating: 
Column 1 rates apply only to component p~s of the pool shipment in 

connection with which the caxrier performs transportation, subject to a 
minimum charge per component part ot ¢66 cents. 

Column 2 rates app~v only to component parts of the pool shipment in 
corJlection with which the carrier does not pertor.m transportation, sub­
ject to a minimum ch~Ge per component part of 0$1.27. 

OClass Rates in Cents ~er 100 Pound$ 

Column 1 Column 2 
Articles for which rates are 
not otherwise specified in 
this item or Item No. 179. 1 2 3 4 1 2 3 4 

(1)Applies on articles r~ted hth 
elass or lower .. 

22 20 15 15(lJ 26 2~ 21 1~(J) 

Bicycles, K.D., as described in Item No. 92690 
in the Westorn Cla~si!ieation •••••••••••••••• 
Can~, Contectioner,r, Chewing ,Gum, Chocolate, 
Cocoa and Fondant ••.•••••••......••.••...•••• 
Came~ or Toys, as deoeribed under that heading 
in the Western Classi!1cat1on •••••••••••••••• 

Vehicles, other than motor, K.D., as described 
in Items Nos. 92660, 92680, 92720, 92730, 
92760, 928$0, 92930, 930u01 93l20, 93190, 
93200, 93210, and 93270 in the Western 
Classi!ication ••••••••. ~ •• ~ •••••• _ •• ~ •••••••• 

¢ Commod.1 ty Rates J.Il Cents 
~er 100 Pouhd~ 

column ~ c;olumn Z 

34 

17 

34 

34 

41 

20 

41 

(b) C!erical services consisting of preparing pool lot shipment £1le, 
l'TI3ni!'c~ting and prep.uoing delivery instructions" and issu<mce of freight 
bill to each subconsignee or shipper and account1n~ therefor" per com­
ponent part, 0~1 cent~. 

(0) L1~t1ng and reporting marked weight~" gallonage or serial number~" 
one cent per line per package or piece, ~ charge per component part, 
0)6 cent~. 

(d) Marking, tagging, stenciling or labeling, one cent per package or 
piece -' minimur.l chSll'ge per component part" ¢ 61 cents. 

(e) AdvanCing> prorat1ng and collecting inbound freight chs.rge~ of 
other carriers, 1% of amount advanced, minimum charge per component part, 
¢S8 cent~. 

(f) Advancing of outbound freight charges to other carriers, per com­
ponont part, 041 cents. 

(g) Bre~ing do,","l'l" leveling off, installing dunnage in pool cars 
stopped for partial unloading, will 'be charged as provided in Item No. 145 
tor helpers, plus the cost of dunnage. 

Ninimum charge for handling pool shipment, ¢$9.90. 



* Change ) 
¢ Increase ) Decision Uo. 5934.0 

EFFECTIVE JANUJIK[ J$, 1960 

Is~ed by the Public Utilities Commi~sion ot the State of California, 
San Franci~co., California.. 

Correction No. 974 
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21-C MINIMUM'RATE TARIFF NO.2 

Third Revised Page 
Cancels 

Second Revised P~ge 
~~------------~------------------------~----------------~ Item SECTION NO.1-RULES .ri.ND J.tEGULATIONS OF 

No. GENERAL APPLICi\,TION (Continued) 

I 
, I ~(179-C 

I Cancels 
I 179-B 
I 

I 

POOL SHI?MBNTS (Concluded) 

Pool Shipments as described in Item No. 176, viz.: 
Furniture or Furniture Parts as described under those 
headings in ~'vestern Classification. 

(a) Unloading or segregating, or unloaciing and segre­
gating; including transportatio~ and acc~ssorial services \ 
described in paragraphs (b), (cJ and te) of Item No. 177, i 
o ~1.13 per 100 pounds, minimum charge 0 $2.20 per compo- ; 
nent part. i 

(b) Unloading or segre~ating, or unloading and seg­
regating; including accessorial services described in 
paragraphs (b), (c) ~nd (e) of Item No. 177,0$0 cents 
per 100 pounds, minimum charge 0$1.54 per component 
part. 

* Change 
o Increase Decision No.59'3~O 

BFFECTIVE J~rcrARY 151 1960 

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

I 

Correction No. 975 

-21-C-



Second Revised Page 
Ca.ncelt! 

First Revised Page 

."." .. 
••••••• 

,2 
32 MINnlUM RATE TAIUFF NO.2 

I 
I Item 
I No~ 

I 
SECTION NOn 1 - RULES AND REG'OLA.'l:IONS OF GENERAL ~. 

APPLICATION (O:lntin'Jed) 

r--------

:*270-B 
ICaneels 

270-A 

TERRITORIAL DESCRIPTIONS 

(Items Nos. 270 throush 271 .. 3) 

The following territorial dcscri pt1on;; apply in c onre cti. on with 
rates ~ specific reference hereto; (territories include both 
sides of streetsl boulevarC.s 1 roads, avonu;!s or highwaY'S named.) 

#Q;,) ,. CENTRAL COASTAL TERRIt'ORY incluies that area 
consist:1Dg of the City aM County of Sa.n FrD.tlcisco ald the 
Counties of AlaIOOda, Contra Ccs ta, Lake" Marin, Mendocino, 
Monterey, Napa., San Benito .. San Mateo, Santa Clara, Santa 
Cruzl Solano ond Sonoma. 

1., LOS AN'GE:LES BASIN 'I'ERRIrORI inel'Cdes that are;. 
embraced by tl:e followir.g bomxiary: Beginn:ing a.t too point 
the Ventm:-a County .. L<s Angeles County bouxxlary line intersects 
tm Pncir ic Ocean; thence northeasterly alor.g ::laid county Una 
to the point j:I:, intersects State Highw'ay No. ll8, approximately 
two miles west of Chatsworth; easterly alo~ State Highway Noo 
ll8 to Sepulveda Boulevard; ncrtt.erly alorg Sepulveda. Boulevard 
to C~tswarth DrivcJ northeastorly slo~ Ch.:l.tswc:rth Drive to tl:e 
eorpCl."ate boumnry of the City of San Fernando; westerly and 
nc::rtherly a.lor:g said corporate boun:i3l"Y' to I-!cClay Avenue; 
northeasterlY alor.g McClay Avenue ani its proloXlgat1on to tl:e 
Angeles National Forest Bour.daIj" j southeasterly and easterly" 
along the Angeles National Forest aJJd San Bernardino National 
Forest 'boundary to th e county road kn'>wn as !1ill Creek Rend; 
westerly along Hill Creek Rco.d to the county roa.d 3.8 mUes 
north of Yucaipa; souther~ alorg ~a:!d coum.y road to ani. 
including the unincorporated comm'Onity of Yucaipa.; westerly' 
a.lo:og Redlar.ds BouJevard to U. S. Highway No. 99; north­
westerly along U" S. Hi~hwq No. 99 to the corporate bourxlary 
of the City or RedlllT.dsj ''lcsterly ar.d north:rly .olorg said 
corporate boundary to Erooksj,de Avenoo; ,,,,esterly' alox:g 
Brookside Aven-oo to Barton Avcnoo; westerly' alo~ Barton 
Avenu.e ani its p:rolor.gation to Palm Aven~; westerly alo:og 
Pa.lm Avenue to Ll Cadena Drive; southwesterly 3lo:cg La. eadem 
Drive to Iowa AV0n'\D; southe rly .:UoIg' Iowa Avenue to u. S. 
Highway No. 60; southwesterlya.long U. S .. Hi2hways Ncs. 60 axxl. 
39, to the county road tpproxima:tely one mile north of: Perr:is J 
ea.sterly 3loIlg said county road via. Nuevo and Lakeview to the 
carper ate boun:1.a.ry ot: the City ot San Jacinto; easterly, 
sO'l.ltherly .and westerly aloxg sa:id corporate boundary' to San 
Jacinto Avenue; southerl;r along San Jacinto Avente to State 
Hi~m.1ay No. 74; we:;;t"erly Dlorg State Highway No. 74 to tke 
corpcrate 'boun:1a~ of the City r£ Hemet; southerly" westerly 
and northerly olong said corporate 'bo'l.mi3lY to the right of way 
or The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway CompanYj southwesterly 
alor,e said right ot wo::r to Ha~ ir'.tton Aven'OO; soutm rly along 
Waslurgton Avenm 1 thI'o'Cgh and incll.d.i.r.g the \lnincor;porated com­
munity of Winchester to Benton Read; "Westerly a1.ong Benton Roa.d 
to ti'.c county read :LntersectiIg U. S. ~ hw a.y No. 395, 2.1 milos 
north of the unincorporated . community of Temecula; southerly 
aloDg smd 'coUl'lty road to U. S. H~l:May No. 395; sou~easterlY' 
aloDg U. S. H~hw3Y No. 395 to the Riversjde COl'llty-San D:i.ego 
County 'bouniary line; westerly along s.;d,d bo'l.m:1.ary lim to the 
Orange County-San Die go County' bou.ndary liIle; souttle rly along 
said 'bo\ll'.dary lim to the Pacific Ocean; northwesterly along the 
shore lim of tl:e Pacifjc Ocean to point of: bcg:!.nn1ne. 

(CQnwWYe;) 

I 

1 
I 

I 
I 
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I 
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* Chango ) 
-1¥ Addition ) Decision No. 
\!) New Terr1tor,y ) 

EFFECTIVE JANUAE! 15 .. 1960 

Issued b1 the Public Utilitie~ Commission of the State or California; 
San F:r3nc:I..:tco -' Calif'ornia. 

\ Correction No. 976 

... 

! 
I 

l ________________________________________________________________ ~ 
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66-B 

66-B MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NO. 2 

Item SECTION NO. 3-A - MONTHLY VEHICLE UNIT RATES, 
No. RULES AND REGULATIONS 

APPLICATION OF RATES 

(a) The rates in this Section apply between all points 
within the State of California, except (See Note): 

(1) Sh1pments hav1ng p01nt of or1gin in 
Alameda, Albany, Berkeley, Emeryville, Oakland or 
Piedmont, and point of destinat10n 1n another of 
those cities; 

(2) Shipments having both point of origin 
and po1nt of destination within the San p1eg~ 
Drayage Area as descr1bed 1nM1ntmam Rate 
Tariff No.9-A; 

(3) Sh1pments hav1ng both point of origin 
and point of destinat10n w1th1n Los Angeles and 
Orange Count1es for which rates are named in 

. Minimum Rate Tariff No.5. 

1"'7E.O-~ 
(b) The rates here~n are ~~~tBe to ~2$ actual miles 

o~ the baoe o~ operat~ons des~gnated ~n the wr~tten agree-
ment prov1ded for 1n Item No. 765. ICar.c€l~ I 760-C 

I 

i 

(c) The rates in this Section ~11 not be governed by 
the general rules and regulations in this tariff other 
than the following: 

Defin1t1ons in Item No. lO(a), (b) (0)7 (d}t 
(e) (f), (g) and (1); Item No. 20, Appi1catlon OZ' 
Tariff-carriers; Items Nos. 40 and 41, Application 
of Tariff-Commodities; Item No. 55~ Re!erences to 
Items and Other Tariffs; ·Items Nos. 176 l77, 
and 179, Pool Shipments; Item No. 180, Collect on 
Delivery (c.o.n.) Shipments;.and Item No. 257, Units 
of Measurement in Quotation of Rates and Charges. 

(d) The rates in this Section apply only when, prior 
to the transportation of the property, the shipper enters 
into a written agreement with the carrier as provided in 
Item No. 765, and only when the property 1s transported 
by one carrier for one shipper. When suCh agreement is 
executed, rates other'Nise provided in this tar1ff will 
not apply. 

(e) The rates apply only to transportation w1~h1n 
counties specified in th~ written agreement. 

(r) The rates apply for a calendar month or for a 
period of 30 days from the date specified in the written 
agreement. 

(g) The rates apply for the exolusive use of the 
equipment furnished. 



*(h) The rates include the service of the driver only. 
When, at the request of shipper, carrier furnishes help in addi­
tion to the driver, additional ch~rges shall be made in eonnec- ! 
tion with transportation subject to Rate Eases A, Band C rates, ~ 
as provided in Items Nos. 785, 790 and 79" as fol1ows: i 

I 

*Rate Base::: 

A and B • 
C .. .. 

. . 
.. .. 

Rate 'Per Man per Hom: 

.. .... 0$4.35 
• •• 3.85 

The minimum charge shall be the rate for one hour for 
each helper used. The time for computing charges shall not be 
less than the actue.l time the helpers are engaged in performing 
the service. 

(1) When service is performed between or within more than 
one Rate BaSiS, the highest base monthly rate provided in this 

ISection ~pp11cable to Rate Bases involved shall apply. 

i (j) A charge of $100.00 per month shall be made for each 
semi-trarLer or trailer furnished by the carrier in excess of the 
number of vehicles or comb1nat1on of vehicles operated as a 
single unit. 

(k) The Ho11days referred to 1n Items Nos. 785 and 790 mean 
New Year's Day, v!ashington's 131rthday, Memorial Day, Fourth of 
July, Labor Day, Admission Day (1), Thanksgiving Day, December 24 
(;2) and Christmas Day. 

(1) ~pplicable only in connection with Rate Eases A and 
E rates provided in Items Nos. 78, and 790. 

(2) Applic~ble only in connection with Rate Easis C 
rates provided in Items Nos. 785 and 790. 

NOTE. -- Transportation performed under the provisions of 
this S~ction may be combined with transportation 
performed under the monthly vehicle unit rates of 
either City Carriers' Tariff NO.1-A, City Carriers' 
Tariff No. 2-A--Highway Carriers' Tariff No.1-A, 
Minimum Rate Tariff No. 5 or Minimum Rate Tariff 
No. 9-A under the same written agreement. Such 
combined tr~nsportation shall be subject to the 
highest charge ap,llcable under the provisions of 
either tariff under which the combined transporta­
tion is performed. 

* Change ) 
~Inc:reas9 ) DeciSion No. 5934() 

I 

I EFFECTIVE JANUARY 15, 1960 
I------------------------------------~ 
I Issued by the Public Utilities 
1 

CommiSSion of the State of California, 
San Francisco, California. 

I 
1.-1 __ c_or_r_e_c_ti_o_n_N_o._9_7_7 ____________________ _ 
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Item 
! ~ 

I No. 
SECTION NO. 3-A - VJ.ONTHI.:r V'EHICtE UNIT RATES .. RmS 

AND REGULATIONS 

RATE BASES 

Rate Basis IIAII includes the C01Jnties of take, Y..arinl Hendocino l 

San Francisco.. San Mateo and Sonom. 

i 780 
Rate Ba.sis l~tI includes the Counties of Alameda" Contra. Costa" 

Monterey, Napa, San Benito" Santa Cl~r~" Santa Cruz and Solano. 
I 

Rate Basis 110 U includes all of the other counties in the State 
not named in Rate Bas is "A II or liB II. 

MON'I'HtY VEHICLE UNIT RATES 
(Exclusive or Saturdays .. Sundays and Holiday:s) 

Rates per month in dollars per unit of carrier! s eq,uipment (Sub­
ject to Notes 1 and 2). 

Capacity of Carrier's Equipment 
in Pounds 

I 
21500 or less •••••..•.••••..••.••••• 

{:-785-C Over 2,,500. but not over 4,500 ............... . 

Rate Basis m 
884.80 
974.40 

~ B G 

000,,00 
825.00 
850.00 Cancels Over 4 .. 500 but not over 8,,000 •••••••••••• 

78$-B OVer 4 .. 500 but not over 10",00 ••••••••••• 
1\ Over S,OOO but not over 12,000 ••••••••••• 

Not over l0150C •••••.••• ~ •••••••••.•••••• 

I 974.40 
I - - 875.00 
j - 874.50 -

!I Over 10,500 but not over 20 .. 000 ••••••••• 
Over 12,OSO but not over 20,,000 ••••••••• 
Over 20 .. 000 but not over 30,000 ••••••••• 

I 1097.60 1007.00 -
, - I - 975.00 
I - - 11050.00 

lllli ~co 0: ]39 .:~O! l.2oo:-OO 

I 

! 
I 

Ov~r ~Q, QW r! r t II I t I III I I II J II i , I ••• c • 4 •• 

Over 30,000 .•.....•.•...•••.••....•.•...• 
I , f 

(1) See Item No. 780. ® MaX:L.mum :tni~eage :2.:1 672. miles per month. 

NO!E l.-Except as otherwise provided? the rates applY tor 
s. maximum mileage o£ 1050 mile3 and Are limited. to S hO\U':I out 

of each 9 consecutive hours per day. For operations in exces3 I of these limitations~ add rates provided in Item No. 79$. 

NOTE 2.-Rates do not include bridge or ierr,y tolls. Such 
tolls> when incurred by the carrier 1 shall be ad.ded. to the 
t~an$po~tat1on charge$. . 

*Change ) 
o Ineren,sa ) Deci5ion No. 59340 

EFFECTIVE JPJrOARY J.$, 1960 

Issued by the Public Utilities Commi~sion of the State of California, 
San Francisco, California. 

Correction No. 978 

-66-E-
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Fourth Revised Page ...... 66-F MIND1UM RATE TARIFF NO. 2 

Item 
No. 

SECTION NO. 3-A .. MONTHLY VEHICLE 'ONIT RATES) RULES 
.AND REGULAXIONS 

MONTHLY VEHICIE UNI'r RA'I'ES 
(Including ~tur~s) Sundays and Holidays) 

Rates per month in dollars per unit of carrie*, e~ipment (Sub­
ject to Notes 1 and 2). 

Capacity of Carrier's 
Equipment in Pounds ' 

2,$00 or le~s ••••••••••••••••• 
. Over 2)$00 but not over 4)$00 •••••• 
, *790-C Over 4,500 but not over 8)000 ........ 
iCancGl~ Over 4,500 but not over 10".5:l0 ••••• 
: 790-B Over 8,000 but not over 12)000 ••••• 

Not over 10,500 •••••••••••••••••••• 

: 

, 
I 

I 

i 

Over 10)500 but not over 20,000 •••• 
Over J.2)000 but not over 20,000 •••• 
Over 20,000 but not over 30,000 •••• 
Over 201 000 ••••.••••.•••••••.• ~ .••• 
Over 30,000 •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

~ See Item No. 780. 
(g) Maximum mileage is 800 miles per month. 

NOTE 1. Except as otherwise provided, the rates applY tor 
a maximum mileage of 1250 miles and are limited to 8 hours 
out of each 9 conseeutivo hours per d~. For operations in 
exce~s of these limitation5 add rates provided in Item No. 79$. 

NOtE 2. Rates do not includo bridge or ferr,y tolls. SUch 
tolls, when incurred by the carrier, shall be a.dded to the 
transportation charges~ 

AATES FOR EXCESSIVE MILEAGE AND EXCESSIVE HOURS 
I 

Capacity of Excessive Excessive i 

! Carrierts Equipment 
in Pounds 

Mileage ~ 
Rate Basis Q) 

Hours ® 
*Rate ]32.5i5 0) 

; 
A B C o A and B C 

2,$00 or laos •• ~ •••••••••••••• 12 -- 9 $90 $36 
Over 2,$00 but not over 4,$00 •••••• 13 - 10 590 536 
OVer 4,$00 but not over 8,000 •••••• .. - .. .. ll~ 590 $;6 

*79$-C Over 4,$00 but not over 10,500 ••••• 16 -- -- 590 536 
iCancels Over 8,000 but not over 12, 000 ••••• - -- 12 590 $36 
I 795-B Not over 10, $00 •••••••••••••••••••• - 16 ... - $90 536 
i Over 10,$00 but not over 20,000 •••• 20 21 -- 590 5,;6 I , Over 12,000 but not over 20,000 •••• - - 12i 590 536 
I 

! Over 20, 000 but not over 30,000 •••• -- .. ... 14~ 60S 549 
I Over 20,000 •••.•••..•.•.•.•••••.••• 25 28 -- 605 549 
I 

l8~ 610 554 I Over 3°7000 •••••••••••••••••••••••• -- -I 

I 
, 

I 

I 

I 

I 
I 



I 

CD Rates in cents per mile to be added to :t'ates provided 
in Items Nosw 785 and 790. (See Note) 

C[) Rates in cents per hour to be added to rates provided 
in Items Nos. 785 and 790. (See Note) 

\.~) See Item No. 780. 
NorE.-Ra.tes do not include bridge or f.erry tolls. Such tolls1 

when incurred by the carrier, shall be added to the tr~sportation 
charges. 

*C~e ) 
., Increa.:5e ) Decision No • 59340 

EFFECTIVE JANUARY 15, 1960 

Issued by the Public Utllitie3 Commiosion of. the State of Cal1f.ornia1 

San Francisco1 California. 
Correction NOA 979 
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