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",,'~ I '.I oJI...." Decision No. ________ _ 

BEFORE 'nt:: PUBLIC L'TILITIZS COMMISSION OF 'I'EE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matte: of the Investigatiorl.. 
in:" the rates, rules) regu'.e1;i~ 1 

cocrges, allowances and pr~~tices of 
all common carriers, highwa7 carriers 
and city carriers relating to the. 
transportation of sand, rO(:lt,>:gravel 
and related items (commodities for 
~ib5.cl1. X'-9.tcs are provideci. in I"l-t.n~um 
Rate T~ziff No.7). . :', 

) 
) 
) 
) Case No. 5437 ~ 
~.petition for Mo~ifieation No .. 51 

)Petition :or MOdifieat1on No.53 

~ 
) 

(Appeara."ces '~e listed in Pro!?osed Report) 

Petition No. 51 of the Califomia Trucking Associations, 

Inc., hereinafter called C.'I.A., seel"S modification, of Minimua{R..ate 

Tariff No.7 to provide that when hourly rates arc applicable, rates 

and charges may be quoted or assessed by overlying or principal 

can-iers upon a different unit of measurement prov1ded the aggregate 

of the Charges so assessed for the job involved is not lower than 

those applicable under hoarly rates. 

Petition No;. 53 of the Northern an.:! Central Califo:rnia 

Chapter of the Associated General Contractors of P~~rica, herctn-" 

after called A.G.C.) seeltS the exemption from minimum rates" with 

certain exceptions, of transportation perfomed by dump truek on 

a construction project \m<ier a written contract entered into by the 

carrier and a general engineering contractor) a general building 

contractor or a specialty contractor providtng for a rate or charge 

other than an bourly l:ateo 

Public he.m:i:o.g was held and a proposed report ·was issued 

by Examiner Jack E. Thompson who was ,the presiCiing officer. Excep­

tions to the proposed report were filed by both petitioners. Replies 
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to those exceptions were filed by California Dump '!ruck Owners 

Association, hereinafter referred to as C.D.or.o .A., and Southern 

California R.ock Products Association, here1:c.aftcr referred to .as 

Southern Roclt. 

Briefly stated, the ultimate findings proposed by the 

examiner are tha: the proposal by C. l' .A. is unreasonable because 

it cannot 'reasonably be enforced, and that the min:tmum rates .are 

reasonatle for transportation of commodities by dump truck on 

construction projects and arc still necessary to assure the main­

tenance of adequate and dependable transportation service. 

C. T .A. talteS exception to the proposed finding that its 

proposal is unreasonable because it cannot reasonably be enforced 

and contends that if minimum rates are clearly .and· definitely state~· 

their enforceability necessarily exists and the relative difficulty 

of enforcement of rates or rules is not a standard upon which their 
" 

reasonableness should be dctexmincd. It is stated that under' the 

present minlmUXll rates on a job extending over a period of 60 Qays, 

the observation of one day's ope%'3tion eoul<i scuecly be said to 

enable the Commission to determine whether or not the charges 

assessed by the can-ier for the 'tI1hole job- were in compliance with 

the tariff, and, that under the proposed :rule, on such a construc­

tion project observation of one day's operation would enablc·the 

Commission to determine whether or '%lot the ear.rier is :in compliance 
, .. ~ 

with the minimum rates just as well as s:tmil.ar checlCi under tb."e 

hourly rates today. 

That content~ is contradicted by the evidence offered 

by petitioner in support of ies proposal to n aggregate the charges". 

The record shows that on large construetion proj ects, and particular­

ly freeways, the distance from the pits changes as the construction 
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progresses and the time in transit will increase as the haul road 

deteriorates and diminishes after maintenance and repair by the 

contractor. NUl.Uerous carriers) including petitioner's witnesses 

testified that l03ding and unloading conditions vary not only among 

various jobs, but. also on a single job. Under the present minimum 

hourly rates the proper charges must be assessed for a period not 

exceeding 2~\' hours. Fa ilure to assess the proper charges for the 

number' of hours during that period tMt the carrier was engagc<1 by 

the shipper is a viol,ation for which the carrier is subject to 

imprisooment for not more than three months:J a fine not exceeding 

$500) a penalty not exceeding $500" suspension or revocation of 

operating authority, or all of said penalties or forfeitures. The 

fact that, the day before or the day after) the carrier mJJy b4ve 

.:1ssesscd charge!; in excess of the minimum rates does not remove the 

offense. The staff, therefore, may prove a violation before any 

tribunal on evidence of one day's operation and. one or' more of the 

aforementioned penalties may be imposed. !'his is not the case unde% 

C.T~.'s proposal in that the Charges for one clay's operat~ ~ 

be set off or balanced 'by the charges assessed for another . day r S 

operation on the same job. ~'le adopt the proposed finding that 

enforcement of the rates under the :rule p2:oposed by C:r.A. would 

not be . feasible. Establishment of rules and regulations that cannot 

be adequately pOliced or enforced is but an idle gesture. 

A.G.e. takes exception to a number of proposed findings of 

fact and of£e.s substitute findings. All of them are directed 

towards the proposed findtngs that the present min1mum rates are 

reasonable and that min~um rates are still necessary, to assure 

the t:l.ainten.aJ:Lce of adequate and dependable dump trtlCk service. 
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'., 

'. , 

n'lcre £lX'e occasions, ;'ec.ause of unusual conditions ~ when 

rates lower r:rr based on a different \mit of measurement than those 

set forth in !1:lx:2imum Rate Tariff No. 7 may be just :and rC.3son.lble for 

transportation. Section 3666 of the Public Utilities Code provides 

one avenue of relief to the carriers in those instances. In some 

:Lnseances, involving public wor1tS projects particularly, tl::ne 

required by the procedu:re under Section 3665 exceeds the time before 

bids are closed. In tbose tnstances there is no avenue of relief 

available to the ca:rier or the shipper. 'that it is desirable to 

the eontr~c:tors and to some carriers thar. the latter be permitted 

in those instances to assess and collect Charges on a basis other 

than the minimum rates there is no doubt. Tt7e have said that, where 

possible, minimtJm rates should reflect the needs and requirements of 

the shippers and the carriers. Because of extremely va:rying 

transportation conditions surrounding cons·truction projects, only 

rates based upon time can reasonably reflect the cost to the carrier 

of providing the service. A.G.e. proposes that the pl:oblem. be met 

by cancelling the m~imum rates on those projects subject to certain 

limitations and exclusions which are: (1) transportation in 

northern territo:y of cOIIlClOdities to a concrete batching plant or 

hot pl:ln't set up for the purpose of se:rv1ng the construction project 

be excluded from the exemption as is transportat~ subject to zone 

rates in southern territo:z:y; (2) the transportation must be to, 

from 0= ~1itb.in a construction project of a general engineering 

contraetol:, a general building contractor or a specialty cont:ractor; 
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(3) tl1.c carrier and contractor mus t enter inca .tl ~ittcn contX'aet 

prior to the tr~nsportation; (4) freight charges s~l be p~id on 

3 rate other than an hourly rate to a single carrier; (5) if the 

carrier engages subh.aulers~ they shall be paid no lower than 95 

percent; of the otherwise applicable hourly rate. t-1hile the above 

are lmitations on the application of the proposed exemption~ the 

scope of the exemption woulcl still be wide. Assuming that the 

contractors would desire a fixed price bid in all instances and 

were willing to enter into a written contract to· obtain. that fixed 

price, which would appear to be a reasonable assumption, the exemption 

would extend to almost all traffic in northern territory and to 

virtually all traffic in southern te~citory except certain commodi­

ties moving within the area about Los Axlgelcs, sometimes called the 

Los Angeles Basin Territory, and also the .area. about San Diego. It 
" 

would cover, at least in northern tCX'r'itory;, the transporto.tion of 

a ton of. sand to a tile contractor or brick masonry contractor 

engaged in installing 3 bath or a fireplace in a residence. In fact" 

the proposed exemption could cover virtually all the traffic 1:hat 

presently moves under bourly rates or ton-mile rates" including the 

very small jo~s as ~ell as the very large ones. In the circumstances 

the proposal, in effect, is to cancel the minimum rates. 

California Dump Truck Owners P.$sociation ,ta!c.es the position 

that the Comml.:;sion docs not have the power to cancel minimum rates 

~hic:h have been found to be reasonable. The ex.am;:ner concluded 

othe:wise. The pu.".-po:;e of miniml.lD1 rate mald:o.g 15 ele.srly set forth 

-5-



C. 5437 (PCtsf!5l and 53) '1(' ds 

. . y 
in Section 3502 of the Public: Utilities Code., T.a.e questions before 

us then arc whether minlln1lt!l rates are necessary to assure or to pro-, 

mote the maintenance of adequate .:md dependable transportation service 

by dump truck and, if so, is such fact outweighed by the benefits that 

'Would result from permitting carriers to contraet 'With contractors for 

transportation to, from or 'Within a construction project at a fixed 

price or at a rate other than an hourly rate. From the evidence of 

record we find that the public interest requires that mintmam rates be 

maintained except to the limited extent specified hereinafter. The 

conditions today are not unln(e those that existed in 1935 and wh£eh 

necessitated the establishment of minimum rates. Trucking is still 

probably the easiest of the businesses to enter. It is more difficult 

to become a licensed contractor, for example, than a permitted ear­

rier. There are ~ dump truck carriers and the competition for em­

ployment is great. The demand for dump trucks by the construction 

industry is for the most part seasonal :md varies widely. !here are 

many instances where no carrier can supply from his own fleet1:he 

number of truc!tS required for a single job; therefore, the c:lem8nd for 

trucl<;s is met primarUy from the numerous small· eaxriers owning one 

1/ Se¢tion 3502, Public Utilities Code: 

"'the use of the public highways for the transportation of 
~roperty for compensation is a business affected with a public 
~te:est. It is the purpose of this chapter to preserve for the 
public the full benefit ancl use of public highways consistent 
wizh the needs of commerce wi~hout unnecessary congestion or wear 
and tear upon sueh highways; to secure to the people just and 
reasonable rates for transportation by czrri~cs operating upon 
such higm.7ayS; and to secure full and unrestricted flow of ~affic 
by motor. carriers over such highways which ~7ill adcqlJately meet 
re3sonable public demands by providing for the regulation of 
rates of all transportation agencies so that adequate and depend­
able service by all necessary transportation agencies shall De 
maintained and tbe full use of the hishways preserved to. the 
public." 
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or two trucks. Without regulation, in 1935, the dump truckers cut 

rates to such an extent that they were haul~ at less than cost of 

operation. The underlying conditions :in dump true!, transportation 

being similar to those in 1935,' there are good grounds for the con­

clusion that if minimum rates were canceled, the smaller carriers 

would again proceed on the path towards self destruction. Assnming 
. , 

for the moment, however, that destructive rate cu.tting would not 

necessarily result, it is of record that the minimum rates are 

necessary for the proper marlteting of the products of the commercial 
. , . " 

sand, rock and gravel producers. While A.G.e. amended their pro-

posal so that the marI(eting of processed materials in the los 

Angeles and San Diego areas by members of Southern RocI( would not be 

exempted, that is not the case in other parts of the State and it is 

noted that the A.G.e. f s proposal was opposed by the co~cial 

producers represented by the Reek, Scm.d and Gravel Produce-rs .Associ­

ation of Northem California. 

That it 'Would be desirable to the construction indust:y 

to ~e carriers permitted to quote charges in advance for services 

to be rendered must be rccognized~ 1'be proposals set forth in 

Petitions 5l and 53, howevcr~ do not provide a reasonable method by 

which this may be accomplished. Frot:!. the evidence, it 'Would appear 

that the principal problems eneourLtereci by the contractors, and at 

le:lst those under which remedy might not be obtained \meier:; Section 

3666~ involve contracts for the transportation of so-called exeavate& 

material and imported borrow Yon public works projects which are 

awarded on open competitive bid. Apparently there is very little 

Y These items are not defined. A reasonable c1eseription of ~ea­
vated ~:naterial is that matcri.ll which is taken directly from the 
~ounc1 Jlt the site of a construction projcct. Imported bor.z:ow 
loS unprocesscd mate'ri3l taI(eU directly from the ground not loca­
ted at the construction site and brought to the construction' 
site. 
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d1ff1cul~ in connection with processed materials ~ whieh in many 

instances arc obtained from. commercial prodtJCers F .0.13. job site. 

The order which follows will establish provisions under which carriers 

lawfully ma:y quote 3nd assess rates other than eb.ose prescribed' in 

~fmum ate Tariff No. 7 in certatn instances which will not adverse­

ly affect dump truck transportation as a whole. Reasonable exelusions 

from rate regulation have heretofore been made by the Commission and 

also .appear in the Public Utilities Code. Section 531, for example, 

aut:borues common carriers to transport materials free or at reduced 

r.atcs for cOt'l.tractors engaged in carrying or.:t contracts with the 

United States, this State, or a:rt'J govc%'mllental azency in this State 

to the extent that such free or reduced rate transportation' is 

provided for in the specifications upon which the contract is based 

and in the eontract itself. 

Upon consideration of all the facts and eircumstances of 

record we are of the opinion and find as a fact that an exclusion 

from the minimum rates in this tariff is justified with respect to 

the transportation of excavated material or imported borrow to, from 

or within a public works construction project of a general engineering 

contractor ~ a general building contractor or a specialty contractor 

awarded on an open competitive bid; provided7 however, that 1£ any' 

underlying carrier is engaged in such transportat1on the charges paid 

by the overlying carrier to the underlying canier and collected by 

the latter carrier from the former for the service of said underlying 

carrier shall be not less than 95 percent of the oth~isc appli­

cable mfntmum hourly rates. 

The Commission is of the further opinion ano. finds that 

rates, rules and regulations which 'Would be so· establisheci, and which 

are prescribed by the order which follows, are 7 and will be, just, 

reason3ble and nondiscriminatory min~ rates for the transportation 

subj eet thereto. To the extent that Petitions for Modification Nos. 
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51 ::md 53 seck rev'..sions in tbe minimum rates not granted herein:. 

such petitions will be denied. 

Based on the evidence of %'ceord and findings ac.d, conclusions 

:In the preceding opinion:. 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that: 

1. Minimum Rate Tariff No., 7 (Appendix "An of Decision No. 

32566, as amended) be and it is 'b.el:cby fUl:ther amended by incorporating 

therein to become effective October 26, 1950:. the following revised 

tariff pages, which pages are attached hereto and by this reference 

made a part hereof: 

First Revised Page 3-3 

Zighth Revised Page 4. 

2. In all other respects said Decision No. 32566, as amended, 

shall remain in full force and effect. 

3. ::xcept as otherwise provided herein, Petitions for 

Modification l~os. 51 and 53 :in this proceeding be and they arc 

hereby denied. 

!he effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereo£. I 't;[" 
Dated at _____ San_Fran_' _ClSOO ____ , California, this _l,_~ __ 

day of ____ S;,,;;;E .... ?T_E;-.M_3_ER ___ , 1960. 

Commi~31onor •• ~~~~~::~J:r .. _~:.~~ .• bO!'Qe. 
nOC(J:::s3.rily a'bscnt. aid ::ot p~rttci:po.t~· 
in tJl~ ~l::l:pos!. tiO:), ot tth :procoodiJ:8. ;." 

,:.',1, : ~ 
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First ReVised. Page ••• ., 3-B 
Cancels 

Original Po.ge ....... ., • ., 3-B Mn."DmM m::: TAlUFF NO.7 

! 1-;0:1 S:E:C'.rION NO. 1 - RULES .AN) REGULATIONS No. 

\ ~'-A 
!caneels 
I 11 
! 

DEF:tNn!ON OF TECHNICAL TEm'JS 
(Items Nos. 10 and 11) 

(p) ENCACE.'iEj,I;"I' ::eano t40 e:xployr;lQnt at hourly rate:: of' one (or 
:nore) 'Wli t (:s) of d.'U!llp true:': oqUipcent '-'i th operator ~.r one shipper 
or ovorlying carrior on one shipping d.oeumo:lt. 

(q) BJaCHING J?I..A.~ ::etcs a. t'iXed inotalla:tion tor tho ~.ine 01: 
concreto by :cebAnienl mo~~. 

Cr) CONCRZ!E.A..'::a'ICLE FACTORY moan::; a. !ix<!d in:;tc.llo.tion tor tho 
ma.~ufaeturo or artieles free concrete :1eehanically ~d on the p~~z~ 

(=) HOT rum !:l.ean~ af'ixcd i."lsta.J.lation for the hea.ti:ls of roatl 
oil or Il.sph.alt ~d tho ~e of ouch hoated oil o~ asphclt with rock, 
s/lnd and. ~y othol' i:le=edient:: to' produce eold :'oo.e. oil ::i."rture (rrplant 
::l5.x") or o.zphaltie eOXlel'et~ ("hot stt:!f"). 

(t) SET,lAGE D:S?OSAL ?LA.~ ::lC:r.=.s Il !'!xed :tnstille.tion in v.o.ieh 
filtering roek i:: ~ed ~or gettins rid. or sewage. 

I 

I 
(u) DIST?J:BU'l'INC YABD :lOe:lS on n...""Oa. for ~ora.OO of rock, 2nd, 1 

grave1 1 or cole! roo.d. oU ~ure (eomonly eo.lled. "plent ::liX1f
) in piles, I 

bins, silos or 'b1.ll:lY..er:::. I 
I 

(v) DZSTOR :lea.ns the person c.sS1J:!ling ro:::ponsi"oility forpay:oont of II 

tra..rJ.zporta.tion eharee:::. It al:::o il'lclueo3 an overlj"inS carrier 'When he 
utilizez tho servico: or an \md.erlyinz ca.:r:=ie:-. I 

(':4') WIT OF EQUIl-!·tt::NT :lOc.:J.S ~ true~, a tX"'.lCk m'ld trailor, a tro.ctor I 
3nd. :emitrailor, or sr.,,! col:lbiMtio:: of tho ~oroGoine oporetod in a tro.i::., 

# (x) 'Z!'.J:,AVJJ.ED !·IAl'E?IAt :nOa.:l.S that :l8.torie.l 'Whieh i:; t~on c.iroetly 
from the ~ound ct 'the sito ot a construction projeet. I 

#(y) *O?1':E:D BOP..?.o!'[:leans -.::lproco:sod ::ato:'ial tU..cn ciil'ect17 i'ro:n I 
tho ground. At pOints !'lot locetec! o.t tho site of a. co~tl'llction project II 
~d or ought to t~ s~to of a con:::truction projoct. 

#(z) PUBL!C ~Rr$ C01;SXRUCTION ?ReJECt ~oan~ a construction project 
on which bidz 0.:'0 lot Oy or Oll 'bellali" 0: the State, or tJ:.y eounty or 
municipAl zovornment or an,,! subCivisio!'l thereof. 

# (as.) CE4'rERAL ZNC:!lI!:E?.ING CO~'"I'RACTOR :lOa.::.: a eo::.tre.ctor o.s dor~d 
ill Section 70;6, Divi:::ion 3, c-.a.epter 9 of tho l3"J.sine:::: and Pror~::::::ions 
Code of Ca.lirornia.. 

ff(bb) CENERAI. .3U!I.DINC CO!\TRACTOR ::lean:: a. eOXltmetor a.::: der~d in 
S.,ctio~ 70571 DiVision :3, Chapter 9 or the Bu.ciness O-Xld ?:-o~essio:lZ . 
Code or Cali!'orn:i.A. 

/I(ee) SF.?CI.tJZY CONTRACTOR :lear.s a eo::.traetor 0.3 defined. in Section 
7058, Division 3, Chal'te::' 9 of the B1:.Sinozs ane ~o1'o~~ione CodG '01' 
Co.liro:'llia • 



~ Cl:.ange ) 
# Addltion ) Doci=:iox: No. 

Ioeued by ~he ~~blie U~1l1t1cs C~s~ion of tho Stato or Califor.oia, 
Sa.n Frane1cco, Cali:rornia. 

Correction No. 827 :. 
I 
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Eighth ~visod.Pa.ge • • •• 4 
CtUlcel: 

Sovo~th Rovi3ed Page ••• 4 

I Item 
I No. 
I 
I 

I 
I 
I 20-B 
I Cancels 
I 2O-A 
I 
I 

I , 
I 

! 
I , 
i , 
I 

l 

I 

I 
I 
I , , , 
~ *2L"-B I ,J 

; Co.ncols 
i 25-A 
! 
I , 

I I ;:O-A 
, Cancel:: 
i 30 

3$ 

I 
I 40 

I 

SECTION NO. 1 - lULES 00 EEGtT"....ATIONS (Cont!:lued) 

I 
I 

Rate=: provided i:l this tari!'!' ere:ni:l::t:rul:. rates, esta.bl:':hed pur- I 
S'1.:a!lt to tho High-..:a.j Car:'iorsT Act, arlC! tho City Co.rricrs' Act. They 1 
apply for transporto.tionof property by :oadi1ll hig.~vmy COm:lon e~iers I 
ruld high. .... a.y contract carriers, :loS c!e!'ined 1n said ru.gh~/3.7 . Ca.rriers t I 
Act, and b:r CQ.l'ri~r: as de1'ined 1n said City Car:"ier:' Act 1 in bulk ! 
in du:cp true!~ OCrtlipmetlt. 

~copt ac othe:'Wi::;o provid.ed 1n Ite:.::: Nos. 4$, 9~ end 9L..:re.tos,. 
rJles all6. regulations named in this ta:i1'1' shall not tl!=IPly to transpor­
tation by und.erlyiog c.'l:::'ier:l (ixldepcndent-eo:.t:-a.ctor Zl.l'o:oaule~) vllen 
:lucb. trtlJ:.spor:ation is ~ri'o:'med tor o~er ea.""riers. This oxception I 

shall not 'be con:::trued. to eXe:litt froc the t.'lri!"f proVisions ca.."":"iors· 11 

for ",.1hom the \l."lderl;n.ng C.'lX'l'iors a::'e pcrl'o:::ling tra.n::po:'t3.tion servico. 

~?L!CtaION OF 'l'.AR:J:FF-C~iERAI. I 
P.a.tO:3 in tlU: tar'd!." do not a.pply to the tre.n~or"..a.tion of prop- I 

erty of the U!litod State!';, or P:'~rt7 tra.n:portod'Wldor an agreement I 
~hereb.1 tAe United Statec contracted fo:' tho carrie:T: cervices. I 

#1.ho ~'Um ::oates ::et !'orth in tllis t.'l.!'i!"! do, !lot. apply to tho~ 
por..ation of exeava~d :na.te~..Al £ro::1 or within or i::lported bon-ov to a I 
public ~rork~ eO:l:t::uctio:l proj oct of a. general ongilleor..!le contractor, I 
a. eoneral build~e contractor or :I. specialty contmctor, a. ... ro.rd.ed on an 'I 

ope:l cocpot!tivo ~id; p:'ondod, ho't/ever, tl:at it MY 'll!ldcrlj'inge:l.X'- I 
riel" is enga.ged in such trll!lSportation the chargos pa.id 'by t::le C1Vorly- I 
ing ca.rner to the underlying ca.r:,ior and. collected. 'by the latter ear- I 
ricr fro:1 the former for the cervice Of, :aid 'Wlcierlyine carrier ohall I 
be not less t.ha!l 95 percent of the other.1i::e applicable mn"nm:a hourly' I 
r~te= providod in Section l,ro. 4 of this t::..rif'r. A shipping doetzmOllt, I 
AS provided in Ito~ l~o. 9.3, ::hall be issued. to the ovorlying car.:ior II 
by the underlT.·.l''lg co..'"'Tier for ea.ch 24-ho'!Jr p¢:::'iod of ::erVice" C I 
do fined ic Note 2 of Iteo No. ~OO. 

A?Fr..!CJaION Ot' l'ARIFF-'l'ER?.!l'ORIAL 
PAte!'; in this tariff apply for tran~portation b~tvoon all pOints 

within the State of Cali!or::Ua. 

?4E?ENc:'...5 'XO nz.t.S A..'Q OTEER l'A?IF;s 
Unlo~~ otherwise providod, re1'ereDees hcr¢~ to ite~ number: in 

thi~ 0= other tariff: include =efero~cez to such ll~berz vith letter 
s~£~, e~d rc!erences to other tcrift: i:clude re!ero~ccs to emend­
tlents tu'ld. eueeossive ieoue:: or such othor t.a.ri1.'£z. 

COl'1Pm'AT!0~1 OF DISTJ'J1CES 

D1steneC3 to be used in co=noetion·Ni·~ distance rates ~d here~~ 
:::holl be the act'l.Ull :nlea.gez traver~ed, incl\W.inS ~y detour to and 
!ro:n ~c3.1es toobta1:l -..roigllt of chi~:o.t. 

... Change ) 
# Addition) Doei:::ion No. 

~IVE OCTOaEE 26, 1960 

!ssued by the Public Utilitiei:c Comm!z:ion or tho State of Califo~, 

Correction No. S2S 
Sen Fre.ncizeo, Caliro:t':l1.:l. 

-4-


