
Decision No. ------
BEFORE mE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of PACIFIC AIR. LINES ~ ) 
INC.~ for order authorizing an ) 
increase in intrastate air freight ) 
r~tes and charges. ) 

) 

Application No. 43099 
(Filed January 25. 1961) 

(Amended December 2:l~ 1961) 

Ras:ond E. Cos~ello and Cooper~ WAite & Cooper, 
y James B. Schnake, for applicant. 

Miss Marjorie Chi1as, for County of Rumb~ldt; 
Harold A. Irish, for City of m,iah, protestants. 

J. Kerwin Rooney and Don w. MElrtin~ for Board. of 
Port cotm:nissioners of City of Oakland; Donald 
J. Falk~ for Eurel<8" Chamber of Commerce; 
John R. Stokes, for City of Arcata, interested 
parties. 

Timoth~ J. Canty and John R. Laurie, for the 
Co~ssion staff. 

By this application Pacific Air Lines, Inc., seeks 

authority t~ increase air freight rates. Hearings in thi·s applica

tion were consolidated with those in Application No. 431190£ 

Pacific Air Lines, Inc., for eonvenience of the parties and were 

held IvIareh 9 and 10, 1961> at San FranciSCO and March 23, 1961, 

at: Eureka before Examiner J. E~ l'hompson. TIle issues of the two 

~pplications are different and the positions of the in~erested 

parties differed with respect to eac~ application. The matters> 

therefore, were not consolidated for decision. On June 27, 1961, the 

Commission sec aside the submission of this application and further 

hearing was held at: San FranciSCO December 2l~ 1961, when the matter 

wes ta1(en' under submission. At the furtb.er hearing evidence was 

presented by the CommiSSion's Transportation Division. 
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With the exception of Santa Barbara,. applicant provides 

air freight transportation to and from points it serves in trans

po=ting passengers. While it publishes r~l'i:es for freight trans

portation to and from Santa Barbara, according to its vice president 

in charge of traffic,. applicant has embargoed such traffic because 

the layout of the Santa Barbara Terminal has prev~nted it from 

satisfactorily storing and processing air freight.shipments. 

Applicant proposes an air freight rate structure of 10 

cents per pound for the first 100 miles of distance, plus one cent 

p~r pound for each additional 150 miles. The proposed rates in 

cents per 100 pounds were determined at 80 or 85 percent of the 

proposed rates in cents per pound. Pacific proposes to increase 

its minimum charge from $2 to the charge for 50'pounds or $4,. 

whichever is the higher. The proposed increases in the rates in 

cents per poulld range from 60 percent to ~50 percent. Only 24 of. 

some 180 rates in cents per pound are proposed to- be increased 

less than 100 percent. The proposed rates in cents per 100 pounds 

also reflect substantial increases. A comparison of present rates 

and proposed rates between certain points is set forth in Appendix A. 

According to the vice president in charge of traffic,. 

the proposed rate strueture is intended to yield 71.7 cents per . 
ton~mile. This figure was calculated by dividing the sum of all 

of the rates in cents per pound from all points to all other points,. 

which is $72'7180 per ton,. by the S'U%Il of the mileages from all 

poin~s on the system to sll other points 7 which sum is 100,.615 

miles. The 71.7 cents per ton-mile figure was compared to 'the 

y-.telds on operations condlJ.c·;:ed during the calendar year 196()' which 
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are set forth in cbe margin. l The computed figure, however~ is 

not comparable with the yields from actual operations in that it 

assumes an equal proportion of traffic between all points and all 

otb.er points, which, as shown by the evidence, is not the case. 

During November 1960" out of a total. of 108,328: pounds accepted· 

by the carrier, 32 J1 3l6pounds had o:::'igin at Los Angeles. and 34,679 

pounds had origin at San Francisco. 

l'b.e proposed races have been filed with the Civil 

Ae::-onautics Board and became effective on in'terst3t-e shipments on 

February 26, 1961. 

Applicant's vice president in charge of finance testified 

'ti13t, if air freight operations were discontinued, applicant could 

reduce expenses at San Francisco and Los Angeles terminals in the 

amount of $79,240. This out-of-pocket cost re~resents the salaries, 

wages, payroll taxes and fringe benefits of the equivalent of 1& 

employees at those terminals required for the handling of air freight 

and the supervision thereof, terminal rents at San Francisco· where 

a facility separate from the pass-enger facilities is maintained, 

and the salaries and related expenses of the equivalent of 2~ 

employees in the accounting department required for the billing 

and accounting of air freight. According to the vice pres:ldent, 

based on an average of lOl,.l:,OO ton-miles for the past six years, 

revenues yielding 72 cents per ton-mile will produce less than the 

I 
Operations for Year Ended Deeember:31, 1960: 

Operation 

Passenger 
u. s.. Mail 
Freight 
E.."q>ress ) 
Excess Baggage) 

Revenue 

$6,194,.022 
149>993 

56,240 
32~343' 

-3-

Ton-Ydles 

10,906-,939 
196,837 
106,908 
53"~89l) , 
42,677) 

Yield 

$ .568· 
.762· 
.526-
.853 
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ou~-of-pocket cost of handling air freight at the San Francisco 

aDd Los Angeles terminals.2 

Exhibit No. 9 is a summary showing the frequency and 

routing of freight shipments transported by applicant on March 9 

and l~~ 1961. there were 230 shipments transported with a total 

weigl'lt of 9 ~759 pounds ~ of which 178 shipments h.ad origin or 

dest~nation at San Francisco or Los Angeles. !be mean weight per 

shipment was 42.1.~ pounds.. According. to applicant, 163- of the 

shipments moved at the minimum charge;' of those, 126· were intra

s·tate shipments and 37 were interstate. 

An analysis of Exhibit No,. S reveals that 22 shipments 

had origin or destination at a point on applicant's line outside 

California. Of the 208 remaining shipments, 6 were between 

California points where applicant does not maintain intrastate 

tariff rates. The exhibit does not show the weight of each ship

ment; however, if all of the 202 ratablc'Coliforn1a shipments 

moveQ. under the intrastate rateS in cents per pound, the proposed 

ra~es would reflect an increase in revenues of 190 percent.. If 

all 202 shipments moved under the rateS in cents per 100 pounds, 

the increased revenues which would result from the proposed rates 

is 232 percent. If all shipments moved at the minimum charge of 

~. ~ the increase, of course, would be 100 percent. A tabulation 

in the exhibit discloses that 43 shipments weighed over 80 pounds. 

2 p.ir Freight Statistics, Pacific Air Lines, Inc~, Operations,. 
1955-1960 : 
~ Ton-Miles 

1955 129)737 
1956 101> 724 
1957 78,992 
1955 91,.983, 
1959 9~,02L:. 
1960 106,908 
Ave~age 101,l:·OO 

Revenue 

$ 

-4-

Yield' 

~395S, 
.. 460'2', 
.. 5171 
.4743 
.470.> . 
.526.1; 
.4693 ' 
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Applicant's proposed rate structure~ as well as its present rate 

structure~ is such that~ in general~ the rates in cents per 10C 

pounds creak back to the -ra'tes in cents per pound at about 80 

pounds. 

In justifying 'the proposed increases, applicant argued 

that the increases in revenues will not offset the out-of-pocket 

cost of transporting air freight, and directed attention to 

Decision No. 61601 dated February 28, IS61, in Application No- .. 

t:·3064 of United Air Lines, Inc .. , in which the Commission authorized 
. . 

United to increase air freight rates. We also take official notice 

of our Decision No. 6179~· dated April "'" 1961, in Application No • 
. 

4·3225 in which Western Air Lines, Inc., was authorized to' increase, 

air freight rates. United and Western compete wi~Pacific between 

a n'Ulllber of California points. Pacific: also pOinted out th~~ its 

a1= freight earnings per ton-mile are' lower than its yield from 

other services-. 

The County of Humboldt and the City of Ukiah protested 

The County operates the Eurel<a-Arcata Airport .. 

Pacific is the only airline serving that airport. The County 

receives a portion of the revenues of Pacific derived from-passen

ge~$ and freight enplaning at the airport. Evidenc-e was offered 

sbo~nng that the amount of air frei~4t generated at the Eureka

Arcata Airport was 23.946 tons in 1958, 21.039 tons in 1959 and 

30.363 -tons in 1960. A substantial per-tion of the traffic is cu-i: 

flowers which move mainly d~ring the month o~ February. theCounty 

contends that Pacific has been ~btaiuing an increasing amount of 
traffic from the Eureka-Arcata Airport despite an. economic 

recession prevailing. in H'UIllbo1dt County" alld that there is, and 

~111 be~ an even greater amount of tonnage available to the carrier 
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provided it accords the shippers reasonable service at reasonable 

rates~ Wi~nesses testified tnat, while in their opinion the service 

ofie~ed by Pacific in times pase hss been poor, since Septemcer 

1960 applicant has been improving its air freight service to and from 

d:.e Eureka-Arcata Airport. It was stated, however, that actual» as 

well as potential, traffic will be diver~ed to other means of trans-

portation if the proposed increases, which in the case of Eureka 

range from 100 percent to 400 percent, are placed in effect. ThiS, 

it was asserted, will not only be disadvantageous eo the airline ' 

and to the shipping public, but will result in lesser revenues to 

the County for the operation and maintenance of airport facilities 

and will discourage the use of air transportation which, at this 

ti~e, the County is desirous of encouraging. 

The Commission's staff presented a suggested rate·struc

tu:e and 3n estimate of the amount of gross reVenue which would be 

derived therefrom. It was shown that, except for flights between 

Los Aogeles and Las Vegas, almost all flights of applicant either 

originate or terminate at San Francisco or Sacramento. San franciSCO 

might be termed the hub of applicant's operations.. Applicant 

encounters competition from other airlines between San Francisco and 

Sacramento and points south thereof, which for purposes here we' will 

call the southern segment. It does not encounter such competition, 

O~ler than from Air Express for which applicant is an underlying. 

carrier, in the northern segmene, which extends from San 'Francisco 

and Sacramento north to Crescent City and Redding. The ratestruc

ture developed by the seaff reflects the rates maintained by United 

Air Lines and Western Air Lines for the southern segment between 

poin~s served in common by Pacific and also by either United or 

Western, or both. The same rates were sUggested for application 
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between all points in the northern segment because the distances 

are less than those in the southern segment. The 1ntersegment rates 

were developed "by combining the suggested rates for each segment 

with modifications necessary to reflect the competitive rates of 

air express, avoidance of 10n&- and Short-haul departures and the 

desirability of providing reasonable rate relationships for com

parable distances. 

From a sample of freight bills covering operations con

ducted on July 26, 28, and 31, 1961, the staff estimated the amount 

of gross revenues which would be derived from the rates proposed 

by applicant and those suggested" by the staff. Those estimates 

follow; 

Estimates of Revenues from 
FreigLlt Operations Based 
upon Results for Year 1960 

Actual 1960 

Under Applicant's Proposal 

Under Staff's Proposal 

Revenue 

~ 56,240 

1l:.9',598 

11l,,·,73O 

Increase 

1661. 

104% 

Applicant's vice president in charge of traffic testified "' 

that management doubted whether there would be any diversion of 

traffic if PacifiC maintains higher rates than United or Western. 

He said that: the shippers are interested in speed and when the 

schedules of Pacific provide the earliest arrivals at destination 

cb.e shipper uses its service and when the schedules of United or 

Western provide earlier departures, and, therefore, earl:Ceran:ival 

at destination, those carriers obtain the traffic. He stated that: 

differences in rates have had very lit:tle effect upon traffiC,. as 

Pacific has had lower rates than United and Wes'tern for some time 

and it has not caused any great shift in traffic: between competitive 

points from those carriers. 
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Conclusions 

It is readily apparent that, without any diversion of 

traffic as assumed by applicant, the rates proposed by it would 

result in an increase in revenue far beyond the 3& percent increase 

estimated by it. The proposed ra1:es themselves represent increases 

ranging between 62 percent and 450 percent. The staff estimated 

that without any diversion of traffic the applic~nt's proposed 

rates would result: in au increase in revenues of 16& percent. We 

are of the opinion, however, that such theoretical increase would 

not 1:.e achieved. We do not share apl>licant's,opinion that there 

would be no diversion of traffic. Appendix A, attached hereto,. 

compares some of the rates proposed by Pacific and, by the s,taff 

with those of United Air Lines and Western' Air Lines and with 

Rzilway Express Agency's air express rates, for which latter company 

Pacific is an underlying carrier. It is possible that applicant 

would continue to receive small shipments that would move at the 

minimum charge which corresponds to that of United. With respect 

'Co shipments of greater weight, however, the differences, 'in rates 

eould well strain whatever loyalty ,applicant's present shippers may 

have. '!he, proposed rates ina number of instances exceed air 

express rates. The proposed rate in cents per 100 pounds between 

San Franciseo and Eureka is $9.60 and between San Francisco. and 

Ukiah is $8 .. 80.. Ibe air express rate from San Franciseo- to· Eureka 

and Ukiah is $7.00 per 100 pOUIlds. Air express between. those points 

moves over the lines of Pacific and at a higher priority than the 

latter's own air freight. Additionally, in many instanees,. air 

express rates include piclcup or delivery. In the eircumstances~ 

it is unlikely that a shipper would pay a greater charge for a 

lesser service. \.ol!:rlle Pacific receives revenue from· air express 
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mOving over its line, such revenue would not exceed the revenues 

received by the express corporation under the air express rates. 

There are other services available to shippers for cl1e 

transportation of property by both air and surface carriers and, 

under ordinary circumstances, the determination of whether or not 

to meet the rates of competitors is a prerogative of mansgemenc. 

In the instane case there are circumstances which make it question

able whether the proposed air freight rates Which are substantially 

hiSher tilan those of competitors can be justified. Pacific is a 

local service carrier providing a necessary passenger air service 

to points and areas in this State which cannot support major air

line service. Those necessary operations are being supported by 

federal subsidy at the present time. The transportation of air 

freight by applicant is inCidental to the passenger service.S, hly 

contributions in revenue from air freight over andaboveout-of

pocket cost is of assistance to the carrier, and, under the circum

stances, to the public. The loss of £reight~raffic between co~ 

petitive points or the diversion of traffic to other transportation 
" 

asencies will not significantly reduce ~1e ~erminal costs or billing 

expenses but will merely reduce revenues. 

The rates suggested by the staff do not exceed the rates 

of competing carriers by air. Other than in one instance, namely, 

toe rate for transportation between Crescent City and Stockton, 
, 

't!le proposed rate st:ructure wou,ld not result in any discrimination 

or unfair disadvantage to any locality. Applicant pointed out that) 

by reason of certain routings, the rate between the aforementioned 

points may exceed the rate to a beyond point and suggested that if 

:3 
Ihe order of priority of 

1. 
2. 
3. 
4. 

space on aircraft is: 

Passengers 
Mail 
Air Express 
Air Freight 
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tile staff's suggestion is adopted the rates from Crescent~City to 

Stockton Should not exceed those to San Jose. The minimum charge 

suggested by the staff is the same as that originally proposed' by 

applicant. At the hearing of December 21> 1961, after the staff 

suggestions had been introduced, applicant amended its application 

to request that it be authorized t~ establish a minimum charge at 

the same level as that maintained by United, asserting that if 

Pacific's rates are to be maintained at the same levels as United's 

the minimum charge also should be maintained at the same level. 

From the evidence we find that the rates proposed~ by the 

staff> other than for the rates between Crescent City and Stockton, 

are reasonable and nondiscriminatory. We further find that the 

aforesaid rates between Crescent City and Stockton should not exceed 

the rates between Crescent City and San Jose. We further find 

that the minimum charge proposed by applicant is reasonable. 

The rate structure described above should provide appli

cant with additional freight revenue in the amount of approximately 

$59,000. Even with such additional revenues applicant will con

tinue to conduct intrastate operations at a loss. We find the 

increases which would result from the establishment of the rates 

described above are justified. 

There remains the question of whether increases greater 

than those set forth above are justified. The evidence shows that 

the :cates suggested for t:he southern segment provide the maximum 

increases justified under present competitive conditions. With 

respect to t:he rates for the northern segment and the inter segment 

rates> it is clear that reasonable rates must be lower than the 

air express rates. It may be that there are rates somewhere between 

those suggested by the staff and those maintained by air express 

wbiCh may be reasonable and nondiscriminatory; however J the record 

herein does not permit such determination. Applicant has the burden 

of presenting evidence to J\,lstify the increases; tMs record does not 

support increases greater than those found justified hereinabove. 
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ORDER. ... _ .......... -.-. 

Based on the evidence of record and on the findings aDd 

conclusions set forth in the preceding opinion, 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Pacific Air Lines, Inc., is authorize4 to establish 

the increased air freight rates 'set forth in Appendix'B: attached 

aere~o and by this reference made a part hereof. 

2. the tariff publications authorized as a result of 

Chis order may be filed not earlier'than the effective date hereof 

and may be made effective on not less than ten days' n01:ice to 'the 

Commission and to the public. 

3. the authorities granted above shall expire unless 

exercised within sixty days after the effective date of this order. 

4. In all other respects, the application of'Pacific 

Air Lines, 11lC., is denied. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at ____ ~_an_F::lll_ ... _els_SC_O ____ , California, this ~,DF:--
day of ____ M!l,.R __ C ... H ____ , 1962. 

, tommissloners' 

Co::m1:3tt10no:r-.. ---:.~_~yn 'Fox ; b,01ne: 
n()co~so.rUy o.be~llt. ~idnot:pa.rt1c1:pato 
in ~llo d.1oJ;loS1 t1ot). of th~s Jtrocoed.1~:""I." • .. . - , .. 
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APPENDIX A 

(Page 1 of 2) 

Comparison of Present and Proposed Rates 
of Pacific Air Lines, Inc., between San 
Francisco .9nd Los Angeles ~ on the one 
hand, and certain points, with competitive 
Air Freight and Air Express Rates.· .. ~and 
those suggested by the Comrnis'sion's staff. 

Between San Francisco and: 
Cents Per Pound, Cents Per 100 Pounds 

Los Angeles: 

P.Al. Present 

PAL Proposed 

UAL 

Air Express 

Staff's Suggested Raees 

Monterey: 

PAL Present 

p;~ Proposed 

UAt 

Ai.r Express 

Staff's Suggested Rates 

Ukiah: 

PAL Present 

PAL Proposed 

Air Express 

Staff's Suggested Rates 

Eureka: 

PM. Present 

PAL Proposed 

.P.:ir Express 

Staff's Suggested Rates 

5 

12 

8 

B 

*It 

8: 

2 

10 

8: 

* 
8 

3 

11 

* 
8: 

12 

* 
8 

405 

960 

526, 

.526: 

1020 

526 

165: 

800 ' 

526 

700 

526: 

213 

880 

700 

526: 

307 

960' 

700 

52& 

* Air Express Tariff No. 1 provides specific charges for shipments 
over 0 but not over 100 pounds in one pound increments. 

Note: VAL is Unieed Air Lines; WAL is 1ilestern Air Lines. 
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Between Los Angeles and: 
Cents Per Pound ,Cents Per 100 Pounds 

Oakland: 

FoAL Present 5 405 

PAL Proposed 12 960" 

UAL 8 526, 

~1pJ,. S· 526-

P.ir Express * 1020 

Staff's Suggested Rates S 52'6 

Sacramento: 

PoAL Present 5 405 

PAL Proposed .13 1170 

UAL 8 580 

Air Express * 1020· 

Staff's Suggested Rates 8 580 

Nonterey: 

PAL Present 4,. 355· 

PAL Proposed 12 960 

UAL S 526 

M..r Express * 1020 

Staff's Suggested Rates 8 526 

San .Jose: 

'fAJ., Present 5 405 

PP,L Proposed 12 960·' 

.Air Express * '1020· 

Staff's Suggested Rates 8 526 

* ;~r Express Tariff No. 1 provides specific charges for shipments 
over 0 but not over 100 pounds in one pound increments. 

No~e: UAL is United Air Lines; WAL is 'VTestern Air Lines. 
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PACIFIC Am tINES. INC. 

AUTHORIZED PREIGHr- RATES 

Col"Wml A - Ra.te3 :i.n cents per :pound, 

Co1~ :a - &l.tcs in cent:s per 100 PO\l%).~. 

Y4ni:ntlm Charge - $4.00 or the eharge for 50 pound! 1 vhiehlWer- is the higher. 

~ 
Ba.kersi'ie1d Burbarlk Chico Cre.scent Eureka-

City Arcata 
Coltonn Colu.'1l1'l Column Col\lllln Column 

AND A B A- B' A. B A S- A B 

Borbank S 526 
Chico 10 7S9' .12 1052 
Cre~ent City- 12 1052 12 10;2 S 526 
Eurel~Area.ta 12 1052 12 10;2' S 526- s 526' 
toe. A:lge1es S 526 8 526 12 1052- 12 1052 12' 1052 

~ville-Yuba City 10 789 10 7$9 s 526 s 526 S 526-
Monterej" S 526- S 526 S 526- 10 739 10 7S9 
Qa.lIoJ.and S 526 S 526 S 526 s 526- S 526 
Oxnartl-Ventura S 526 s ;26 12 1052 12 1052 12 1052 
WrndaJ.e-Llnea.ster S 526 a 526, 12 1052' 12 1052 12 10;2 

Pa30 Robles S 526· s· 526 10 739 12 1052 12 1052 
Red Bluri' 12 10;2 12 1052' S 526 S 526- S 526 
Red~ 12 1052 12 1052 S 526 s 526, B- 526 1 
S:l.e:-amento S 526 S 580 S 526, s· 526 s 52&: 
Sa.:c. Fr3llcisco S 526 s 526 S 526 8 526, 8 52&· ,I 
&.n Jose S 526 S 526- S 526 8 526 s 526'j 
Santa Barbara. S 526 8 526 12 1052 12 1052' . 12 10;21 
Santa ~ S 526- e 526- 12 1052 12 10~2 12 .l052 . 
Sa.:o.ta Rosa 10 m 10 7S9 s 526 s 5 6·, s 526 
stockton S 526 S 526 s 526 S; S26. S 526-

~ 

I Uk:ia.h 10 789 12 1052 S 526 81 526,! 8 526-
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~ 
Los 

Anl:"eles 
Col~ 

A B 

Ma.ry$ville-7Wba.City 10 789 
Y.lOn.tel:'e7 S 526 
Oakl.t.:ld S 526-

I Oxnard-Ventura S 526 
\ Pal:ldale-!.a.nc.a.s1:.er S 526 
I 
! 

i ?aso Robles S 526 
I Red. Blu!'! 12 1052 
: Redd.ing 12 1052 
\ Sa.craJ:lonto S ;SO I 

; San Frc.nci~co S 526 
i , 
! 

" San Jose 8 526 
: S'l::lta Ba:r~a. S 526 I 

i Santa. YJaria. S 526 
: Sa.:lta. Rosa. 10 789 I , stockton S 526 I 
I 
I 
1 'Okiah 12 1052 

L 

APPENDIX B 

(Page 2 of » 

Narysville-
Yuba City, 

Column 
A B 

e 526 
s 526-

lO 7S9 
10 789 

10 789 
S 526 
S 526, 
S 526-
s 526, 

S 526 
10 7S9 
10 789 
s 526 
S 526 

S 526 

I •• ~. I' 

• 

}Ionterey Oakland Oxoard.-I 
Ventura 

Column Col'Lmln Col'Ulm'l 
A B A B A S 

S 526 
S 526 S 526, 
S 526 e 526- s 526-

s 526 S 526 S 526, 
10 789 S 526, 12 1052: 
10 789 s 526, J2 1052 
S 526 S 526 S 5SO 
s 526 s 526 e 526 

S 526 S 526· s 526 
S 526 S 526 S 526 
s 526- S 526 S 526, 
S 526· B 526- 10 739' 
S 526 s 526- $ ,526 

S 526 S 526, 12 1052 
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~ 
PaJl'!\dal.e-
La.neaster 

Column 
.~\lD A. B 

Paso aobles S ;26-
Red Bluff 12 1052 
Red.ding 12 1052 
SaCl'a::ler;rto s 580 
San F:r~cisco S 526 

San Jo~ S 526 
Santa. Sarbara. S 526 
Santa. ~:a.ria S 526 
Santa. Rosa. 10 7$9 
Stoelct.on S 526 

U1Q.ah 12 1052 

~ 
San 

Fl'anciseo 
Co~umn .AND ' A B 

S:m Jose S 526 
Sa.nta Barbara. S 526 
Santa ~ S 526-
Santa Rosa. S 526, 
Stockton S 526 

Ukia.h e 526 

APPENDIX B: 
(Page :3 of 3) 

\ 

• 

Paso 
Robles 
Column 

A B, 

10 789 
12 1052 

S 526 
6' 526 

S 526-
S 526 
s 526 

10 7S9 
S 52,6 

10 739 

San Jose 
COlUlml 

lJ... B 

S 526 
S 526-
S 526 
s 526 

S 526 

• 

Red Bluff Redding Sacram.ento 
Column Col\mln Column 

A B A B A. S 

I , 

S 526 
S 526- B .526 
s 526- S 526 S 526 

S 526 s 526· S 526 
12 1052 12 1052 S 526· 
12 1052 12 1052 .g: 526 
S 526 s 52& S 526 
S 526- S 526- s 526 

s 526 S 526, S 526 

Santa Santa Santa 
Barbara. Maria Rosa, 

Column Column Co 1'tlTl'lrl 
A B A B A B 

S 526 
lO 789' lO 789 

S 526 S 526 S 526 

1'2' 1052 12 1052 e 526 

Co1\U'ml 
A. B - -
S 526 


