
C. 7024 (pet~~) - bc 

Decis10n No. 65030 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~uSSION OF 

In the l~tter of the Icves~igation ) 
into the constructive ~ileaees, and ) 
related rUles and provisions o~ all ) 
eo~on carriers, h1ghway carriers ) 
and c1ty carr1e~s relating to the ) 
transportation of any and all co:- ) 
~odlties between all points ~ ) 
California (1!lcluding,. but !lot ) 
limited to, construct1ve :11eages ) 
provided in the D1st~nce Table). ) 

Case No. 7024 
(Pet1 t10:. !or Hodi£1cation No.4) 

(Filed January 8, 1963) 

By the above-nucbc~ed ~etition tor ~od1fication, 

sacramento-Yolo Port District seeks the revision or the Co~iss10nfs 

Distance Table No. 4 to cake specific provision tor the Port of 
1 

Sacra:ento. 

Petit10ner states that the ~r~e ter:inal facilities and 

deep water cha~.nel of tne Port of Sac=a~ento will be co:pleted and 1!l 

operation within the next siX :onths; that the port will then beco:e 

a ~Jor seaport; and that large qua~tit1es of freight will :love fro: 

and to this port ~~der rates governed by Distance Table No.4. 

Petitioner states that t~e Port of sacramento is located 

contiguous to the ur.lncorporated co~unity o! West sacr~ento; that 

such cOQC~~1ty 1s n~ed ~ black on the cap L~ Sectio~ ~ of Distance 

Table ~o. ~; tbat~ ~~der Rule 3 or the ~istance ~ble, the ~leage 

basing pOint tor West sacra~ento iz t~e post of!ice as there is no 

rail station; taat Rule ~(c) of the distance table states essentially 

that the :ileage basing poL~t sr~ll be us~ as the terminal point in 

1 
Sacra=ento-101o Port D~str.ict is a po11tic~1 suOd1visio~ o! the 
State of Ca11!'o:'7ni3., !or.:rJ~d purS".lclnt to D1visi(j~ 8:, Part 6, F..a::bo::s 
and Navigation Code, State of C~11!O~nia, as a~ended. 
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constructive ~leage deter~tions for all points within a ~ile 

ra~ius; and that the Port or Saera~e~to is located approxi~tely one 

and one-eighth ~les rro~ the ~est Sa¢ra~ento post orfice. 

Petitioner turther alleges that t~e tact that the Port of 

Sacramento is not within the 11=its of West Sacramento will create an 

undue and unwarranted hardship to the public unless Distance Table 

No. * is ~ended as requested; that the ~ere fact that the Port or 

Sacramento is not within any :11eage basing point established ~ the 

distance table will create a burden in determinicg distances; that) 

if the distance is determined by the use or actual highway :ileages 

under the rules or Distance Table ;:~o. l.t-, it will ::lean an extra :lile 

over West Sacra~ento; that the Port or sacramento operationally will 

be one of the ::lost convenient places tor trucks to reac~, and will be 

closer in actual distance ~~n ~ost points within West Sacramento on 

traffic co~ing fro:o the west; that the increased rates) increased 

difficulty in deter~1ning distances ~der the present rules and 

increased susceptibility to error created by the Port or Saera:ento 

not being within West Sacra:ento will be har=tul to the shippers and 

carriers of this state; that Distance !able 1';0. 5, which would 

rectify the problem by placing the port within the ~ileage basing 

point of Sacramento, will not be adopted ~~d coupled with the appro­

priate rate tariff i~ tice to serve the Port of sacra:ento at the 

commeAcement of its service to the area; and tnat it is therefore 

necessary to a~end Distance Table No. 4 as propose~ by petitioner. 

The verifiod petitio~ shows t~t, on or about January 7, 

1963, a copy thereof was ~iled to all kno~ interested parties 

including the California TruckL~g Association. That organization haz 

informed the Comcission in writL~g tllat it bas considered the pro­

posed relief and has no objection to the ex parte consideration 

requested. No objection has been received to the granting of the 

petition. 
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c. 7024 (?et~) - be 

Upon consideratio~ of ~te evidence L~ this p:oceed~, it 

appears, and the Co~1ssion tinds, (1) that the ~etermination of the 

constructive ~ileages set fortn ic tee supplement attached hereto is 

reasonable ~~e justified; (2) tr~t the proposed revisio~s of Dista~ce 

Table No. J,., when applied in conjunction with the I:l1ni:ULl rate 

tariffs subject thereto, will result L~ j~t, reasonable and nondis­

cr1m~atory ~ini:~ rates for transportation governed by said tari!f~; 

(3) tr4t, to the extent the provisions of Dis~ce ~able No. ~ here­

tofore have been found to eo~~titute reasonable rules, regulations 

and d1stanc~s for co==on carriers as defined in the ?ublic Utilities 

Code, the provisions of said distance table as hereinafter modified 

are, and will be, r6asonabl~ provisions for said carriers; and (~) 

tnat to this same extent eXisting rules, :-egulations a."ld distances 

which arc ~1ntainee by ca1d co~on car~ tortransportat1on ~th1n 

California are and, for the fU~Jre will be, un:~asonable, insutt1-

cient and not justified by the actual co:pet1t1ve rat~s or co~peticg 

carriers or by tbe cost of other :e~ns ot transportatio~ ~orar as 

tbey are lower in volume or effect tba~ those set forth in Distance 

Table No.4, as hereina!te~ adjusted. 

granted. 

A public hearing is not ~ecessary. The petition will be 

GoOd cause appearing, 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

,. Distance Table No. ~ (Appe:.c.ix ltJ...ft of Decj.sion 

No. 46022, as a:e~ded) is hereby further amended by incorporating 

tberein, to become effective April 27~ 1963, Supplemont No. 10 

attached hereto and by this reference made a part hereof. 

2. !ariff publications required to be :ade by comuon 

carriers as a result of t~e order here~ may be =ada effective not 

earlier than the tenth day atter the er:ective date ot this order o~ 
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not less tba~ ten days' notice to the Cocmission ~~d to the public 

and shall be made effective not late: tha~ Ap~!l 27~ 1963. 

3· Co=mo~ carriers are hereoy authorized to depart fro~ 

the long- a~d short-haul provisio~ of Section ~O of the ?uplic 

Utilities Code and fro~ the provis~ons of Tariff Circular ~o. 2 and 

General Order r~o. 80-A. to the exte.:lt necessary to carry out the effect 

of tne oreer herein. 

4. Ie. all other respects said Decision r;o. 46022, as 

amended, shall rema~~ ~ full force aad e!fect. 

This order shall beco~e effective twe.:lty da7s after the 

date hereof. 

Dated at satl Francisco) Cali1"ornia, tb.is ~ day of 

Harch, 1963 • 

. ~ 

.:. ? 

~4.d7~ 

Co:::::iss1oners 



· I 

SUP?I&JENT NO. 10 

(Supplen:.onts Nos. 4, 9 and lO Contain Jo.ll Ch.a.ng~::) 

to 

hJ:CtMAY CONSTROCTIVE MILEAGE 

POINTS WITHIN THE S!/..TE OF C.A!.IFO~ 

¢OCons'tructi ve :r.i1eage d-Dta=.cec !rom and to -:.:'e Port. of Sacra:nento 
a.rc, and for the i'uture will be, t.b.c :niloages !ror. a:ld 'to We~t Sacramento. 

¢ I.."'J.crea."e ) 
6 Reduction ) Deci:ion No. 

Is~ed by the Public Utilities CoIl'M~czion of the St4~c of Cali!or-~, 
San Fra.."'J.cicco, C~or"'...ia.. 


