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65472 Decision No. ______ _ 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC 'OTILITIES COMMISSION OF 'l'EE STME (JF CALIFORNIA. 

In the Matter of the Investigation ) 
into the constructive m1leages, and) 
related rules and provisions 0'£ all) case No. 7024 
common carriers, h1ghway carriers' ) (?etitions for 11odi:f"ication Nos. 
and city carriers relat1ng to the ) 5 and '6) , 
transportation of any and all COl:- ) (Fi"led J"anuary 15 and. February ·l, 
::nod1t1es. between all points in. ) , 1963) 
California (including, but not ) 
limited to, constructive mileages ) 
provided in the Distance Table). ) 

OPINION ~y ORDER 

By the above-numbered petitions for =o~ification, California 

Trucking Association seeks the establishment of constructive mileages 

in the Co~ssionrs Distance Table No.4 to ana trom Spreckels Sugar 

Factory No. 1,. and to and from Sun-Maid Station, both 1n Fresno County. 

The former point is located in the Vicinity or Mendota and the latter 

point is located 1n the vic1n1ty of Selma. 

These points are not included in Distance Table No. 4 as 

named pOints; however, they are located on se~ents of highways ~hown 

on the maps which constitute a portion of the eistance tabla. 

Spreckels SUgar Factory No. 4 is locatee on a segment of highway 

(State Sign Route 180) between Ingle nne an 'U%lIl8.med highwa.y junction 

two miles southeast of Y~ndota. SUn-Y~id Station is located on a 

zeg::.ent of highway (U.S. F.1ghway 99) between ~l:ma and Kingsburg. The 

aistance table specifies that under such circucstances the actual 

highway mileage shall be used 'tor a:tly portion less than the total 

length of a segment o! highway. 

Petitioner alleges that the constructive mileages establ1~ 

by the COmmission in Distance :able No. ~ have not been subject to 

general rev1s1oXl slIlce the issuance of Dec1sion No. 2,.6022 .on JUly 31, 
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1951; ·that, since such revision, further development 1n the Y~neota 

and Selma areas of Fresno County is occurring because ot the ~evelop

ment of beet sugar production and r~is1n process1ng facilities at 

these 10cat1ons; that the development or sa1d. !ac11i ties has created 

the necessity for bases tor determ1n1ngre~sonable and suitable con

structive mileages; that present proVisions of Distance ~able No.4 

do not include these facilities as named points; and thet construc

tive mileage calcUlations are ude subject to Rule 5 therein .. 

Petitioner ~lleges that it is informed and believes that the 

constructive mileages so aete~1ned are unreasonable and 1nsuf~icient; 

that clistance rates determ1%led therefrom, under the provisions 0'£ the 

va.rious minimum rate tariffs involved, a.re correspondingly unreason

able and insuttic1ent;l that the lack or definite and certa1n bases or 

milea.ge determination may create competitive disadvantages to carr1ers 

and shippers serving these locations and ~1l create enforcement 

di:t'ficuJ. ties tor the Comc1ss10n; and that there is no aoeq,uate or 

practical method ot correction other than by the appropriate ame~dment 

of Distance Xable No. lj.. 
j 

Petitioner avers that it is informed ane believes that, 1n 

the development of constructive mileages as provided in Distance Table 

No. lj., the Commissio~ utilized a formula for the translation of actual 

highway' miles into constructive mileages; that such formula 1s appli

cable to the situations herein; and that ap~11cat10n .of such formula .. 
will permit the establishment of reasonable constructive mileages. 

Attached to the petitions are two suggested torms of reVision by 

., ... 
The Commission tariffs subject to Distance Xable No. ~ for computa
tion or dist~~ces between points in California are Minimum Rate 
Tariffs Nos. 2, 3-.t~, 4-A., 6, 8, 10, ll-A, 12 and 14.:. . 
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which an amendment of ristance Table No. l.j. may be accomplished. The 

constructive mileages between Spreckels Sugar Factory No.4 and !ogle 

and the unnamed highway junction po1nt heretofore described and 

between Sun-Maid Station and· Selma. and. Kingsburg, according to 

petitioner, are ascertainable from. facts which are within the official 

knowledge of the Commission or which may be readily escert~ined by its 

stat:!". 

By letter dated January 17, 1.963" Spreckels S~gar Company 

intormed the Commission that Petition No. 5 bad been ~ile~ on 1ts 

behalf; that the point of Spreckels Sugar Factory No. 4 will become 

an important shipping center for large quantities of inbOund. ra.w 

mater1a.ls as well as outeound sugar ane sugar produets; and that 1t is 

imperative that an official determination of the proper construct1ve 

:ileages be ascerta1ned as soon as possible. It also re~~ests that 

the petition be handled ex parte s1nce no other ~arty has a ~irect' 

interest and that Distance Table No.4 be amended as sougnt by'" 

pe~itioner. The written comment is received ~~ evidence in this pro

ceeding as Ex ?arte Exhibit NO.1. 

Appropriate mileages have been developed and determined as 

set forth in two reports prepared by the Eng1lleering Econom1cs Branch 

of the Co~ssion's Transportation Division statf. The staff reports 

separately covering Petitions Nos. 5 and 6 are ~eceived 1n evidenee 

in these proceedings as Ex Parte Exhibits Nos. 2 and 1, respectively. 

The transmittal letters accompanying Petitions Nos. ,and '6 

ill these proceedings state that'" on or about January 11 ~d 31, 1963, 

respectively, a copy or each or the petitions waS"mailed to al~know.n 

interested parties. No objection has been reeeived to the granting 

or the petitiOns. 
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Upon consideration of the evidence in these proceedings, it 

appears, and the Commission fines, (1) that the constructive mileages 

set forth in the supple~ent attached hereto are reasonable ane justi

fieo; (2) that the proposed reVisiOns or Distance Table No.4, when 

~p~11ed in conjunction With the m1n~~ r3te tariffs subject thereto, 

will result 1n just, reasonable and nondiscr1:1natory m1n1muc rates 
""J, 

tor transportation governeo oy said tar1!!s; (3) that, to the extent 

the provisions or Distance T:;,.ble No. It- !leretofore have been !ound to 

constitute reasonable rules, regulatiOns and distances for common 

carriers as defined in the Public Utilities Code, the prov1s1o~s of 

saio eistance table as here~fter ~odi~ied are, ~nd ~ll be, reason

c.ble proV1~ions for said carriers; and (4) that to t1l1s sa::e extent 

existing rules, regulations and dist~~ces which are maintained by 

said common carriers ~or tr~nsportat!on ~~th1n California are ano, 

tor the future, will be unreasor~ble, insufficient ane not just1:1cd 

by the actUAl competitive rate~ o! cocpeting carriers or by ~~ cost 

of other means of transport~tion inso!ar as they are lower in voluce 

or effect than those ~et forth in D1~taDee Table No.4, as herein

al"ter adjusted. 

A public hearing is not necessary. !he petitions will be 

granted. In the interest of tariff s~p11f1cation, the suppl~ent to 

be issued to Distance Table No. 4 ~11 incorporate the prov1s1or~ o! 

a similar existing supplement thereby reducing the current number of 

supplements. 

Good cause appearing, 

IT IS OBDERED tba t : 

1. 1istance ':'ablc 1~o. 4 (Appendix "ATT or Decision No .. 46022, 

as amended) is hereby further a:ended by incorporating therein, to 

become e:t!ective July 13, 1963, Supplement No .. 11 attached hereto and 

by this reference made a part hereof. 
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2. lari!! publ1cat1o~ required to be made by common 

carr1ersas a result of the order herein may be made effective not 

earlier than the tenth day after the effective date of this order 

on not less than t¢n days' notice to the Commission and to the 

public and shall be made e!fective not later than July 13, 1963-

3· Comm~n carriers are hereby authorized to depart !ro~ 

the long-. and short-b.a.ul proVisions of Section 460 01: the' Public 

Utilities Code and fro~ the proVisiOns or ~arif! Circular NO •. 2 and 
, , 

General Order No. eo~A to the extent necessary to c:J.rry out the 

eftect of toe order herein. 

4. In all other respec,ts saic1 D~c1s1on No. ,~6022, as 

amended, shall rel:lain in tull torce and e!rect. 

This order shall become effective twenty.clays after .the 

date hereof. ~ 

Dated. a~ .San Francisco, California, this ~:7 day or 
May, 1963~ 

'--,. 

~/f:~ 

Commissioners 
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(C~ncel~ Suppl~ent No. 10) 

(Sup,;>l~ments No~. L~l' 9 and II Co:c.to.1:c. All Cn.o.ngez) 

TO 

DISTANCE TABLE NO. 4 

CONTAItnNG 

'FOR TnE DETEre!INATIO~ OF 

F.!G~dAY CONSTRUCTIVE MILEAGE 

DISTA..~C~ 

POI!'1TS ~'!ITHIN TES STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

\----------------------------------------------------------~ 1 
! 

I 
! 101 Constructive ::.ileo.ge disto.nce:: fro:n a.:ld to the Port of So.cro.

mento aro .. D.nd for the futu:-e "...1.11 '00, the :n1lcc.zec from. one 
to West So.cramcnto. 

Constructive ~~lo~~o diot~ces between the loect1oDS speeitiod 
below o:e, o.r..d for the f:.:.t~e ~"ill 'be 1 co oho .... m. 'below and 
those miloo.ge dZst~~ee: shall 'be used as bc~ez in determining 
the construc~ive ~le~ge d1stcnccs fro: ~d to Sprec~el= Sugar 
Factory No. 4 and Su.."').-:·!o.id St::..tion~ as tho c&.se :nn.y be:. 

! . 
C ONSTRUC'I'IVE I 

MILEAGE DISTA1ICES 

* Spreckels Sugo.r 
Factory No.' 4. 
(Frosno County) 

·::·Su."').-l'!ru.c Sto.t1on 
(Frosno C 01l.""l.ty) 

(Ingle 
( 
(Un..'"l.."\."'r..CC hishi:ay 
(junction or State 
(S1z;n Route 180 
(~d Cou.~ ty Roo.d 1 

(2 '..,.103 $outheo.st
(erly of ~1ondoto. 

4. 

.2 

.3 

~ (With n~ocr enclooed). ~eissucd:r~ Supplement beari~s 
n~ber enclosed w1t~ ~he sq~~. 

* Addition, Decision No. 

Z??ECTrrz JU"..JY 13 .. 196:3 

lesuoc br the PubliC vtil~t~es C 50 t C ~-(r f 'o:r.:n.i:::oion ot t .;l !:)t.o.~e 0 c, __ ornio., 
Sa.n Fro.nc1~coz Cc.litor:'l1o..: 


