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BEFORE THE IMUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Investigation
into the rates, rules, regulations,
charges, allowances and practices

of all coumon carriers, highway
carriers and city carriers relating
to the tramsportation of fresh or
green fruits and vegetables and
related items (commodities for which
rates are provided in Mipimum Rate
Tariff No. 8).
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Arlo D. Poe, J. C. Kaspar and James Quintrall, for
California Trucking Association; petitiomer in
Petition for Modification No. 30, and interested
party in Order Setting Hearing dated October 9, 1962.

Warren Goodman, for Ventura Transfer Co., respondent.

Larry Borden, for Safeway Stores, Imc.; leslie M. Cox,
tor Western Growers Association; Robert Fisse, for
Rushton & Co.; Thomas B. Gallen, Tor Golden Gate
Produce Terminal; Paul O. Helin, for Calavo Growers
of California; James F. Hoadley, for Associated
Produce Dealers & Brokers of Los Angeles, Inc.;
Ralph Hubbard, for Califormia Farm Bureau Federation;
E. J. Langhofer, for San Diego Chamber of Coumerce;
Ralph J, Lehnexrt, for Blue Goose Growexs, Inc.;

E. Alan Mills, for Califormia Grape and Tree Fruit
League; William A. Ryan, for Sumkist Growers, Inc.;
W. E. Toalson, for Pure Gold, Ibc.; interested
parties,

Marcel J, Gagnon, R. A. Lubich and R, J. Carberry, for -
the CommIssion staff.

OPINION

This decision relates to that phase of Case No. 5438 en- s

compassed by the Commission's Order Setting Hearing dated October 9,
1962, and to Petition for Modification No, 30 in Case No. 5438,
insofar as that petition is concerred with the subject matter of sald

oxder setting hearing.
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Mioimum Rate Tari%f No. 8 provides minimum rates, charges
and xules for the statewide tramsportation of fresh fruits, fresh
vegetables and empty containmers. The aforesaid order setting hearing
was issued for the recelpt of evidence relating to cextain changes
proposed by the Commission's Transﬁorcation Division staff in the
rules and other provisions of the above-mentioned minimum rate
tariff, The study which resulted in the formulation of these pro-
posals was a part of a general review of all of the provisions of
Minimum Rate Taxriff No. 8, in which the Commission's staff is now
cngaged. It is contemplated that hearings for the receipt of evi-
dence on the staff's studies relative to the minimum rates themselves

avd to such other provisions of the tariff as to which disposition

is not made byl?he decision herein will be scheduled when said studics -

are completed.

Public hearing was held before Examiner Bishop at San
Francisco on December 18, 1962, at Los Angeles on January 24, 1963
and again at San Framcisco on June 25, 1963, On the last-named date
that phase of Case No. 5438 encompassed by the Commission's Ordex

Sctting Hearing cated October 9, 1962 was taken under submission, and

2/ The studies on waich the proposals here immediately in issue axe
predicated were instituted following a request made in Petition
for Modification No. 29 in Case No. 5438, filed on May 12, 1961,
by California Trucking Associations, Inc. (now kmown as Califormia
Trucking Association). That petition has beemn superseded by the
above-mentioned Petition for Modification No. 30 which was also
filed by said Association. The lattexr petition, filed on
September 16, 1961, contemplates a general review of the minimum
rate structure for the transportation of fresh fruits and vege-
tables. For this reason said petition was scheduled for hearing
with the Order Setting Hearing dated October 9, 1962 for con-
sideration of the matters embraced by this opimion. By Decicion
No. 63122, dated January 16, 1962 and by Decision No. 66199,
dated October 22, 1963, both in Petition for Modification No. 30,
two successive interim increases in the rates named in Minimum
Rate Tariff No. 8 werc made, for the purpose of offsetting in-
creased operating costs experienced by the carriers of produce.
These adjustments were made pending the completion of the afore-
said comprehensive studies and hearings relative thereto.

-2-




C. 5438 Pet.qo GH

2/

Petition for Modification No. 30 was adjournmed to a date to be set.

An associate rate expert from the Commission's Transporta-
tion Division staff testified concerning the staff proposals foxr
modification of the provisions of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8. These
proposals were incorporated in Exhibit No. 30-13-A, which also in-
cluded a discussion of the background and reasons for the suggested
changes. The witness stated that, in the opinion of the staff, the
general review of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8 should be divided into
two parts: The first phase would include those rules of the tariff
which appeared to merit early attention; the second phase would
cover the rates, charges, and other rules., With respect to the
latter phase, the witness pointed out that it would be necessary
for the staff to observe one or more complete seasons in orxrder to
secure sufficient factual data for a proper evaluation of the current
minimu rates.

Evidence was also presented by California Trucking
Association, petitionexr in Petition for Modification No. 30 and an
interested party in the Order Setting Hearing. The Association's
director of research testified to the effect of the staff proposals
and to certain counter-proposals which he had developed.

Prior to the formulation of specific rule changes the
staff made a field study of the methods of marketing fresh fruits and
vegetables, TField trips were made to the Imperial, Salinas and San
Joaquin Valleys and to the San Diego, Los Angeles and San Francisco
Bay areas. Interested parties were contacted, including growers,
shippers, dealers, brokers, commission merchants and carriers.
Harvesting, packing and shipping procedures were observed in the

production areas. The sales, shipping, receiving and distribution

2] It is contemplated that adjourned hearings ip Petition fox
Modification No. 30 will be scheduled when the aforesaid over-all
studies of staff and of petitionmer are completed.
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xmethods employed were studied in the various market areas. Carriers
were interviewed regarding their practices and methods of trans-
porxting produce. All parties contacted were invited to comment on
those tariff provisions with which they were encountering difficulty.

The staff's field survey disclosed that curxent business
practices are such that it is often difficult and sometimes impossi-
ble to comply with the existing provisions of Minimum Rate Tariff
No. 8. The study showed that, with minor exceptions, every busipess
wethod or practice, including transportatiom, involving the com-
wodities in question is govermed by the highly perishable nature of
the products. Every transaction emphasizes the speed mecessary to
move the product from the point of growth to the processing plant or
the consumer's table.

It is this requirement for expeditious handling, that
creates, in many instances, the conflict between practice and tariff
rule. The study shows, for example, that most transactions for the
purchase, sale or tramsportation of produce are handled by telephone.
Consequeatly, it is seldom that shipping documentation requirements
¢an be accomplished in advance of shipment, as required by the
tariff, The rapidity with which orders, cancellations, diversions
and other instructions are effected make it almost impossible to
koow in advance where any movement of produce might originate or
terminate. The points of origin are not definite until the loading
is complete, and the points of destination are seldom certain until
the shipment is en route to the gemeral area of destination,

The revisions in Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8 which have been
suggested by the staff, the rate expert testified, are designed to
give recognition to, and are compatible with, current trade practices,
The more important of the staff proposals are hereipafter individually

discussed,
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Multiple Shipments

The minimum rate tariff currently provides for so-called
"split pickup" shipments, consisting of several component parts,
tendexed at one time, received on one day and transported under ome
shipping document from (a) one consignor at more than one point of
origin or (b) from more than onc consignor at one or more points of
origin. Similarly, the tariff provides for "split delivery" ship-
ments consisting of several compoment parts delivered to (2) one con-
signee at more than one point of destination or (b) more than one
consignee at one or more points of destination., The weight of both
types of shipments (oxr the weight on which charges are assessed)
nust be not less than 4,000 pounds, shipping documents for such ship-

ments must be issued in advance of movements, and split pickups and

split deliveries may not be combined in a single shipment. Should
split pickups and split deliveries be combined in a single shipping
document, the taxiff provides that each component shall be rated as a
separate shipmentig/

The staff witness drew attention to the practical diffi-
culties which arise in connection with the above-mentioned tariff
provisions. He pointed out that fresh fruits and vegetables axe
normally purchased from the producer prior to actual harvest., It is
seldom that the volume and quality of a particular crop can be
accurately predicted. Consequently, produce dealers rarely kmow in
advance the precise point of origin or the weight of any purchase.

In many instances it will be necessary to buy at several points
produce which originally had been expected to be purchased at a single
point, The buyer, comversely, cannot be sure of the quantity and
quality of a purchase until the produce is loaded on a truck and

ready to move,

37 The presently eLiective provisions governing sSplit pickup and
split delivery shipments are set forth in the definitions of
those terms in Item No. 1l and in the rules in Items Nos. 170
and 180 of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8.
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According to the witness, simllar circumstances prevail
with respect to the ultimate delivery of the load. When the dealer
koows precisely what he has purchased he will staxt o sell. Due
to the perishable nature cf the produce he cannot hold the txuck at
the poiat ox points of ovigin while the selling is 1n progress.
Therefore, the truck will proceed toward the gemeral areo in which
the produce is to be sold. When the truck reaches a precdeterminad
point the driver will telephone the dealer fox delivery instructions.
1f the load originated at two or moxe points or is to be delivered ai
several points, or both, each compodent part tust be rated 28 a
separatc shipment, since either the documentatiou requirements Lo

split pickup and for split delivery shipments have not been met, or

both split pickup and split delivéry are lovolved in a siagle trens-

action with the carvier. These cireumstances, the withess stated,
reduce the iawful application of the split pickup and split delivery
provisions in question to a relatively swmall numbexr of shipments,
The net result is reflected in higher transportationm costs to the
shipper and, assertedly, a reduction in total traffic to the carriexz,

Avother situation, bearing upon the alleged inadequacy of
the cbove-mentioned tariff provisioms, is that io which a dealer has
several less-than-truckload purchases located at various points,
disposition of which is possible at several other poimts. B3Because
of competitive market prices, the appiication of less-than-truckload
rates to the individual lots as separete shipments makes it difficult
to market such produce at a proiit. If the lots could be moved at
truckload rates, the witness stated, said lots would be sold and
trangporsed to the advantage of dealer and carrier alike,

In order that the pertinent provisions of Mirimum Rate
Tariff No. 8 might be made comsistent with current business practices

and the trapsportation requirements of the produce industry, the
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staff's witness presented a proposed '"multiple shipment” rule. This
provision would permit both nultiple pickups and multiple deliveries
on shipments of fresh fruits and vegetables weighing 10,000 pounds

or more, moving within a 48-hour period. The witness proposed also
revision of the documentation requirements of the tariff to permit
issuance of a shipping document within 48 hours of final delivery,
The same levels of accessorial charges as now apply for split pickups
and for split deliveries would be applicable under the proposed mul-
tiple shipment rule.

The proposed minimum shipwent of 10,000 pounds (as con-
trasted with minimum of 4,000 pounds contained in the present split
pickup and split delivery rules) was arbitrarily selected. Since
the proposed rule would liberalize the tariff, the witness was of
the opinion that the minimum size of shipment subject to the provision

should be increased to adequately compensate the carriers.

According to the staff's witness, the multiple shipment

rule would overlap almost entirely the current provisions relating to
split pickup and split delivexry shipments. He suggested, therefore,
that those provisions be canceled. Another rule, for "Shipments
Trxaosported in Multiple lLots™" (Item No. 185 of the tariff) the witness
proposed be retained, with some revision to fit the needs of the
industry. Under this rule, when a carriex is unable to pick up an
entire shipment of produce at ome time, the balance may, under certain
specified conditions, be picked up within two days. Investigation
revealed that this rule is not extensively used, but that the industry
desired that it be continued in effect.

The research director of Califormia Trucking Associationm,
testifying on behalf of that organization, drew attention to features

of the proposed multiple shipment zrule which, from the standpoint of
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the carriers, were objectionable. It would be possible under the
proposal, he s2id to take ten straight shipments, for example, and
coxbine them into ome shipment., The sexvice rendered by the carxier
would be exactly the same as 1£ handled as separate shipments, but

the carriers' revemue would be drastically reduced. Ib the example
cited by the directox the charges would be reduced from $107 under
present tariff provisious to §64.50 under the proposed rule, If the
Commission should decide that rule changes should be formulated and
established in advance of completion of gemeral cost amd rate studies,
the director asserted, a rule should be formulated which would provide
for a movement that would recalize savings to the carriers, which in
turn might be passed on to the shippers. 1In his opinion the staff
proposal would not accomplish this.

The director proposad, therefcre, a substitute rule, which,

to avoid confusion with the staff proposal, he desiznated a "Produce
Sexrvice Shipment" rule. As in the staff proposal, his rule would
permit multiple pickups and multiple deliveries, the entire movemeut
to de completed withim 48 hours, It also provided for the same
accessoxrial charges and for issuance of a shipping document within 48
hours after £inal delivery. Under the Association’s proposal, how-
aver, movement would be restricted to onme unit of equipment, mileage
rates oaly would be applied, the carrier being compensated for every
mile traveled in fransportizng the shipment, and a minimum weight of
40,000 pounds would be obscrvediﬁ This last requirement, the director
said, is xnecessary because the carrier is in effect furnishing the

cquipment for the exckusive use of the shipper, as multiple pickups

and deliveries are made.

4/ LT was the Assoclation's view, the director stated, that distance
rates should be specifically developed for the type of tramsporta-
tion hexe under comsideration, predicated on adequate cost studies.
The application of present caxload rates, with a minimum weight of
40,000 pounds, was suggested purely as an interim measure, pending

the Egmpletion of the staff's over-all review of the minimum rate
taxiftf,
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The Association, the director testified, was of the opin-
ion that the present split pickup and split delivery rules should be

retained, and not cancelled, as proposed by the staff, )
Consolidation of Shipments at 4
Carriers' Esteblished Depots

On movement out of production areas most fruits and vege=
tables, the record indicates, are accumulated at the various produce
markets located in the major cities of the State. From these markets
distribution to commercial chasnels is made. Commission mexrchants
noxmally provide free delivery service for purchases within certain
limits, and where out-of-town consignments are inovolved it is cus-
tomary for the merchant to deliver the lot to the carrier's dock for
transportation to the out-of-town buyer. Frequently a single buyex
will arramge for several lots from various merchants to be delivered
on one day to a single carrier's dock for shipment. Each such lot
of produce is inspected at the dock by the purchaser or his agent to
determine whether or not it is onme that was actually purchased.

Uoder present tariff rules each such lot constitutes a
separate shipment and must be rated accoxrdingly. This requirement,
the staff witness testified, has caused considerable hardship,
particularly for those buyers who deal in commodities that generally
Tove in small quantities. Some shippers, im order to effect consoli-
dation of their purchases into a single large shipment, will arrange
for delivery of the procuce from the market to a ceptral point,
After all the lots have been assembled the purchaser will call the
carrier to make the pick up of the property as a single tender,

This practice, he said, results in added costs to both shipper and
carrier.

In order to accord some relief to shippers in these circum-
stances, the staff proposes that a provision be imcorporated in the
minimum rate tariff (inm Item No. 50), which would permit the cop-

solidation, at a carrier's established depot, of component parts of
’ peL, P
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a single shipment of produce, subject to certain conditions. The
entire shipment would be tendered to the carrier during the calendar
day om which the first component part is delivered to the carrier's
depot; written shipping instructions would be furnished the carrier
on that same calendar day; the aggregate weight of the composite
shipment (or the weight on which transportation charges are assessed)
would be not less than 4,000 pounds; and such shipment would not be
subject to the rate deductions provided elsewhere in the tariff for
shipments which are tendered to a carrier at its depot.

The minimum weight of 4,000 pounds, the rate expert stated,
was arbitrarily selected. The carrier would be furnishing storage
space during the day and there should be at least 4,000 pounds in a
shipment to make it worth the carrier's while, This level, he felt,
would be proper, since the individual lots would generally be of
swall size, In general, it was his view that the proposed rule would
not result in higher operating costs to the carriers than prevail
under existing provisions and that it might attract business for them.

The Association's research director, testifying with
respect to this proposal, was of the opinion that, if the Commission
concludes to adopt a comsolidation rule, the minimum weight of the
consolidated shipment should be 10,000 pounds, It would be to the
shipper's advantage he said, to hold the shipment on the carrier's
dock until he had accumulated the greatest emount of weight, and not
to release the property to the carxrier until the very latest moment
to make the market or the delivery schedule. It is not economically
practicable, he said, for carriers to hold equipment or to make
available a new unit of equipment for 4,000 pounds., A weight of
10,000 pounds, he indicated, would come somewhat closer to providing

an economical load for a semitrailer, or a so-called '"bobtail" truck,
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Computation of Distances

Item No. 110 of the tariff contains some rxather involved
provisions for the computation of distances for split pickup and split
delivery shipments from ox to a zome or territory having a mileage
basing point., The rate expert found during field study that these
provisions are generally misunderstood and misapplied by shippers
and carriers. He proposed that these provisions be cancelled from
the tariff, and, to accommodate the new multiple shipment rule, he
suggested that Item No. 110 be amended to provide that distances,
for determination of rates applicable to such shipments, be computed
by adding three constructive miles for each pickup to the mileage from
the orxigin mileage base point, and a corresponding addition to the
mileage to the destimation base point when multiple deliveries are
involved,

The figure of three miles was selected arbitrarily, but is
the same as the smallest distance rate block in the tariff, The
witness considered the proposed basis to be a reasonable replacement
for the complicated provisions now in effect., The rxesearch director
testified that the Association was opposed to the use of an arbitrary
figure, such as suggested by the staff witness, While strongly
endorsing the proposed cancellation of the above-mentioned provisions

for computation of split shipments, the Association recommended that

distangg Lates ID Eﬁhnéetion with such shipments be determined by
the comstructive mileage from point of origin to point of destina-

tion which produces the shortest distance via all the points of

origin or of destination involved.
Application of Tariff-Commodities

Item No. 40 of Minimum Rate Taxiff No, 8 provides that the

rates in the tariff apply to transportation of fresh or green fruitss/
and vegetables (not cold pack or frozen), including fresh mushrooms,”™

3/ Certain exceptions to these broad descriptions are also set forth
in the item.,

-11~
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Items Nos., 40 and 41 of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 exempt from the
application of rates in that tariff the sawme commodities. Questions
have arisen frow time to time as to what constitutes fresh fruits and
vegetables and which of the two tariffs names the applicable rates.
Questions have been asked, for example, whether sliced apples and
cucumbers and cherries in brine, are subject to Minimum Rate Tariff
No. 8 or Minimum Rate Taxiff No., 2, or are exempt £xrom both, The cost
atd rate studies upon which the former tariff is based, the staff wit-
ress pointed out, related te unprocessed fxesh fruits and vegetables.
The witness proposed that Item No., 40 be amended to clarify its
application in this respect.

The queéticn has been presented as to whether dates are
fresh fruit or dried fruit. It was found in the field survey that
the relative levels of the rates currently determine whether the
comnodity is shipped as fresh dates or as dried dates. The staff
witness testified that, depending upon various factors, dates may be
hydrated or dehydrated. In oxder to arrive at the desired condition
for shipment moisture may be added to or extracted from the dates.
According to the staff studies, dates which have been treated only to
the extent of modifying their moisture content are marketed as fresh
dates, The staff proposes, therefore, that specific reference to
dates be made in the description of commodities for which rates are
provided in Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8.

The proposed clarifications in Item No, 40 would be accom~
plished by adding to the description of fresh fruits the words "in
their matural form including dates, fresh" and to the vegetable
description the words "in their natural form.” The staff also pro-

poses the inclusion of a definition reading:

-12-
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"IN THEIR NATURAL FORM means in the original form
at the time of harvest, not further processed for human
consumption other than topping,trimming, washing, coloring,
fumigating, or such processing whlch does not alter the
natural shape or form of the commodity. This definition
does wot include siicicg, pitting, peelinﬁ, shredding, or
pickling in a preservative such as brine,

The Association's view was that dates, regardless of theix
condition, should be included either in one tariff or the other, not
in both., This, the director said, would climinate the above-mentioned
practices and would clarify the application of the tariffs with
respeect to the commodity in question, To amend the fruit euntry in
Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8 by adding reference to "fresh" dates, in
his opinion would not accomplish the desired result, This witness
also believed that the last sentence in the proposed definition of
the expression '"In their natural form" would do more to mislead and
to confuse than to clarify, He suggested that if the Commission
decided to include such a definition the sentence in question be
omitted.

In comnection with the proposed clarification of the fruit
and vegetable tariff with respect to commodities embraced, the staff
proposes a corresponding amendment of Item No, 40 of Mimimum Rate
Tariff No. 2 to clarify the exclusions therefrom of commodities for
which rates are provided in Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8. The research

director suggested certain modifications in the propecsed language.
Exemptions

Among other exemptions set forth in the aforesaid Item
No. 40 of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8 is a provision to the effect

that the rates in that tariff do not apply to the transportation of
citrus fruits when the point of destination is within the Los Angeles

Drayage Area, as described in Minimum Rate Tariff No. 5; nor to the

empty containers used or shipped out for use in conmection with such

transportation. This exclusion, the record shows, was originally

-13-
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placed in the tariff effective July 1, 1941, pursuant to Decision
No. 34263 (not reported) in Case No. 4293, The exemption was
initially established for transportation toe the Los Angeles Citrus
Auction Market, based upon information that movements to the Auction
Market were the same as transportation to cammeries and packing and
processing plants, fér which rates had not been established, and
should receive like treatment. Subsequently representations were
made to the Commission that the Citrus Auction Market was a private
facility of the Califormia Fruit Growers Exchange, and that the
exemption of shipments destimed to that facility had resulted in
discrimivation against shippers and carriers serving other wholesale
markets., By Decision No. 34486, dated August 18, 1941 (43CRC703) the
exemption in question was broadened to apply to citrus fruit

transporsed to aay point in the Los Angeles Drayage Area.

The »2cord discloses that the Los Angeles Auction Market, ///

for which the exemption was originally established, is ne longer in
operation. Minimum rates for the tramsportation of citrus fruits
apply to a2ll points in the State to the same extent and subject to
the same limitations as do minimum rates on orher fresh fruits and
vegetobles, except when the point of destinaticn is within the

Los Angeles Drayage Area.

The staff witness recommended that, in view of thé above-
described change in circumstances, the exemption on citrus fruits
destined to the Los Angeles Drayage Area be removed from the tariff,
and that the minimum rates be made applicable to such transportation.
In support of this position, he quoted from Decision No. 34486, above,
in which the Commission, in broadening the original exemption to
Include destinations in the entire Los Angeles Drayage Axea, made

the following statcment:
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"It should be understood that this course is taken solely
foxr the purpose of removing discrimimation pending the receipt
of further testimony and that the rates with the necessary
modificatiorns if any axe to be restored at oo early date."

The witness expected that the question of revision of minimum rates
on citrus fruit would be explored thoroughly im the second phase of
the gemeral xeview of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8. Meanwhile he saw ro
reason for continuing longer the advantage over other receiving areas

enjoyed by movements of citrus fruits to the Los Angeles Drayage Area

by reason of the exemption here under comsideration.

California Trucking Association supported the staff recom-
zendation. In his closing statement the representative of Sumkist
Growexs, Inc. polnted out that inm response to requests for comment
by the industxy on the draft of the proposed staff exhibit, distri-
tuted on June 27, 1962, Sumkist had written to the Commission om
August 16, 1962 setting forth its views relative to the proposed
cancellation of the citrus exemption, In its letter Sunkist recom-
mended that a much more thorough investigation be made with respect
to the exemption and its effect on all those concexrmed with citrus,
from the grower to the ultimate comsuwmer, before taking anmy action
on the proposal. The representative pointed out that no further
iovestigation into the effects of the proposed cancellation has been
xade, and he reiterated, for the record in these proceedings, the
request for such investigation before taking any steps toward can-
cellation of the exemption.

Temperature Control Service

Rules and charges for icing and mechanical refrigeration
are set forth in Items Nos, 155 and 157, respectively,of Minimum
Rate Tariff No, 8. The staff field investigation disclosed that the
preponderance of refrigeration service accorded to produce shipments
ic now accouwplished by mechanical means. Ice is still used, but its

principal 2pplication is for those commodities which rxequire moisture.
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The provisions relating to mechanical rcfrigeration were
first published in this tariff effective July 12, 1958, pursuant to
Decision No. 55770, in Case No. 5438, and were made uriform with
corresponding provisions of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 which were ther
in effect. The additional charges for such refrigeration were
stated in cents per 100 pounds and varied with the length of havl.
Effective January 28, 1961, pursuant to Decision No. 61177, the
rules and charges published in Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 for refriger-
ation service were replaced by rules and rates governing shipments
accorded Temperature Control Service., The new rates were set forth
in convexsion tables in which the rates for shipments transported
uader temperature control sexvice were directly related to the cor-
responding rates for the same movements where such service was mot
furnished. Thus the rates for Chilled Temperature Control Service
and for Frozen Temperature Control Service were approximately 5 and
10 percent higher, respectively, than the corresponding xegular
rates.

The staff witness proposed that the current provisions of
Mininum Rate Tariff No. § relating to mechanical and icing refriger-
ation be cancelled and in their stead rates for Chilled Temperature
Control Service the same as those currently provided in Minimum Rate
Taxiff No. 2 be adopted with appropriate rules for Mivimum Rate
Tariff No. 8. In making this suggestion the staff witmess expressed
the opinion that the service rerdered and the operating costs in-

volved in conmection with the furnishing of temperature control

sexrvice are substantially the same for fyesh fTuits and végétdhles

ae for gemeral commodities. He had made no study, howevexr, to

determine whether such is a fact. The witmess also suggested con-
current canccllation of the definitions of bunker and vehicle icing

presently stated in Items Nos., 10 and 11, and the publication in lieu
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thereof of a definmition of Temperature Control Service.

The staff proposal was opposed by the Association, The
rescarch director testificd that the circumstances that determined
the above-stated relationships, as sct foxth in the conversion tables
in Mipimun Rate Taxiff No. 2 would not be valid for the movement of
produce transported under the rates in Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8.~
While the Association favored the format of the proposed tariff item,
the percentage relationships reflected therein were not propex.
Several membex carriers had made checks of their freight bills to
deternine the cffect of the proposed temperature comtrol charges.

For the carxiers rcporting, the director said, the total rcductlon
in refrigeration revenues would emount to $20,000 per month, if the
present refrigeration provisions were replaced by those proposed by
the staff. It is the position of the Association, accoxdiagly, that
present provisions should be retained, pending thc outcome of proper
studies of the problem, in the second part of the general review of
Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8.

The director did suggest, however, certain modifications
in the definition of bunker icimg and in the present rules in Item
No. 155 governing the furnmishing of refrigeration sexvice. These
changes would be in the nature of clarification..

Routes

Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8§ names point-to-point rates between
Los Apgeles Territory and Sarn Framcisco Territory. Thesec rates are
intexmediate in application via certain routes, specified in Item

No. 700 of the tariff. During the staff field study it was found

b6/ The director pointed out that the above~mentioned percentage
relationships of 5 and 10 percent were developed by a careful
analysis of the charges per hundredweight, which were indicated
by the cost per hundredweight as related to the average revenues
per hundredweight for traffic subject to Minimum Rate Tariff
No. 2, The produce tariff, he said, does not provide line-haul
revenues, mile per mile, per hundredweight, or onm any other basis,

which are ccmparable to the revenues generally provided under
Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2.

-17-
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that the areas along State Highway 126 in the vicinity of Santa
Paula and Fillmore are importamt production arcas for citrus fruits.
While State Highway 118, which parallels State Highway 126 through
Saticoy and Moorpark to the south, is included in the routcs spee-
ified in Item No. 700, the lattex route is not so imcluded, This
omission, the rate expert stated, deprives the shippers of citrus
and other fruits and vegetables along State Highway 126 of the
benefit of the aforesaid point-to-point rates. It is the staff's
recommendation that State Highway 126 be added to Route 4 in Item
Ne. 700, to correct this deficiency.

The Association opposed the staff's recommendation, It is
the position of that organization, the reseaxch director testified,
that there is 2o justification for maintaining any point-to=-point
vates in Mipimur Rate Taxiff No, 8. The volume of produce moving
between San Franmcisco and Los Angeles, he said, is not at all com-

parable to the volume of traffic tramsported between those points

under Minimum Rete Tariff No., 2, which lattex tarifg set the pattern

for the point-to-point rates in the produce tariff.” To add another
route to Mipimum Rate Tariff No, 8 would, in his opinionm, serxve to
perpetuate and fortify an improper tariff adjustment. He urged,
therefore, that the Commission await the outcome of the further
general studies before adding apny routes to the tariff.

Miscellaneous Provisions

The staff witness suggested several additional minor
changes in the provisions of Minimum Rate Taxriff No., 8, either fox
clarification or made necessary if the proposed rule changes herein-
above described should be adopted. These matters included cancella-

tion of various definmitions and the addition of others (Items Nos.

77 With one minox exception in the produce tariii, Che Sapo Francisco-
=  Los Angeles class rates in M.R.T. No. 2 and produce rates in
M.R.T. No. 8 are the same as the corresponding distance rates
for the 325-350 mile block.

-18-
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10 and 11), modificatior of provisions relating to determination of
weights (Item No. 60), alternmative application of common carrier
rates (Items Nos. 210, 230, 240 and 250), and revision of documenta-
tion requirements (Items Nos. 255 and 800).

These proposals need not be individually described except
to mention that the staff proposes that, in additionm to requiring
the imsuvance of a shipping document, carriers shall be required to

issue a freight bill for each shipment transported, Under the pro=-

posal a single combined shipping document and freight bill might be

issued provided that all the information required of each were
included on the single document. It is proposed also to make such
changes in the information now required to be shown on the shipping
document as are necessitated by the proposed multiple shipment rule.
Additionally the staff suggests that Item No., 8§00, in which is set
forth a form of shipping document which purports to satisfy the
present requirements of Item No. 255, be cancelled,

Minimun Charge

California Trucking Association, in addition to the counter-
proposals hereinbefore mentioned, proposed that certain of the mini-
mum charges provided in Item No, 160 of Mipnimum Rate Tariff No, 8 be
increased. The charges in question are those applicable when the
constructive distance from point of origin to destipatiom is not
over 150 miles, At the time of hearing these charges ranged from
69 cents for shipments weighing 25 pounds or less to 135 cents for
shipments weighing over 100 pounds. By Decision No. 66199, dated
October 22, 1963 these charges have since been imcreased to levels
ranging from 74 cents to 145 cemts. The Association proposed that
sald charges be increased to the basis applicable when the con-
structive distance exceeds 150 miles. At that time this basis was

for 100 pounds at the commodity rate applicable thereto but pot less
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than $1.55. The figure of $1.55 has since been imcreased, by the
aforcsaid Decision No. 66199 to $1.65.§/

The prasent minimum charges in the fruit and vegetable
tariff, the director pointed out, are substantially below those ip
effect in the Commission's other minimm rate tariffs, and were not
predicated on cost studies. Gift fruit packs assertedly move in
large volume under these low minimum charges. While 1o cost data
bearing on the charges are available at the present time, the director
was of the opinion that rhe Commission could take official motice of
the marked descrepancies between the levels of the minimum charges
in question and comparable charges in other minimum rate tariffs, as
a basis for increasing the former to a more compensatory level.

Positions of the Partics

At the December 18, 1962 hearing, the representative of
California Farm Burecau Federation moved that the phase of Case
Yo. 5438 embraced by Order Setting Hearing dated October 9, 1962 be
not taken under submission until all the evidence relative to the
general review of the rates, rules and regulations in Minimum Rate
Tariff No. 8 had been received and that disposition then be wade of
the entive subject in a single decision. He arxguecd that it was im-
nossible for his orgamization to take a position with respect to the
staff proposals uotil the rate effect, in the light of such changes
iz the transportation rates and charges as night be made following
the second phase of the review, should be known.

The foregoing motion was supported by counmsel for Califorxnia
Trucking Association and by representatives of Westexm Growers

Association, Sunkist Growers, Inc., and Califormia Grape and Trece

87 As nereimbelore mentioned, Dy Decision No. 60199 the rates and
charges ip Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8 were geverally increased to
offset ivcreases in operating: costs.

-
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9/
Fruit League.  Following the Los Angeles hearing of January 24,1963,

the Commission denied the motion. At the request of California
Trucking Association an additional hearing was scheduled to emable

the parties to further examine the staff witness and to introduce
additional evidence on their own behalf, At that hearing on Jume 25,
1963 such cvidence was introduced on behalf of the carriers' oxganiza-
tion through their reseaxch dixector. No other parties presented
evidence relative to the staff proposals.

The positions of the varicus parties with respect to
partlcular proposals have been hereinbefore stated. As previously
stated, the phase euwbxaced by the Order Setting Hearing was taken
under submission at the close of the final cession,

Discussion, Findings and Conclusions

The record is clear that certain of the requirxements of
Minimum Rate Tariff No, 8 do not comport with the exigencies of the
nroduce industry, and that some revision in the rules provided in
sald tariff is pecessary in order to meet the practicalities attend-
ant upod the harvesting, transportation and marketing of fresh fruilts
2nd vegetables. The recoxrd is persuasive, moreover, that such
revision of the rules governing the minimum rates should not wait upon
any revision of the rates themselves which may issue eventually from
the second part of the genmeral review.

The aultiple shipment rule advanced by the staff, coupled
with the suggested change in the documentation requirements to permit
the issuance of a shipping document within 48 hours of the final
delivery, would be of considerable bevefit to produce shippers. At
the same time, however, by permitting the consolidation of a number
of less than carload shipments into a single large shipment, there

would be a substantial reduction in revenue to the carriers by reasca

of the lowexr rate assessed, with no reduction in operating costs,

The rule suggested by the Association as a counterproposal would

compensate the carriers, mile for mile, for the services performed,

2/ The motion was initially also supported by the representative of
= Calavo Growers of Califormia. However, at a subsequent hearing he
withdrew that suppoxt. -21~
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and is accordingly desirable from their standpoint. We are of the
opinion that the rule proposed by the Association, with certain
zodifications, should be adopted. The rule should apply ip compection
both with distance rates and with point-to-point rates. The suggested
winimum weight of 40,000 pounds does not appear justificd. A minimum
weight of 24,000 pownds, the lowest in the taxiff for carload ship-
ments, appears recsomnable, In order to aveid confusion with the
designatior "Shipments Transported in Multiple Lots', for which pro-
visions are set forth jin Item No. 185, the new multiple shipment rule
nay propexly be designated as one for "Produce Service Shipments".

Closely xelated to the question of provisions for nmultiple
shipments are the proposed changes in the rule for computation of
distances (Item No, 110)., The witnesses agreed that the cowplicuted
provisions in Notes 1 aud 2 of the ltem, relating to split pickup ox
split delivery shipments having one or more pointe of crigin or of
destination within zones or territories for which mileage basing
points are prescribed, should be cancelled. With this we are in
accord, sinece great difliculcy has been experienced in their applica-
tion, We are of the opinion, however, that the Association's
proposal that, in such instances, the shortest comstructive distances
via all points of origin and all points of destinationm shall epply,
is not justifiesd., The staff proposal that where multiple (or split)
pickups ox delivexies are involved in zones or terxxitories, three
constructive miles should be added to the distance from or to the
nmileage base point for each pickup or delivery, appears reasonable
and should be adopted. This should apply alike to split pickup,

split delivery and produce service shipments,

As 2 part of his proposal to establish a multiple shipment
rule, the staff witness suggested cancellation of the present split
pickup and split delivery rules on the theory that there would no

longer be much use for the latter. The Association's director

22w
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testified, however, that such cancellation would, in maeny instances,
result in higher charges to the shipper. This manifestly is so,
since the total weight of 2 spiit pickup or of a split delivery ship-
went may be as low as 4,000 pounds, whereas under the staff multiple
shipment rule the required weight would at least amount to 10,000
pounds. The necessity of retaining the split pickup and split
delivery rules is even more evident in view of the multiple shipment
or produce service shipment rule herein found reasonmable, with its
ninimm weight requirement of 24,000 pounds.

Adoption of the proposed rule permitting consolidation of
shipments at carricrs' depots also will comstitute a step towaxd
modernization of the minimum rate tariff in the light of produce
marketing practices. The reasons given by the Assoclation's directex
for observing a minimum weight of 10,000 pounds, rather than 4,000
pounds, in conmection with such shipuwents arc persuasive, The adop-
tion of the proposed rule, with this modification, will be reasonable.

The staff proposals for Item No. 40 (Application of Tariff-
Cozmodities) are in the nature of clarification., The suggested
addition of the words 'im their natural form" to the descriptions of
fresh or green fruits and vegetables necessitated the formulation of
a definition of the expression., The main sentence in the proposed
definition as hereinabove set forth, makes it clear, we believe, how
far the produce may be advanced in its preparation for the conammer
and remain subject to the provisions of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8.

It does not appear necessary, therefore, to include the second
sentence containing a list of operetions, the performance of which
removes the commodity from “'its matural form'. The inclusion of
such a list will raise questions as to the effect of still otherx

processes which are pbot specified,

~23-
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The further amendment of the description of fresh or green
fruits by adding thereto the words "including dates, fresh” zalso
appears proper. The view of the Association that all dates, whether
fresh or other than fresh, should be included in ome tarxiff, either
Minjmum Rate Tariff No. 2 or Minimum Rate Taxiff No., 8, is not per-
suasive. The latter tariff is specifically designed for fresh pro-
duce only. Whether a particular shipment of dates is properly
described &s fresh or other thanm fresh is a question of fact, and
such determination should be made, presumably by referemce to stand-
ards of moilsture content, without reference to particular tariff
situations such as the circumstance that the rates for a perticular
movemezt may be lower for dried dates than for fresh dates or that
there may be no published single factor joint rates on fresh dates
for movement over two Or more common carrxiers involved in the trans-
portation.

In view of the foregoing, the commodity descriptions in
Item No. 40 should be amended as proposed by the staff and the defin-
ition of "im theix matural form'" should be included, owitting,
however, the second sentence proposed for the latter. The corxes-
pondirg clarification of the same entries in Item No, 40 of Minimum
Rate Taxiff No. 2, as also suggested by the staff, should be adopted
iz part. Certain of the suggested wording might be construed to
make the class rates applicable to all exempt movements named in
Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8, and thexefore should not be adopted.

The staff proposal to cancel from Item No. 40 of Minimum
Rate Tariff No. 8 the provision to the effect that the xates Iin the
cariff do pot apply to citrus fruit destimed to points in the Los
Angeles Drayage Arca would have the effect of establishing minimum
rates for the movements In question, on the level of the mircimum

rates, principally distance rates, applicable to fresh fruits and

2=
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10/
vegetables, ~ presently maintained in the tariff. In view of the

fact that the circumstances which resulted in the establishment of
the execmption on movements tc the Los Angeles Citrus Auction Market
po longer pertain, and since it was the intent, in broadening the
exemption to apply to the entire Los Angeles Drayage Arxea, to restore
the zirvimum xates at equitable levels as soon as practicable, the
cancellation proposal appears to have merit. The plan is further
given support by the fact that the rates in Minimum Rate Tariff{ No, 8
apply presently to shipments of all kinds of fresh fruits and vege-
takles, including citrus fruit, destimed to all market areas of the

tate other than the Los Angeles market area. Moreover, said rates
presently apply on shipments of all kinds of fresh fruits and vege-
tables, except citrus fruits, when the destination point is in the
Los Angeles market arca. There appears no valid reasonm for thus
according special treatment to movements into said area.

it is to be remembered, however, that the exemption in

question has been in cffect for 21 years, during which time it may
well be that trade practices have grown up, based upon levels of
traasportation rates to the Los Angeles Drayage Area, which would be
scriously disrupted by adoption of the proposal without further study.
The recerd shows that the staff has made no study of the movement

and marketing of citxus, as such, anywhere in the State, but only as
such functions comstitute a part of the distribution of fresh fruits
and vegetables in general. We axe therefore of the opinion that a
more thorough study of the problem is indicated, that such study

should be included in the second part of the aforesaid general review,

10/ Wath the exception of certain rates published to docks, wharves
and railheads for movements in interstate or foreign commerce and
certain rates applicable within the San Francisco and East Bay
drayage zouves, the rates provided in Minimum Rate Taxriff No, 8
for shipments of citrus fruits are those provided for fresh
fruits and vegetables of all kinds,
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and that on the basis of this record the proposed cancellation is not
Justified.

The staff proposal to cancel the present charges and rules
relating to refrigeration services and to substitute therefor a
system of rates and rules for ''temperature control sexvice’, of the
character and scheme curxently set forth in Minimum Rate Tariff
No. 2, is a commendable step toward the modermization of the produce
tariff, The evidence adduced through the Association's research
director, however, is pexsuasive that the proposed 105 percent
relationship of rates including '"chilled temperature control sexvice'
to rates which do not include such sexrvice has not been satisfactorily
established as the proper relatiomship to be used in the produce
tariff. A specific study should be made to determine what percentage
relationship of the respective sets of rates will, on the average,
return to the carriers the costs of providing the temperature control
service. Such a study should be included in the second phase of the
gencral review of the tariff provisions. Accordingly, the present
provisions, including definitions,ll/ relating to refxigeration
service should be retained pending the outcome of the aforesaid

sudy.

We turn now to the staff proposal that a route through
Santa Paula and Fillmoxe be added to the xoutes over which the point~
to~-point xates between San Francisco and Los Angeles texxitories
apply. As hercinbefore noted, the Association's objection to this
proposal is based on the contention that no point-to-point xates
whatsoever, between the territories in question, should be provided

in the fruit and vegetable tariff. The validity of such position

II7 The research director suggested a clarilication of che defin-
ition of "bunker icing" to specifically state that such icing
service does mot include the furmishing of mechanical means for
distributing the cool air, The proposal appears reasonable and
should be adopted.
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obviously has not been established on this record, and there is no
assurxance at this time that it will be given effect through can-
cellation of said point-to-point rates at a future date. Meanwhile,
it appears that the citrus growers along State Highway 126 are being
discriminated against, since the point-to-point rates are not avail-
able to them, whercas said rates are enjoyed by competing growers
located a short distance to the south along State Highway 118. As
compared wita the latter route, the proposed route over State Highway
126 is reasonably dixect. We are of the opinion that the proposed
route addition is reasonable and should be adopted,

The proposed requirement for a '"freight bill" and the sug-
gested modifications of present shipping documentation requirements
to meet the new multiple shipment rule are reasonable, with the
further modification made necessary by the adoption of the term
"produce service shipment’ for such rule, Certain other minor modi-
fications, which need not be elaborated, also appear proper. It
does not appear desirable, however, to adopt the staff suggestion
that the form of shipping document provided in Item No. 800 be can-
celled. In all of its minimum rate tariffs the Commission has for
many years published forms of shipping documents, as an indication
to the carriers of what is considered by the Commission to be a
suitable and proper form. We see no valid reasom for changing this
long=cstablished practice. The form should be retained.

As to the remaining tariff changes, of a minor pature,
proposed by the staff, these have been considered and will be adopted
or disallowed as indicated in the attached tariff pages. Detailed

12/
discussion is Dot necessary.

12/ Amovng others, the statf proposed toO designate the Golden Gate
Produce Terminal, located at South San Francisco, as a single
market area in Item No., 290 of the tariff. This adjustwent has
been made, effective November 23, 1963, by Decision No. 66124,
pursuant to Petition for Modification No, 36, filed by
Califormia Truckipng Association on December 19, 1962.

-27-
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With respect to the Association's proposal to increase the
minimum charges for perishables tramsported 150 miles or less, it is
true that the charges in question are considerably lower than cor-

13/
responding charges in other minimum tariffs.”  However, there

appears to be 1o basis on this record for eliminating the so-called
"grasshopper” scale of charges. By what amounts, if any, these
charges should be increased beyond the levels to which they were
raised effective October 22, 1963, is a mattexr for specific study,
which we believe should be made a part of the second phase of the
general study.

Upon careful comsideration of all the facts and circum-
stances of record the Commission finds:

1. Revision in the provisions of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8 as
indicated in the revised tariff pages attached hereto should be
adopted,

2. 7The minimum rates, rules and regulations so established are
the just, reasonable and nondisceriminatory minimum rates, rules and
regulations for the transportation governmed thereby.

3. Increases resulting from said revision are justified and
arc necessary to assure the public the maintenance of adequate and
dependable service by the carriers affected,

4. The amendment of the commodity descriptions for fresh fruits
and fresh vegetables in Items Nos. 40 and 41 of Minimum Rate Tariff
No. 2 proposed by the staff, as modified by California Trucking
Association, and to be made concurrently effective with the changes
to be made in Minimum Rate Tariff Ne. 8 by the order which follows,

are justified,

A3/ LT 1s to be observed that there is N6 uniformity among the various

minimun rate tariffs as to the levels of their respective mini-
mum charges.
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In order to avoid duplication of tariff distribution Mini-

mum Rate Tariff No. 2 will be amended by separate oxder.

IT IS ORDERED that:

1. Minimum Rate Tariff No. 8 (Appendix "C" to Decision

No. 33977, as amended) is further amended by incorxporating thercin, ///

to become effective February 15, 1964, the revised pages attached
hereto aud listed in the Appendix also attached hereto, which
revised pages and appendix by this reference zre made a part hereof.

2. Tariif publications required to be made by coumon caxriers
as a result of the ordexr herein may be madec effective not earlier
than the tenth day after the effective date of this order on not less
than ten days' notice to the Commission and to the public and such
tariff publications shall be made effective not later than February
15, 1964; and the tariff publications which are authorized but not
required to be wmade by common carriers as a result of the orxder
herein may be made effective not earlier than the tenth day after
the effective date of this order, and may be made cffective om not
less than ten days' notice to the Commission and to the public if
filed rot later than sixty days after the effective date of the
ninimum rate tariff pages incoxrporated in this ozxder.

3. Common carxriers in establishing and maintaining the rates,
rules and regulations authorized hereinabove, are authorized to
depart from the provisions of Section 460 of the Public Utilities
Code to the extent necessary to adjust long~ and short-haul depexr-
tures now maintained und2r outstanding authorizations; such outstand-
ing authorizations are hexchy modified only to the extent necessary

to comply with this oxder; and schedules containing the rates, rules

-29-
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and regulations published under this authority shall make reference
to the prior orders authorizing long- and short-haul departures and
to this oxrder,
4. That phase of Case No. 5438 embraced by the Commission's
Order Setting Hearing dated October 9, 1962 is discontinued,
The effective date of this order shall be twenty days
after the date hereof.
; Dated at Sull K¥LRCISCO , California, this

/7775 day of wrnvARY

Tirid B it

CoumissiOhers

CONLL IBLCHUD NAILAMN Me SenLeli, b
nccvssarily uwbsent, did aet purticipate
in tho disposition of this procooding.
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Appendix to Decision No. _ 66586

List of Revised Pages to Minlmum Rate Tariff No. 8
Authorized by Sald Decision

Tenta Revised Page Y

Sixth Revised Page 5

Fourth Revised Page 7
Twenty-fourth Revised Page 8
Original Page 8-A

Seventh Revised Page 9
Ninth Revised Page 12

Tenth Revised Page 13
Thirteenth Revised Page 14+

Criginal Page 15-A

Eleventh Revised Page 16

First Revised Page 16~-A
Eleventh Revised Page 21
Original Page 21-A
Fifth Revised Page 44
Third Revised Page %6




Tenth Revised Page .... %
Cancels .
Tinth Revisod Page ee.. & MINIMUM RATS TARIFF 0. 8

Item SECTION X0. 1 ~ RULES AUD REGULATIONS
0. OF GEIBERAL APPLICATION

DEFINITION OF TEC:IINICAL TERMS
(Items os. 10 amd 11)

#(a) BUTKER ICI.G means placing ice ia bunkers or camd
partments 4in carrierts equipment,separate or amart Zrom the
cargo area taereof,*but nothinciudt%g the prgviding Sfi‘wa
ReSAdREG L, BEERE SR At RN UEARA “aRy ROtoE Erdck ToF *®
other self-propelled highway vehilcle, traller, semi-
trajiler, or any combination of suech highway vehicles,
operateé by tae corrier.

(¢) COMMON CARRIER RATE means any intrastate rate
or rates of any common ¢arrier or common carriers, as
defined in the Public Utilities Act, lawfully on file
with the Commission and in effect at time of shipment;
any interstate or foreign rate or rates of any common
carrier railroad or railroads arplying between points
in California dy an interstate or foreign route, law-
fully in effect at time of shipment; also any interstate
or foreign rate or rates of any common carrier or comxon
carriers, as defined ia the Public Utilities hLet, apply-
ing between points in California and in effect at tiwe
of saipment and covering transportation exempt from
rate regulation of tne Interstate Commerce Commission:
uader Section 203(b)(6) or Section 203(b)(8) of Part 11
of \tae . Interstate Commerce Act. = .o

»

%(d) COMPONENT PART means any part of a shipment
separately received by the carrier whether or not sueh
part is senarately delivered by the carrier; and any
part of a shivment separately delivered by the carrler
whetlher or not such part is separately received by the
carrier.

(e) CONTAINER ICIIG meons placing ice within the
packa%e with the fruit or vegetable s:i:lpped.

fg DISTANCE TABLE means Distance Table lo. .

(g) DEBTOR means the person obligated to vay the
frelght charges to the carrier, waether comsignor,
consignee, or other party.

(h) ESTABLISIED DZPOT means a freight terminal
owned or leased and maintained by a carrier for the
receipt and delivery of shipments.

(4) IIDEPEIDIST-CONTRACTOR SUBLAULER means any
carrier who renders service for a principal carrier,
for a swecified recomnense, for a specified result,
under the control of thae »rincipal as to tae result of
the work only and not as to the means by wailen such re-
sult 1s accomnlished.

(j) PICKUP ASD DELIVIRY CUARGE means the full
cherge applicable without the deduction authorized by
Item o. 120.
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(k) PCINT OF DESTIVATION means the precise location
at whilch nroperty is tendered for paysical delivery into
the custody of the consignee or iils agent. (See 2lso
Iten o, 120, paragraph 2.)

(L) POIUT OF ORIGIN means tie precise location at
valich property is physically delivered by the conslgror
r nls agent into the custody of the carrier for trans-
portation; excent that 2ll locations within a single
olant or shipping area of one consigror, and 2ll loca-
tions vithin a radius of 100 yards from a single point,
vithin a single field vill be considered as one noint of
origin. *A single vlant or shipping area shall include
only contiguous pronerty wiich siall not bhe deemed
separate if intersected only hy a public strect or
taorougufare.

(m) POWER EQUIPME!T means any gasoline,diesel,
electric or gas driven equipment includirng electric
powered eranes and lift-truck ecuipment.

(Continuved in Item I'o. 11)

Portion of tihe definiticns formerly shown on tils poge
transferred to Item l'o. 11, Sixth levised Page 5.

Caange )
é aa1ETon y Decision No.

66586

EFFICTIVE FEBRUARY 15 196l

Tssued by the Pubiic Utilities commission of the State of Calilornia,
Son Francisco, California.

Correction lo. 351




Sixth Revised Page «uve.. §
Cancels
Fifth Revised Page eveee 5 MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NC. 8

ten
No.

SECTION NO. 1 ~ RULES AND REGULATIONS OF GENERAL
APPLICATION (Centinued)

|
|

DEFINITION OF TECHNICAL TERMS (Concluded)
(Items Nos. 10 and 11)

*(n) PRODUCE SERVICE SHIPMENT means a shipment, trans-
ported in one unit of equipment in one continuous movement
not exceeding 48 hours in duration, consisting of one or
more component parts delivered to, and/or received from, one
or more consignee(s) or consignor(s) at one or more points
of origin and/or destination. ALl shipping instructions and
freight charges must be assumed by & single party when there
{s more than one consignee or consignor, and any oral ship~ |
plng instructions must be confirmed by a single shipping |
document not later than 48 hours after final delivery. Ap- |
plies onlyto trueklood shipments subject to 2 minimum weight
of 24,000 pounds or more. |

(0) RAILHEAD means a point at which facilities are mainri
talned for the loading of property into or uponm, or the un-
loading of property from, rail cars or vessels. It also in-,
cludes truck loading facilities of plantsor industries, lo-
cated at such rail or vessel loading or wnloading point.

(p) RATE includes charges and, also, the ratings, mini-
mum welght, rules and regulations governing, and the acces-
sorial charges applying in connection therewith.

(gq) SAME TRANSPORTATION means transportation of the
same kind and quantity of property and subject to the same
limitations, conditions and privileges, although not neces-
sarily in an identical type of equipment.

#(r) SHIPMENT means a quantity of freight tendered by
one shipper on one shipping document at one point of .origin
at one time for one consignee at one point of destination.
(See also paragraphs*(n), (s) and (t) of this item.)

(s) SPLIT PICKUP SHIPMENT means a shipment consisting
of several component parts, tendered at one time, received
during one day and transported under one shipping document
from (2) one consignor at mere than one point of origin, or
(b) more than one conmsignor at one or more points of origin
the composite shipment weighing (or transportation charges
computed upon a weight of) not less than 4,000 pounds, said
chipment being consigned and delivered to one consignee at
one point of destination and charges thereon being paid by
the consignee when there is more than one consignor.

(t) SPLIT DELIVERY SHIPMENT means a shipment consisting
of several component parts delivered to (a) one consignee at
more than one point of destination, or (B) meore than one
consignee at one or more points of destination, the compos-
ite shipment weighing (or traansportation charges computed
upon a weigat of) not less than 4,000 pounds, said shipment
being salpped by one consignor on one shipping document at
one point of origin at one time and charges thercon being
pald by the consignor when there is more than one consignee.

Rk




C. 5438 (0SII of 10-9-62)%

(u) TEAM TRACK means a point at which property may be
loaded into, or upon, or unloaded from rail cars by the pub-
lic generally. It also includes wharves, docks and land-
ings at which the public generally may receive and tender ,
shipments of property from and to common carriers by vessel.i

(v) UNIT OF CARRIER'S EQUIPMENT means one or more pleces
of carrier's equipment (as defined in paragraph (b) hereof) :
physically connected so as to form a complete unit. :

t
i
!

(w) VEHICLE ICING means placing ice around or over the
packages within carrier's eguipment.

;
!
|
|

{
|
|
|
1

(1) Portion of the definitions shown herein transferred from Itenm
No. 10, Ninth Revised Page 4.

# Change

* Addition

** Reference to Tall-gate Declsion No.
Loading and Unloading 66585
eliminated

|

EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY 15,1964

Issued by the Public Utllities Commission of the State of California,
San Francisco, California.
Correction No., 362

~5=
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Ttem |
No.

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

APPLICATION OF TARIFF - COMMODITIES
(Items Nos. %0 and 41)

Rates in this tariff apply to transportation of the fol-
lowing commodities (See Exception):

gFruits, fresh or green, *in their natural form,
including dates, fresh (not cold pack nor frozen),
*subject to Note 2(h);

Mushrooms, fresh (not cold pack nor frozen);

Muts, in the shell;

Nuts, field shelled, subject to Note 2(g);

#Vegetables, fresh or green, *in their natural form,
including mushrooms, fresh (not cold pack nor
frozen), *subject to Note 2(h);

Containers, empty, second~hand, returning from an
outbound paying load, of commoditiles for which rates
are provided herein or forwarded for a return paying
load, of commodities for which rates are provided in
this tariff, subject to Note I1;

Containers, emgty, for which rates are provided in
Section No. of this tariff.

NOTE l.-Highway carriers must determine before accepting
shipment that said containers were moved filled and are
being returned by the same carrier or carriers to consignor
of the filled containers; or that containers shipped for
return paying load will, when filled, move by the same

carrier or carriers to the consignor of the original empty
containers.

EXCEPTION.-Rates in this tariff do not apply to
transportation of:

(a) Fresh or green fruits, muts (in the shell or field
shelled), fresh or green vegetables, or mushrooms, as de-
seribed herein, when the point of destination of the ship-
ment is a camnery, accumulation station, precoaling plant,
or winery; nor to the empty containers used or shipped out

for use in conmnection with such transportation, sudject to
Note 2.

(aa) Fresh or green fruits, fresh or green vegetables,
or mushrooms, as described herein, moving to a cold storage
plant to be held for interim storage for a subsequent move-
ment to a camnery, subject to Notes 2 and .

(b) Fresh or green fruits, muts (in the shell or fleld
shelled), fresh or green vegetables, or mushrooms, as de-
seribed herein, when transported from the field or point of
growth to a packing plant, cold storage plant, or a packing
shed, nor when transported between packing sheds, subject
to Notes 2, 3 and J.

(bb) Empty containers used or shipped out for use in
connection with transportation described in paragraph (b)
above, subject to Notes 2 and 3.




o o
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(¢c) Citrus fruits when the point of destination of the
shipment is within the Los Angeles Drayage Area, as
deseribed in Minimum Rate Tariff No. 93 nor to the empty
containers used or shipped out for use in comnection with
such transportation.

(d) Sugar beets when the point of destination of the
shipment is a beet sugar factory or a railroad loading dump.

(e) Property of the United States, or property trans-
ported under an agreement whereby the United States con-
tracted for the carrier's services.

(Continued in Item Yo, 41)

4 Change ) roN g
* hddition ) Decision No. e5585

EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY 15,196L

Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California,
San Francisco, California.
Correction No. 363
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Iten | SECTTON N0. 1 - RULES AND REGULATIONS CF
No. GENERAL APPLICATION (Contimued)

APPLICATION OF TARIFF - COMMODITIES (Concluded)
(Items Nos. 40 and 41)

NOTE 2.--For the purpose of these items, the follow- |
ing definitions will apply:

(a) Packing Shed or Packing Plant:--Facilities main-
tained for assembling, sorting, grading, shelling, hulling,
or packing the commodity for shipment.

(b) Precooling Plant:--Facilities maintained for the
purpose of precooling commodities for shipment under
refrigeration.

(¢) Cold Storage Plant:--Facilities maintalned for
tae storage of commodities under refrigeration.

(d) Cannery:--Facilities maintained for the process-
ing of commodities at which the commodities are canned,
preserved, dried, frozen, pickled, brined, or otherwise
vrocessed into manufactured products.

(¢) Winery:-~Facilities maintained for the purpose
gf pgoducing vinous liquers, including wine, champagne and

randy.

(f) Accumulation Station:--Yards or open areas main-
tained for the receiving of unnrocessed commodities from
the field, and accumulation and consolidation of such com~
modities for shipment to a cannery, winery, cold storage |
vlant or nrecooling plant. ;

(g) Field Shelled:~--Rough shelled, with or without re-
moval of broken shells, dirt, residue, or foreign material,:
and not cleaned nor furtier processed.

*(h) In Their Natural Form:--Means in the original fom
at the time of harvest, not further processed for human
consumption than topping, trimmingé washing, coloring,

0

fumigating, or such processing as does not alter the
natural shape or form of the commodity.

NOTE 3.--IExcept for the transportation of citrus
fruits in field boxes or in bulk, carrots, avocados, or
auts (in the shell or field shelled), exemption does not
apnly wiaen the distance between the point of origin and
point of destination exceeds 50 constructive miles com-
nuted in accordance with the »rovisions of Item No. 110.

NOTE 4.--Exemntion applies only when shipper certi-
fies on the shipping document covering the transportation
that the ultimate destination of the shipment is a cannery.

NCTE S.--Exemption applies for the transportation of
nuts (in the shell or field shelled) even though shipment
is stopped in transit at an accumulation station when mov-
ing frgm the fleld or point of growth teo a packing plant
or shed.
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(1) Ite~ No. 50 transferred to Original Page 8-A.

g Change )
¥ Laddtion) Decision No. 66586

EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY 15, 1964

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

Correction No. 36%
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Itemj SECTION NO. 1 - RULES AND REGULATIONS OF GENERAL
No. APPLICATION (Continued)

SHIPNENTS TO BE RATED SEPARATELY

Each shipment shall be rated separately. Shipments
shall not be consolidated nor combined by the carrier.
(See Exceptions).

g EXCEPTION 1 - Component parts of a split pickup or
split delivery shipment or of a produce service shipment
as defined in Item No. 11 may be combined under the
provisions of Items Nos. 170, 175 and 180.

*EXCEPTION 2 - Component parts of a shipment wnay be
consolidated at a carrier's established depct, subject to
the following provisions:

(a) The transportation charges for such consolidated
shipment shall be pald by a siagle debtor;

(p) The entire shipment shall be tendered to the car-
rier for transportation during the calendar day the first
cowponent part is delivered to carrier’s established depot;

(¢) Written shipping instructions shall be furnished
o the carrier on the calendar day the first component
part is delivered to the carrier's established depot.

(&) The composite shipment snall welgn (or
transportation charges shall be computed upon a weight of)
not less tnan 4,000 pounds;

(e) The deductions sct forth in Item No. 120 shall
not apply to shipments consolidated under the provisions of

tals exception.

(1) 1Itexm go. 50 formerly appeared on Twenty~-third Revised
Page

# Change ) .
x hddition ) Decision Neo. 66585

EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY 15 1964

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

Correction No. 3695
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Jten SECTION NO. 1 - RULES AND REGULATIONS CF GENERAL
No. APPLICATION (Continued)

GROSS WEIGHT

(a) Charges shall be assessed on the gross weight of the shipment,
including contairer icing, if any. No allowance shall be made for the
weight of contairers. (See Exceptions 1, 2 and 3)

#(b) In comnnection with shipments weighing 18,000 pounds or more,
transported for distance in excess of 50 constructive miles, the actual
gross weight of the shipments shall be confirmed by a public weighmaster's
certificate, which shall be obtained by tho carrier prior to or at the
time of unloading. (See Note)

(¢) When the carrier obtains a public weighmaster's certificate,
charges shall be based on the weight of the commodities as confirmed by
the public weighmaster's certificate. The original and duplicate copy
of the public weighmaster's certificate shall be affixed to the shipper's
and carrier's copy of the freight bill (sce Item No. 255), respectively.

EXCEPTION L: On shipménts cortaining exclusively the commodities
provided below, charges shall be assessed on the gross weights as
follows:

4(a) ONIONS, BEETS, TURNIPS, RUTABAGAS, PARSNIPS, CARROTS AND
POTATOES

Charges shall be assessod on
When Packed and Invoiced as: Gmsas Weight per Package of:

10 Pounds per Sack 102 Pounds per Sack
15 Pounds per Sack 155 Pourds per Sack
25 Pounds per Sack 25§ Pounds per Sack
50 Pounds per Sack , 508 Pounds pexr Sack
100 Pounds per Sack 10L Pounds per Sack
5 1O0-Pound" Consumer Paper 512 Pounds per Sack
Bags per Sack
*50 Pounds per Carton #51 Pourds per Carton

(b) ORANGES or LEMONS when packed in steandard orange or lemon box
with inside depth, width and length dimensions of 103 x 10-11/16
x 16=3/8", identified as cortainer 58 in Section 828.83 of
Agricultural Code of California, charges shall be assessed on
the gross weights as follows:

ORANGES ~ 39% 1lba. per bex
LEMONS - 40 1bs. per box

(c) GRAPEFRUIT when packed in stardard grapefruit bex with inside
depth, width and length dimensions of 9% x 10-11/16 x 16~3/8",
identified as corntainer 59 in Section 828.83 of Agricultural
Code of California, charges shall be assossed on the gross
weight af 35% lbs. per bmx.
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EXCEPTION 2: When palletized shipments subject to minimum weights of
18,000 pounds or more are loaded or unloaded with power equipment, the
weight of the pallets (elevating truck pallets or platforms or lift
truck skids) shall not be used in determining the weight of the
shipment nox the charges thereon. This exception applies only in
conrection with rates contained in this tariff, and is not applicable
to shipments ~f empty pallets. UWhen rail rates are used under provi-
sions of Items Nos. 210 and 220 through 240 of this tariff, the
weight of the pallets shall be included or excluded in accoxdance
with the provisions of the goverming rail tariff.

EXCEPTION 3: The provisions of this item do not apply to transporta-
tion for which package rates are provided in Section No. 4 of this
tariff,

*NOTE ~ A single public weighmasterts certificate may be obtained for
each unit of carrier's equipment which contains (a) cne or more ship-
ments weighing 18,000 pounds or more and other shipments or (b) a
portion of a shipment weighing 18,C00 pounds or more and other
shipments. Such certificate shall show the combined actual weight of
all shipments on each such unit of carrier's equipment. The combined
weight thus obtained shall be allocated among the shipments in each
weit of carrier's equipment. A lead manifest or similar document
shall be prepared for each such unit which shall set forth the kind
and quantity of each commodity in each shipment and the method of
allocating the weight to each.

Ch .
i Ad::fzon g Decision No. 655856

EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY 15, 1964

Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of Califorrda,
San Francisco, California.
Correction No. 366 :
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“om SECTION NO0. 1 -~ RULES AND REGULATIONS OF
No. GENERAL APPLICATION (Contlinued)

COMPUTATION OF DISTANCES

Distances %o bYe used in connection with distance rates
nared herein chall be the shortest constructive highway
mileages provided in the Distance Table, amendments thereto
or reissues thercof. (See Excoption.)

FEXCEPTION.-Distances from or to points located within
zones as dosceribed in Itoms Nos. 270, 271 and 272 or within
terpitorles described in Items Nes. 280, 281, 282 and 283
having mileage basing points shall bo computed from or to
the mileoge dasing point desisnatoed in comnection with such
decceripticns. Theo provicsioms of this exception will not
apply in computing mileases to be used in connection with
distance comnodity »ates named in Item No. 307, nor will It
apply in computing mileages betwoen points located within 2
singlo zone or torritory having a mileage basing point.
(See Note.)

#NOTE.~In computineg distances uwader thoe provisions of
Item No., 170 or of Item No. 175 on split pickup or produce
service chipments orliginating at two or more polnts of
origin within territorles having mileage basing polints as
deseribed in Items Nos. 280, 281, 282 and 283, add three
constructive miles for each pickup to the mileane Ifrom the
basing polnt %o the polnt or polnts of destination. In
computing distances under the provisions of Items Nos. 175
and 180 on produce service or split delivoery shipuents
destined to two or more points of destination within the
territories having a mlleage basing point as descrlded in
Ttems Nos. 280, 281, 282 and 283, add three constructive
mliles Cor ecach delivery to the mileage from polint or
points of origin to the basing polnt.

66586

g Change )
% Addition ) Decision No.

EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY 15, 1964

Issued oy the Public Utilitles Commlssion of the State of Californila,
San Francisco, Califernia.

Correction No. 367
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Item SECTION NO. 1 = RULES AND REGULATIONS OF GENERAL

No. | APPLICATION (Continued)

APPLICATION OF RATES

1. Deductions

{ Ala) Rates provided in this. tariff are for transportation of ship-
| ments, as defined in Item Ne. 1l(r), (s) and (t) from point of origin to
| point of destination, subject to Items Nos. 130, 140 and 150.

(b) ixcept asc provided in Notes 1, 2, 3 and 4 hereof, when point of
origin or point of destination is carrier's established depot, the
pi.elup and delivery rates specifically named in this tariff shall be
subject to the following deductions:

Deductions, in cents pexr 100
When shipment moves under los. except as shown:
rates subject to minimum Columns
weights of: (1) (2) (3)
Iess than 2000 pounds 15 5 20
2000 but less than 4000 pounds 10 5 15
4000 but less than 10,000 pounds 5 5 10

In cents per shipment when shipment weighs less than
100 vnounds.

Column (1) - Applies on shipments originating at carrier's
estoblished depot.

Column (2) - Applies on shipments destined to carrier's
established depot.

Column (3) - Applies on shipments originating at and
destined to carrier's established depots.

NOTE 1.-No deduction shall be made under this rule from rates based
upor. & minimum weight of 10,000 pounds or more, or from minimum charges
provided by Item No. 160.

NOTE 2.-No deduction shall be made under this rule on shipments
transported for persons, companies or corporations upon whose premises
depots from or to which the transportation is performed are located.

NOTE 3.-Deductions made undor this rule on split pickup or split
delivery shipments shall be made only on the weight of the component
parts having point of origim or point of destination, or both (as the
case may be), at the carrier's established depots, subject to Note 2.

NOTE 4.~In no case shall the net transportation rate be less than
14 cents ver 100 pounds, or less than the pickup and delivery rate,
whichever is lower.

2. Deliveries Within a Single Market Area

For the purnose of applying the rates in this tariff, multiple
deliveries within a single market area as defined in Item No. 290 shall
be deemed to be made 1o one consignee at one point of destination pro-
vided charges are paid by a single consignor or a single consignee.
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APPLICATION OF RaTES ON SHIPMZNTS SUBJLCT TO
MININUM WEIGHTS CF 10,000 POUNDS OR LESS

nates in this tariff subject to minimum wedghts of 10,000 pounds
or less, include loading into and unloading from the carrier's equipment,
subject to Note 1.

NOTE l.-khen shipment is picked up at or deldvered to a point not
at street level, and no vehicular elevator service or vehicular ramp is
provided and made available to the carrier, an additional charge of 12%
cents per 100 pounds shall be assessed for the service of handling
shipment beyond carrier's equipment; excest that no additional charge
shall be made for this sexrvice in commection with shipments weighing
100 pounds or less.

A Change, neither increase ) Decislén No.
nor reduction ) 56586

EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY 15, 1964

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

' Correction No. 368
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Item | SECTION NO. L - RULES AND REGULALIONS OF GENERAL
|_No. | APPLICATION (Continued)

APPLICATION OF RATES ON SHIPMENTS SUBJECT TO MINIMUM
WBIGHTIS IN BXCESS 0F 10,000 POUNDS

Rates in this tariff subject to minimum weights in
excess of 10,000 pounds include loading into and unloading
from carrier's equipment, subject to Note.

‘ Thirteenth Revised Page

NOTE-When the time consumed in performing loading,
unloading or accessorial services exceeds 12 minutes per
ton (based on the weight on which transportation charges
are computed) a charge of 45.35 por hour shall be assessed
for the time consumed in excess of 12 minutes per ton.

ACCESSORIAL CHARGES _1

t

An additional charge of $%.15 per man per hour, minimx
charge of $2.05 shall bhe made for helpers for any accesso-

rlal or incidental service which is not authorized to be ‘

performed under the rates named in thls tariff and for which

a charge 1s not otherwise provided. |

|
|
REFRIGERATION-ICING }
|
|

Shipments of fruits, vegetables or mushrooms, as
deseribed in Item No. 40, subject to rates governed by mini-
mum wedght of 10,000 pounds or more, may be refrigerated by
the shipper or his agent, or by the carrier at the request |,
of the shipper or his agent, by means of vehicle icing or |
bunker icing, subject to the following conditiens: !

g (a) Transportation charges for the weight of the ice |
used shall be based on the rate from point of origin to 1
polint of destination applicable on the commodity shipped. |
*Iced shipments shall be weighed at the public scales lo- i
cated nearest the point at which shipments are iced. z

() Ice shall be furnished by or at the expense of !
the shipper. !

(¢) Weight of the ice may be used to make up the ap- !
plicable minimum weight. :

£(d) When movement of ftruck equipment to ice plant is J
involved the following additional charges shall apply: !
Minimum Weight Additional Charge 1

(In Pounds) (Per Shipment) |

|

|

|

!

t

lo,ooo [ N A I N RN LI BRI S A A B ) $3090
183000 [ BN NN RN NN NI NN N NN EEEN 5.70
24,000 LI I I B BN B RN N B I A B A BB N BN Y 6080
3O,OCO dseecrsvssEVERREOIFERRTDS 7.70
36,000 LI A A I I I I B B ) --o-o-o‘t.n--o 8.55

(e) When shipments are reiced In transit no additional |
transportation charges will be assessed for the welght of |
the added ice. The provisions of paragraph (b) and charges(
named in paragraph (d) of this item will also apply on |
relced shipments.

i
—+

£ Change )
* pddition ) Decision No. 66585
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EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY 15, 196l

fIssued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California
‘ San Francisco, Califernia.

|
| Correction No. 369
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Iten SECTION NO. 1 - RULES AND REGULATIONS OF GENERAL
No. APPLICATION (Continued)

The rate for the transportation of a produce service
shipment shall be determined and applied as follows, subjecu
to Note 1:

|
PRODUCE SERVICE SHIPMENT 5
{
|
|

(a) Distance rates shall be determined by the distance
from that point of origin to that point of ;
destination which produces the shortest distance |

via all point (s) of crigin and/or destination.

Point-to=-point rates for which routes are provided
in Items Nos. 700 and 701 shall be applicd only
when all points of origin and destination are
within the territories to which the point-to-point
rates apply, or are located between said
territories on a single authorized route.

For ecach produce service shipment a bill of lading
or otlier shipping document shall be issued; and
the carrier shall be furnished with insiructions
showing the name of each consignee or consignor,
the point or points of origin and/or destination
and the description of property in each component
part of such shipment.

(d) Point-to-point rates determined under paragraph
(b) may be combined with distance rates provided
in paragraph (a) where lower charges result.

~ NOTE %.-In addition to the rate for transportation, the |
additional charges provided in Note 1 of Item No. 170 shall |
be assessed for each component part for component handling
service; except, that sueh additional charge shall not
apply on any shipment involving only a single pickup and a
single delivery.

* Addition, Decision No.

65585

EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY 15, 196l

i

j Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of Califorria,

; San Francisco, California, |
i Correction Ne. 370 _J
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SECTION NO. 1 - RULES AND REGULATIONS OF GENERAL
APPLICATION (Continued)

SPLIT DELIVERY

The rate for the transportation of a split delivery

shipment shall be determined and applied as follows, subject
to Note 1:

(2) Distance rates shall be determined by the distance
from point of origin to that point of destination
which produces the shortest distance via the other
point or points of destination.

Point-to-point rates for which routes are provided
in Items Nos. 700% and 701 shall be applied only
when point of origin and all points of destination
are within the territories which the point-to-point
rates apply, or are located between sald territo-
ries on a single authorized route.

Point-to-point rates determined under paragraph (b)
may be combined with distance rates provided in
paragraph (a) where lower charges result. The
applicadble distance rate factor shall be determined
by use of one half the shortest distance from the
territory or authorized route and return thereto
via the off-route point or points of origin and
destination.

For each split delivery shipment a single bill of
lading or other shipping document shall be ilssued;
and at the time of or prior to the tender of the
chipment the carrier shall be furnished with
written instructions showing the name of each
consignee, the point or points of destination and
the description and weight of property in each
component part of such shipment.

If split pilckup is performed on a split delivery
shipment or a component part thereof, or if
shipping instructions do not conform with the
reguirements of paragraph (d) hereof, each compon-
ent part of the split delivery shipment shall be
rated as a separate shipment under other
provisions of this tariff.
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NCTE 1: In addition to the rate for transportation,
the following additional charges shall be assessed for
split delivery service:

Weight of Component PFart
"~ (In Pounds) Split Delivery Charge

for BEach Component
Qver But not over Part in Cents

o) ok

100 125
500 , 155
1,000 225
2,000 , 290
%,000 L5
10,000 540
20,000 660

See Item No. 120, paragraph 2, for Deliveries Within
a Single Market Area.

A Change, neither )
éggigiig nox g Decision No. 66586
* Addition )

i EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY 15, 1964

|

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

'Correction No. 371
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;Item | SECTION NO. 1 - RULES AND REGULATIONS OF GENERAL
. No. APPLICATION (Continued)

C. 5438 (OSH of 10-9-62):%

SHIPMENTS TRANSPORTED IN MULTIPLE LOIS

When a *snipment is available to the carrler for
immediate transportation at the time of the first
pickup at a single point of origin, and the carrier
Lis unable to pick up the eatire shipment at one
time, the following provisions shall apply in addi-
tion to other applicable rules ané regulations:

gl. At the time of or prior to the initial pickup,
the carrler shall ilssue to the coasignor a single
master document for the entire shipment. It
shall show the name of the consignor, point of
orlgin, date of the initlal pickup, name of the
consignee (or consignees), point of destination
(or points of destinations), and the kind and
quantity of property. In additlon, a shipping
document shall be issued for each pickup which
shall give reference to the single master docu-
nent covering the entire shipment, by its date
and number (if assigned a number), the name of
the consigncr, and such other information as mey
be necessary to clearly identify the single mas-
ter document. :

\ ' . .

AarrIer within a period of 2 days computed from
12:01 a.m. of the date on which the first plek-
up commences, exeluding Saturdays, Sundays and

legal holidays.

The separate plickups made in accordance with the

foregoing provisions shall constitute a shipwent
which shall be subject to the rates named or pro-

vided for In this tariff, including Items Nos.
210, 220, 230 and 240, in effect on the date of
the first pickup, for the transportation of &
shipment of like kind and quantity of property
picked up at one time.

§
!
|
!
|
|
]
|
|
g
|
i
|
i
%
t
|
i
|
i
Tne ensire shipment shall be picked Y by thg 5
j
!
!
|

(») Any property separately picked up without complying
with the foregoing provisions shall constitute a
separate shipment and shall be subject to the rates,
rules and regulations applicable thereto.

'ong Deelsion No. 86586

EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY 13, 194 |

Lssued by the Public Utilitiles Commission of the State of Califownia,
San Francisco, California. |

horrection Ne. 372
4

— |
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Item
No.

SECTION NO. 1 = RULES AND REGULATIONS OF
GENERAL APPLICATION (Continued)

ACCESSORIAL SERVICES NOT INCLUDED IN
COMMON CARRIER RATES

In the ovent, wader the provisions of Items Nos. 210
to 2L0. inclusive, a rate of a common carrier is used in
constructing a rate for highway transportation, and such
rote does not include accessorial services performed by
the highway carrier, the followlng charges for such
accessorlal services shall be added:

(1) For loading carrier's oquipment, 2% cents per
100 pounds assessed en the weight on which trancportation
charges are computed (See Noto ;

For unloading carrier's equipment, 2% cents
per 100 pounds assessed on the wolght on which transporta-
tlon charges are computed (Seec Note):

(3) TFor C.0.D. cervices - charges provided in Item
Jo. 192;

(4) For other accessorial service - charges provided
in Item Yo. 150;

(5) Split piclup or split delivery shall not be

‘ accorded wnless included in the cormion carrier rate

(See Items Nos. 230 and 24,0 for excoptions).

NOTE,~-The charges for loading and/or wnloading

shall apply in all circumstances excopt:
(a) When rates provided in this tarlff are
“applied in combination with common carriex
"" ratez under the provisidas of:

(1) Paragraph (a) of Item No. 220, only

The accessorial charges for unloading

shall be assessed;

(2) Paragraph (b) of Item No. 220, only
the accessorial charges for loading
shall be assossed; and

(3) Paragraph (c) of Item No. 220, no
charge for either loading and/or unloading
shall be assessed. :

(b) When the shipmont is loaded into and/or
unloaded from the carrier's equipmont by the
consignor and/or consignoe with power equipment
as described in Item No. 10.

(¢) When the carrier's ecquipment is a trailer
or semitrailer left for loading and/or unload-
ing by the consignor and/or consignée without
the presence of carrier's employees,
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A (d) Provided that, on shipmonts deseribed under
swoparagrovhs (b) or (e) above, the Shipping
Document and Freight Blll issued pursuant to
Item No. 255 indicate that the shipment was
loaded and/or unloaded under one of the ¢ir-
cumstances desciibed in subparagraphs (b) or
(¢) hereinabovea

(L) Item No. 255 transferrod to Original Page 21-A

& Change, noither increass ) .
nor recuction y Pecision No.  §G586

EFFECTIVE FEBRUIRY 15, 1964

;ssued by the Public Utilities Commission of the Stats of California,
i Correction Ne, 373

San Franelsco, California,
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tenm | SECTION NO. 1 - RULES AYD REGULATIONS OF
Yo. | GENERAL APPLICATION (Continued)

i

ISSUANCE O DOCUMENTS

‘ gl. Shipping Documents. A shipping document shall
- boe issued by the carrier to the debtor for each shipment
- within L8 hours of the final delivery, compubted from
12 o'clock midnight of the day of final delivery. The
! shipping document shall show the followlng Information:
(Sec Note)

——— 1

gA. Shipment (other than a Split Plckup,
Split Dellvery or Produce Service Shipment).

(a) ©Naomo of carrier.

(b) Name of debtor.

(¢) Name of cemscignor.
(d) HNamo of consignoeoc.
(6) Point of origin.

(£} Point of dostination.
(g) Dateo of delivery.

(m) Deseription of shinment (kind and
quantity of commodlties shipped).

. gi) Wolght of chipment. {(See Item No.
O.

(J) Such other Information as may be
necessary to an accurate determination
of the applicablo minimum rate and charge.

#B, Split Pickup, Split Delivery or
Produce Service Shipmont.

(a) Name of earrior.

(b) Xome of debtor.
(¢) For ecach componoent part:
1. Name of party from whom receive@.
Name of party to whom dolivered,
Point of origin.
Point of destination.
Date of pickup.
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Date of dQelivery.
Weight picked up.
Woight delivered.

Deseription of commodities
(kind and quantity).

(&) Weight of multiple shipment.
(See Item No. 60.)

(e) Such other information as may be
necessary to an accurate determination of
the applicable rate and charge.

*2. Frolght Bill. A4 freight ®Ill (elther
Individual or manifest form) shall be issuved by
the carrier to the debtor for each shipment
transported. The frelght bill shall show the
following Information: (See Note.)

(a) The information requiroed of shipping
documents as set forvh in paragraph 1 of this
item, or In llew thoeraof specific roferonce
may bo made to the shipping document covor-
ing the shipment in question.

(6) Rate and charge assossed.

The form of chippins docwient in Itom ¥o. 800 will
be sultable and proper,
% A copy of each shipping document, freight bill,
public welghmaster's certificate and other
documents which support the rate and charge,
shall be retained and preserved by the issulng
carrler, subject to the Commission's inspection,
for a perlod of not less than 3 years from the
date of issue.

% NOTE « A single combined shipping document and
freight bLll may be iszued provided that all
the informatlon required of ecach is Included
on the single document.

(1) Item No. 255 formerly appeared on Tenth Revised Page 21.

$ Change ) puais 65386
¥ Addition ) Decision No.

EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY 15, 1964

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

%Correction No. 37U
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SECTION NO. S = ROUTING
No.

J0UTES
(Items Nos. 700 and 701)

When applicd via tne following highway routes, rates making
specific refercnce to this item are intermediate in application. They
apply at all points located within a distance of orne mile by highway
on either side of the highway route and at all points located within
incorporated cities through which “he highway route passes.

(The following routes apply in either direction)

Route No. 1: From San Francisco Territory, as described in Item No.
283, via Aighway U.S. LO to its junction with unnumbered highway
near Crockett; thence unnumbered highway generally paralleling
Southern Pacific Company right-cf-way located along the shore
line of Carquinez Strait and Suisun Bay to Martinez; county road
generally paralleling Seuthern Pacific Company right-of-way
through Port Chicago to its junction with State Route L, four
miles west of Pittsburg; State Route L to its junction with county
road 1.6 miles north of RByron; said county road tarough Byron to

190 Junction with Higmey Uedi 20y Jr7 mileo weob of Tragyj dagh-
way U.8. 50 to its junction with State Reute 120, 5.0 miles west
of Manteca; State Route 120 to Manteca; thence via Highway U.S.

99 w0 Los Angeles Territory, as descrided in Item No, 281,

Route No. 2: From San Ffrancisco Territory, as described in Item No.

283, via Highway U.S. 50 to its junction with State Route 120,
5.0 midles west of manteca; State Route 120 to Manteca; thence via
Highway U.S. 99 to Los Angeles Territory, as described in Item

No. 281,

Route No. 3: Irom San Francisco Territory, as described in Item No.
283, via Niles Canyon Highway to Sunol, State Rowte 21 and un-
numbered county road threough Pleasanton and Livermore to its
Junction with Highway U.S. SO esst of Livermore; Highway U.S. 50
v 1ts junction with State Route 120, 5.0 miles west of Manteca;
State Route 120 to Manteca; thenco via Highway U.S. 99 to Los
Angeles Territory, as deseribed inm Item No. 281.

géRoute No. L: TFrom San Fronciomo Torritory, as deseribed in Item No.
283, via Highway U.S. 101 %o (a) Gilroy, thence via State Route
152 through Los Banos to its junction with Highway U.S. 99 north
of Madera, *or (b) Ventura, thence via State Route 126 through
Fillmore to its Junction with Highway U.S. 99 at Castaic Junction,
thence via Highway U.S. 99 to Los Angeles Territory, as described
in Item No. 2%1.

Route No, 5: From Sacramento Territory, as described in Item No. 282,
via Highway U.S. 99 to Los Angeles Territory, as deseridbed in
Ttem No. 282,

Route No, 6: From San Francisco Territory, as described in Item No.
283, via Highway U.S. 101 to its junction with State Rowte 118,
L.0 miles southeast of Ventura; thence via (a) State Route 118
through Chatsworth, or (b) Highway U.S. 101 through Girard, or
(¢) Highway U.S. 101 te its junction with Highway U.S. LOl-Alter-
nate at El Pio; thence via Highway U.S. 10l-Alternate through
Oxnard to Los Angeles Territory, as described in Item No. 281.




C. 5L38 (035 of 10-9-62)x

Route No. 7: From San Francisco Territory, as deseribed in
Item No. 283, wvia Routes 1, 2 or 3 to the junction of Highway
U.S. 50 and State Route 33, 3 miles east of Tracy; via
State Route 33 to Los Banos; via State Route 152 to its
: Junction with Highway U.S. 99 north of Madera; via
f Routes 1, 2 or 3 beyond to Lo3 Angeles Territory, as described
in Item No, 2681.

|
|
|

(1) Route No. 8: Frem Delivery Zone ), a3 described ir Item No.
335, via highways described in Routes Nos, 1, 2 3, Land 7
to Highway U.S. 99; thence via Highway U.S. 99 to Producing
Areas, as described in Item No. 335,

(1) Route No. 9: From Sacramento Territory, as described in
Ttem No. 252,  via Highway U.S. 99 to Producing Areas, as
described in Item No, 335. :

(1) Route No. 10: From Producing Areas, as deseribed in Ttem No.
235,  via Highway U.S. 99 to Los Angeles Territory, as de-
seribed in Iiem No. 281,

(1) Route No. 1l: Via Route No. 10; thence via Highway U.S. 101 to
. San Diego Territory, as descrided in Item No, 282,
1 (1) Applies only in comnection with rates named in Item No. 335.
§ (Continued in Item o, 70L)

p Change ) 66586
# Additicn ) Decision Yo,
& Redvetion )

EFFECTIVE FEBRUARY T 1664

Is3ued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California,
San francisco, California,

Corraction No. 375
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SECTION NO, & = FORM OF SHIPPING DOCUMENT

gitem No. 800

SEIPPING ORDER AND FREIGET BILL
Bill No.
Permit No.

. Name of Carrier
i

‘ TCarrier' s rame must agree with name on permit)
- Point of Ordigin Date
#Dedtor

| Comesanens ' Consignee
Street Address Street Address

City

| Packsges

1: .
|

' Shipper L Check here J

3y | Oigtn | Destination |

T (Snow nane in full) | Pormina) | STOTC | Porminal [Store !

. Recelvod by Carrler in , Door, : D°°:;{
good condition except

Ce0uDe
as noted l Fea

C.o.D.

| By , Advances(2)
Driver (Show name in fwll) Other

| Recedved by Consignee in Charges(2)
good condition except ,
as noted . Prepald

Total to
Collact

(Show name in ull)

- ..
(1) Or other factor or unit of measurement vwpon which
charges are based.

(2) Explain what each charge represents.

END OF TARIFF
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$ Change )
* Additdion )

Decision No.

66586

EFFECTIVE FESHUARY 15, 1954

Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California,
San Francisco, California.
Cerrection No. 375




