
Decision No. _.-;:.:6 ... 85~83.i1oOooe;..: __ 

BEFORE TEE PUSI.IC VTILITIES CO~'1ISSION OF 'IHE> STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Investigation into) 
the cono-tructive mileages,. and related ) 
:rules and provisions of :lll COrmnon ) 
car:ier$~ highway carriers and city ) Ca~c No. ,7024 
c~rriers rel~tins to the trDusportation ) (petition for Modific~tion 
of any mld .:111 commodities between all ) No.7) 
points in california (including,. but ) 
not limted to, constructive mileages ) 
provided in the Distance Table). ) 

) 

~ the Matter of the Investigation into ~ 
the rates) rules, regulatioUS-!t charges, 
~llowanees and practices of all eo=mon 
carriers, highw~y c.:1rriers and city 
carriers relating to the transportation ) 
of cecent and related products (eo~odi-) 
ties for whiCh rates are provided in 
Y.a:::limall Rate Tariff No. 10). 

SUPPIZMENTPJ... OPINION 

Case No. 5440 

By Decision No. 67115~ dated April 21, 1964, in this phase ' 

of Case No. 7024, specific constructive· mileages'were established . . 

between Foresthill, Pl..,cer County, and certain facilitieseas,terly 
- . . . 

tbe::eof ~ loc.lted on~ or in the v:teinity of,. the Middle Fork of the '. 

AI::cricCln River.
Y 

Establishment of constructive mileages between . 

said points was requested by California Truck:i:og. Association; 

petitioner. '!be request was prompted by the' creation of a large 

volu:ce of traffic to the area in qaestion iu connection with the 

construction of a' series of dams, and hydroelectric power plants 

wder the .;1uspices of the Placer County Water Agency. Publ:r.cation 

1/ The locations in question are identified· as R~lston Power Plant, 
Middle Fork Power Plant, tong Canyon' Dam,. Hell Hole Dam,i French· 
Meadows Power Plant, French Meadows Dam and Duncan· C'rcekDam. 
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. c. 7024 (Pet~), c. 5440 ds * 

of ~e aforesaid mileages was maee effective May 30, 1964~in, 

Supplecent No. 12 to Distance Table No.4. 

Evidence 'adduced at the hearings, held in November and 

December 1963, disclosed that an alternate road was currently under 

constxuetion in the area in question and that , upon completion of 

S~, constructive bighway distances developed over 'the new'route 

tn,ght be lower than those calculated via the old X'oad. Also, 

improvements in the existing road ,were in progress which might 

result in so~ revision in the constructive mileages as previously 

computed by the Cot:md.ssion' s tl:ansportation engineers. 

By Find1ng NO,. 6- in. Decision No-. 67115, above" the 

Cot:n:lission staff was instructed to make" a new survey of, the' roads in 

que$tion .as soon .cs prcctica'ble after,the cooplctiQ~ of the Zlforcoa:td 

~lte:nste roae zadto c~lculcte the :tlCCCSCCl."Y ·tlodif:rc~t:r.onc in' the /' 

conztructivc mileages adopted by said decision for Distance 

Table No.4. The modified distances were thereafter to: 'be brought 

to the Comission's attention for the issuance of such supplemental· 

o:deX' as might appear proper under the eireumst~nces. By Finding 
. 

No. 7 in the aforesaid decision the s·taff was instructed· to> bring: 

to the Comciss~onTs attention at an appropriate t~e said construe­

ti,,"e mileage distances, as modified, for the iss!lance of an, order 

establishing said distances, in Distance Table. No.5,. 

Effective November 1, 1964, Distance 'I:'sble No. 4 was . 

c3Xlceled in its entirety. It was superseded by Distance 'table: No~ 5. 
2/ .. 

With one e."<ception,- constructive mileage distances between the 

~ !he' exception X'elates to the determination of constructive mile­
ages to govern the distance rates set for~ in Minimum Rate 
Tariff No. 10 (cement). Effeetive July 1, 1961c., constructive 
mileages corresponding to those published in Supplement No. 12 
to Distance Table No. 4 were specifically published in Item 
No. 57 of said Minimum Rate Tsriff No. 10 as an exception to 
Distance Table No.5, and are still fneffect. ' 
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points here in issue have been, on and after that date,. computed by 
multiplying tbe actual highway distances by a factor of l.~, in 

accordance with Rule 4(a) of Distance Table No,. 5,. 

The Cox:c:Lssion st.:lff has completed tOG studies cO'll-/ 

~et:lpl.uted by the afor~said Dec!.~ion N~. 57115 end :7' 
b~s set forth the results of same in a document entitled "Report 

, , 

on the Constructive Mileages Between Certain Points in the' Vicinity 
, 

of Foresthill (Placer County) for Distance Table No'o 5". Tbat 

<locUr:lent is hereby received in evidence as' Exhibit No o 7-4 and 

Petition for Modification No.7 is Ulken under subm:ts·sion. 

In its report the staff has set forth revised constructive 

=!leages reflective of highway Changes in tbe area in question 

which have take-c place since the staff made its original 's,urvey 0 

It is to be obscxveu that in every instance the constructive' 

:nleages in Exhibit No.. 7-4 are less in magnitude than' are the 

co:::esponding, tli1eages which were published in the aforesaid.' 

Supple~ent No. 12 to Distance Table No.4 and which are currently 

in effect in Item. No. 57 of Yd:ni:.u:m. Rate '.tariff No. 10. However, 

~bc .aforesaj.d. revi.sed. constructive mi.lcages are, in all instances, 

greater in magnitude than are those res~lt1ng from the application· 

of the provisions of Rule 4(a) of Distance Table No~ 5, above .• 

We find as follows: 

1. The constructive tlileage distances set forth in Exhib1t< 

No. 7';'4 in the instant pbase of Case No,. 7024 are reasonable: and 

j ust:ified. 
h I 

2. The publication of said constructive mileage distances 

ill ~ supplement to Distance Table No.5" when applied· in conjunction 

with minimum rate tariffs subject thereto,. will.result1n Just> 
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reasonable and nondiscriminato:ty m1n1mumrates for transportation 

governed by said tariffs. 

3. To the extent that the provisions of Dist'Bnce, Table No~ S 

heretofore have ,been found to constitute reasonable rules and 

distances for common carriers as defined in thc Public Utilities 

Code, ':he provisions of said distance table as herein modified are, 

and will be,. reasonable provisions for said carriers. 

4. To this same extent,. existing. rules and distances which 

Olre 'Q.Sintained by said comeon carriers for transportation: within 

C.alifornia arc and. for the future,. will be unreasonable,.. insuf­

ficient, and not justified by the ac~ual cOtlpetitive; r~tes of 

competing carriers or by the cost of other means of transportation 

insofar ~s they are lower in voluxte or effect than those' set'forth 

in Distance Table No.5,. as hereinafter modified. 
" -

5. Concurrently with the establishment,. in a supplement to 
, , 

Distance Table No.5,. of the constructive-mileage: distances: 

hereinabove found reasonable,. the construct:tve :m:tleagc- dis,tances 

set forth in Item No. 57 of Minimum R.ate Tariff ·No-. 10- should be' 

canceled. 

We coneluda that Distance Table No. 5 .and 'Minimum Rate 

'Iarlff No. 10 sbould be amended to tbe ex.tent provided in-the, order 

whieh follows. A public hearing is not necessary. Ino~der to­

avoid duplication of service Iv"'dn:Lmum R.ate Tariff No. lO' will be 

amended by separate order. 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

l. Distance Table No. 5 (Decision No-. 66578, as amended) 

is further .atl:cnaed by illcorporating therein,. to become effective 
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· C •. 7024 (pet.>, C. 5440 as, 

March 20, 1965, Supplement No. 6, attached heretoandbyth1s 

reference made a part hereof. 

2. ,Tariff publications'required to be made by common carriers' 

as a result of tbe order herein may be made effective'not earlier, 

than the tenth day after the effective- date of this order on not 

less than ten days' "notice to the Cocm1ssion and to the public ~tnd 

sucb tariff publications shall be made effective not later' than 

March 20, 1965; and the tariff publications which are "authorized 

but not required to be ~de by cocmon carriers as a result of the 

order hereln may be made effective not earlier than'the'tenth day 

after the effective date of this order, and 'may be made e'ffeetive 

on. not less than ten days' notice to the Commission and to the 

public if filed Dot later than sixty days after tbe effective-date 

of the distance table supplement incorporated in, this order.' 

3. Common carriers arc hereby authorized to depart from the 

provisions of Section 460 of the Public Utilities Code t~ the 

extent necessary to adjust long- and short-haul departures now 
, ' 

tlaiutained under outstanding, authorizations; such autborizations 

are hereby ~odified only to the extent necessary to eooply with 

this order; and scbedules containing the mileages published'.uuder' 

this authority sball make reference to: the prior orders authoriz:Lng 

long- and sbort·baul departures and to this order. 
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4. In all other respects said'Decision No. 66.>78,. asamended~ 

Shall re~in in full force ~nd effect. 

The effective date of this order sball be twenty days-. 

after the date hereof. , q.dl. 
Dated at ___ ....aiSOQa ..... D ... Ft:NlWWIII~dKO~x...-__ J California, . this· . __ _ 

day of ___ ...Iof"""'f.w.JBRiJ,4Uj,QA .... RY"--_, 1965 .. 

J/}i.::-~.-·:.,~"':~··';~·· . '. 
10,.', 

.'.",. , ':" ..... 

eonmassioners'· 

Comm1ss1onerPe't.er,E ..M1,'t.eholl~,; 'being 
noees~rlly ab~c:n't .. 4td nO't..part·1e1:pat6 
in tho41~pOS1 t:lon " or this proeoed:l:ng:" ' 
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SOPPLEl~T NO. 6 
, 

(Supplements Nos. 3, lor, 5 ~d 6 Contain All Changes)' 

TO 

DISTANCE TABLE NO. 5 

Part 1 

of 2 Parts 

(Part 2 Consists of Map's) 

i 
i 

#ConstX'uctive milea.ge distances be'tweenthe locationS l! _ 
specified below are, and for the fttture will be, as shown below 
and these mileage distances shall be used as bases in, deter~ I 
:ninjng the constructive mileage distances !'rom and to, Ralston 
Power Pla.'lt, lvIiddle Fork Power Plant, Duncan Creek Dam,. French \ 
Headows Dam, Long Canyon Dam, Hell Hole Dam, and Frencb.lVleadows 
Power Plant, as the case lAay be~ .1 

- . . Constructivel~leage 
Between Foresthill and: . Distances ' 

Ralston Power Plant ---------------------------' 2Z. 
l..addle Fork Power Plant -------;..----------------. 45"-
Duncan Creek Dam ~~-----~--~~---------~--~--~~-
French. lvieadows Dam ----------------------------Long, Caxlj"on Dam _____ .:. __ .. ____ ~ ___ .... wa ___ ....... __ ..,. __ '. 

Bell Hole:' Dam. ---------.. ------------------... -----.. 
French Meadows Power Plant ---------------------" 

53: 
55: 
61' 
71'.'. 
72~ 

\ 

I' 

I 

1-------------------------------1.'" . 

I 

# Addition, Decision No'. 68583 

EFFECTIVE MARCH 20, 1965 

Issued by the 
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE' STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

State BUildillg, CiVie Center 
San Franciseo" California 


