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OPINION

On April 21, 1964, the Commission Lssued an Order Setting
Heaxing £ox the xecelpt of evidence comcerning rules in Minimum Rate
Toxriff No. 7 includifng, but not limfted to, rules governiag alterna-
tion of rates, computation of time, overtime and related taxriff
provisions. Twelve days of hearing were held before Examiner
Mallory in July, September, October, and December, 1964 and
February, 1965 at Los Angeles and San Francisco.

Petition No, 108, filed by the California Dump Truck
Ouners Associatlon, seeks the cancellation of the mileaze-tonmnage
rates on commodities other than lightweight agzrezates between
points in Southerm Terxitory. Fublic hearing in this matter was
held before Examiner Mallory in December, 1964 and February, 1965,
on a common recoxd with Oxrder Settingz Hearing dated April 21, 1964,
The matters were submitted on February 11, 1965, subject to the
£1ling of closing statements by March 5, 1965,
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ORDER SETTING HEARING

Evidence was presanted on behalf of the Commission's
Transportation Division staff, the Califormia Dump Truck Owners
Association, the Independent Truck Owner-Operator Union, the
California Trucking Association, the Rock, Sand and Gravel
Producers ¢f Northernm Califormia, and several truckers. Many othex
interested parties participated through examination of the witnesses
for the aforementioned parties., The California FTertilizex Assocla-
tion opposed any change in the application of the tariff which
would have the effect of establishing minimum rates on fertilizers
and manures in Southerm Territory. Southern Califormla Rock
Products Association and Califormia Asphalt Plant Association pro-
tested establishment of xules relating to nomalternation of hourly
and zone rates Ia Southern Texritory.

Application of the Tariff

Minimum Rate Tariff No, 7 neames minimem rates for the
transportation of earth, rock, sand and gravel; asphalt concrete
(hot stuff); cold road oll mixture (plant mix); and other related

commodities in bulk in dump truck equipment. The tariff provides

separate scales of rates applicable to two major geographical are?s
1
of the State, namcly, Southern Territory and Northexn Terxitory.

Southern Territory includes the Counties of Santa Barbara,
Ventura, Los Angeles, Orange, San Diego, Imperial, San
Bernardino, Inyo and Momo. Northern Territory includes all
other counties in the State.
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Within each territory the tariff provides three types of rates:

hourly rates, mileage rates In cents pex ton, and rates fromédefined

production areas to defimed delivery zomes in cents per tom. In

Southern Territory zome rates (Section 3), where established, or

mklsage rates (Section 2) are amlieable, enless sotice is given to

the caxrxicer of the shipper's intention teo ship under the hourly rales
(See=ion 4). In Northerm Texrritory, zome rates (Scetionm 3), where
established, must be applied to the exclusion of other types of
rates; othexwise hourly rates (Sectiom &) axe applicable, unless
notice is given to the carxior in writing of the shipper's intention
to ship under distance rates in Section 2. The tariff provides thet
mileage rates are to be based upon the actual mileage via route of
novement from origzin to destination. Hourly wrates axre to be
constructed by determining the total actual numbex of hours from the
tire the equipment and driver report for sexrvice pursummt to the
shipper's order to the completion of the last trip under such oxdex
(Southern Terxritory) or to the completion of service under such
order (Northern Texritory). 'Trip', for the purpose of computation of
time In Southern Territory, is deemed to embrace movement in both
directions, loaded and empty. In Northern Texritory, "shippexr's
oxcder' 1s deemed to embrace service during not moxe than one 24-hour
period, and "completion of sexrvice' means that the driver and unit

of equipment 2re released by the shipper from further sexvice during

2/ Revised minimum rates from production areas to delivery zones
and from production areas to specified delivery polnts for
movenents within defined portioms of Los Angeles, Orange,
Riverside, Son Bermardino, Santa Barbara, and Ventura Counties
have been established in a new tarlff which will supexsede
Minimum Rate Tariff No. 7. (Decision No. 68543, dated
February 3, 1965, in Case No, 5437, Petition No, 48, and Oxder
Setting Hearing dated March 24, 1959.)
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the same 24-hour period. There are numerxous other rules governing
the application of rates, many of which dliffer In Southern and
Noxrthern Territories.

Staff Evidence = Enforcement Problems

Evidence concexrning enforcement difficulties encountered
by the Commission staff under the present provisions of Minimum
Rate Tariff No. 7 was presented by an assoclate tramsportation
representative of the Commission's Transportation Division Field
Section staff. This witness testifled concerning a study he had
made of approximately 100 files developed by other tramnsportaticn
xepresentatives involving the operations of dump truck carriers

throughout the State. From thesc files he extracted 25 examples of

situations which appeared to xesult in violations of the tariff
but, assertedly, because of the lack of requirements In the tariff,
sufficient Iinformotion was not maintained by the carriers in their
records to determine whether tariff violations existed. The most
frequent example was the use of spurious so-called "hourly converx-
sion' rates. The witness testified that many carriers and shippexs
engage in the practice of conmverting agreed tommage rates to hourly
rates, both in Northern and Southern Territories, without the
propex computation of hourly time being made; that in such cases
carriers usually enter into an agreement with the shipper to the
effect that transportation charges will be based upon agreed tonnage
rates or the minimum hourly rate, whichever produces the greateyr
revenue, and that agreed tommage rates are always less than minimum
hourly rates, The witness stated that experience has shown that

carrlers do not base the hourly-rate conversion on actual time

factors but instead use one of two basic methods for computing time.
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One method, he represented, Is to determine the total transportation
chaxges on the basis of depressed tonnage rates; the resulting
figure 1s divided by the applicable hourly rate to arrive at the
corresponding number of hours worked, which provides the basis for
arriving at the cdesired tranmsportation charges. The second method,
he asserted, is for shippers to predetermine rumaiag times for
certain jobs or hauls. The witnecs stated that carriers are
instructed to use these times in computing tramsportation charges
undexr hourly rates, and that time factors obtained by elther method
are usually shown in carxiers' shipping documents as the record of
actual hours worked, The witness stated that sufficient information

could not be gathered by the transportation representative to

establish affirmative proof that 2 violation egisted, nor to

establish the proper charges under the tariff.

The witness also testified concerning the computation of
time factors for hourly rates. The witness stated that 1f specific
time factors are to be applied properly and in conformity with the
rules of the tariff, corriers must record the preclse starting time
at the beginning of the day, as well as the concluding time compu-
totions at the end of the day. His study disclosed that carriers
frequently ignore the shipper’s order requirement and are computing
houxly rates from the time the truck weighs out loaded to the time

the truck returns for the next trip, disregarcing any other elapsed

3/ The witness testified that In certain cases staff transporta-
tion representatives had determined actual time factors by
following vehicles; but that such enforcement practices are
unfruitful because of the time and expemse involved, ond
because spurious time factors were continued to be used when
surveillance ceased.
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time for the first or subsequent trips. He stated that in some
Instances corxiers have alleged that caca trip constitutes a
separate shipper’s oxder even though equipment is requested for a
full day's work. The witness stated that carriers frequently axe
required to walt In line to load or unload. The witness asserted

that the practice of the shipper releasing the carrier at tae

conclusion of a single trip with the understanding that he will be

rehired at the time the second or subsequent load is physically
tendered to him avoids the payment for standby time oceurring between
hauls during a single engagement. The witness asserted that revision
of the rules governing computation of time is necessary in order that
all of the time be shown in the carrier's records.

The Field Section witness also gave examples of ﬁauling
under hourly rates wherein the hours used to compute freight charges
wexe less than the actual number of hours worked. These violations
were detected by surveillamce of the txuck operations over a period
of several days by transportation representatives of the Commission
staff. The witness asserted that under current tariff provisions it
would require constant visual obsexvation of dump truck transportation
performed under hourly rates to develop actual time factors to offset
the synthetic data frequently shown on a caxrier's billing, and the
extensive visual observations of this megnitude are Impractical
because of staff limitations. The witness stated that the excmples
to which he testified were the most pressing problems in the enforce-

xent of Minimum Rate Tariff No, 7; that other enforcement problems

existed; and that the other problems were of lesser immortance in the
opinion of the Iramsportation Division Fleld Section staff,
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Carxrier Evidenece - Rate Vielations

Several witnesses now engaged In or previously engaged in
the transportation of earth, rock, sand, gravel, and asphaltic
concrete testified concerning operations conducted by them undexr the
provisions of Minimum Rate Tariff No, 7. Each witness owned and
operated one unit of dump truck equipment., These witnesses stated
that in cextain Imstances shippers or overlying carriers informed
them of the rates which the carriers would be paid, and that they wexe
advised by the shippexrs or overlying carriers to bill upon the basis
of hourly rates and xecord on their time sheets the number of houxs
which would produce total chaxrges not in excess of the predetermimed

rates. The record indicates that the carriers complied with these

instructions for the purpose of obtaining or retaining employment.

Staff Proposals

An associate transportation rate expext of the Commission's
Tronsportatlion Division Rate Branch staff presemted an exhibit con-
talning proposed rules desigmed to make the application of the tariff
more certain and to alleviate whot the witness umderstood to be the
major problems of enforcement. This witness proposed revised or
added xules to:

1. Require that the notice to use hourly rates in Southern
Teoxritory or to use the mileage rates in Northern Texritory be in
writing, be signed by both carriexr amd shipper, and contain all data
necessary fox determination of the applicable minimum rates and
charges.

2. Provide for the nonalternation of hourly and zone rates in
Southern Texritory by restricting the hourly rates so that such rates

will not apply where specific zome rates have been established,
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3. Provide that mileage tommage rates in Section No. 2 will
apply both in Northern and Southern Territories wmless heurly wates
have been based upon time factors computed in the manmer set forth
in Section No. 4.

4, Strengthen the provisions of Item No. 3C0 relating to

computation of time under the hourly rates:

(2) By requiring that the shipper's order shail be in
writing, specifying the time the truck and dAriver
axe ordered to xeport Zor service;

(b} By providing that a single shinper's order

(Noxthern Texrritory), or written agrecment
Southern Terxitory) will apply for all service
of a driver with truck during a period of at
least 24 hours; and

(e) By revising the provisions governing ccmputation

of time for the last trip to include the return
of the empty vehicle.

5. Clarify the Southern Texritory hourly rate provisions
coneexning the assessment of overtime wages fox defining the texm
"'periods in excess of § hours in any ome shift'.

The rate witness testified that the revision or addition of
the rules as proposed by him is necessary to make the provisions cf
the toxiff more definite, cexrtain and enforceable. The witness
stated that he had made no independent study of the practices of
shippers and carrxiers in commection with the transportation of bulk
materials in dump truck equipment, nox the effect upon shippers and
carriers of the xules proposed by him. Tke witness stated that ais
séudy was confined to the areas wherein the Commission staff had
found difficulties in the enfoxcement of the provisions of Minirum

Rate Tarlff No. 7, and no study or amalysis was made of other tariff
rules.
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Written Agreement

Opposition to the staff proposals was directed to the
difficulties which may be encountered by shippers‘and carriers in
complying with the proposed tariff rules and with the possibility
of unjust and unreasonable results insofar as shippers are concerned.
Particular emphasis was made concerning the difficulty of complying
with the requirements of the proposed written agreement for the use
of hourly rates in Southern Terxitory or mileage-tonnage rates in
Northern Territory.

With respect to'hourly rates Iin Southexm Texritory, &
separate written agreement would be required whenmever the consignmee,
the commodity, the point of destination, ox type of loading were
different from that stated in the original written agreement covering
a single 24-hour period. The record iadicates that for various
reasons the shipper canmot always determine at the beginning of any
24-hour perlod the quantities and locatlions of the matexrials which
will be sold by rock producers or asphaltic concrete producers
during such pexiod. The staff rate witness testified that separate

written agreements would be required in this situation for the use of

hour%; rates for hauls for ome producer during a single calendar

day.

Other situations were developed whereln the proposed
written agreement would not £it practices in the dump truck Industry
and would appear to be burdensome on shippers and carrlers., One

such situation is the requirement that the written agrecment be

4/ The entry into more than one written agreement with the same ship-
per during a single 24-hour perlod, as requirxed In this situation,
appears to be contrary to the witnmess' proposal that '"The minimum
period of duration of any single written agreement shall be 24
hours, irrespective to the number of trips performed or the number
of engagements made during such 24-hour period."
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executed at the time of or prior to the commencement of the traas-
portation. In many cases, the record shows, trucks are dispatched
by telephomne to locations for loading without the shipper amd

> Y .- -1t . ] -
carriex knowing at that rife the puecisé location at which the
property is to be unloaded; and the carxrier's dxriver rcceives

instructions at the loading point as to where the property is to be

delivered, In the event the written agreement is not completed

properly or Ls otherwise deficfent, the staff proposal would require
that tonnage rates be assessed.

The position of the San Diego County Rock Producers
Association Is that the entire penalty for failure to keep all the
detalled Information required in the staff proposal would £all upon
the shipper through the payment of mileage-tonnage rates In lieu
of hourly rates, clthough the fallure to keep adequate xecoxrds was
that of the carrierx.

The Calliformia Trucking Assoclation (CTA) represented that
the burden of the xequirements should be placed on the carriexr rather
than on the shippexr, except for such notices as may be necessory to
determine the application of an altermative rate. The Commission's
enfoxcement powexrs are confined to the carxiers., Fallure or neglect
of the carrier to record facts, to prepare documents, or to preserve
records may be dealt with by punitive order of the Commission.
Failure or neglect by the shipper cannot be dealt with by direct
action and merely confuses the problem of enforcement against the
carrier. Also, burdensome requirements placed on the shippers tend
to &evelop shipper resistance with consequent detriment to carriers.

The California Dump Truck Owners Association (CDTOA)

asserted that both carriers and shippers would find it difficult,
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1f not Impossible, to predetermine all of the required informaticn
undex the staff proposals. CDTOA urged the adoption of rules (such
as it proposed) which seek to achieve compliance through strict

enforcement of freight bill documentation requirements, rather than

compliance through undercharge penalty actions as advocated by the

staff.

Based upon the foregoing, we find that the staff proposals
concerning the written agreement for use in Northerm Territoxry of
nileage-tonnage rates in Section No. 2, oxr for the use in Southern
Texxitoxy of hourly rates in Section No. 4 would not provide
reasonable and mondiscriminatory rules to govern the application of
the rates in Minimum Rate Tariff No. 7. We comciude that such
proposed rules should not be adopted.

Nonalternation of Zone and Hourly Rates

Concurrently with this proceceding, the Commission rcceived
evidence in Case No. 5437, Petition No., 48 and Oxdexr Setting Hearing
dated March 24, 1959, concerning the complete revision of production
area=-delivery zone rates in the so-called core area of Southerm
California in two phases; ome phase covering the transportation of
rock, sand and gravel, and the othexr covering asphzaltic concrete
and cold road oil mixture. Involved in those proceedings was the
question whethexr the zonme rates under consideration therein should
alternate with the hourly rates in Minimum Rate Tariff Ne. 7. In
the rock, sand and gravel phase (Decision No. 68543, supra), it was

found that a new tariff should be issued, and that the rates in the

5/ The '"core zrea" covers the metropolitan portions of Los
Angeles, Orange and San Bernardino Counties., Alseo umder con-
sideration in these proceedings are zore rates for Santa
Barbara and Ventura Counties,
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new tariff should apply to the exelusion of rates in Minimum Rate
Tariff No. 7. Porxrtions of the record in the Instant phase (Order

Setting Hearing, dated aApril 21, 1964) were incorporated in the

record in the phase dealing with cog7-area zone rates for asphaltic

conerete and cold road oil mixture,

Reﬁaining for consideration in the instant proceeding is
the staff proposal that hourly rates should not alternate with
zone rates In that portion of Southern Terxritory outside of the area
covexed by the proccedings described in the preceding paragraph.

Zone rates have been prescribed outside that territory only in the
Antelope Valley region of Los Angeles County and in the northern
portion of 3San Diego CountyJZ/ CTA and CDTOA supported this proposzl.
It was opposed by the Callifornia Asphalt Plant Association.

The record is clear that zone rates, where appliceble,
reflect more closely the costs and othexr economic factors surrounding
the specific commodities to which they apply than do hourly rates
applicable to all commodities zoverned by Minimum Rate Tariff No. 7.
Moreover, zone¢ rates can be more accurately and simply determined

than hourly wrates, inasmuch as the factors necessary to determine

zone rates do not vary with each haul as they do with hourly rates,

6/ Examiner C. S. Abernathy's Proposed Report, dated Maxch &4, 1965,
in the asphaltic concrete and cold road oil mixture phase of
Orxder Setting Hearing, dated March 24, 1959, and Petitlion No, 48
recormends that zone rates on those commodities apply to the
exclusion of hourly or mileage rates.

Subsequent to initial hearing in the instant proceeding,
Petition No. 106 in Case No. 5437 was granted, canceling, effec-
tive November 7, 1964, the zone rates in southern San Diego
County (Decision No., 67934, dated September 30, 1964).
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We find that the proposed nonalternation of zome rates with
hourly rates will result in reasonable minimum rates and charges.
In the circumstances, we f£ind that the zone rates heretofore
deseribed as within the scope of this proceeding should not alternmate
with hourly rates prescribed within Southern Territory.
Utilization of Mileage Rates

The rate witness proposed that unless actual time factors
are computed, recorded and utilized as a basis for determining
hourly charges, as specified in Section & of Minimum Rate Tariff
No. 7, mileagejtonnage rates in Section 2 of that tarlff shall apply.
The rate witness explained that this proposal would provide a basis
for charges under the tariff when the staff has determined that
spurious time factoxs have been applied to movements undexr houxly
rates. The rate witness stated that this proposal was specifically
aimed at the asserted use of depressed mlleage-tonnaze rates
converted into hourly rates through use of spurious time factors,
or use of predetermined time factors to defeat the minimum rates,

The evidence shows that the main difficulty encountexred
by the staff in enforcing the collection of the applicable hourly
rates is the establishment, after transportation has been performed,
of the correct time factors whem synthetic time factors have been
applied. The Field Section witnesses conceded that even If the
rules governing the hourly rates proposed by the staff were adopted,
correct time factors could not be established without surveillance

of all equipment movements by the staff, Tor this reascn, the

staff proposed that the mileage-tomnage rates apply when actual

time factors camnot be established., A formal determination by the

Commission appears to be required in each instance where it becomes
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necessary to invoke the mileage-tomnage rates as an altermative to

the charges collected by the carrier. According to the staff wit-

nesses, even minor infractions of their p§7posed rules could force

the application of mileage-tonnage rates.

The real purpose that would be served by this proposal of
the rate witness would be to provide a basis of charges under the
tarlff when it has been proved that spurious time factors have been
applied, The staff proposal would not enforée the collection of
hourly rates as such, but would substitute another form of rates
for hourly rates when the latter rates were misapplied,

The staff witnesses testified that the same types of
transactions could have been treated as falsification of freight
bill recoxrds or failuxe to properly recoxd factors necessary to
determine applicable rates (freight bill violatioms). Freight bill
violations have not ordinarily been handled in proceedings before
this Commission but have been referred to the courts., The staff
witnesses indicated that district attorneys and municipal courts
are not fomillar with the pinimum rates and rules required to be

observed by highway permit carriers and thexefore couxt actions

initiated by the staff have not been effective.

The two principal carrler assoclations In this field did
not 3agree with the staff recommendation that mileage-tonnage rates
be used as a floor when hourly rate factors camnot be determined.
The associations offered substitute recommendations. Neither of

the associations' recommendations would be wholly satisfactoxry to

8/ The record shows that mileage rates could be lower or higher
than hourly rates correctly applied., Being on different bases,
it would be only colncidence that mileage rate scales and

hourly rate scales would result in the same charges on any
particular tramsaction.
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the staff., The staff witness contended that enforcement proﬁlems
would still exist if either carrier association proposal were
adopted. The shipper zroups participating in the proceeding did not
offer specific proposals, but generally opposed the staff recommen-

dation,

We £ind that the staff recommendation for a rule Invoking

mileage rates when spurious hourly rate factors have been applied

should not be adopted in Minimum Rate Tariff No. 7.

A

Carrier Assoclation Proposals

CDTOA and CTA presentecd alternate proposals to those
submitted by the Commission staff. The assexrted purposes of these
proposals are to make the tarliff clearer and more understandable and
to aid In better enforcement of the taxiff provisions. Neither
association concurred in the staff proposals.

Each association proposed changes in the shipping document
requirements which each asserted would provide adequate xecoxrd
keeping for purxposes of enforcement of the hourly xrates. CIA pro-
posed that distance rates apply only when the shipper Iissues a
"distance rate notice" In writing to the carrier prior to transpoxr-
tation. CDTOA proposed that a written agreement be required for ﬁhe
use of mileage-tonnage rates.

Both associations proposed that hourly rates apply without
the requirement of 2 written notice or agreement. These proposals
were opposed by the staff. A Field Section witness testified that

without a written agreement entered into at the time of or prior to
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transportation under hourly rates, the staff could not determine
subsequent to the performance of the transportation the time the
carxier was to report pursuant to the shipper's order for service
under the hourly rates.

The associations also proposed that c¢ertain definitions
contained in Items Nos. 10 and 11 of the tariff be modified and that
additional definitions be added. CTA and CDIOA proposed new
definitions for “consignor', 'consignee', and "shippex''. These
terms are used in the tariff and definitions thexefor assertedly
are necessary f£or clear and unambiguous tarlff provisions, In
addition, CDTOA proposed the modification of several of the present
definitions to make them woxe definite and cextaln,

With respect to the definition for "Overlying Carriexr",
CDT0A proposed that term also include an undexlying carrier which
employs another underlying corrier. This definitlion now applies
{n Noxthern Texritory and it would be extended to Southern Terxitoxy.
"Point of Origin" and "Point of Destination' would be amended to
include 2ll locationms within 300 feet of the point at which physical
delivevy is Initiated.

CDTOA proposed that the minimum charge provisions be

amended by the addition of a chaxze of $15 per unit of equipment.

The witness testified that collective bargaining agreements between
eumployers and dump truck drivers in the construction industry
require the payment of ''show-up'' time amounting to $15 when the
driver and equipment are ordered to report for service and then are
released, Assertedly these agréements call for the payment of
show-up time except in situations beyond the control of the shipper,

such as fallure of loading equipment or inclement weather. The
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proposcd toxiff rule does not reaflect all of the exclusions In the
collective bargaining agreement. That agrecment Is Indefinife and
requires interpretation, Certain shippexrs urged that the proposed
rule would favor shippers operating their own trucks as such ship-
pers would be excluded from paying show-up time in more instances
than those employing for-hire carriers.

CDTOA proposed that the computation of cdistance rates be

changed from the "shortest distance via the actual route of movenent”

to the “shortest legal route between the point at which loading of
2 shipment Is Initiated and the point at which delivery of a ship-
ment 1s Initiatec”. This, assertedly, would permit carriers to
transport shipments over routes which are more convenient or require
‘less transit time than the shortest route, without penalty to the
shipper., This proposal was opposed because of the asserted

difficulty in determining the "legal" routes,

CDTOA also proposed that the collection-of-charges rules

be amended to imclude 2 new provision requiring a penalty to be
assessed when payment of the freight charges by the shipper tc the
caxxler or by the overlying carrier to the underlying carrier is mnot
made within the credit period specified in the tariff, The present
credit rule permits the extension of credit to the twentieth working
day following the end of the calendar month in which the transporta-
tion was performed. CDTOA's secretary-manager gave examples of
several instances in which charges were not pald to members of ails
assoclation within this period. He asserted that the credit period
is longer than that provided in other minimum rate tariffs; that
debtors purposcly do not pay within the specified credit perliod in

order to use as working capital the moneys due to carxlers; that
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efforts to collect delinquent charges cause further delays; that
most carriers do not have sufficient capital to operate without
receipt of their freight charges within the specified erxedit period;
and that a penalty provision would Iinsure prompt payment of the
chazges within the specified credit period and is essential to the
financial well-being of the dump truck carriers he represents,

The CDTOA witness proposed that a penalty of ten percent
of the unpaid charges be imposed. In justification of this amount,
he asserted that collection costs through employment of collection
agencies or through civil court suit amounts to 25 percent or more
of the unpaid charges, and that a ten percent pemalty would be less
than the alleged costs of collection. No evidence was preseunted 2s
to the specific amounts of collection costs, Certain of the parties
and the Commission staff oppose the penalty provisions. The
partles, other than the staff, urgzed that shippers could be
subjected to the penalty charge through inadvertence. The staff
opposed the penalty charge because it would add an additional
factor in the determination of the applicable winimum rates in
enforcement proceedings. The date on which the freight chaxrgec were
pald nmust be determined in order to establish whether the penalty
provisions should be Invoked. The staff witness stated that often

such determination would be difficult because of inSuffic;ent

recoxrds or lack of records.

CDIOA also proposed that the eredit period be changed to
the 15th day after the end of the calendar month in which the
transpoxtation was performed. This, assertedly, would shorten the
credit period and would make certain the date upon which freight

charges are due. This proposal was not opposed,
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CDTOA proposed the cancellation of the sceles of Northexn
Texritory hourly rates applicable for overtime anc holicay sexvice
and the substitution therefor of a single additional zmount per hour

for all sizes of vehicles. The result of this proposal would be an

Increase in overtime and holiday rates for smallexr units of equip-

ment and a deerease in such rates for equipment of larger capacity.
The proposed additional rates for overtime and holliday work
assextedly represent the average of overtime and holiday wage scales
applicable in Northerm Texrxitory. The witness stated that this
proposal was £oxr the purpose of achieving uniformity of the provi-
sions in question with those in Southern Territory and to simplify
the application of the tariff. The witness asserted that many
membexs of his assoclation work In both Southern Territory and in
Noxrthern Territory and f£ind the Southerm Terxitory method of
assessing such charges simplex to determine and apply. The
secxetary-manager of the Rock, Sand and Gravel Producers Assoclation
of Northern California opposed this proposal because of the increase
in rates involved,

Othexr proposals made by the parties are cupplementary to
the proposals descxribed In cdetall herein. Largely they were
unopposed., ALl rule proposals have been carefully comnsidexed,

The definitions, rules and accessorial chaxges provided in
Minimum Rate Tarlff No. 7 should be made uniform, to the extent
possible, with those adopted by the Commission to governm the new
rininum rate tariff of zome rates in the so-called core area of

Southern California.
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In additfon to the prelininary findings made herein, we
£ind as follows:

1. The proposal that the application of hourly rates be mace
uniform In Southern Terxitory and Northexrn Territory by making the
kourly rates applicable in Southern Texritory without the Lssuance
of a written agreement for use of hourly rates is reaéonable and

should be adopted.

2. Hourly rates in Section No. & of the tariff should zpply

from the time the driver and equipment xeport for service umtil
completion of the last trip during a single 24-hour period. Time
for the last txip should be computed on the basis of double the.
time which eclapsed duriﬁg the period following completion of
loading to completion of unloading.

3. Rates no lower than the applicable hourly, mileage-tonnage,
or zone rates snould be quoted and assessed; and rates should not be
quoted ox assessed by carriers based om a unit of measurement
c¢lfferent from that in which the minimum rates and charges in the
tarliff sre stated for the type of shipment being rated.

4. A "distance rate motice' as set forth in taxlff pages
accompanying the ensuing order should be requlred for use In both
Southern Territory and Northern Terxritory of distence rates in
Section No. 2 in lieu of hourly rates in Section No, 4 of the
tariff,

5. The proposal that a $15 charge be added to the current

minimum charge for sexrvice under hourxly rates would be dicerimin-

atory in that such additionsl charge would not apply in the same
circumstances that a driver would be recompensed for show-up time
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C. 5437

under current collective bargaining provisions and, therefore, this
proposal has not been shown to be justified.

6. The proposal that & ten percent penalty be added to the
charges required to be collected under the tariff when freight
charges are not paid within the credit perlod specified in the
tariff has not been shown to be justified. It has not been shown
that carriers usually or ordimarily must resoxrt to civil court
action to collect such charges; nor was it shown by competent evi-
dence the costs of prosecuting such a civil court action, There
sre no facts in the record substentiating the reasomsbleness of the
amount of the proposed penalty for delayed payment of charges.

7. The proposal that present rate scales be canceled for
sexvice in Northern Territory under overtime and prexium time
hourly rates, and that am hourly charge for overtime or premium
time be established as an additive im lieu thereof is beyond the
scope of this proceeding, as it involves a substantive revision of
rates (rather than rules) and, therefore, should not be adopted.

8. The proposal that distances be computed via the shortest
legal route between origin and destination has not been shown to
be justified.

9. Revised rules, definitions and related provisions set
forth Iin the tariff pages accompanying':he order herein will be
reasonable and are justified,

10, Other proposed amendments to Minimum Rate Tariff No, 7
have not been shown to be justified and should net be adopted,

Hourly xrates in Southern Territory will be revised in
the order which follows to eliminate the requirement that 2 written

notice be issued by the shipper to the carrier of the shippex's
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intention to ship under sald hourly rates. Representatives of the
California Fertilizer Association and several manufacturers anc
distributors of fertilizer reprcsented that fertilizers and manures
are now subject to hourly rates, but not mileage rates in Southern
Territory; that shippexs of fertilizers and manures uniformly have
not executed written notices for use of said hourly rates; that in
the absence of such agreements no effective minimum rates have been
in effect for the transportation of fertilizers and manures in
Southern Territory; that shipments of fertilizers and manures have
been transported for the past several years at negotlated rates;
and thot sald assoclation and the menufacturers and distributors of
fertilizers and manures desire that they continue to be able to
negotiate rates for transportation of fertilizers in Southern
Texritory should the aforementioned rule changes be adopted by the
Commissicn,

Since submission of the Iinstant proceeding, Californig
Fertilizer Assoclation filed Petition for Modification No, 113, in
Case No. 5437, on March 8, 1965. This petition seeks the deletion
of the commodities "'fertilizex” and “'manure” from Item No. 320 of
Minimun Rate Tarlff No., 7. Deletion of these commodities from
Item No., 320 would cancel hourly rates on fertilizers and manures
In both Southern and Northern Territories. It appearing that
detailed evidence will be adduced in Petition No. 113 dealing with
the necessity, propriety and reasonableness of the minimum rates
for transportation of fertilizers and manures in bulk In dump truck
equipment on 2 statewide basis, thexre appears to be no need to rule

hexein on the request of the Califormia Fertilizer Assoclation with

respect to rates in Southern Territory. The tariff pages
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accompanying this oxder will be made effective on October 16, 1965,
In the intexim consideration may be given to the proposals in
Petition No., 113.

This leaves for consideration the type of enforcement
action, if any, which can be taken to alleviate the problem of rate
conversion described by the staff witmesses. As hereinbefore
stated, several carriers testified concerning Instances in which
they were required to observe rates other than tariff rates, and
to f£alsify their shipping documents to show that hourly rates wexe
assessed, Without exception these carriers had little or no
knowledge of the provisions of Minimum Rate Tariff No, 7, nor of
theixr obligations as highway permit carriers to bill and collect
the correct minimum rates.

Shipping document violatfons involving falsification are
rot susceptible to correction through establishment of additional
tariff rules. Such violatlons can be corrected only through

enforcement action directed to imposition of fines or suspensions

for such infractions, rather than through uadexcharge procedures

heretofore used by the staff.

The Commission staff concedes that it could treat
spuxious hourly rate conversions as freight bill violations, rathex
than prosecute such violations as undercharge actions. TFrom the
recoxd it appears that the staff can readily determine and
establish the proof that carriers have falsifled their shipping
documents but, in most Instances, cannot prove the corxect amount

of the undercharges. The Commission can impose fines or

9/ See In re Standard Freight Lines, Decision No. 68846, dated
April 6, 1965, in Case No. 7896.
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suspensions for known falsificetion of shipping documents to obtain
transportation at less than the minimum rates, without a determina-

tion of the exact amount of undercharges existing on the transaction.

The Commission recognizes the seriousness of ;heﬁe [yggg Gf Viéla
" - o i -
tions and will institute g pollcy of punishing violators by the

Imposition of heavy fines or suspensionms.
PETITION NO. 108

Petitlioner's secretary-mamager, an accountant, and several
truckers testified in support of the petition. Their testimony is
summarized in the following statements. There is little use of
tonnage rates In Southern Territory for the principal commodities
subject to said rates (processed agzregates, earth, sand, decomposed
granite, asphaltic concrete and cold road oil mixtures)., The move-
ment of such commodities is under zome rates (Iin cents per ton) ox
hourly rates.lg/ Some 3,000 dump truck carriers wexe polled on their
use of mileage-tonnage rates and the need for retenmtion of such
rates. The replies of those engaged in construction work showed
little neced of such rates and wexe precdominantly in faver of

cancellation,

Zone and hourly rates have been subjected to perlodie

adjustments, but mileage-tonnage rates have not been adjusted since
1953. Assertedly, there have been mény changes in carriler costs of
operation, trucking equipment and operating practices since that
date, Therefore, it was represented that mileage-tomnage rates do

not reflect current tramsportation conditions.

10/ Assertedly, materials moved to construction sites, such as
earth, fill material and dry-batched cement and aggregates, axe
transported under hourly rates; and processed aggresates, sand,
asphaltic concrete and cold road oll mixture axe transported
under zonme rates, The witness stated there may be a small
movement of ores and clay undexr the mileage-tonnage rates
proposed to be canceled,
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Another reason advanced for cancelling the mileage rates
1s that such rates epply for various types and sizes of cquipment
In use and should reflect the average costs for all such types of
equipment. There are wide variastions in equipment costs, labor
costs, load factors, and loading and unloading times for the
different types and sizes of equipment., Rates based on average
unit costs, assertedly, are not reflective of and, therefore, not
reasonable for transportation in any particular type of equipnent
in use., Moreover, as such rates are based on actual mileages, they
are not reasonable under the varying conditions of terrain and road
gradients encountered in hauling in the vicinity of comstruction
sites. It was also stated that because of the wide varfiation in
conditions, meaningful costs are practically impossible to develop.

Petitioner's secretary-manager stated that hourly and
zone rates sxe more Yeflective of operative conditions encountered
by dump truck caxxiexs than are mileage rates and, for that reason,
hourly rates are preferable to mlileage rates, Because the shippex
may choose between hourly and mileage rates, and apply whichever is
lowexr, the carrier is subjected to an adverse selection of rates,
always recelving the lowest,

The secretary-mamager explained that the mileage rates
for lightweight aggregates were not requested to be canceled because
points of oxrigin and destination are gemerally fiked; hauls are
longer than those emcountexed with rock, £11l materials and earth,
and larger truck and transfer-trallex units capable of transporting
24 tonms or more are used,

The petition was opposed by the Commission staff Zor the
reason that the staff desires the xetention of the mileaze-tonmage

rates as a method of determining min{mum rates in undexchaxge
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actions when it has been found that Improper hourly time factors
have been used.ll/ The staff stated that, although it has not
undextaken to do so for the specific service in question, it has
developed reasonable costs to sexve as the basis for mileage-tonnage
rates In other cases and can do so here,

American Cement Corporation argued that mileage rates
should not be canceled because such rates are used by that company
in Southerﬁ Territory for the movement of clay, cement clinker and
limestone (commodities used in the manufacture of cement); the
characteristics of the transportation of those commodities are
similaxr to the characteristics involved in the transportation of
lightwelght aggregates, in that loads of 24 tons or more are trans-
ported and the distances involved are greater than for the gemeral
list of commodities subject to mileage rates; and that mileage rates
are essentlal to the conduct of the cement manufacturing business.

It is clear that mileage rates are used to some extent in

Southern Texritory for movement of commodities other than to or

from construction sites. For comstruction work, it appears that

neither the minimum hourly nor the minimum tonnage rates are being
assessed in the majority of instances; the actual rates being
assessed are agreed tomnage rates on an ‘hourly conversion' basis,
or hourly rates based on predetermined maximum times per load.
Statements of petitioner's secretary-manager would indicate that
carriers are subjected to an adverse selection between the minimum
hourly and tomnage rates, whereas the record indicates rates below
the levels of the minimum rates are assessed on a wide-spread basis,
No study was made by petitiomer concerning the effect of cancella-

tion of mileage rates upon the transportation of commodities used

11/ As proposed by the Commission staff in Order Setting Hearing
dated April 21, 1964 phase of Case No. 5437.
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12/
in the monufacture of cement.”  Such transportation appears to be

similar to that of lightweight aggregates for which mileage rates
will be retained. Therefore, we find that the mileage rates should
not be canceled on the basis of nonuse.

The Commission staff, on the basis of its experience in
Noxrthern Territory, apparently can develop representative mileagé-
tonnage costs with sufficient refinements as to equipment sizes and
types to make them usable as a basis for the development of
reasonable minimum rates., We find that reasomable costs for
mileage rate transportatlion cam be developed and that any
difficulties which may arise in the development of such cost
factors do mot justify cancellation of the rates in question.

One of the main reasons advanced by petitionmer for cancel-
lation of the mileage rates is that such rates have not been brought
up-to-date for several years. Such condition may be advanced as
the basis for an iImmediate adjustment in said rates, but does mnot
sexve as a reason for cancellation of the rate scales. The record
shows that present tonnage rates reflect costs applicable to a
3-axle truck (so-called l0-wheelexrs), the predominant type of
equipment In use when such rates wexe last adjusted. Since that
time equipment in use has changed; for most types of work, S5-axle
equipment (tractors and two semitrallers, or truck and trensfer-
trailer) is used because of its larger carrying capacity. Costs
per ton for hauling in the 5-axle equipment are less than for 3-axle
equipment. Labor cost increases occurring since the milileage rates

wexre last revised appear to have been partially offset by the

12/ The responses to the questiomnalre sent out by CCTOA appear to
hive com$ almost entirely from carxiers engaged in construc-
tion work.
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greater efficiency of the larger equipment now in use, We f£ind that
mileage xates are out-of-date and require an adjustment, but that
the recoxd herein does not contain the infprma:ion necessary to make
specific adjustments in such rates.

Based upon the foregoing, we conclude that Petition
No. 108 should be denied and that Minimum Rate Tariff No. 7 should

be modified as set forth in the owder which follows.

ORDER

T IS ORDERED that: '
1. Minimum Rate Taxiff No. 7 (Appendix A of Decision
No. 32566, as amended) iIs hereby further amended by incorporating
therein, to become effective October 16, 1965, the revised pages
attached hexeto and listed in Appendix B, also attached hereto,
which pages ond appendix are made a port hereof.
2. 1In all other respects sald Decision No. 32566, as amended,
shall vemain in full force and effect.
3. Petitlon No. 108, in Case No. 5437, is hexeby denied,
The effective date of this oxder shall be thirty days

after the date hereof.

77 .
Dated at Jég;QL;ZEQtaaaz) » California, this ‘//:7'-—~

day of ﬂZ44u142f
28

/ %

A /

ﬂ?%f/ﬂ’/j/ 7 W
sSs.loners
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APPENDIX A

LIST COF APPEARANCES

E. O. Blackman, for California Dump Truck Owners Associationm,
petitioner in Petition No, 108, and interested party in
Oxdex Setting Hearing dated April 21, 1964.

Dana Exum, for Miles & Soms Trucking Service; Russell &
chureman, by R. Y. Schureman, for Max Binswanger Txrucking,
Matich Transpoxtation Co., Daniel Lohnes Trucking Co.,
Phillips Trucking, Joshua Desext Service, Inc., and More
Truck Lines; J. T. Underwood, for Ignazio Intravaia; Les
Calkins, for Les Calkins Trucking, Inc., respondents.,

Glemn and Wright, by John R. Schell, for San Diego County Rock
Producexrs Association; and H. Rondall Stoke, Don Reining
and C. F. Imhoff, foxr Southerm GCalifornla Rock Products
association and San Bermardino-Riverside Rock Products
association, protestants,

Axlo D, Poe, H. F. Kollmyer and J. C. Kaspar, for Californla
Trucking Association; Richard B. Colby, for Blue Diamond
Company, a Division of The Flintkote Company; Harold B.
Culy, by Harold D. Crider, for Sacramento Cement Co.;
gichard F. Molyneux, for Suléy M§§l§§ Cogt:acting Cempany;

on Pease, %or gouthern Pacific Milling Company; Haxry C.
Phelan and Karl Roos, for Califormia Asphalt Plant
Association; Eugene Booker amd Jack Cedarblade, foxr Rock,
Sand and Gravel Producers Association of Noxrthern
California, Inc.; E. J. Bertana, for Pacific Cement and
?ggreéates,iInc.; David K. Graham gnd Haxrvey H. Lowthian,

X., for Kaiser Cement and Gypsum Corporation; G. Ralph
¢rago, for Independent Truck Owner-Operator Union;
O'Melveny and Myers, by Lauren M. Wrizht, for American
Cement Coxporation; Vaughn, Paul and Lyons, by John C.
Lyons, for Californmia Fertilizer Association, Califorunia
Chemical Company, Collier Carbon and Chemical Corp., Shell
Chemical Company, and Stauffer Chemical Company;

Robert J. Sullivan, for Shell Chemical Company; R. Caoham,
by &-_A. Wright and E. A. Coxhead, for California Chemical
Company; Jack Baker, for Bandini Fertilizer Co.; Nelson

MeIninch, for Kellogg Supply Co., Inc.; and Framk Davis,
for Standard 01l Co., interested,partiés.

Edward E. Tanner, Norman B. Haley, Ralph Staunton, Fred P,
Hughes, Leonard Dizmond, and George Cates, for the
Commission staff.
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APPENDIX B TO DECISION No. 63567

List of Revised Pages *o Minimum Rate Tariff No. 7

Authorized by sald Decision

Seventeenth Revised Page 2
Sixth Revised Page 3-A
Third Revised Page 3-B
Thirteenth Revised Page &
Ninth Revised Page 4-4
Fourth Revised Page 5-A
Fourth Revised Pzge 5-B
Criginal Page 5-C

Fourth Revised Page 6
Second Revised Page 10
Fifth Revised Page 39
Eighth Revised Page w0
Fourteenth Revised Page 42-C
Original Page 42-D

Second Revised Page 43
Second Revised Page 44
First Revised Page 49
First Revised Page 46
First Revised Page 47

(END OF APPENDIX B LIST)
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Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California,
. San Francisco, California.
Correction No. 1126
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M\l Rﬁmed Page sesas B-A mm Rm TARIFF NO. 7

Iﬁgm SECTION NO. 1 — RULES AND REGULATIONS

DEFINITION OF TECENICAL TIERMS
(ITtems Nos, 10 and 11)

(a) CARRIZR means a radial hiphway common carrier or a highway
contract carrier, as dcfined in the Eighwny Carriers' Act, or &
carrier, as defined in the City Carriers! Act.

(b) DUMP TRUCK ZQUIFMENT means any motor vehicle (including
component trailing equipment) as defined iz the Highway Carriers!
Act and City Carriers' Act, whick discharges its loed by gravity
either (a) in conjunction with mechanical means that are an in-
tegral part of the vehicle, or (b) by opendng all or a portion of
the bottonm, sides or end, or (c) by comtination of (s) and (b).
It does not dnclude a motor vehicle enmgaged in the transportation
of concrete mechanically mixed in transit.

(c) COMMON CARRIER RATE means any intrastate rate or rates of any
common sarrier or commen 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 can-
rier railroad or railroads applying between peints in Califomia by an
interstate or foreign route, lawfully in effect at time of shipment;
also any irterstate or fareign rate or rates of any common carrier or
comon carriers, as defined in the Public Utiliwes Act, applyirg be-
tween points in California and in effect at time of shipment and
covering Lransportation exempt Irom rate regulation of the Irtersiate
Coxmerce Commission under Section 203(v)(8) of Part Il of the Imter
Commerce Act. :

. (d) RATLEEAD means a point-at which facilities are majrtained for
the loading of propexty_ into_or upozn, or the unloadirng of property.
from rall cars or vessels. It also includes truck loading facililties
of ‘plants or industries located at such rail or vessel loading or
unloading point. .

(e) POINT OF ORIGIN means the vrecise location at which prop-
oxty is physically delivered bty the consignor or his agent into
the custody of the carrier for trensportetion.

(£) POINT OF DESTINATION means the precise location et which
propexrty is teadered for physical delivery into tho custody of +he
consignee or his agent.

(g) RATE includes charge, and also the retings, miairmum weight,
rules end regulations goveradng, and tho accessorial charges apply-
ing in commection therewith.

() SAME TRANSPORTATION means trensportation of the same kizd
and quantity of property and subject to the same limitations, condi-
tions and privileges, although not necessarily transported in an
identical type of equipment. |

|

#(1) SHIFMENT means 2 quantity of freight tendered by one conzigmor

on one shipping document at ane point of crigin for cze consigree at

one point of destination to be transported at one time in omo writ of- |
equipments

() COMMERCIAL PRODUCING PLANT means the point at which sand ox
gravel ls weshed and sorted as to size and grade and placed into
stockpiles or bunkers, and/or wheme ctone is crushed and graded, and
placed into stockpiles or bunkers.

(k) TZAM TRACK means a point at which property may be loaded
inte or upon, or unloaded from rail cars by the public gezerally;
it olso includes wharves, docks and lendings ab which the public
generally may receive or tender chipmexts of property from and to
common caxriers by vessel. ‘ ~




(1) TON means 2,000 nourds.

$(m) DRY MIXTURZS op SAND, AND/OR GRAVEL AND/OR CRUSHED STONE (WLTH
Ok WITHOUT CEYENT) IN BamCrES meAns a shipmert of said mixture transperied
! an dump truck equipmert provided with one or more batch gates verzmitting
‘ the loading and unloads of & portion or portions of she shipmert sep~ |
arately from the other Poriion or portiors of the shipment.

#(z) OvERLYING CARRIER (PRINCIPAL CARRIER) means a carrier which
contracts with a shipper to provide ‘ransportatior service for the latter,

out which carrier in turn @ploys another carrier, Kncwr as the Under-
Iying Carrier (irdependentcomtrentor subhauker), to perform that

NOTE.~The term Overlying Carrier also includes an waderlying carrier
which employs ancther carrier to perform transportation service.

L4
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(o) UNDERLYING CARRIER (independent-contractor subhauler) means

| ANy carrier who renders service for an overlyirg carrier (prinecipal

‘ carrier), for a specified reccmpernse, for a specified result, under the

; cortrol of the overlying carrier as 4o the result of the work only axd
ot as to the means by which such result is accemplisked.

(Continued in Item No. )

E # Change, Decision No. 69567

: EFFECTIVE OCTOBRR 16, 1965

Iscued by the Publie Utilities Commission of the State of California,
' San Frarcisco, Califormia.

Cerrection No. 1127

- 3=4 =




Third Revised P2g€ eevees 23

Second Revised Page eeees =B

Cancels
MINIMUM RATE TARIFEF NO.

7

Item
No.

SECTICN NO. 1 - RULES AND REGULATIONS

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

(p) **

#(q) BATCHING PLANT means an installation (structure
and appurtenant storage area) at which the ingredients for
the production of concrete are received, stored, weighed,
batched and subsequently transported therefrom.

#(x) CONCRETE ARTICLE FACTORY means an installation
(structure and appurtenant storage area) at which the
ingredients of concrete are received, stored, weighed and
batched, and concrete articles are manufactured therefrom
on the premises.

(2) HOT PLANT means a fixed installation for the
heating of road oil or asphalt and the mixing of such
heated oil or asphalt with rock, sand and any other
ingredients to produce cold road oil mixture (“plant mix")
or asphaltic concrete ("hot stuff").

(t) SEWAGE DISPOSAL PLANT means a fixed installation
in which filtering rock is used for gettinc rid of sewage.

(w) DISTRIRUTING YARD means an area for storage of
rock, sand, gravel, or cold road oil mixture (commoniy
called “plant mix") in piles, bins, silos or bunkers.

(v) DEBTOR mcans the person assuming responsibility
for payment of transportation charges. It also includes
an overlying carrier when he utilizes the sexvices of an
underlying carrier. .

#(w) UNIT OF EQUIPMENT Medn§ & BIUCK, @ LIACLOL, 2

[} L » » .
trailer, a semitrailer, or any combination of the fore—
going operated in a train.

*(x) CONSIGNOR means the person, £irm or corporation
from whom the property was physically received by the

carrier for transportation.

*(y) CONSIGNEE means the person, firm or corporation

to whom the property is to be physically delivered by the
carxier.

*(z) SHIPPER means the person, f£ixrm or coxporation

(other than a carrier) who arranges with the carrier for
the transportation of the property.




g Change )
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Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of Califormnia,

San Francisco, California.
[ Correction No, 1128
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NO. 7

Item
No.

SECTION NO. 1 - RULES ANC REGULATIONS (Continued)

l
l
i
i
i
;
i
i
!
i
i
]
|
\

APPLICATION OF TARIFF - CARRIERS

Rates provided in this tariff are minimum rates, es-
tablished pursuant to the Highway Carriers' Act, and the
City Carrlers' Act. They apply for transportation of
property by radial highway common carriers and highway
contract carriers, as defined in sald Highway Carriers!
Act, and by carriers as defined in said City Carriers! Act,
in bulk in dump truck equipment.

ATne ra.es and rules contained in tals tarill shall
apply to transportation by underlying carriers (independent-
contractor subhaulers) when such trensportation is performed
for other carriers, as provided in Item No. 9L.

APPLICATION OF TARIFF - GENERAL

Rates in this tariff do not apply to the transportation
of:

(a) Property of the United States or property trans-

ported under an agreement whereby the United States con-
tracted for the carrier's services.

(b) Disaster Supplies, i.e., those commodities which
are allocated to provide relief during a state of extreme
emergency or state of distaster; and those commodities
which are transported for a civil defense or disaster
organization established and functioning in accordance
with the California Disaster Act o ultimate point of

storage or use prior to or during a state of disaster or
state of extreme emergency.

For rates for the trancportation of commodities in dump
truck equipment, other than as provided in this tariff, see
City Carrilers' Tariff No. l-A, Minimum Rate Tariff No. 1-B,
2, 5, 9-B or 17, as the case may be.

APPLICATION OF TARIFF - TERRITORIAL

Rates in this tariff apply for transportation between
all points within the State of California except shipments
of commodlities in dump truck equipriont having bvboth point of
origin and point of destination within Southern California,
as described in Mininum Rate Tariff 17.

REFERENCES T0 ITEMS AND OTHER TARIFFS

Unless otherwise provided, references herein to item
numbers in this or other tariffs include references to such
numbers with letter suffix, and references to other tariffs

include references to amendments and successive issues of
such other tariffs.




COMPUTATION COF DISTANCES

Distences to be used in connection with distance rates
nemed herein shall de the actual mileages traversed, includ-
ing any detour to and from scales to obtaln weight of
shipment.

# Change, Decision No. 63567

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 16, 196§

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

Correction No. 1l29




»Ninth Revised Page ceevecees

Cancels
Bighth Revisod Page ...cee.. L=A MINIMOM RATE TARIFF NO. 7

oem SECTION NO. 1 - RULZS AND REGULATIONS (Contlnued)

(L)COLLECTION OF CHARGES

(For other provisions concerning payments of overlying
carrlers to underlying carrlers, seo also Item No. 94.)

Excopt as otherwise provided in this item, Trans-

E (a)
- porgidor 0 BLCEOTAL foeg BLLL B igllontad by

carriors prior to relinquishing possession © propertg on -
f trusted to them for transgportation; asald cnnrgig shall be
v
?

dollected in cash or in the form of valld che drafvs or

money orders.

¢ (b) Upon taking porecautions deemed DY them To be sul-
ficient %tc assure payment of charges within the credls
neriod herein specified, carriers may relinquish possession
of the freight in sdvance of payment of the charges thereon

and may extend credit {n the amount of such charges to
debtors for aperiod not to exceed the 15th day £ollowing
the last day of the calendar month in which the traas-

portation was performed.

(¢) Where the carrier has relinguished possession of
frolght and collected the amount of charges represented in
a frelght bill presented by it as the total amount of such
chargos, and another freight bill for additional charges is
therocafter presented to the debtor, the carrier may extend
eredit in the amount of such additional charges for a perilod
of 30 calendar days to be computed from the first 12 o'clock
midnight following the proseantation of the subsequently
sresented freight bill.

(d) Freight bLlls for all transportatlon and accessorial
chargos shall be presented to the debtors within S days
aftor the las® calendar day of the monthk in which transpor-
tation was performed.

(¢) Debtors may eclect to have thelr freight bllls pre-
scnted by means of the United States mail, and when the
mall servicoe 1s so uscd the time of mafling by the carrier,
as evidenced by the postmark, shall be deemed %o be the time
of presontation of the freight »ills.

(£) The malling by the debtor of valld checks, draflts,
or money orders, which are satlsfactory to the carrier, in
payment of freight charges within the credlt period allowed
such debtor may bo déemed to be the collection of the charges
within the eredit perlod for the purpose of these rules. In
case of disputc as to the time of maillng, the postmark shall
be accepted as showing such time.

(L)W1ll not apply to the transportation of property for
the Unitod States, statc, county or municipal
goverrmments.




UNITS OF MEASURLEMENT TO BE OBSERVED

(a) Rates or accessorial charges shall aot be quoted
or assessed by carriers based upon a unit of measurement
different from that in which the minimum rate and charges
in this tariff are stated for the type of shipment belng
rated. :

#*{b) Where rates in Section No. 3 are applicable, zone
rates in cents per ton shall be quoted and sssessed.

“(c) If there is no zone rate provided
in Sectlion No. 3, rates Iin Section No. 4 shall
be quoted and assessed in cents per hour, except
as provided in paragraph (g).

#(d) If there is no rate provided in Section
No. 3, and a distance rate notice as specified in Item
No. 93 1s entered into bhetween the carrier or overlying
carrler and the shipper to saip at mileage tonnage rates
in Section No. 2, in lieuw of hourly rates in Section No.
4, mileage toanage rates no lower than those in Section
No. 2 shall be quoted and assessed.

C'h
gAﬁ%ion g Decision No. §9567

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 16, 1965

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

Correction No. 1130
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I§em SECTION NO, 1-RULES AND REGULATIONS (Conmtinued)

ALTERNATIVE APPLICATION OF COMBINATIONS WITH COWMON CARRIZR RATES
(APPLICABLE CNLY WITHIN SOUTHERN TERRITCRY CR
FRCM SCUTHERN TERRITCRY TO NCRTHERN TERRITCRY)

When lower aggrogate charges result, rates provided in this tariff
may be used in combination with common carrier ratea for the same
transportation as £ollows:

(a) When point of origin is located beyond railhead and point of
dostination is loceted at railhead, add to the common carrier rate
applying from any team track to point of destination the rate provided
in this tariff for {the distance {rom point of origin to the team track
frgmhw?ich the common carrier rate used applies. (See Notes 1, 2, 3
ang L.

(b) When point of origin is loccted at railhead and point of
destination i3 located beyond railhead, add to the common carrier rate
applying from polnt of origin to any team track, the rate provided in
this tariff for the distance from the team track to which the common
carri?g rate used applies to point of destination. (See Notes 1, 3
and L.

(¢) Wken both point of origin and point of destination are
located beyond railhead, add +o0 the common carrier rate applying detween
any rallheads the rate provided irn this tariff for the distance from
point of origin to the team track from which the common carrier rate
used applies, plus the rate provided in this tariff for the distance
from the team track to which the commorn carrier rate uwsed applies 1o
point of destimation. (See Notes 1, 2, 3 and L.)

NOTE l.-In the event, under the provisions of Items Nos. 70 and
90 serles, a rate of a common carrier 1s used in conmstructing a rate
for highwaey transportation and sush commor carrier rate does not
include accessorial sorvices performed by the highway cerrier, the
following charge for such accessorial services shall bo added:

For loading and unloading, 12 cents per ton.

NOIE 2.-When the point of origin located beyond railhead is a
commercial producing plant located within any of the production areas
degeribed in Section No, 3, in which a team track is located and the
point of destination is outside such production area, the combination
rate may be constructed by adding to the common carrier rate specified
in this item series, the rate of 6 cents per ton in lieu of the rate
provided in this tariff for the distance from the point of origin to
the toam track from which said common carrier rate applies.

NOTE 3.-When the rail cerload rate is subject to varying minimum
weights, deperdent upon the size of the car ordered or used, the
lowest minimum weight obtainable under such minimum weight provisions
may be used in apolying the basis provided in this ftem.




-
.

Ng 4e~In applying the provisions of this item, a rz no lower
than the common carrier rate and a weight no lower taan the actusl
wedght or published minimm weight (whichever is the higher) applicable
in connection with the common carrier rate shall be used.

ISSTUANCE OF SHIPPING DOCTMENT

(a) A Distance Rate Notice shall be issued ty the shipper to the
caxrzier prior to any transportation under Section No. 2 rates. Tais
notice shall show the following information:

1. Date of notice and identifying number.
2. Name of carrier.

3. Neme of shipper.

4. Point of origin.

5. 7Point of destinatien.

6. Date and time notice begins.

7. Date and time notice ends.

8. Signeture of shipper (or agent).

9. Signature of carrier (or agent).

(b) A Shipping Oxder and Freight Bill shall be issued by the
carrier <o the shipver for each shipment received for transportation
under Section No. 2 or Section No. 3 rates, Such document may be dssued
in dndividual or mamifest foxm, This shipping orxder shall show the
following information:

1. Date and number of applicable Distance Rate Notice (distance

rates only).
2. Equirment number and capacity in cubic yaxds.
3+ Narze of carrier.
L. Name of wnderlying carrier (if any).
5. Nare of consignor.
6. MAddress of comsignor.
7. Neme of dedtor if other than comsignor.
8. 2&dress of debtor if other than consignor.
9. llame of consignee.
10. Address of consignee.
11. Point of origin.
12. Production area letter (zone rutes only).
3. Point of destination.
li. Delivery zone number (zone rates only).
15. Actual distence in miles (distsnce rates only).
16. Commodity description.
17. Weight or other wnit of measurement upon which charges are based.
18. Rate and chaxrges assessed.
19. Accessorial, helpers or other charges.
20. Signature of consignor (or agent).
2. Signature of driver.
22, Signature of comsignee (or agent).

(1) Paxagraphs (¢), (d) and (o), formerly shown in this item,
transferred to Item No. 93.1 on Fourth Revised Tage 5-B.

g Change, Decision Yo. 63567

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 16, 1965

Issued by the Public Ttilities Commissior of the State of Californie,
San Francisco, California.
Correction No. 1131




FOU.‘!'th W Pa-ge voesnsane 5-B
Cancels

(1) Third Revised Page e-veseee 5-B MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NC. 7

SECTICN NO. 1 - RULES AND REGULATIONS (Contimued)

ISSUANCE OF SHIPPING DOCUMENT (Concluded)

(¢) An Hourly Service Freight Bill shall be propared by tke cam::‘.e-_J
each day for each wnit of equinment supplied under the provisions of
Section No. 4. This freight 5211 shall shew the following information:

1. Date.
2. Equipment number and capacity in cubie yards.

‘3. Name of ecaxrier.

L+ Neme of underlyirg carrier (i€ any).

5« Name of consigner.

6. Address of consigmor.

7+ Neme of Gebbor if other than consignor.

8. Address of dcbtor if oithor than consignor.
S+ Name of consignoe.

10. Address of consigmee.

11. Type of loeding at origin.

12. Coxmodity tramsported.

13, Time and lecation driver reported for work.

1h. Starting, ending and elapsed time of the ruaning time of
the last trip.

15. Starting, ending and elapsed time of the ucloading time
of the last trip.

16. Over-nll time: From time meporting for work to start of last
trip plus deudble the running time of last trip (olapsed time
under paragraph 14) plus unloading time of last load (elapsed
tize uwder paragraph 15).

17, Any ceductions for meals or failure of carrier equipment.

18. Net chargeabdle time (14 minue 17).

19. Applicable bourly rate.

20. Chaxges due.

L. Sigpature of consignor (or agent).

22. Sigrature of driver.

. Signature of consignee (or agent).

(@) Except as provided in (o) below, tho documents issued uwnder
(a), (b). and (e) shall be prepared in two or more copies. A copy of
oach shall be furnished to the siipper, and a copy shall be retained by
the carrier, subject to the Commission's inspection for a period of
three years from date of issue.

(e) 1If the trancportation iz performed by an underlying carrier,
an additional copy of each document shall be prepared. The completed
copy of the Shipping Order and Freight Bill or Hourly Service Froight
2ill, showing the transpertation actually porformed, zhall be retained
by the underlying caxrier for a periad of three years from date of
issue. The third copy of the Distance Rate Notice shall be available
for inspection by the wnderlying carrier at the time and place of hic
employmert by the overlying carrier.




Items NOs, 9 and 96 shown on this page transferred
to Orizinal Page 5-C. ' |

(2) Paragraphs(c), (&) and (e) shown in this item farmerly
appeared in Item No. 93 on Third Revised Page 5-A.

# Change, Decision No. GO567

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 16, 1965

San Frepeisco, Californda.

!
I
‘ Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California,
|
i Correction No. 1132




(1)0riginal Page eo..o..... 5C MINIMOM RATE TARIFF NO. 7

I§gm SECTION NO. 1 - RULES AND REGULATIONS (Cozcluded)

PAYMENTS TO UNDERLYING CARRIZERS

Charges pald by any overlying carrler to an underlying
carrier and collected by the latter carrier from the former
for the service of sald underlying carrier shall be not
less than 95 percent of the charges applicable under the
minimum rates prescribed in this tariff, less the gross
revenue taxes applicable and required to bHe paid by the
overlying carrier. (See Notes 1 and 2.) #£The underlying
carrler may extend credit to the overlying carrier for s
period not to exceed twenty days following the last day of
the calendar month in which the transportation was performed,
and payment to the underlying carrier must be made within
that time. TFreight bills for transportation and accessori-
al’ charges shall be presented by underlying carriers to
overlying carriers within three days after the last calemdar
day of the month in which the transportation was performed.

NOTE 1.-As used in this item the ferm Zross revenue
taxss means the Californla Transportatlion Tax payable to
the California Board of Equalization and the tax payable
to the California Public Utilities Commission under the
Transportation Rate Fund Act.

NOIE 2.-Nothing herein contained zhall prevent an
overlying carrier, In paying such charges, from deducting
therefrom such liquidated amounts as may be due from the
wnderlying carrier to the overlying carrier, providing
such deductions have been authorized in writing by the
underlying carrier. Any overlying carrier electing to
employ this procedure shall itemize such amounts and main-
tain for the Commission's inspectlion all documents involved
In the tranmsaction.

RATES BASED ON VARYING MINIMUM TRUCKLOAD WEIGHTS
(Applies only in connection with rates
making reference to this item)

When charges on a chipment transported in one unit of
dump truck equipment at one time based on actusl weight
exceed the charges which would acerue 1f charges were

computed upon a rate based upon a higher minimum welght,
the latter will apply.

(1) Items Nos. 94 and 96 shown on this page formerly appeared
ox Third Revised Page 5-B.

g Change, Decision No. 69367

EFFECTIVE OCTCBER 16, 1965

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

| Correction No. 1133

- 5C -
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Third Revised Page ..... 6 MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NO. 7

SECTION NO. 2

DISTANCE RATES

Rztes in this Section will 29t apnly to transpartatisa for
wnicih rates arc specificclly provided in Section No. 3 of
this tariff and Sectioss Yos. 2, &, 5, €, 7 znd 10 of Mini-
rren Rate Tariff 17.

Rates in thnis Section will apply only when a distance
rate notice as specified in Item No. 93 has been executed.

In comnection with transportation from either Los Angeles
County Production Area CC to points which are intermediate
to Los Angeles County Delivery Zone 16-B and which lie along
the route Soledad Canyon Road to Bouquet Canyon Road to
San Fernando Road to State Sign Route 1% %o Los Angeles
County Delivery Zone 16-B or Los Angeles County Production
Area JJ to points which are intermediate to Los Angeles
County Delivery Zone 16~B and which lie along the route
State Sign Route 126 to U.S. Highway No. 99 to Los Angeles
County Delivery Zene 16-B, the rates to be assessed under
this Section shall not exceed the rates in Section No. 3
for transportation of a like shipment from Los Angeles
County Production Areas CC or JJ to Los Angeles County
Delivery Zone 16-B. For transportation from Los Angeles
County Production Areas CC or JJ to points along Balboa
Boulevard between Los Angeles County Delivery Zone 16-B
on the north and Los Angeles County Delivery Zone 9-A on
the south the rates To be assessed shall not exceed the
rates in Section No. 3 for transportation of a like ship-~
ment Lfrom Los Angeles.County Production Areas CC or JJ

To Los Angeles County Delivery Zone 9-A.

¢ Change, Decision No. ©9567

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 16, 1965

Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California,
San Francisco, California.
Correction No. 113%
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SECTION NO. 3

RATES FROM PRODUCTION AREAS
TO DELIVERY ZONES

£ l. Rates in Sections Nos. 2 and 4 will not apply to
transportation for which rates are provided in
this section.

gchango, Decision No. 69587

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 16, 1965

|
- Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California,

San Francisco, Califo:niaq
Correction No. 1135
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SECTION NO. 4

HOURLY RATES

Rates in this Section will not apply to transportation

for which rates are specifically provided in Section No. 3 4
of this tariff and Sections Nos. 2, 4, 5, 6, 7 and 10 of .

Minimum Rate Tariff 17.
Rates in this Section will not apply when a distance

rate notice as specified in Item No. 93 has been
executed.

# Change, Decision No, 69567

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 16, 1965

Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California,

San Francisco, California,
Correction No. 1136
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Iten
No.

SECTION NO. 4 - EOURLY RATES

APPLICATION OF RATIES

Rates in this Section are Eourly Rates and apply from,
to, and between points in Califormia subject to the descrip-
tion of Southern Territory defined in Item No. 100 and
Nortnern Territory defined in Item No. 110. Hourly rates
include drivers' and helpers' wages. EHourly rates apply to
sroperty, as described in Item No. 320, transported for one
shipper in one unit of dump truck equipument.

1. NORIHERN TERRITQRY:

The hourly rates are set forth in Items Nos. 360,
361 and 362.

SOUTHERN TERRITORY:

The hourly rates are set forth in Item No. 365,
subject to overtime provisions of Note 2 of
Item No. 365.

3. The apglication of nourly rates is subject to the
following conditions:

(a) In dotermining chargeable time, the over-all time
shall be: From time reporting for work to start of
last trip plus double the running vime of last trip
plus unloading time of last load. )

(b) In devermining chargeablc time, allowances may be
macde only for delays caused by failure of carrier equip-
ment or time taken out for meals. Time to be charged
shall 1nclude.time for transportation in both directions,
time for loading and unloading and waiting or stand-by
time at origin or destination.

(¢c) In the event that a carrier is released by the
shipper from further service and is re-engaged by the
same shipper.at a point other than the point of such
release within the same 24%-hour period (coxputed from
12:01 a.n. on the date the unit of equipment initially
reports for service), hourly rates shall be assessed -
for the traveling time from the ngnq gf rcleas@ Ea

e SHD&éaﬁéﬁi OTigin point.




INTERTERRITORIAL MOVEMENTS

(a) Where the movement originates within the Southern
Territory of the State and terminates with the Northern
Territory of the State, the hourly rates applicable
shall be those set forth in Item No. 365.

(b) Where the movement originates within the Northern
Territory of the State and terminates within the Southern
Territory of the State, the hourly rates applicable

shall be those set forth in ltems Nos. 360, 361 and 362.

INTERDISTRICT MOVEMENTS

1. Northern Territory is divided into two districts
as follows:

(a) Upper Northern District consists of all of the
countices wnich comprise Northern Territory (as defined
in Item No. 110) except Kera and San Luis Obispo
Counties.

(b) Lower Northern District consists of Kern and San
Luis Obispo Counties.

2. When dump truck equipment moves between the two
districts named in thais item during one day's
engagenent at hourly rates, the rate applicable
snall be that for the district within which the
it of dump truck equipment and driver reported
for service pursuant to the shipper's order.

g Change, Decision Wo. 633567

————

SFFECTIVE OCTOBER 16, 1965

T

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

1
|Correction No. 1137
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Itenm
Xo.

SECTION NO. 4 HOURLY RATES (Continued)

COMMCDITILS, as described in Item No. 320.
(Items Nos. 365 and 366)

COLUMN "A" rates apply where the loading is performed by power loading
device, excepting processed sand, gravel or crushed stone in stock
piles at a commercial producing plant, at point of consumption or at
intermediate point of transfer. A hopper chute or bunker shall not
be deemed to be a power loading device.

COLUMN "B" rates apply where the loading is performed by hand and
where the average mileage of the vehicle does not exceed eight
miles per hour for the period of time the vehicle is in use each
day.

COLUMN "C" rates apply where transmortation or loading is under con=-
ditions other.than described under application of Column "A" or
Column "B" rates.

Level Capacity of Dump Truek ?UUTHLHN TEﬁhlgggg
Sody,in Cubic Yaxds See Item No.
(See Rote) (1) rates in Cents Per Hour

But (Sepr Trem No. 200) (Ses Nate )
o how Ovex Column A  Colwa B  Column C

|

i
+

712 587 706
750 615 L4
793 635 775
836 669 814
879 706 852

928 760 385
971 798 922
1009 831 960
1047 B62 998
1095 909 1036

1138 933 1079
1165 960 1106
1192 982 133
1230 1028 1160
1257 1061 1287

1284 1093 1214
- 124

SOELGE Bboewa ouvrwo
ISQ;t:t:tS t;tjt;uooo S ovwiEWw

L
f
w

1311 1125
33 1158
1150

1222

1419 2254
hIAR) 1286
LT3 1318
373

027 032

1 8 o
(& RN}

&

RERYB




Minimum charge shall be the rate for one hour,

Applies only in connection with rates in Column C.

Does not apply in connection with rates in Column C.
Add to the rate for 26 cubic yards capacity, the amount

shown oppocite this reference mark for each additional
cubic yard or fraction thereof.

(Conmtinued in Item No. 366)

|

(5) Notes X and 2 shown on this page transferred to Original Page 42-D.
£ Change, Decision No. 69567

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 16, 1965

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

Correction Nho. 1138




(1)0riginal Page 42-D MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NO. 7

1rem SECTION NO. % - HOURLY RATES (Concluded)

COMMODITIES, as described in Item No. 320

(1tet flos. 365 and 366)

NOTE 1.--Level capacity of Dump Truck body means the
cubical content of the body in cublic yvards calcuiated by
multiplying the ilnside length by the average inside width
and the averagze inside height of the sides of the body,
ineluding temporary side boards, if suck boards are used,
with no allowance for the crown of the load or for low head

board or low tail gate.

In the case of a Dump Truck body not constructed for
use of a tail gate (such as the so-called '"rock body"), the
inside length shall be deemed to mean the average of the
measurement along the top of the sides from the inside of
tne head board to the point of the angle where the sides are
diverted downward to meet the floor, and the mecasurement
along the floor from the inside of the head board to the
end of the body.

NOTE 2.--(a) For transportation service furnished under
this item on Sundays and/or New Year's Day, Memorial Day,
Fourth of July, Labor Day, Thanksgiving Day, Christmas Day,
add to the appiicable hourly rate shown above: $%.96 per
hour wnen the level capacity is less than 25 cubic yards;

$5.42 per hour when the level capacity is 25 cubic yards
oI more.

#(b) Except as otherwise provided in
paragraph (a) of thls note and in the Exception set forth
below, for transportation service furnished under tnis iten
on Saturdays or during periods in excess of 8 hours in any
one shift, add to the applicable hourly rate shown above:
$2.66 per hour when the level capacity is less than 25 cubic
yards; or $3.01 per hour when the level capacity is 25 cubic
yards or more. Subject to Paragraphs 2 and 3 of Item No. 300,
"meriods in excess of € hours in any one shift" means the
time which exceeds & hours from the time the driver with dump
truck equipment reports for service, during which time said
driver is continuously engaged by one shipper or overlying
carrier, irrespective of the number of loads transported
within tne period.

EXCEPTION. - The additional rates set forth in
paragraph (b) shall not apply to transportation service
ocerformed on days, otaer than Saturdays, except when service
is performed by one driver with dump truck equipment for a
period in excess of 8 hours in any one shift.

(1) DNotes 1 and 2 shown on this page formerly aﬁpeared
in Item No. 365 on Thirteentn Revised Page 42-C.

EFFECTIVE OCTOBZR 146, 1965

l
|
!
|
|
|
¢ Change, Decision No. 63567 |
!
l
!
;
l
|

Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of California, i
Correction No. 1139 San Francisco, Callifornia.

—
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SECTION NO. 5

#FORMS OF SHIPPING DOCUMENTS
T0 WHICH REFERENCE IS MADE
IN ITEMS NOS. 93 and 93.1

4 Change, Decision No. 63567

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 16, 1965

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

Correction No. 1140
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SECTICN NO, S5--FORMS OF SHIPPING DOCUMENTS

SHIPPING ORDER AND FREIGET BILL
(For use in connection with transportation
under Section No. 2 or Section No. 3)

Date Bill No.

Truck Noa Permit No.

level Capacity of Body cubic yards Distance Rate.Notice
Noe
Date

NAME OF CARRIER

(Mame of carrier must be the same a5 shown on permil)

NAVME OF UNDERLYING CARRIER (if any)

NAME OF CONSIGNOR

ADDRESS QOF CONSIGNOR

NAME OF DEBICR (if other than consignor)

ADDRESS OF DEBTOR (if other than consignor)

NAME OF CONSIGNEZE

ADDRESS OF CONSIGNEZ

Precise Point of Origin

Production Area Letter (Zone rates only)

Precise Point of Destination

Delivery Zone No. (Zone rates only)

Distance in Miles (Distance rates only)

Kind of Weight or other unit of Rate in Cents
Material {measurement upon which per ton Charges
charges are based.




SIGNATURE OF
CONSIGNOR (or agent) Accessorial Charges

DRIVER'S SIGNATURE Helpers? Charges

Other Charges

SIGNATURE OF
CONSIGNEE (or agent) Prepaid

Total to Collect

# Change, Decisicn N . 695867

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 16, 1965

Issued by the Public Utilities Cemmission of the State of Califoxnia,
San Francisco, Californiaa

Correction No. 1141
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SECTION NO. S—~FORMS OF SHIPPING DOCUMENTS

gltem No. 375

HQURLY SERVICE IREIGHET BILL
(For uwse in comnection
with transportation under Section No. L)

Date 2111 Ne.

Truck No. Permit No.

Level Capacity of Body cubic yaxds

NAME OF CARRIER

(Name of carrier must be the same as shown on permiy)

NAME OF UNDERLYING CARRIER (if any)

NAME OF COWSIGNOR

ADDRESS OF CONSIGNOR

NAME OF DEBTOR (if other than consignor)

ADDRESS OF DEBTOR (if other than consignor)

NAME OF CONSIGNEE

ADDRESS OF CONSIGNEE

Type of loading at Origin

Commodity Transported

Time Driver Reported for Woxk

Location at Which Driver Reported to Work

a, Starting Time of Last Trip ¢. Over-all Time

Znding Time of Last Trip (Frem time reporting for work

Elapsed Time of the Running to start of last txip plus

Time of the Last Trip double the running time of last
trip (elapsed time under
Paragraph a) plus uvnloading
time of last load (elapsed

Starting Time of the Unload- time under Paragragh b).

ing of the Last Trip Deductible Time for Meals or
Ending Time of the Unloading Failure of Carrier Equip-

of the Last Trip men
Elapsed Time of the Unload-

- : : Net Chargeable Time
ing Time of the Last Twip (Paregraph ¢ mimus P"_—_a:-agraph )




Applicable Hourly Rate Charges Due

SICNATURE OF CONSIGNOR (or agont)

DRIVER'S SLGNALURE

SIGNATURE Or' CONSLGN=E (or agent)

¢ Change, Decision No. ©O9567

EFFECTIVE CCTCEER 16, 1965

Iscued by the Public Utilivies Commiscion of the State of California,
- San Francisco, California.
Correction No. 1142
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SECTION NO. 5~~FORMS OF SHIPFING DCCUMENTS

Alten No. 380

DISTANCE RATE NOTICE
(To be issued by the shipper for use
in coemnection with transportaticn
under Section No. 2)

Date Distance Rate Notice No.

Name of Carrier

Name of Shipper

Point of Origin Point of Destination

Date Notice Begins Date Notice Ends

Time Notice Begins Time Notice Ends

Signature of Shipper or Agent Signature of Carrier or Agent

#Change, Decisien No. 63567

EFFECTIVE CCTOBER 16, 1965

Issued by the Pudblic Utilities Commissiom of the State of California,

San Francisco, Celifornia.
Correction No. 1143
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Cancels
Original Page .ceececeeces 47 MINIMUM RATE ?ARIFF NU; 7
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1 SECTION NQ. 5 = FORMS OF SHYPPING DOCUMENTS (

s

gItem No. 385

Item Canceled

END OF T2RIFF

69567

¢ Change, Decision No.

EFFECTIVE OCTOBER 16, 1965

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

l

{ .

| Correction No. 1144
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