Decision No. 70848' | v | | aﬂaﬂlwﬂl

BEFORE TBB PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE. STATE OF 'CALIFORNIA

gn 'l:'h’ex Matter of Ehe In}r'celstigatiog ) Case No 7858
or the purpose of considering an °
detexrmining revisions in or reissues ;(’Petition for Modification

of Exception Ratings Tariff No. 1. J N? . 6, as amended)

A. D. Poe, H. F. Kollmyer, and C. D. Gilbert
for California Trucking Assoclationm,
petitioner.

Larry Borden, Clifford P. Brace, Richard B.
Cortland, Bermard ¥. Forcdan, Keith Harwood,
Robert I:‘.. Hoppman, William W. Kriens,
Lowell E. Tjaden, Michael J. Ubell, Zor
various shippers; Eugene A. Read and
John T. Reed, for California Manufacturers
Assoclation; protestants.

C. J. Bodding_on, for ONC Motor Freig,ht System,
respondent.

J. C. Matson, for the Comission st:aff

OPINION

Exception Ratings Tariff No. 1 (ER‘I No. 1) contains ’
classification ratings and rules which are exceptions to tl{e pro-
visions of National Motor Freight Classi-fication A-8 (Cal)~ ¢as
governed by Natiomal Motor Classification A-8)‘. The provisions
of ERT No. 1 apply in connection with transportation performed
undex Minimum Rate ‘I'ariffs Nos. 2 (General Commodities-Statewide) o
and 5 (Los Angeles Drayage Area). By this petition, as amended
California Trucking Association seeks the cancellation of Item
No. 120 of the exception ratings tarifef, Said item provides a
less-than-truckload rat:.ng of fourth class on certain balcery
goods, namely, biscuits, bread, cakes, crackers, matzos, pretzels‘

and toast.

1/ Hereinafter sometimes designated as ''Classification’.
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Public hearing was held before Examiner Bishop at .'
San Franeisco on Septewber 21 and Noveuber 3, 1965 and January 12,
1966, and at Los Angeles on Novemﬁer 10, 1965 and January 6, 1966;"'

Evidence was presented by petitiomer, bSr_ three éhippers |
or receivers of bakery goods, by Cali.fo:nia; Maﬁ;xufactxmers 'AsSo;:ia-' ‘
tion (GMA) and by the Rate Bramch staff of the Commission's
Transportation Division. The shippers and CMA are opbosing the
granting of the amended petitiom. Additicnally; othcx" shipper
representatives participated in t:he development’ of ‘tt‘xe‘ :ecc;rd.

| A membex of petitioner'sr Department of "h:anspdﬁv:a.tidp

Econonics testified concerning the h:f.séoiy of .‘the rating so;ight
to be canceled and .des_cribed‘ the investigétion he had made ‘into
the movement, tramsportation chaiacteﬂstics _andr-.‘ values of the
various types of bakery goods. He explained a seri.e’s‘ of exhibits
designed to show the propriety of the sought relief. |

The record shows thét: the’ subject .bakery goods rating,
which has been maintained in ERT No. 1 ever since that tariff
was established, effective December 28, 1963, duplicates the
fourth class rating and commod.[ty cfescript:'.onw pubiished, in Item
No. 80 of Pacific Southcoast Freight Bureau E}cception‘ Sheet 1-S,
a2 rail publication. The rating was fixst established by the rail
lines in 2 prioxr issue of Exception Sheet l-serles, effectivg

2/ The original petition, filed on August 2, 1965, sought only
the elimingotion of biscuits, crackers, matzos, pretzels and
toast from Item No. 120. On September 14, 1965, petitiomer
filed an amendment to the petition in which it seeks to cancel
sald item in its emtirety, thus proposing also the cancelletion
of the fourth class exception rating on bread and cakes. In
order to accord interested parties proper motice of the
broadened proposal, no evidence was received at the imitial
hearing on September 21, 1965. ‘ o -
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July 1, 1933, Prior to the ostablishment of ERT No. 1 the class
rates In Minimum Rate Taxriffs Nos. 2 and 5, as well as those in
certain other minimum rate tariffs, were subject to the fourth
class rating as published in said Exception Sheet l-séries; 'Th:’.s
circumstance prevailed in connection with Min:tmum Rate ’I.‘ariff No.-

for example, as early as August 7, 1939, when that tariff went intoff
effect.

Petitioner alleges that the fourth class rating 1..
unreasonable for the bakery goods, since they are of low density.
Petitioner comsiders the ratings publishod’ in the Classi-fication,
which will apply if the petition herein is granted, to be proper
and reasorable, Those ratings generally are second and tha.rd
class for bakery goods, not otherwise indexed, frozen and not
frozen, respectively.él Petitioneri"s ivitness 'pointedi out'” that’ by
Decision No. 59289 of November 24, \1959 in Application No. 40351
225 common carriexrs were authorized to publ:.sh exception ratings.
in their tariffs which were higher *_than the cmently appl:‘.cable
ratings under the Commission's minimum rate orders. That adjust-
ment included an increase, for those carrie:rs, in the. rating on
crackers and pretzels from fourth class to second class.

Petitionex's witness had developed gross wen'.’ghts and’

volumes per case of representative shi'p;‘v‘a‘.\ents of each of the

3/ 1Item No. 320 of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 provides a less-
than~truckload rating of 90 percent of fourth class, on "Brezad,
Rolls or Cake (other than fruitcaeke) in hermetically secaled
metal cans''. This rating will continue to apply to said
gﬁiﬁleslin the event of cancellation of Item No. 120 of

Q. - '

Like increases were z2uthorized for 153 additional common car-
riexs by Decision No. 60780, dated September 27, 4.960 in
Application No. 42204, as amendcd =
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commodities,tuvolved From these deta he calculated the densxties‘
of the packages in pounds per cubic foot. In obtaining these data
for shipments of "cakes" for example, he secured the weights and
took the measurements of cases ol 16 differenz products. Tndi-
vidual densities for each of these articles were.calculated, and
from these he obtained an arithmetical &ve:agefdensiﬁi‘for'all the
cake shipments. Again, with respect to crackers individual
densities were calculated for 25 different types of crackers,
including variations In size of sales packages.

The weights and measu:ements were taken either on the
docks of carriers or of consignors ox consignees. In his investi-
gation, the witnmess obsexved omly one.ehiﬁmenteeech-ef»bféad,. |
other than frozen, and matzos. Bread, he foun&; is generally
transported in truckload qﬁantities, in‘facks; eitheriin'propri-*
etary e&uipment or by contract carriers. Mhtzos’ere'generally |

a scasonal commodity, the witness stated, and the shipmencs,

originating at eastern points, are discributed in California by
proprietary carriage. ’ '

The witness also obtained from shippers wholesale prxce
data for some examples of each of the subject commodities. From -
these data he calculated values in cents per pound. He~poin;ed |
out, however, that petitioner relies'on'comparieon ofrdensities
as justification for the sought cancellation of the £oﬁttﬁ c1ess
exception rating. All of the values he developed‘areless'thenv H
one dollar per pound, The witness indicated, as a geheralffreight“
classification principle, that where-the value of 2 commo@i:yeis
less than ome dollar per pound, value ddes\not~uéuallyﬂeater*iﬁfo ‘

the determination of the proper rating for such article.
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The average densities developed by the witnes‘s ra#ge‘
from 5.5 pounds per cubic foot for pretzels, to 16.3 pounds per
cubic foot for frozem cakes. The average values range from 57
25 cents per pound for pretzels to 65 cents per pound fc_>_r toast.

Petitioner's witness foﬁnd that there is a substénti‘ai
California movement by for-hire carriers of onl& 'c'ertaix‘ii of the

commodities listed in Item No. 120. His investigation disclosed

also that the movement of bakery goods under :e:éperattzre -control :

is confined to shipments of bread and cakes. ,
Petitioner compared the density and value figures wh:.ch
it had developed with two other sets of data. The first of these :
is a teble in which are showm the range of densitiés and: the fange
of values of those commodities for which the Commission has
specifically approved a fourth class less-than—truckload exception
rating, and as to which commodities sa:z.d rating is now in effect.
. The second set of data is contained in 2 table in which are shown
densities and values of a list of 19 commodities wh:téhéxe subject
to a third class less-than-truckload rating,. as ﬁrovided I
National Motor Freight Classification A-8 (Ca‘.!.).
The densities and values shown in t:he first table were
taken from the decisioms relating to the vari.ous articles, or
from the record in the formal proceedings. Eleven commodity ,
descriptions are involved, cbveriug’ 2 wide range of ‘proddéts‘.‘
The demsities range from 15.9 to 72.7 pounds per cubic foot and
in most instances they are well above even the highest density

developed by petitioner in its bakery goods study.l Tke values

5/ 1In Appeundix "A" hereof are set fortk densities and values as

developed by petitiomer’s witness foxr ecach of the commod:f.ties o
listed in Ytem No. 120. : ,




c. 7858 (n_:’. 6, and.) ds

in the fourth class comparison group range from 9 cents to 182

cents per pound. ‘

The densities and values shown in the table of thixd
class commodities were takem from petitioner's files, Over the
years it has accumulsted information as to the demsities and
values of numercus commodities zs the result of pe?ibdi_c_ field
checks made by its persommel. The average de_tisi_.ties““ for the 19
third class articles shown in petitiomer's exhibit v::‘ange from
5.4 pounds to 25.1 pounds per cubic foot. Value data were
obtained for 12 of the commodities, ranging from 46 cents to 233
cents per pound, h . ‘

Petitioner contends that the relatively' l:f.ght: and bulky
nature of bakery goods, viewed in the light of the dens:tty data -
set forth in the two comparison tables, Justifies the establish-
ment of a less~than-truckload rating of no lower than th:.r& class
for the subject ccmodit:.es, and the cancellation of the fourth
class exception rating |

A rate ahalyst for Safeway Stores, protestant test:.fied
concerning the effect the cancellation of the rating here in issue
would have on the practices of t.:xat company. Balcery goods coming
from local plants to’ Safeway stores are handled :f.n propr:[etary
operations. However, Safeway has acquired a chain of gen_eral
mexrchandise stores known as Super S Stores, which':vwilln haﬁdle also
a limited amount of bakery goods. Tt is anticipated that these
goods will be shipped by highway coumon carrier from a plant -iu\-'
Van Nuys. Shipments will be made to the various Supexr S St:ores
once a week in less-than-truckload quant:. :‘.es totelling abou\.
35,000 pounds. Accprd:mg to the witness, the: ,ex:;st_ence of the :
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fourth class exception rating was a determining :factor in this
plan. He stated that consolidation of the shipmentS‘into*a‘single
truckload shipment, with split'deliveries, wocld”be-imorecticéble.
In the event of cancellation of the exception rating, he indicated‘A
that his company'would be compelled to perform the contemplated
deliveries in its own equipment..

The managex ofArete research for pfotestant Contineotal. |
Baking Company, with-headquarters‘in_NeWVYOrk, testified on behalf
of that company. Continental, he said, has six Baking'plantsein
Califormia. Movement of bread from the plants to retail stores.
is in the company's own trucks; Some shipments of bakery;goodsc
are made by for-hire carriers. Thisgarfangement, he;said; iSve
subject of comstant study and revision. 'One such‘movement is
between San Francisco and Los Angeles. Each‘week‘ll,zoojpounds
of English muffins are shipped nofthbound and IO,SOQ “;‘;»otmds of
cookies move southbound. Other lesser movementsfﬁe;e also

menzioned.'

This witness pointed out that bakery goodé,_oecause of
their perishable nature, must generally be delivered deiiy,.and‘

cannot be shipped In large quantltxes for stock:ng, that they-are
a2 low-profit item and as such are more sensitive to fremght rate
inereases than are high-profit hard-goods. If the fonrth class ‘
rating is canceled, he said, Continental will increase its
proprietary carriage im Califormia to accommodate the shmpments
presently transported by for-hire carriers. Bis analysxs, he
asserted, indicated that propric:ary haulfog can be done at less
cost than would be experienced by-for-hire caxrier"movemeot uoder

the increased ratings. This witmess had not studiedxche
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California rate structure to determine whether the rates that |
would result under the proposed ratings would be unjustly high or
in any other respect unreasonable. EEEE

The divisional manager of persomnel and industrial
relations of American Bakeries Company, protestant, test:.f:'.ed that.
the bulk of his company's shipments from its plamnts to receivers .
are transported Iin proprietary equipment, American does have
some movement, however, via for-hire carriers. Some of these
movements he described but as to several he was not informed as
to whether they were in less-than~truckload -quant:i‘.ties;" He
stated that those shipments on which Amexrican pays the fréight :
could be diverted to proprietary carriage. Ee was concermed
about a regular movement of bakery goods in less-than-truckload
quantities from a plant in Los Angeles to several small d:[.stri~
butors in Kern and Inyo Coumtles. The consignees pay the freight
on these shipments. The witmess asserted that the proposed .
cancellation would work a hardship» o;i ’those customers. He had
endeavored to secure their attendance as witnesses, but: hadbeen
unsuccessful because they are one-ma# opetators' and éou}.';i“" ‘not:' be
absent from their routes. | | - | |

An assistant transportation rate expert froﬁx' the
Commission's staff testified concerning two exhi'bits, one’ of
which showed the classn.f:.cation ratings which would apply if the
exception rating is «::a::u:e:'.i.ed,6 the other being a statementiof

traffic moving under the exception rating here in‘:tssué in

8/ A somewhat similar exhibit was presented by the traffic mana-
ger of Califormia Manufacturers Association, in which the
comzodity descriptions and ratings for bakery goods, as set
forth in the. \Iat:.ona" Not:or Freig‘m: Ci assn.f:.cat:.on were
reproduced D
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connection with the rates provided in MRT No. 2. The aatg were
extracted by the witness from a genmeral traffic flo_w stﬁdy ":I.n,“
which a one-day sample was taken in 1964 of transpertation’per-
formed by 148 general commod:’.ty highway carriers. According to
the exhibit, 197 such shipments of bakery goods were shipped dm.‘ing
the sample period,‘ reflecting a total weight_ of 79,85@’6‘pou‘nds( _aynd
revenue of $1,845. It developed, however, that these totale
included also bakery goods shipments wh.xch were subJect to the
minimum charges set forth im MRT No. 2, and possibly other sh:[p-
ments which werxe sub;ect to other types of less-than-truckload
rates. -

The representative of HarwoonTj aden Corporetien",
protestant, appearing at the earlier hea.ring :I.n Los Angeles, stated
that he would testify at the adjourned hearing there regarding the
interest of his company in the instant proceeding. He did not |
appear at the later hearing but made a brief grgument‘ on the date
of his appearance, in whicﬁ he questioned the ac‘le'v.quacy of the -
sample of caxxiers from which petitioter obta.ined | its dens:f.ty and
other data, and urged tha.t the appiicable ratingé' o‘nf bakei.'y' goods |
be not increased, in order‘ to avoid the upward 'sp:!;raling *6f ceSts.

The representative of California Manufacturers Associa-
tion argued, inter 2lia, that the fourth class rating is of long
standing, and therefore has a presumption of reasona'bleness; that
if individual carriers believe that their bakery goods revenues
are inadequate they may, if permitted carriers, chaxge h:tgher
rates, or, if certificated carriers, seek author:.ty to :.ncrease

their published rates, as many carriers, here...nbefore mentioned
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have done; and that if the exceptioﬁ rating is to be“eahceled it
should no;/be done umless and: until the rail exception sheet is
canceled,” o |
As hereinbefore stated, the—fourth*clasé‘exeeotiohtratingtw‘

has been in effect in California since 1933. While the record does
not disclose the reasoms for its establishment, it'should be'oﬁvioué,
in the light of common knowledge of eonditions which existed at. that
time, that the rating,was,published by the rail lineSAto meet the
competition of unregulated highway carriers. The reproduction in
Exception Ratings Taxiff No. 1, effective December 28, 1963 of
ratings and other provisions in the rail exception sheet which
prior to that date had governed the class rates in.Minimnm Rate
Tariff No. 2, was accomplished.without analysis of the. indfvidual
ratings to determine whether each was reasonable under current
transportation and other economice conditions.8 Ihat suob conditions
kEave changed in recent years is evidenced by the fact, previously
mentioned, that in 1959 and 1960, 378 highwey common eaxriers were
authorized to increase their published exeeptLon ratings on’ crackers
and pretzels from fourth to second class. In view of these eircum-‘
tances, a scrutiny of‘ttem.No. 120 of ERT No. 1 to determine the

reasonableness, or unreasonableness, of the fourth class- rating for
each of the involved commodities is‘appropriate.\

I/ 2y decision No. 70771, dated May 24, 1966, in Application No.
48012, the rail llnes.were acthorized to cancel the provisions -
of Paczfzc Southcoast Freight Burcau Exception Sheet. 1-8, inso-~
far as' they related to California Intrastate traffic‘mov1ng
undexr class rates.

ERT No. 1 was established by Decision No. 66195 dated
October 22, 1963. The decision also, in ef‘ect canceled
applxcatmon of certain exception ratings in oonnoecion.with
MRT No. 2, which ratings applied on commodities as to~which
little Or no movement cuxrently had been found
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It is true that in recent years, the factor of dcnsityl,‘
or weight per volume wmit, has been the dominating element in
determining whether a classification rating is reasonabie. Only
when there is a record of unfavorable claim experience, which is
not the case here, coupled with the movement of articles of |
relatively bhigh value, does the clemwent of value carry substantial
weight. A comparison of the demsities of bakery .goods shown in
Appendix "A" with the range of densities of articles on which‘
the Commission has found a fourth class exception rating to ‘be
reasonable, shows that generally the magnitude of ‘the densities _
of the bakery goods £alls far below that of the compared densities.
The demsities of the bakery goods compare most favorably with the
range of demsities of the representetive group of exticles taking
third class, as shown in petitioner"s study. In view offthe
greater care mecessary and the hazards inheremt in tﬁe“movement
of frozen bakery goods the proposed classification rating of
second class appears reasonable for those articles.

Protestants offexed mno evidence contradicting the

. showing of petitioner as to the insufficiency of the exception
rating. Primarily their presentition was confined to allegations
that the resulting classification ratings would be too high and
would, or might, force protestants into proprietary carriage of
the commodities in question. It appears that in some. instances
protestants may be able to effect savn.ngs in transportation costs
by consolidat:.on into. truckload: sh:.pments, w:.th :.nstructions to
make split deliveries.
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We find that: . _
1. The fourth class, 1ess-t:han-tm¢kload‘ excéﬁti‘bn"rat‘:ing}
on bakery goods, provided in Item No. 120 of Exception Ratings
Taxiff No. 1 is and will be for the future mreasonable, insuff:.- |
cient and not jus!:n'.fied and said fourth class rating should be
canceled, | | o |
2. The lass-than-trucklc}ad. réti_.ngs,prpvided' i.n‘\Natilonai "‘
Motox Freight Classification A-8 (Cal) , as gwerﬁed by National
Motor Freight Classification A-8 for bakery goodé as desci:ibed '
in the aforesald Item No. 120 of “xcepti‘.on Ratings Tariff No.
are and will be just, reasonable, sufficient and nondiscriminatory'
minimum ratings for the transportation of said commo_dities under '
the provisions of Minimum Rate Tariffs Nos. 2 and 5.
3. The incieases resulting from .the cancéil_atiod of‘ said
exception rating are justified.
We conclude that the petition herein, as amended ,
‘should be granted. | |

IT IS ORDERED that:

1. Exception Ratings Tariff No. 1 (Apperndix A of "Decis:i.oﬁ‘ |
No. 66195, as amended) is further amended by incorporatiﬁg

therein, to become effective July 16, 1966, Eleventh Revi‘sed‘ ‘
Page 3 and Sixth Revised Page 9 which revised pages are. attached
hereto and by this reference made a paxt hereof |

2. Tariff publications required to be made by common
carzriers as a result of the order herein may be nade effe¢tive

not earlier than the tenth day after the effective c_Iéte ofth:.s |
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oxder on mot less than tem days"noticevto thé'CbmmissiQﬁpdnd“to.
the public and shall be made effective not later than July 16,
1966. R
3. Common carriers, in establishing and ﬁaintaitfnéqthé 5
ratings authorized‘héreindbove, are hereby authorized to depart
from the provisions of Section 460 of the Public-Utilities Code
to the extent necessary to adjust long~ and short-haul departures
now maintained under cutstanding authorizations; such outstanding
authorizations are hereby modified only to the extent necessary |
to couply with this order; and schedules containing the ratings
published umder this authority shall make teference to the prior
ordexs autborizing 1ong- and short-haul_departures andttqythis
oxder. - | |

4. In all other respects said Decision No. 66195 as
amended, shall remain in full force and effect.

‘The effective date of this otdcr shall bc twenty days
after the date hereof.

Dated at San Fravcisos ~, California, this
NE ‘
day of » U ’ . |

AR
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APPENDIX "A"

Density | Average
(In pounds pexr cubic foot) Value
(In cents
Commodity Low High Average _per powmnd)
Cakes, Frozem 10.6 21.4 16.3 58

Cakes, Other Than : . o
Frozen 5.6  13.9 9.8 39

Breads, Frozen . 5.6 13.1 9.6 o ‘601

Breads, Other Than .
Frozen 8.8 12.9 10.9

Crackers 7.8 17.1 . 12,0 s
Toasts 7.5 134 10.7 65
Matzos 69 69 69 21
Pretzels ‘5.1 6.3 5.5 1 25
#Cookies 10.4  20.0  14.3 39

# Cookies are not specifically listed im Item No.
120 of Exception Ratings Tariff No. l. According
to petitioner's witness, some carriers assess the
fourth class rating on shipments of cookies,
while others do mot. Cookies concelvably might
be rated as biscuits or crackers, he testified,
but petitiomer considers the third class rating
provided in the aforesaid Classification foxr
Bakery Goods, Not Otherwise Indexed, as being
applicable. : . o
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EXCEPTION RATINGS TARIFF XO. 1

L

| INTEX OF COMMODID

COMMODITIES

luem
Number

Ivem
Numbeyr

 Bagging
. Baogs
Cowme

i Pallaste,Fluorescent Lamp
. Zazkets, berry and fruiv
. Batteries, dry cell-
. 2everage Preparations.
Boxes, Bottles or Cans,
Zbreboard, paper or
Pulpboard
Ariquettes, wood -
BL:.ld:.ng Materials

. Canned Foodstuffs

. Canned Coods
Carriers, new
Carziers, old (used)
Carxiers, used packages

: Catalogues
i Cellulose £film
; Cez‘eal and Cereal
j Products
Cirewlars
Clothirg, staple work
Cocoa or Cocoa Paste
Colfec, extract of
Compound, malt, milic md
cotoa
Compeand. milk md cocon

Compounds, pajnt.lacquer
Or varaish recucing,.
Temoving or thinning

compo\mdsp tree and
weed Kidling

Confectionery

-
ZEE case or carrier
Sdlers or flats

ZXplosives

Fextiligers

Fillers, egg case op
carsier

Film, ¢ellulose

Flats, egz case or
carrier

Floor Coverings

Flowers, fresk, cub

Food, mildk, other than
Liquid, other than
nalted milke . '

Foodstulls, canned or
Preserved.

fungicides

S G-

200
100

130
40
150
160

170
180
8Lo

220,222,240 .
220,221,240
260
280
300,320,321,
L0
740
390
360,362, 380,,
381
710
100

L8o
120

750
750 .

L60
480

500
520
510,560,580

500
390

500,
585,590
592

4

750

220,221,240
700

COMMODITIES
Games and Toys
Gelatine -~
Gypsum

Hops. .
AHousehold Goods

Ice (water)
-1¢e Cream
Insecticides

Xernels, corn, roasted

- Ladders, Step
Lime, alr slaked

Magazines :
Material, Roofing,

Building or Paving
Midk, Malved

Paints o
Paper or Paper Articles

Paxrtitions, not corrugated

Paving Matorials -
Periodicals
Plaxtics, Synthetic
Prese-ved Foodstuffls
Products, Cereal |

Ranges, iron or steel.
Returned Shipments
Roofing Materials

Sal-Soda

' Salt, common (Socivm

Chloride)

'Shipm‘ezts, returned
Step Ladders L
- Stoves, iron or steel

&xgar

Tea, ract of
Tivanium Dioxide

Varnishes

Wood Briquettes
Wood, fuel

e e e e

595
397
600

620 _
60

680
650"
700

480

<00
720

760

Lo
%0

760
785
8.0
Lo
<
220,221,210 |
“360“"361‘!380’,

920
820
8LO-
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‘EXCE?TiON,RATINGSfiKRiFF:NO;vi_‘ ‘

SECTION NO 2 - RATINGS WEICE ARE EXCEP"‘IONS 70 THs GC ‘ Item

- o N Ren.'tin o
ARTICLES ) ‘ F'rm ‘——E'Qr_ o7

Bags and Bagging, as described below, in bales
or bundles, viz.:
Burlap or Jute,
Burlap or Jute, lined with cotton clotb. or
paper,

Burlap,. "L1ned w:!.th cotton cloth or paper, |
Cotton, : :
Gunny,
Woven Paper :abric.

Bags, made of combination jute-and-cotton i‘abric. Y

Truckload. minimum welght 30,000 1bs.

VIten canceled. Governjng Clas:;ificationl
rating applies.

Ballasts, fluorescent lamp, not exclosed Iin
lamp chexnnels or chassis, in boxes

Baskets, berry and frult, nested, or XD, folded
flat, loose or In packages, truckload rdnimuam
weight 20,000 lbs.

NOTE 1. -Rating also applies on fibreboard,
pulpboard or strawboard liners, fillers or par-
titions and wooden fillers or partitions for
packing or tasket covers, for baskets named.

NOTE 2.~Rating also applies on paper liners,
f1llers or partitions and packing pa.ds Lor the
baskets named.

Batterlies, dry cell, electric

Beverage Preparetions, NOIBN in the GC, dry

Boxes, bottles, or cans, fibreboard, paper or
pulpboard, NOIBN, with or without tops or ,
bottoms made of the same or other materials, STy

not nested, In packages, or on pla.trorms
or ziids:

Cutside measurements exceeding one Inch .
iz depth and exceeding 15 united inches,
length, width snd depth added.

Truck:load minfmum weight 12,000 lbs.' .




Outside measurements excecding one inch in
depth but not exceeding 15 united inches in.
depth, length and width added.

Truckload minimum weight 12, OOO 1lbs.

Briquettes, wood (pressed wood fireplace logs),
in bundles or sacks, ‘cruckload nininun weight
40,000 1bs.

Chang |
glncregse % Decision No. 70848

EFFECTIVE .TULY 16, 1966

|

Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of Cal:x.f.‘ornia, % |
San Francisco, Caliform:a. ‘
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