Decision No. 70930 o ' nnlalﬁki
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES' COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF‘CALIF02NIA

into the rates, rules, regulatioms,

charges, allowances and practices

of all common carriers, highway ‘
carxiers and city carriers relating o Case No. 3432

to the tramsportation of any and ~ Petition for Mocdification
all commodities between and within No. 404 -

all points and places in the State (Filed January'za 1966)
of California (including, but not ‘

linited to, transportation for

which rates are provided in Minimum

Rate Tariff No. 2).

In the Matter of the Investigation g

"

Arlo D. Poe, C. D. Gilbert and H. F. Kollmyer,
for California lrucking Association, petitioner.

Ralph Hubbard, for Califormia Farm Dureau
Federation; "Pavid B. Porter, for Camners League
of California; Johm T. ‘Reed for Califormia
Manufacturers Association; D. R. Ranche, for
Standard Brands, Inc.; E. F. Westberg, for
California Retallers Association; interested
parties.

Theodore H. Peceimer and R. J. Carber:y, for :he
Commission stalr.

I

oOr 1 N ION

This petition was heard cnd submitted March 18, 31966 before
Examiner Thompson at San Franciscc: Copies of the pecition.and notxce
of hearing were served in accordance with the Commission s procedural
rules. There are no protests. ' | | f

By this petition, Califoruia Trucking Association has
directed the attention of the Commisuion to anomalies in Minimum.Ratc
Tariff No; 2 concerning rules and rates for splite-pickup and split-‘
delivery shipmcc;s transported between San Francisco and points_in |
the East Bay arecl The anomalies result from the fact that the

Commission in 1952 established blanket class rates for transpcrtaticn-
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of shipments subject to a minizum weight of 20,000 pounds or more
between San Francisco and South San Framcisco on the ome hand and East
Bay points on the other. (Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2, Item No. SZQ; |
see Decision No. 47847, 52 Cal.P.U.C. 164.) The blahket ‘rates S0
established were, and have been, set at levels equal to the distance
class rates for movements between San Francisco and San Leandro and
are therefore higher than the class rates provided for short:er
distances. At the seme time the lower distance rates were made in-
applicable to shipments of 20,000 pounds or more moving between the
points involved. | _ .
In 1964 the Commission revised the rules for the application
of rates to -split-pickcp and split-delivery shipments to proiridef t:hat
oinly* distance rates may be applied to such shipments. There :x.s an
ahomaly in the tariff in that there are no distance rates between
San Franclsco and East Bay points, This was directed to the attention
of the Commission staff and the Transportation Division :Lssued
Informal Ruling No. 119 which states that the blanket rctes are not
applicable and that therefore the distance rates shoﬁld be aﬁplied‘ to
trans-bey split-pickup 2nd split-delivery shipments. This, boweverx,
provides cnother anomaly in thet"tb.e appl:’.cation of such rates pro-
vides lower charges for splite-pickup and 'split-dclivcryi shipments
than -are applicable under the" tariff for straight ShipmectS' mov:mg
between the same points. |
Petitioner's suggested solutiom to the probl_en; is te amend.
the rariff to provide thet the distance rates be applicabie to scch
shipments subject to the condition that if | the di.stance ret':e—,- |

dcterm:tned for any such shipment is lower than the blanket rate,
the latter shall apply.
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California Manufacturers Association is concerned in thiso

- proceeding only on the.question of the staff's informal’ruling;*?It
opposes an adoption by the Commission of such ruling because of
¢ertain circumstances not connected with the rates for' trens-bay
shipments. It does mot oppose the proposal by petitioner For
reasons which will appear later in thisropinion it is not necessary

" to a determination of the issues presented in the petition to approve
or reject the staff's informal ruling.

The facts presented by petitioner do not‘present_the~entire
problem with respect to the anomalies in the-tariif concerninéitrans-
bay movements of.eplit-pickup and.split-delivery shipments. We“take.‘
official notice of Decision No. 47718, Drgymens Associations of -

Alameda County and San Framcisco (1952), 52 Cal.P.U.C. 47, and of the

subsequent: decisions cited hereinafter, all of which have'a_bearing..

on the issues.

Draymens Associations, supra, concerned a petition to

establish point to point rates for trans-bay'movements of shipments
subject to mlnimum'weights of 20,000 pounds or more. The Commission
found that there were conditions surrounding thermovement of traffic
between said points which resulted in:unusually high operating costs
of transporting truckload shipments. It found that the rate~schedule
proposed by petitiomnezxs, while not excessive per se, resulted in‘:
bigher rates for shorter distances than for longer distances over the
same route. It concluded that such rates would be contrary to the-
long=- and short=-haul provisions of the Constitution and of the
Public Utilities Code and would be unjustly.discriminatory. The

Commission stated,

"Here the discrimination which would result outweighs
all other considerations of recoxrd. While carriers
should receive reasomable compensation for their
services, they cannot be authorized to‘charﬁewdiscrimp
inatoxy rates-as petitioners have proposed. ‘

3=
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Following said decisiem, the petitioners revised théir
proposals and further hearing was held after which the Commission
entered Decision No. 47847, 52 Cal.P.U.C. 164. The decision’states:

"The minimum rates in question are the class rates set
forth in B’.:Lgbway Carriers' Tariff No. 2 7Minimum Rate
Taxiff No. 27 applicable to'the tramsportation of
general commodities between San Francisco and South
San Francisco, on the ome hand, and Alameda, Albany,
Berkeley, El Cerrito, Emeryville, Oakland, Piedmont,
Richmord, San Pablo, Stege and San Leandro, on the
other hand. Only those class rates subject to minimum
wedghts of 20,000 pounds or more arxe involved. The
present trans-bay xates are at three different levels.
The lowest is applicable from and to all of the East
Bay points except Richmond, San Pablo, Stege and

San Leandro. Richmond, San Pablo and Stege rates are
on an intermediate level. San Leandro rates are on
the highest of the three levels. Petitioners initially
proposed increases following this rate pattern. The
rates then sought exceeded rates from and to points
more distant than Richmond and San Leandro. Under
petitioners' revised proposals, rates of the same
volume as the present San Leandro rates would be made
applicable from and to all of the East Bay points in
issue. Such rates are either the same volume as, or
lowexr than, the rates from and to the more distant
po:’.nts." \ . .

The Commission fixed the-highest of the rates (the Séﬁ Léandrd rates)
as the minimum rates for all points‘within ﬁhe blanket territory in
Item No. 520. It found that such rates were not excessive and stated:

"Indeed, it is apparent that unless shipper requirements
and demands for service change so that carxierxs are able
to meet them with less movement of empty equipment, or

a better balance in trans~bay traffic is otherwise
achieved by the carriers, or provision is made for addi-
tional charges being assessed in those instances when
the. shippers require sexvice entailing substantially
greater than average costs, further increases in the
rates involved will inevitably become necessary.'

In Decision No. 48189, dated Jamuary 19, 1953, 52 Cal.P.U.C.
385, 390, the Commission stated: o |
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"San Francisco-East Bay truckload and 20,000 pound
less truckload traffic is surrounded by circumstances
and conditions discussed at some length in Decisions
Nos. 47718 of September 16, 1952, and 47847 of
October 21, 1952 in this proceeding. The rates for
this traffic should be ﬁ?justed to the new rate scales
for from 35 to 40 miles=’ in order to give proper
recognition to the costs and other transportation
considerations prevailing for this traffic. Other-
wise, reductions which the costs of record indicate
would be unwarranted would result. The moderate
further increases involved are well supported by the
rate-making considerations of record."

From 1952 until 1964, traﬁs-bay split-delivery shipments

and split-pickup shipments were subject to the rates in Item No. 520
and. the additiongl charges provided in Items Nos. 170 and 160.

On December 10, 1963, in re Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2
(Decision No. 66453), 62 Cal.P.U.C. 14, the Commission revised the

rules for the application of rates to split-pickup and split-délivery
shipments. Petitioner therein (California Iruéking.Associatidn)'
proposed cancellation of the use of all point to point rates £or_
split-pickup and splite-delivery shipments and the substitution there-
for of the use of distance rates computed along a route-passing‘
through all points of origin and destination. This proposal also
included the adding of a mileage increment when two or more points
are located in the same city or mileage zome. With a modification
the Commission adopted that proposal stating:

"The record is clear that the additiomal charges

for component parts of split-pickup and split-

delivery shipments do not include any factor for

extra distance traveled, and that the use of point

to point rates produces wany instances where the

charges will not cover the cost of performing the

sexvice. It is clear that computation of mileages
through all points of origin and destination will

1/ 1In 1953, and thereafter umtil 1964, the comstructive mileages
from San Framcisco to San Leandro was 37 miles and from South
San Francisco to San Leandro was 39 miles. '
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result in a more reasonable basis of charges. The

er's/ recommendation as to the use of two

miles was made to provide a more reasonable and

easier appl:.cable basis than actuval mles within

a zome or city." .

_ The opim.on refers to point to point rétes generally.
Except in the case of | the trans-bay rates in Item No. 520’ the point
to point rates are lower thanm the distance iates and, on | st'ra:_{.gh’t'
shipments, are applied alternately with the distance r.iﬁ‘es .2'_/ The
trans-bay rates at the time Decision No. 66453 vas issued_ were as |
high as, or higher than, any of the class rates for disté.nces_ between
any of the points covered by Item No. 520. I-‘drthermore,' the d:'.st:dnce
rates specifically had been made :.nappln.ca‘ole to transportation for
which rates were provided in Itezn No. 520. The order in sa:'.d
decision did elmm.at:e a note in Item No. 520 which had provided that
in computing the charges on split:-p:tckup or’ splxt-dellvery shipments ~
all points named therein in the East Bay were to be considered as one
territ:ory and Sa.n Francisco and South San Franc:xsco were to be |
considered one territory.

A further complicating factor arose when the Commission | |
issued Decision No. 67531 on July 14, 1964, 63 Cal.P.U.C. 124, adopt-
ing Distance Table No. 5 to govem Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2, |
effective November 1, 1964. That decision changed tholeriﬁii;é stxuc-
ture of distance rates im the tariff. A4s a part'of thé.t ‘order, Item

No. 520 was amended to provide that the trans-bay rates are applicatle

to shipments subject to a minimum weight of 20,000 ‘pouﬁds‘?or more

2/ Item No. 190 of Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2.
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transported between the San Francisco Metropolitan Zone Group, on the
one hand, and the East Bay'MEtropolitaﬁ Zone Group, on the other hand.
The rates themselves were maintained at the distance‘class:raté levels
for over 35 but not over 40 miles. The effect of the decision was to
expand the territory to which the rates were appl:'.cable.'2 ’

The foregoing relates the manner in which the provisions of
Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 concerning trans-bay rates have been-mbdi—
fied since 1952. The findings and conclusions of the Commission in
those proceedings do not disclose any intention to prescrib¢ rates on
split-piclup or split-delivery shipments lower than those for straight
shipments. The establishment of'provisions-in the-minimum_rate tariff
which could be construed to permit such result‘was:uniﬁtendediand‘
inadvertent. | | |

The evidence discloses the following facts.

1. At least since the issuance of Informal Ruling No. 119 by
the Transportation Division it is, and has been, the'practice ofvscme
carriers, including highway coumon carriers, to chargeﬂand assess the
distance rates named in Item No. 505 for transportation of split?
pickup and split-delivery shipments between points named in Item
No. 520. |

2. In many instances t&e rates and charges so assessed are and

have been lower than the rates in Item No. 520 for'transportation of

straight shipments between the same mileage basing point areas.
3. 1In some instances shippers have changed their shipping
practices in order to avail themselves of the lower rates and charges

resulting from the application of the distance rates in Item No. 505,

3/ The San Francisco Metropolitan Zome Group includes points in the
area extending from tke Golden Gate to the southerly limits of
the City of Burlingame. The East Bay Metropolitan Zone Group
extends almost to the northerly limits of the Clty of Hayward
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We take official notice of one additional fact, already
noted in Certification of‘Certain Carriers, ''San Francisco-East Bay

Cartage Zome" (December 14, 1954), 53 Cal.P.U.C. 696, and borne out

by the establishment of the metropolitan z&nes in Distance Table
No. 5 made applicable to Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 in Decision
N§. 67531, supra; that is that the trend of industrial gﬁowth of the
area involved has been southward from San Francisco on the Peainsula
and outward from Oakland in tae East Bay. | _ |
After consideration of the entire record, we find‘thatt

1. Rates for the transporcation of‘split-pickupfor $piit?
delivery shipuents between points in the San.FrancISCO»Métrcﬁolitan
Zone Group, on the one hand, and points in the Eaét-Baj Mbtr§p§1itaﬁ
Zoue Group, on the other hand, which are lower than the rates named
in Item No. 520 are, and for the future will be, unreasonable, unjust,
and unduly digcriminatory. ” |

2. Distance rates (ébmputed in accordance with thé'prbvisions
of Items Nos. 160 and 170) no lower than the rates naméd in Item
No. 520 for transportation of split-pickup and split-delivery
shipments, respectively, between points in the San Frapciscéﬁ‘
Metropolitan Zome Group, on the ome hand, and points in the East Bay
Metropolitan Zome Group, on the other hand, are, and for the future
will be, the lowest of the lawful rates to be charged by highwa&
carriers for such transportation, and are, and for the future‘will
be, the just, re#sonabie and nondiscrt:iha:ozy_minimum;raﬁes f9r'such
transportation. | | | o

3. Increases in rates resulting from the establishment'of'said

mintmom ratés‘are'justified.

We conclude that Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 should be
amended in accordance with the foregoing findings and‘as.éet forth
in the order that follows. We further conclude cha:valchdughithe

8=
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record discloses what may appear to be dthe:: discrepancies ainong the
provisions of the tariff concerning the transpottétion. of shipments
between the points involved herein, the 'issﬁés in t;he ‘pec:(.ti'on ‘do not
cover those métters nor would the record here:’a:_ze support anjr f:'.:_:xdings‘

or conclusions respecting them.

" IT IS ORDERED that:

1. Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 (Appendix D of ‘Deéi’sion No. 31606,
as amended) is further amended by incorporatihg-'therein, to become
effective August 27, 1966, the revised pages attached hereto and
listed in Appendix A, also attached hereto. | .

2. Tariff publications required or authorized to be made by
common carriers as a result of the order herein may be made effective
not earlier than the tenth day after the effective date ‘of this Vorder,
on not less than ten days' notice td the Commission and to the public
such tariff publications as are required shall be made effgcti\'re not
later than August 27, 1966; as to tariff publications whic;h‘ é.i:e‘
authorized but not required, the authority herein gzantéd» shall

expire unless exercised within sixty days after the effective date

hereof.

3. Common carriers, 1n establishing and ma.:x‘.ntainirig the rates
authorized hereinabove, are hereby authorized to depért fi:om. tﬁe |
provisions of Section 460 of the Public Utilities Code to the extent
necessary to adjust long- and short-haul departures now maintained
undér outstanding authorizations; such 6utstanding‘ authorizati.oﬁs are |
bhereby modified only to the extent mecessary to coinply W:Ltb. ‘this

order; schedules containing the rates published undex this l‘a@thority
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shall make reference to the prior orders authoriziag long- ahd
short~haul departures and to this order.
4. 1In all other respects said Decision No. 31606, as amended,
shall remain in £ull force and-effect.
The effective date of this orc‘j.er shall be twenty day
after the date hereof. ‘ ' ‘

Dated at  8an Francizeo , California, this /P&
day of ° B uLY » 1966. "

Loy Ziorr " |

Commissioner Poter E. Mitchell, boing
necessarily abseat, ¢1d not participate
in tre 415p031tion;otvth;s'p:ocoedlng.

5il
L
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APPENDIX A T0 DECISION No. 70990

List of Revised Pages to Min frum Rate’ Tarifr No.tz*
Autborizod by Said Decision

Twenty-second Revised Page 20-A
Second Revised Page 20-B

Third Revised Page 20-C
Twenty-eig}ith Revised Page 21 -
Twenty-third Revised Page 42
Fifteentt Revised Page Ll-B

. (END OF APPENDIX A LIST)




Twenty-second Revised Page ... 20-A 3 ' o
' Cancels

(1)Iwenty-first Revised Page .... 20-A | YINDMOM RATE TARIFF NO. 2
Iten SECTION NO. 1--RULES AND RSGULATIONS OF GENERAL
No. APPLICATION (Contirmued)
SPLIT FICKUP

(Teems Nos. 160 and 161)

The rate for the transportation of a split plckup shipment shall be
deternined and applied as follows, subject to Note 1 in Item No. 161

#(a) Subject to the alternative provided in paragraph (e) of Item
No. 161, distance rates shall be determined by the distance
%W polnt of destination from that point of origin which pro-
cuces the shortest distance via the other point or points of
origin. (See Excepticrs 1, 2 %and 3)

EXCEPTION Ll.~Add to the distance determined under the pro-
visions of paragraph (a) above, 2 constructive miles fox
each point in excess of one located withine

(a) a single metropolitan zone, or A

(v) a single incorporated city, including the extended
area thereol, dut not withir a metropolitan zone, or

(¢) a single unincorporated commmity, including the
extended area thereof, but not within a metropolitan
zone, designated in the Distance Table as a red point,

$160 black point or mumbered Jjunction. ‘

EXCEPTICN 2.--In the event that a shipment has origin and
destination points within and without a mileage territory,
arnd azy of such points are located within - a metropolitan
zoze, tle snortest distance shall be computed subject to the
following provisions: o ‘

(2) Between a point within a metropolitan zone and a point
- not within the same metropolitan zone group but within
the Related Mileage Territory, use for constructive
mileage determination for the peint within the metro-
politan zone, the mileage basing points for the
applicable metropolitan zone groups.

(>) Between two or more metropolitan zomes within the same
metropolitan zone group, use for comstructive mileage
determination the mileage basing points for the -
individual metropelitan zozes. \

*ZACEPTION 3u~-Cn split pickup shipments subject to & rate
based on a minirnm welght of 20,000 pounds or more and trans-
ported between points in ‘vhe San Francisco Metropolitan Zone
Group, on the ore hand, and points in the East Bay Metropolitan
Zone Group, onm the other hand, the rate shall be no less than
the rate set forth in Item No. 520.. o ‘ .

(v} The carzfer shall met tramsport 2 split pickup shipment
unless prior to or at the time of the imitial pickup, written
informaticon has been received from the consignor showing the
name of the consignor, the points of orizin and the ikind and
quantity of property in each component part of such shipment.
Preparation by the shipper of the required single split
piikup document referred to in paragraph (c) of this item,
for executicen by the shipper and caxrier prior to or at: the
time of indtdal piciup, will constitute compliance with)this
Paragraph. e L DT




(¢) it the time of or prior to the initial pickup, the
carrier shall issue to the comsignor a single split
pickup document. It shall show the name of the
consigrnor, points of origin, date of pickup, name
of the consigree, point of destination and the idnd
and quantity of property of the entire shipment.
Iz additioz, a shipping document (see Item No. 255)
shall be issued by the carrier to the consigrer for
each component part of the split piciup shipment
(ineluding the imitial piciup) which shall give
reference to the single split pickup document covering
the entire shipment, by showing its date and number
(AL assigned a number), the name of the comsignor,.
and such other information as may be necessary to
clearly identify the single split pickup document.

IL split delivery is pexformed on a split pickup
shipment or a compozent part thereof, or if wrilttea
information does not conform with the requirements
of a paragraph (b) hereof, or if all of the com~
pPonent parts are not receivec by the carrier within
a period of two calendar days, each componezt part
of the split pickup shipment shall be rated as a
separate shipment under other provisioms of this
tariff, except that those componmert parts which

do conform with the requirements of this item shall
constitute a separate split pickup shipment .or
shipments. - o

(Contimmed in Ttem No. 161)

(1) Paragraph (e) transferred from this page to Second Revised Pagd 20-3,

g Comge } Decision o 70990

EFFECTIVE AUGLST 27, 1966

Issued by the Public Utilities Cormission of the State of Califormia, | .
. ‘ San Francisce, Californis. |-

Correction No. 1759

- 20-A =




Second Revised Page eeeeevees 20-B o SR
. Cancels ‘

First Revised Page coeemeueee  20-B MINIMOM RATE TARTSF NO 2

Ttem SECTION NO. 1 - RULES AND FEGULATIONS OF GENERAL
No. ‘ APPLICATION (Continued)

SFLIT FICKUP (Concluded.‘-g
(Items Nos. 160 and 161) -

(1) (e) In determining the charge for a split pickup shipmest, |
component, parts may be rated as separate shipments fram poixt
or points of origin of such componexnt parts to any poirnt on
the split pickup route (as provided in paragraph Cagohereof):
provided that the written instructions furnished to the
carrier under paragraph (b) hereof show (1) the component
parts to be treated as scparate shipments and (2) the points
between which the separate shipment rates are 10 be applied.
The additional charges provided in Note L shall apply to all
Component. parts of the split pickup shipment rated in :
accordance with the provisions of this paragraph, provided,
however, where two or more component parts are rated under
rates provided in this tariff as separate shipments to the
Same point on the split pickup route, the aforesaid two or
more components shall be comsidered as one split pickup and
the charge therefor shall be at the combined weight of the
aforesaid component paxts. o : '

NOTE L.=In §.dditﬁ.0zz %0 the rate for transportation, the i‘ollowing-
additioral. charges shall be assessed for split pickup service:

1. Tor split picleup shipmerts transported wnder distarce rates, whea
the distance computed in accordance with paragraph (a) hereof does
not exceed 100 constructive miles: ‘

Welght of -Split Pickup - Weight of Split Pickup
Cozponent Part Charge Componment Paxt Charge
(Pourds) for Zach (Pounds) for Each
Sut Not Componernt But Net Component
Over Over Part in Cermts Over Over Part in -

o 100ee.cee.. 185 1,000 2,000.0...... 330
200 250eiceae.. 215 2,000 4,000.c.cece. 425
250 500.-.....- %5 h}wo l0,000'.....f... 500
50  1,000........ 250 10,000 cevesens. 565

2. For split piclup shipments, except as provided in paragraph l:

Weight of Split Pickup Weight of Split Pickup
Compornert Part Charge
(Pounds) - for Each
" But Not Componext
Part in Cenmts COver Qver Part in Cents.

100ueeann.s 290 1,000  2,000..cc.. 565
255 2,000 4,000 sconser 700

N 500.000--.0 275 Av’ooo lo,ooo sossascs 835
1,000.--.-... 380 3.0,000 crcosve 965




(x) Paragraph (e) transferred frem I\«enty-first Revised
Page 20-A.

# Change, D§Cision Ne. 70990

EFFECTIVE AUGUST 27, 1966

Issued by the Public Utilities Commission of the State of Califormia,
San Franeisco, California,
Correction No. 1760 o o C
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Second Revised Page e..... 20-C MINIHUM RATE TARIFF NO.2

!

Ttem| SECTION NO. 1--RULES AND REGUIATIONS OF GENERAL
No. APPLICATION (Continued)

SPLIT DELIVERY
(Items Nos. 170 sad 171)

The rate for the transportation of a split delivery ship=|
ment sball be determined and applied as follows, subject to
Noto 1 in Item No. 17l: e

#(2) Subject to the alternative provided in paragraph
(e) of Item No. 171, distance rates shall be deter-
rined by the distance from point of origin to that
point of destination wkichk produces the shortest
distance vis the otner point or points of destina-.
tion. (See Exceptions 1, 2 wend 3) ‘

EXCEPTION 1.--Add to the distance determined under
the provisions of paragraph (a) above, 2 construc—
tive niles for each point In excess of one located
within: ‘ ‘ o

(a) a sizmgle metropolitan zone, or

(b) a single incorporated ¢ity, Lncluding
the extended area thereof, but not with-
in 2 metropolitan zone, or

(¢) a single wnincorporated community, in-
cluding the extended area thereofl, but
not within a metropolitan zone, desig-
nated in the Distance TNable as a red
polnt, black point or numbered junction.

EXCEPTION 2.--In the event that a shipment has
origin and destination points within and without
a mileage territory, and any such points are
located within a metropolitan zone, the shortest
distance shall be computed subject to the following |
Provisions: 3 : ' ‘

(a) Between a point within a metropolitan
zone and a point not within the same
metropolitan zone group but witkin the
Related Mlileage Territory, use for
constructive milease determination for
the point within the metropolitan zone,
the mileage basing points for the appli-
cable metropolitan zone group.

Between two or more metropolitan zones
within the same metropolitan zone group,
use for constructive mileage determina- -
tion the mileage basing points for the
Individual metropolitan zones.

*SXCEPTION 3.--Cn s3plit.delivery shipments subject
Lo 2 rate based on a minfmum welght of 20,000
pounds or more and transported between points in
Yhe San Franclisce Metropolitan Zone Group, on the
one kand, and points in the East Bay Metropolitan
Zone Group, on the other hand, the rate shall be
no less than the rate set forth in Item No. 520.




(b) The carrier shall not transport a split delivery
skipment unless at the time of or prior To the
plekup of the shipment, writton information has
been received Irom the comsignor showing the name
of each consignee, nownt or points of destination,
and tke kind and quantity of property in each
component part of such shipment. - Prevaration Dy
the shipper of the required single split delivery
bill of ladin% or comparable document referred To
in paragraph (c) of this item, for execution by
the shipper and carrier prior to or at the time
of the pickup, will constitute complliance with
this paragraph. :

At the tize of or prior %o the pickup of the. ‘
shipment, the carrier shall issue to the consigror
a2 single split delivery bill of lading or .
comparable shipping order for the entire shipment.
It shall show the neme of the cersignor,~point ol
origin, date of pickup, name of each consignee,
point or points of destination, and the kind and
Guantity of property in each component part of
such shipment, or, the single split delivery dill
o lading or comparable shipping order shall refer
Lo specifically designated documents attached
thereto and forming a part thereof which show the
component part delivery information. '

I split pickup is performed on a split delivery }
shipment or if written information does not confcrm
with the requirements of paragrapn (b) hereof, or
1€ all of the shipment is not received at the.
carrier's established depot or nicked up by carrier
during one calendar day (see exception in multiple
1ot shipment), each component part of the split
delivery shipment shall be rated as a separate
shipment under otker provicions of this tariff.

(Continved in Item No. 171}

It

(1) Paragraph (e) transferred frmmzthis page té Twenﬁye_
elghth Revised Page Z2l. ‘ .

g Cuange ] pectato 70990
% Addition ) De?xSion No. ‘

T AT UL

SFFECTIVE AUGUST 27, 1966 .

'Issued by the Public Utilitles Commission of the State of Callfornla,
! | -1 Sa; Francisco, Calllfomila.
; Correction No. 1761 | L : - R
e SRR T RS ¢

~20-C-
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Twenty-seventh Revised Page ....e... 21 MINIAOM RATE TARIFF NO. 2

Iten SECTION NO. 1—RULES AND REGULATIONS OF GENZRAL
Yo, APPLICATION (Continued)

1

SPLIT DELIVERY (Concluded)
(Items Yos. 170 arnd 171)

(1) (&) Tn determining the charge for a split delivery shipment, component
parts may be rates as secparate shipments from any peint or points
on the split delivery route (as provided in paragraph (a) hereof)
<0 point or points of destinmation of such component parts; pro-—
vided that the written instructions Swrnished to the carrier usder
paragraph (b) hereof show (1) the compoment parts %o be treated as
separate shipments and (2) the points between which the separsie
shipment rates are %o be applied. The additional charges provided
in Note 1 shall apply to all component paxrts of the split delivery
shipment raved in accordance with the provisions of this paragrarh,
Provided, however,where two or more component parts are rated under
rates provided in this tarilf as separate shipuents from the same _
point on the spliv delivery route, the aforesaid two or more compo-!

} nent s0all be comsidered as ome split delivery and the charge |
i thorefor shall be at the combined weight of the afolesaid componen*&[
| o
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parts, ‘ X
FOTE 1.--In addition to tke rate for transportation, the following addd-
i tional charges shall be assessed for split delivery scexvice:
LT

1. TFor split delivery shipments fransported under distance wates, when
the distance computed im accordance with peragraph (a) herveof does
not exceed 100 constructive miles: ' ' ‘

Component Part Chaxge Component Part Charge. .
(Pounds) | for Bach Pounds) for.Eaeh
But Not Cozponent Bu® Not - Component

Ovex Ovexr Part in Cents Over Over Part in Cents
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| Weight of . Split Delivery - Weight of Split Delivery r
| |
1

0  100........ 185 2,000 L,000........ ‘s
300 250.cceee. A5 5,000 '10,000.ccevr.. SO0
'2"50 Sm.."."" 225 lo,ow ‘-:---o‘ouo" 565
500 1,000.cc000.. 250 | IR

l,om 2,0%--....... 330

2, For =plit 'delivery shipmchtsv, except as ‘prévié.ed in paragz;iph 1:

- Weight of Split Delivery Weight of Split Delivery
Compozent Part P Charge = Compongib Dot pl-c‘-larget : i
(Pounds) for Each (Pounds) for Bach

2ut Not Component . But Nov Component
Over Over Part ir Cents Over  Over Paxt in Cents

o : . 2,000 L4,000.eieme.. 700
100 255 1,000 10,000..... ve. 835
250 Smt-o-bo-o 275 l0,000 ..‘..h'...=. 965 -
500 1,000...000.. 380 S o

1,000  2,00C.ccce... 565
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Twomty-.cecond Tevized Pags.-.. 42 MINLMUM RATE TARIFF NO. 2

. CLASS RATES (Continued)
SECTION NO. 2 Iin Cemts Per 100 Pounds
#Except as provided in Items Nos. 160 and

170, ratesc shewm below=will not apply o
trausportation for which rates sre pre-
' 7ided iz Item No. 520

. Minimum Weight as provided ‘

Minimum Weight| Mimimum Weight in the Gow_sx-l::;g Ci..a.n.f"

10,000 Pousds | 20,000 Pounds catior, Exception Ra.tin,gs ;

except as pro-| except 33 PTO= | Tamief or thiz terif, sub-
vided 4x vided in Ject to Item No. 290 (See ‘
Note 1 Note 2

Note 3)
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JOTE L.-Waer applied in commection with truckload ratings, minimuz’
welght will be as provided :.n uhe Governing Clacsificction, &ccpt.:.o..
hatings Tariff or in this taris » Subject vo Item No. 290.

NOTE 2.-Whez applied in comrection with & ruckload ratings, mirdmum
welght will be as provided in the CGoverning Classi “f.c‘.tr.on, Exceptiorn

fatings Tardff or in this tariff (subject to Ttem No. 290) but in o
event less than 20,000 pourds. ! 0.

NOTZE 3.-Subjec1: to the provisions of Item No. 292 “or volume
incentive service.,

P e e e ————— e e
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Fousteenth Revised Page -5 MINIMUM RATE TARIFF NO. 2

Item | CLASS RATES (Concluded)
No. SECTION NO. 2 ~ In Cents Per 100 Pounds

Rates in this ftem apply only to shipmeats having
point of origin in the San Francisco Metropolitan
Zone Group and point of destination in the Zast Bay
Metropolitan Zone Group. and to shipuents having point
of origin ia the Zast Bay Metropolitan Zone Group and

polnt of destination in the San Francisco Metropolitan
Zone Group. *{See Note 3)- , | ‘ o

Minfoum Weight 20,000 Minimum Weight as pro- . | =
Pounds except as pro—- vided: in Governing Classi- |
vided in Note 1 - o fication, Exception. . |,
: B . Ratings. Tariff or- this
tariff, subject to ltenm
No. 298 ~(See Note 2)

2 3 5 &4 B ¢ D E

L

W Lo 35 32 26 29 24k 22 20 17k

NOTE l.-When applied in connection with truckload .
ratings, ninimum weight will be as provided iz the
Goveraing Classification, Exception Ratings Tariff or

in this tariff (subject to Item No. 290) but in nO'eventf
less than 20,000 pounds. .

NOTE 2.-Subject to the provisions of‘Itém‘No.'292
for wolume inceantive sexrvice.. . : g

*NOTZ 3.-Except 25 provided in Items Nos 160 and 170,
Tates are not applicedble to split pickup or split dellv-
ery srtipments. - . o
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