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Decision No. 72418 ------.;;...,-.--
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STArE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Investigation ) 
into the rates, rules, regulations, ) 
charges, allowances and practices ) 
of all common carriers~ highway ) 
carriers and city carriers relating ) 
to the transportation of any and all ) 
commodities between and within all ) 
points and places in the State of ) 
California (including, but not ) 
ltmited to~ transportation for ) 
which rates are provided in Minimum ) 
Rate Tariff No.2). ) 

} 

And Related Matters. 

Case No. 5432 
(Order Setting Hearing 
Dated October 13, 1965) 

Cases Nos. 53301. 
5433, 5435, 543~, 
5441, 5603, 7783 

(Appearances are listed in Appendix A) 

OPINION -------
These proceedings concern the establishment of minfmum 

rates for the transportation of trailer coaches and portable 

campers. Public hearings were held and Ex~ner Thompson issued 

and filed his proposed report on August 25, 1966. Exceptions and 
1/ 

replies were fi1ed.-

On November 2, 1966, Trailer Coach Association, an 

interested party, moved that the record be opened to receive the 

latest rulings of the California Division of Highways regarding 

the towing of trailers with widths exceeding 10 feet 4 inches over 

the public highways, and to receive a supplemental statement by 

Trailer 'Coach Association. 

11 Exceptions were due October 3, 1966, and replies were due 
October 19, 1966. 
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On November 9, 1966, respondents Morgan Drive Away, Inc., ;:. 

et al., replied to the motion, stating that such rulings should be 

considered by the Commission in its determinations herein. On 

November 14, 1966, ABC Towing of Salinas, a respondent, in its 

reply to the motion, opposed any delay to a decision being issued 

by the Commission. 

The latest rulings referred to are set forth in Division 

of Highways' Circular Letter No. 66-205, dated October 5, 1966, and 

signed by J. C. Womack, State Highway Engineer. A copy of the 

circular letter was provided the Commission, and served upon all 

parties of record, by MOrgan Drive Away, Inc., with its letter to 

the Commission dated October 26, 1966. Appendix A to the motion of 

Trailer Coach Association is a copy of a letter addressed to it 

from J. C. Womack, dated October 6, 1966, setting forth an explan­

ation of the circular letter and containing a map on which the 

network of highways referred to in the circular letter are marked. 

A copy of this letter was served upon all parties of record by 

Trailer Coach Association. 

We find that the rulings of the Division of Highways are 

material to the determination of just, reasonable and nondiscrim­

inatory minfmum rates for the transportation of trailer coaches 

and conclude that submission of these proceedings should be, and 

is, set aside for the purpose of receiving said rulings in 

evidence. 

The copy of Circular Letter No. 66-205 of the Division 

of Highways is received in evidence as Exhibit 5. The copy of the 

letter dated October 6, 1966 addressed to Trailer Coach Association 

by J. C. Womack, State Highway Engineer, together with the map 

attached to said letter, is received in evidence as Exhibit 6. 
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The supplemental statement contained in Trailer Coach 

Association's motion is received as a supplement to its exceptions 

to the proposed report. The statement of Morgan Drive Away, Inc. ,J 

in its reply to the motion is received as a supplement to its reply 

to the exceptions. The matters are taken under submission and are 

ready for decision. 

The examiner recOtml1ends that minimuz:n rates be established ", 

His proposed ra1:es and rules are similar to, but not the same as, 

those recommended by the Commission staff. The proposed report is 

lengthy, consisting of 54 pages and three appendices .. 

the proposed findings and conclusions would also be lengthy and is 

unnecessary herein. 

Trailer Coach Association, hereinafter called Association, 

filed exceptions to the report in which it is asserted that certain 

of the findings and conclusions are not supported by the evidence., 

Those findings and conelusions relate to the following subjeets: 

1.. The cost esttmates found to be reasonable. 

2. The need for the establis~ent of minimum rates .. 

3. The proposed rates for hauli:g 12-wides. 

4. The proposed rates for towing l2-wides .. 

5. The provisions concerning released valuation. 

6.. The proposed rates for tire or tube repa:!.::-. 

7. The proposed rate for eseort serviee. 

8. The proposed eharges for trip permits. 

Respondents Morgan Drive Away, Inc., et al., hereinafter 

called MOrgan, and the Commission's staff, hereinafter called Staff, 

replied to those exceptions. 

Golden State Trailer Transport, Ine., took exception to 

the findings and conelusions concerning the cost estimates, the 

proposed rates for transportation and the released valuation. 
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Staff filed exceptions concerning th~ rates proposed for 

the hauling of trailers for distances not exceeding 25 miles and to 

the rates proposed for special services. Association and MOrgno 

replied to said exceptions. 

We shall consider the exceptions in discussing the 

subjects with which they are concerned. 

Should Minimum Rates Be Established? 

part: 

Section 3662 of the Public Utilities Code provides, in 

"The commission shall, upon complaint or upon its 
own initiative without complaint, establish or approve 
just, reasonable, and nondiscriminatory maximum or 
minimum or lXl:axim'tlm and minimum rsees eo be charged by 
any highway permit carrier for the transportation of 
property and for accessorial service performed by it." 

Association contends that the history of' the proceedings 

does not indicate the need for the establishment of minimum rates 

without further consideration. 

The history of these proceedings disclo~~~: In August 

1960, several for-hire carriers petitioned the Commission to 

establish minimum rates for the transporta~ion of trailer coaches 

(Case No. 5432, Petition No. 197). The petition "/las supplemented 

by amendment in March 1961 and thereafter six days of hearing were 

held in which Association participated. The matter was taken under 

submission on June 12, 1962 and Decision No. 55919 was issued 

August 20, 1963 (61 Cal.P.U.C. 378). In its decision the Commission 

found that min~ rates ere necessary for the stability of the 

transportation of trailer coaches but that the evidence in that 

proceeding did not provid~ a basis upon which the Commission could 

determine the just, reasonable and nondiscriminatory minfmum rates 

for the services involved. It denied the petition and directed 
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Staff to undertake the preparation of studies, including the 

analyses of costs of providi~~ t~e sc=vices, for presentation at a 

public hearing. The record in th~ instant proceeding discloses that 

pursuant to that direccive a t~~portation engineer and a trans­

portation rate expert of Staff initiated studies and surveys in 

October 1964. The transcript discloses that the staff representa­

tives in the course of their su..ooovej" had several meetings and 

discussions with members and representatives of Association at 

their out-of-State offices and at Los Angeles. On October 13, 1965 

the Commission ordered that hearings be held to receive evidence 

in this matter. On December 3, 1965 there was mailed to some 

1,000 parties, including Association, copies of the reports of the 

staff members concerning their studies and surveys. On January 17, 

1966 at a hearing held in Los Angeles the transportation engineer 

testified concerning his survey and his report was received in 

evidence as Exhibit 1. He stated the procedure he followed in 

conducting the survey 2nd related the bases of his estimates of 

the cost of performing various services. ~ssociation did not 

cross-examine this witness. Followi:lS tC.i.3 ·..tit:'less, the rate 

expert of Staff testified concerning his s~~·ey and presented the 

reports of his seudies (Exhibits 2, 3 and 4). Association cross­

examined this witness. Representatives of tt'7elve carrier respond.­

ents testified. Every one of them was concerned with one or more. 

particular aspects of the rates and rules proposed by the rate 

expert. None of them opposed the establishment of minimum. rates; 

their test~ony shows that all of them favored the establishment 

of minfmum rates as quickly as pOSSible, and seven of them testified 

that in their opinions the establishment of minimum rates is 

necessary for their industry. '!Wo of these witnesses were cross-
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examined by .Association. Following the taking of evidence, at the 

request of Association the parties were authorized to file written 

statements as argument within thirty days. On February 15, 1966, 

at the request of Association, the time within which to file 

argument was '~tended to thirty days after the filing of the official 

transcripts in these proceedings. Association filed its statement, 

consisting of 47 pages and 2 appendices, on April 8, 1966. On that 

same date it filed a petition for a proposed report by the presiding 

examiner. That petition was granted by the Commission on April 26, 

1966. The examiner filed his proposed report on August 25~ 1966. 

Due date for exceptions was September 19, 1966. At the request of 

Association on September l5, 1966 the tfme for filing exceptions 

and replies W3:S extended to October 3 and October 19, 1966, 

respectively. On November 2, 1966 Association filed its motion 

referred to he:t:'einabove. 

In Decision No. 65919 the Commission found that the 

establishment 'of minimum rates is necessary to provide stability 

in the transportation of trailer coaches. The record in this 

proceeding ove~helming1y supports th~t f~~d!!~. It is noticed 

that until Asslociation filed its exceptions, no party during any 

part of these 1proceedings (or in the proceedings in Petition 

No. 197) oppos1ed the establishment of minim\llll rates for this trans ... 

portation. In its statement of argument filed after the hearings, 

Association made issues only of the transportation rates for 

12-wide t:t:'ailers) the rates for special services and certain rates 

and rules pertaining to accessorial services. Its exception to tbe 

establishment ·of minfmum rates is sfmvnarized in its argument~ 

rlS1nce acceptance of the Staff's recommended rates (even as 

modified by tbe Presiding Exam:tner) w1.11 br:!ng sbout :tncreases :f.n 
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minimum rates clf over 1001. in a number of instances, there is 

considerable doubt whether the Commission should proceed imposing 

this new set of minimum rate circumstances on the existing industry 

with further c(lnsideration of the consequences which will inevitably 

ensue." 

l-1hat: ''will inevitably ensue" will be that in a number of 

instances many carriers will be required to charge rates higher than 

the rates that they have sometimes charged in the past. That is, 

after all, the inevitable result when minimum rates are established 

so as to prevel1t consistent rate-cutting from destroying an industry. 

It is the purpose of establishing min±mum rates. Association's 

statement quot/ad above implies that the rates proposed by Staff, 

and those modified by the examiner, in almost all cases would result 

in substantial increases in rates of around 100 percent. That is 

not the ease. The exception is overruled. 

Reasonableness of Cost Estimates 

Association and Golden State Trailer Transport, Inc., 

assert that the esttmates made by the engineer of St~ff of the cost 

of performing the transportation services .:.::0 ~':GcCi 'C-iholly upon the 

experiences of three carriers (designated by them as the Big Three) 

and are not typical of the eosts experienced by other for-hire 

carriers engaged in transporting trailer ccaches. Except for the 

estimates of indirect expense involved in the h~uling of l2-wides, 

the examiner adopted the engineer's estimates. The record discloses 

that the assertion is not true. The uncontroverted testimony of the 

engineer is that he interviewed carriers, reviewed their records, and 

made field observations of various hauling and towing operations 

throughout the entire State, including the northern part of 

California as well as southern Califcrnia; his esttmates of 
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performance factors were based upon those interviews and observa­

tions as well as over 500 individual trip reports submitted by 

carriers on forms which he had distributed to about 150 carriers; . 

his estimates of fixed expenses or equipment costs were based upon 

reliable information from over 70 different operators; for his 

estimates of running costs per mile for towing operations he had 

information from 63 different operators who were engaged prfmarily 

in the initial movement of trailers and 34 others also engaged in 

the towing of trailers; his estfmates of the cost of repairs and 

servicing of equipment used in towing operations were based upon 

information obtained from 35 independent Caliiornia operators and 

from 9 operators who transported trailers under lease agreements 

for one large carrier; the estimated fuel costs for towing were 

based upon information from 63 independent operators in California 

and 34 other carriers performing transportation for other carriers 

under lease agreements. 

In its exceptions to the proposed findings and conclu~ 

sions concerning the rates for the hauling of 12-~~des, Association 

also assails the engineer's estl.mc.t,es, stc:tins: 

"Thus, the Presiding Exa:::.incrts ?r.cposed Report 
does not advert at all to the fact that on:y 1~1/2 
pages of explanation cover the Commissio~ Staff 
witness' entire 12 Wide haul away cost study (Jenkins, 
Ir. 32-33). or that the entire 12 Wide =zecondary 
movement' cost study is based on o~ ~ job trip 
reports (Staff witness Jenkins wor apcrs) ••••• 

"All of these unanswered objections, set forth 
by the Trailer Coach Association~s Statement (pp. 
27-39) are reiterated for the Commission's at:tention." 

Perhaps the examiner did not advert to those assertions 

because they are not true. The transcript citation refers to a 

portion of the witness' explanation of the format of Exhibit 1, 

namely the tables set forth in the exhibit s1nmnarizing his estimates 
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of the costs of providing particular services. This particular 

portion refers to Tables 7 and 8. The explanation of Table 7 (costs 

of hauling 12~wides in iu1tial movement) covers 27 lines of trans~ 

cript and Table 8 (l2-~ldes, secondary movement) covers 10 lines. 

Using the same frame of reference as that used by Association, one 

might state that the witness' explanation of his estimates of the 

costs of towing lO~wides is set forth in only 17 lines of transcript 

in the case of initial movement and 3 lines in the case of secondary 

movement. Whether only 5 of the 150 trip reports cover the hauling 

of 12-wides in secondary movement is not in the record. It is 

clear, however, that the bases of the engineer' s f~st~tes of the 

costs of performing that transportation involved more than a 

consideration of the trip reports, reg~dless of the number 

involved. As already mentioned hereinabove the trip reports were 

used to supplement the engineer's own observation and the informa­

tion he obtained from interviews in estimating only one factor of 

the costs, namely the amount of work performed within a given time. 

It should also be noted that Association cl:~d l.'l.ot avail itself of 

the opportunity to cross-examine the ~~tr.css r.~r did it interpose 

any objection to the qualifications of the wi~ess to offer his 

opinion as an expert. The exceptions are overruled. 

Rates for Hauling l2-Wides 

Association contends that the recer.t ruling of the 

Division of Highways which permits the towing of l2-wi~cs will 

result in there being no future movements of said trailers by 

hauling methods. It asserts that the proposed rates are obsolete 

in that future movements of l2-wides will be by towing methods. 

It is a reasonable assumption that if the rates for hauling a 

trailer coach are higher than those for towing the same trailer 

coach the shi~r will decide to have it towed. If~ on the other 
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hand, minimum rates are established for towing and not for hauling 

of trailer coaches, the destructive competition prevailing in the 

industry could cause a resurgence of a demand for the hauling of 

trailer coaches. We have overruled the exceptions to the proposed 

findings regarding the estimated costs of hauling 12-wices. We 

find th~t the est~ted costs set forth in th~ ~roposed report are 

reasonable. We further find that the hauling of trailer coaches at 

rates lower than rates which would be reflective of these costs 

would be unjust, unreasonable and discriminatory and that although 

the higher rate may divert traffic from hauling methods to towing 

methods, the establishment of min~um rates for the h~~ling of 

trailer coaches is necessary to the application and enforcement 

of the minimum rates for transporting trailer coaches. The 

exception is overruled. 

Staff contends that the rates proposed for hauling 

l2-wides for distances not exceeding 25 miles will not be compen­

satory. It points out that the cost estimates for distances under 

thirty constructive miles do not i~cl~d~ ~y ~~cto= for diverse 

routings and that the evidence shOWt~ th~t ~hc .::.ctual movement of 

trailers within certain metropolit~ areas =.~ exceeds the 

constructive mileage between origin and destination. The record 

discloses that such circumstance prevails particularly in areas 

in Los Angeles, Orange and San Diego Cou=ties. It results from the 

fact that the constructive mileages set forth in Dist~~ce Table 

No. 5 for movements in those areas are computed via the major 

freeways and the tlSe of those freeways is precluded to the hauling 

of l2-wides. In addition, local authorities in said counties have 

undertaken to restrict the use of their streets and roads by 

requiring a permit to transport the loads, and designating 
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particular routings through the areas as well as tfmes o~ day when . 
movement may be made. By reason of the fact that virtually all of 

the manufacturers of l2-wide trailers are located in the Los Angeles 

Basin, the movement of those trailers from manufacturer to dealer 

ordinarily requires a longer routing than the routings considered 

in establishing the constructive mileages. Exhibit 2 discloses that 

41 percent of the movement of l2-wides in initial hauling and 40.4 

percetlt of the movement of l2-wides in secondary hauling were for 

distances not exceeding 25 miles. 

It is true that diverse routings caused by regulation of 

the use of the highways, roads and streets have a substantial tmpact 

upon the cost of hau11Dg l2-wides. That circumstance is almost 

always encountered in the initial movement from a manufacturer to 

a dealer. It does not appear to occur as frequently in the case of 

secondary movements. The finding by the examiner that m~y d~alers 

own tractors which they use to deliver a trailer to a customer 

implies that there are other dealers who employ car~iers to perform 

that transportation. The movement of a trailer to or from a dealer's 

place of business would be subject to the minimum rates for initial 

movements. The evidence discloses that there are many trailer parks 

and dealers' places of business not within areas where transporta­

tion for distances of 25 miles would be required by State or local 

authorities to be performed over routes other than ~he direct routes. 

The evidence also indicates that except for the movement of trailers 

from the manufacturer to the dealer, the t~affic enjoyed by the 

carriers has origins in areas near their respective places of 

bw;iness. In other words, a carrier with place of business in 

Oroville would not be likely to transport a trailer for a distance 

of 25 miles in the San Francisco Bay area, or within Los Angeles, 
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Orange or San Diego Counties. It is very unlikely that carriers 

located outside of those areas would ever be confronted with 

diverse routings for shipments transported 25 miles or less. While 

a substantial amount of the traffic moving 25 miles or less is 

subject to diverse routing, and hence additional cost, it does not 

appear that such traffic is shared by the majority of carriers nor 

is it necessarily tendered by the majority of shippers. In the 

circ'lJInStances it does not appear to be appropriate to adopt 

Staff's recommendation. The exception is overruled. 

Rates for Towing 12-Wides 

As hereinbefore stated, the towing of 12-wides was not 

permitted until March 28, 1966, which was sUbsequent to the hearings 

in this matter. The examiner proposed rates for towing l2-wides 

which he found would reflect transportation conditions that would 

prevail under the March 28, 1966 ruling of the DiviSion of Highways. 

That ruling provided that l2-wides may be towed subject to the s~e 

restrictions and limitations prescribed for the hauling of l2-wides. 

On October S, 1966, subsequent to the issuance of the proposed 

report, the Division of Highways revised its rules regarding the 

towing of l2-~~des. All of the parties agree that the revised 

ruling would have an effect upon the conditions under which 12-wides 

may be towed. It is the position of Association that because there 

has been no experience in the towing of 12-wides under current 

conditions and because the record herein does not contain the costs 

experienced by carriers in the towing of 12-wides the Commission may 

not establish min~um rates for such transportation. It is the 

position of Staff that the rates proposed for towing lO-w1des would 

be suitable for the towing of l2-wides. Morgan takes the position 

that the rates proposed by the examiner for towing 12-wides would 
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be suitable except to the extent tha~ such rates do not reflect 

diverse routings for distances of 25 miles or less. 

Section 3662 of the Public Utilities Code provides: 

"In establishing or approving such [minimum] rates 
the commission shall give due consideration to the cost 
of all of the transportation services performed, in-
cluding length of haul, any additional transportation 
service performed, or to be performed, to, from, or 
beyond the regularly established termini of common car­
riers or of any accessorial service, the value of the 
commodity transported, and the value of the facility 
reasonably necessa~y to perform the transportation service." 

In considering the cost of the transportation services 

performed, the Commission esttmates the costs that would be incurred 

by a reasonably efficient carrier, of the class of carrier involved, 

in performing the various services. 

Decisions in other minimum rate proceedings have re~ated 

the procedures in cost finding followed by the Commission. In 

view of the fact that almost all of the carriers engaged in the 

trausportation of trailer coaches have not heretofore been subject 

to any rate regula:ion by the Commission, it is appropriate to show 

how cost estimates are developed for the purpose of establishing 

minimum rates generally and for mintmum rates on trailer coaches 

in particular. 

It must be recognized, first of all, that it would be 

verv unusual, if not a happenstance, for any two carriers to 

experience identical eA~ense5 pe: revenue mile. Not only do the 

efficiencies and economic circumstances among individual carriers 

vary widely, but also there is a wide variation in conditions of 

tender, movement and delivery among individual shipments. 

Secondly, it must be remembered that in this proceeding it is 

conte~l~eea that there may ~~ ~~~ablished a structur~ of mintm~~ 

reasonab~e rates applicable ~o all h~shway pe~t carriers for the 
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transportation of all trailers of a particular class between all 

points in the State of California at all times, rather than the 

determination of a reasonable rate for a particular carrier for the 

transportation of a particular trailer from a particular consignor 

to a particular consignee at a specified time on a particular date. 

Thirdly, consideration must be given to the fact that transportation 

is dynamic rather than static in that there are variations in 

conditions from day to day. Fourth, and most tmportant, the 

minimum rates established by the Commission must be consistent 
2/ 

with the purposes of such rates. -

As hereinbefore stated, in minimum rate making the 

Commission considers the costs of performing the services that 

would be incurred by a reasonably efficient carrier. Those costs 

are developed by a synthesis of estimates of certain eost factors 

based upon assumptions. Such assumptions include: The carrier 

is engaged principally in the transportation of the particular 

commodities between all points which will be covered by the rates; 

it will transport a typical cross-section of all of such commodi­

ties along the routes ordinarily used by carriers actually engaged 

in the transportation; in performing the services it will utilize 

61 Section 3502 of the Public Utilities Code reads, in part: 

" ••• It is the purpose of this chapter to preserve for the 
public the full benefit and use of public highways con­
sistent with the needs of commerce without unnecessary 
congestion or wear and tear upon such highways; to 
secure to the people just and reasonable rates for trans­
portation by carriers operating upon such highways; and 
to secure full and unrestricted flow of traffic by motor 
carriers over such highways which will adequately meet 
reasonable public demands by providing for the regulation 
of rates of all transportation agencies so that adequate 
and dependable service by all necessary transportation 
agencies shall be maintained and the full use of the 
highways preserved to the public ••••• n 
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equipment actually used by the carriers and which is typical and 

best suited for providing the particular service; it is in a 

favorable (although not necessarily the most favorable) bargaining 

position to purchase equipment, materials, supplies and services; 

it enjoys sufficient traffic so as to have reasonably efficient 

utilization of its equtpment (this is called use factor); it is 

reasonably situated with respect to the traffic it handles; its 

administrative expenses would be typical for a carrier having the 

utilization of equipment assumed; it obeys all laws and regulations; 

and it must compete in the same labor market as other carriers 

actually er~aged in such transportation. 

The examiner proposes the adoption of the esttmates of 

the costs of towing lO-wides prepared by the engineer. He also 

proposes a structure of minimum rates for the towing of l2-wides 

based upon the engineer's est~tes of the eosts of towing lO-wides. 

Staff suggests making the proposed rates for the towing of lO-wides 

applicable to the towing of 12-wides, presumably based upon a premise 

that the transportation conditions for the towing of 12-wides are 

substantially the same as, or sfmilar to, the towing of lO-wides. 

To dete~ine whether the cost estimates fo~ IO-wide towing are 

reasonable with respect to 12-wide towing, the assumptions made by 

the engineer for lO·wide towing must be examined to determine whether 

they are valid with regard to l2-wide towing. 

The engineer .~ssumed that the more efficient unit of 

equipment utilized by c.~iers for towing lO-wides is a two-axle, 

gasoline·engined, truck chassis which has been modified for this 

type of service and which has a ball·type hitch. He assumed ~hat 

the unit would have a service life of six years. Those assumptions 

appear to be valid for the towing of 12-wides. The evidence 
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discloses that the typical power unit assumed for hauling 12-wides 

has approximately the same horsepower rating as the lO~w1de tawing 

unit. The engineer testified that the main difference between the 

units is that the hauling unit has a fifth wheel, as well as a ball 

hitch, which is used to couple the low-boy trailer. The engineer 

assumed the same use f,actor, namely 1,800 hours, for towing equip­

ment as for tractors used in hauling l2-wides. No one disputed the 

assumptions as being reasonable for such services. In view of the 

fact that the recent rulings of the Division of Highways merely 

permits trailers to be towed that theretofore had to be hauled, an 

annual use factor of 1,800 hours for the towing of l2-wides is a 

reasonable assumption. In the circumstances, the total fixed and 

depreciation expense per hour estfmated by the engineer for towing 

operations, and shown on Table 1 of Exhibit 1, is reasonable for 

consideration in the establishment of minimum rates for towing 

12-wides. 

The engineer esttmated a running cost of $.0765 per 

actual mile for the equipment used in towing operations and $.0947 

per actual mile for the tractor hauling l2-wides. The examiner 

utilized the latter figure in developing his estimates of the costs 

of towing l2-wides. His reasons are set forth in the proposed 

report. Running costs are expenses for fuel> oil, tires, repairs 

and maintenance. In view of the fact that carriers engaged in 

towing lO-wides may also tow 12-wides it may be assumed that the 

reasonably efficient carrier may perform both operations so that 

the unit prices that he pays for fuel, oil, tires, repairs and 

maintenance are no different with respect to the towing of lO-wides 

as 'for l2-wides. Any difference in the running costs, therefore> 

has to be predicated upon some differences in fuel consumption or 
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wear and tear resulting fram the nature of the shipments transported. 

The 12-widcs are larger vehicles than are the la-~id~s. Th~ 
difference in the bulks of the trailers being towed mighe cause a 

difference in fuel consumpti~n because of the greater wind resistance 

of the larger bulk. The record discloses that trailers of the same 

sizes but of different makes vary widely with respect to weight. 

As pointed out by the examiner, the evidence discloses that the 

normal length of a 12-wide is 60 feet, whereas the usual length of 

the lO-wide is 55 feet. Additionally, the evidence discloses that 

twin-wides are more often of the lO-foot width category rather than 

of the l2-foot width t)~es. The record supports the finding of the 

examiner that 12-wides are typically hea\·ier in weight than lO-wides. 

It is well known that increases in weights of loads transported 

result in increases in running costs~ This recore, however, does not 

support the finding by the examiner that the estimates of running 

costs for operating a tractor in hauling a trailer would be appro­

priate for operations in towing a trailer. The estimate by the 

engineer assumes that the low-boy trailer utilized in the hauling 

operation would weigh 7,000 pounds. It would appear that amount of 

weight would greatly exceed the difference in the weights of a 

typical l2-wide over a typical 10-wide. 

In order to set forth his estimates of the costs of towing 

lO-wides in terms of constructive miles, the engineer converted his 

estimate of running costs for towing in terms of cents per 

constructive mile ($.0765 per actual mile equals $.0695 per 

constructive mile). Utilizing the same formula for converSion, the 

estimated running cost of $.0947 per actual mile for the tractor 

in hauling operations becomes approximately $.086 per constructive 

mile. The difference in the esttmated running costs, therefore, is 
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approximately 1.6 cents. Considering the fact that the weight of . 
the low-boy trailer probably has a larger effect upon the difference 

in the running costs, it is reasonable to assume that the difference 

in the running costs for towing a 12-wide under given circumstances 

from that of towing a lO-wide under the same circumstances would not 

exceed 1 cent per constructive mile. Such difference in a 50-mile 

haul would result in a difference in cost of 50 cents. The record 

discloses that over 65 percent of the initial movements of l2-wides 

and over 72 percent of the l2-wides' secondary movements are for 

distances of less than 50 miles. In the circumstances, the dif­

ference in running costs loses significance. 

Labor expense and indirect expense are ~o other factors 

in the cost estimates. In view of the fact that the same carriers 

may tow l2-wides as well as lO-wides, the utilization of the same 

labor expense and indirect expense for estimating the costs of 

towing l2-wides as those used for estimating the costs of towing 

lO-wides is appropriate here. 

Performance factors are applied to the above-named four 

categories of expense (vehicle fixed expense, running costs, labor 

expense and indirect expense) to arrive at estimates of the costs 

of towing trailers for various distances. Those factors include: 

speed and distance traveled loaded, speed and distance traveled 

empty, tfme required for pickup and delivery, nonproductive miles 

and time (for such things as fueling and to get from the carrier's 

place of business onto the route traversed be~een origin and 

destination), and load factc~_ 

Exhibits 5 and 6 set forth the general policy of the 

Division of Highways with respect to the towing of l2-wides over 

State highways, Those exhibits show that the State Highway Engineer 
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has designated a network of highways for through movement of 12~wide 

trailers. This network can best be described as a north-south axis 

with laterals extending east and west. The axis is in the central 

part of the State and extends from the northern border to Sacramento 

via U. S. 99W, thence to Bakersfield on U. S. 99, thence via State 

Highway 58 to U. S. 395 and thence either via U. S. 395 to San Diego 

or via Interstate Highway 10 and State Highway 86 to Calexico. The 

only segment of Higbway U. S. 101 on the network extends from Arroyo 

Grande to Santa Moniea 7 and from Coyote to Gilroy. Points on said 

highway served by laterals include Arcata, Calpella, Santa Rosa, 

Prunedale, Paso Robles and San Diego. The movement of 12-wides over 

public highways requires a special trip permit. Pertinent portions 

of the instructions given by the State Highway Engineer to District 

Engineers concerning the issuance of such permits are set forth in 
3/ 

the margin.-

'2./ "Effective this date permits may be issued to licensed and bonded 
manufacturers, dealers and transporters for hauling these 
trailers (l2-widesJ over the established network on their own 
wheels with no limitation as to travel distance. The indicated 
routes provide for through travel from one area of the State to 
another. The permit may allow travel on additional State 
highways tributary to the arterial network as necessary to 
reach the actual point of origin or destination. Where travel 
on State highways would p=esent an undue hazard to other traf­
fic, as on roads of lower standards or high traffic metro­
politan freeways) it may be necessary for the permittee to 
obtain permission from the local jurisdiction for the use of 
alternate city or county routes. Where a conventional State 
highway is available in metropolitan areas, it should oe 
utilized, unless there are compelling reasons otherwise, to 
preclude the need for numerous city and county permits for 
the movement on local streets. 

HOnly single trip permits will be issued, subject to the 
provisions established in the C~lifornia Vehicle Code for the 
movement of 10-foot wide trailer coaches." 
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In prescribing routings for movements under special trip 

permits to or from origin and destination points off of the afore­

mentioned network and in determining routings through the metro­

politan areas, the District Engineers will necessarily have to 

interpret and augment the policy set forth in the instructions of 

the St~te Highway Engineer. It seems clear, however, that the 

District Engineers are instructed to route permit shipments via the 

prescribed network. A shipment of a 12-wide to be towed from 

Monterey to Santa Barbara (both points on the network) would be 

required to be routed via San Juan Bautista, Hollister, Madera, 

Castaic Junction, and Santa Paula; a distance of 439 constructive 

mil~s. Distance Table No. 5 provides for a shore-line distance 

from Monterey to Santa Barbara (presumably via Highway U. S. 101) 

of 264 constructive miles. The routing via the network exceeds the 

short-line distance by 175 constructive miles. This is only one 

illustration of circuitous routing that may be involved because of 

r,egulations of the Division of Highways. The prescribed network 

does not include any highways within the San Francisco Bay Area or 

t~e Los ;~eles Ar.ea. The District Engineers are authorized to use 

their discretion in such areas to route shipments via acceptable 

conventional highways. It is readily apparent that authorized 

routings from Redwood City to Vallejo or from Santa Barbara to 

Ne~~ort Beach would not be the short-line routes designated in 

Distance Table No.5. 

In developing his estimates of the eosts of a reasonably 

efficient carrier towing lO-wides between points in California, the 

engineer assumed that the shipments would move via the short-line 

routes designated in Distance Table No.5. To the extent that 

routings designated on the special trip permits do not coincide with 
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the routings which nre the beses of the constructive mileages tn 

Distance Table No. 5 that assumption is not valid. 

The instructions to the District Engineers state that 

conditions (others than routes) fmposce in the speci~l t~ip permits 

for towing 12-wides shall be the same as provisions ectablished in 

the Vehicle Code for the movement of lO-wides. Under those cir­

cumstances, the performance factor of the speeds of towing 10-wides 

for various dist~ces should also be appropriate for the towing of 

12-wides. The carriers and the tractors involved in towing 12-wides 

are the same as those engaged in the towing of lO-widos, therefore 

the use of the performance faeto~s of s?eeds when rct~r~g without 

loads, nonproductive time, and pickup and delivery time that are 

appropriate for lO-wide towing would also appear to be apprcpriate 

for 12~de towing. 

Except for the estfmated running costs ar.d the use of 

short-line routings, the assumptions made by the enginee~ in 

estimating the costs of towing lO-wides appear to be appropriate 

for esttm3ting the costs of towing 12-~~des. As hc=~inbcf~re stated, 

whatever difference there may be in rur~i~S ~:,,~nscs loses signifi­

canee in light of the faet that the substa"ti31 ~ojority of 12-wides 

are transported less than 100 miles. The engineer developed his 

estimates by first determining expenses per actual mile of opera­

tion and then eonverting them to expenses per constructive mile of 

operation by applying a faetor of 1 actusl mile ~quals 1.3 

constructive miles. His estfmates, therefore, while not appropriate 

for operations via short-line routes, do reflect the costs per 

constructive mile of a reasonably efficient carrier engaged in 

towing 12-wides for various lengths of haul provided that the 

constructive mileages calculated are those via the actual route of 
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movement'. The Commission heretofore has established minfmum rates 

based upo~ constructive mileage via actual routes rather than via 

short-li°3e routes. Provided tha'c is done here, we find that the 

costs estimated by the engineer for towing lO-wides are reasonable 

and appropriate for consideration in establishing min~ rates for 

the towing of l2-wides. 

The next question is whether there are any economic 

factors, other than cost considerations, which would influence 

a difference in the reasonableness of mintmum rates for towing 

l2-wides as compared to rates for towing 10-wides. The examiner 

found that carriers would encounter less competition from proprie­

tary operations by dealers in 12-wide towing because of the 

requirements of the Division of Highways concerning trip permits. 

Tne proposed report states: 

"At present. the dealer's equipment and employees 
are used prtmarily in connection with the delivering of 
trailers sold to customers. The use of such equipment 
and employees for other purposes for other than a 
relatively short period of time would not appear to be 
advantageous. rt 

There is no evidence of record which indic~tes that the dealer would 

consider the movement of a l2-wide any differently than a movement 

of a lO-wide. This record indicates that there would be no dif­

ferences in economic factors with respect to the two sizes of 

trailers. 

After full consideration of all of the facts and circum­

stances, we find that reasonable mintmum rates based upon 

constructive mileages via the route of actual movement for the 

towing of trailer coaches not exceeding 10 feet 4 inches in width 

will be just and reasonabl~ minimum rates for the towing of trailer 

coaches exceeding 10 feet 4 inches in width. 
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Computation of Distances 

Proposed Item No. 50 provides: '~1stances to be used in 

connection with distance rates named herein shall be the shortest 

resulting mileage via any public h1ghw~y route, computed in 

accordance with the method provided in the distance table." 

this rule calls for determining rates via the short-line 

constructive mileage. As noted above, the constructive mileage via 

routes for permit shipments prescribed by governmental authorities 

frequently exceeds the short-line distance. 

The Commission has heretofore been confronted with similar 

circumstances regarding permit shi~ments (C. 5432, Pet. 173, 

California trucking Associations, Inc., 1960, Decision No. 60177, 

unreported). Paragraph 3 of Item No. 100 of Minfmum Rate Tariff 

No.. 2 provides: 

"3. When a permit shipment or a shipment of 
dangerous articles is required to move via a circuitous 
route because of conditions imposed by a governmental 
agency, distances shall be computed along the shortest 
legal route available to the carrier in acco=dance wi~h 
the method provided in the Distance Table." 

The question presents itse~f ~~~thcr such rJle would be 

suitable for minimum rates for the tr~~pc~~a~ion of trailer coaches. 

Only permit shipments would be affected by the role. Insofar as 

this proceeding is concerned, permit shipments would include all 

trailer coaches exceeding 8 feet 4 inches in width (lO-wides and 

l2-wides) and shipments where the overall length of the trailer and 

towing vehicle exceeds 75 feet. Under the proposed towaway rate 

all such permit shipments would be subject to the rate scale pro­

vided for trailer coaches over 8 feet 4 inches in width or over 

40 feet in length (lO-wide rates). As already stated~ the cost 

estimates upon which the lO-wide rates are based reflect costs per 
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actual mile, converted into costs per constructive mile, for dis­

tances actually traversed. The rule, therefore, would not provide 

revenues for costs not incurred. The rule is reasonable ar.d 

suita~le to govern the application of the minimum rates for the 

towir~ of house trailers. The proposed rates for hauling 12-wides 

are based upon costs which reflect diversion in routings from 

regulation by governmental agencies. In the circumst3nces the rule 

would not be appropriate to govern such rates. 

On February 28, 1967, subsequent to the submission of 

these proceedings, the Commission entered Decision No. 72081 in 

Case No. 7024 in which it determined that certain highwcys have 

been improved or relocated since Distance Tsble No. 5 was issued and 

that Distance Table No. 6 (a reissue of the distance ta~le with 

revisions to reflect the changes in the highway conditions) should 

be issued and be made effective July 1, 1967. Cn ~ch 16, 1967, 

Distance Table No. 6 was issued and served pursuant to Decision 

No. 72164 in Case No. 7024. 

We have concluded that min~~ ra~es for the transportation 

of trailer coaches should be est.:!.bli~hed 31; tc.e ~a=lies1; possible 

moment. It would be an unwise expcndit'~e of the State's funds to 

,establish mintmum rates governed by Distance Table No.5, and 

reprint ~d ~~;y~ ~b~ ~a.~~I ~g~YmGn~J aDS bhGn BhoItly th6Ita"6IJ 
on July l~ 1967. make ehe rates suoject eo D~:tanee Table No.6. 

In the circumstances. we conclude that the minimum ra.tes to be 

established herein should be made subject to Distance Table No.6. 

Special Services 

Special services include those involved in preparing a 

trailer coach for dwelling after it has been placed in position at 

poi:D.1: of des.tinAtion. and prep~rin.e oR traile:r cO:lch which has been 
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used as a dwelling for transportation over the highway. The services 

include such things as blocking and leveling the trailer, assembling 

and installing awnings and antennae, ~d co~ccting u~ilitics. The 

examiner propo~es rates in dollars per hour per tr~iler for such 

services. Staff and Association too:k exception to the proposal. 

Morgan, in its reply, eoneurs with those exceptions. The parties 

recommend rates in terms of dollars per hour per m~~ e~gcged in such 

$ervices. The finding of the examiner is that charges based upon 

$5.00 per hour for one man and $9.00 per hour for two men will 

reasonably compensate the earrier for performance of the special 

services. He concl~ded that considerations of enforce~cnt and 

application of mintmum rates for special serviees cilitate against 

the establishment of rates based upon doll~s per hour per man 

furnished for the performance of such services. Staff has the duty 

and responsibility of assembling evidence for proceedings in70lving 

enforcement of the minimum rates. It is its considered judgment that 

hourly rates per man can be enforced as well as hourly rates per 

trailer. Hourly rates per man compo~t ~~th the findings of fact. 

We eonclude that they should be cst~bli~h~d as recommended by the 

parties. 

Valuation Limitations 

The examiner proposes adoption of a rule recommended by 

the rate expert whieh provides that the rates tabulated in the tariff 

are subject to a ltmitation of liability by the czrrier for loss or 

damage of the shipment to not more than $7,500 for each trailer coach 

or eamper, including integral parts, and not more than 60 cents per 

pound per article for the contents of the trailer or eamper; and in 

the event the shipper desires to release the shipment at higher 

valuation, the mintmum rates shall be 1-1/2 times the rates and 

charges tabulated in the tariff. 
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Association contends there is no supportable basis for the 

50 percent increase in charges where an excess valuation is required 

on either the erailer coach itself, or on any of the separate items 

to be transported. It urges the establishm2nt of separate charges 

for any excess declared valuation on the b~sis of 15~-60~ per $100 

of additional declared valuation over $100 per piece. This proposal 

has basis in tariffs of household goods carriers which ~ available 

low cost insurance service. 

The evidence in this proceeding discloses that c~riers 

engaged in towing or hauling trailer coaches or campers ordinsrily 

secure insurance in the amount of $10,000, desi~.ated as cni~entified 

trailer coverage or cargo coverage. The cost estfmates were 

developed on the assumption that the reasonably efficient carrier 

would obtain this typical coverage. We have ex~ned the record and 

nowhere do we find any testimony or statements ~de by ~~y parties 

at the hearing that the insurance cover.:3.ge desig:tated in the develop­

ment of the cost estimates was not typical. The transportation rates 

which we have found to be minimum re~zcnable rates a=e at levels 

approximately the same as (and in a f~~ i:::':;\:~i\!¢S lc ...... er th~) the 

estfmated full costs of providing the service. If the rates provide 

for risks greater than those reflected in the cost estfmates, the 

transportation rate should be higher. 

With respect to the suggestions by Association, the rates 

for additional coverage mentioned in its exception ar~ rates for 

insurance coverage which will be obtained by the ear:ier on behalf 

of the shipper. They are insurance rates and not trans?ortation 

rates. The household goods carriers are subject to the requirements 

of Ydnimum Rate Tariff No. 4-B which provides for transportation 

rates 1-1/2 ttmes and 2 t~es the tabulated rates for shipments in 
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excess of certain values. The powers of the Commission in the 

establishment of minimum rates do not contemplate the prescription 

of rates for policies of insurance. There is no eviden~c in this 

record which would permit any deterci~a:ion of whether ~he rates 

suggested by Association would re~sonably compensate th~ c~rier for 

assuming a greater risk. The exception is overruled. 

Tire or Tube Repl~cement or R~pair 

The examiner proposes a charge of $2.50 for changing a 

tire on the trailer coach. No exception is taken to that p=oposal. 

At times the carrier does not have a spare tire of apr-=o?riste size 

for the ~railer coach and is requit"cd to Ulmoo:, his tr .:lct~r ~d 

drive to some point to find and obtain a tire =eplacement of appro­

priate size or t:o have the defective tire repsired. For such 

additional ser.;-:i.ce the examiner proposes a rate of $12 or 36 cents 

per mile, whichever is the lower, subject to a n:ininnJm ch.arge of 

$2.50. 

Association takes exception to that proposal and points 

out thal the maximum charge was comput:ed by tte eX':~:''lcr on the 

basis of a cost of 24r/. per mile fo!" 40 ~l .. ~s pl~ 1/2 hcu= @ $4.56 

per hour. It contends that the m~nim~ ch~r8c should be based upon 

an initial charge of $2.50 (the charge for changi~g the tire) plus 

24 cents per mile subject to a maximum of $12. 

The rates or charges should be related to the costs of 

the services performed. We therefore must co~s~dcr what aetivity 

is involved in performing the service. The aeti ...... itics involved in 

changing the tire (stopping the vehicle~ placing of warning signs or 

flares, actual changing of the tire and replacing all of thz 

equipment) are already considered in the proposed charse of $2.50 

and should not be given further consideration in the determination 
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of a reasonable charge for finding and obtaining a tire or tube 

replacement or repair. Here the activity consists of unhitching the 

tractor from the trailer, driving to so~e point where ther.e may be a 

service station, obtaining a tire or hav:tng one repaired ~d 

returning to the trailer and hitching it up to the trActor. The 

24 cents per mile cost was one computed by Associa~ion from estimates 

made by the engineer. The ex~ner found that the 24 cents per mile 

estLnate unaerstat~s the ~n ~oute cost because it does not take into 

consideration the indirect expense or g=oss revenue expense related 

to the running cost per mile. He stated that the und~=$tatecene of 

cost, however, was not substantial. Tne 2~-=2~t e$t~~te ~as cal­

culated by Association by converting the stc~dby cost p2r hc~r to a 

mileage basis by dividing by an assumed speed of 30 mph and adding 

a running cost of 7¢ per mile. The resulting SUJ:!. was expanded to 

reflect a 937. operating ratio. This f.sctor, the=e£o~c., considers 

only the time of the driver en route to the repair or tire facility 

and return. Some time is required to hitch and u:hitch the trailer 

coach. At the tire facility, if the t~r¢ is to be r~~~i=ed, the 

carrier must wait while it is bei~g r.ep~~r~d. IE a n~ tire is to 

be purchased some time is required to ncootic.~e the sale. It is not 

realistic that the carrier would drive directly to a tire £.scility 

at 30 mph; it must be assumed that so~e sea=ch at a lesser speed or 

some inquiry of the location of such a facility would be made. Tt~is 

would require a short length of ttme. rae ex~~er ic his calcula­

tion of a maximum. charge found a reasonable a:nOt,;~:t cf tiLle, 

exclusive of en route time, in which to hitch, unhitch, find and 

procure a replacement or repair would be 1/2 hour. We find this to 

be reasonable. The estimated standby cost per hour is $4.56. A 

comparison of the estimated costs of proc'UX'ing a tire, e:tclusive 
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of changing the tire on the trailer, with the charges proposed by the 
4/ 

examiner is set forth in the marg1n.- The proposed charge is 

equivalent to the estfmated costs at a distance of 19 miles. For 

distances less than 15 miles the est~ted costs exceed the proposed 

charges by a small amount cmd fot' distances over 19 miles, but not 

over 40 miles the proposed charges exceed the estimated costs. The 

proposed rate is reasonable. The exception is overruled. 

Escort Service 

The examiner proposes the adoption of the rule in Minimum 

Rate Tariff No.2, modified to provide a rate of $5_00 per hour and 

8-3/4 cents per mile, for providing escort sCr\?ice. As~Qciation 

takes exception and states that the rates should reflect the circum­

stances under which the service is pe=formed in the trailer coach 

transportation business. We agree with that statement. Association 

further asserts that when escort service is provided in trailer 

coach moving, it usually consists of an automobile, with an appro­

priate red flag, moving in advance of the trailer coach load and 

that, typically, the automobile is driven by a high school or 

college student, or the wife or me~er of t~e f~m!ly of an awner­

operator. It contends that the hourly cost of securing a student or 

~I A comparison of the estimated costs and the proposed charges for 
tire repair or replacement for various lengths of haul, not 
including changing the tire for which a sep~ate charge is 
provided: 

Round-TriE Miles 

5 10 12- 20 ~ 30 35 - - -
Cost $ 3.50 $ 4.70 $ 5.90 $ 7.10 $ 8.30 $ 9.50 $1.0 •. 70 

Charge $ 2.50 $ 3.60 $ 5.40 $ 7.20 $ 9.00 $10.80 $l2 .. C~ 
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member of the family to drive the escort car cannot exceed more than 

about $2.50 per hour. It also asserts that the 8-3/4¢ per mile is 

not related to the operation of an automobile. 

The proposed rates for escort service a=e to be applied 

to the distance, in constructive miles, during which the escort is 

actually in service. Escort service is required for the movement 

of lO-wides and 12-wides in most of the mountainous areas in the 

State except on main through highways such as Interstate 80 and 

Interstate 5. It is also required on long stretches of highways 

such as U. S. 101 and State Highway 1, and also on short stretches 

of other highways. Escort service ~ay be reqcired for the entire 

length of a short haul or for a long haul or merely for a short 

distance for either haul. An example of the latter would be a 

movement of a 10-wide to the San Joaquin Delta ar~a from Stockton 

or San Pablo. From Stockton to Antioch the distance is 47 con­

structive miles, the first 11 miles of which no escort is required; 

then there are 15 miles where escort is required and then another 

21 miles where escort is not required. In ~h..:.t ir:s::a.n.ce the escort 

vehicle would be required to tra,,·cl 52 rc':.:~::d-1;ri'P cC'n:;(;r~ctive miles 

and the minimum rate would apply to 15 miles. From San Pablo to 

Antioch the situation is similar; the distance is 42 constructive 

miles, the escort distance is 14 constructive :niles and,. ass\l1lling 

the family ear was used as an escort, it would have to be driven 

50 round-trip constructive miles. It appca~s evi.dcnt t~at the miles 

driven by the pilot car will be at least twice the n~ber of miles 

for which the escort service charges would be applicable and most 

of the time the actual miles will be more than twice the revenue 

miles. 
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The rate of 8-3/4 cents per mile was found to be reasonable 

for application in connection with the movements of other commodities 

requiring escort service. The rules of the Division of Highways 

concerning pilot cars (i.e., automobiles with appropriate flags) are 

the same for over-width loads regardless of the commodity. Having 

found the rate of 8-3/4 cents per mile to be reasonable for the same 

service in connection with the transportation of other commodities, 

it is a reasonable ?resumption that said rate will also be just and 

reasonable for such service involvi~g the movement of trailer 

coaches. This presumption is bolstered by the policies of the 

Federal Government and of the State of California with respect to 

allowances to taxpayers and to employees in the use of their private 

automobiles for business purposes. Said allowances are in excess 

of 4-3/8 cents per mile for every mile traversed. 

With respect to Association's assertion that ordinarily 

the drivers of the escort vehicles are students or members of the 

carrier's family, it would appear that the only time that a student 

might be available to act as a driver of an escort would be during 

summer vacation. Permit loads may not be transported on State 

highways on weekends or holidays. In a number of areas in the 

State permit loads may only be moved during the hours from 9:00 a.m. 

to 4:00 p.m. on weekdays. Those are the usual school hours for 

most students. As stated hereinabove, one of the assumptions made 

in esttmating costs for the purpose of establishing minimum rates 

is that the reasonably efficient carrier must acquire his employees 

from the general labor market ~d compensate them pursuant to the 

wages and conditions prevailing for the carriers generally. A 
person's own family is usually noe considered eo be ehe general 

labor ~ket in considering the cost of providing transportation 

services. 
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Association asserts that the cost to the carrier of 

employing a student (or a member of his family) to drive a pilot car 

would not be more than $2.50 per hour. Considering that said rate 

would be lower than the general prevailing rate, the time that the 

car is in revenue service is substantially less than the t~e that 

the driver is in the employ of the carrier, there is some cost to 

the carrier in arranging to provide escort service, and there would 

be additional expenses to the carrier based upon the revenue 

received for such service, it appears that under ordinary circum­

stances the proposed rate of $5.00 per hour would provide little, 

if any, remuneration in excess of the carrier's costs of providing 

the service. rae exception is overruled. 

It is noted that the proposed rule does not contemplate 

that an independent contractor m~y be engaged to provide escort 

service. The rule should provide for such circumstance. 

The Charge for Trip Permits 

The examiner proposes the establishment of a charge equal 

to the fec, if any, assessed by a governmental agency for each 

permit plus $7.40 for obtaining the permit, provided, however, that 

no charge shall be made for obtaining an annual permit~ P~socia­

tion takee exception to this proposal. It asserts that if a 

carrier were to seeure five single trip permits at one time he 

would receive five tfrnes as much revenue as his cost. It further 

describes a situation when peroits would be required to be obtained 

from the S~ate, a city and five counties for one particular haul. 

It asserts that the permits from the counties may be effective for 

various periods up to 90 days and that the carrier may transport 

more than one shipQent under such circumstances. 
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Association's assertions have no foundation in fact. 

There is no indication in the record that a carrier would be so 

fortunate as to have five 12-wide trailers tendered to it at any 

one time. The evidence indicalt:es that such circumstance, if it did 

occur, would be very rare. The record discloses that the carriers 

obtain traffic from dealers in the case of initial movements and 

owners in the case of secondary movements. The only situation where 

there ~ght be a tender of mo=e than one trailer would be in the 

movement from a manufacturer to a dealer, which is only a part of 

the transportation under consideration. The evidence discloses that 

there are ve=y few carriers that would be able to accept the tender 

of two l2-wides at one t~e. 

The charge proposed by the examiner was recommended by the 

rate expe=t at the hea=!ng. Associa~io~ did not offer any evidence 

concerning the matter nor did it make any argument concerning the 

proposal in its statement filed April 8, 1966. The exception is 

overruled. 

Exceptions were not specifically taken to the examiner's 

proposals regarding charges for delays and charges 'for obtaining 

repairs or replccements in transit. Those charges are stmilar to 

those proposed by ~he examiner for special services. Our discussion 

concerning the charge for cpecial servi~es is also applicable to 

charges for delays and obtaining replacements. Tne charges should 

be related to the estimated standby costs per hour. We find that 

$5.00 per hour for tawed trailers and $6.00 per hour for trailers 

and campers in haulaway service are the reasonable mintcum charges 

for delays and for obtaining replaeeme~t$ and repairs. 
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Ultfmate Findings and Conclusions 

Rulings have been made on the exceptions to the proposed 

report.. Exccpt as provided in the foregoing opinion we approve and 

adopt the proposed findings recommended by the examiner. We further 

find that: 

1. The rates set forth in Minimum Rate Tariff 18 (Appendix B 

herein) are the just, reasonable and nondiscriminatory minimum rates 

for the transportation by cotor vehicle over the public highways in 

this State of trailer coaches, portable campers
7 

and furniture and 

other personal effects included therein, and for accessorial services 

performed in connection therewith. 

2. The rules provided in Minimum. Rate Tariff 18 are necessary 

to the application and enforcement of said movement rates. 

3. Increases in the rates of transportation companies that 

may be required as a result of the establishment of minimum rates 

ue justified. 

4. Under certain circumst3nces, Minim:um Rate Tariff 18 may 

provide for greater min±mum rates for shorter distances than for 

longer distances over the s~e line or route. 

5. This record does not show to what extent, if at all, 

existing carload ratings, rates, charges, rules, regulations or 

accessorial charges of common carriers by railroad for the t~ans­

portation of trailer coaches, portable eampers and other personal 

effects included the~ein are unreasonable, discriminatory, unjusti­

fied by transportation conditions or otherwise unlawful. 

We conclude that: 

1. The rates and rules in Minimum Rate Tariff 18 should be 

established as the minimum rates and rules to be observed by all 

common carriers as defined in Section 211 of the Public Utilitie~ 
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Code, all highway permit carriers as defined in Section 3515 of the 

Public Utilities Code and all carriers defined in Section 3911 of 

the Public Utilities Code, for the transportation by motor vehicle 

over the public highways of trailer coaches, portable campers and 

furniture and persl,nal effects included therein, and for accessorial 

services performed in connection with said transportation. 

2. All of said carriers should be ordered to cease and desist 

from quoting, maintaining or assessing rates or rules which result 

in charges lower in volume or effect than the charges applicable 

under said minimum rates. 

3. Common carriers in the performance of pickup and delivery 

by motor vehicle of shipments transported via railroad or vessel 

should not be required to observe the minimum rates to be established 

herein. 

4. Common carriers and transportation companies should be 

authorized to charge less for longer than for shorter distances to the 

extent necessary to charge the minimum rates and to observe the rules 

set forth in the min~ rate tariff. 

5. Minfmum Rate Tariffs Nos. l-B, 2, 3-A, 4-B, 5, 9-B and 

ll-A, and City Carriers' Tariff No. l-A should be amended as set 

forth on Page C-l of Exhibit 3 in order to avoid conflicts in the 

applications of the mintmum rates in said tariffs with the minimum 

rates to be established herein. 

ORDER ..... -------
IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. The rates, charges and rules set forth in Minimum Rate 

Tariff 18 which is designated Appendix B of the order herein, and 

by this reference is incorporated in and made a part of this order, 
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are established and approved, effective July l~ 1967, as the just, . 
~ 

reasonable and nondiscriminatory min~ rates and charges to be 

assessed, charged and collected and the rules to be observed by any 

and all common carriers as defined in Section 211 of the Public 

Utilities Code, all highway permit carriers as defined in Section 

3515 of the Public Utilities Code and all carriers as defined in 

Section 3911 of the Public Utilities Code for the transportation by 

motor vehicle over public highways of the State of California of 

trailer coaches, portable campers, and furniture and other personal 

effects included ther~iu, and for the performance of other services, 

including accessorial services rendered incident thereto, for which 

rate.s, charges and rules are provided in said Minimum Rate Tariff 18. 

2. The basis for constructively increasing highway mileages 

prescribed by the Commission in Decision No. 72081 dated February 28, 

1967, in Case No. 7024, is hereby adopted, established and approved 

as the just, reasonable and nondiscriminatory basis for computing 

distances for use in applying distance rates in Minimum Rate 

Tariff 18. 

3. All radial highway common carriers, highway contract car-

riers and city carriers shall, on July 1, 19,67~ cease and desist and .../ 
" 

thereafter abstain from assessing, charging or collecting rates or 

charges lower in volume or effect than those set forth in Minimum 

Rate Tariff 18 for transportation and other services incidental 

thereto for which rates have been pro~dcd in said minimum rate 

tariff. 

4. All common carriers, as defined in Section 211 of the 

Public Utilities Code, except common carriers in the performance of 

pickup and delivery by motor vehicle of shipments transported via 

railroad or vessel, maintaining rates, charges, accessorial charges 
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and rules for the transportation by motor vehicle over public high­

ways of the State of trailer coaches or portable campers lower in 

volume or effect than the rates, charges and rules prescribed in 

Mintmum Rate Tariff 18 shall cancel said rates, charges and rules 

and establish in their stead rates, charges and rules no lower in 

volume or effect than those set forth in Mini:um ~te Tariff lS~ 

s. All common carriers referred to and described in the 

preceding paragraph shall, on or before July 1, 1967, cease and ~' 
desist and thereafter abstain from publishing or maintaining in their 

tariff rates, charges or rules lower in volume or effect than those 

prescribed in Mintm~ Rate Tariff 18. 

6. Tariff publications required to be made by common carriers 

as a result of the order herein may be made not earlier than the 

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

ten days' notice to the Commission and to the public and Shall~ 

made effective not later than July 1, ,1967. 

7. Common carriers need not file with this Commission a 

distance table for the transportation of trailer coaches and campers 

but may instead publish in their tariffs the following provision to 

be made applicable only to distance rates for the transportation of 

said commodities: 

"Distance to be used in connection with distance 
rates named herein shall be determined in 
accordance with Distance Table 6 issued by 
the Public Utilities Commission of the State of 
California .. " 

8. Common carriers, in establishing and maintaining the 

minfmum rates established herein are authorized to depart from the 

provisions of Section 460 of the Public Utilities Code to the extent 
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necessary to publish and maintain the mi~ rates established 

herein .. ~ --The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof .. 

CommIssioners 



Decision No. 72418, May 16, 1967 
Case No. 5432 aSH 10/13/65 

DISSENTING OPINION 

MORRISSEY, FRED P., Commissioner 

·A:., 

Before this Co~mission intervenes in the pricing mechanism of our 

economy, in order to "stabilize an industry," it has the obligation to 

determine the nature and effects of the competitive forces at work in that 

industry or segment concerned. Section 3662 of the Public Utilities Code 

states: 

"The commission shall, upon complaint or upon its own 
initiative without complaint, establish or approve just, reason­
able, and nondiscriminatory maximum or minimum or maximum and 
minimum rates to be charged by any highway permit carrier for 
the transportation of property and for accessorial service 
performed by it." (Emphasis added.) 

It is clear that Section 3662 is not a mandatory order for this 

Commission to establish minimum rates in every complaint case. This Commis­

sion has already acknowledged this in Decision No. 70919 (65 Cal.P.U.C. 730). 

The complainants themselves conceded this in their petition for rehearing of 

Decision No. 65919 wherein they stated: 

"In every case arising on a complaint under §3662 the 
first issue to be decided is whether or not there is a public 
need for the establishment of minimum rates. When §§3662 and 
3663 are read together, it is apparent that on this question 
the Commission is vested with some discretion. There is thus 
some statutory basis for the conclusion of the Commission that 
a complainant in a proceeding under §3662 has che burden of 
proving a public need for ti1e establishment of minimum rates.'" 

The Commission seeks to base the need for MRX-1S upon DeCision 

No. 65919 which concluded " ••• minimum rates are necessary for the stabil-

ity of the transportation of trailer coaches • n . . . Further) at page 6 of 

Decision No. 72418, it state~ "The record in this proceeding overwhelmingly 

supports that finding. I, However, I find little if any evidence in the 

record supporting such a finding in DeCision No. 65919 or in this decision 

and the testimony that is supportive is substantially confined to that pro­

vided by a few carriers. It must be concluded that a record so woefully 

weak in demonstrating a public ~ for the establishment of minimum rates 

requires this Commission to dismiss the case. It is incumbent upon this 
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Commission to determine if a public need exists before it intervenes in the 

pricing mechanism and this public ~ has not been demonstrated. 

It is appropriate to enquire what conditions existing in an 

industry or segment of an industry would support the establishment of a 

minimum rate program. But first we should he clear that the introduction 

of minimum rates establishes prices for specified services below which the 

carrier cannot legally go except under risk of severe penalty or with 

special Commission approval. Hence it involves the elimination of the 

opportunity of the carriers to determine their own prices, to bid for 

bUSiness, and to provide extra service in order to attract business. It 

is in effect a denial of the right of carriers to alter prices and/or 

service as they see fit. There is no doubt that many businesses may be 

willing to forego this right if the opportunity is given to them to 

eliminate price competition and operate under an umbrella of prices 

maintained through a regulatory agency responsive to their wishes. Hence 

I find little evidence that the public welfare is enhanced by quoting in 

the record that ~ carriers objected to the proposed minimum rate progr~. 

The other side of the picture involves the buyer of the trans~ 

portation services. In the market mechanism we expect buyers of services 

to be able to make comparisons, to evaluate differences in services pro­

vided, and to make a rational judgment as to the way in which they wish 

to spend their money. Hence a minimum rate program limits the opportunity 

of the buyer to bargain for lower prices and/or different services. The 

market mechanism reflecting the interplay of the buyer and the seller 

should result in a reasonably efficient allocation of resources to the 

benefit of society as a whole. At times we will see an industry or a 

segment of an industry where there exist grave differences in the bargain~ 

ing power of the buyers and the sellers which encourage the government to 

step in and equalize this bargaining power in the public interest by 

imposing standards as well as ~rice of service. The minimum rate program 

in the transportation industry would appear to have been established not 
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for the benefit of the industry concerned, the carriers, but rather for the 

benefit of Callfornia as a whole. The unequal bargaining power of shippers 

might, it was felt, drive down rates so that prices would not provide ade-

qUote livelihood to the carriers, that many members of the industry would 

go bankrupt, that there would be inadequate reSOurces in the industry to 
-~ 

supply the services re~ired by the buyers of the services, that dangerous 

and hazat'dous practices within the industry, i.e, obsolete'trucks,artifi-
.', 

cially depressed wages, etc., would be encouraged. It would appear ~t:o me ... ~ 

that these are the conditions that led to the establishment of legislation 

in the 1930's setting up the minimum rate program administered by the 

california Public Utili ties Commission. Yet nowhere in the record of 

DeCision No. 65919 nor in this decision is there any evidence that these 

conditions existed in the industry. A legitimate basis for establishing a 

minimum rate program for trailer coaches and campers is clearly not estab­

lished and neither the present decision nor Decision No. 65919 would appear 

in my opinion to be in the public interest. Rather they would merely result 

in a price maintenance program eliminating price competition and providing 

no offsetting benefits to the people of california. 

San Francisco, ~ornia 

May 19, 1967 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 18 

NAMING 
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TRAILER COACHES AND CA."'1PERS 
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OVER THE PUBLIC HIGHWAYS WITHIN 
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HIGHWAY CONTRACT CARRIERS 

The original tariff con~ins rates and rules 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF l8 ORIGINAL PAGE ••••••• 1 

CORRECTION NUMBER O:mCKING SHEl!!'I' 

'this tarif!! is issued in looae-leaf fom. Correction numbers appearin.q on all 
added And revised pages will be shown consecutively in the lower left-hand cor-
ner. 'these cor~ction numbers should be checked below on this cheCkinq sheet 
before paqell a~ filed in taritt. 

COMl!:CTION bo'VMBERS 

1 31 6l 9l 121 151 l8l 
2 32 62 92 l22 152 l82 
3 33 63 93 123 153 183 
4 34 64 94 124 154 184 
5 35 65 95 125 155 l8s 
6 36 66 96 126 156 186 
7 37 67 97 127 157 187 
8 38 68 98 128 158 l8a 
9 39 69 99 129 159 lag 

10 40 70 100 130 160 190 
11 4l 71 101 13l 161 191 
12 42 72 l02 132 162 192 
13 43 73 103 133 163 193 
l4 44 74 104 134 164 194 
l5 45 75 lOS 135 165 195 
16 46 76 106 136 166 196 
17 47 77 107 137 167 197 
18 48 78 106 138 168 198 
19 49 79 109 l39 l69 199 
20 50 80 llO 140 170 200 
2l 5l 81 ll1 141 171 201 
22 52 82 112 142 172 202 
23 53 63 ll3 143 173 203 
24 54 84 114 144 l74 204 
25 55 85 115 145 175 205 
26 56 86 ll6 146 176 206 
27 57 87 ll7 147 177 207 
28 58 8a 118 148 178 208 
29 59 89 1l.9 149 179 209 
30 60 90 120 150 180 210 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORtGINAL nru PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CAlIFORNtA. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNtA. 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 18 

This is a loose-leat taritt arranged as tollows: 

SECTION l--Rules 
SECTION 2--Rate. 
SECTION 3--Forma ot Documents 

TABU: OF CONTENTS 

Accessorial Charges Not TO Be Ottset by Transportation Charqes 
Acce.sorial Service Document 
Accessorial Services Not Inclu4e4 in Common Carrier Rates 
A~4itional Charge tor Excess Valuation 
Alternative Application ot Combinations with Common Carrier Rates 
Alternative Application of Common C~ri.r Rates 
Application ot Rates 
Application. ot Taritt--Carriers 
Application of Taritt--Commoditie. 
Application ot Taritt---Territorial 
Charqes tor Delays 
Charqea for Escort Service 
Charges for Permit Shipments 
Collect on Delivery (C.O.D.) Shipments 
Collection of Charqes 
computation of Distance. 
Confirmation of Shipping Instructions nnd Rate Quotation 
Confirmation of Shipping Instructions and RAte Quotation 

Document 
Detinition Of Technical Terma 
Delays in Delivery 
Diverted Shipments 
D:i.apoaition of P'ractioM 
Inability to Make Delivery 
Observance of Ouoted Rates and Charge. 
Payment of Mvance Charqes 
Payment of COllllllisaions 
Rates 
Reterence. to Items and Other Tariffs 
Repairs or Replacements in Transit 
Returned Shipments 
Shipments TO Be Rated Separately 
Shipping Document and Freight Bill 
Shipping Document Requirements 
Special. Serv1ces 
Split Shipment 
Storage in Transit 
Tire an4 Tube Repair and/or Replacement 
Unit. of MeaSlJX'ement to be Observe4 

ORIGINAl PAGE •••••• 2 

Item 

60 
370 
310 
150 
300 
290 
SO 
20 
40 
30 
170 
240 
260 
320,32l 
330 
70 
130-132 

380.381 
10-l2 
160 
190 
80 
leO 
140 
270 
90 
350-352 
100 
220 
200 
110 
360 
340,34l 
210 
280,281 
250 
23(\ 
120 

EFFECTJYE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITlE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAn: OF CALIFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA. 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 18 ORIGINAL PAGE •••••• 3 

SEC'l'ION 1 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAl mtE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CAl.IFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAl.IFORNIA. 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF lB ORIGINAl. PAGE •••••• 4 

SECTION l--RCLES 

DEFINITION OF TECRNICM. 'l'E~ 
(Items 10, 11 and 1.2) 

CAMPER means a porta~le structure containing one or more acc~ationa 
for cooking, eating, sleeping, or sanitary facilities, and designed 
to be mounted upon a moeor vehicle. 

CARRIER means a carrier as defined in the City Carriers' Act, or a radial 
highway common carrier, or highway contract carrier, as defined in the 
Highway Carrier.' Act. 

CARRIER'S EQUIPMENT means any motor truck, truck tractor, or other self­
propelled highway vehicle, trailer, semi-trailer, or any combination 
o! such highway vehicle~ ope~ated a. a single unit for the transpor­
tAtion of property over public highways. 

COMMISSION means the Public Utilities Commission of the State of 
California. 

COMMON CARRIER RATE means any intr.astate rate or rates of any common 
carrier or common carriers, as defin&d in the PUblic Utilities Act, 
lawfully on file with ~~e commission and in effect at time of shipment. 

CONSIGNEE means the person, firm or corporation shown on the shipping 
document as the party to whom the property is physically delive;t:"ed 
by the carrier. 

CONSIGNOR means the person, firm or corporation shown On the shipping 
document as the party who physically delivers the property to the 
carrier for transportation. 

DEBTOR means the person obligated to pay the transportation eharqes to 
the carrier, whether consignor, consignee, or other party. 

DISTANCE TABLE means Distance Table No. 6 and reissues thereof. 

ESCORr SERVICE me~s the furnishing of pilot cars or vehicles by a car­
rier as may be r&qUired by any governmental agency to accompany a 
shipment for highway safety. 

MAtTI. AND TOw means any combination of Haulaway and Towaway at the same 
time with one unit of carrier'S equipment. 

MAULAWAY means the movement Of one or more trailer coaches or e~r. 
with the weight of the trailer coach~s or campers resting wholly on 
carrier'~ equipment. 

(Continue~ in Item ll) 

Item 

lO 

EFFECTIVt AS SHOWN ON ORIGiNAl rm.E PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILtTlES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 
SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA. 
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SECTION l--~S (Continued) 

DEFINITION OF TECHNICAL TERMS (Continued) 
(Items 10, 11 and 12) 

PERMIT SHIPMENT means ~ shipment which because ot its width, length, 
height, weiqht or sizo requires special authority from a governmental 
agency regulating the use of highways, roads or st~ets tor transpor­
tation of such shipment in whole or in part. 

POlN'r OF nESTINATION means the preCise loeation a"; which p:roperty is 
tendere4 tor physical delivery into the custody of the consigne~ or 
his agent. All points within a single indUstrial plant, trailer coach 
park. Or receiving area shall be considered as one point of destina­
tion. An industrial plant Or receiving area shall include only 
contiquous property which shall not be deemed =eparate it intersected 
only by public street or thorouqhtare. 

POINT OF ORIGIN means the precise location at which property is physically 
delivered by the consignor or his agent into the custody of the car­
rier for transportaticn. All points within a single industrial plant, 
trailer coach park. ~r shipping area shall Or. considered as one point 
ot origin. An induotrial plant or shipping ~rea shall include only 
contiguous property which shall not be deemed separate if inter-
sected only by public street or thoroughfare. 

It~m 

RAILHEAD means a p~int at which faCilities are maintained tor the loading 11 
of property into or upon, or the unloading of property from ral.l cars. 
It also includes truck loading facilities of plants or industries 
loc~te~ at such rail loading or unloading point. 

RATE inclu~es chArge an~, also, the rules governing, and the accessorial 
charges ~pplying in connection therewith. 

SAME TRANSPORTATION means transportation of the same kind an~ quantity 
of property l).,tween the 51ll!11!! POints. and subjeet to the same limi­
tations .• eonditions and privil~es, although not necessarily by an 
:I.~entieal type of equipment. 

SHIPMENT means a quantity of trailer eoaches an~/or campers physically 
ten~ered by one eonsignor at one point of origin for transportation 
to one point of destination for which a single shipping document has 
been issued, transporte~ by carrier's equipment. (See also exceptions 
in rules and definitions for split shipment.) 

SPECIAL PURPOSE TRAZLZR COACH means a structure with two or more Outer 
walls, inclu~ing a roof, built on A mobile chassis, desiqned tor 
in~ustrial. educational, professional, or commercial usell~ and de­
signed·to be ~rawn on its own wheels by means of a ball-hitch coupling. 

(Continued in Item 12) 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL mtE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 18 ORIGINAL PAGE •••••• 6 

SECTION l--ROLES (Continue~) 

DEFINITION OF TECHNICAL TERMS (Concluded) 
(Items 10, 11 and 12) 

SPLIT SHIPMENT mean. a shipment ot two or mOre trailer coaches and/or 
c~rs, or transportation cha::<Jell eomPl.lt~ upon no lee8 than two 
trailer coaches and/or c~pers, piCke4 up by a carrier within one 
calendar 4ay trom one or more consignors at more than one point ot 
origin, 5ai4 shipment being consigned and delivered to one consignee 
at one or more points ot ~estination. (See Note) 

NO'rE.--All charges must be collecte4 trom the consignee. 

STORAGE IN TRANSIT means storage ot shipment at request of eonsiqnor or 
consignee at one point betveen point of or:!.gin An~ point ot ~estina­
tion tor a peri~ not in excess ot 30 ~ays. 

TEl\M. TRACK means a point at which property may be loa4ed into, or upon, 
or unloaded from rail ca~s by the public generally. 

TOWAWAY means transportation ot one trailer coach on its own wheels by 
towing. 

TRAILER COACH means a structure with two or mo~ outer walls, including 

Item 

a root, built on a mObile chassis, containing sleeping accomm~ations. 12 
and/or eating, cooking, or sanitary tacilities, or designed tor 
industrial, educational, professional or commercial uses, and de-
~iqned to be drawn on its own Wheels by means ot a ball-hitch coupling. 

TRAII.ER COACH PARK means any area or tract ot land where one or more 
trailer coach lots or spaces a~e rented or held out tor rent an4/or 
sale. 

TRAXLER COACH DEALER means a person, corporation or organization oftering 
for sale, trailer coaches and/or campers, which person, corporation 
or organization is 4etined under Section 285, and ~istered under 
Section 11701, Article 1, Chapter 4, of the Vehicle C~e ot the State 
ot california. 

TRAILER COACH SHOW means a display ot trailer Coaches and/or campers by 
more than one manufacturer and/or dealer for the purpose ot exhibition 
to the public, which trailer coaches and/or campers are not tor sale 
while on exhibition. 

TRAILZR COACH WIDTH means the distance measured from the extreme ri9ht 
si~e to extreme lett side (includin9 attachments an~ the trailer. 
runninq liqhts). 

EFFEcnvr; AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAl T1TlE PAC! 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CAl.IFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 18 ORIGINAL PAGE •••••• 7 

SECTION l--RULES (Continued) 

APPLICATION 01 'l'AlUP'P'--a.RRURS 

R~tes provi~ed in this tari!~ ~e min~um rates establi.hed 
pursuant to the aighway carriers' Act and the City C~~riers' Act 
and apply fo~ transpo~ation of prope~y by r~dial highway common 
carriers, highway contract carriers, and city carriers as defined 
in said Acts. 

When prope~y in continuous throuqh movement is trMsport~ 
by two or more such carrie~s, the r~tes (including minimum chargee) 
p~ovided herein shall be the minimum rates for the combined 
tr~nsportation. 

APPLICATION OF TARIFF--TERRI'l'ORIAL 

Rates in this t~riff apply to transport~tion by carriers 
between ~ll points within the St~te of Californi~, to the extent 
such transpo~ation is governed by the City Car~iers' Act or the 
Highway Carriers' Act. 

APPLICATION OF TARIFF--COMMOOI'l'IES 

(a) Except as otherwise provided in par~graph (b), rates 
in this tariff apply to the tr~nspo~ation of traile~ coaches 
~nd campers, including integ~al parts and contents when the 
contents a~e within the trailer coach or campe~. (See Note) 

NOTE.--Trailer coach blocks and steps may be 
transported on the carrie~'s equipment. 

(b) R~tes in this tariff do not ~pp1y to the following: 

(1) Property Of the United States, state, county or 
municipal governments or property transported under an 
agreement whereby the government has contracted for 
carrier's service. 

(2) Disaster supplies, i.e., those commodities which 
are allocated to provide ~elief during a state of extreme 
eme~gency or state of disaster: and those commodities which 
~~e transported for a civil defense o~ di~aster organiza­
tion established and functioning in accordance with the 
CalifOrnio Dl~~Q~~' Act to ultimate point of sto~age o~ 
use prior to or curing ~ stat~ of disaster or Stat~ of 
extreme emergency. 

Item 

20 

30 

40 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA. 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 18 ORIGINAL PAGE •••••• 8 

SECTION l--RULES (Continued) 

APP:t.ICATION OF RATES 

Rates provided in this tariff are for the transportation of 
commodities described in Item 40, trom point of origin to point of 
destination. The rates include a driver with a single unj,t of car­
rier's equipment and the follOWing services; 

1. (a) POl Towaway Service 

Attachinq and detaching unit of equipment, preparing 
trailer coach for movement over the highways in accordance 
with Vehicle Code of the State of California and Oivision 
of Highways or political subdivision permit requirements: 
inspecting and checking trailer coach contents against 
inventory sheet, taping interior of trailer coach, loading 
and unloading trailer coach blocks and steps, and inflating 
tires. 

~) For Haulaway ~~rviee 

Loading onto and unloading from carrier's equipment, 
inspecting and taping interior of trailer coach or camper, 
checking trailer coach or camper contents against inven­
tory sheet, loading and unloading trailer coach blocks 
and steps, and inflating tires. 

(c) For Haul and Tow Service 

Loading onto and unloading from carrier's equipment, 
attaching and detaching trailer coach to be towed, 
inspe~ting, checking trailer coach or camper contents 
against inventory sheet, tapinq interior of trailer 
coach or camper, and inflating tires. 

2. Rates and charges provided in this tariff are subject to a value 
of $7,500 for each trailer coach or camper transported, including 
integral parts, and 60 cents per pound per ar~icle for the 
contents, unless a higher declared valuation is specifically 
designated in writing and higher rates applied in accordance with 
the provisions of Item 150. 

3. Gross receipts taxes to be paid to the California Board of 
Equalization and California Public Utilities commission. 

Item 

50 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAl TITlE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA. 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 18 ORIGINAL PAGE •••••• 9 

SECTION 1--RULES (Continued) 

ACCESSORIAL CHARGES NOT TO BE OFFSET 
BY T~~SPORTATION CHA~ES 

Ac~essorial ~harges set forth in this tariff for accessorial 
services not included in the rate for actua! transportation shall be 
assessed And coll~cted when Buch services are performed, regardless 
of the level of tho transportation rate assessed. Such Accessorial 
charges may not be waived on the basis that a higher-than-minimum 
transportation rate serves as an offset. 

COMP'fJ'I'ATION OF l:):tSTA..~CES 

Distances to be used in connection with distance r~tea named 
herein shall be the shortest resulting mileage via any pUblic high­
way route, computed in accordance with the method provided in the 
Distance T~le. (See Exception l) 

EXCEPTION l.--When a permit shipment is required to 
be towe~ by a circuitous )~ute Decause of conditions 
imposod by a governmental agency, distances shall be com­
puted along the shortest legal route available to the 
carrier in accordance with the method provided in the 
Distance Table. 

Item 

60 

70 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL Tm.E PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 18 

SECTION l--RULES (continu&d) 

DISPOSITION OF FRACTIONS 

In computing a rate, the following rule shall be observed in 
the disposition of fractions: 

Fractions of less than 1/2 or .50 of a cent, omit. 
Fractions of 1/2 or .50 of a cent or greater, 

increase to next whole figure. 

PAYMENT OF COMMISSIONS 

Carriers shall not pay any commissions except to an employee 
or authorized agent for the solicitation of business. 

REFERENCES TO ITEMS AND OTHER TARIFFS 

Unless othe~ise provided, references herein to item numbers 
in this or other tariffs include references to such 1'l,1.lmbers and 
references to other tariffs include references to arne'nOnents and 
successive issues of such other tariffs. 

SHIPMENTS TO BE RATED SEPARA'l'EL '{ 

Eaeh shipment shall be rated separately. Shipments shall not 
be eonsolidated or eombined Qy the carrier. (Component parts of a 
split shipment may be combined under the provisions of Items 280 
and 291.) 

ORIGINAl. PAGE ••••• 10 

Item 

80 

90 

100 

110 

Except as otherwise provided in this tariff, rates or accessorial 120 
charqes shall not be quoted or assessed by carriers based upon a unit 
of measurement different from that in whieh the minimum rates anC 
charqes of this tariff are stated. 

EFFEC11VE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL mtE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISCO. CAliFORNIA. 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 18 ORIGINAL PAGE •••••• ll 

SECTION l--RULES (ContinuoQ) 

CONFIRMATION OF SHIPPL~G INSTRUCTIONS 
AND RATE OUOTATION 

(Other th~n from a place of manufacture, 
a sales lot or storage facility) 

(Items 130, 131 an~ 132) 

1. When either tho point of origin or point of destination i. other 
than the place of manufacture or sales lot or atoraqe facility of a 
trailer coach or camper dealer or lessor of trailer coaches or campers 
and the transportation charges are paid by other than a trailer coach 
or camper dealer or manufacturer o~ lessor. a confirmation of shipping 
instructions and rate quotation ~ocument shall ~ prepared in dupli­
cate by the carrier for each shipment tendered for transportation. 
Such document shall be signed by the carrier and by the consignor, 
agent Of consignor or debtor prior to the commencement of performance 
of any service specified therein. and the siqned original or duplicate 
th~reof delivered to the consignor. agent o~ consignor or debtor prior 
to or at the time such service is begun. Sl:lch documents shall contain 
the following information: 

(a) 
(b) 
(c) 
(d) 
(e) 

(f) 
(g) 
(h) 

( i) 

(j) 
(k) 
(1) 
(m) 

(n) 

Date of issuance. 
Date and time of pickUp requested or other arrangement. 
Name and address of carrier or carriers. 
Names of consignor or consignees. 
~escription of notification and delivery arrangements. 
(See Note 2--Item 131) 
Points of oriqin and destination. 
Description of shipment. 
Description of transportation and accessorial services to 
be performed. 
Rates anG charges (minimum charges, when they are to be applieG) 
quoted for the services described in the documents. 
(See Note 3--Item l3~ 
Valuation of! shipment. (See Note 4--Item 132) 
Signature of carrier. 
Signature of consignor or agent of consignor. 
Name, address and telephone number of a person to whom noti­
fication shall be given except when this Cannot be obtained 
from the shipper. (See Note 1, Item 13l) 
Preferred delivery date or the periOd of time w~thin which 
delivery of the shipment may be expected to be made at 
destination. 

2. The form Of confirmation of shipping instructions and rate quotation 
document in Items 380 and 381 will be suitable and proper. Such form 
may be combined with the shipping document form into a single document, 
provided such combined form and the issuance thereOf are in compliance 
with the provisions of! this item and Itemlll 340 and 341 and properly 
identified as to what it purports to be. 

(Continued in Item 13:0 

Item 

130 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAl TITlE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 18 ORIGINAL PAGE ••••• 12 

SECTION l--RULES (Continued) 

CONFIRMATION OF SHIPPING INSTRUCTIONS 
AND RATE QUOTATION 

(Other than from a place of manufacture. 
a sales lot or storage facility) 

(leems 130, 131 and 132) 

3. The original or duplicate of each document issued in compliance vith 
the provisions of this item shall be retained and preserved by the 
issuing carrier, subject to the Commission's inspection, for a period of 
not less than three years from the date thereof. 

NOTE l.--Carrier ~hall request of the consignor or agent 
of consiqnor. notification party. address. or telephone 
nurnl)er. When consiqnor or aqent of con.signor cannot furnish 
such information or declines to do so, that fact must be shovn 
on the document. 

NOTE 2.--The document shall also direct attention to the 
fact that additional charges for storage and transportation 
vill accrue should the shipment not be received by the con­
signee in accordance vith the described arrangements. 
(See !tem 180) 

NOTE 3.--The tollovin~ 8tat~ment. or 01'10 of similar 
import. shall be placed upon the document: 

IMPORTANT NOTICE 

(a) The rates quoted herein (includinq m.n~um charge. or 
other minimum provisions), supersede any previous quotation. 
estimate or representation. 

(b) The quoted rates are believed to be not lover than 
minimum rates prescribed by the California Public 
Utilities Commission as published in its Minimum Rate 
Tariff 18 and are to be applied unless in conflict vith 
the minimum rates. rules and regulations of that tariff. 

(c) The Commission's tariff must be applied as the 
minimum basis. 

(d) Copies of the tariff are open for public inspection 
at the Commission's offices in San Francisco and Los 
Angeles and at the carrier'. office or offices at 

..... --~~~~--~-----. desiqnate location 

(Continued in Item l32) 

Xtem 

131 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 18 

SECTION l--ROLES (Continue4) 

CONFIRMATION OF SHIPPING INSTRUCTIONS 
A.~ RATE QUOTATION (Conclu~e~) 

(Other than from a place of manufacture. 
a sales lot of storage facility) 

(Items 130. 131 an~ 132) 

ORIGINAL PAGE ••••• 13 

Item 

NOTE 4.--Valuation shall be shown in the following manner: 

IMPORTANT NOTICE - RZLEASED VALUATION AND CARRIER 
~IABILITY: The rates quoted herein, including 
minimum charge or other minimum provisions. are 
based upon a liability of the carrier not to 
exceed $7,500 per trailer or camper, inclu~ing 
integral parts, an~ 60 cents per pound per 
article of the contents thereof. An additional 
charge of fifty (50) percent of the charge for 
transportation is applicable if the shipPer 
declares and releases the shipment at a hiqher 
valuation. If the shipper desiros protection 
against loss or damage in excess of the limits 
describe~ above he may obtain insurance protec­
tion on his own account and at his own expense: 
or, he may execute the following agreement and 
declaration of value in which latter instance 
the carrier will assume at the additional 
charge tho full liability for loss or damage 
to the valuation ~eclared. 

Agreement and Declare~ Value 

I understand the foregoing and Agree that in 
consideration tor the carrier's assumption of full 
liability tor loss or damage of the trailer. in­
cluding integral parts thereof, which is declared 
to have a value not in excess of 
and of the contents thereof which--~-B--~-e-c~lar--e-d~t-o--
have a value no~ in excess of cents 
per poun~, per article, that the carrier shall 
assess an a~ditional charge equal to fifty (50) 
percent of tho transportation charge quote~ 
herein. 

Signed _, __________ , Shipper. 

132 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL Tm.E PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 18 ORIGINAL PAGE ••••• 14 

SEcrIO~ l--ROLES (Conti~ued) 

OBSERVA."I7CE OF QliOTED MTES >.ND CHAAGES 

Rates and charges no h~her than those specified in the Confirmation 
ot Shipping Instructions and Rate QUotation document issued purauant to 
the provisions of Item~ l30, 131 and 132 shall be assessed on each ~hipMnt 
transported over the li~e of a single carrier, Or over the lines of two 
or more carriers under a joint or age~cy arrangement, except as provided 
in paragrapha (a) and (b) below: 

(a) When charges dete~ined on the quoted basis are lower 
than those resulting under tho minimum rates provided 
in this tariff. the latter Shall be used. 

(~) If. prior to the rendition of any transportation. the 
carrier fails to issue a Confirmation of Shipping 
Instructions and Rate Quotation document. or if such 
document is issued but does not contain the information 
specified in sUbparagraphs 1. 2. 3. 4. and 5 below, 
rates and charges no higher than the minimum rates and 
charges named in this tariff shall be assessed. 

1. A description of the transportation and accessorial 
services ordered to be undertaken. 

2. Rates, including minimum charges, (when they are to 
be applied) quoted for the services so described. 

3. Agreed or declared value of the property per pound 
per article and the released value of tne trailer coach. 

4. siqnature of co~siqnor or agent of consignor. 
5. Siqnature of carrier. 

ADDITIO~ CHARCE FOR EXCESS VALUATIO~ 

Rates and charges tabulated in this tariff are subject to a 
limitation of liability by the carrier not to exceed $7,500 for 
each trailer Coach or camper transported. including integral parts, 
and 60 cents per pound per article for the contents. In the event 
the shipper desi=es the carrier to assume liability for the shipment 
in eXcess of such limitation and declares in writing the valuation 
of the trailer coach and its contents. an additional charge equiv­
alent to fifty (50) percent of the charge at the applicable rate 
in Seetion 2 of this tariff shall be made. 

Item 

140 

150 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORtStNAl TITlE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAliFORNIA. 



MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 18 ORIGINAl. PAGE ••••• 15 

SECTION l--RULES (Continue~) 

t>EI.AYS IN t>ELlVER'l 

Whenever a carrier is unAble to make ~elivery of a shipment tor 
which a confi%mation ot shipping instruction ~ocument has been issue~ 
Items 130. 131 and 132) on the do.te or during th«!l periOd specified in 
the receipt or shipping order, the carrier shall notify the conngnor, 
or person designated, by the consignor, by telegram or telephone. at 
the carrier's expenso, of the reason for the delay and of t~e date on 
which delivery of the shipment will be made; such notification to be 
given as soon as possible but in no event later than the agreed 
delivery date, provided, that the requirement of this paragraph shall 
not apply where the carrier is unable to obtain from the consignor an 
a~dress or telephone number for such notification. 

CHARGES POR DELAYS 

In addition to all other applicable charges, the following 
charges shall be assessed ~y the carrier tor ~elays resulting from 
the consignee's inability to accept imme~iate delivery: 

(See 

(SUbject to Note) Rates in Cents 

a. Trailers or campe:s hauled 
under Items 351 and 352 

b. Trailers towed under Item 350 

Per Hour 

600 

500 

NOTE.--Por the purpose of applying this item, the following 
provisions will ~ applicable: 

(1) When the carrier tenders deliVery at the time speCified on 
the confirmation of shipping instructions. the time for 
compiling such delay charges shall commence at the 
specified time. 

(2) When the II hipping instructions provide the carrier with a 
telephone number which may be called in order to notify 
the consignee of the estimated time of arrival and such 
notif.'i.cation i. made at least one hour prior to arrival. 
the time for computinq the charge for delay. shall com­
menCe upon the tender of deliVery by the carrier. but not 
earlier than the notified estimated time of arrival. 

(3) In other cases, upon arrival the carrier shall attempt to 
locate the consignee an~ upon locatinq him and notifying 
him of the arrival at destination, the t;!.me for computing 
delay charges shall commence 30 minutes after such 
notification. 

Item 

160 

170 

EFfECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. 
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SECTION l--RULES (Continued) 

INABILITY' TO MAKE DELIVER':{ 

(a) In all instances where carrier is unable to locate the 
consignee one hour after arrival on the date specified on the 
confirmation of shipping instructions in order to effect delivery, 
notification of inability to maKe delivery will be mailed or 
telegraphed to the consiqnee. consignor or debtor, or written 
notice delivered to the premises where actual delivery was to be 
effected or to other notifying adrlress, and the shipment will be 
placed in the nearest !Itorage facility of the carrier, or at the 
option Of the carrier at the nearest public storage facility, and 
upon such placement the carrier's liability shall cease and 
liability shall thereafter be that of the warehouseman in possession. 

(b) In all instances where the consignee is unable to take 
delivery or declines to accept delivery of the shipment, or where 
the shipment remains in carrier's possession, pursuant to instructions 
of the consignor or consignee, and is not stored in transit under the 
proviSions of Item 250the shipment will be placed in the nearest 
storage facility of the carrier, or at the option of the carrier at 
tho nearest public storage facility: and upon such placement the car­
rier's liability shall cease and liability shall thereafter be that 
of the warehouseman in possession. 

(c) ~~en storage is performed at carrier's storage facility 
the rates for storage provided in Item 250 will apply. 

(cJ) In cases where a "subsequent delivery" is made, charges will 
be assessed for such "subsequent delivery," on the basis of charges 
lawfully ~pplicabl~ from carrier's storag¢ facility or from publiC 
storage facility (as the case may be) to the point of destination, but 
in no event more than the charge applicable for 25 constructive miles. 

DIVERTED SHI~"I'S 

Charges upon a shipment transported under rates provided in 
Items 350. 351, and 352 which has bEoen diverted shall be computed at 
the applicable rate or charge in effect on dat~ of shipment tor the 
distance from point of origin via each point where diversion occurs 
to final destination, plus an additional charge of $5.10 for each 
diversion in transit. 

Item 

180 

190 

EFFEClM AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITlE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILlTlES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. 
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SECTION l--RULES (Continued) 

RETURNED SHIPME.':'I'S 
(See Note) 

Trailer coaches or campers refused by consignee may be returned to 
original consignor and to original point of shipment at one-half the 
rate (applicable to the number of trailer coaches or campers returned) 
current at time of returned movement. as provided in Items 350. 351 and 
352 of this tariff. 

Rates or charges ~hich may be assessed in connection ~ith a returned 
movement. other than transportation charges published in Items 350. 351 
and 352. shall be those rates or charges ~hich are published in individual 
items of this tariff. 

NOT~.--Shipment$ may not leave possession of carrier at original 
billed destination. 

SPECIAL SERVICES 

In addition to all other applicable rates and charges named in this 
tariff. the followin~ chDrges shall be assessed oy the carrier for speCial 
services involved in preparing each trailer for transportation and/or 
preparing each trailer. coach for occupancy: (Subject to Notes 1 and 2) 

(a) The time consumed by one man in performing such services 
shall be charged for at the rate of $5.00 per hour. 

(b) The time consumed for each additional man in performing 
such services shall be charged for at the rate of $4.00 
per hour. 

NOTE l.--Charges do not include furnishing of materials. 
When such materials are furnished by carrier. a charge equal­
ling the actual cost to carrier of such materials shall be 
made. 

NOTE 2.--Charges for special services may be quoted and 
assessed based ~?On A unit of measurement different from that 
set forth in this item provided: 

(a) That the ~harqe collected shall not 
be less than the charge applicable 
under the hourly rates in this item. 

(b) ThAt the CArrier shall set forth and 
maintain on the accessorial service 
document required to be issued pursuant 
to Items 340 And 341, the time&, dates 
and locations at ~hieh the carrier com­
menced and completed the special services. 
the number of hours and fractions thereof 
involved and a description of all o! the 
services rendered. 

Item 

200 

210 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAl TITlE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. 
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SEC'l'ION l-Rm:.ES (Continuet1) 

REPAIRS OR REP~C:EME.-nS IN TRANSIT 

When it Oecomes necessa~ to ~epair o~ replace, while in transit. 
any part such as undercarriage, wheels, wheel oearings, hitches. springs. 
trame, or any other part. except as otherwise provided ~n Item 230. ~uch 
repairs or replacements will be made and the debtor will be charqed tor 
all parts and other expenses. including t~ truck service. incurred. 
In addition to expenses incur~ed. the following service charge shall be 
assessed by the carrier: (See Note) 

Rates 1n Cents 

Item 

per Hour 220 

a. Trailers or campers haulea under 
Items 351 dnd 352 

b. Trailers towed under Item 350 

NOTE.--All charges covering expenses to become t1ue and 
payable upon presentation of paid receipts or other evidence. 

TIRE AND TUBE REPAIR AND/OR REPIJt.CEMENT 

600 

500 

When carrier repairs or replaces any of the tires or t~s of the 
trailer coach due to failure. the following charges shall be applied 
in adt1ition to all other applicable charges providet1 in the tariffl 

1. A charge of $2.50 for removing and replacing wheel plus 

(a) A charge of 2 cents a mile when carrier uses 
his own tire as a repl~ceme~t. The actual 
mileo shall be comp~ted from point of tire 
fail~e to the point where the faulty tire 
is repaired or repl~ced. 

(b) When the carrier is required to unhook 
carrier's equipment from trailer coaCh 
to find and ootain a tire a~d/or tube 
replacement or repair. an additional 
charge of either $12.00 or 36 cents 
per mile, whichever ie lower. subject to 
a minimum charge of $2.50, shall be assessed. 
The charge of 36 cents per mile shall be 
based on the round trip distance traveled 
.... ithout a load. 

230 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TtTlE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 
SAN fRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA. 

-l8-



M,NIMUM RATE TARIFF 18 ORIGiNAl PAGE.. ••••• 19 
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SECTION l--~S (Continue~) 

CHAroES FOR ESCORT SERVICE 

In addition to all other applicable rates an~ charges n«med in 
this tariff, the foll~ing charges shall be assessed on shipments 
requiring escort service: 

(a) When carrier arranges for escort service from an 
independent contractor not associated w~th the 
carrier and escort service is provided by said 
independent ce~tractor, the charges paid by car­
rier to independent contractor for escort service 
shall be added to the transportation charges. 

(b) When carrier, or its subsidiary or affiliate, 
provides escort service, the foll~ing additional 
charges shall be assesse~: 

1. A charqe of $5.00 per hour, plus 8~ cents per 
mile computed in accor(!ance wi'ell the pro­
visions of Item 70 shall be made for each 
escort vehicle and driver furnished for the 
time and distance sai~ vehicle and driver are 
engaged in such service. (See Note) 

2. A charqe shall bo made equal to the actual 
cost ~f any bridge or forry tolls incurred 
for each escort car. 

3. A charge ot $7.25 per twenty-four (24) hour 
period shall be assessed for subsistence for 
each escort driver it service requires Over­
night delay. 

NOTE.--Charges tor tractions of an hour shall be detormined 
in accordance with the toll~ing table: 

MINTJTES 
But 

Over Not Over 

o 
8 

23 
38 
53 

8 --------------------------------------- omit 
23 --------------------------- shall be ~ hour 
38 --------------------------- shall be ~ hour 
53 --------------------------- shall be ~ hour 
60 --------------------------- shall be 1 hour 

Item 

240 

EFFEcnVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAl TITlE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. 
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SECTION l--RULeS (Continue~) 

STORAGE IN TRANSIT (See Note) 

Shipments may be stored once in transit for a period not to excee~ 
30 days from the date of unloading at storage points. 

Charges shall be computed on the following basisl 

(a) The applicable transportation rate from initial 
point of origin to point of storage. pluB 

(b) The applicable transportation rate from point of 
storage to point of destination. plus 

(c) Storage charge of $10.00 for a period not exceed­
ing lS ~ays. or a storage charge of $15.00 for a 
period exceeding 15 days but not exceeding 30 days. 

NOTE.--In the event & shipment remains in storage in excess of 
30 days. the point of storaqe in transit shall be considered the 
point of destination and thereafter shall be sUbject to the rules 
And charges of the individual .... arehouseman. Charges tor sUbsequent 
delivery shall be assessed on the basis of th~ charges applicable 
from point of storage to point of delivery. 

CHARGES FOR PERMIT SHIPMENTS 

In addition to all other applicable rate. and charges named in 
this tariff. the follOWing charge. shall be asses~ed on all permit 
shipments: 

(a) A charge shall be made equal to the fee. it any, 
assessed by the governmental agency tor issuing 
each permit plus $7.40 for obtaining the pormit. 
(See Exception) 

EXCEPTION.--No charge shall be made tor obtaining 
the annual permit issued by any political SUbdivision 
or Division of Highways. 

Item 

250 

260 

EFFECTM AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 
SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA. 
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SECTION l--ROLES (Continu~d) 

PA'/MEN'l' OF ADVANc:E. CHAK;ES 

For the service of lTIAkinq payment of any charges outstanding 
against a trailer coach in order to obtain its release for transpor­
tation, the following additional charges shall })e assessed: 

Charge for Charge for 
When the amount mAking payment When the amount lTIAking payment 
paid is: .... ill })e: pnid is: .... ill be: 

Not Not 
OVer OVer Over OVer 

-- $ 2.50 $0.36 $40.00 $ 50.00 $0.79 
~ 2.50 5.00 .46 50.00 60.00 1.00 

5.00 10.00 .58 60.00 80.00 1.05 
10.00 20.00 .61 80.00 100.00 1.10 
20.00 25.00 .64 Over $100.00 at the rate of 
25.00 40.00 .75 $1.10 per $100.00 

Any payment of money made by a carrier under the provisions of 
this item shall be recorded on the freight bill and collected subject 
to the conditions set forth in Item 330 for collection of transpor­
tation charges. 

SPLIT SHIPMENT 
(Subject to Notes 1 and 2) 

(Items 280 and 281) 

(a) The rate or charge for transportation of a split shipment 
(as defined in Item 12) shall be determined by the distance from point 
of origin or origins to that point of destination or destinations .... hich 
produces the shortest distance via the other point or points of origin 
and destination. (See Exceptions 1 and 2) 

EXCEPTION l.--Add to the distances determined under the provi­
sions of paragraph (a) ~ve. 2 constructive miles for ez~eh point 
in excess of one located .... ithin: 

(Continued in Item 281) 

Item 

270 

280 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL mtE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CAliFORNIA. 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAliFORNIA. 
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SECTION l--RULES (Continued) 

SPLIT SHIP~~ (Concluded) 
(Subject to ~otes 1 and 2) 

(Items 280 and 281) 

(1) A single metropolitan zone, or 
(2) A single incorporated city, including the extended area 

thereof, but not within a metropolitan zone, or 
(3) A single unincorporated community, including the extended 

area ther~o!, but not within a metropolitan zone, desig­
nated in the Distance Table as a red point. black point 
or a numbered junction. 

EXCEPTION 2.--In the event that a shipment has COmponent parts 
both within and without a mileage territory, the shortest distance 
shall be computed subject to the following provisions: 

(a) 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 con­
structive mileage determination tor the point within 
the metropolitan zone, the mileage basing point tor 
the applicable metropolitan zone group. 

(b) Between two or more metropolitan zones within the sMle 
metropolitan zone group, use for constructive mileage 
determination the mileage basing pOints for the indi­
vidual motropolitan zones. 

~OTE l.--In addition to the rate for transportation, the fol­
lowing additional charges shall be ass0ssed for split shipment service: 

(a) A charge of $2.00 shall be made for each component 
part picked up or delivered. 

~OTE 2.--Tbe provision8 of this item shall not apply and each 
component part shall be rated as a separate shipment under other 
provisions of this tariff: 

(a) Unless at the time of or prior to the tender of the 
shipment a single hill of lading or othor shippinq 
document shall havl~ been issued for the composite 
shipment and the carrier shall have been !urnished 
with written instructions ~howinq the name and 
add~ess of each consignee, the point of origin, the 
points of destination, and A ~escription of the 
trailer coach or cMlper in each component part. 

Item 

281 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
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ALTE~ATIVE APPLICATION OF COMMON CARlUER RAT:::S 

Common carrier rates, ('Ixcept rates of coastwise comm,)n c:arriers by 
vessel, may be applied in lieu of the rates provided in ~,is tariff, 
when suc:h common carrier rates produce a lower aggregate charge for the 
same trAnsportation than results from the application of ~he rates herein 
provided. (Soo Notes 1. 2 and 3) 

NOTE l.--Whon a rail carload rate is subject to varying minimum 
weights, dependent upon the size of the car ordered or used, the l~est 
min~um weight obtainable under such minimum weight provisions may be 
used in applying the basis provided in this item. 

NOTE 2.--In applying tho provisions of this item, a rate no l~er 
than the c:ommon carrier rate and a weiqht no lower ti'\an the 4ctual 
weight Or published minimum weight (whichever is the higher) applicable 
in connection with the common carrier rAte shall be used. 

NOTE 3.--For the purpose of applying the provisions of this item, 
the definitions of Point of Destination and Point of Origin set forth 
in Item 11 will be applicable. 

ALTERNATIVE APPLICATION OF COMBINATIONS 
WITH COMMON CARRIER RATES 

When l~er aggregate charqes result, rates pro'"ided in this tariff 
may be usod in combination with common carrier rate~ for the S4me trans­
portation as follows: 

(a) When point of origin ia located beyond railhead and point of 
destination is located at railhead, add to the common carrier rate 
applyinq from any team track to point of destination the rate provided 
in this tariff for the distance from point ot origin to the team track 
from which the common carrier rate applies. 

(b) When point of origin is lOCAted at railhead and point of 
destination is located beyond railhead, add to the common carrier rate 
applying trom point of oriqin to any team trAck the rate provided in this 
tariff for the distance from the team track to which the common carrier 
rate used applies to point of destination. 

(c) When both point of origin and point of dcsttnation are l~ated 
beyond railhead, Add to the common carrier rate apply.Lnq between any 
railheads the rato px~vidod in this tariff for the di~tance from point of 
origin to the team track from which the common carrier rate used applies, 
plus the rate provided in this tariff tor the distance from the team track 
to which the common carrier rate used applies to point of destination. 

Item 

290 

300 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE 
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SECTION l--RULES CCont~nuod) 

ACCESSORIAL SERVICES NOT 
INCLUDED IN COMMON CARRIER RATES 

In the event under the prov~sions of Items 290 ana 300 a common 
carrier rate is used in constructing a rate tor highway transportation, 
and such rate does not include accessorial services performed by the 
highway carrier, the follOWing chatges shall be added: 

(a) For attaching ~~ detaching, or loading and unloading carrier'. 
equipment, a charge not less than that provided below shall be assessed 
for each trailer coach or camper. 

Item 

~llars ~r Unit 310 

Trailer coaches or campers not exceeding 
8 feet 4 inches in width (Minimum, two 
units) 

Trailer coaches over B feet 4 inches in 
width, but not exceeding 10 feet 4 inches 
in width 

Trailer coaches over 10 teet 4 inches in 
width, but not exceeding 12 feet 4 inches 
in width 

COLLECT ON OELIVER'f (C.O.D.) SHIPMENTS 
(Items 320 and 321) 

$ 5.30 

11.10 

19.15 

1. A collect on delivery shipment, hereinafter referred to as a 
C.O.D. shipment, means a shipment upon wh~ch the consignor has attached, 
as a condition of aelivery, the collection of a specific sum or sums of 
moneys by the carrier making delivery thereon ana the return of said 
monoys to tho consiqnor or other payee designated by the consignor. 

2. Every carrier hanaling C.O.D. shipments shall: 

(a) Establish and maintain a separate bank account 
or accounts wherein all moneys (other than checks 
or drafts payable to consignor or payee designated 
by consignor) collected on C.O.D. shipments will 
be held in trust until remitted to payee, except 
C.O.D. moneys which are remitted within five days 
after delivery. 

(Continued in Item 321) 

320 

EFFECTIV£ AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL Tm.E PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 
SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA. 
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SECTION 1--ROL$S <Continu~d) 

COLLECT ON DELIVERY' (C.O.D.) SHIPMENTS (Concluded) 
(Items 320 and 321) 

(b) EstAblish and maintain a record or records of all 
C.O.D. .hipments in such ~ner an4 torm Aa will 
plainly and readily show the following in!orma~ion 
with respect to each 5hipment: 

(1) NUmber and date ot freight bill. 

(2) Name and address of consignor Or other 
person designated as payee. 

(3) Name and address of consignee. 

(4) Date shipment delivered. 

(5) Amount of C.O.D. moneys collected. 

(6) Date C.O.D. moneys remi~ted. 

(7) Check number of other identification of 
remittance to payee. 

Item 

(c) Collect the full amount of the C.O.D. moneys at the 
time C.O.D. shipments are -delivered to the consignee 
and remit all such collections to consignor, or to 
other persons designated by the consignor on such 321 
shipments, promptly and in no event later than 10 days 
after delivery to the consignee, unless consignor 
instructs otherwise in writing. All remittances tor 
C.O.D. shipments shall identify the C.O.D. shipment or 
shipments covered by the remittance. 

(d) Not accept checks or drafts (other than certified 
checks, cashier's checks, or money orders) in payment 
of C.O.D. charges unless authority has been received 
from the consignor. 

(1) Ce) Notify the consignor immediately if a C.O.D. shipment 
is refused or cannot be delivered because of circum­
stances beyond the carrier's control. In the event 
of such non-delivery, and pursuant to tho consignor's 
instructions, the shipment shall either be returned 
to the connignor or delivered to another consignee. 
(See Item 190, Diverted Shipments or Item 200, Returned 
Shipments for charges to be assessed for the diVerted 
or returned shipments.) Split Shipments may be handled 
on a C.O.D. basis. 

3. The charges for collecting and remitting the amount of C.O.D. 
bills collected on C.O.D. shipments shall be $2.00 for each C.O.D. shipping 
document collected. 

(1) EXception to General Order 84-F and reissues thereof. 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITlE PAGE 
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SECTION l--RULES (Continued) 

COLLECTION OF CHARCES 
(See Note) 

(a) Except as othe~ise provide~ in this rule, transportation and 
accessorial charges shall be collected. by the carriers prior to relin­
quishing physical posses3ion of shipments entrusted to them tor 
transportation. 

(b) Upon talo;.ing precaut:i.on:s ~eem'~~ by thel'll to be .\lffic.iel'~t to 
aesure p~yment of charqes ~ithin the credit period her~in specified, 
carriers may relinquish possession ot freight in advance ot the payment 
of the charqes thereon an~ may extend credit in the amount of such 
charges to those ~ho unCle:r'take to pay them, such persons herein being 
called ~ebtor5, for a peri~ not to exceed 7 ~ay5, excludin~ Sundays 
and legal holiCiays other 't:han Saturday half-holidays.. When the freight 
bill covering a shipment is presented to the debtor on or betore the 
date of delivery, the credit peri~ shall run from the first 12 o'clock 
midnight follOWing delivery of the freight. When the treight bill is 
not presented to the debtor on or betore the date of delivery, the credit 
period shall run trom the tirst 12 o'clock midnight tollowing the 
presentation of the freight bill. 

Item 

(e) Where the ca~rier has relinquished possession of freight and 
collected the amount of charges represented in a freight bill presen~ed 
by it as the total amount of such charges. and another freight bill for 330 
additional charges is thereafter presented to the debtor, the' carrier 
may extend credit in the amount of such additional charges tor a period 
of 30 calendar days to be computed trom the first 12 o'clock midnight 
following the presentation of the subsequently presented treight bill. 

(d) Freight bills for all transportation and accessorial charges 
shall be presented to the debtors ~ithin , calendar days from the first 
12 o'clock midnight tollo~ng delivery of the !rei~ht. 

(e) When freight bills are presented to debtors by means of the 
Vnited States m~il, the time of mailing by the carrier, as evidenced 
by the postmark, shall be deemed to be the time of presentation of 
the freight bills. 

(f) The mailing by the debtor of valid checks, drafts. or money 
orders, ~hich are satisfactory to the carrier in payment of freight 
charges within the credit period allowed such debtor, may be deemed 
to be the collection of the charges ~ithin the creGit period tor the 
purpose of these rules. In case of dispute as to the time of mailing, 
the postmark shall be accepted as showing such time .. 

NOTE.--Tne provisions of Item 330 ~ill not apply to transporta­
tion ot property for the Unite<.'\. States, state" county, or n\\'.nicipal 
governments. 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL T1TlE PAGE 
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SECTIO~ l--RVLES (Continued) 

SHIPPING DOCUMENT REQUIREMENTS 
(Items 340 an~ 341) 

1. A ~hipping docum~nt ~hall be issued by the carrier for each shipment 
received for transportation. The shipping document shall ~how the 
following information: 

(a) Oate issued. 
(b) Name of carrier. 
(c) Name Of consignor or consignors. 
(d) Name of consignee or consignees. 
(e) point or points of origin. 
(f) Point or points of destination. 
(g) Oeacription of the shipment (width and length). the agreed Or 

declared valuation ana serial number. 
(h) Unit of measurement upon which charges are basea. 
(i) Rate an~ charge 4sses5e~. 
(j) Signature of carrier or his agent or employee. 
(Xl Such other information as may be necessary to an accurate de­

tQrmination of the applicable minimum rate and charge. 

:Z. ISSUA.'Il'CE OF ACCESSORIAL SERVICE DOCiJME:.,"r. An accessorial service 

Item 

document shall be issued by the carrier to the consignee for any 340 
accessorial or incidental service when rendered by the carrier, but 
which is not authorized to be performed under the transportation 
rates named in Section 2 of thia tariff. The accessorial service 
document shall show the following information: 

(a) 
(b) 
(e) 

Cd) 

(e) 
(f) 
(g) 

Na,\'ne ot carrier. 
Date of issuance. 
Name ot eonsiqnor or consignee or their representative. or~ering 
or requiring the services, or tor whom they are rendered. 
Shipping document numbers or other identitication ot the ship­
ments in connection with ~hich the services are renaerea. 
Address at which the accessorial service is pertorme~. 
Rate and charges assessed. 
Such other information as may be necessary to an aceurate 
determination of the applic~le minimum rate and charge. 

(Continued in Item 341) 

EFFECllVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL mtE PAGE 
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SECTION l--ROLES (Concluded) 

SHIPPING DOCUMENT REQCIREMENTS (Conclu~e~) 
(Items 340 and 341) 

3. For the trAnsportation of (1) permit shipments, or (2) shipments 
requiring escort service, the following information wh'rever 
applicable, shall be shown on all shipping documents issue~by the 
carrier in connection therewith and shall be in addition to the 
information otherwise required to be shown by paragraphs 1 and 2 
of this item: 

(a) Permit identification of all permit shipments. 
(b) My escot'1: service furn:!.sheCl and the 4u'thor:!.ty therefor. 

4. The forma of documents in Items 360, 370, 380 and 381, or 4 consolida­
tion thereot, will be suitable an~ proper. 

5. A copy ot each shipping document, treight bill, accessorial service 
document, single split shipment document, shall be retained And 
preserved by issuing carrier, at a location within the State ot 
California, subject to the Commisaion's inspection, for a period 
of not loss than three yoars from the ~ate of its issuance. 

Item 

341 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL nnE PAGE 
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SECTION :2 

RATES 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTIUTIES COMMISSION OF THE STATt OF CAliFORNIA, 
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S~crION 2--RATES 

DXS'l'A..'I1CE '1:CWAW~ AA'l'ES IN OOLI.ARS PER TRAILER COACH 
AND IN CENTS PER MILl!: OVER 200 MILES 

Item 

Miles Not over 8 feet 4 inchea in Over 8 feet 4 inches in wi4th 

Over 

a 
5 

10 
25 
SO 

75 
100 
125 
150 
175 

200 

width, nor over 40 feet or ovel:' 40 feet in lenqth 
But Not in lenqth (See Note 1) . {S_ Notell 1 and 21 

Over COL. A. COL. S COL. A COL. 8 

5 15 19 20 23 
10 17 23 24 26 
25 21 27 28 30 
SO 26 33 33 36 
75 31 43 42 47 

100 36 53 Sl 58 
125 45 63 60 69 
150 54 73 69 eo 
175 63 63 78 91 
200 72 93 87 102 

- 36 centll per 47 cents ptlr 44 cents per 51 cents per 
mile or frAc- mile or frac mile or frac- mile or frae-
t.i.on thereof tion thereof tion the~of tion thereof 

NOTE l.--Col. A. rAtell apply to (a) shipments when either the 
point of oriqin or point of delltination is: (1) a placo of man~­
fActuro or a manufacturer'lI storaqo facility: (2) ~~ elltAblillhe4 
plAce Of businells of a trailer coach dealer, as 40fined in Section 
320 of the Vehicle Code of the State of California, or a trailer 
coach dealer's storage facility, and the bill of ladinq or other 
shipping document contains cert1f.i.cation by the consiqnor or con­
signee that the trailer coach is !Or sale, exchange, lease or rent: 
and (3) a trailer coach shQlo', or (b) transportation of all special 
purpose trailers. 

Col. B rates shall apply to all shipmentll not sUbject 
to Col. A Rates. 

NOTE 2.--The computation of dilltances for permit shipments 
shall be computa4 in accordance with Exception 1 of Item 70. 

350 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITlE PAGE 
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SECTION 2--RATES (Continued) 

DISTANCE HMILAWAY RATES IN DOLLARS PER TRAILER COACH 
AND IN CENTS PER MILE OVER 200 MILES 

Miles 
But Over 8 feet 4 inches in width (See Note) 
Not 

Over OVl!'r COL. A COL. B 

0 5 32 37 
5 10 37 42 

10 25 46 53 
25 50 59 71 
50 75 76 90 

7S 100 93 110 
100 125 llO 130 
125 150 127 150 
150 175 144 170 
175 200 162 190 

200 - 81 cents 95 cents 
per mile per'mile 
or frac- or frac-
tion tion 
thereof thereof 

NOTE.--Col. A rates apply to (a) shipments when either the point 
of origin or point of destination is: (1) a place of manufacture or 
a manufacturer's storage facility: (2) an established place of business 
of a trailer coach dealer. as defined in Section 320 of the Vehicle 
Code of the State of California, or a trailer coach dealer's storage 
facility. and the bill of lading or other shipping doeument contains 
certification by the consignor or consignee th~t the trailer coach is 
for sale, eXChange, lease or rent: and (3) a trailer coach show, or 
(b) transportation of all special purpose trailers. 

Col. B rates apply to all shipments not subject to Col. A 
rates. 

Item 

351 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAl Tm.E PAGE 
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SECTION 2--RATES (Conelu~e~) 

DISTANCE HAtr.t.AWA~ O~ HAtlL AND TOW RATES IN OO:t.LARS PER 
SHIPMENT OF 'l'RA:tu:R COACHES AND/OR CAMPERS, A.~ IN 

CENTS PER SHIPMENT PER MILE OVER. 200 M:tLZS 

Item 

Mones NUMBER PER SHIPMENT 
(See Note) 

But 
Not 2 or less 3 4 or more 

Ove_~ Ove~ 

0 5 22 26 30 
5 10 26 30 34 

10 25 31 35 39 
25 50 41 45 49 
SO 75 S3 57 6l 

75 100 65 69 73 
100 l25 77 81 85 
l25 150 89 93 97 
150 175 101 105 109 
175 200 113 117 l21 352 
200 - 57 cent., 59 cent., 61 cent. 

per mile per mile per mil_ 
or trae- or trae- or frac-
tion tion t:l.on 
thereof thereof thereot 

NOTE.--Rates in this item do not apply to trailer coachea 
over 8 teet 4 inehes in width. 

£fFECTlVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE 
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SECTION 3 

FORMS OP DOCUMENTS 

SHIPPING ORDER AND FREIGHT BI~ 

CONFIRMATION OF SHIPPING INSTRUCTIONS 

AND RATE QUOTATION 

ACCESSORIAL SERVICE DOCUMENT 

ORIGINAL PAGE ••••• 33 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL Tm.E PAGE 
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SECTION 3--FOR.v.s OF ~S Item 

SHIPPING DOCOMENT A.VD FREIGHT BILL l!'OR 
TRAILER COACHES J\.."W CAMPERS 

Bill No. 
Nilme ot Carrier Date Issued 

(Same as shown on pennit) 

Point ot Origin Consignee 
Consignor Street Address 
Streot Address City 
City 

~-scrl.ptl.on ot each tr~!.l.l.er coaCh 0:: camper l.n the Shl.pmen~ 
(Serial NO., width, and length ot each trailer) rate, charges 

Total 
Released Valuation-Trailer Coach Contents 

Point of DiVersion Or Reconsignment 

Points Where Split Shipment Service Accor(l.ed. 
360 

Accessorial Services Charges 

Total to Collect 

(Shipper's Name) 

Received by Carrier in Received by Consignee in 
(Signature ot Ship- GOOd Condition Except Good. Condition Except 
per or Agent of as Noted: A:s Noted: 
Shipper) 

(Address Of Shipper 
or Agent of Shipper) 

By 
!iato 

By . 

EFFECTIVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITlE PAGE 
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SECTIO~ 3-FORMS OF OOCTJMEN'I'S (Continue<'.) Item 

ACCESSORIAL SERVICE OOCUMENT 

Date Bill No. 

Name of Carrier Permit No. 
(Name of carr~er mu~t be same 
as shown on permit) 

Debtor 
(Name of sh~pper. 
rendered) 

cons~gnor or rece~ver against whom bill is 

Ad<'.resll 

Kin~ of Service Rendered 
(State k~nd of delay or kind of work performed) 

Reference to Shipping Document: 

Date of Shipping Document Shipping Document No. 
Shipper - Consignee 
Consiqnor's Address Consignee's Adc1ress 
Description of Equipment 

(L~st each truck. tractor. t:reight trailer 
an~ semi-trailer) 

Explanation of Accessorial Charges: 370 

S~rv~~e Perform@d Ct'UlI~e 

Sub. Total 

Accessorial Serv~ces Item -~ Total I-Irs. 

Start Rate 

End Total Hrly. Chg. 

Deductions (Explain) 'l'ot<:ll Chgs. 

Consignor or Agent of consignor Carrier 
Or consignee 

By 
(Signature) 

13y 
lSi9'nature~ 

EmCiNE AS SHOWN ON ORIG1NAl TITlE PAGE 
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SECTION 3--FORMS OF DOCUMENTS (Continued) Item 

CONFIRMATION OF SHIPPING I~TRUCTIONS A~ RATE QOOTATION DOCUMENT 
(Items 380 and 381 ) 

(Name of ca~rier which shall be the name in Serial 1'\umber 
which the operatinq authority is hel~.) 'of document 

(The shipper is requested to read this docu-
ment carefully before siqninq it an~ to ask (Place ~ocument is 
for an explanation of anythinq which is not issued) 
clear or is inconsistent with any previous 
representation made by the earrier.) 

(Date iuued) 

'rhis will confirm instructions reeeive~ from 
(Name of the per~on piac~ng ~nstructionB) 

to transport 
('rrailer Coach--width, lengt.h and 

; 
nUmOers) serv~ce 

from 
(Describe location from which trailer coach is to be shipped) 

to , 
(Describe locat.ion at which trailer coach is to l:>e delivered) 

t.o receive t.he consignment for trAnsportation on 

and to perform the accessorial serviee of 

(Specify the date ancl t~me or other arrangement) 

lSpeeify any services such as packing, unpacking, 
360 

unbloclcl.ng, bloclcinq, 
etc., or indicate that none are involved) 

in connection with the receipt, transportation or delivery of the con-
signment, to notify' 

(Name of party to be notl-tied) 

at 
(Location where notification is to be made) 

by' 
(Describe the type of not~t~cation, when and how it is to be made 
and when and how delivery is to be accomplished thereafter, or 
show that the shipper was requested to supply a notification 
addr~ss ~ut declined to do so, and such arrangements AS have 
been made respecting delivery) 

The rate (5) for the above described services is (are) 

(Name the rate or rates, including minimum charges, and any other m~ni-
mum provisions involved, for transportation and accessorial services 
ordered, designAtinq the particular services for which different rates 
or minimum provisions are quoted and conditions and circumstances which 
may result in extra charges as specified in the tariff. such as the 
ordering of additional service o~ failure to accept delivery pursuant 
to the delivery arrangements above described.) 

(Continued in Item 38l ) 

EFFECnVE AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITlE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 
SAN FRANCISCO. CALIFORNIA. 
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SECTION 3--FORMS OF DOCUMENTS (Concluded) 

CONFIRMATION OF SHIPPING ISSTRUCTIONS AND RATE 
OUOTATION OOC~~ (Concluded) 

(Items 380 and 381) 

Important Sot ices 
Charges under the rates quoted herein are subject to designated 

minimum provisions, notwithstanding any previous quotation. estimate 
or representation to the contrary. The rates herein quoted. includ­
ing minimum charge or other minimum prOvisions. supersede any previous 
understanding with respect to rates and charges. They are believed 
to be not lower than the minimum rates prescr~ed by the California 
Public Utilities Commission and promulgated in Minimum Rate Tariff 18 
and are to be applied unless in conflict with the rates or other 
minimum provisions of that tariff. The Commission's tariff must be 
applied as the minimum basis. Copies of it are open for public 
inspection at the Commission's offices in the State Building at San 
Francisco and Los Angeles and ~~~~~ ___ ~~~~~~~~~~ ______ __ 

(The carr~er's office or offices--

IMPORTANT NOTICE - RELEASED VALUATION ~~ CARRIER LIABILITY: 
The rates quoted herein. including minimum charge or other 
minimum provisions. are based upon a liability of the carrier 
not to exceed $7,500 per trailer or camper. including integral 
parts. and 60 cents per pound per article of the contents 
thereof. An additional charge of fifty (50) percent of the 
charge for transportation is applicable it the shipper declares 
and releases the shipment at a higher valuation. If the ship­
per desires protection against loss or damage in eXCeSS of the 
limits described above he may obtain ins~ance protection on 
his own aCCount and at his own expense: or. he may execute the 
following agreement and declaration of value in which latter 
instance the carrier will assume at the additional charge the 
full liability for loss or damage to the valuation declared. 

Agreement and Declared Value 

I understand the foregoing and agree that in consideration 
for the carrier's assumption of full liability for loss or 
damage of the trailer. including integral parts thereof. which 
is declared to have a value not in excess of and 
of the contents thereof which is decl~red to have a value not 
in eXcess of cents per pound. per article, that the 
carrier shall assess an additional charge equal to fifty (50) 
per~ent of the transportation charge quoted herein. 

Signed .................................... _______ • Shipper 

(Sh~pper' s Name) 

(s~gnature of Shipper or Agent 
of Shipper) 

(Address of Shipper or Agent 
of Shipper) 

END OF TARIFF 

(Name of Carrier) 

(Date) 

Item 

381 

EFFECTIV£ AS SHOWN ON ORIGINAL TITLE PAGE 

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. 
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