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BE::'ORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIFS COMMISSION OF' THE" STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Decis ion No ~ --tI?u6.£l6~32u.co. __ 

Investigation on the Commission's own motion 
into the operations> rates> charges and 
pract1ces of Roy F. Quer10~ d01ng business 
as Royal Trucking Co.; Gordon H. Ball, Inc.> 
a corporation; O. C. Jones & Son; Antioch 
Paving Co. and. Mart in Bros. I Inc... a 
cOr:Porat10n. 

ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR REHEARING 
AND MODIFYING DECISION 

Case No. 8841 

In Dec1s10n No. 76283 dated October 21> 1969 in Case No. ·8841, 

respondent was found to have undercharged certa1n sh1ppers in 

Violation of Minimum Rate Tar1ff No. 7 and to have ~a11ed to 

comply with the documentation rules of MRT No.7. Cons eque ntlYI 

pet1tioner was held to have violated Sect10ns 3664, 3667 and 3737 

of the Public Uti11ties Code. Petitioner was ordered to, calculate 

all undercharges accord1ng to the method announced 1n Decis10n 

No. 76283 and to collect" such amounts' from. the respect1ve s.1.1ppers 

and~o repay n1nety-five percent'of such amounts to the respective 

zu'bhaulers. Petitioner also, was fined $2,000 to'r the- v1olations. 

A quest10n arose 1n Case No .. 8841 concerning the determina­

t10n of the exact point w1thin a commerc1al p;roduc1ngplant f't-om. 

which mileages should be calculated in order to computed.1stance' 

rates set forth 1n MRT No.7. Accordingly" OrderSett1ng Hear1ng. 

192 in" Case No. 5437 was filed on November 12" 1969 ~or' the pur-: 

pose of rece1V1ng eVi'dence concerning adjustments". 11' any".. that 
I 

may be a~propr1ate to the minimum rate tariff. 

Petitioner subsc~uently tiled f:or a l"ehearing of Case No .. 8841~ 

Case No. 5437 !.ndicate:: tn.at at present MRT'No .. 7maybe 

capable of more than one interpretation of the metl10d for measur1r-'S 

m11eages from a commercial producing plant for distance'rate 
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purposes. Since the outcome of Ca.seNo. 5437 might affect the­

method tor calculating undercharges found in Case No. 8841~ 

Decision No. 76283 should 'be modified to the extent that'it 

orders undercharges to be calculated and collected trom shippers 

and repaid to subhaulers. 

Testimony and pet1t1oner's brief on ~1nal argument 1n case 

No. 8841 aam1t that undercharges~ even on petitioner's bas1s tor 

measuring d1stances, and failure of adequate documentat1on~ did 

occur. Thererore~ the f1ne ordered 1n Dec1sion No. 76283 is 

appropriate and 5hould be affirmed. 

Good cause appear1ng~ IT IS ORDERED that petitioner' $ 

petition tor rehearing 1s den1ed and that Dec1sion No. 76283 

is modif1ed as follows: 

1) That port1on wh1ch orders petitioner to calculate 

all undercharges and to recover these amounts from 

sh1ppers and repay ninety-five percent of such amounts 

to su'bhaulers~ 1s hereby rescinded. 

2) That portion wh1ch orders petit10ner to pay a t1ne 

of $2,000 1s arf1rmed. 

The effect1ve date ,of th1s order shall be twenty days after 

service of th1s order on pet1t1oner. 

Dated at 

of ___ ..D_EC~E_M.;;..;8E;;;;.;R~_" 19Ct. 
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