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Decisioﬁ No. = 78135 |

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Investigation
into the rates, rules, regulations,
¢harges, allowances, and practices
of all highway carriers relating to
the transportation of property in
Los Angeles and Qrange Counties
(transportation for which rates are
provided in Minimum Rate Taxiff 5).

Cése No. 5435
Petition for Modification

(Filed August 14, 1970;
amended August- 31, 1970
and October 5, 1970)

In the Matter of the Investigation
into the rates, xules, regulations,
charges, allowances, and practices
of all highway carriers relating to
the transportation of property in
San Diego County (transportation
for which rates are provided in
Minimum Rate Tariff 9-B).

Case No. 5439
Petition for Modification
No. 125

(Filed August 14, 1970;
amended August 31, 1970
‘and October 5,:1970)
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(Appeara_nées—-see ‘Appegdix A)

'INTERTM OPINION . -

Petitioner, the California 'rruck:f.ng.Associatic‘m',‘__seeks
increases of sbout 9 to 13 percent inm fhe rates in Minimum Rate’ |
Tariffs 5 and 9-B QMRT 5, MRT 9-B). MRT 5 se_té-v forth _rategi:yhi’éh |
the Commission has prescribed as minimum rates for tf;’e' traﬁ.spar;'-l'
tation of general cotmodities by for;hife‘ highway”_carrierjsl, wit:hin .
the Los Angeles Draygge Area and the Met‘:ropo‘liyta‘nf I.osAngeles Z&ze,
defined aress in and about the City of Los Angeles.l/ MRT 9-B sets

L/ The Los Angeles Drayage Area consists of the area which lies .
within a radius of about seven miles from central Los Angeles,
The Metropolitan Los Angeles Zone consists of Los Angeles and |
Orange Counties. MR 5 sets forth hourly rates which spply.
within the Metropolitan Los Angeles Zonme. Otherwise the rates
in MRT S apply only within the Los Angeles Drayage Area.. .
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forth minimum rates for the traosportation of general' V'cotmodifties ;

by for-hire highway carriers within the San Diego Drayage Area a.
defined area in and about the City of San Diego. | N
Petlitioner also asks (a) that common carriers who assess;
rates which are greater than the minimum rates, or who- maintain
provisions which are more restrictive than, and there‘by produce
greater charges than, the mindmun rates, be authorized to effect
corresponding increases in their rates and charges, (b) that
common carriers be authorized to effect corresponding :anrea.ses
in thelr rates and charges for the transportation of commodities
which are not subject to the provisions of MRT 5 and MRT 9-B, and '
(¢) that common carriers be authorized to depart from the 10138' 31‘-&
short-haul prohibitions of Article XII, Section 21 of the State
Constitution, and of Section 460 of the Public Utilitics Code to
the extent necessary to carry into effect sald rate :f.ncreases. |
Public hearings on Petition for Modifn’.cation No. 158 ::'.n
Case No. 5435 were held before Examiner Abernathy at’ Los Angeles
on October 27, 28 and on November 17 and 18, 1970.-2-( Public)
hearings on Petition for Modification No. 125 in (‘.71'9..se'1‘1¢:r-.‘j 5439
were held before Exsminer Abemathy at San Diego on Octooer_ 13 o
and November 6, 1970, and at Los Angeles on November-’ 16.7‘én~dA? ,1\'3;"\ |
1970. Evidence was presented in both matters: by petitioner"o- '
assistant director of research and by an engineer and bY a rate
expert of the Commission's staff. On November 18, 1970, peti-'

tioner presented motions that the Commission order J’.nterm

=  Public he on Petition No. 158 wes also c..‘lled on
November 6, 1970, in San Diego, but was adjourned to
Novemberx 17 1970 without the rece...pt of ev:tdence. o
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increases, to become effective January 1, 1971, in the minimum
rates Iinvolved, and that in other respects further hearings be
held ‘to complete development of the record sufficiently to
permit full disposition of the issues. The Commission S, staff ‘
representatives joined in this motion.. o : klﬂpu
These two matters involve substantrally-similar issues.
Although separately heard, they are herein consolrdated for deci-
sion on the question of interim rate increases pursuant to peti-

tionexr's and the staff's motions. -

The substance of petitioner's. showing in supporttof’the ,

sought rate increases is as follows:

The for-hire highway carriers who are-subject to the
provisions of MRT 5 and 9-B are confronted with substantial
increases in their operating costs as a result of wage increases
which they have had to grant their drivers and various other
exployees, effecttve Janvary 1 and July 1, 1971 The combined ‘
effect of these increases is that the carriers labor costs for
197L will be about 12 percent highexr than their present costs.»
Furthermore, in conformity with past experience, corresPonding
increases will be realized in certain other costs also. As
applied to the various services to-which the rates ln MR$ 9-A
apply, the increases in.labor and other costs will result fn
increases of about 8 to almost 13 percent in the-carriers total |

costs of performingssaid services. 3/ The margin between the .

2/ The differences in the increases in total costs are due to the
fact that the ratio of labor costs to total costs varies with
size of shipment and length of haul, Hence, a uniform increase
in laboxr costs wovld be refiected by different increases i

total costs, depending upon the amount of labor rnworvcd iz the
haul in question. A o
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carriers' present revenues and costs is not. sufficient to enablei‘t” -
the carriers to absorb the cost increases. The'sought rate ,p
increases are designed to permit the carriers,to recover the
inereases in their operating costs plus a provision for profit.'
The evidence which was presented by the Commission s |
‘staff witnesses is similar to that of petitloner in that the
staff witnesses also undertook to show the amount of the earrlers
cost increases and the increases in the minimum rates that would
be necessary to compensate for said cost inereases. The staff'
presentation with respect to adgustments in the minimum rates<for .
the San Diego axea was developed on the same basis as that of .
petitioner, namely, the carriers labor and related cost increases‘f
during 1971. With respect to adJustments in the min;mum rates
for the los Angeles area, however, the staff's presentation'wns
linited to the labor and related eost 1nereases whieh.will become
applicable on Januwary 1, 1971. The limitation.of the staff'
presentation to the January 1, 1971, cost inereases was on the
grounds that, in a different proceeding, Case:No. 6322 the -
Commission has before it proposals which, if adopted would result
in a complete supersedure of MRI'S and that as a eonsequenee |
changes in MRT 5 should be-confxned to those which are impelled X
by immediate cireumstances. o ) _"
Aecording to-the*staff's'evidence the-incteases iﬁf
labor and related costs which the carriers in the San Diego area
will expetienee in 1971 will raise the carriers 1971 operating :
costs by 8.64 to 9.15 pexcent over the 1970 level of operating |

costs. These amounts are fxom .75 o 2.65 percent less than _he,fj |
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corresponding cost forecasts of petitioner. In_cbn:rastfcc peti¥ |
tioner's showing that rate increases of 8?fo-13fpercenc afe‘neces-
sary to compensate for the increased costs, the staff's showing

is that rate increases of 7 to 9 percent would be sufficient to E
compensate for the Increased costs. |

The staff's evidence regarding the carfiere' costs in
the Los Angeles area is to the effect that the increesesfinulabbr |
and related costs as of January 1, 1971; willlreise’the carriers'
total operating coets by.7.5 to 7.7 percent andlthet: in\generaiv
increases of 7 percent in the rates in MRT 5 would be sufficient
to compensate for the increased costs.A/

As a consequence of the differenceéfbetween‘petitioner's
presentation, on the one hand, and that of the sfaff,foh the other
hand, petitioner asked for further hearings for the purposeuof
presenting rebuttal evidence and‘otherwise-dé#eicbfhg the~reccrd.
It asserted, however, that, pending the time that“the~further
heaxings can be held and decision on the full record can be reached
and become effecttve, interim increases in the minimum rates should
be prescribed in order to enable the carriers to meet the cost
increases which will become effective Janua:y 1, 1971. The interfm
increases which petitioner requests are 7. 71 percent in the rates o
and charges in MRT 5 and 9 percent in the races and: charges in
MRT 9-B. ' |

&/

No provision for profit was fncluded in the rate increases
recommended by the rate witness. The applicable profit- -

factor, 1f added, is about 7 percent of the percent of
1ncreases,in the rates. .
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The jolnder of the staff in‘pgtitionerfs'fequest_for
the prescription of interim increases was-sﬁbject‘to«a-pro?isd‘
that the increases be limited to 7 percent in the rates and |
charges in MRT 5 and to 8 percent iﬁ‘the'ratésvéndgchhrgés‘in
MRT 9-B. - |

The representatt#e of the Highway Car:iers’Angciatiéﬁ,’
supported without preference the in:erim.increase,prbéééais;

The granting of interim rate relief‘is'genérally“c9n4‘
fined to instances where it is sho&n that,the‘carriérsf'ﬁéédst
for additional revenues cannot be réasohably'ﬁet byQérdin#:y
procedures. It appears that such 1s the.situatioq*here.lﬁ'~
view of the magnitudé of the c§3t increaseS'that wii1Lbé¢ome
applicable to the carriers' oPerationsas.of'Jénuarj I;i1971,
the carriers should be afforded some relief therefrqm‘ﬁending':
the completion of the hearings on these matters and decision
thereon. The inﬁexim.ratevincreases should'be limitéattoﬁ;hosé
which are unequivocally justified. |

On this basis it appears that the inereascs which should
be prescribed are 7-1/2 percent with respect to thefratés,andv‘ '
charges in MRT 5 and to 8 percent with-reapect‘tbithgnxa:és aﬁ&@
dharges in MRT 9-B.3/ o o

é/ These conclusions do not extend to the following: charges under .
the altexnative application of common carrier rates, C,0.D. fees,
charges for delayed delivery of shipments, and parcel rates.
Petitioner excepted said charges, fees' and rates from its rate
increase proposals. Accordingly, our findings and order hexein
will not apply thexeto. ‘ o -

-6
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Inasmuch as the rate recommendations of‘petitioner and"

of the Commission's staff representatives concerning the rates
and charges in MRT 9-B were developed upon both the cost increases
of January 1, 1971, and of July 1, 1971, it is evident that the

interim rate Increases which petitioner and the staff propose are o

higher than those which would apply'were they developed only onathe ;

cost increases of Jamuary 1, 1971. Since the primary purpose of
the sought interim rate increases is to provide relief from the .
nost immediate cost increases - ‘those which will become effective
January 1, 1971 -- the lower increese of 8 percent in the rates
in MRT 9-B which was recommended by the Commission s staff repre-A~
sentatives appears sufficient for this purpose. This recommenda-i'
tion should be adopted. S -
The increases which are hereinafter prescribed in the o
rates in MRT 5 and MRT 9-B will apply to. highway permit carriers |
(radial highway coumon carriers and highway contract carriers)
They will apply also to various common carriers subject to‘Part rj |
of the Public Utilities Code to the extent that- said carriers are" o
subject to the: provisions of MRT 5 ‘and MRT 9-B, Said common |
carriers will be authorized and directed to make corresponding
increases in their tariff rates. However, such authorization
may not be utilized by said common carriers to maintain differ-‘nn
entials which result in rates and charges which are higher, in ‘
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volume or efs ect than the rates and . charges in MR'.T.‘ 5 and MM‘ 9-B

as the case may be. ’ . - K

The evidence which was submitted in thesef .mettersf Te~
lates only to the rates and charges in MRT 5 and MRT 9-B. Peti-"
tioner did not present any evidence to ~support' its reqtes‘ts for‘ -
increases in common carrier rates and charges which exceed or
exceed in effect, the rates and charges in said minimum rate
tariffs. Hence, there is no evidentiary basis to Justify
Zncreases in rates and charges which are higher than the rates .
and charges which apply a5 minimum, | o |

The rate increase authority which petitioner seeks in
connection with exempt commodities would apply to. the rates of |
coxmon carriers for the transportation of exempt commodities -
within the San Diego Drayage Area, within the lLos Angeles Drayage
Area, and (with respect to said transportation unde::' hourly rat es)
within the Los Ange].es MetrOpolitan Zone .2/ Petitioner did not
submit evidence relative to the costs which the carriers incur
in the transportation of the exempt commodities or the .'Level and
form of the rates which the carriers assess for said transportation. ,
Nevertheless, where the exempt commodities are being trans-ported '
by the carriers under the minimum class or hourly rates, it appears , R
that as increases are made in the minimum rates corresponding |
increases should be made in the rates for the exempt commodities |
in oxder to avoid rate discriminazion of the type prohibited by
Article XII, Section 21 of the State Constitution and by Section 453 .'

6./ E
=~ The commodities which are exempted from the rate° in MRT § cre
listed in Items Nos. 40 and 41 of *he tarlff. "The commoditieb

which are exempted from the rates in MRT 9-B are Iz.sted in.
Items Nos. 50 and 51 of the tariff.




C. 5435, Pet, 158
C.’ 5439 Pet, 125 ~ sW

o

of the Public Utilities Code. To th:‘.s extent the sought :anreases o “

in the rates for the exempt commodities: should' be granted In |
other respects decision on the requests should be deferred pending
the receipt of whatever ghowings petitioner_ may w:l.sh to make in

this zegard at the further hearings to be held in these nntt‘ere; |

Findings

Upon consideration of the facts anci'circumstane_es of -

record the Commi.ssion finds that: ,

l. TFor-hire highway carriers who are engaged :Ln transporta- |
tion subject to the provisions of MRT 5 and/or. MRI 9-B will exper-
ifence substantial increases in thelr Operating costs as. of
Janvary 1, 1971 and as of July 1, 1971. .

2. In relation to the carriers' costs of serv:l.ce .,ubsequent
to Janmuary 1, 1971, the present rates in MRT 5 and MRT 9—B~ are
unreasonably low and :Lnsufficient. |

3. The needs of the carriers for increased revenues to
compensate for increases in operating costs which the carriers
will experience as of January 1, 1971, requires the prescr:tption
of interim increases in the rates :Ln MRT 5 and MR‘J.‘ 9-B pend:tng
eompletion of the hearings in these matters, and decis:Lon thereon.

4. The increased minimum rates and. charges which are
preseribed in the following order have been- shown to be. justifi‘.ed. ‘

5. Pending such modifications and changes as. may ensue as

a consequence of the further hearings in these matters, the
increased winimum rates and charges are, and will be, Jnst rea—
sonable and nondiscr:bninatory minioum rates ‘and charges for the
transportat:!.on and related serv:t.ces to wh:Lch they w:.ll apply. |

gy,

S e
L
.
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6. ‘To the extent that the provioiooe*of MRT 5 and MRTQ-B S |

have been found heretofore to comstitute reaéonable"'miﬁiﬁi.ﬁ i'atevs'; .
rules and regulations for comumon carriers as defined in the Public .
Utilities Act, said provisions, as hereinafter adjusced are, and
will be, reasonable minimm rate provisions for saild common car-
riers. To the extent the existing rates and charges of said
coumon carriers for the transportation involxied 'areyless in volume
or effect than the minimum rates and charges herein designated as |
reasonable for sald carriers, such rates and charges of said
carriers are hereby found to be, now and for the future, unrea- .
sonable, i'nsufficient and not justified by the act:ual competitive
rates of cor:peting carriers or by the costs of other means of
transportation. | | ' _

7. Increases in the class and hourly rates ‘and in the “ )
minimum charges and accessorial chaxges of eommon carriers for the
transportation of exempt commodities are justified to the extent '
that increases in said rates and charges for said commodities are
authorized by the following Order. ‘

Increases as hereinafter provided in the rates and
charges in MRT 5 and in MRT 9-B may result in the applic:wbility
of higher rates and eharges within the Los Angeles and San Diego
Drayage Areas than those whieh are concurrently applicaom‘under |
other mnimm rate tariffs of the Commission for l.tke trampor- |
tation between points within said drayage areas, on the one hand
and points outside said dxayage areas, on the other hand In ordev-.l
that common carriers wmay not be chargeable wit:h violations of
the so-called long- and short-haul prohibitions of Artiele XII
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Section 21 of the State Constitution‘ and of Sectioa‘ 460 ofthe =
Public Utilities Code in carrying out minimum rate orders of the
Commission the Commission also- finds as a fact that departures
by common carriers from said long- and short-haul prohibitions -
are Justified to the extent hereinafter provided

Conclusions
_ 'l'he Commission concludes that: | o
1. ‘I.'he rates and charges in MRT 5 and MRT 9~B should be
increased as hereinafter prov:tded in order that sa:f.d rates and
charges may be just, reasonable and nondiscriminatory minirnum ‘
rates and charges for the transportation and. related services
to which they apply. | | o
2. Common carriers should be author:!.zed to increase the:[.r

rates for the tranSportat:Lon of exempt eommoditiea to the extent
hereinafter provided |

3. Common carriers should be authorized to depart from the"‘ '-

long- and short-haul prohibitions of Article XII Sect:ton 21 of
the State Constitution and of Section 460 of the Public Ut:f.l:l'.ties'
Code to the extent hereinafter provided.

INTERIM ORDER.
IT IS ORDERED that: ‘ |
1. Minfamum Rate Tariff 5 ‘(Appendix A of Decision No. 3‘2504‘,, | 3‘ |
as amended' ‘is further amended‘ by incorporating therein, to becoz'ne*-
effective January 1, 1971, Supplement 6 attached hareto wh:‘.ch

supplement by this reference i.s made a part hereof. _~_ .
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2. Minimum Ra:e«rariff 9-B (Appéndix A of*Decision'No.h67766
as avended) is"further amended by incorporating therein to become
effective Jamuary 1, 1971, Supplement 5 attached hercto~ which -
supplement by this referenca is'made a part hereof.

3. Common carriers subject to the Public Utilities Act, to

the extent that they are subject also tO«said Decision Nb. 32504
as amended, or Decision Nb. 67766, as amended, are. directed to
establish in thelr tariffs the rate increases necessary to conform
to the further increases herein in che rates and charges esteb-
lished by said decisions, o

4. Except as is otherwise'provided in.parngraphfoibelon;,,
the increzsed class and hourly rates and-thefincreesedfninimumf'
charges and accessorial charges which, in‘effect“ are“ectaoliﬁhed_
pursuant to ordering paragxeph 1 hereof are cuthorized as rates |
and charges to be assessed by common carriers subject to.Decision”
No. 32504, as cmended (cxccpt common carriers by railroad with
respect to their carload rates and charges and common carriers
by vessel), for the transportation of the commodities listed in
Items Nos. 40 znd 4i of MRT 5 provided that (a) said tranSporta-'
tion is performed at class rates, including_related minimum o
charges and accessorial charges, between origins and destinations
which are both located within the Los Angeles Drayage-Area (as :
described in MRT 5), or (b) the tranSportation is performed at
hourly rates, including related minimum charges and accessorial

charges, between origins and destinations which are both located

within the Los Angeles MetropolitanAZone (as described in.MRi 5).
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S. Except as is otherwise provided ia’ paragraph 6~below,
the {ncreased class and hourly rates and the increased minimum j

charges and accessorfisl charges which, in effect axe established

pursuant to ordering paragraph 2 hereof are authorized\asyrates |

and charges to be assessed by common catriers‘subjectfto-DeciSion

No. 67766, as amended (except’common‘carriersiby:raiiroadeicb"
respect to thelr carload rates and charges and common.carriers by :
vessel), for the trensportation of the commodities listed in

Items Nos. 50 and 51 of MRT 9-varovided that (a) said transpor-
tation is performed between origins and destinations which are
both located within the San Diego Drayage Area (as described in
MRT 9-B). ‘

6. The auzhority which is granted by ordering paragraphs 4
and 5 hereof does not apply: |

() To transportation,for which winimum
rates apply In accordance with the
provisions of other minimum rate
tariffs of the Commission; and

(b) To trausportation which ig being
pexformed by dump or tank vehicles.

7. Tariff publications required or authorized to be wade
by common carriers as 3 result of the order herein shall be filed
not earlier than the effective date of this order and DAY be made
effective not earlier than January 1, 1971 on not 1ess than.two
days’ potice to the Commission and to the public; that such tariff
publications as are required shall be made effective not 1ater than
January 1, 1971 and that as to tariff publications which are
authorized buz not required, the authority herein granted shall

expire unless exercised within sixty days after the effective date
hexreof.
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8. Common carriers .and other transportation companies, in
establishing and xaintaining the increased rates and charges pro- "
vided by this oxdexr, are authorized to depaxt. from‘ the p:toyisiops_ ‘
of Article XII, Section 21, of the Con'stitution“ of-"the"i Stete'of
California, and Section 460 of the Publ:l'.c Utilities Code, to the
extent necessary to assess said increased rates and charges pre- |
scribed or authorized herein. Common carr:l‘.ers, :[n publ:i.shing
rates under the authority conferred in this ordering paragraph
shall make reference to this order and to pr:[or orders authonz:’.ng
long~ and short~haul departures. ‘

9. Imn all other respects said Decisions Nos., 32504 and
67766, as amended, shall remain in full force and effe_ct._ o ‘

Further hearfngs shall be held on Petition No. 158 in
Case No. 5435 and on Petition No. 125 in Case No. 5439 for the
purposes indicated in the preceding Opinion and at t:[mes and
Places to be determined. | , '
~ The effective date of this ordexr shall be
December 28, 1970. | -
Dated at ___ S=Fradwo Cal:[fornia, :

this

"~ Comnisslondfs |
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Appendix A

Appearances

Case No. 5435

Richard W. Smith, attornmey at law, A. D. Poe,
attorney at law, and H. F. Kollmyer, for
Califormia Trucking Assoclation, petitiomer.

Clyde Hoagland, for Redway Truck & Warchouse
Co., Trespondent,

Don B, Shields, for Highway Carriers Assocla-
tion, interested party. . :

James Quintrall, for Los Angeles Warehousemen's
Association, interested party.

%ond D. Vinick, for Canners League of |

ifornia and Hunt-Wesson Foods, Inc., Iinter-
ested parties.

R. C. Fels, for Furniture Manufacturers Associa-
tion of California, interested party.

Jerry Kexns, for Westexrm Motor Tariff Bureau,
Inc., interested party. :

Fred P. Hughes, Jokn R, Laurie, and Norman B,

ey, zor the Commission's staff.

Case No. 5439

Richard W. Smith, attorney at law, A. D. Poe,
attorney at law, and H. F., Kollmver, for
California Trucking Association, petitioner.,

John R. Chamberlain, for Aztec Tramsportation
Co., Inc., respondent.

Rodney Starkey, for Pacific Messenger,
respondent, ,

A. Davis (by J. B. Tweed), for California
Manufacturexs Assoclation, interested party.

Fred P. Hughes and Noxrman Haley, for the
Coumission's staff. '

(End of Appendix A)
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(CANCELS svpmm 3)

‘(Supplement 6 COntlim-uI Changes)

10
MINIMOM' RATE TARTFF 5
NAMING
JINIMUM RATES AND RULES
FOR THE
TRANSPORTATION OF PROPERTY OVER THE
PUBLIC HIGHWAYS WITHIN
DEFINED: TERRITORY TN LOS ANGELES COUNTY

AND
MINIMOM VERICLE UNIT RATES AND RULES

APPLICABLE UNDER
SPECIFIED CONDITIONS

POR.

TRANSPORTATION wrrm LOS ANGEI.ES .
AND ORANGE CWNTI!S

Y

RADIAL HIGHWAY COMMON CARRIERS
HIGHWAY CONTRACT CARRIERS

AND

APPLICATION OF SURCHARGE
(See Page 2 of Thia Supplcmcnt)

Dacision Ho. '78135

EFFECTIVE

Inuad by the
PUBLIC mrmss COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CBLI!'ORNIA
State Builéing, Civie Center
San Prancisco, California 94102




_ SUPPLEMENT- 6 TO NINIMUK RATE TARXFY 5

OAPPLICATION OF SURCHARGES

Except as otherwise provided, compute the amount of charges in ncco:dlnco‘\,d.th '
the rates and rules in this tariff and incresse the amount so computed by 7% percent.

EXCEPTION.—~The surcharge herein shall not apply to:
(a) Railhead to railhead charges uiad‘ undex the
provisions of Item 140 other than the charges
provided in subparagraphe a, b, ¢ and 4 of o
said itemy ' . '
€.0.D. chaxges in Item 1527

sz:onﬁc charges in paragraph (a) of “.“!tom 170y
and- ' ' _ ‘

Paxcel rates in Item 325. -

¢ Increase, P‘Cilion‘NO. ’ ,?8135 ‘

e




SPBCIAL INCREASE SUPPLEMENT

SUPPLEMENT 5 .
(CANCELS SUPPLEMENT 4)

(Supplement 5 Contains All Changes)

NAMING
FOR THE
TRANSPOREATION OF PROPERTY OVER 'mz
PUBLIC HIGHWAYS WITHIN A

DEFINED SAN DIEGO DRAYAGE. AREA.

BY

HIGHWAY CONTRACT: CARRIERS -

CEMENT CONTRACT CARRIERS .
AND

RADIAL HIGHWAY COMMON CARRIERS

APPLICATION OF SURCHARGE - o
(S»e Page 2 of This Supplement)

Decision No. . '78135

EFFECTIVE. .

Issued by the - L

PUBLXC u'rm-rms COMMISSION OF THE STAT!.’ 01" CALI!“ORNIA S
State Building, Civic Center - .

San Francisco, California 94102




SUPPLEMENT 5 TO°MINIMGM RATE TARIFF 9-B°

OAPPLICATION OF SURCHARGE
Except as othexwise provided, compute the amount d!.' charges in’ 'acéordmcakwith
the rates and rules in this taxiff and increase the apount sO computed by & percent. -
EXCEPTION.-~The surchaxge herein ahall not apply to:‘ ‘ | o
(a) Railhead to railhead chaxges used under the provisions of
' Item 110 other than the chaxges provided in subparagraphs
a, b, ¢ and 4 of said item; .
. .. Ca 'rﬁ.l".‘:. . L .
(b) C.O.D. charges in Items :.aﬂ- and\1827 and
"(e) Paxcel rates in Item 420, o

¢ Increase, Decision No." 78135
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J. P. VUKASIN, JR., CHATRMAN, CONCURRING OPINION

I can concur in the foregoing intexrim dpin:‘.‘én‘, s
despite the fact that it is cssentially an 6f‘f-‘sét“ again:;t an
inflationary wage settlement, only because ea.ght days of

hearing have produced a record supporta.ng

S o / /f W}\
Y P Vukasm, Jroy J R
) / Chav.rman LM

San Franciseo, California

December 22, 1970




