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Declslon No.

@
. O ’ .

SRIEA

SIFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Investigation
into the rates, rules, regulatlons,
charges, allowances and practices
of all common carriers, highway
carriers and city carriero relating
to the transportation of any and
all commodities between and within
all points and places Iin the State
of California (including, but not
limited to, transportation for

which rates are provided in Minimum
Rate Tariff No. 2).

And Related Matters.

Case No. S432 .
Petition for Modifilcation
Neo. 610
(F1led Novembexr LT, 1970)

?etition., for Modification
614, 615 and 616
(Filed December 15, 1970)

Cases Nos. 5435, G441
and 7858
Petitlons for Modification

Nos. 165, 211 and 88,
respectively .
(Filed November 17, 1970)

(Appearances are shown in Decision No. 78331) L/’/

Interim Decicion No. 78096, dated December 15, 1970, in
these proceedings temporarily extended to April 30, 1971, several
tarliff ltems scheduled to expire December 31, 1979, upon petition
of the Californiz Manufacturers Association (CMA) and the Traffic
Managers Conference of California (TMC).

Public hearings on the several petitions herein were
neld on a common record befores Examiner Mallory at San Francisco
on January 28 and 29, 1971. The matters were submitted subject
£o the filing of concuéront briefs, which have been received.

Declsion No. 78381 of March 3,'1971, in thece proceedings
extended the expiration date of ITtem 292 of Mininuminatc Tarilf 2

(Volume Incentive Service) to December 3L, 1971, and continued the
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expiration date of Items 330 and 330.S of MRT 2 (Carriers, Used

Packages, Second Hand) and comparable items in other minimum rate
Tariffs to September 1, 1971. The expiration date of Itenm &5 of
MRT 2 (Empty Pallets Returning) previously was extended to Decem=
ber 31, 1971, by Decision No. 78069, dated December 8; 1970, which
decislion also eliminated the expiration date in Item 291 of MRT 2.
(Empty Package, Carriers, Second Hand}.

The minimum rate tariff items included in the petitiops

herein which were not the subject of pricr decisions, and thus

remaln for consideration, are the following:

| Minimum Rate Tariff 2

Iten 149 - Small Shipment Service
Item 300 ~ Packing Requirements

Exception Ratings Tariff 1

Item 820 - Returned Shipments
Background

For the past several years proceedings have been before
the Commission to effeet an orderly transition to the National
Motor Freight Classification from the rail classiflcation. Aé a
result certain rail-oriented rules and ratings in the Commission's
minimum rate tariffs have not yet been disposed of and are pubiished
in thése tariffls with an expiration date.

Numerous classification exception items énd rules initlally
were subject to expiration‘date upon the adoption of National Motor
Freight Classification A-10 to replace National Motor Frelght A-10
(Cal) by Decision No. 74310, dated July 28, 1968 (68 Cal. P.U.C. 445),
including Item 300 of MRT 2 and Item 820 of ERT 1. Satd deciéion 
states as follo#s at page 457: -
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"The established cxceptions are founded on the premise
that the transportation characteristies or conditions
in California Intrastate traffic for the various ar-
ticles involved differ materially from those exderienced
elsewhere and observed as the norm in %he governing
classification, or, alternatively, are substantially
similar to the transportation characteristics or
conditions of other articles currently enjoying such
ratings (citatlion). Therefore, 4t follows that when,
25 in the case now before us, a transition from .one
governing classification to another is contemplated,
the exceptions to the original classification are
automatically in Jeopardy, insofar as their future
retention as just and rcasonable exceptions =0 the
new governing classification 1s concerned.”
Said decision designated Item 300 of MRT 2 and Ttem 820
of ERT 1 as temporary exceptions, and found that the evidence in
that proceeding did not demonstrate whether saiditemporary exceﬁtions
would be appropriate or Justified as permanent provisions. The
decision contemplated that the temporary exceptrions not be carried
forward veyond thelr scheduled expiration date unless fully Justified
based on additional evidence to be presented to the Commission. ‘
Ivem 149 - Small Shipment Service - has a differént history.
It originally was proposed by the California Trucking Association
(CTA) in the proceeding leading to Decision No. £6453, dated
December 10, 1963 (62 Cal. P.U.C. 14). Said provisions initially
were snnsduled to expire June 30, 1965. The charges have been
extendeéffénd increased) on a year-to-year bvasis at the request of
CTA. CTﬂlfailed to seek an extension of the scheduled explration
date of December 31, 1970, resulting in the petitions of CMA and
™e. (
Petitioners seek further extension of the explration
'dates of the three items. CTA opposes the furthér extension of

sald 1tems and urges that the items be allowed to expire. Upon




C. 5432 Pet. 610 et al. ms

expiration of Item 149 - Small Shipment Service - the higher mig?mum

charges per shipment cet forth in Item 150 of MRT 2 will apply.
Item 300 - Packing Requirements - provides that (1) the
packing requirements of the Classification 4o not apply and com-
modities may be accepted for transportation in any COntainervor
shipping form which will rendexr the transportation of the freight
reasonably safe and practicable, and (2) if two or more r2tings
are provided Iin the Classificatlon for the same article, sub;ect
ple) differengvpacking requirements, the lowest of such rating#lis

applicabdle. In the eveat Item 300 is allowed to expire (1) the

Item 149 -~ Small Shipment Service provides, in part, as follows:

Rates provided In this item zhall apply only when the shipping
document 1s annotated by shipper with the words: "Small Shipment
Service Requested." By such request, the shipper agrees to the
requirements set forth in this item as prerequisite to applica~-
tion of the charges provided herein. Rates in this item will
apply only to prepald shipments, relcased to a value of 50 cents
per pound or less per article, welghing not over 500 pounds and
moving for distances not in excess of 400 constructive miles or
under the provisions of Item 510 (Los Angeles Metropolitan Area-
San Franclisco Metropolitan Area class rates).

Rates In this item will not apply %o:

1. Shipments including any commodity rated above Class 100; nor
2. Shipments weighing less than 100 pounds which contain more.
than five pleces, or any shipment which contains more than
five pleces per 100 pounds, or fractlon thercof, of total
shipment weight; nor
Shipments which require temperature control service, C.0.D.
or order notify service, or which have origin or destination
on steamship docks or oil-well sitess; nor :
Shipments picked up or delivered at private residences of
retail customers; nor
Shipments containing personal effects, baggage or used house-~
hold goods; nor :

. Shipments moving on government »ill of lading.

Rates provided in this iten 4o not alternate with other rates and
charges in this tarlff, and rates provided in this item may not
be used in combination with any otiher rates.

The provisions of Item 300 are not applicable to commodities

included under the heading "Furniture Group' in the Classiflica-
tion.
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packing provisions of the Classification will be applicavle, (2)
the lowest rating provided for any package or shipping form will
ne longer be applicabdble unless the article 1s‘1n Such pacxage or.
shipping form, and (3) the pemalty provisions of the Claséification
for fallure to conform to the packing requirements therein will
become applicable.

Item 820 of ERT 1 provides that articles refused.by'tﬁe |
consignee and retwrned to the shipper may be transported‘at one~half
the outbound rate, subject to certain conditions. If this item Is

| &
2llowed to expire, the full rate would apply to returned shipments.

Small Shioment Service

Evidence in support of the retention of the Small Shipment
Service provisions was presented by witnesses appearing for Van
Waters & Rogers, Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PGLE), and Astor

Truck-Rite, Inec. A witness for CTA testified in opposition to the

3/ Rule 423 - Classification of Loose Articles (200 percent penalty)

and Item 687 - Packing, Or Packeging - Noncompliance with (20%
penalty LTL and 10% penalty TL).

4/ Item 820 - reads, in part, as follows:

Returned Shipments, viz.:

Articles refused by conslgnee may be returned to original
shipper and to original point of shipment at one-=half of the
outbound rate (applicable to quantity returned) current at time
of return movement, subject to estadlished minimum rate and
charge, only wpon the following conditions:

(a) When actual delivery to consignee has been accomplicshed,
articles for return movement properly ddentified must be
presented to carrier within ten (10) days from date of
delivery of the original shipments. (This paragraph has
no application on shipments which do not leave possession
of carrier at original billed destination.)

All charges must be prepald or guaranteed. Shipping order
must show reference to original outbowund shivment.

Goods must be returned over the same route and line as the
original outhbound movement.

(Omitted)
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retention of Item 149. The briefs of CMA and the Commission staff
urge that Item 149 be retained. Irn 4ts brief, CTA argues that the
item should be eliminated from the tariff.

The evidence in support of retaining the Small Shipment
Service rule and charges is as follews: A tranuportacion‘analyqt
exployed by PGLE made an analysis of the number of highway common
carriers participating in the Smail Shipment Service‘iteﬁs of the
three prineipal motor common carrier tariffs, as compared with the
total number of carrilers participating in said tarirfs. Hi°
analysis showed that in Western Motor Tariff Bureau Tariff No. 111,
23 percent of the carriers participated in the Small Shipment Service
iten In that tariff; 4in Pacific Motor Tariff Burcau Tariff No. 16,
28 percent of the carriers participatedvin a similar item; and iﬁ
2aclifie anst Tariff Bureau Tariff No. 16, 80 perceﬁt of the carQ
rlers participated in a like item. The witness concluded from this
analysis that many highway common carrilers are willing toftransport‘
property at the Small Shipment Service rates. The witness also
testifled that PGRE requests Small Shipment Service on a large

quantity of its shipments, and that cancellation of the Small Ship-

nent Service provisions would increase PGURE's rreight-chargés.by
approximately $15,000 annually. |

The Area Traffic Manager of Van Waters & Rogers, a chemical
manufacturing and sales company; testified that said company’made:
over 4,800 shipments in 1970 which were subJect to the Small‘Spipment
Service provisions; 47 percent of sald zhipments were from its
Erisbane plant and 53 percent from its Los Angeles plant; and that
12 the Small Shipment Service provicions are deleted, the company s

{reight charges will be increased by more than $6,100 “nnually.
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The owner of Astor Truck-Rite Inc., 2 highway common
carrler serving the Metropolitan Los Angeles Area, testifled that
in the period between December 28, 1970 and January 26; 1971; sald
carrier Zssued 5,119 billings of which 1,505 p1llings or 27.4
percent, and 16.7 percent of total revenues, were trom Sméll Shipment
Service. The witness indicated that he belleved the éharges for
Small Shipment Service are compensatory and that said tarlifs
provisions should be retained;

CTA's Director of its Division of Transportation Economics
presented an exhibit designed to show that the current costs of
handling small shipments exceed the charges provided in Item 149
of MRT 2. This witness testifled that the provisions of Item 149
were initially pboposed by CTA at the request of the Northebn
California Shippers League, and sald provisions were developed 0
encourage shippers To do things that wbuld reduce the ¢ost of |
handling small shipments. The witness averred that the requirements
of the item have falled to produce any overall reduction in carrierse
costs ol handling small shipments. The witness stated that, for
the foregoing reasons, the majority of highway common'carriérs
engaged in handling less=truckload shipments have cancelled Small
Shipment Service tariff provisions.

The testimony with respeet to Small Shipment Service s
conflicting. A key consideration herein is whether sufficient cost
savings result from the restrictions in Item 149 to offset the fe-
~duction in revenues resulting from the lower rates in that item. The
cost evidence presented by CTA 1s not specifically zddressed to this
~questlon, as sald costs are bottomed on performance data accumulated

prior to the advent of the Small Shipment Service ltem; thus such

costs cover all shipments in the weight ‘group Involved and are not
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restricted to shipments handled under the service conditions 1mposed

oy Item 149. CTA's witness testified that sald service ¢ond1tions
do not redound in cost savings %o carriers, Inasmuch as most of the
conditions in the Item are net by shippers in connéction with their
wsual methods of tendering small shipments to highway ;arrierz.

It 1s generally recognized that the preponderance'of less-
‘ruckload traffic is handled by highway cormon cabriers'(as opposed
to highway permit carriers). The record shows that Small Shipment
Service rates are not attractive to highway common carrieré, gs
indicated by the number of carriers which do not participate in
tariff items containing sald rates. Also two of the three highway
common carrier tariffs used as examples herein contain higher charges
for shipments transported 300 miles and over than the minimum rates |
In Item 149 of MRT 2.

The record does not show that the Small Shipment Service
provisions in Item 149 of MRT 2 have provided the cost savings
contemplated at the time the item was initially proposed. The rates
provided in the item are below the full average costs appliéable to
the handling of all shipments in the welght groups involved. Deei-
sion No. 66453, supra, indicated that it was the Commission's
intention to establish cost-orlented rates; that is, all rates, to
the extent possible, should cover the related full costs of providing
service. It was not the Commission's intent that any labge amount
of traffic woﬁld be carried below such ¢osts, thus relying hpon other
traffic to maXe carriers whole. Therefore, the Small Shipﬁenﬁ Serviée
provisions should be allowed to expire.

Packing Regquirements

Evidence supporting retention of the provisions of Item

300 of VRT 2, the so-called Liberalized Packing Rule, was presented
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by a traffic consultant testifying on behalfl of CMA, and by the
traffic manager of Foremost Foods Company. The witnesses stated
that the strict packing rules of the Classification are not neces-~
sary for the safe transpertation of the many commodities covered )
by the ratings in that publication. It was thelr position‘that' 1
shippers currently use packaging sufficlently strong to withstand?

ordinary handling in connection with truck shipments, and no need

appears for shippers to conform strictly to the packaging in the

Classification. Furthermore, the wicness for Foremost stated that
continuation of the rule 1s necessary because certain dairy foods
are shipped in containers not provided for in the Classification’s
packaging requirements. These witnesses also testifled that the
present system works well and there 1s no apparent need to change
it.

CTA's wiltness testified in oppositlon to the retention
of the Lidveralized Packing Rule. The witness stated that the_ruie
was initially introduced into the Commission's minimum rate tariffs
because the packing requirements Iin the rall-oriented Classification
originally adopted by the Commission were too stringent for trucek
shipments. The Commission subsequently adepted a truck-oriented
Classification to govern its class-rate tariffs. The latte&
Classification contalins packing requirements specifically designed
for truck transportation. Said Classificatlon appliles on a nation-
wide basis, and shippers moving,truck traff{ic intrastate In most

tates and all interstate shippers must comply with the packing

requirements of the current Classification. The great majority of
shippers located Iin California ship both Interstate and intrastate;
such shippers would not find it practical to pack thelir goods dif=-

ferently for intrastate shipments than for Iinterstate shipments;

-9--
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therefore, 1% can be inferred that most California shippers now
conform to Classification packing requirements. The witness also
indicated that packages not conforming to the speqific packing
requirements of the Classification may be shipped subject tb the
penalty provisions of that tariff. |

This Commission has iterated in its decisions that pro-
visions of the National Classification should govern California
intrastate truck shipments of general commodities unless 1t can
be shown that transportation conditions within California are

materially different than those encountered elsewhere. (Decision

No. 74310, 68 Cal. P.U.C. 445, 457 and Decision No. 65639, 61 Cal.

P.U.C. 162.) It has not been shown on this record that current
transportation conditions within Californié with respect to the
need for, and the avility to comply with, Classification packing
requirements are materially different than those encountered
natlonally; therefore,there is no basis for continuaﬁion of excep~-
Tions ﬁo the requirements of the current Classification as set forth
in the Liveralized Packing Rule in Item 300 of MRT 2.

Zvidence was presented by witnesses appearing for IBM
and Xerox with respect to transportation of unerated dusiness
machines by carriers speclalizing in the handling of this traffic.
The testimony indicates that a special situation exists in con-
nection with such transportation. Subsequent to the submission
of the proceeding herein petitions were filed by IBM and Xerox

seeking the establishment of an exception to the Classification

S/ The Liberalized Packing Rule provisions in other minimum rate
tariffs were not zought to be extended by the petitions herein.
Thus, such provisions in MRT l=-B, MRT 19, MRT 5 and MRT 9-B
expired Dec¢cember 31, 1970. . '
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6/
packing provisions with respect to such transportation. Sald

petitions will be decided in a separate opinion and order.
Returned Shipments

Testimony with respect to retention of Item 820 of ERT 1
was presented by the aforementioned traffic consultant and bdy
traffic representatives ﬁppearing for Fibreboard Corporation and
CertainTeed Products Corporation. The witness for Fibreboard
proposed that zald 1tem be amended by cancelling the portions
thereof which permit return of shipments within a ten-day periocd
after tender for delivery, and the substitution of a reQuirement
that the rule would apply only when the shipment has not‘béen
unloaded from the carrier's eqﬁipment‘at original billed destination.
The witnesses outlined several situwations wherelin chipments are
not accepted at the pilled desﬁination and are returned.

CTA opposed the retention of the Returned Shipment rule,
as 1t contends that the half-rate for 2 return move provides revenues

less than the costs of returning the shipment. CTA urged that

1f the rule is retained it be limited to truckload shipments. The

latter proposal was opposed by the shipper witnesses.

The Returned Shipment rule is a carryover from an exggqgion
to the rail Classification. The ten-day return period appdreﬂfly\"
was designed to fit conditions found in raill transportation. A
restriction that the shipment not be unloaded 1f it is tovénjoy

the half-rate for a return movement more nearly fits conditions

&6/ Petitions 630, 174, 142, 223, 5 and S4 in Cases Nos. 5432, 5435,
5439, S44), 6322 and 7858, filed February 22, 1971, by Inter-
national Business Machines Corporation (IBM); and Petitions
Nos. 632, 176, 143, 225, & and 95 in Cases Nes. 5432, 5435, 5439,
5441, 6322 and 7858, filed February 26, 1971, by Xerox Corpora-
tion (Xerox). : - .
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encountered 1In connection with truck movements. The record shows
that there 1s a continual use of these tariff provisions, and there
are certain cost savings to the carrier Af the shipment 1s not
removed from the truck at the original destination. It appears that
the rule, with the proposed modification discussed‘above,‘will be
Teasonable and should bBe retained.

indings

The Commission finds as follows:

1. Item 149 of MRT 2 (Small Shipment Service) provides charges

which are less than the minimum charges previded in Item 150 of
VBT 2. Small Shipment Service is subject to several conditions and
restrictions designed to reduce carrier operating costs. Item 149
was placed in MRT 2 with an expiration date so that further'review
of the item would be undertaken. Such further review docs not show
That the conditions set forth in the item result in efficiencies
which lower carrier operaﬁing costs below the average costs of
handling all small shipments in the same welght group. The average
€osts of record for said weignt group exceed the charges in Item
149. It has not been shown that the charges provided in Item 149
will be Just, reasonable and nondiscriminatory.

2. Item 300 of }RT 2 (Packing Requirements) was included in
Highway Carriers® Tariff No. 2 (predecessor to MRT 2) when said
arlff was originally estadlished (the original tariff was effective
August 7, 1939). Highway Carriers' Tariff No. 2 initially was
governed by the Western Classification and by the Pacific Southcoast
Srelght Bureau Exception Sheet No. 1 (series), voth published by
the railroads. Item 300 was Included in the minimum rate tariff
because the Commission deemed that packaging requirements appropriate

to raill transportation were more restrictive than those reasdonably
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required for truck transportation. The rall-oriented wcsternr
Classification has heen replaced by the National Motor Freight
Classification, aﬂd the PSFB Exception Sheet has been replaced
by the Commission's Exception Ratings Tariff 1. Decision
No. 78310 (supra), which initially adopted the National iotor
Freight Classification, placed several tariff exception items
in jeopardy by subjecting such items to an expiration date (including
Item 300 of MRT 2). Decision No. T4310 found that 4if said items
were to be continued bYeyond theilr scheduled exﬁiration date,
the provisions of the items must be fully Justified. The record
in this proceeding contains no Justification for continuing’Item
300 beyond 1ts scheduled expiration date. The record further
indicates that transportation conditions in California (exeept
with respect to business machines) are not materially different
than those generally encountered nationally, thus the national
packaging provisions should also ve applicable in Californié.

3. A special situation existe with respect to package require-
ments for certain business machines. Separate petitions have ﬁeen

filed by IBM and Xerox with respect ¢o packing requirementé for

business machines.

4. Item 820 of ERT 1(Returned Shipments) was brought into

ZRT 1 from the PSFB Exception Sheet. The origin of the PSﬁB Excep~
tion Sheet i1tem antedates the initlal establishment of minimum
rates by this Commission. Item 820 was designed to it conditions
encountered in connection with rall traffic. The modifications
proposed herein are designed to 1t the provisions of sald item o
conditions encountered In truck transportation. The recofd'shows
that cald 1tem has been and will continue to be used by shippers

when delivery cannot be effected. It also shows that direct return

-13=-
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of shipments without the necessity of unloading and reloading at
original dilled destination will provide cost savings to carriers.
With the modifications proposed, the provisions of Item 820 of
ERT 1 will result in Just, reasonadble and nondiscriminatory
oinimum rates and charges; and to the extent that said reﬁised

provisions result in increases, such inereases are justified.

Concluszions

The Commission concludes that:

1. Item 820 of ERT 1 (Returned Shipments), with the modifi-
cations discussed in the preceding opinion, should be permanently
establi;hgd without an expiration date. .

é:' Items 149 (Small Shipment. Service) and 300 (Packing
Requirements) of MRT 2 should bé allowed to explire.

3. The issues with respect to packing requirements for certain

business machines should be declded in Petitions Nos. 630 and 632,
et al.

L. To the extent not granted herein or in Decisions Nos.

78096, 78381, 78382 and 78383, the petitions herein should be denied.

IT IS ORDERED that:
1. Exceptlon Ratings Tariff 1 (Appendix A to Decision :
No. 66195, as amended) is further amended by incorporating therein,‘
to become effective June 5, 1871, Supplement 9 and First Revised
Page 22-A, attached hereto and dy this reference made a‘part hereof.
2. Common carriers subject to the Public Utilities Act, o
the extent that they are subject also to Decision No. 66195; as

amended, are hereby directed to establish in thelr tariffs the
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amendments necessary to conform with the further adjustments‘
ordered herein.

3. Tariff publications required to be made by common carriers
as a result of the order herein shall be filed not earlier than the
effective date of this order and may be made effective 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 pub;ic

and such tariff publications shall be made effective not later

than June 5, 1971; tariff pub;ications which are authorized but
noet regquired to be made by common carriers as a result of the
order herein may be made effective not earlier than the tenth day
after the effective date of this order, and may be made effective
on not less than ten days' notice to the Commiésion and to the
public 1f filed not later than sixty days after the effective date
of the minimum raﬁe tariff pages incorporated in this order.

L. Common carriers, in estadlishing and maintaining the
ratings authorized hereinabove, are hereby authorized to depart
from the provisions of Section 460 of the Public Utilities Code to
the extent necessary to adjust long- and short-haul departuresrnow
maintained under outstanding authorizations; such outstanding
agthorizations are hereby modified only to the extent necessary:
to comply with this order; and schedules containing the ratings :

published wnder this authority shall make reference to the prior

orders authorizing long- and thort-haul departures and to this

order.

»

5. In all other respects, Decision No. 66195, as amended,

shall remain Iin full force and effect.
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6. To +the extent not granted by this order or in Decisions

Nos. 78096, 78381, 78382 and 78383, the petitions herein are denied.

The effective date of this order shal“i be 'cwenty' days‘

after the date hereof.

/.

Dated at San Francisco- , Calirornia, this _AJ -
day of __APRIL » 1971.

Commissioners

Comminalonor J P.‘ Ykasin, ‘ |

. 1zin, Jr., defop
‘mpoa:arny absext, d1d not participate
in the disposition of this proceoding.




SUPPLEMENT 9

(Cancels Interim Tariff Supplement and Oxder Ixtending Expiration Dates,
Effoctive December 28, 1970) .

(Supplements & and 9 Contain AlL Changes)

TO

EXCEDTION RATINGS TARIFF 1

CONTAINING
RATINGS AND RULES
WHICH ARE EXCEPTIONS 10 THE
GO:VERNW- CLASSIPXCATION
MPI.I'CABJ’;E TO MINTMUM RATE TARIFPS

MAXING- SPECIFIC REFERENCE THERETO

CANCELLATION NOTXCE

Second R'nviud Page 27-X and the tariff pages referred to therein are canceled
and Second Revised Page 27~X should be remcved from the active tarife,

Decision No.  YR596

ISSUED

Izaved by the
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
State Building, Civiec Center
San Frangisco, California 94102
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, . CANCELS '
EXCEPTION RATINGS TARIPFF 1 QRIGINMAL PACE.cecnesssdd=A' -

SECTION 2-=RATINGS WHIC@ ARE EXCEPTIONS T0 THE GC (Continued) ITEM

(Nmn!:;eru within parentheses irmediately following commodities lhow'm below
refer to such commodities as they are doscribed in the corro-pondinq item
nunbers of the Governing Classification.)

ARTICLES

L%
Pads, sanitary (148960, Sud ).
Any Ouantic r

Minirum Weith 5,000 pounds
Minimum Weight 15,000 pounds, subject to Note

NOTE .~=Minimum weight applies to each unit ¢f carrier’s equipment
used in the transporcation of a asingle shipment. A unit of equipment
includes any motor truck or other self-propelled highway vehicle, trailer,

semi-trailer, or any combination of much highway vehicles operated az a
single unit.

Returned Shipments, viz.: .
Articles refused by consignee may be returned to original -hippcr and to original
point of shipment at one~half of the outhound rate (applicable to quantity returned)

current at time of return movement, subject to ecatablished minimum rate and cha::qc,
only uvpon the follwinq conditions:

gla) When no portion of the shipment has bdeen unloaded from carrier’s oquipmenc at
original billed destination.

(b} ALl charges must hHe prepaid or guaranteed. Shipping order must show reference
to original outhound shipment.

{¢) Goods must be returned over the same route and line as the ord.qiml outbound
movemant.

¢ Change )
bt Pazzgraph {4) and Note eliminated ) Pacision No. 78596

EFFECTIVE’

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

~22eA- | ' T

Correction




