
Decision No. 78596 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the ~~tter o~ the Investigation ) 
into the rates, rulc$, regulations, ) 
charges, allowances and practices ) 
or all common carriers, hi~~way ) 
ca:riers ~~d 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 ) 
limited to, transportation for ) 
wlU,c:b. rates are provided in :.l1n:1.1'llum ) 
Rate Tariff No.2). ) 
----------------------------) ) 

) 
) 

And Related Matters. ) 
) 
) 
) 

---------------------------) 

Case No. 5432"· 
Petition for Modification 

No. 610 
(Filed November'l1, 1970) 
Petitions for Mod1f1cat'1on 

No's. 6l4, 615 and 610 
(Filed December 15·" 1970)' 

Cases Nos. 5435;5441 
and,7858: 

Petitions, for, "Modification 
Nos. 165;" 2'11 and '88., 

respectively' , " ,', ' 
(Piled Noveml:>er'17, 1910) 

(Appearances are shown in Decision No. 1838l) V 

o P ! N ION -- .... -----~ 

Interim Decision No. 78096, dated December 1;, 1970, in 

these proceedings temporarily extended to April 30, 1911, several 

tariff items scheduled to expire Decem~er 31, 1970, upon petition 

of the California Manufacturers Association (C11A) and the Traffic 

l~agers Conference of California (n~C). 

Public haar1ngs on the several petitions hereinwe!"e 

held on a common record before Exam1ner !':a11ory at San Franci$co 

on January 28 and 29" 1911. The matters were submitted subject 

to th~ tiling Of concurrent briers, which have been received. 

DeciSion No. 783$1 of Marcb 3> 1971" :l.:l the::::e proceedingz 
extended the exp1rat!on date of Item 292 or Min1mum P.at'e Tar!f'!: 2 

(Volume Incentive Service) to December 31" 1971" and continued the 
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expiration date of Items 330 and 330.5 of MRT 2 (Carr1ers,Used 

Packages, Second Hand) and comparable items in other m1ni~um rate 

tariffs to September 1, 1971. ~he expiration date of Item 45 or 
l~T 2 (Empty Pallets Returning) previously waz extended to Decem-

oer 31" 1971" oy Decision No. 18069, d.ated Dece:nber 8, 1910" which 
decision also eliminated the expiration date in Item 291 of !1RT 2 

(Empty Package, Carriers, Second Hand). 

The minimum rate tariff items included in the petitions 

herein which were not the subject of prior dec1s,ionz, and thus 

remain for consideration, are the following: 

Background 

Minimum Rate 'l'ar1f'f' 2 

Item 149 - Small Shipment Service 

Item 300 - Packing Requirements 

Exception Ratings Tariff 1 

Item 820 - Returned Shi~ment$ 

For the past several years proceedings have oeen before 

the Commission to effect an orderly transition to the National 

ll'.otor Freight Classifica.tion !'rom the ra.il classification. As a 

result certain rail-oriented rules and ratings in the Comm1ssion's 

minimum rate t~r1ffs have not yet been disposed or and are published 
in theze tariffs with an expiration date. 

Numerous classif1cat1on exception ite~s and rules initially 

wore zu'oj cct to expiration date upon the adoption of :.rational Motor 

Pre1&~t Classification A-10 to replace National Motor Freight A-10 

(Cal) by Decision No. 74310., dated July 28, 1968 (68- Cal. P.U.C. 4J.5), 

1ncluding Item 300 of MR'r 2 and Item 8'20 of ERT 1. Said decision' 
states as follows at page 451: 
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"The eztab11:;hed exceptions arc found.ed on the premize 
that the transportation character1stit:s or conditions 
in California intrastate traffic for the various ar-
ticles involved differ materially from those ex,erienc~d 
elsewhere and observed as the norm in the governing 
classification) or) alternatively, a~e substantially 
similar to the transportation charac~eriztics or 
conditions of other artieles eurr-ently enjoying such 
ratings (Citation). Therefore, it ro210ws th~t when, 
as in the case now before us, a tranz::.tion from ,one 
govern1ng classification to another is conte~plated, 
the. exceptions to the original classificat10n are 
automatically in .jeopardy, insofar as their future 
retention as just and reasonable exceptions to the 
new governing classification 1z conce::-ned.. IT 

Said decision designated Item 300 of MRT 2 and Item 820 

of ERT 1 as temporary exceptions, and found that the eVidence in 
, 

that proceeding did not demon$trate whether said: temporary exceptions 

would be appropriate or just1fied as permanent provisions. The 

decis10n contemplated that the temporary excep~ion$ not be carried 

forward beyond the1r scheduled exp1rl).t1on date unless fully justified. 

based on additional ev1dence to be prezented. to the Commission. 

Item 149 - Small Sh1pment Service - has a different history. 
It originally was proposed by the California. Trucking Association 

(CTA) 1n, the proceeding leading to Dec1sion Ho. 56453'> dated 
,.' ~ 

DeceI:lber~':lO) 1963 (62 Cal. P.U.C. 14). Said pro"/isions initially 

tJlere s;I':~~~~duled to expire June 30, 1965. The charges have been 

extended. ·"(and increased) on a year-to-year basis at the request or 
, .> 

eTA. C?:A failed to seek an extension or the scheduled. expiration 

~.te of: December 31) 1970" resulting in the peti.tions ot CMA and 
T!1C. 

Petitioners seek further extension of the expiration 
dates or the three items. CTA opposes· the further extension of 

said items and urges that the items be allowed to expire. Upon 
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expiration or Item 149 - Small Shipment Service - the higher minimum 
1/ 

charges per shipment ~et forth in Item 150 of ~mT 2 will apply.-

Item 300 - Packing Requirements - prO'/ides that (1) the 

packing requirements of the Classif1cation do not apply ~~d com-

modities may be accepted for transportation in any eontair.~r or 

shipping form which will render the transportat1on of th~ fre1g.~t 

reasonably safe and practieab-le~ and (2) if two or more ratings 

are provid.ed in the Class1f1cation for the same article; subject 

to different packing requirements, the lowest 0'£ such ratings is 
y 

applicable. In the event It,em 300 is allowed to expire (1) the 

~/ Item 149 - Small Shipment Service provides ~ in pa.rt, as fO,llowz: 

Rates provided in this item shall apply only when the shipping 
document is annotated by shipper with the words: flSmall Shipment 
SerVice Requested." By such req,uest" the Shipper agrees to the 
requirements set forth in this item as prerequisite to app11c,a-
t10n of the charges provided herein. Rates 1n this item will 
apply only to prepaic zhipments~ released to a value of 50 cents 
per pound or less per article" weigh1ng not over 500 pounds and 
moving for distances not 1n excess 0''£ 400 eonztructive miles or 
under the provisions of Item 510 (Los Angeles Metropo11tan Area-
San Franc1sco Metropolitan Area class rates). 

Rates in this item w1l1 not apply to: 

1. 
2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 
6. 

Shipments 1ncluding any commodity rated above Class 100; nor 
Shipments weigh1ng less than 100 pounds wh1ch contain more 
than r1ve pieces, or any shipment which contains more than 
five pieces per 100 poun(!.s, or fract·10n thereof, of total 
shipment weight; nor 
Shipments which requ1re temperature control service» C.O.D. 
or order not~ty serVice, or wh1ch have orig1n or destination 
on steamship docks or Oil-well sites·; nor 
Shipments picked up or delivered at private res1dences of' 
retail customers; nor 
Shipments containing personal effects, baggage or used house-
hold goods; nor. 
Sh1pments moving on government '0111 or lading., 

Rates provided in this item do not alternate with other rates and 
charges in this tariff, and rates provided in this item may not 
be used 1n combination with any other rates. 

2/ The prOVisions or Item 300 are not applicable to commodities 
included under the heading "Furniture Group II in the Classif1ea-
tion. 

-4-



C. 5432 Pet. 610 et al. ms 

packing provisions of the Clas~1!1cation will be applicablc~ (2,) 

the lowest rating provided for any package or shipping fo~ will 

no longer be applicable unless the article is in s~Ch pac~age or 

shipping form, and (3) the penalty provisions of the Classificatjon 

for failure to conform to the packing rcqu.1rements ther~in will y 
become applicable. 

Item 820 o~ ER~ 1 provides that articles refused by the 

consignee and returned to the shipper may be transported at one-halt 
the outbound rate) subject to ce~ta1n conditions. If this item is 
allowed to expire l the full rate would apply to returned ~h1pmcnts. !if 
Small Sh1~ment Service 

EVidence in support of the retention or the Small ~h1pment 

Service provisions was presented by witnesses appearing for'Van 

Waters & Rogers> Pacific Gas and Electric Company (PG&E), and Astor 

Truck-Rite~ Inc. A witness for eTA testified in opposition to the, 

1f Rule 423 - ClaSSification of Loose Articles (200 percent penalty) 
and Item 687 - Packing, Or Pac3'.e.g1ng - Noncompliance with (20% 
penalty LTL and 10% penalty TL). 

~I Item 820 - reads, in part> as tollows: 
Returned Shipments) viz.: 

Articles refused by consignee may be returned to original 
shipper and to original point of shipment at one-halr of the 
outbound rate (applicable to quantity returned) current at time 
of return movement, subject to established m1n1m~~ rate and 
Charge) only upon the following conditions: 
(a) 

('0 ) 

(c) 

Cd) 

W.nen actual delivery to consignee has been accomplished, 
articles for return movement properly identified must be 
presented' to carrier Within ten (10) days from dat~ 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 prepaid or guaranteed. Shipp1ng order 
must show reference to original outbound shi~ment. 
Goodz must be returned over the same route and line as the 
or1ginal outbound movement. 
(Omitted) 
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retention of Item 149. The briefs of CMA and the Commission statr 

urge that Item l49 be retained. In its brier, eTA argues that the 

item should be eliminated trom the tariff. 

The evidence in support of retaining the Small Sbipment 
Service rule and charges is as follows: A tran~port3.ti0:'l analyst 

employed by PG&E made an' analysis of the number of highway·common 

carriere participating in the Small Shipment Service items of the 

three principal motor common carrier tariffs, as compared with the 

total number ot carriers participating. in said tariffs. His 

~~alYS13 showed that in Western Motor Tariff Bureau Tarifr No. 111, 

23 percent of the carriers participated in the SmallSh1pment Service 

item in that tariff; in Pacific !~otor Tariff Bureau Tariff No. 16, 

28 percent of the carriers participated in a similar item; and 1n 

?acific Coast Tar1ft Bureau Tariff No. l6, 80 percent of the car-

riers partiCipated in a like item. The witness concluded from this 

analysis that many highway common carriers are willing to, transport 

property at the Small Shipment Serv1ce rates. The Witness .also 

testified that PG&E re~uests Small Shipment Service on a large 

quantity or its shipments) and that cancellation of the Small Ship-

ment Service provisions would. increase PG&E's freight charges, 'by 

approximately $157000 annually. 

The Area Traffic Manager of Van Waters & Rogers, a chemical 
manufaeturing an~ sales company, testified that said company made. 

over 4,800 shipments in 1970 which were subject to the Small Sh1pment 

,Se:rovice provisionsj 47 percent ot said shipments were from its 

Erisbane plant and 53 percent from its Los Angeles plant; and that 

it the Sma:'l Shipment Service provisions are deleted t the company's 

freight charges will 'be increased, by more than $6,.100 annually. 
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The owner of Astor Truck-Rite Inc. J a highway common 

carrier serving the Ifletropolitan Los Angeles AreaJ- testified that 

in the period. between December 28 .. 1970 and January 26, 1971, said 

carrier issued 5,.,119 billings of which 1,505 'oi1l1ngs or·27.4 

percent,., and. 16.7 percent of total revenues, were from Small Shipment 

Service. The witness indicated. that he believed the charges for 

Small Shipment Service are cornpensatory and that said tariff 

provisions should be retained. 

~TA's Director of its Division of Transportation EconomiCs 

?resented an eXhibit designed to show that the current costs of 

handling sl':1all shipments exceed the charges prOVided in Item 149-

of ~mT 2. This witness testitied. that the provisions of Item 149 
were initially proposed by CTA at the request of the Northern 

California Shippers League, and said provisions were developed to 

enco~age shippers to do things that would reduce the cost or 

hana.ling small Shipments. The w1'cness averred that the requirements 

of the item have failed to produce any overall re~uction1n carriers' 

costs of handling small shipments. The witness stated that, for 
the foregoing reasons, the majority of highway common carriers 

engagecl 1n handling less-truckload shipments have cancelled Small 

Shipment Service tariff provisions. 

The testimony with respect to Small Shipment Service'" is 

conflicting. A key conziQeration herein is whether suff1c1ent cost 

sav1ngz result from the restrictions in Item 149 to offset the re-
duction 1n revenues resulting from the lower rates in that item. The 

cost evidence prese~ted by eTA is not $pecifical!y ~ddre$sed to- th1~ 

question, as said cozts are bottomed on performa~ce data accumulated 

prior to the advent of the Small Shipment Serv1<:e item; thus such 
. ,N, '. costs cover all shipments in the weight '·group involved and 3.re not 
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restricte~ to shipments handled under the service conditions imposed 

oy Item l49. eTA's witness test1fied that said service conditions 

do not redound in cost savings to carr1ersjO inasmuch as most of the 

conditions in the item are met by shippers in connection with their 

usual methode ot tendering small shipments to high~ay carriers. 

It is generally recogn~zed that the preponderance of less-

~rucl<load traffic is handled oy highway cornmon carriers (as opposed 

to highway permit carriers). The record shows that Small Shipment 
Service rates are not attraetive to h1ghway common carriers, as 

indicated oy the number of carriers which do not partiCipate in 

tariff items containing saici rates. Also two of the three highway 

common carrier tarifts used as examples herein contain higher charges 

tor Shipments transported 300 miles and over than the minimum rates 
in I-eem 149 of MRT 2. 

The record does not show that ~he Small Shipment Service 
provisions in Item 149 of I1RT 2 have provided the cost savings 

contemplated at the time the item was initially proposed. The rates 

provided in the item are oelow the full average costs applicable to 

the handline of all sh1pments in the weight groups involved. Deci-

s10n No. 66453, supra> indicated that it was the Commission "$ 

intention to est~blish cost-oriented rates; that is, all rates> to 

the extent POSSible, should cover the relate4 full cos~s or providing 
service. It was not the Commission'S intent that any large amount 

ot traffic would oe carried below such costs, thus relying upon other 

traftic to make carr1ers whole. Therefore> the Small Shipment Service 
provisions Shoulcl be allowed to expire. 
Packing Regu!rements 

Evidence supporting retention ot the provisions of Item 

300 or .1RT 2, the so-called L1beralized Packing Rule, was presented 
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by a traffic consultant testifying on behalf of CMA" a.n<i oy the 

traff1c manager of Foremost Foods Company. The witnesses stated 

that the strict packing rules or the Classification are not neees-

ordinary handling in connection with truck shipments, and, no' need 

appears for shippers to conform strictly to the pacl<ag1ng 1n the 

Classificat1on. Furthermore, the witness for Foremost stated that 

continuation of the rule is necessary because certain dairy foods 

are shipped 1n containers not provided for in the Classif1cat1on~z 

packaging requirements. These witnesses also testified that the 

present system worKS well and there is no apparent need to change 

it. 

CTA's ~litnes$ testified. 1l'l opposition to the retention 

of the Liberalized Packin~ Rule. The witness 'stated that the rule 

was initially introduced into the Commission's minimum rate tariffs 

because the packing requirements in the rail-oriented Classification 

originally adopted by the Commission were too stringent for truck 

shipments. ~he Commission suo$equently adopted a truek-or1ented 

Classification to govern 1ts class-rate tariffs. The latter 

Classification contains packing requirements specifically designed 

for truck transportation. Said Classification applies·on a nation-

wide baSiS, and shippers mOVing, truck traffic. intrastate in most 

states and all interstate shippers must comply with the packing 

requirements of the current Classification. The great'major1tyof 

Shippers located 1n Caliro::-r..ia zh:i.p both 1:lter::tate and intraztate; 

such shippers would not find it practical to pack their goods d1:-

ferently tor intrastate shipment$ than tor interstate zhipments; , 
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tl'lerefore, it can be inferred that most California shippers now 

conform to Classification packing requirements. The witness also 

indicated that packages not conforming to the specific packing. 

requirements of the Classification tray be shipped subject to the 

penalty provisions or that tariff. 

This CommisSion has iterated in its decisions that pro-

visions of the ~ational Classification should govern Ca11fornia 

intrastate truck shipments of general commodities unless it can 

be shown that transportation cond1tions with1n California are 

materially different than those encountered elsewhere. (Decision 

No .. 74310, 68 Cal. P .. U.C. 445, 457 and DeciSion No .. 65639, 6·1 Cal .. 

P.U.C. 162.) It has not been shown on this record that current 

transportation conaitions Within California with respect to the 

need for, and the ability to comply with". C1assif1cat·ionpa,ck1ng .' . 

requ~rements are materiallY'different than those encountered 

nationally; therefore,~here is no baSis for continuation of excep-

tions to the requirements of the current Classification as set rorth 

in the Liberalized Packing Rule in Item 300 or MRT 2. 21 

EVidence was presented "oy witnesses appearing for IBM 
and Xerox with respect to transportation of uncrated busine$~ 

machines by carriers specializing in the handling of this traffic .. 

The testimony indicates that a spec1al situat10n exists in con-

nection with such transportation. Subse~uent to the $u~miss1on 

or the proceeding herein petitions were tiled by 1m·l and Xerox 

seeking the establishment of ~~ exception to the Classification 

--------------------~----------.-------------------------------
2! The Liberalized Packing Rule provisions in other minimum rate 

ta.r1ffs °l1ere no't SOUgl"lt to 'be extended by the petition:: herein .. 
ThUS, such provisions in MRT l-B) :~T 19, r1RT 5 and ~~T 9-B 
expired December 31, 1970. 
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6/ 
packing provisions with respect to s.uch transportation. - Said 

pet1tions w11l be decided. 1n a zeparate opinion and order. 
Returned Shipments 

Te~timony with respect to retention or Item 820 ot ERT 1 

was presented by the aforementioned traffic consultant and by 

traff1c representatives appearing for Fibreboard Corporation and 

CertainTeed Products Corporation. The witness for F1breboard 

proposed that said item be amended by cancelling the portions 

thereof wh1ch permit return of shipments with1n a ten-day period 

after tender for de11very~ and the substitution of a requirement 

that the rule would. apply only when the shipment has not been 

unloadea from the carrier's equ1pment at original billed destinat1on. 

The w1tnesses outlined several situat10ns where1n shipments are 

not accepted at the b1l1ed destinat10n and are returned. 

CTA opposed the retent10n of the Returned Shipment rule" 

as it contends that the half-rate for a return move provides revenues 

less than the costs of returning the sh1pment. CTA urged that 

1f the rule is retained 1t be 1im1ted to truckload shipments. The 

latter proposal was opposed by the shipper w1tnesses. 

The Returned Sh1pment rule 1s a carryover from an exce~t1on 
,r ~ .. e' . ,- ..... 

to the ra1l Classif1cation. The ten-day return period apparently 

was des1gned to f1t cond1t1ons found in ra1l transportation. A 

restriction tl~at the sh1pment not be unloaded 1f it is to· enjoy 
the half-rate for a return movement more nearly fits conditions' 

§! Pet1tions 630, 174, 142~ 223, 5 and 94 in Cases Nos. 5432, 5435, 
5439, 5441> 6322 and 7858, filed February 22'~ 1971)l by Inter-
national Bus1ness ~1aeh!.nec Corporation (I:S~1); ar:.d Petit10ns 
Nos. 632,. 176~ 143, 225, 6 and 95 1n C~ses :~oo. 5432) 5435., 5l;39~ 
5441, 6322 and 785'8~ filed February 26~ 1971, by Xerox Corpora-
tion (Xerox). . 
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encountered in connection with truck movements. The record shows 

that there is a cont1n~al use of these tariff provisions, and there 

are certain cost $av1ng~ to the carrier 11" the Shipment is not 

removed. from the truck at the original destination. It appears that 

the rule, with the proposed modification discussed above, will be 
reasonable and should be retained. 
Findings 

The Commission finds as follows: 

1. Item 149 of MRT 2 (Small Sh1pment Serv1ce)prov1des charges 

which are less than the minimum charges prov1ded in Item 150 of 

11RT 2. Small Shipment Service is subject to several conditions and 

restrictions de~igned 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 r~sult in e:f'ficiencies 

which lower carrier operating costs below the average costs of 

handling all small shipments 1n the same weight group. Tbe average 

costs of record for said weight group exceed the charges in Item 

149. It has not been shown that the chargee provid.ed in Item 149 

Will be just, reasonable and nond1ser1min~tory. 

2. Item 300 ot ~mT 2 (Packing Requirements) was included in 
Highway Carriers' Tarifr No. 2 (predecessor to l~T 2) when said 

tariff was originally established (the original tariff was erfec,tive 

August 7> 1939). Highway Carriers' Tar1!'! No. 2 initially, was, 

governed by the Western Classifieation and by the Pacific Southcoast 

Preight Bureau Exception Sheet No.1 (series), both pub11zhed by 

the railroado. Item 300 w~s included !n the minimum rate tariff 

l::>ecauze the Comm1ss1on deemed that packag1ng rcq\l1rcrtents app!'opri~te 

to rail transportation were more restrictive than those reason~ly 
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a: . ·w 

required for truck transportation. The rail-oriented Western 

Classification has been replaced by the National Motor Freight 

Classification, and the PSFB Exception Sheet has been replaced 

by the Commizsion's Exception Ratings Tariff 1- Decision 

No. 74310 (supra) Which initially adopted the National i"!otor 

Freight Classification> placed several tariff exception items 

in jeop~dy by subject1ng such items to an expiration date (including 

Item 300 of r.1RT 2). Decision No. 74310 found that if said items 

were to be continued beyond the1r scheduled expiration date, 

the provisions of the items must be fully justified. The record 

in this proceeding contains no justification for continuing Item 

300 beyond its scheduled expiration date. The record further 

ine1cates that transportation conditions in California (except 

with respect to business machines) are not materially different 

than those generally encountered nationally, thus the national 

packaging provisions ShOllld also be applicable in California. 

3. A special Situation ex1~ts with respect to package require-

ments tor certain business machines. Separate petitions have been 
,. 

filed oy IBM and. Xerox w1th rezpect to packing requirements for 
I 

business machines. 

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

ERT 1 from the PSFB Except ion Sheet. The origin or the PSF'B Excep-

tion Sheet item antedates the initial establishment ot min1mum 

rates by this Commizsion. Item 820 was designed to fit conditions 

encountered in connection with rail traffic. The modifications 

proposed herein are designed to fit the provisions of said item to 

conditions encountered in truck transportation. The record zhows 

that said item has been and will continue to be used by shipper$ 

when delivery cannot be errected. It also shows that direct return 
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of shipments Without the necessity of unloading and reloading at 

original billed destination will provide cost savings to carriers. 

With the modifications proposed, the prov13ions or Item 820 of 

ERT 1 will result j~ just~ reasonaole anQ nondiscriminatory 

minimum rates and charges~ and to the extent that said revised 

provisions result in increase8, such increases are justified. 
Conclusions 

The Commission concludes that: 

1. Item 820 of ERT 1 (Returned Shipments» with the ~od1ri­

cations discussed in the precedingopin10n> should be permanently 

estab11~hed without an expiration date. 
" : 

Z_ Items 149 (Small Shipment, Service) and 300 (Packing 

Requirements) of ~4RT 2 should be allowed to expire .. 

3. The 1ssues with respect to packing requirements for certain 

business mach1nes should. be decided in Petitions !Jos. 6,30 and. 632>, 
et ale 

4. To the extent not granted herein or in DeCisions Nos .. 
78096 1 783811 78382 and 18383, the petitions herein should be denied. 

o R D E R -.-. - -. ..... -.. 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Exception Ratings Tariff 1 (Appendix A to Decision 
\ 

No. 06195~ as amended) is further amended by incorporating therein, 

to become effective June 51 1971, Supplement 9 and First Revised 

Page 22-A, attached hereto and by th1~ reference made a part hereof. 

2. Comcon carriers subject to the PubliC Utilities Act, ~o 

the extent that tl'ley are subj cct also 'to Decision No. 66195, as 

amended, are hereoy directed to establish in their 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 ~e, made effect1ve 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 such tariff publications shall be made effective not later 

than June 5, 1971; tariff publications which are, authorized 'out 

not required to be made by common carr1ers as a result of t,he 

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 daye' notice to the Commission and to the 

public if filed not later th:ln sixty days after the effective date 

or the minimum rate tariff pages incorporat~d in this· order. 

4.. COI'lll'llOn carriers, in establishing and maintaining the 

ratinGS authorized here1na'bove, are hereby authorized to depart 

from the provisions of Section 460 0-: the PubliC U~11it1es Code to 

the extent necessary to adjust long- and short-haul departures now 

maintained under outstanding authorizations; such outstanding 

authorizations are hereby mod1fied only to the extent necessary' 

to comply with this order; and schedules eonta!ning the ratings 

:published u.."J.de:- this authority shall make reference to tne prior 

orders authorizing long- ~~d zhort-haul departures and to this 

order. 

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

Shall :-ema!n in full force and effect. 
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6. To the extent not granted by thi,s order or in Decisions 

Nos. 78096, 78381" 78;382 and 78383', the petitions herein are denied. 

The effect1ve date of this order shall ~e twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at ______ ~Sm~.~FMm~~~~o_· ____ ) California, this 

day of ____ A_P_R_1L~ __ , 1971. 

c: 
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(cancel. Xnt.r1m Tar1tt Supplem.nt and O%~.r Extending EXpiration Oat •• , 
p;tt.et1ve :December ~8, 1970), . 

(Suppl.ment. S 4n4 9 Cont.1ft All Chaoq •• ) 

'1'0 

!:Xa:nXON :MTImS T~ 1 

CON'l'~ 

AA'l'XNQS ANJ) ~ 
r 

WHICH AAE EXCEP'l'XONS 'I'O 'l'BE 
" 

GOVERNING, a.ASSX1"XeA1'XON 
, 

APPX.XCNJX.! '1'0 MXN'DtCM AATE TAKl.'t'PS . 
~ sncxnc R!FERENa 'l'HERJl:'1'O .. . 

. . 

CANC'l'!%.t..A'l'XONNO'l'XCE 

Secon~ Revi~ PA9. 27-X and the tar1tt paq.. :c'.f.X'r~ 1;0 eller-in ar. cancel~ 
and. Secon~ ltevisec! Pag'e 27-X alloul~ :be :cemov~ from the active tarltf. 

2)eca~n No. 78596 
XSS'aED 

x •• u~ by the 
P'aBX.XC 'O'1'Xx.XTXl!!S COMMXSS:Z:ON OJ! ':HZ STA'l"l!: OJ! OLXPORNXA 

State Bu1141Dq~ Civic Center 
San Francisco, ca11!orn1a 94102 



l!XCEP'l':tON RATINGS TAR1.PF 1 

SECTION' 2--RA'1'XNOS WHICH ARE EXe:r:P'l'XONS '1'0 THE C<: (Condnued) 

(N~~8 w1~h~n parentheses 1mmed~t.ly following cOmmodities shown ~low 
~.ter to such commoditi.. as they aro do.cr~4 in the corro.ponding 1tom 
numbers of the Govern:l.nt] el ... ificat:l.on.) 

LTL Tt. 

Any Ouantity-------~-------------------~-----------~--------------.----- 150 M1nim\W W'e:i.c1ht S, 000 pound.-------.. ----.. ----------...... ------.. ----------... 12·5 
M.i.nimum WO$.9ht 15,000 pounds, .ul:Ijeet to Note----------------...... -------- 92" 755 
NorE.--M1ntm~we19ht applies to each u~it of carrier'. equipment 

used i~ the tra~.portat1On ot a .in910 shipment. A unit of .qu:l.pme~t 
include. any mo~or truck or other .elt-propelled hi9hway vehicle, trailer, 
semi-trailer, or any com))wtion ot suCh hi9hwAy whicle.* operet.d .. a 
dn9'l. ~it. 

Ret~ned Shipme~t •• viz.: . 
Articles refused ~ con.19fte.·may be returned to·ori9inal shipper and to ori9inal 

point of shipment at one-half of the outbound rate (applic.b~o to· quantity roturn.d) 
cur~ent a1: t1me of ::eturn movement, subject to cstablished m:l.nimwn rat. and chartze, 
only upon tho follow1n9' conditional 

,s{a) When no port1on of tho shipment hu b4en unloaded from car~:l.er'·. equipmont at 
ori91nal b~lled 4e8tinat~on. 

(b) All charqea must be prepa~d or guarante.d. Shipping order must shQw'reference 
to or1q~l outbound shipment. 

(c) G~ must be returned OYO~ the .ame route and l:l.ne a. 1:he or~1nal.outbound 
movement • 

...... 
... ... 

78596 
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ISSUED BY THE puauc UTIUTIES COMMISSION OF THE STArt OF CAUFORNIA, :'. 
Corroct1on SAri FRANCISCO,., CAUFORNIA.·, 


