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Decision No. _7_8_9_1_5 __ 

BEFORE mE PUBLIC tr.t'ILITIES COMMISSION OF tHE STATE OF· CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Investigation ) 
into the rates, rules, regulations, i 
charges, allowances and practices 
of all common carriers, highway 
carriers and city carriers relating 
to the transportation of any and 
all commodities between and within 
all points and places in the State 
of California (including, but not 
limited to, transportation for 
which rates are provided in Min1mtml 
Rate Tariff No.2). 

And Related Matters 

Case No. 5432 
Order Setting Hearing No. 604 

(Filed October 20, 1970) 
Petition for MOdification 

No. 618 
(Filed December 18, 1970) 

cases Nos,. 5435,,'5439, 5441""~;,_~,,~ 
Orders Setti'ngBeartng, ' '.-

Nos. 162 129 208-', , 
(Filed Oceob~"ZO, 1970), , 

Petitions forMoci:tfic:~tiO'a 
Nos. 168,;,~"134' 215, : 

(Filed Deeember lla.,. 1970), 

(For List of Appearances see Appendix A) 

OPINION ... ~--------
Orders Setting Hearing in Case No. 5432 (OSH 604) et a1. 

were issued due to alleged conflicts between the wording contained 
in Item 997 of the National MOtor Freight Classification A-ll 

(NMFC A-ll) and the prOvisions contained in certain of the Commis-

sion's minim.~ rate tariffs which define the extent said tariffs 

are governed by NMFC A-ll. •. 1 '!he petitions of the california trucking 

1 !he minimum rate Ulriffs, involved ar¢MR.T 2 (Item 280), MRT l-B 
(Item 100), MR:! 9-B- (Item 80), and MR.T 19 (Item 70) .'Effective 
April 24, 1971, 'MRX 5 ~etropolitan Los Angeles Drayage Area) w~s 
canceled by Decisions Nos. 78264 and 78266·, elated February 2, 
1971, in Cases Nos. 6322 and 5435; respectively. (See also re~ 
lated Decision No. 78472 of March"t22, 1971, in Case No. 6322.) 
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Association (CTA) filed in Case No. 5432 (petition'for'Modification 
r ,f 

No. 618) et ale were filed as an alternative to CTA's Petition to 

Broaden Issues and Expand Scope of OSH 604 'et al. Petition 618 et 

ale seeks establishment of a tariff rule providing that volume or 
truckload rates) subject to prescribed minimum weights, shall apply 
"pcr unit of carrier's equipment used" rather than on the present 

"per shipment" basis. 

Public hearings were held before Examiner Gagnon at San 
Francisco on January 13, 1971 and at Los Angeles on March 3 and 4, 
1971. !he Commission's Orders Setting Hearing and CTA's several 

petitions were all heard on a common record. The matters were sub-

mitted subject to the filing of concurrent briefs which have been 
received. 

On F.ebruary 2S) 1971, the California Manufacturers Associa-

tion filed a motion to dismiss Petition 618 et ale without the re-
ceipt of further evidence and requested the Commission to make a 
final determination of these proceedings adverse to petitioner. At 

the March 3, 1971 Los Angeles hearing the presiding Examiner denied 

that part of the motion which would have Petition 618 et ale termi-
nated; whereas ruling on the remainder of the motion to dismiss 
seeking ultimate denial of C:A's overall rate proposal was taken 
under submission for final determination by the Comission". l'he 

motion to dismiss Petition 618 et .'11. was supported by the Traffic 

Managers' Conference of california and the Office of Traffic Manage-

ment, General Services Administration, State of California. Numerous 
other shipper interests and several highway carriers opposed the' 
CTArs suggested tariff proposal. The CommiSSion's Transportation 

Division st:aff also recoxcmends that Petition 618 et 031. be denied. 
Except for the overall expression of dissatisfaetion by the etA, the 
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tariff proposal presented by the Commission staff in OSH 604 et al. 
received the general support of the parties. 

Case No. 5432 (OSH) et ale 

!he National Motor Freight Classification was initially 

adopted" effective September 1, 1968, as the governing classifica-
tion for Minimum Rate Tariff 2 by. Decision No. 74310'(68 Cal. F.U.C. 
445). Similar action was taken in connection with the CommiSSion's 

drayage tariffs 'OMRT l-B, 5, 9-S and 19) by Decision No. 74449~ 

dated July 23, ·1968, in Case No. 7858 (Petition 40) et al." .and 

related companion decisions. !he adoption of the National Motor 

Freight Classification is limited to the extent provided in the 

respective tariffs involved. For example" Item 280 of MRT 2 states 
that "This tariff is subject to the follOwing rules (items) only of 

Goverc.ing Classification: ' ••••• 997 (Table A). ,,2 

The application of truckload class ratings named in the 
National Motor Freight Classification, as the governing ratings for 

the minimum truckload class rate scales" required the publication 

of a tariff rule in the minimum rate tariffs which" among other 

things" sets out the scope of application of Item 997 of the Covern-
ing Classification. Such action was necessary, in the first instance, 
because the individual truckload class ratings named in the classifi-

cation make reference to a minimum weight factor only. The actual 

minimum weights provided for such weight factors were originally 

listed in Section 3 (Tables A or B) of Item 997 of the Governing 
Classification. For purposes of minimum class rate construction, 

it was only necessary to make reference to Table A of Item 997 of 
the classification in order to provide an appropriate basis for 

dC1:erraining the proper minimum weight for a tr1.lckload class rating 

Z References here1U to Minimum &ate Tar£ff Z apply equaIly to the 
other minimum rate tariffs ~T l-B, 9-3 and 19). 
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published elsewhere in the classification for any given commodity.3 

Sections 1 and 2 of Item 997 of the classification were previously 

determined to be not appropriate for minimum class rates in Cali-

fornia. It was, therefore, excluded when the predecessor (NMFC A-10) 
to the current Governing Classification (NMFC A-ll) was originally 
adopted pursuant to Decision No. 74310. the minimum rate tariff 
publ~cation employed to reflect the aforementioned restricted appli-

cations of Item 997 of the Governing Classification is apparently 
not clear or uniformly understood by all parties. Accordingly, the 
Commission staff recommends that the minimum tariff items governing 
the application of the Classification's Item 997 be clarified. 

By Decision No. 77279, <Ulted June 3, 1970, in Application 

No. 51888, and Case No. 5432 (Petition 586) et, al., the National 
Motor Freight Traffic Association, Inc., Agent, was authorized to 
publish in Supplement 2 of NMFC A-ll, on behalf of participat~ 

California common carriers, numerous changes in class ratings and 
other classification provisions. Said decision concurrently adopted 
such classification changes to govern the Commission's minimum rates 
to the extent authorized in the various minimum rate tariffs. 
Included in Supplement 2 of NMFC A-ll was the follOwing revision of 
Section 1, Item 997 of the classification: 

"Sec. 1. The minimum. weight factors named in con-
nection with the individual descriptions and classes 
herein apply as set forth in Sec. 3 of this rule. 
The minimum. weights assigned to minimum weight fac-
tors eo-net-necesea%i:y-ref=eet-cem~lete ~cilizatioa 
ef-tae-f~l: eueie eapaeiey-o£ veaieles~ and 3?glI 
per vehiCleS not less than 30 feet in length? ut 
are not to e construed as afxorai~g Shippers 4 
the exclusive use of such ~al!t:I:.'l:ly ii:led vehicles." 

3 Section 2 ana Table B ot Section 3 of item 9~7 of m~c A-II nav-
ing been previously canceled, only Section 1 and Section 3 (Table 
of Minimum Weights) is pertinent to this proceeding. 

4 "Strikeover" indicates deletion. 
"Underscoring" indicates addition. 
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The Commission's Transportation Division s~ff advises 

that the new wording of Section 1, Item 997 of NMFC A-ll noted above 

has prompted many inquiries, inasmuch as the truckload minimum 
weights applicable in connection with class rates named in the 

Commission's minimum rate tariffs have been assessed on a per ship-
ment basis, regardless of the number of vehicles used in connection 
with any given shipment. Attention is also directed to the fact 

that the revised provisions of Section 1, Item 997 of NMFC A-ll is 
incompatible with various existing provisions of the Commission's 
minimum rate tariffs.5 Several shippers have informed the Com=ission 

by letter that the minimum r",te tariff reference to :i:tem 997 

(Table A) of NMFC A-ll restricts, in their opinion, the application 

of said item to Section 3 thereof. On the other band, there" is the 

position, such as taken by the California Trucking Association, 
that both Sections 1 and 3 of Item 997 of the classification governs 

the minimum rate tariffs presently making reference to" Item "997 

(Table A) .. " 
The Commission staff is of the opinion that the present 

application of Item 997 of NMFC A-ll is not clear. The staff 

believes that the chief reason for the existing uncertainty as to 
whether Section 1 of Item 997 of NMFC A-ll a~tually governs the 

several minimum rate tariffs is the questionable way in which the 

tariffs refer to Item 997, Table A. To correct such tar~ff ambiguity 

the staff concludes that the interests of all concerned would best 
be servadby making it clea:e;',t:3lat the minimum rate tariffs are only 

subject to the provisions of Section 3 of Item 99i of the Governing 

Classification. 'Xo a c com:;> 1 ish this objective the staff recommends 

5 For exampl~, in MRT 2, Item 85 (Shipments Transported in Multiple 
Lots); Item 292 (Volume Incentive Rates), and Items 200-240 
Series (Alternative Application of Common Carrier Rates). 
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that the reference to Item 997 in each of the minimum rate tariffs 

be amended to read "997 (Section 3· only)", as shown in the a.ppendix 

attached to staff Exhibit 1. 
the Califorr~a Trucking Association takes the view that 

the staff's rate proposal fails to come to grips with the real issue 
involved. The CtA would argue that the application of Section 1, 
Item 997 of NMFC A-ll in conjunction with the several minfmum rate 

tariffs was previously authorized by Decision No. 77279. If, how-

ever, there is a question as to the scope of application of 

Section 1, Item 997 of the classification, both as to minimum class 

and/or commodity rates, the etA, in Petition 618 et a1., presents a 

minimum rate concept as an alternative to or supplement of the 

staff's rate proposal. 
It is inconceivable that anyone would assume or suggest 

that this CommiSSion, without benefit of substantial factual evi-

dence adduced at formal public hearings, would issue an ex parte 

order ~hich would turn the Commission's minimum class ~nd commodity 
rates about so that the minimum weights prescribed for such rates 

would apply on a per shipment per unit of carrier's equipment util-

ized basis, in lieu of the established per shipment basis for deter-
mining freight charges; thereby granting one of the greatest, if 

not the greatest, rate increases in the history of the Commission's 

minimum rate program. AsSuming arguendo that Decision No. 77279 
did, in fact, authorize for minimum rate determination the applica-
tion and/or revision of Section 1, Item 997, of NMFC A-ll, one can 
only be drawn to the tortured conclusion that the Commission was 
misled by the justification submitted in Applic~tion No. 51888.6 

5 Exfiibit B attached to Appll.cation No. 5188'S states tliat the pro-
posed revision of Item 997, NMFC A-ll was If ••• for tariff clari-
fication and simplification to assure proper application of the 
tariff prOviSions, which changed description could result in both 
an increase and a reduetion. 
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If such be the ease, the error should be corrected forthwith. It 

is clear, ho~ver, that Section 1 of Item 997, having no application 

:ion connection with the minimum rates involved, Decision No. 77279 

was not concerned the~ewith. 

The Commission scaff suggested revision of the existing 

minimum. rate tariff reference from Item "997 (Table A)" to 

"997 (Section 3 only)" will, if adopted, put to- rest the .alleged 
existing tariff ambiguity without affecting the scope of application 

of said classification provision insofar as the Commission's m1nim~ 

rate tariffs are concerned. !he staff rate proposal should be 

incorporated into the Commission's various minimum rate tariffs 
involved. 

Case No. 5432 (Petition 618) etal. 

The California Trucking Association suggests the following 
rate concept for Commission consideration and subsequent tmplemen-

tation into its minimum rate structure as an alternative or supple-

ment to the staff rate proposal: 

Application of Rates S,!bject to 
Minimum weights 

'~en the application of any rate named in this 
tariff is conditioned upon the assessment of 
charges based upon a specified minimum weight, 
charges shall be assessed on actual weight 
tendered, su~ject to a minimum charge of the 
specified minimum weight per unit of carrier's 
equipment utilized." (Exhibit 23.) 

In justification of the above rate concept, as a basis 
for implementing the provisions of Section 1, It~ 997 of NMFC A~ll 

or the establishment of like provisions in the minimum rate ta~iffs, 

the Director for C!A:s Di,r.ision 0: Transpor~ation Economies presented 
~ picto:ial sketch (Exhibit 4) plus suppo~ting or3l testimony. The 

exhibit assertedly outlines three prevailing circumstances in the 

transportation of a shipment subject to truckload rates. For 
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purposes of demonstration, the director assumed three 36,000-pound 
straight truckload shipments, each producing freight revenue of $150. 

The director explains that the problem involved is not limited to 

the examples shown no= confined to truckoad lots. In the first 
example, 36,000 pounds of Commodity A is loaded into a single unit 
of carrier's equipment, producing revenues per shipment and per unit 

of eqUipment used of $150. In Examples 2 and 3, the exhibit indi-

cates that the truckload shipments of Commodities :s. and C were 
required to be loaded in two and three units of carrier's equipment, 

respectively, due to the alleged density characteristics of the two 

commodities involved. The C~ official points out that, in the 
~bsence of the governing provisions of Section l, Item 997 :of 

NMFC A-ll, the revenue per unit of equipment used in Example 2 
(Commodity B) and Example 3 (Commodity C) is reduced" from $150 to 
$75 and $50, respectively. The impact of such circumstances, the 

CTA witness explains, is apparent. The per-unit revenue has b'een 
reduced two-thirds while the expense to the carrier has remained 

constant. From eTA's Exhibit 4, the director advances the conclu-

sion that, in the absence of the governing provisions such as pro-
vided in either Section 1 of Item 997 of NMFC A-ll or the tariff 
concept proposed in Petition 618 et al., the established minfmum 

rate tariff proviSions create absurdities such as demonstrated in 

CTA's Exhibit 4 which were not contemplated or intended • . 
The oral testimony presented in support of eTA's rate proposal con-
sisted primarily of an elaboration upon the following major allega-
tions: 

1. The truckload ratin~s, includi~g the ~inimum 
weight factors publ~shed in connection th~rewith 
are constructed on a "per trucI(load per unit of ' 
equipment used" basis .. 
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2. The cost data underlying the Commission's mini-
mum truckload class rate structure is predicated 
upon a "per truckload per un~t of equipment used" 
basis .. 

3.. The minimum truckload class rate structure should 
reflect the same per truckload basis employed in 
the underlying supporting cost data and the re-
lated class ratings. 
While no issue is taken at this time with the director's 

allegations per se, we do not subscribe to or accept the over sim-

plification or generalizations thereof nor to the suggested solutions 

to the allegations advanced by the CIA's witness. If the etA's evi-
dence offered in this proceeding were to be characterized by its 

most singular feature, it would be the absence of factual probative 

evidence, on the one haud, and the overabundance of opinion tes~i­

mony, drawn from the fund of knowledge of a single witness, on the 

other hand. Here again it is inconceivable that anyone would pro-

mote the possibility of this Commission drastically overhauling its 
established minimum rate program, in such a manner as to result in 

increases in freight charges averaging some 30-60 percent, without 

compelling factual evidence adduced at public hearing in justifica~. 

tiotl. therefor. 
The evidence, or lack thereof, relative to the etA's rate 

proposals in this proceeding compels a finding that petitioner has 

failed in its burden of proof as to the merits of its sought relief. 
Accordingly, the recommendations of protestant shippers, several 

highway carrier representatives and the Commission's Transportation 
staff, that ClA's pleadings in Case No. 5432 (Petition 61S) et al. 

be denied, have considerable merit. 
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Findings and Conclusions 

The Commission finds that: 

1. The National Motor Freight Classification A-ll is the 
governing classification for the Commission's Minimum Rate Tariffs 
l-B, 2, 9-B and 19 to the extent provided in said individual tariffs •. 

2. Item 997 (currently 997-B) of National Motor Freight Clas-

sification A-ll contains the basis for determining the mintmum 

we~ght applicable to each minimum weight factor named in connection 

with the individual commodity descriptions and class ratings set 
forth in the governing classification. 

3. The Commission's several minimum rate tariffs involved 

in this proceeding are governed by Section 3 only of Item 997-B of 
the governing classification. Sections 1 and 2' of said classifica-

tion item do not govern the application of the Commission's various 
minim~ rate tariffs. 

4. The scope or extent to which the provisions of Item 997-B 

of the National Motor Freight Classification A-ll govern the mini-

mum rate tariffs under the existing rules contained in said tariffs 

is not clear and is in need of clarification. The tariff re~lsions 
p:oposed by the Commission's staff in Case No. 5432 (OSH 604) et ale 
will, if adopted, provide the tariff clarification shown to· b~ 
necessary in this proceeding. 

S. The tariff clarification proposed by the staff will not 
result in any increase and/or decrease in the existing level of 
:nini:num. rates and has been shown to be justified. 

6. The alternative rate proposals of the California Trucking 
Associa'tion 1:-..ave :lot been sho'Wn to be either necessary, desireble or 

othc'rWise justified by transportation conditions .• 
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The Commission concludes that: 

1. The tariff revisions proposed by the COmmission's Trans-

portation Division staff in Case No. 5432 (OSH 604) et ale should be 

adopted and that Minimum Rate Tariffs l-B, 2, 9-B and 19 should be 

amended accordingly. 

2. '!he California 'I'rucking Association alternative rate pro-

posals in Case No. 5432 (OSR 604 and Petition 618) et 091. should not" 

be authorized. 

3. The California Trucking Association petitions in Case 

No. 5432 (Petition 618) et a1. should be denied. 

IT IS ORDERED tba t : 

1. Minimtml Rate Tariff 2 (Appendix D of Decision No. 31606, 

as amended) is further ~ended by incorporating therein, to become 

effective August 21, 1971, Fifteenth Revised Page 29, attached 

hereto and by this reference made a part hereof. 

2. Minimum Rate Tariff l-:S (Appendix B of Decision No.65834, 

as amended) is further amended by incorporating therein, to become 

effective August 21, 1971, Fifth Revised Page lS-A, attached hereto 
and by this reference ~de a part hereof. 

3. Minimum Rate Tariff 9-B (Appendix A of Decision No. 67766, 
as amended) is further amended by incorporating therein, to become 

effective August 21, 1971, Eighth Revised Page 18, attached'hereto 
and by this reference made a part hereof. 

4. Minimum Rate 'I'ariff 19 (Appendix A of Decision No. 41363, 

as amended) is further amended by incorporating therein, to become 

effective August 21, 1971, Thirty-third Revlsed Page 16, attached 
hereto and by this reference made a part hereof. 
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s. Common carriers subject to the Public Utilitias Act, to 

the extent that they are sUbject to Decisions Nos. 31606, 65834, 

67766 and 41363, as amended, are hereby authorized to establish in 

their tariffs the amendments ordered herein. 

6. Tariff publications authorized to be made by common car-

riers 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 fifth day after the effective date of this order, 

and may be made effective on not less than five days' notice to the 
Commission and to the public if filed not later than sixty days 
after the effective date of the min~um rate tariff pages incorpo-
rated in this order. 

7. Common carriers, in establishing and maintaining the rates 
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 departures now maintained 

under outstanding authorizations; such outstanding authorizations 
are hereby modified only to the extent necessary to comply with this 

order; and sehedules containing the rates published under this 

authority shall make reference to the prior orders, authorizing long-
and short-haul departures and to this order. 

S. In all other respects Decisions Nos. 31606, 65834, 67766 
and 41363, as amended, shall remain in full force and effect. 

, 

9. The motion to dismis,$ Petition 618 et a1., filed by the 
California Manufacturers Association, to the extent not previously 
denied in this proceeding, is hereby zranted. 
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10. Petition for MOdification Nos. 618, 168, 134 and 215 in 

Cases Nos. 5432, 5435, 5439 and 5441, respectively, are hereby 
denied. 

The effeetive date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at San Fr~ci8co , California, this I J ~ day 
of ____ J_U_L Y __ , 1971 

Cbairma 

cOiili'Iiissioners 
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APPENDIX A 
Page 1 of 2 

LIST OF APPEARANCES 

•• 

Petitioner: R. w~ Smith and A. D. Poe, Attorneys at Law, and 
H. F. Kollmyer, for California trucking Association, 
also interested party in Case No. 5432 (OSH 604) et ale 

Respondents: Bob Burns, for Blackburn Truck Lines; Ron Davis, for 
Associated Freight Lines; Elliott Eyring, A. J. Konicki and 
W. N. Greenham, for Pacific Motor Irucld.ng Co.; Ar.m~nd K.:l2:1 for 
Alltrans Express California, Inc.; Joe M8cDonald, ~o= Cal~ ornie. 
Mo~or Express; John Odoxta, for Shippers Express; Jocn Mcsweenr;' 
for Delta Lines; Lee Pfister, for Willig Freight Lines; James. 
Roney and Raoul Dedeaux, for Dart Transportation Service; 
Charles P. Pinckard, for Progressive Transportation Company; 
William O. Ward, for Gillies Trucking Co.; Dale Riley and A. E. 
Baldon, for B.lhD. Transportation Co., Inc.; Can CLawson, for 
Clawson T-rucking Co.) Inc.; J ames A.. Ortloff, 3:or Eager Beaver 
Trucking; John Kellerman, for fra1ls ~ruck1ng, Inc.; and Steve 
Hop~r, for S & a truck Lines Inc. 

Protestants: Robert A. Kormel and J. Marino, for Pacific Gas and 
Electric Company (interested party in Case No. 5432, OSH 604 et 
al~; Harold Wo Nordberg, for Dole Company; Earl W. Gerloff, for 
Humble Oil & Refining Comps.ny; Lloyd Kenneth Hoffman and ~111 T. 
F~rris~ for County of Los Angeles and Call10rn1a Department of 
General Services; D .. H .. Marken, Attorney at Law, and Roge~ E. 
Merken, for Traffic Managers Conference of California; Raymond D. 
t''1n~.ek, for Hunt Wesson Foods, Inc.; W:i.lliam D. M~~r, fo::=Cao.ners 
teague of California; Howard W .. Haage, for Can ~um acturerTs 
Institute, Inc. (interested party in Case No. 5432 OSH 604 ct al.); 
and R. M. Zaller, for Indus~r1al Treffic Association of San 
Francisco (ineerested party in Case No. 5432, OSH 604 et al.). 

Interested Parties: A. L. Libra, Attorney at Law, and William M. 
Larimore, for Californi& ~~nij£acturers Association; William D .. 
M~ycr, for Del Monte Corporation; Karl L. Mallard, for Hawaiian 
Suga= Refining Company; William D. Grindrod, for Norris Industries; 
Gordon L~r5en, for American Can Company; Wayne R. Tinker, for 
Diamond Shamroek Corporation; Patrick F. Murphree, for Johnson & 
Johnson; Jack P. Sanders, for ~erber Products Company; John J~ 
~YAne and Charles K. Hendrickson, for ~Acns Illinois, Inc.; Don B. 
hields, for ~~ghway Carriers AsSOCiation; Ben Roth, for Crown 

Zenerbach Corp.; Gordon G. Gale and Charles D .. F::y, ::or 'the Clorox 
Company; Harold Sumerf1eld and W. A .. Wstkin5, for Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation; E~ R .. CnaEm~n, for roremo~t Foods Company; Ass Button, 
for Spreekels Sugar D1vis10n-Amstar Corporation; Eustece O. Pate, 
f~r MJB Comoany .cne Western Can Company; PJJ.~n I .. -'Tsy).or, for 
Keiser Steei Corporation; CA'rV F~~Jlli, for Simco-~ac1ric; R. M~ 
Zeller, for Continental Carr-Compa:kY; ~ E. H~cs~r£r.itz, for United 
States Steel Corporation; Meyer Kap:'er ~ for. Amcr1ca..i. }:"orect Pr.-:>duct~; 
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• 
M. G. Van Metre, for California Department of General Services; 
A1exanae~ J. Stewart, for National Can Corporation; William A. 
~hby, for Lateb%ord Glass Company; Glen W. McAdoo, for COca=Cola 
USA~a Division of the Coca-Cola Company; Robert b. Stout, for 
SWift Edible Oil, Division of Swift & Company; Jaek &. Schumann, 
for Kal Kan Foods, Inc.; Raymond W. Scott Jr~, for Revere COpper 
and Brass, Ine.~ Do?othy t. Dixon, for ~tcher Glass Manufacturing 
Co.; Austin G. MeDOcald; for Lever Brothers Company; Charles H. 
Caterino and Riehard B. COlbp' for The Flintkote Co.; Joe J. Lopez, 
for Atrantic Kichfiela co.; aul E. Hochelle, for Western Kraft 
Corp.; Norman D. Sullivan, for Shedd Bartush Foods, Division of 
Beatrice Foods Co.; Norman J. Coleme~, for Firestone Tire & Rubber; 
Dale J. Trap¥ and Paul J. Burnett, for Shell Oil Company; H. G. 
Ratteifeld, or Facelle Co., Division of International Paper 
Company; Sharon A. Testrnan, for Glass Containers Co%p.; Ma~~ce J. 
Heverick, for PUrex Corp., Ltd.; Joseph F. Ross, for Bird & Son, Inc.; 
Cha~!es D. Gilbe~t, for Standard Brands, Inc.; Morton s. Colgrove~ 
for The North~est Paper Co., and Potlatch Forests, Inc.; josi3h E. 
F~ia...s> for Essick Manufacturing Company; Gordon A,. Rodgers, or 
Allied Chemical Corp.; Robert Hoffman .. for United Concrete P1.pe 
Corp.; Mau~ice J. ?arker~ for Sears koebuck & Co.; William E. 
Staeck, for Devis Wire Corp.; Calhoun E. Jacobs~n, for Sonoco 
Prods. Co., City of Industry, Pabst Br~wing Co., Sun Lumber Co., 
and Kaiser Industries, Tubing Division; R. M. Hinklel, for Inter-
pace Corp.; Ronald P. MeCloSket~ for Monsanto CO'.; John F. Shllnnon" 
for Avon Products; Kenneth C. Brien, for Container COrporation of 
America; and Ai.bert"""F. Reyher .. for Alph8 Beta Acme Markets. 

Commission Staff: Robert E. Walker. 



MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 19 

'l'HXR'J.'Y-THXRJ)' RZVlSED PAGE •••• 19 
a.NCCS 

'l'KX1a'Y .. SZCONX> REVlS:r:J) PAGE ••• 16 

SECTXON l--ROtES or GENERAL APPLICATION (COnt1nue4) 

APPtX~TXON OF ~TES 

RAt .. provi4414 in 'thb tariff ue for the transportation of shipments fll'O!ft point of 
ori9'~ to point of doo.tination and inc1u4e ta.1lqate' 10a.4inq into, an4 tailqate un10a41n.q 
from the carrier'. equipment with services of the 4river only. 

Al'P:r.:tCATION OF GOVElUaNG PWt:r~T:rONS 

1. This tariff is qoverne4 to the extent ahown heroin byl 

Ca) 'the OOVerninq Clu.it'ica.t10n, except that this tariff i. sul>;ect to the t'ollow-
inq rules (item.) only thereO!1 

110, Sectional., 3(a), 3(b), 3tc), 3(4), 4,4(a), 4(b), 5.6(4), 6(b). 6(c), 
7, 7(a). 7(b), 7(c), 7(4),8 .. 9, 10, l.l(a) .. U(l:», U(c), 12, 12(4), 
12 (b), 12 Cc), 12 (do), 12 Ce), 12 (t), 13 (11.), 130», 13 Cc) ,14 , loS, 15(a)" 
15(b), 15(c), 1~(4), and 16,. 

200, 205. 210. 215, 2201 2221 2251 230, 235, 240: 24$1 250, 2551 257,. 260, 
2657 270, 2751 2eO; 2a51 291, 2921 2941 296, 2971 300,. 310,. 

360, S<eetiOlla 1, 1 (a', ). (b)' 1 ce), 1 (4), 1 (h), 2, 2 (a), 2 (b)" 2 Cc), 2 (4) , 
3, 4, 4 (a) , 4 (b) , an4 5, 

370, 361. 420, Seetiona 1, 2, 4 .e.n4 5: 4211 4221 423: 4241 426,. 428, Section 2: 

430, Sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, a, 9, 10, 11(a), l1(b), and 137 

455, 520: 535: 5401 565,. 595: 640; 645, 6801 685, 687, 689, 765, 780, Section 2: 

845: 995: 997 ¢' (Section 3 on,ly). 

(b) The EXcept10n Ratinqs Ta.riff, Section. 2-A, 2-D, 2-e and 2-D only. 

(c) The Danqeroua Artiele. ~a.r1!! (ea.11!orn1a Requlation.). 

2. Where the rat:l.nc;r. and rul.es or o1:her provisions or cOMitionll provi4ed in publicat:l.ons 
set forth :l.n this item are :l.n contliet with those provi4ed in 'th1a tariff, the prov:l.-
.10na of th1s tarift w11.1. Apply. ExCept U othexw:l.ae specifically provi4e4 in th:l.s 
tariff, where the prov:l.s:l.ons of the Danqereull Articl.e. TAriff Are 1n c:onf11ct with 
the provisions .et torth 1n this tar:!.ff or the otherwise qovern:!.nq publicationa 
ret"rre4 to in paraqrapha (A) or (1» hereof, the provis1ons of the Da.nqeroua Art,1eleo 
Taritf will apply. 

Por other than tA11gate lO4dinq or tailqate unloadinq, for hel.p 1n Ad4it:l.on to 4river 
for lOading' or unloa41ng furniaho4 by the carr:l.er at requ.st of eona~o~ Or oona1qnee, 
for 4:1..tr~t:l.on, "lII9'reqation, t&qg:l.nq, reeon4itioninq, stackinq, sortinq or any other 
aece.aor~l or incidental serviCe which is not authorized to be performe4 under ~ rat •• 

60 

~70 

n~ in this tAX'1ft and for which a charqe 1. not otheX'W'.i.ae provided, tV!. a4d:l.tion.a1. 90 
ehAX'9'e .hall be mAde a. follow. I 

ea) '.t'he timo consumed by the 4river in performinq such serv:i.eoa shall 
})e ehU9'e4 tor at the rate ot $10.10 per hour, m:l.:nimum ehuve $2.55. 

(b) . .'the tim&- con.wned by the helper or helpers in perfotm1n.q auch .ervie .. 
• hall be charged tor at the rate of 510.00 per helper per hour, 
minimum el\al:ge one hour for each 'help.r u.e4~ 

¢' Change, Decision No. 78915 

ISSUED BY THE PUBUC UTlunES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
. SAN· FRANCISCO, CAUFORHIA. 
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Cl\NCELS 
MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 9-8 SEV'EN'1'H REVXSl!:D PAGE •••• lB 

SECTXON l--RTJt,ES 'COnt1rtu~) .' lTEK· 

:AA1'INGS 
(Exception to See. 3 of Item 997 of the GOVerning Claaaitication) 

Except a. otherwiae provi4ed in this t,uit!, cla.. ratea containe4 in Seet10n 2 aX'O 
.ul:>~ect to any quAntity, 1 ••• truek1oa4 an4 truekloa4 ratinqs (inclu4j.nq min1mwa ",eiljJhta) 60 
as shown in the GQverning Cla8lllitieation an4 l!:Xception Ratinqs Tariff. (S •• EXeeption) 

EXCUTION.--When the trueldoa4 min1rawn "'eight prov14e4 in conneetion .... ith rat1nq. 1n 
the OOVe~1nq Cl ... i!ication or Exception Ratinqs Tarif! excee4s 40,000 ~., the min1mum 
weight shall. be conai4ered as beinq 40,000 poun4s for the purpose o! applying rate. in 
Seetion 2 o! this tariff. 

APn:tCM'ION or cu\ss RA'l'ES 'rHAT Am; PERCl!:N'1'ACES, 
MULTIPXJ!:S OR P~PORrIONS or SPECIFIC 

CXoASS RATXNQS 

Cla .. rat1nqs which are baae4 on percentage", tllUltip1ea or proportions of Cla .. 100 or 
other specifie4 class ratinqs are not restricted in their application solely to the min~ 
cl.us rate. in the any q\lantity weigbt braelcet. })IJ.t ....-111 apply in eOMection .... ith the 
minimum .... ei9ht bracket. set forth in this tariff app11eabl.e to the ahipment tranaport04. 

(a' 'this tariff is qoverned to the extent shown herein by! 

(1) 'the OOVe~inq Cl.u.ifieat1on, except that tM .• tariff is .u});eet to the followinq 
rules (itetM) on1y thereofl 

110, Sections 1,3(",), 3(b), 3{c), 3(4),4, 4(a), 4(b), S. 6,(a), 6(b),. 6(c), 
7. 7(a'. 7(b), 7(e), 7(4). a. 9,10. 11(a), UCb). l1(e), 12, 12·(01.), 12(b)', 
12 (c),. 12 (4), 12 Ce)" 12 (f), 13 Ca', 13 (b), 13 (c), 14,' 15, 15 Ca), 15 (b) , 
15(c), 15(4), an4 161 

200~ 20S; 210: 2151 220: 222: 2251 230: 235: 240: 245: 250: 255: 257: 260: 265: 
2701 275: 280r 2857 291: 292: 2941 2961 297, 300: 310: 

360, Sectiona 1,. l(a), l(b), 1(e), 1(4), lCh), 2, 2(a). 2(b), 2(e) .. 2(4), 3,4, 
4(a), 4(b)" an4 5: • 

370: 391: 420, Secti.ons 1, 2,. 4 an4 51 4211 4221 4231 4241 4261 428,. Seeti.on 27 

430, Sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, ll(a), ll(b), an4 131 

4551 520: 5357 5401 565: 595: 6401 645:- 600: 60S: 6877 689: 7651 780, Seetion 21 

945: 9957 997 ~(Seetion 3 only). 

(2) Sections 2-A, 2-C ~d 2-~ only of the EXception Rating. T.ri.ff. 
(3) Tho Dangerous Artic10s Tariff (california Roqulati.on.'. 
(4) Tho Distanco TAblo (territorial 4eaeriptions only - aee Xtem 30 herein). 

(b) Where the ratings an4 rules or other provision. or eon4ition. provi4.4 in the govern-
ing pul:>l.1cations 4oscribe4 1n paraqraph Ca) are in conflict .... ith tho •• provi4e4 in 
this tad!!, the proviSions o! th,b tariff w111 apply. 

ec) EXeept as otherwise specifically provi4e4 in th~ ta~iff, wher~ the provisions of 
the ,Dan<r,eorou. Articles Tar!!! An inI eon!l.ict with tho provieion. .et forth in 

. thi. tari!! or tho othor.ri.e 9'oveminq pul:>lication8 referred. to in paraqraph (a), 
the provisions of the ~anq.rou. Artiele. Tariff will app1y. 

78~S 

70 

~eo 

1 

ISSUEO BY THE PU8UC UTlunes COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CAl.lFORNIA. 
Correction SAN FRANCISCO" CAl.lFORNIA.' 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 1-8 FOURTH REVXSZDPAGE •••• 18-A 

SECTXON l--ROLES (Continued) 

APnXCATXON or RATES 

Rate. provided in this taritf are tor the transportation of shipment. frpm point of 90 
or1qin to point of destination and include tai1qate'loading into and tai1qate unlo-dinq 
from the carrier·. equipment. (See Xtem 110) 

AP~LXCATXON OF GOVERNING PUBLICATXONS 

1. Th1. tariff i_ qoverned to the extent shown hereinbyr 

(a) The ~erninq Cla •• ifieation, exeept that thia tariff 1. .Ubject to the tollowicg 
rule. (item.) only thereof' 

110, Seet:i.ons 1. 3(a), 3(bL 3(e), 3(4)' 4, 4(a),. 4 (b) .. 5. 6(a) .. 6(b), 6(e), 
7 .• 7(a). 7(b)., 7(e), 7(d), 8, 9. 10. l1(a). ll.(b). l1(e),. 12 ... 12(a) .• 12(b). 
l2(e), 12(4}, 12(e). 12(f). 13(a), 13(b), 13(c:), 14, lS,. 1S(a), 15(1)), 15(c), 
l5(4). and 16: 

200: 205: 210: 215: 220: 222: 225: 230: 235'1 240: 245: 250: 255: 257: 260: 265: 
270: 275: 280: 285: 291: 292: 294: 296: 297: 300: 310: 
360,. Section. 1. lea), 1(1:».,. lee), 1(4), leh), 2, 2(a), 2·(b). 2·(e),. 2(d). 3,4 •. 

4.(a), 4 (b) • and 5: 
370: 381: 420, Sections 1 .. 2, 4 and S: 4217 422: 423: 424: 426: 428, Seetion 2: 
430, Sect~n. 1. 2 .. 3,. 4, 5 .. 6,. 7, 8, 9. 10,. 11 (a>, 11 (b). and 13: 
455: 520: 5351 540: 565: 595: 6407 645: 680: 685: 687: 689: 7651 780, Section 2: 
845: 995: 997 o(Seet10n 3 only). 

(1)) The Ex~ption Ratings Tariff, s.edoM 2-}\, 2-D,. 2-C: and 2-2:) only. 

(e) The Dangerous Article. Tariff (california Requlat1ons). 

2. Whore tl'Ml rat1nqa and "rules or other prOVisions or condit 10M provided in the CoYerning 
Classitieation or Exceptions Rat1~s Tariff are in conf1iet with tho •• prov14ed in this 
tariff. the provisiona of thi- tariff will apply. Except as othe~i •• speeifically 
prov14ed in this tariff, where the provision. of the Dangerous Article. Tariff are in 
conflict with provision. .et forth in this tariff or the otherwi •• qoverninq publica. 
tiona reterred to in paragraphs (0) lIn4 (b) hereot,. the provisions of the 2:)angeroua 
Artieles Tariff will apply. 

ACCESSORIAL CHARGES 

(a) For piekvp or 4elivery or for staekinq. sorting or other aec •• sorial servic. 
whieh is not authOrized to be pertormed ~nder the rate. named in th1. tariff and for 
which a charge i8 not otherwiae provided,. an additional charge of $10.10 per man per hour, 
minimum charqe $2.55, lllholl 1)0 made. 

(b) When earrier is required to provide ad41t~nal labor. at point of or~in or 
point of 4estination. tor the han.4linq of articles or packago. whieh, beeause of their 

~oo 

we1qht or bulk. cannot be handled by 01W man. an 6ddit~nal charg-o of $10.00 p.r man per 110 
hour. minimum. eharge $10.00, .hall be made. 

(c) On shipments of glas •• s 4eser£be4 under the hea41Dg MGlaaM- in the Covernin9' 
Clusi:f1eation in paelcages name4 therein excee41cg 120 united inches,. a4d 6'" cents per 
100 pounds to applicable clan rate.. (See Note) 

NOTE_--Will not apply where crane taeilitie. are available without eo at to earr1er 
or loading and/or unloadj,ng i. performed by shipper and/or eon.~nee, at both pickup-
and d.eliwry point •• 

o Change, :Decidon No. 7S!tlS 

ISSUEO BY THE PUBUC UTlUTIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CAUFORNIA. 
Correction SAN FAANCiSCO, CAUFORNIA. 
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SECTION l--ROLES or C~ APPLICATION (Continue.) ~ 

EXCEPUONS TO GOVERNXNC CLASSlP'XCATXON Am> 
EXCEP'l'ION :RATINGS TIt.'JUrP' 

R'OX.ZS 
Thi. tariff i. subject to the foll~1n~ rules (items) only of the eoverninq 

Cla .. Uieatl.on, 
110. Seet10na 1. 3(a). 3(b), 3(e), 3 <d) , 4, 4(a), 4('.1>). 5, 6(a) .. 6(1)), 6(e), 7, 7(a), 

7(0), 7(e), 7(d), 8, 9, 10, 11(a), 11(1)). 11(e). 12~ 12(a), 12(1)). 12(c), 12(d), 
12 (e). 12 (t), l3 Ca), l3 (b). 13 (c). 14,. lS. 15(e), lS(l», lS·(c), 15 (d). an4 16: 

200: 205: 2101 21~: 220: 2221 225: 230: 235: 240: 245'7 250: 255: 2S7: 260:2657 2707 
275: 280: 285: 291: 292: 294: 296: 297: 3007 3107 ~280' 

360, Seetioftll 1. !(a), l(b)' lec). l(.d), l(h), 2,. 2(a), 2(1)), 2(c), 2(d), 3,4. 4(a), 
4(1)), and 5: 

370: 381: 420 .. Seet10ftll 1, 2,. 4 and 5; 4211 422: 423: 424: 426: 428,. Seet~n 2: 
430, SeetioM 1, 2,. 3,.4, 5, 6,. 7, 8, 9, 10, ll(a), 11(1)), and 137' 
455: 520: 535:, 540: 565: 595: 640: 645: 680: 685: 687: 689: 765: 780,. Section 2: 
845: 995: 997o(Seetion 3 only). 

APPLICATION OF EXW'rION AATXN'QS NAME]) XN THXS TARXl"P 
Unlea. otherwise .~ei!ica11y provided in ind1v1dual items in this Seet~n. the 

exe~tion ratinq. named heroin applya. follow., . 
<a) Exception rat1nq_ provided 1n this Sect10n wh1eh are de.iqnated aa truckload 

rating'S or are made .ul:Ijeet to .peeified m1n:l.mum we:Lqhts .upeX'.ede the "truckload" rat1nqs 
and minimum we1q~t. in the QoveX'ninq Classifieation and EXeeption Ratings TaX'1ff, but do 
not aupersede "les.-truckload" oX' "any quantity" X'atinq. provided- in the CoveX'ninq Classi- 28S 
ficat10n and Exception Ratinqs TaX'itt. but do not supersede "le .. -tX'Uelcload" OX' "any 
quantity" ratinq. provided in the Govern1nq Clas.ifieat1on or Exeeption Rat1nqa ~ar1ff. 

Cb) Exception ratinqs provided 1n this Seetion whieh are de81qnated a. "less-true~ 
load" or "any quantity" ratings, or are not subject to llpeeifi4d minimum w.~hts, supersede 
the "l •• a-truckload" and "any quantity" X'atinqs .hown in the GoveX'ninq Cla.s1tieat1on and 
EXeept10n Ratinqll 'tari!t ~ut dO not supersede the "truekload" X'atinqs and minimum we1ghts 
in tho CQverning Cla •• ifieat1on, Exception Rat1nqa Tar1ff or in this taritt. 

RATINGS 
(EXeeption to Sec. 3 ot Item 997 ot the COVerninq Clas.i!:!r.at1on) 

Except a. otherwi .. e ~rovided in this Seet1on. class X'ates eontained in Section 2 are 
.ubject to any quantity, less-truekload and tX'uelcload rating. (ineludinq minimum we~ht.) 
a. shown in the Covern~g Classifieation and Exception Ratinqs Tarit!.. (See Exeeption) 290 

EXCEPTION.-Wl'len the tX'Uckloa'-' 1Il1n1mum we1ght provided in conneetion Yfith X'atinq& in 
the GoveX'ninq Clas.ificat10n or Exception Ratinq. Tari!! exce.d. 45,.000 pound., to. minimum 
weight ahall be eonsidered as being 45,000 pounds tor the purpo.e of applyinq rat.s in 
Section 2 of th1& tariff. 

EMPn' PAQ(AQES OR c:.M.lUERS. SECONDHAND 

When Empty packages or Carrier •• a. de.er~d below,. aX'e Offered for shipment at the 
rate .. pUblishe6 in thia tari!!, 

(a) Empty Packaq •• or Carriera, .eeondhand,. empty returned: The earrier m\1.llt deter-
mine that aueh package. were 1Il0ved tilled and are ~inq returned over the same earrieX' or 
carrieX'. to con.iqnor of the oX'iqinol filled paekaqe. at locations from which ori91nal 
filled paekaqe. were shipped or to another locat1on: . 

(1)) Empty Packaqe. or Carriers, seeondhand, forwarded toX' return payinq loads, 
Cl!lrX'ieX' mu.t determine that sueh paekaqea will. when tilled .. be moved over the 110\41 car-
d.er or car:C':I.ers to the consignor of the or1t;inal empty package. at locations tX'Offt which 
or1qinal empty packAqes were shipped or to another locat10nr 
otherw1.. carrieX' will apply the ratinqs tor .eeondhand packag.. or earr1eX's not ~~t~d. 

~ Change, Deci.ion No. 78915 

291 

lSSfJEt) BY 'l'Hl!: PUBWC U'l'U,ITXES COMMlSSION OP' THE: STATE OJ' CALlFORN:tA. 
Correction SAN 7R1oNC:rsCO" CALIl"ORNv.. 

-29-


