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Decision No, __ OIS ®RB@UN&{L

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF 'CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Investigation )
into the rates, rules, regulatioms, %

charges, allowances and practices

of all common carriers, highway Case No. 5432
carriers amnd ¢ity carriers relating ) Order Setting Hearing No. 604
to the transportation of any and (Filed October 20, 1970)

all commodities between and within \
all points and places in the State Petition for Modification

. . - . No. 618
of California (including, but not cw 3 orib |
limited to, transportaﬁ%on for (Filed December 18,v}970)

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

—

Cases Nos. 5435, 5439, 5441-"..
Orders Setting Hearing -

: Nos. 162, 129, 208.
And Related Matters (Filed oOctober 28, 1970)

Petitions for Modificationm
Nos. 168,134, 215
(Filed December 18, 1970)

(For List of Appearances see Appendix A)
OQOPINION

Ordexs Setting Hearing in Case No. 5432 (OSH 604) et al.
were issued due to alleged conflicts between the wording contained
in Jtem 997 of the National Motor Freight Classificatiom A~11
(NMFC A-11l) and the provisions contained in certain of the Commis~
sion's minimum rate tariffs which define the extent said tariffs

axe govexned by NMFC A-11.1 The petitions of the Californis Trucking

1 The minimum rate tariffs involved are MRT 2 (Item 280), MRT 1-B
(Item 100), MRT 9-B (Item 8C), and MRT 19 (Item 70). Effective
April 24, 1971, MRT 5 (Metropolitan Los Angeles Drayage Area) was
canceled by Decisions Nos. 78264 and 78266, dated February 2,
1971, in Cases Nos. 6322 and 5435 respectively. (See also re-
lated Decision No. 78472 of Marchi22, 1971, in Case No. 6322.)
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Association (CTA) filed in Case No. 5432'(Petition’fdf"Mbdification
No. 618) et al. were filed as an alternative to CTK“; Petition to
Broaden Issues and Expand Scope of OSH 604 et al. Petition 618 et
al. secks establishment of a tariff rule providing that volume or
truckload rates, subject to prescribed minimum weights, shall apply
"per unit of carrier's equipment used" rather than on the ptesenc |
"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. The Commission's Oxders Setting Hearing and CTA's several
petitions were all heard on a common record. The matters were sube-

mitted subject to the filing of concurrent briefs which have been

received.

On February 25, 1971, the California Manufacturers Associa-~

tion filed a2 motion to dismiss Petition 618 et al. without the re-
ceipt of further evidence and requested the Commission to make a
final detexmination 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 al. termi-
nated; whereas ruling on the remainder of the motion to dismiss
seeking ultimate denial of CTA's overall rate proposal was taken
under submission for final determination by the Commission. The
motion to dismiss Petition 618 et al. was supported by the Traffic
Managers' Conferemce of Califormia and the 0ffice of Traffic Manage-
ment, General Services Administration, State of Califormia. Numerous
other shipper interests and several highway carriers opposed the
CTA's suggested taxlff proposal. The Commission's Tramsportation
Division staff also recommends that Petitiom 618 et al. be denied.

Except for the overall expression of dissatisfaction by the CTA, the
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tariff proposal presented by the Commnission staff in OSH 604 et al.

received the general support of the parties.
Case No. 5432 (0SH) et al.

The National Motor Freight Classification was initially
adopted, effective September 1, 1968, as the governing claésifica-
tion for Minimum Rate Tariff 2 by Decision No. 74310 (68 Cal. P.U.C.
445), Similar action was taken in comnection with the Comﬁission's
drayage tarifES'(MRI'liB, 5, 9;B and 19) by Decision No. 74449,
dated July 23, 1968, in Case No. 7858 (Petition 40) et al., and
related companion decisiops. The 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
Governing Classification: ..... 997 (Table A)."z

The application of truckload class ratings named in the
Natiomal Motor Freight Classification, as the governing ratings for
the minimum truckload class rate scales, required the pﬁblication
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 necessaxy, in the first instance,

. because the individual truckload class ratings mnamed in the classifi-
cation make reference to a minimum weight factor only. The actuzl
ninimun 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

determining the proper minimum weight for & truckload class rating

< Relerences herein to Minimum Rate Tarili Z apply equally to the
other minimum rate tariifs (MRT 1~B, 9-B and 19§.
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published elsewhere in the classification for any given commodity.3
Sections 1 and 2 of Xtem 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 Governming Classification (WMFC A-ll) was originally
adopted pursuant to Decisionm No. 74310. The minimum rate tariff
publication 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, dated 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-11, on behalf of participating

California common carriers, numerous changes in class ratings and

other classification provisions. Said dccision 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-1l 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 mininum weights assigned to minimum weight fac-
tors do-net-necesszavity-reflecet-cemplete uttlization
of~the-full eubie eapaeity-of vehieless and appl

pexr vehicle, not less than 30 feet in length, Eut

are not to be construed as atiording shippers 4
the exclusive use of such partiaily €itled vehicles."

Section <4 and lable B 0L Section 5 O ltem YY/ 0L NMC A=Lll nave
ing been previously canceled, only Section 1 and Section 3 (Table
of Minimum Weights) is pertinent to this proceeding.

"strikeover" indicates deletionm.
"Underscoring'” indicates addition.
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The Commission's Transportation Division staff advises
that the new wording of Section 1, Item 997 of NMFC A-1ll noted above
has prompted many inquiries, imasmuch 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 conmnection
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 provisionms of the Commission's
mininum rate tariffs.s Several shippers have informed'thé Commission
by letter that the minimum rate tariff referemce to Item 997
(Table A) of NMFC A-11 restricts, in their opinion, the applicatioﬁ
of said item to Section 3 thereof. On the other hand, 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 wmaking reference to Item ''997
(Table 4)." |

The Commission staff is of the opinion that the present

application of Item 997 of NMFC A-11 is mot clear. The staff
believes that the chief reason for the existing uncertainty as to
whether Section 1 of Item 997 of NMFC A-1l actually govexns the
several minimum rate tariffs is the questionable wa} in which the
tariffs refer to Item 997, Table A, To coxrect such tariff'ambiguity
the staff concludes that the interests of all concerned would best

be served by making it clear that the minimum rate tariffs are only
subject to the provisions of Section 3 of Item 997 of the Governing

Classification. To accomplish this objective the staff recommends

5 Tor example, in MRT 2, Item 85 (Shipments Transported in Multiple
Lots); Item 292 (Volume Incentive Rates), and Items 200-240
Series (Alternative Application of Common Carxrier 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 appendix
attached to staff Exhibit 1.

The Califormia Trucking Association takes the view that
the staff's rate proposal £ails to come to grips with the xeal issue
involved. The CTA would argue that the application of Section 1,
Item 997 of NMFC A-1l in conjunction with the several minimum rate
tariffs was previously authorized by Decision No. 77279. 1If, 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 CTA, in Petitiom 618 et al., presents a
ainimum rate concept as an altermative to ox supplement of the
staff’s xate 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 which would turn the Commission's minimum class and 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-
nining freight charges; thexeby granting one of the greatest, if
not the greatest, rate increases in the history of the Commission's

ninimuwm rate program. Assuming arguendo that Decision No. 77279

did, in fact, authorize for minimumm rate determination the'applica-

tion and/or revision of Section 1, Item 997, of NMFC A-11, ome can
only be drawn to the tortured conclusion that the Commission was

misled by the justification submitted in Application No. 51888.6

0 Exhiblt B attached to Application No. o5lds8 states that the pro-
posed revision of Item 997, NMFC A-1l was "... 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 reduction.
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If such be the case, the erxor should be corrected forthwith. It
is clear, however, that Sectiom 1 of Item 997, baving no application
in commection with the minimum rates involved, Decision No, 77279
was not concerned therewith.

The Commission staff 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 minimum

rate tariffs are concermed. The staff rate proposal should be

incorporated inte the Commission's various minimum rate tariffs

involved.

Case No. 5432 (Petition 618) et al.

The Califoxrmia Trucking Association suggests the following
rate concept for Commission consideration and subsequent implemen=~
tation into its minimum rate structure as an alternative or supple-

ment to the staff rate proposal:

Application of Rates Subiect to
Minimum Welghts

"When the application of any rate named in this
tariff is conditiomed upon the assessment of
charges based upon a specified minjoum weight,
charges shall be assessed on actual weight
tendered, subject to 2 minimum charge of the
specified minimum weight per unit of carrier's
equipment utilized." (Exhibit 23.)
In justification of the above rate comcept, as a basis
for implementing the provisions of Section 1, Item 997 of NMFC A~11 -
or the establishment of like provisions in the minimum rate tariffs,
the Director for CTA's Division of Tramsportation Economics presented
2 pictorial sketch (Exhibit 4) plus supporting orajl testimony, The
exhibit assertedly outlines three prevailing ecircumstances 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 £reight revenue of $150,
The director explains that the problem involved is not limited to
the examples shown nox confined to truckoad lots. In the first
exanple, 36,000 pounds of Commodity A is loaded into a single unit
of carxier'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 B and C were
required to be loaded in two and three units of carrier'sveQuipment,
respectively, due to the alleged demsity characteristics of the two
commodities involved. The CTA official points out that, in the
absence of the goverming provisions of Section 1, Item 997 of

NMFC A~1l, the revenue per unit of equipment used in Example 2
(Coxmodity B) and Example 3 (Commodity C) is reduced‘frdm $150 to
$75 and $50, respectively. The impact of such circumstances, the

CTA witness explains, is apparent. The per-unit revenue has been

reduced two-thirds while the expense to the carriexr has remained

constant. From CTA's Exhibit 4, the director advances the conclu-
sion that, in the absence of the goverming provisions such as pro-
vided in either Section 1 of Item 997 of NMFC A-1ll or the tariff
concept proposed in Petition 618 et al., the established minimum
rate tariff provisions create absurdities such as demonstrated im
CTA's Exhibit 4 which were not contemplated or imtended.
The oral testimony presénted in support of CTA's rate proposal con-
sisted primarily of an elaboration upon the following major allega-
tions:

1. The truckload ratings, imcluding the minimum

weight factors puolished in connection therewith

are comstructed on a ''per truckload per unit of
equipment used' basis.
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2. The cost data underlying the Commission's mini-
oum truckload class rate structure is predicated

upon a ''per truckload per unit ¢f equipment used"
basis.

The minimun truckload class rate structure should
reflect the same per truckload basis employed in

the underlying supporting cost data and the re-
lated class ratiags.

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 gemecralizations thereof mor to the suggested solutions
to the allegations advanced by the CTA's witnmess. If the CTA'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 hand, and the overabundance of opinion testi-
mony, drawn from the fund of kmnowledge of a single witness, on the
other hand, Hexre again it is incomceivable that anyone would pro-
mote the possibility of this Commission drastically overhauling its
established minimum rate program, in such a manmer as to result in

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

compelling factual evidence adduced at public hearing In justifica-

tion therefor.

The evidence, or lack thercof, xelative to the CIA'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 Transporcétion
staff, that CTA's pleadings in Case No. 5432 (Petition 618) et al.

be denied, have considerable mexit.
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Findings and Conclusions

The Commission f£inds that:

1. The National Motoxr Freight Classification A-11 is the

governing classification for the Commission's Minimum Rate Taxriffs
1-B, 2, 9~B and 19 to the extent preovided in said individual tariffs.

2. 7Item 997 (currently 997-B) of Natiomal Motor Freight Clas-
sification A-1l contains the basis for determining the minimum
weight applicable to ecach minimumn weight factor named in commection
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
ninimum rate tariffs.

4, The scope or extent to which the provisions of Item 997-B
of the National Motor Freight Classification A-1l govern the mini-
oum rate tariffs under the existing rules contained in sald tariffs
is not clear and is in need of clarification. The tariff revisions
proposed by the Commission's staff in Case No. 5432 (OSH 6045 et al.
will, if adopted, provide the tariff clarification showm to be
necessary in this proceeding.

5. The tariff clarification proposed by the staff will not
result in any increase and/or decrease in the existing level of
ainizum rates and has been shovm to be justified.

6. The alternmative rate proposals of the California Trucking
Association have not been shown to be either necessary, desirsble or

otherxwise justified by transportation conditions.
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The Commission comcludes that:

1. The tariff revisions proposed by the Commission's Trans-
portation Division staff ian Case No, 5432 (OSH 604) et al. should be
adopted and that Minimum Rate Tariffs 1-B, 2, 9-B and 19 should be
amended accordingly,

2. The California Trucking Association altermative rate pro-
posals in Case No. 5432 (OSE 604 and Petition 618) et al. should not
be authorized.

3. The California Trucking Association petitions in Case
No. 5432 (Petition 618) et al. should be denied.

IT IS ORDERED that:

1. Minimum Rate Tariff 2 (Appendix D of Decision No. 31606,
as amended) is further amended by incorporating therein, to become
effective August 21, 1971, Fifteenth Revised Page 29, attached
hereto and by this reference made g part hereof.

2. Minimum Rate Tariff 1-B (Appendix B of Decisionm No.65834,
as amended) is further amended by incorporating therein, to become
effective August 21, 1971, Fifth Revised Page 18-4, attached hereto
and by this reference made a part hercof.

3. Minigum Rate Tariff 9-B (Appendix A of Decision No. 67766,
a2s 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 Taxriff 19 (Appendix A of Deeision No. 41363,

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

effective August 21, 1971, Thirty~third Revised Page 16, attached

hereto and by this reference made a part hexrecof.
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5. Common carriers subject to the Public Utilities 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 orxdered herein.

6. Tariff publications authorized to be made by common cax-
riers as a result of the order hexein shall be filed not earlier
than the effective date of this order and may be made effective not
earlicxr 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 f£iled not later than sixty days
after the effective date of the minimum rate tariff pages incoxpo-
rated in this order.

7. Common carxiers, 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 schedules containing the rates published under this
authority shall make reference to the prior orders authorizing long~
and shoxt-haul departures and to this order.

8. 1In all other respects Decisions Nos. 31606, 65834, 67766
and 41363, as amended, shall remain in full force and effect.

9. The motion to dismiss Petitionm 618 et al., f£iled b} the
California Manufacturers Association, to the extent not previously

denied in this proceeding, is hercby granted.
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10. Petition for Modification Nos. 618, 168, 134 and 215 in
Cases Nos. 5432, 5435, 5439 and 5441, respectively, are héreBy

denied.

The effective date of this oxder shall be twenty days
after the date hereof.

Dated at San Francisco, California, this /77  day
of JULY 1971 |

(ommissioners

Commissioner J. P. Vuka;in. Jr., being
pecossarily absent, &id not participato
in the disposition of thisvprocgcding.

‘ =, boing
Commissionor D. W. Bolmes. ©
nocos;arily absent, ¢&id ?ot partig:zzfo
in the disposition of thid proceeding.
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APPENDIX A
Page L 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 al.

Respondents: Bob Burns, for Blackburn Truck Linmes; Ron Davis, for
Assoclated Freigﬁt Lines; Ellfiott Evring, A. J. Koaickl and
W. N. Greenham, for Pacific Motor Truciing Co.; Armand Karp, for
Alltrans Express California, Inc.; Joe MacDonald, Lor Caiifornia
Motor Express; John Odoxta, for Shippers bExpress; Jobn McSweeney,
for Delta Lines; Lee Pfister, for Willig Freight Lines; James L.
Roney and Raoul Dedeaux, tor Dart Transportation Sexrvice;
Charles P. Pinckard, for Progressive Transportation Company;
William O. Ward, for Gillies Trucking Co.; Dale Riley and A. E.
Baldon, for B.B.D. Transportation Co., Inc.; Gary Giawson, £or
Clawson Trucking Co., Inc.; James A. Ortloff, %oxr Eager Beaver
Trucking; John Kelierman, foxr irails irucking, Inc.; and Steve
Hopper, for S & i Truck Lines Inc.

Protestants: Robert A. Kormel and J. Marino, for Pacific Gas and
Electric Company (anterested party in Case No. 5432, OSH 604 et
aly; Harold W. Nordberg, for Dole Company; Earl W. Cerloff, for
Humble Oil & ReXining Compeny; Lloyd Kenneth HofImen and Bill T.
Farris, for County of Los Angelés and Califoxnia Jepartment or
General Sexvices; D. H. Markenm, Attornmey at Law, and Roger E.
Merken, for Traffic Managers Conference of California; Raymond D.
Vinick, for Hunt Wesson Foods, Inc.; William D. Mayer, for Gcanners
League of California; Howard W. Haage, for Can ranufacturer's
Institute, Inc. (interested party inm Case No. 5432 OSH 604 et al.);
and R. M. Zaller, for Industrial Treffic Association of San ‘
Francisco (iaterested party in Case No. 5432, OSH 604 et al.).

Interested Parties: A. L. Libra, Attorney at Law, and William M.
Larimore, for Californie Manufacturers Association; William D.
Meyer, f£oxr Del Monte Corporation; Karl L. Mallard, for Hawaiian
Sugar Refining Company; William D. Grindrod, for Norris Industries;
Gordon Lersen, for American Can Company; Wayne R. Tinker, for
Diamond Shamrock Corxrporation; Patrick F. Murphree, for Johnson &
Johnson; Jack P. Sanders, for Gerber Products Company; John J.
Wynne and Charles M. Headrickson, for Cwens Iilinmois, Irnc.; Don B.
Shields, for Highway Caxriers Association; Ben Roth, for Crown
Zellerbach Corp.; Gordon G. Cale and Charles D. £xy, Zor The Clorox
Company; Harcld Sumerfield and W. A. Watking, Zor Bethlehem Steel
Corporation; E. R. Chapmen, for Foremost Foods Company; Asa Button,
for Spreckels Sugar Division-Amstar Corporation; Eustece 0. Pate,
Lor MJB Compary znd Western Can Company; Allen I. 1eyior, <or
Keiser Steel Corporation; Carv Ferrulld, Zor Simco-raciiic; R- M.
Zzller, for Continental Car Compaiy; G. E. Hacsenfritsz, for United
States Steel Corporation; Meyer Kapler, fox Americasn rorest Productz;
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M. G. Van Matre, for Califorxrnia Department of General Services;
Alexander J. oStewart, f£or National Can Corporation; William A.
Ashby, for Latchford Glass Company; Glen W. McAdoo, ¥or Coca-Cola
USA, & Division of the Coca-Cola Company; Robert D. Stout, for
Swift Edible 0il, Division of Swift & Company; Jack N. Schumann,
for Kal Kan Foods, Inc.; Raymond W. Scott, Jr., for Revere Copper
and Brass, Inc.; Dorothy L. Dixon, for Lhatcher Glass Manufacturing
Co.; Austin G. McDorald, for Lever Brothers Compary; Charles H.
Caterino and Richard B. Colby, for The Flintkote Co.; Joe J. Lopez,
Zor Atlantic Richfield Co.; %aul E£. Hochelle, for Western Kraft
Coxrp.; Norman D. Sullivan, for Shedd Bartush Foods, Division of
Beatrice Foods Co.; Norman J. Colemen, for Firestone Tire & Rubber;
Dale J. Trapp and Paui J. Burnett, for Shell 0Ll Company; H. G.
Katterfeld, for Facelle Co., Division of International Paper
Company; sharon A. Testman, for Glass Contalnexs Corp.; Maurice J.
Heverick, for Puxex Gorp.,Ltd.; Joseph F. Ross, for Bird & Son, 1lnc.;
Charles D. Gilbert, for Standaxrd Brands, Inc.; Morton S. Colgrove
Tor The Northwest Paper Co., and Potlatch Forests, Inc.; Joseph E.
Frias, for Essick Manufacturing Company; Gordon A. Rodgers, %or
AlTTed Chemical Corp.; Robert Hoffman, for United Concrete Pipe
Corp.; Maurice J. Parker, for Sears Roebuck & Co.; William E.
Staeck, for Davis Wire Corp.; Calhoun E. Jacobsen, Lor Sonoco
Prods. Co., City of Industry, Pabst Brswing Co., Sun Lumber Co.,
and Kaiser Industries, Tubing Division; R. M. Hinkley, for Inter-
pace Corp.; Ronald P. McCloskey, for Momsanto Co.; John F. Shannon,
for Avon Products; Kenneth C. O 'Brien, for Container Corporation of
America; and Aibert F. Revher, for Alpha Beta Acme Markets.

Commission Staff: Robert E. Walker.
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CANCELS
MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 19 PHIRTY~SECORD REVISED PAGE...16

SECTION l-=RULES OF GENERAL APPLICATION (Continued) ITEM

ARPPLICATION OF RATES

Rates provided in this tariff are for the transportation of shipmentas fyom point of
ori.qin to point of destination and include tallgate loading into and tailgate unleoading
from the carriex’'s equipment with sexvices of the driver only.

APPLICATION OF GOVERNING PUBLICATIONS
1. This tariff is governed to the extent shown herxein by:

(a) The Governing Classification, except that this tariff is sudject to the follow~
ing rules (items) only thareof:

110, Sections 1, 3(a), 3 (M), 3(c), 3(d), 4 4(a), 4(b), 5, 6(a), 6(1), &(c),
7, 7(a), 7(b), 7(c) 7¢(8), 8, 9, 10, 1l(a), 11(b), J.J.(c), 12, 12(a),
lz(b), 12(e), 12(a), 12(e), !.2(1) l3(a), W), 13(c), 14, 15, 15(5),
15(d}, IS(C), l.a(d), and 16;

205; 2107 215; 220y 2227 2257 2307 235r 2407 2457 2%0; 2557 2577 2607
270, 275r 280; 285: 291 2927 2947 2967 297y 3007 3107

360, Sections L, l(a), l(b), I(c), 1{a, (v, 2, 2(&), 2(0), 2(c), 2(a),
3 4' 4(“)) 4(b)P

3707 381; 420, Sections 1, 2, 4 and 57 421y 4227 423; 4247 4267 428, Section 2
430, Sections L, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 1x(a), 11(d), and 13;
4557 520: 535; 540; 5657 595: 640: 645r 680; 6857y 687y 689; 765r 780, Section 2
84S 995; 997 £(Saction 2 enly).

(v) “he Exception Ratings Tariff, Sections 2-A, 2-B, 2=C and 2D only.

{¢) 1he Dangexous Articles Tariff (California Requlations).

2. Where the ratings and rules or other provisions or conditions provided in publications
set forth in this item are in conflict with those provided in this tariff, the provi-
aions of this tariff will apply. Except as othexwise apecifically provi.dod in this
cariff, wvhere the provisions of the Dangerous Articles Tariff are in conflict with

the provs.u.tom sot forth in this tariff or the othexwise governing publications

referred to in paragraphs (a) or (b) hereof, the provisions of the Dangerous Articles
Taxiff will apply.

‘ ACCESSORIAL CHARGES

Por other than tailgate loading or tailgate unloading, for help in addition to dAriver
for loading or unloading furnished by the carrier at request of consignor or consignee,
for &istridution, megregation, tagging, reconditioning, stacking, sorting or any othex
acceasorial or incidental service which is not authorized to be performed under the rates
namad in this cariff and for which a charxge ils not othexwise provided, an additional
charge shall be made as Zollows:

(a) The time consumed by the driver in performing such services shall
be charxged for at the rate of $10.10 per hour, minimum charge $2.55.

(d) © The timo. conaumed by the helper or helpers in performing such services
shall he charged for at the rate of $10.00 per halper per hom.-,
minimum charge one hour for each helpwr used.

¢ Chm"xqe, Decision No. 789 1 5

EFFECTIVE

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
_SAN. FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA,
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CANCELS -

SECTION 1--RULES (Continued) | 1TEM

RATINGS
{Exception to Sec, 3 of Item 997 of the Governing Classification)

Except as otherwise provided in this tariff, class rates contained in Section 2 are
subject to any quantity, less truckload and truckload ratings (including minimum weights)
as shown in the Governing Classification and Exception Ratings Tariff, (See Exception)

EXCEPTION.~=-When the truckload minimum weight provided in connection with ratings in
the Governing Classification or Exception Ratings Tariff exceeds 40,000 pounds, the minimum
weight shall be c¢onsidered as being 40,000 pounds foxr the purpose of applying rates in
Section 2 of this tariff.

APPLICATION OF CLASS RATES THAT ARE PERCENTAGES,
MULTIPLES OR PROPORTIONS OF SPECIFIC
CLASS RATINGS

Class ratings which axe bdased on percentages, multiples oxr proportions of Class 100 or
other specified class ratings are not restricted in their application solely to the minimum
class rates in the any quantity weight brackets but will apply in connection with the
minimum weight brackets set forth in this tariff applicadble to the shipment transported.

APPLICATION OF GOVERNING PUBLICATIONS
{a) This tariff is governed to the extent shown herein Dby:

(L) The Governing Classification, except that this taﬂft is subject to the following
rules (items) only thereof:

110, Sections 1, 3(a), 3(p), 3(c), 3(a), 4, 4(a), 4(»), 5, 6(a), 6(b), 6(c),
7, 7(a), 7(®), 7(e), 7(&), 8, 9, 10, 1l(a), 11(p), 1L(c), 12, 12(a), 12(d},
12(c), 12{4), 12(e), 12(f), 13(a), 13(d), 13(c), 14, 15, 15(a), 15(d),
15(c), 1%5(4), and 167

200; 205: 210> 215r 220 2227 225; 230; 235; 240; 245: 250; 2557 257; 260: 265;
2707 275: 2807 2857 291 292; 2947 2967 2977 300: 310s

360, Sectionms 1, 1(a), L(b), L(e), L(a4), 1(h), 2, 2(a), 2(®»), 2(c), 2(4), 3, 4,
4(a), 4(b), anda 5; .

370; 381; 420, Sections 1, 2, 4 and 5; 421y 4227 4237 4247 4267 428, Section 27
430, Sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11(a), 11(b), and 137

455; 5207 535; 5407 $65: 595: 640; 645: 6807 685; 687; 689; 765; 780, Section 27
845: 995r 997 #(Section 3 only).

(2) Sectiona 2-A, 2~C and 2-D only of the Exception Ratings Tariff.
(3) The Dangerocus Articles Tariff (California Regulations).
{4) The Distance Tadble (territorial descriptions only -~ see Item 30 herein).

(b) Where the ratings and rules or other provisions or conditions provided in the govern-
ing publications described in paragraph (a) ave in conflict wich those provided in
this tariff, the provisions of this tariff will apply.

(¢) Except as othexwise specifically provided in this tariff, where the provisions of
the Dangerous Articles Tariff are im conflict with the provisions set forth in
_this tariff or the othaxwise governing publications referred to in paragraph (a),
the provisions of the Dangerous Articles Tariff will apply.

¢ Change, Decision No. ’78915

EFFECTIVE

. ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
Correction SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA.
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' CANCELS
MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 1-B ' POURTH REVISED PAGE....1l8«A

SECTION l==RULES (Continued) ITEM

APPLICATION OF RATES

Rates provided in this taxiff are for the transportation of shipments frpm point of
origin to point of destination and include tailgate:loading into and tailgate unloading
from the carrier's eguipment. (See Item 110)

APPLICATION OPF GOVERNING PUBLICATIONS
1. This tariff is governed to the extent shown herein by:

(a) The Governing Classification, except chat this tarlff is subject to the following
rules (items) only thereof:

I.J.O, Sectciona 1. 3(‘)1 3(b)o 3(.‘:)' 3(6)- 4, 4(“)" 4'(b)r 5. 6'(.)r G(b)a G(C)r
7., 7(a), 7)., 7(e), 7(aq), 8, 9, L0, 1ll(a), 1X(®), 1l{c), 12, 12(a), 12(b), '
%g%g;» 12é6ié 12(e), 12(%)., 13(a), 13(b), 13{e), 24, 15, 15(a), 15(0), 15({c),
s an b2

200: 205: 210; 215; 220; 222; 2297 230r 23%; 240; 245; 250; 255; 2577 26071 265;
270; 275; 280Q; 28%; 291; 2927 294; 2967 297; 300 310;

360, Sections 1, 1(a), L(d), L(c)., 1(4), 1(h), 2, 2(a), 2(»), 2(c), 2(@), 3, 4,
4(a), 4(p), and 5y ‘

370; 381; 420, Sections 1, 2, 4 and Sy 42L; 4227 423; 424; 426; 428, Section 2
430, Sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11(a), 11(p), and 13;

455; $20; 535; 540; S65: 595; 640; 645; 680; 6857 687: 6897 765; 780, Section 27
845; 995: 997 d(Section 3 only).

() The Exception Ratings Tariff, Sections 2=A, 2=B, 2~C and 2-D only.
{¢) The Dangerous Articles Tariff (California Regulations).

2. where the ratings and rules or other provisions or conditions provided in the Governing
. Classification or Exceptions Ratings Tariff are in conflict with those provided in this
tariff, the provisions of this tariff will) apply. Except as otherwise specifically
provided in this tariff, where the provisions of the Dangerous Articles Tariff are in
conflict with provismions set forth in this tariff or the otherwise governing publica=

tions referred to in paragraphs (a) and (b) hereof, the provisions of the Dangerous
Articles Tariff will apply.

ACCESSORIAL CHARGES

{a) Por pickup or delivery or for stacking, soxting or other accessorial service
which is not authorized to be performed under the ratces named in this tariff and for
which a charge is nor othexwise provided, an additional charxge of $10.10 per man per hour,
ninimum charge $2.55, shall be made.

(b) When carrier is required to provide additional labox, at point of origin or
point of destination, for the handling of articles or packages which, because of their
weight or bulk, cannot be handled by one man, an additional charge of $10.00 pexr man per
hour, minimum charge 3$10.00, shall be made,

(¢) On shipments of ¢lass as described under the heading "Glass” in the Governing
Classification in packages named therein exceeding 120 united inches, add 6% cents per
100 pounds to applicable class rates. (See Note) .

NOTE.==Will not apply where crane facilities are available without cost to carrier
or loading and/or unloading is performed by shippex and/or consignee, at both pickup
and dalivery points. : .

# Change, Decision No. '78915

EXFECTIVE

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA,
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CANCELS
MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 2 POURTEENTH REVISED PAGE....29

SECTION 1--RULES OF GENERAL APPLICATION (Continuved) ' ITEM.

EXCEPTIONS TO GOVERNING CILASSIPXCATION AND
IXCEPTION RATINGS TARIFF

ROLES

L)
This tariff is subject to the following rules (items) only of the Governing
Classification:

110, Sections 1, 3(a), 3(d), 3(e), 3(4), 4, 4(a), 4(b), 5, &(a), 6(»), 6(c), 7, 7(n),
T®™), 7(e), 7(8), 8, 9, 10, 1l(a), 11(0), 1l(c), 12, 12(a), A2(b), 12(c), 12(d),
12(e), 22(£), 13(a), 13(»), l3(e), 14, 15, 15(a), 15(®), 15(c), 15(a), and 16;

200; 205; 210r 21%; 220; 2227 2257 230; 23%: 2407 2457 250; 2550 2577 260; 26%; 270y
275; 280; 2857 291; 2927 2947 296; 297: 300; 310;

36°r Sections l: 2-(.)1 l(b): 1(")0 l"gd)t l(h)l zr- 2(.)1 z(b)l 2(c)l 2(4): 30- 4, 4(.)’
4(»), and 5; ‘

370: 381; 420, Sections ), 2, 4 and S 421; 422; 4237 424; 426 428, Section 2:
430, Sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11(a), 11(b), and 13;"

455; 520: 535; 540; 565; 595:; 640; 645: 6807 685; 687; 689; 765; 780, Section 2
845; 995; 997 d(Section 3 only).

APPLICATION OF EXCEPTION RATINGS NAMED IN THIS TARIFF

Unless otherwiase specifically provided in individual items in this Section, the
exception ratings named herein apply as follows: .

(a) Exception ratings provided in this Section which are designated am truckload
ratings or are made subject to specified mininmum weights supersede the "truckload” ratings
and minimum weights in the Governing Clasaification and Exception Ratings Tariff, bHut 4o
not supersede “less=truckload” or “any quantity” ratings provided in the Governing Classi-
fication and Exception Ratings Tariff, bhut do not supersede “less=truckload" or “any
quantity” ratings provided in the GCoverning Classification or Exception Ratings Tariff.

(d>) Exception ratings provided in this Section which are designated as “less=truck~
load” or "any quantity” ratings, or are not sudbject to specified minimum weights, supersede
the “less=truckload” and “any quantity” ratings shown in the Governing Classification and
Exception Ratings Tariff but do not supersede the “"truckload® ratings and minimum weights
in the Governing Classification, Exception Ratings Tariff or in this tariff.

. RATINGS
(Exception to Sec. 3 of Item 997 oOf the Governing Classification)

Except as otherwise provided in this Section, class rates contained in Section 2 are
subject to any quantity, leas=truckload and truckload ratings (including minimum weights)
as shown in the Governing Classification and Exception Ratings Tariff. (See Exception)

EXCEPTION,==When the truckload minimum weight provided in connection with ratings in
the Coverning Classification or Exception Ratings Tariff exceeds 45,000 pounds, tne minimum
weight shall be considered as being 45,000 pounds for the purpose of applying rates in
Section 2 of this cariff. ' '

EMPTY PACKAGES OR CARRIERS, SECONDHAND

When Empty Packages or Carriers, as descrided Delow, are offered for shipment at the
rates published in this tariff:

(a) DImpty Packages or Carriers, sacondhand, empty returned: The carrier must deter-
mine that such packages were noved filled and are being returned over the same carrier or
carriers to consignor of the oxiginal filled packages at locations from which original
filled packages were shipped or to another locationy )

{b) Empty Packages or Carriers, secondhand, forwarded for return paying loads:
Carrier must determine that such packages will, when filled, be moved over the same cax=
rier or carriers to tha consignor of the original empty packages at locations from which
original empty packages were shipped or t0O another locations

otherwise carrier will apply the ratings for secondhand packages or carriers not cetu:ned.

& Change, Decision No. 789 15

EFRICTIVE, |

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

-29=




