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Decision No. _-...;8;;;.....;;0..,;7 ..... 23 __ _ 

Case No. 5432 
Petition For MOdification 

. No. .. 056 
(F!.led< June 1J.~ 1971; . 

Amended December 22) 1971) 

case No. 7783 
Petition For MOdification 

NO: .. 43" 
(Filed June 11,,1971;' 

.Amended DecemberZZ~ 1971) 

Mil ton W. F1ack~ A~torney at Law, for Highway Carriers 
ASsociation, petitioner. 

A. D. Poe, Attorney at Law, J. C. Kaspar a~d H. F. 
Kollmyer ~ for CalifOrnia TruckIng ASsociation; 
John K. Grissom, for J-G Carrie::- Service Consulting 
Company; kith E. Miller, for Mt11er Traffic:, 
Service; Wayne Gardner, for LtIIllber Association of 
Southern Calitornia.; interested parties. 

Ralph J. Staunton and George L. Sunt, for the Com­
mission staff .. , 

OPINION .. e-.Nj) ORDER 

This proceeding was beard Janusrv 20 and 21, 1972 be£ore 
Examix:er Abernathy at:.(! July iz ~ 1972 before Ex.sminer Thompson at 
'Los Angeles. 

Highway Can1.ers AsSOCiation seeks revision of the m10i:ni.:M 

rates. for the transportation of ~u=ber Witain ~ 150 n:il~ redius 0: 
oown:own Los Angeles.. It proposes that: an a&:!.~~ior...s.1-=ate scal~. 
subject tv a minimum weight of 10,Coo po,..:t\<:ls be es~o.bl!sh~) tha~ 
the a::>¢;J:lt of TTfree-t!meTT for loading and ~oadi71g be r.edueed and 
that: the ho~ly rc.tes in Minimum Rate Tariff 15 be msde itJappl:tceblc 
to. tM 'tr~'CS?Or..4t:!on of lU.mber 1:1. Southern. CalifonUa II 
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Petitioner presentee evidence showing that :here are 
mOVe:!tents of shipments of ltmlber weighing 10,000 pounds or more, 
but less ~han 20,,000 pounds, w.tth1n a lSO mil-e radius. of downto'Wn 
Los Angeles (here:lnafter called southern terri tory) • Such traffic 
is not transported by for-hire carriers but moves in proprietal:)" 
C~rr1age. It is pet1tioner:s 1:&formation and belief t:hat such 
traffic is no~ tendered to for-hire carriers because of a peculi­
arity in the rate strueture whereby the lowest charge for trans­
por-..ation ~"ith1n metropolitan Los Angeles of shipments of l'i.::bcr 
weigh1:lg as little as between 2",300 and 6,300 pounds is reflected in 
a billi.:o.g showing charges as if the shipment weighed 20,000 pounds. 
It is pet1t1onert s belief that the establishment of rates for a 
minimum weight of 10,000 pounds w.Ll1 penz:d.t the for-hi.re carriers 
to eapt\tte some of the traffic that: presently moves in- proprietary 
earriage. 

Petitioner proposes the establishment: of rates subject 

to a minimum weight ¢f lO,COO POUnds which :lore ~~ lev'els o~ aboue 
150 ?ercent of the eXisting 20,000 pouocl rat:es. The seale was 
developed with the view of reducing the effect of the oreakwbsck of 
the 20,,000 }')Ounds rates to about 15,,000 pol.:Ods rather than from cost 
considerations. 

be compensatoxy. 
Petitioner believes that such scele of raCes Wi:.ll 
Reliable data concerning the cost of performing 

transportation by for-hiTe carriers under the proposed rstes was not 
avatlable to petitioner because the traffiC does not move byhighw 

way e.a.'i:"X'1er.. A consultant engaged by petitioner ~e.s permitted' to' 

extract some data concerning proprietary operations by a dealer. 
Fro~ such data he calculated that for the operations coneectcd~ 
the average c~st peT mile- was $0.44519 and thet the revenue t:hat 

woul<t have been proV1ded at the proposed rates ave-,:agoo $0 .45610 
per mile. As an eseimate of 'the cost of tr.!.ospo=t1ng l~r by 

highway ce==1e:s for the purpose 0: establishing mi~ r&t£2 t~ 
analYSis presented leaves nn:.ch to be deG!.rec.; however, the circum.­
~~&nee-s confl:ont~ng pet1t!.one-,: e.~d the consultant in the preparation 
of a cost !:t".:dy al~ lE'ft mc.ch co· be de::!.re<!. 
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Petitione~ does not propose any changes in the ex1sti~g 
scales of 'rlltes for m1rd.nr'.:::I. weights of 20,000 pounds, 401' 000 pour!ds 
and 48:,,000 pounds. It docs propose the establishment 0: provided 
weights for those rate scal~s as well as the proposed 10,000, 

pound rates. The proposed provided weights for various species of 
lumber are those recogo1zed and utilized by the lumber indus~ry in 
Sou~berc CalifOrnia. 

It l.s also proposed to reduce the free-time for the lO.3d~ng 
or unloading of equipment to one-half ~~ur for shipments rsted at 
:nirdmum weights of lO~OOO pounds and 20~OOO pounds and t:ime :to 
excess thereof to be charged at: the rate of $2 .. 25- per quarter-l'-.our; 
and for shipments reted at minimum weights of 40 ~OOO pounds t:he 

free-time for loading or unloading. be one hour w:tth time 1n excess 
thereof charged at the rate of $3.00 per quarter-hour or fraction 

thereof. 1'b:J:s proposel would result in an increase in rates, however, 
the ev1den~d1scloses that the free-tice provided is adequate f~ 
the l03d1ng end un:.0.2c41ng of lumber :tn tae southern area and that 
any ebarges for t:1me in excess thereof' would be the res't.:l: of 

delAYS caused by the consigo.or 0':: consignee pr-Lo'l:' to· actual cor:mence­
men~ of load:tng or unloading.. Th~ amount of reveIl'~ w1:'-.1ch would' 
be dex1v~ by carriers under the proposed change would be insig~fi­
cant. 

The managing director of petitioner testified that the 
lum~r c~~ers meeting to conSider the proposal of establishing 
min:tmum rates subject to a min!lIr.JCl weight of 10,000 pounds desired 
that the hourly rates n:aintained in Minimum Rate Tariff 15 be ::utde 
ina.ppl1eable to the transportation of lumber 10. the southern territo:Y. 
He said that the carriers are of the opin1on that ~roperlyapp!~ecl 
hourly, -rates.: may 'be utilized by ea .. r:ters to secure b-:.:s:'ness .. ·· He 

~t3t~ ,that he h3s no personal knowledge that such. was being: done 
in 'connection With the transport&t1cn of l~ber in southern terri to r,r; 
hO"N'ever ~ he does have knowlcdg.e in connection, ~"ith othertr.3nspo:tatio ..... 
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that, ho't.:r:!..y rates ~ improperly applied> have been 't!$ed ass deVice 
to &vc1d ~he ~n~vcm rates and t~~t hourly rates arc exceedi=gly 
difficult to enforce because of the difficulty of detecting 
falsification of time shown on fre1ght bills. 

california Trucking Association and the CommissIon staff 
do not oppose the granting of the petition. Much of their 
cross-~nation of petitioner t s witnesses dealt w!th eXisting 

imperfect~ons. in the rules for application of the ~nimum rates. 

CalifOrnia Trucldng Association referred to the evidence presentee 
by petitioner regarding cost of perforrn1ngthe se'rV1C,e and esked 
the COmmission, if it established the rates as prayed for> to' set 
forth the reasoning or basis for such action. 

Ccst is a factor to be eons~dcred in the establishment 
of reasonable min1mum rates; however, it is cot the only rete, making 
factor to be considered nor is it necessarily always the dominant 

factor in rate making. The fixing of transportation rates is not 

an eY.act sc1ence nor i$ it merely an exercise in ::::ethematies,. The 
Trideal TT rate is one which 'Will generate that amount of tr8£f1c w~ch 
will produce the lowest cost to the shipper -<loG. the greatest earnings 
t:o the ca~er. The eVieence::here discloses that the present class 
rates. for t!le transportation of lumber in southern te'rrl.to~ bs.ve 
not generated any 10>000 pound traff1e to highway carriers. Ic 
other words they exceed the value of the service an<i therefor,e 

from a 4'ete maldng standpoint are unreasonably high. The £~ct that 

the l...::mber ~mmod1ty rates for m!.nimum weights of 20 >000 pounds 
break back to ~c-..1pment weights of between 2> 300 pounds and 0; 300 
pounds is also e'w'"1dence that the clas.s rates ere '1Jnreasoaably high 

for shipments of less than 10~000 pounds. That much having been 
cstao11$hed~ the question 1.,,, what can be done about 1..t. 'O'nit costs 
cf ~r~nsportet1on are ~elated to factors such a~ use fec~or of 
equipment,. which in t\!'rn de~nds i::. large degree \:pon. the volu:ae 
of movement. Under ci~~~~st&nees ~ch as presen~ed: here wl~e no 

traffic moves by for-hire car&iers and the pa:pos~ is to establis~ 

& rst~ "~h1ch "1I1i2.1 geoer&te sooe traffic,. the sn<>-:.mt cf which eJ.lDnot 
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be £oreseen~ the reliability and accuracy of any estimates of costs 
by for-hire carriers of perfO:rm:Lng the service is somewhat con­

jectural. To establish .a. rate predicated entirely upon cost consid­

erations in such circumstances would be an exercise in futility. 

The record cont:a.1ns evidence that the carriers that transport lumber 
are of the opinion that the proposed rates will ge~e=dte some 

: tr8£f1c and will increase their earnings. The testimony of a 

representative of an association of dealers in lumber 1n southern 

territory is that dealers favor the esta:bl1sbment of the proposed 
rates and will probably be inclined to utilize for-hire carriers 

for shipments in thelO,OOO pounds category e1the1."' to' supplement 

tA.~i~ <oWn ~ebtcles or in place of their own vehicles. We also take 
n~:t!~,~ in connection with the class rates set forth in 

. ., ;'~;. 1'1 •. 

M!n!mtzmRate Tariff 2, which were established following cons:tderat1on 
.• oi.: eb:np~ehensive cost studies, teat for a distanee of .20 constructive 

,'''' • ," 1 "':r" . : 

m1.1es'· the relationship of the Class 55 rate for 10,000:' pounds':,,: : 
(62~) to .the Class 55 rate for 20,000 pounds (40~) is 15> peiCent. 

The relationship of the proposed lumber rate for 10,000 pounds 

(~) to the lu:nber rate for 20,000 pounds (22t) for 20 constructi.ve 
miles is 155 percent_ The relati.onships between rates for other 

distances ar,e .o.lso the same Or similar. S~h eircumstance provides 

a re.s.sooable inference that the relationship:: between the proposed 

10 ~COO POunds l'Ulllber rates cd the ex!sting 20 ~OOO pound lumber 
rates foll¢ws the same pattern as the relationships beeween the 
costs of transporting 10,000 pounds of general commod!ties. and t~'le 
costs of transporting 20,000 pounds. of general com:nodi ties ... 

!he prtnc1pal consideration here is that the present: 
class rates do not generate lumber traffic to highway carriers.~:·' I't 
is desirable that highway c3.=r1crs be affordeG. opportun! ty to par": 

t!cip4te in such traffic as long as such participation does. not 

result ~n :he e1ss1pat1on of the earnings of the eaTTiers and thereby 

bUT.d~n other traffic. The relationsh1p~ of rates mentioned here­

i:laoove ~ and the analysis presen:ed cy the consul,tant engAged by 
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pctitiocer~ are sufficient to show that: the transportatiot! at the 

proposed rates of such ~raffic ~het may be generated ~y the establish­
me~t of ~a1d rates Will be adequate to offset out-of-pocket costs, 
tnclce some contTi.bt.."tion to fixed costs and possibly, depending upon 

the amount of traffic generated> provide a profit to the ca.rriers.. 
In any event the tx-anspore1on of lunbe'r at the proposed ':'ates w!ll 
not burden other traffic. 

Pet1tiocer stated at the hearings that: :!.~ is. its int:en:ion 
that the proposed rates be subject to the interim surcharges 

prescribed in Decision No. 79483. and effective January 1,. 1972. 
On July 11,,1972, by DeciSion No. 80235, def1:litive rates were, 

subst1tutedfor said interim surcharges and the lumber ra'tes for 
the s<>uthe1:u,'area were increased to reflect labor costs 'aso£, 

July 1, 1'972. The proposed ra~es w:Lll be adjus::ed to· correspond 
with t:be adjustments p::escr1'bed by Decision No. 80235 in: the lumber 
rates for the southern ax-ea. 

We f1nd ::h.at: 

1. Mi,n1mr:m. ra.tes for the transportation of lumber :tn southern 
te~t0'XYo.re prascti.bed !on Minimum Rat~ Tariff Z. Commodity =ates 
subj~ct to m1U1m1r.n weigh.ts of 20,000 pounCls or more are set forth 

in Item 710 thereof> and for shipments of lesser weights" Class' 
55 and Class 50 :coates a.re prov1ded in Section 2 of said tariff .. 

2.. For dis.tances not exceeding 50 miles, anc ::lore par.:ieularly 
withl.n the me~ropo11tan Los Angeles. area, lumber moves by highway 
carriere ~t the COmmodity retes set forth in Item 710 Oi: :no·"es 
in proprietary carr1age~ 

3.. The proposed co=modity rate~ acjusted to reflect, :-ate .. 
levels prescribed in Decision No. 80235 for the transportation of 

llJ%llber subject to e :n!ni.n:-..ml weight of 10,,000 pounds will generate 

to highway earners l~r ::-effic t:ha.t pr~~ntly mt;J...,es :!.n pr.oprletary 
carr1~ge) a~~ ~he :r4n-~rtat1on of said :raff:e by high~s7 c«=~1e~5 
at ~he propoced. rates "-"il!. not diSSipate the r~vc:l~e$;o: said 
carriers en~ ~~den other traffic. 
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4. One-half hOur is a reasonable and adequate t:tme within 
wh1.eh to perform the services of loading or unloading of shipments 
of lumber in southern territory moving Ullder cotImOd1ty rates 
subject to min1mum. weights of lO~OOO pounds or 20,000 pounds; and 
one hour is a reasonable and adequate time within which to perform 
the services of loading or unloacl1ng of shipments of lumber in 

southern territory moving under commod1ey rates subject to minimum 

weights of 40,000 po1JJlds and 48,000 pounds. 

5. Lumber presently 1s not transported by highway carriers 
in southern territory at hourly rates established in M1~um Rate 
Tariff 15. To the extent that they may be available for application 
to the transportation of lumber by highWay carriers in southern 
territory ~ said hourly rates p,~~vide an alt'ernative to t:he cOl.Umodity 
rates. established herein wh1ch~ if improperly applied, could result 
in impa1ment of the ability of the commod'ity rates to generate 
Itmlber traffic in. southern territory. 

6. . The establishment of the proposed 10,.000 pound rates 
adjusted to reflect Ded.sion No. 80235 rate levels will result in 
a reduction in mintmmm rates; to the extent that petitionerfs 
proposal for delays tOo equipment, also adjusted to reflect Decision 
80235 rate levels ~ reduces the amount of free time for loading or 
unloading of equipment said proposal is technically an increase 
in rates;. however, the %Ule is in the nature of a penalty provision 
aimed at p%eventing delays caused by consignor or consignee rathe:r 
than producing revenue and the adoption of petitioner r s. proposal . 

will not ~ncrease the rate level nor increase revenues. 
7. The rates and rules proposed by petitioner are» and for 

the future will be~ the just~ reasonable and nond1scrtminatory 
min.1.mum rates for the transportation of lumber by highway carriers 
in southern terr1to~. 

. 8. To the extent that said adjustments 1n minimum rates. may 
result in increases, said increases are justified. 
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We conclude that petitioner's proposals~ adjusted to 
reflect rate levels prescribed in Deci;s10n No. 8023S.~ should be 

adopted and that Minimum. Rate Tariff 2 and' M1nimum, Rate Tariff 15' 

should be amended accord.ingly. In order to avoid dupliCation :(0 

tariff distribution the amendment toM1~ Rate Tariff lS,will 
be prescribed ina separate order. 

ORDER -- ... _--
IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Minimum bte Tariff 2· (Appendix D of Decision No~ 31606~ 
as amended) is further amended by incorporating therein~ to' 
become effective Deeem.ber 23, 1972, the tariff pages attached hereto 
~nd listed in AppendiX. A, which pages and appendix by this reference 
are made a -part hereof .. 

2. Common carriers subject to the Public Utilities Act; to 
the extent that they are subject also to Decision' No. 31606, as 
amended" are hereby directed to establish in their tariffs the 
increases necessary to conform :with the further adjustments ordered 
herein .. 

. . 

3. tariff publicat~ons required to' be made by common carriers 
as a result of the order herein shall,be filed not earlier than the 
effective date of this order and may be made effective not earlier 
than the tenth d&y after the effective date o~ 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 December 23, 
1912; and the tariff publications which are authorized but not 
required to be made by common carriers as a result of the order 
herein may be made effective not earlier than the tenth d"ayafter 
the effective date of this order" and may be made effective on' not 
less than ten daysT notice t~ the Commission and to the. public 
if filed not later than stxty days after the effective date of the 
minimum rate tariff pages incorporated in this order. 
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4. Common carriers, 1n establishing and maintaining the 
rates authorized hereinabove ~ are hereby authorized· to depart from 

the provisions of Sect1on460 of the Pub11eUt111ties Code to the 
extent necessary to adjust long- and short-haul departures now 
maintained under outstanding authorizations; such outstanding aut.hor­

izations 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 t~ the prior orders authorizing 
long- and short-haul departures and to t.his order. 

The effect.ive date of this order shall be twent.y-four 
days after the date hereof. 

Dat.ed at San 'Fr&nc:lac» ~ Californ1a~ this /~<2.,; 
NOVEMBER day of __________ , 1972. 
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APPENDIX A 

LI~ OF ORIGINAL AND REVISED PAGES TO 
MINIMUM RATE TARIFF Z 

TB:tR'rEENTH REVl:SED PAGE 19-A 

ORIGINAL PAGE 19-AA 

FIFrB REVISED PAGE 51-BB 

ORIGINAL PAGE 51-BBS 

TWENTY-FIRST REVISED PAGE, 51-DO 

(END OF APPENDIX A LIST) 

: .. ~ 
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MlNIMUM RAn: TARIFF. 

lI'AIL1:7RE '!'O ACCOHnXSl't ~EI..""VERY 
tApp11~8 only 1n connection'Wita It~. 129, 176. 117 an4 119) 

Except aa o~rwiae p~ 1A the JjAD9'~rolJlI Artiele .. 'ra.rift~ 1f the carrier. 
~9'l\ no fault ot its own,. U un@le to effect ~lj"very of any shipment 'Within 48 
hOlJrs (excllJdinq Satur~YII. SUndays and ho1i~ya) After tho first 1:00 4~m. tollowinq 
inital. 4tt~ of d"l1very,. the ahip!llOnt will. bo place4 in atoraqo and notice will 
1: ••• nt or c;1v.n to conei9'l'1or or cotul.1qnee. ':hore&fter tho shipment will be store4· 
at carrier'. te~ a~;oct to the rAtes And ehArqes set forth below or,. At carrier'. 
option .. fDlJ.y l>fIl p~ :1.n a pw:>lic wareh.O\lao at public IItorAqe rAtes. 

1"0r eACh of the first :five ~Y&,. S~ cent. per 100 pound •• 
20r the !Sixth M(l eAch su~ 4a.y,. 7ilt cents per 100 powlds .. 

~.in.imu:n storaqo eharqe per ah1pment on t:reiqht held beyond 48 how:'s,. S days 
o~ 1e811-73 oen~s: 6 44'111 or~re-112 cents .. 

In cO!IIpI.1tinq time, any fraetioMl. part of 24 hours 'tdl.l be CO\1.lI.ted u. one 
dAy. 

In comput1n9' chaxgea, any traet.1onal. Part of 100 POWl"- v.Ul be comp1.1t04 •• 
100~. 

Sh.1pments un1o.a.~ from vehicle and ~loade(l on veh.1cle for subsequent delivexy 
w1l1 be auJ)j"JCt to a ~e of $3~lS per ton in Addition to ul other eharqea 
aet torth herein .. 

JjlJrl:ul potriod in 'Which component part :1.11 held in stora9'e earner'. lUbU:I,ty 
for loss or ~e Yil.l be that of A 'W4:o!hOUlJema.n .. 

SublJ~ent d..,::'1very:from po1nt of atora9'e w1l1be ch.Iu:9'ed for U A neo.rllhipment .. 

S\lbjeet to ~ z:,ccept;!.ons below, ~enOV4lr the elapsed t:iJno betwe4tn commencement 
&n4 complotion o! the loadint; or W'll<>Ok4inq of ah.1Pft1"ne. aul:>~ect to min:l.mwn weic;hts 
of 10,000 pounds or more exc:eeds 8 lldnut..,s per ton (l>ased on the we:!.9'ht on 'Which 
tr.nsporeat:!.or. c:hax'Ves are c:omputed), AdcUt10nal ch.arges for deh.y tlmo . .in exce .. 
o! a minutes per ~on &hAll be asse .. ed lUI p:OVi(le<l 1n Item 145. 'I'he ehAxqo prcvi4ed 
in Xtem 14~~) for \l1Iit o:f oquipment ahal.l a])ply only 'Wh~n the Aeceasor~ or 
inc::L(1entAl. serrlc.t requ1ros its use or 'Whon the unit of equ.ipment is 1nac:t:Lvat04 
by :reASOn of :Lta ~ver or helper beinq enqaqe4 :I.n auc:h. .ern.ee. The p~:l.aions 
0: ~ item llhal.l not: apply in wnnect;i.on With the plac:ement of units of eq\lipment 
un4er ~t wit."- the shipper orconaiqnee for loadinq by the shipper or unlo.a.d1nq 
by the cons~, when wc:h. ~t l.a recorde<l on the iIh:i.ppinq document ~ 

I'l'll:M. •. 

141 

»y unit of equ.1pment: is tMant a ~or 1:X\ldt, trailer or semitrailer,. excl.uoive 1.1.42 
ot motor trAc:tOrs. 

'rho pro'Y'1B;I.ons of th.1a .1tem 8hal.1. also Apply in connection v1.th: 

(a) ~nent parta of sM.pmentatranaported IJt1der the provisiona 0: XtetllS 
160-163 and 110-173, when the component part pidced up or delivered veicfluJ 10·,000 
poun<l8 or more. Xn auc:h 1natAnces, the chuqea aasesse(l shAll be baaed on the ac:tual 
weiqht of the c:ompQ1'lent part loa.4~ or -onloAded. 

(b) Shipmomts trcaported under the proviaiona o:f Xtema 200, 210,. 220 and 230. 

EXO!:P'l'IONS .. -
:Does not apply on ah.ipmenb 0: ~1. GrA1n.( in bags, lI~eet to- m.1.n1raum. 

we.1qhtll of 10,000 pou:oda or moxo.. (s.e Xt~ 143) 
~. not apply on shipments 0: I'lywoo(l 4oa~ in List 1), or COII1ItI041ti •• 

desc:rlbe4 :l.nx.:t.t <: of: J:tfrlll 685, whid'l o.re aul:>:lect to the provisions of Xtem 710 .. 
(s.e Xtem 144) 

8(723 

ISSlJED BY THE PUBUC UTlUTlES· COMMISSION OF' THE STATt OF CAUFORNIA. 
COr:reet1on SAN FRANCISCO. CAUFORNIA.' 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIff _ 

Corr.ct1on 

Shipments. o! Plywood. _ d~ in I.ia't B Ol" eolllllOdit1C!s .4~~:I.bed· :l:n 
Us'C C o~ Item ~S. wlU.ch ~ subject to ~ rates 11'1 I'tem 71.0 will be 
UHs~ the tol.low1ng charges from the- time carril"l'll" .qu1pmen:t: &rJ.":tvee tor­
l.o6d.1ng oX' 1Jnl.o&d1ns: 'to completion o!lDa41ng oX' I,l~ng. 

(a) Sh1pments. subject to rn1nimum we1g1\ta of lO ~OOO or-
20.000 pot.iOda. 

For F:trst 
30 Minutes 

Fol" Each 
.A4cUttonal ~ 
Minutes ol"~.et1on 

(1:1) Sh1pmen.ta .ubj~· to minimum weights o'! ~.OOO or 
1408.000 pounc1a. 

80723 ,. 
;.' 

-l9-AA-

For Firat 
60 Minutes 

For Each. 
Ad41ttonal.lS· 
Minutes or rraC!1on 

330: . 

ISSUED BY THE PUBUC ununES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CAU~RNlA. 
SArr FRANCISCO,'CAtlFORNIA. 



-MINIMUM RATETARJFF 2 

SECTION 3--eo~])I'I'( RATES (Cont1nue<1) 

CHo\RCES FOR. WEX<::HDJC SHIPMENTS 

nrr~=. 1I--:1: •• ~. ;51-88 

POCJt'1'H R.ZVISZl>·PACE •••• 51-8&. 

!he in1t1&l weighing of Ih1pmlme. of cOIIIII¢d$.1:1.es descrtbed in Item 685 may be 670 
performed. by the car.d.er and at: carrier's expense. Por reweighing such shipments. 
the carrier shall assess> a cba'rgtt of not less than l~S cents. 

PROVIDED \JEYCN'I'S 

Prov14ed we1gl\ts c:ont&1ned in ehi. 1tem shall be used in 114!U of actual groas 
weigh~s in cormec:t:1OtL w:U:h the following transportation of tumber and Porest Products: 

1. Shipments rated U1'Ide't' the prov1.a1ons of Ieem. 690 and 700 .. when the d.1:stanc:e 
from point of ortg11). to ~11).t of deat1t1&tiO'r\. c~ted in ac:c:oTdance 'W1th ;the 
method prov.tded in the OCstAncc Table. 408& not exc:eed50 conaeruc:t1ve mtlies 
(See Note);. and· -

l.\1d1ber. seaaoned. vt%.: ce4ar. cottonwood .. fir. hemlock. pine, 
redwood. and spruc:e. Pft' 1.000 feet boa-r4 me&...n'e------------

~. dry. 1llILc:h1nef1ntshed. viz.: flooring. ruat1c:. s1d1ng. 
ceiling, ah1plap, per 1.000 feet board mea.ure---------------

Sbalce ••. SAwed O'r split. 2.500 will. be considered. the eqQ1valent 
of 1.000 feee boa~ ~~----------------------------------

Sb1ngles (cedar) dry .. per 1,000--------------------------------
Shingle. (cedar) green. per 1.000------------------------------
Sh1ngle:s <}:line ar redwood). 8,000 will be con.1dere4 ehe equ1v-

alent:: of '1.000 feet: boarc1· me.aaure-----------------------.. ---~ 
. . 

NOTE.-For other eranaportat1OtL. theprO'll1a1cma of Xtem 70 
will apply. 

80723. 

PO\Jl'\d.s 

2500 

2200 e680 

Apply the pX'ov1ded 
wlgn1: appl1.cable to· 
th .. type·of lumber 
\laed. . . 

EFFECTXVE 

150 

210 

Cornc:t1on 
ISStJEO BY THE pusue UTIUT1E:S COMMISSION' OF THE $fATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

SAN FRANCISCO; CALIFORNIA. 
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MINIMUM RAlE TARIFF 

SEC'rION 3--COMD:ttY)'(ArtS (COntinued) 

PROVXDED WElCH:rS 

(Applies on &JUpmen1:a rated under ~ prov1a1ons of Item 710) 

Provided weiWl'ta contained 1n th1a 1tem shall' l:Ht used 1n Uel,l of 
actual. il"OU weights in connection w1'd\ the- 'transportation, O'! the tunber 
.114 Fo~st Producta speeU'1ed herein. 

~ .. Cil'c!en or ~0CKi (Note 1) 

l)ouglu l'1r.. F1X' an4 Heml.ock.. (S"S) , 

l)oualu F1l".. F1r and Hemlock. Rough 

Je4wooc1. SIIS 

Redwood... rol.1gh . 
I.i.Jmber. Dry. V1%: ' Cedar. Co1:tonwood.. 't1r. Heml.o¢k. "Pine 

or Spruce~ (Note 2).. ~S 

~r. Dty. Viz: Cedar .. Cot'tOnw004.l'1r. Heml.o¢k. Pin. 
or Spruce. (Note 2). ~" 

Plywood .. no'!: fin1ahed beyond sanding. 

2500' 
" ' 

3300 

2500 

3300 

2000 

2500 

Pounda" 
Th;(eknesa 

l.,A" 

(Pel" "10wsq.1't~) 

5/1.6" 

3/8"" 

1" 

1 liS" 

Note 1.--t.I:Inber having a mo:f.atl.1r\l: content mor. than 19 ~nt. 

Note 2.--"Dry" lumber 1& 4d1ned _ l~ wh1ch hu been seaaoned 
or l<1l.n dr1e<1 to • mo1sture con:tet\t or 19 perceat or leas • 

790 

9S0' 
"', 

lJ,2$', 

lSzs, " 

182> 

ms: 
3000, 

,,' 

3350 

~81. 

• Ac2d1t1on. Deda10n lb. 80723 
.'. 

Correction 
ISStJ£I) BY TliE PUBUC UTlUTlES COMM1SSION OF THE STArt OF CAUFORNIA,~ 

SAN FRANCISCO; CAUFORNlA.: ' 
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M1NIM'U~ RATE TARIff '~ 
szerXOtC 3--cOHMODlTY RA'l'ZS (Continue4) 

In Cent. Per 100 P0un4. 

LtIM8ZJt IIJIt> 1"0US'l' PRODVC'l'S. 
a. ~.cril:Mtd 1n and aul>ject to ttw prov1.1oIw of! Xt_ 685. 

':ZRIU'f0RVtt. APPt.XCATXW 
StAte. nue4 in th1a 1t_ apply between, point. of or191n. aDd cSe.t1naUon, 
all of! W'lUch are located w1th.1ft, 150 conatZ'Uet1ve .11.. of! Hetropolitan 
ZOM 229 COIIPUt4t4 11\ aC:COr~ v1th the Mt.bo4 prov1d.ed in, the J)utaac. 
Tal>l •• 

RA'l'Z$ 

m!§. MXIIXMtIX, WZlGH'r 
~\lt Rot 

·10,000 20,000 40,000 (1;) (**) (3)48,.000-cw.r ~r 
P~ PO\m4a Po\lnd8 POUDd,a 

0 1 2~ l~ 10 9'1\ 
3 5 24 151, 12 u 
5 10 28 17~, 13Js 13' 

10 1S 33 21 lSls 1~ 
1S. 20 37 24 17'.1 16-

20 25 42 28 W, 17~ 
25 30 0&6-, 31 20 1eJ", 
30 3S SO 34- 2V5' 20 
35- 40 54 37 22Js 2l)s" 
40 4S sa 40 2~ 22'.1 

45 50 69 44 27's 24' 
SO 60 (4) (4) 31 271s 
60 7O 34 2~ 
70 80 . 37 32 
80 ,90 41 3S .. 
90 100 42 37, ' 

100' 110 43, 40' 
lolO UO 44 ,42" 
120 130 47 43,'. 
J.30 140- 48 45, 

" 

140 150 49 47 
150 - C5) (5) 

(1) The Ja1niauII w.j,qht app:L.i, •• to each mUt of! equ.1plltnt 1n wb1eh .h1p1ent 
u tranaported. 

(2) -
(3) WUl. DOt apply OIl Pole. or Pll1nq a • .s •• c:dl:Ied in Xt .. 685. 
(4) ~r SO ..u.., c:laa. 5$ rate. apply. 
(5) ~r 150 JUle., rat •• in th1a 1te11 <So not: apply. Apply rat.. in 

X~ 690 • 

• Chanqe ) 
• J\4d.j,tion ) :o.c1a1on No. 

- ;r;l~ted. ) 80723' 

ISStJ£D BY 'IlIE PUBUC tmUTIES COMMISSION OrTHE S1'ATE,OF ,CAUFORNIA. 
SAN FRANCISCO; CALIFORNIA. 


