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Decision No. 80766 
--;;;;;...;;;.,.;...~--

BEFORE THE PUBLIC TJTILITIES COMMISSION OF nm StATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the matter of the inves tigation ) 
in to the rates,. rules,. regulations" ) 
charges,. allowances, anel practices o~ 
all household-goods carriers, cOQXllon ~ 
carriers,. highway carriers,. and city 
~ers, :relating to the tra:osporta-
ti.on of used household goods and t 
related property. i 

) 

Case No,. 5330 
Petition for MOdification No. &1 

(Filed May 22,. 1971) 

Xnapp, Gill" Hibbert & Stevens, by Warren N. Grossman,. 
A.ttorney at Law, and Charles A. woeD:eI, for 
California Moving and Storage ASsociation, 
petitioner. 

Harold Jensen, for Modesto Transfer & Storage; 
GeOrge Schultz, Jr., for Schultz 'Bros. Van & 
~tor.age; Ro. L. Reeves, for LYOll Van & Storage; 
Robert C. joMSOn,. for Bekins Moving. & Storage 
CO.; James A .. Nevil for Nevil Storage Co.; 
Sam s. BIank, for ~endable Moving & Storage Co.; 
Llph E. Rose, for City Transfer & Storage Co.; 
GeraIa C~derman, for CSMA. Global Y.oving &; Storage; 
~il1ia:n enuiZe, for Pacific Moving & Storage Co.; 
Mae H. Bevan, for Bevan-Pearson Moving & Storage, 
Inc.; Jim Garvey, for Kozy Moving & Storage; and 
John J. canova, Attorney at I..a:-.N', for Canova Moving 
~ Storage CO.; respondents. 

R. F. Kollmver and J. Co. I<as!ar, for California. 
t:rueking ASsociation; wiriam ~11. Edmond, for Acme 
Transfer & Storage; Jack Russey, for Hussey's Moving 
& Storage,. Inc .. ; Claire A.. Burnett: and Robert Fo. 
Buro.ett~ for Bekin's MOVUlg & Stora,se CO .. ; interested 
partIes. 

William E. Roe aneT Charles F. Gerughty, for the Com­
missl.on staff. 

OPINION -------
This matter was heard July 18, 1972 before Examiner 

Thompson at San Francisco. Late-filed EX4;ibits 61-9, 61-10' and 61-11 
of petitioner were received August 4. 1972. On August 1.8" 1972, the 
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, . 
CotlXllission staff made written response thereto and n~t1f:Led ~e 
Commission and the parties that further hearings for 'the-pUX'pose of 

cross-examination regarding said exhibits would be urmeces.sary'. The 
petition stands submi.tted as of August lS, 1972 and is ready for 
decision. 

By this petition, California Moving and Storage Association 
requests increases in the local moving minimum rates set forth in 
Items 330 and 350 of Mlnfmum Rate Tariff 4-B to reflect increases in 

costs within Territory BeY The Commission staff opposes the pro­
posed increase in rates. The basic facts are not in dispute .. 
Petitioner and staff disagree regarding the cost-findtng and rate­
ma.king principles that should be considered in connection with said 
facts. 

The present structure of local moving rates for three 

territories was established by the Coamlission in its Decision No-• 
.73385, dated November 21, 1967.. Exhibit 32-1 in said proceeding. was-

" ' 

the cos"t s·tady uponwhieh the rates were established. The method: used 
1u. the develOpment of said costs was by examination of expenses an<I' 

performanee of a sample of carriers within each of the three 
territories. Since 1967 there have been a number of adjos·tments in 
the local moving rates to offset changes in costs. Every one of 

said adjustments was based upon a recalcu.lation of Exhibit 32-1 with 
the substitution of the changes in cost factors. The measurement of 
the known changes in cos t factors was determined from ·(:he s.a:ne 
sample of carriers considered in the development of Exhibit 32-1. 
The most recent adjustment in the local moving rates for Territory :s 
was prescribed in Decision No .. 78801;. and said adjustment considered 
known changes in cost levels as of January 1, 1971. " 

Y Territory B encompasses the Counties of Sacramento., Yolo~ Merced;. 
Stanislaus, Fresno> Madera, San Joaquin~ Napa, Solano-, Mendocino,;. 
Humboldt and Del Norte> and a portion of Sonoma Com'lty. 
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Since the aforeme:ltioned date there have been measurable 
cb..snges in sOtle of the cost factors considered in 'the last rate 

_ adjust1::lent, including: increases in wages~ fringe benc::its, compe:l­
sation insurance rates, payroll tax rates, and '2'.U .. C. ':r.a%l.S?orts.tion 
Rate Fund Fee; the <!pplieation of the State Sales Tax to gasoline; 
and the establisbment of a uniform . business licetl.S<l ~ax. 

- . . 
One difference :in the estimates of petitioner and the s=aff 

eo'C.cc:rns 'Wage rates and fringe benefits to be provided by carriers 
in Mendocino and SoUo:la Counties. At the time of hearing a collective 
bargaining a.g,l:ce:nent between drivers and helpers a.:l.d household goods 
ca..""ricrs was being negotiated. In its de:vclopmen:r: of costs petitioner 

utilized the offer datoo July, l~, 1972 of Redwood Employers P..ssoeiz.­
tion, agent for the carriers, to General· Truck Drivers, Ws.reho~~en 
and Helper$. Unioll, Loeal 9S0}} Staff in 1't.s development -iJsed the 
wage rates and bene.fits set forth in the prior contract between 
the dri~ers and eQployers.. To the extent ~~t a negotiated wage offer 
has not been. approved by the "lay :3oard, 0:: ~o ~c ext@t t:..at in ±c 
ense whe:e a n.~oti.-').ted eo-r.trae"e. has not been agreed ::0 by the 
parties but a f1'%:tO. wage· o££e: has been tendered by the carriers » 

such a:::1\O'J.:).t, not to exce~ the eu::rent Price Commissio1lg-..:ideline 
for overall wage !.ncreases, may be incl~ed !n the c:ost-of-se~.:e 
st'~y (Rule 23.l~ Cotcm:.U;sion's R,,~es of Procedure). Tee of::er .. ' 
by Redwood Employers .Associatio:l to I.ocel 980 provides for a ~2ge 
~::ccue ~ <!tivers f=~ $4 .. 35 per ho'i!%' to $4.7C per how: (8 pczccnt I 

b.c:cc:::sc), 2. wage i::creesc ~o helper::. fro:n $4 .. 05?er hour to $4 ... 20 \ 

y E.."'Chibit 61-2 herein is .e. co~y of the J~e 15 ~ 1972 proposal of 
local 930 conee~ a bnsis for negotiations for a renewed col­
lective bargainin.~ agreem.~t. Exl'libit 6l-1 is 3. CO'Oy of c:. l~teer 
d~te<! JT.:ly 13, 1972, sig:'le<l by e."e exeet:.tiv~ diree·tOr of Redwood 
Et::;i,>loyers Assoeia.~io'O.) and addressed to the. Secret.,.o,xy-'Ireasure= 
of Loca.l 930 ~ sULting ~~t a =:-umber of items set fO%'th in t..~e 
~£o:eQen~ioned proposal hae been rejected by Re~Nood Employe=s 
.\ssociation znd offering a counter ~:o~~s~l with :e~p~ct ~o s~id 
ite:ns. Tl.'le te=s of the counter proposal toge~er witl"1. t:l.e i~ 
of the Unionfs proposal which were not rejected comprise :he ~~is 
0: pe~i~iouerts estima::es of cb.a:lgcs in ..... ,ages ant: fr-lige ~e.fi~ 
foX' SonelI'.ZI. and Y...endoei:1o Cottlties • 

... 
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per hour (3.5 percen: increase), and an illcrease i!l health. and 
welf~(! prcmitJ:n cO:l:ribut"l.ons to $47 per can ~r tr'..onth to cover ~e 
cost of Pl<m n3ft of Policy 4i1000. The gener:J.l policy of the Prlee 

Commission in consideri:!g. price ix!cr~es is to li:nit the effect 
of increases in wages, including fringe benefi'CS, to not :in excess 
of 5.5 percent. Tb.e:e are exceptions to said general policy, but 
the record in this proceeding: does not disclose whether the cirC'Cl'l.­

stances of the offer by Redwood Et:1ployers Association to' Local 980 
come within an exception to the general guideline. """hile the wa.g¢ 

rates and other terms in the offer dated July 13-, 1972 as set forth 
in Exhibit 6~-1 herein should be considered in the 3djcs~cntof 
the ud:oimu::n rates, the cifect of those ter.ns shoc.ld be limi~ea. to 

an increase in labor cost of not in excess of S.S perce:l.t. As a' 
practical means of adjus"ting the labor costs for Territory :8, the 
wages of a driver for Local 980 will be considered to be $4.589 

pc::- hoW': without consideration for add!tional fringe bE-.nefit cos,ts, 
and the helper wage' rate for Local 930 will be considered to be 
$4.20 per hour, and the contribution for health z:ld welfare for 
~l 980 hel.pers ~1ill be i:lcreased ::ot to e:r..eeed the equivalent of 
7.3 cents per hour. 

In the development of di:ect costs ~r hour the s~£f 
reduced the labor cost by a productivity fector of 2.3 percent~ 
The s'taf£ witness stated that the only basis for tbe applicat:i~o7.'! of 
s2ic1 productivity :actor is the prodwztivity rates established by 

~e P:::ice Com:nission as guicre:i.inE:s for regul.ato:y agetlcies. Ap,en­
diy. ::::I of Par'!: 300 of 'l'itle 6. of the Code of Federal Regt:lat:ions 
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sets forth a pr.ooUetivity factor of 2.3 percent for tha cl:lssifica­
tion~ tI'!rucki:lg, Exc~t: Local". Such guideline by defi.nit;.on does 

not apply to local moving at hourly rates for disU:nces, no,t exccedi..-:.s 

50 miles. The =ates under consider:ltion here are hourly r~tes. 
kAy gains in productivity respecting labor will be reflected in 
fewer :t<Ours to which the rates ~e to ba applied. T"ne application 

of a 2.3 productivit:y factor to cos'tS i:l. the instZJlt cas~ would be 
improper, ir:consistent with the guidelines of the Price CooIrois$:'on~ 

and would be unreaso:laole. 
There are other minor differences in the es timat:es made 

by petitioner and by the staff. Those concern the rate for compen­
s~tion insurance and the payroll taxes to be applied to' extra helpers. 

The stz:ffts method in the development of said astimat:es was the 
same es was used b. the development of costs i:t Exhibit 32-1 3..-,.d 
subse<tuen~ sl..1>plem.cntary studi~. The cos ts we will conci.cer for the 
purpose of determ.:ixd.Il& ax:.d fix:i.ng reasonable mini:nan r:a.tes in this 

proceedin,g 'rill b<:: those developed by using the for:nat and cost 

factors in Exhibit 61-8 presented by the Commission ses£f, ~i£ied 
to gi~e effect to w2ge iccrcases for Loca! 980 as heretofore. stated 
and ~thcr Qodif~ed to e~~mlnate the applic~tion of the 2.3 produc­
~:i.vi1:y fo.ctor.. !h.e weighted .soverage in.creases in :he co:::ts so clc­
velo~d from the costs in Exhibi~ 51-3 (Rev), "'..I7r.icb. e,::b.ibit W8.S the 

basis for t±c last adjustment in the local moving rates for ':err:t'tO:y 
:5, ~ve been c~lculated by the stafiY and are set fo::th below: 

In any future ?roceeding involving inc:cases in rates for Tcr.­
rl~ory B to offset it:creases in ~os ts, the c..:lcclations :n.s,'::c 

I 
pu:sucnt to the saici d~~elopment of costs wocld become u nccess~~ I 
consideration.. For fr..at reason, the staff is dir~ctcd. 0:1 tile I 
~=fec~ive date of the order herein, to place in th~ fo1:m.a!. :7i1c. i 
in t!.ll.S proceeding .so copy of the c3.1cul:lt!o:u> :.'!'lade in ~e afore- Ii 
s~id deve:'opm~t 0·£ c.:>sts. Said doct::!e::.e shall be incol:pOr.s:tcC: 
;;:.z ~ part of tile :ecord in this proceecl!::,z &S Exhibit 61-12.' I 
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TP.BLE I 

Weightee Average Ir:.creazc::; in Co~ts 
of Performing Local Moving in 

Territory B: as of August: 1 z 1972 
Service 

Driver and Helper 
Driver Ccly 

Extra He'!.per 
?acking and Unpacking 

$: 

2.24. 
l.30 
0.63 
1:"17 

1-

11.0 .. 

11.4 
10,.4 

13.;0. 

Petitioner contends that ~he mi::dmum rates should: 'be in­
creased by the percentage increases in costs'. That is the manner 

• 

\ 
r 
I 
( 
I 
~ 
• f , 

in which adjustDleo:ts i:l Territory B local moving rates to. offset 
inc:rease5 in costs h.:..-ve been made in the pastw The etlff~s position 
is ~hat the minimu:n rates should not be increased at: all, bu.t if the 
Comclission determines that the rates should be incressed·to offset 

i:lcreases in costs;, tne:l the present rates should be adjus~ed only 
by ~e do:tlar 3lXI.Ot1:lt of the cos t increases. 'IhS.s is the mat:ner in 
wl\icb. a.dj us trzlC'rl.'1:s in the loca.l 'Olovins ra:~es for Terri tory A were 
p:rescri~d in Deeisi.o:l. No. e0192 ~ dated ';'-"D.e 27 ~1972 ~ in Case 
No. 5330~ ?etition for Modification No. 59. In ::;aid decision the 
Commissio:l. ~eld that the Federal EcouOQic Stabilization progr2m 
rCC!,uires that rate increases. be the o;rdnimum re;uircd to assure 
con·tinued, aaequate ancl safe se..."'"Viee by carriers. engaged in the 
tra!lSportat:ion services covered oy the rates in iss.uc. It has b-ce1"! 

shewn berein Qat there have been substa:lti:!.l incre~es in. the c:~zts 
of providing local mo~~g service which the carriers cannoe =ecove= 
excep~ in the :o:::m of in-:rea.sed rates.. Pe'titione: h:ls shown tbat 
the ?res~t: mini:t".::rn :::a~cs <:::'c lJ;"..r<".a.sonAble and inadequate to aSsw:~ 
conti~ue~ service to the cxten~ that tcey Co noe provide for the 

reeove:ry of the it:.ere3Ses 5.:0. costs.. w.'1.cthe::: or not the e.s.r:ie::-s arc 
i:;. l'I.~ed of acci'tional do~lars i:t the fo%: of ?:¢fit to asSu:'e 
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eontinued~ adequate, and safe service has not been shown. We are 
charged·' with the duty to authorize only the m;i Dimu:D. increases 
necessary; accordingly ~ the increases in rates authorized herein 

sbould reflect the dollar amount of increases in C051:S. 

We find that:: 
1. Minimum. hourly rates for local moving .and for packing and 

unpacking for Territory :s have been established by the Commission in 
Items Nos.. 330 and 350 of Mini.tDlJm Rate Tariff 4-:& .. 

2. Since the last adjustment of said minimu:n rates the 
carriers providing local moving service in TerritoryB have incurred 

increases in expenses in the following items of costs: wages to 

e.nl?loyees> contributions to health and welfare and pension funds> 
'Wo:rkmens compensation insurance> sales taxes on gasoline, Transpor­
tation Rate Fund Fees~ t.miform business license tax, which increases 
have been measured and the impact thereof is as set forth in, Tsble I 
herein. 

3. 1'0 the extent tb.a.t the minimum rates for local moving. do­

not reflect the increases in costs, said rates are, and for the 
future will be~ \m.%'easonable minimum rates and insufficient to 

assure continued, adequaee and safe service by carriers engaged in 

the transportation services covered by the rates in issue. 
4. The present rates increased 'by t:he dollar amount of ~e 

1:ne~eases in costs shown in Table I in this opinion a.re~ and for the 
future will be~ the just~ reasonable and nondiscriminatory m:£nimQm 

ra~es for the transpor~a:tion of household goods and related articles 
for dis1:ances not exc~ 50 m:tles and for packing and' unpacking 
in Territory E. 

5. The increases in rates are cost-base<i~ do not reflect any 
future inflationary expectations:t are the mini::1tlm :required to assare 
continued, adeq,ua.te and safe service, and said ine.rea.se:s are·. 
jus ti.fie<i'. 

6. The illereases do not reflect labor costs in excess of thctse 
e.l~~ by Prl.ee Com:nission policies • 
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7. The rates to be increased are hourly rates and any future 
gains in productivity will be reflected in fewer hours to which the 
rates are to be applied. It has not been es.U1blished on the record 
in this proceeding that there are any cerriers who are willing and' 

capable of providing service at the existing rate or rates. 
8. A duly noticed public hearing was held in this· petition 

a.t which all interested persons, or their representatives, were 
accorded full opportunity for partici,ation. 

9. It has not: been shown by clear and convincing evidence 
tluLt: ixlcre.ases in rates in excess of the dollar amount of increases 
in costs are necessary to assure continued, adequate and safe 
service, to provide for necessary expansion to meet future require­
ments, or to achieve the minimum rate of return needed to" attract 
capital at reasonable costs and not to impair the credit: of the 
household goods carriers providing said services. 

10. '!he adjus1:ments in the hourly rates for Territory 1>, which 
will 'be prescribed herein, will result in total additional revenues 
of $293,000 which amount represent:s- an increase in revenues· from. 
transportation of household goods under Territory :3. minimom. rates of 
10.1 percent.' 

We conclude th.-;:,t the minimu:n rates should be adjusted to 

offset: the dollar a:nount of increases in costs, that Minimum Rate 
Tariff 4-B should be amended as provided in the order which follows ~ 
and that in all other respects the petition of California Moving and 
Stor~e Associa~ion should be denied. 

ORDER ..... _---
IT IS ORDERED tha~: 

1. Minimum Rate Tariff 4-:& (Appendix C of Decision No. 65521 > 

as amended) is further a:nended by incorporating therein, to become 
, effective January 1, 1973, the supplement and revised pages attached 

hereto which supplemeu: and pages are nu:nbered as follows: Sup­
plement 17 to Minimu:n Rat:e Tariff 4-:3, Eighteenth Reviseci Fage 28, 
and Seventeenth Revised Page 29. 
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2. Coamon carriers subject to the Public Utilities Act~ to 

the extent that they are subject also to said Decision No. 65521~ as 
amended" are directed to establish in their tariffs the increases 
necessary to conform with the further adjustments ordered herein'. 

3. Tariff publications required to be made by common carriers 
as a result of the order herein shall be filed not earlier than the 
effective date of this order and may be made effective not earlier 
than the fifth day after the effective'date of this order~ on not 
less than five days t notice to the Coamission and to' the public" 
and shall be made effective not later than. January 1" 1973:. 

4. In all other respects said Decision No. 65521" as amended" 
shall remain in full force and effect. 

S. Except as otherwise provided herein Petition for Modifica­
tion No. 61 is denied. 

11le effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. San Francisco 
Dated at " California" this . ...;-1'11./ 

-------------------~ 
day of --... E .... C.,..;f=--M .... RtIoo+Q~---~, 1972. 

~ 
-, - , I~" 

< ,,.,~ ~ ,.t. 
siOners 

Comm1~::1o%lcr :homa!> Moron. b¢1Xl8 
necessarily nb::e:o.t .. ~1Cl. !lOt. :participate 
~the 41spos1t1on or th1s procee~ 

~ ... '-
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BOOSEHOlo1> COO~S, ~w.x. EP'l"!X:TS ~ .. 

OF1"XCE, STORZ! ~ INSTX1O"tION P't7RNl'.t't1U ... 

Y.CCtOkeS liNt> l!:OO'DMJ!:m' OVZR. 'l'!m. 

PQBt.XC HXGHWAYS· W%1'H:XIif. 'rHl!! 

APPI.XCM.'XON' or ~ES 
(s.. Pag"e 2 of -:rh1& SQPPl.elMnt) 

80766, 
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::Xc:ept .. otherviae prov1ded~ compute the amount·ofchaxve. 
;1.n ACCOrdance -.rl.th the rllte. and, X\ll_ in. thl,s tariff and, irl.er. .... 
the amount ao eompI.1ted by ten (10) pere.nt • 

. '!'he surc:haxqe authorized here1n shall be c:omputodto the 
nearest 5 cent.. In eomput1nq the surcharqe~ '~ cent. and '1:1' 
cent. shal.l. be QOM:W.ere4 a.a be:l.nq nearer to- the next ~ cent •• 

EXa:n:tON'.-'rhe ~ •• herein .hall not apply on charqes 
reaul tinq under: 

W Xtem 45 

CD) Note 1 of Item 110 

(C:) Paraqraphs (4) aM ee) of :ttem 120 

(D) Item 187 

CZ) :t_330 

(11') Item3SO 

(G) P4X'&g'raph 2 (a) of Item 360 

.~.. f·' 

80766 
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MINIMUM RATe TARiff 4-8 c. 5330,. h't. 61 • 

SEC:'l'XON' 3-AA1'ES (cont1n\le4) 

ltA'l'ES IN, Q!:NTS PER HOQlt (l) (2) 

. ~., 
, EIQH'l'El!:N'l'.~l:I) P1lGE'~ ... O' ~ 28 

CANcc.s 
Slt'JEN'l'Zl!:N'1'K RE'll'XSEO, P1.CE~._.28 " 

X'l'EK 

(Appl1ea for ])ut&neoa of 50 COnatruc:tive M1loa or Leas) 

~R:l( (3) , 
, , I 

trn11: of Equipmen1:f A 98 eO"~ -

(a) with 4river 1620 141.0, ' 1310 !ll330 
(b) with 4river &D4 1 helper 2905 2450 2285 
Md1t1onal helpers:', per man 1030 735- ' 695 
~ ~_th. chal:9'e for on. h~. 

(l) See Item 70 for application of rate •• 
(2) See Item 95 for ~tat;j.on of 1::I.me. 
(3) See, Item 210 for territorial. c1eacr1pt1ona. 

])XS'!'ANCE lW1'ZS IN a!N'1'S- PER PXECE (1) (2) 

(Appliea to sMpmenta of NOt )lOr. 'rh.an 5 Piec .. for 
])ue..nc:e. of 50 MUe. or Le •• ) 

nIlS'!' P:tl!:CE 

MI%ZS' 0) EAch. 
Md1t1onal. 340 

NOt Over 10 Piec:e 
~ 1>\1t NOt Over 
10 Over 20 20 

", 

1025 1905 2665 355 ' 

0.) $- It_ 70 for app11ca1:1oa- of! rat ••• 
(2) bt .. in th1a item w:Ul. not' apply to &pUt pidc\1? or &pUt 4eUve:y ahipmenta,. 

(3) 
or atoraq. 1n tranait privi.l.eq ... , 
See Ittllll 50 tor COII\PV.tAt1on of! d1atceea. 

~ Cban9'. , 
~1a1on NO. 80766 

9 I:Icre&ae ) 

-. 

E1"1"EC'l':tV 

ISSUED BY 1l!E PtJ8UC 1JTIU11CS COMMISSION OF TKESTATE OF CAlIFORNIA. 
COrrection ' SAN FRANCISCO,tAlJFORN~ 

-28-
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SZVD'1'ZDI'1'B JtZVXSm)- PAGZ •••• 29 
CMCUs 

MINIMUM. RATE TARIFF 4-8. SXXTZZN':K ~ PAGE ••• _ •• 29 

~JtM'E$ 

Kat •• 1n Carla per KIm- per ~ (1) (2} (3) 

'.rJ:RRlT()R.Y ("')-

o a" 

P.c~ ) 
Uftpadt1nq) 

1-------------1 "50 

JC1JUaua ~--thoe ehuqe f.or OM hoQr. 

(1) See It .. 70 t.or .ppl1c.t~·ot. r.te •• 
(2) See Ita! 9S t.or co.putat:l.oft of.~. 
(3) Rate. 40 DOt 1n<:1~ cort of. IUter1.al.. (See It_ 360) 
(4) s..:tt.. no for 4a.c:ript1on of terr1tor~ •• 

RA'l'ZS Nl'l> OWtGES FOR Pl~ tIP OIl :D~ 
.sBDPXHG CON1'AllZlCRS 1tIfl1) P/tOC%NC .M1.'1'ER%AX.S 

1. In tM evel\t DeV or uaec1 ahipp1nq eon.ta1Aft' ... inel\Jdinq vAl:'4rObea .. are 
4e1i.,.re4 by the earrJ.er. it. ~.nt. or employeea. pr10r to the t~ 
ahiPIMnt 18 te~e4 for tranMrpOrtat1on.. or aueh eoJ\tA1ner. are p1cke4 
up by the carrier. i~ ~nta or .-pl.oyee. .\1be.equent to the time 
4el.1wry 18 ac:c:o-pl1aMc1 .. thefoUovinq tranaportAtion eh&J:(;e •• hall 
be ..... .ed. (See Note 1) . 

ZAch eoJ\ta1ner •• et up •• •• 170 eenta 
ZAch bun4le of eoJ\u,1n.era.. tol.4ec! n.t- 1.70 cent a 
Minj,mwa e~ .. per 4eliwry 790 centa 

2. (a) SlUppinq eontaitwtra.. ine1ud1nc7 wAl:'4robea (See Note 2) &1\4 poacltiDq 
_terial. wtU.c:h are furn1aM4 by the carrier at the requeat of. the 
.hipper w1l.l. be charqed for at not le.. than the .et~l or1q1naJ. 
eoat to the carr:l.er of a\ICh _terial ... P.O..B. carr:Ler o• plAce of. 
bua1Be .... 

(b) In the ..,.nt .uch poacltiDq .. teriala an4 ahippiAv COfttail'1er. are 
r~ to any earr1er.. partj.c:ipat.i.Dq in the tranaportat.i.on 
thneot. "ben loaded .. an allowaDC:e lUy be _4. to the eon.e1qnee 
or h.1a acJ.nt of. DOt to exeee4 7S percent of. the charq •• 
..... H4 .\lDCSer ·the prov1aiona of. p.Aragr.ph 2(a). 

Ncr!: l.-It. the hOurly rate. -named. in Item 330 proY14e a lower charqe than 
the char9- in pArA9X'aph 1 of. thia .it_ .. aile!\. lo-r Charqe .hall apply. 

!IO'l'E :l.-No-c~ v.Ul. bow __ a..ct t.or vU"4robe. on .I'l1P1Mnta trAn8pOrte4' 
.t the r.te.prOY14e4 in %t .. 330. . 

'. CbaDqe ) Q~ ) 

80766 

1020 . 

360 

ISSUED ~ THE pusue unUTIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CAUFORNI.\ 
, SAN FRANCISCO. CAUFORNIA. 


