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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Investigation
into the rates, rules, regulations,
charges, allowances » and practices
of all common carriers and highway

) . .
caxriers relating to the tramsporta- §

Petition for Medification

(Filed August 13, 1971;
amenced September 1, 1971
October 12, 1971, *and
~ April 20-',.» 1,9-_72):1

tion of property inm San Diego Coumty
(transportation for which rates are
grovédg;l in Mi{nfmue Rate Tariff

O e et -

Richard W. Smith, Attornmey at lLaw,
A. D. Poe, Attorney at Law, and
H. F. Kollmyer, for California

rucking Association, petitioner.

Rodney Starkey, for Pacifiec
Messenger Sexvice, respondent.

Psnald I, Hollis, E. Carmodw,

"Robcrt B, Walker and Now.=a Hal ey,
1or tne Commission Stiil.

. Decision No. 79907, dated Aprll 24, 1572, on this peti-

tion ordered increases (with certain exceptions) of about 4 to

7 percent in the xates in Minimum Rate Tariff 9-B QRT 9-3),
rates which apply as minimum for the transportation of genmeral
comodities by for-hire highway carriers within the San Diego
Drayage Area, a defined area in and about the City of San Diego.
Said rate increases were ordered in response to showings by
petitioner, the California Trucking Association (CTA), di.xrf.b.g
four days of public hearings that the carriers in the San Diego
arez were committed to the payment of :’.ncreases in their labor
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costs, commencing with January 1, 1972, and that increases in the
rates were necessary to compensate for the increased costs. The
increased rates were prescribed as interim adjustments pending
further hearings om requests of petitioner for additional increases
in the rates to compensate for other increases in operating costs
which the carriers have acperienced or w:f.ll experience in the near
future. | |

The further hearings were held before Examiner C. S.
Abexmathy at San Diego on May 24, 25 and 26, 1972, and at Los
Angeles on Jume 27, 28 and 29, 1972. Evidence in support: of
petitioner's request for further rate increases was presented
through petitioner's assistant director of research. Members

of the Commission's staff pa.rtn.cipated in the development of the
recoxrd. |

The rates in MRT 9-B which were in effect prior to the.
interim adjustments ordered by Decision No. 79907 were establ:l.shed'
by Decision No. 786464, dated May 11, 1971, in Case No. 5439
effective July 1, 1971.

At the further hearings in May and June, 1972, pet:.-
tioner submitted evidence through its assistant director of
research to show that as of July 1, 1972, the hourly labor costs
of carriers operating in the San Diego zrea for drivers, helpers
and freight handlers would be from 15.43 to 15.99 percent more
than the corresponding weighted hourly costs of the carriers for
the year 1971; that the carriers have experienced certain other
expense increases; that as applied to the various sexrvices
which the carriexrs perform the cost or expense increases have
increased the carxiers' total costs of service by amounts
ranging from about 1l to 16 percent, and that rate increases of
like zmounts over the rates established by Decision No. 78664
are necessary to compensate for the increased co.h.s-
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During the course of the further hearings in May, 1972,
it became apparent that petitiomer, in the development of its -
projections of increased costs, had utilized datum plane cost
figures different from those upon which the interim increased
rates prescribed by Decision No. 79907 rest. Also, petitioner
provided insufficient detail to explain adequately the steps by
which its datum plane data had been adjusted to give effect to
the increases in caxrier operating costs that allegedliy require
increases in the rates in MRT 9-B.& , -

In the circumstances the Examiner raised a question as
to whether the sought rate increases properly could be prescribed
on the basis of petitionmer's showing. Petitioner thereupon

requested that the Examiner direct the Commission's staff to
prepare and present information which clearly shows the current
cost basis of, and the datum plane for, adjustment of the rates
and charges in MRT 9-B. The request was denied, '

Y Petitioner's witness responded to questions of the Examiner
and of the Commission's staff representatives concerning
the datum plane adjustments., However, he refused to supply
data in written form which would permit a meaningful evalua-
tion of the propriety of the exteasive and complex calcula-
tions which he had made in arriving at the adjustments. -
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On June 5, 1972, petitioner filed a written motion
reiterating its request for cost and datum plane data. More
specifically, it asked that the Commission direct its staff
to '

'"l. Prepare information which clearly
sets forth the cost basis of and
the datum plane for the current
rates in MRT 9-B;

Prepare cost and rate evidence
which. shows increzses in datum
plane costs and approprizte
adjustnents in the rates and
charges of MRT 9-B to reflect
such increases; and,

Prepare such material timely for
presentation and introduction

into the record of this proceeding
at the next scheduled hear:.ng date
of Jume 27, 1972."

As grounds for its motion petitioner alleged that in
its presentation it had attempted in good fzith to pzovide the
data which the Commission has in the past determined to be
necessary to justify relief of the type sought in this matter;
that it cannot supply specific infomation concerning the datum
plane upon which the increased rates prescribed by Decision
No. 78664 were projected because such Information Is mot im its
possession; that the Commission's staff be directed to prepare
and submit such information "simce that is the only reasonable
way that the n.nforma.tion .ee Can be prov:tded in this record. .
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On June 19, 1972, the Commission's staff filed a written
reply to petitioner's motion. In its reply the staff disputes |
petitioner's claim that datum plane data is unavailable upon which
petitioner may properly seek upwards adjustments in rates. The
staff asserts that such data is indicated in Decision No. 78664,
and it further asserts that petitiomer's claimed inability to
provide such data stems from petitiomer's unwillingness to accept:'
the datum plane level of costs.which was adoPted in Dec:[s:[on
No. 78664, ‘

‘ Because of the short time rema:f.m’.ng between the time of
filing of the staff's reply to petitiomer's motion and the next
scheduled hearing date in this matter, Jume 27, 1972, no action
was taken on the motion. The issues involved were left open’ for
further consideration at the heaxings which were held on June 2:
28 and 29, 1972.

‘ At the close of those hearings petitioner submitted

. extensive argument as to why its showing should be accepted and
rate Iincreases as sought be prescribed. In gemeral, petitioner
asserted that its showing is identical to that: ‘which petitioner
has presented repeatedly heretofore In similar proceedings; that
it is proposing the same kind of rate adjustments as it has
previously proposed in similar circumstances; that it is offering
0o less evidence in this matter, and that, in fact, it has sub-
mitted exactly the same type of evidence as the Commission has
accepted previously for adjustment of the rates in MRT 9-3_; N
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In other respects petitioner's argument was directed
mainly to questions raised by the Examiner and/or the Commi’.ssi’on's
staff representatives concerziing the propriety of (a) the datum .
plane which petitionmer used as a basis for its showing, (b) adjust-
ment of the rates by the "wage-cost™ method instead of by the.
“wage-offset" method, and (c) the amount claimed for billing and -
collection empense.g .

Regarding that portion of its showing concerning datum
plane, petitioner reiterated its earlier statements to the effect
that it had attempted to establish the same kind of datum plane
that the Commissfon had adopted previously, but that because of a
departure by the Commission from historically used datum plane
data in dealing with a previous matter in this gemeral proceeding
(Petition No. 125, decided by Decisfon No. 78664 dated May 11,
1971), petitiomer camnot suppnly information regarding the datum
plane on which the rates prescribed by Decision No, 78664 were
projected, . ‘ «

Regarding adjustment of the rates by the "wage-cost”
method, petitioner asserted that evidence which it has pre’iéented
in this matter clearly shows that the indirect costs of carriers
in the San Diego area are substantially in excess of the provi-
sion for those costs in the minimum rates, and that the use of
the "wage-cost" method is thexefore proper.

2/ The "wage-cost" method assumes that as carriers experience
increases in their direct labor costs, theilr indirect costs
will increase proportionately. The '‘wage-offset' method
asswmes that as carriers experience increases In their
direct labor costs, only the labor portion (3bout one-hzalf,

in this instance) of their indirect costs will be affected
and will increase proportionately. : -
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As to the amount to be utilized for Billing'and collection
expense, petitioner asserted that the charges of Tfansport Cléarihgs,
are the proper measure of such expense and has been so recognized
by the Commission. -

Petitioner asserted that the Commission should not be
penalized by fallure of its staff to establish a record in this
matter, and that the Commission should reopen this proceeding for
furthexr evidence should it conclude that granting of the petition
is not warranted on the record thus far developed. Petitioner
asked that in this event the Commission prescribe interim Increases
of nine percent in all of the rates and charges in MRT 9-B until:
further decision can be made in this proceeding.

In 2 statement of position, a representative of the
Commission's staff opposed the incresses in the rates in MRT 9-B
which petitioner seeks, He stated that such increases are
inconsistent with policies of the Federal Price Coumission to
hold price increases to 2% percent 2 year., He pointed out that
increases averaging 5% percent have been made in the rates |
already this year pursuant to Decision No. 79907.

Responding to this statement, petitioner stated that
the cost increases for which increases in rates were prescribed
by Decision No. 79907 were incurred in the initial control year
undexr price regulation-whereas the cost increases which are now
under considerztion were incurred in the following countrol year.
Petitioner asserted that because of this difference in the control
years the sought increases in rates can be effected without contra-
vention of the Federal Price Board's regulations.éj .

3/ An excerpt from the Federal Register defining the first and

succeeding control years was submitted by petitioner'as
Exhibit No. 150-12.
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Discussion

Inasmuch as the most recent increases in the rates in
MRT 9-B were effected to reflect the wage costs of the carriers
in the San Diego area as of Januaxy 1, 1972, the rates obviously
contain no provision for the further wage and wage~related cost
increases which the record shows became app-li’cable as of July 1,
1972. Increases in the rates should be made to compensate for
these further wage and wage-related cost increases.

To the exten®, however, that petitioner is seeking
Increases in the rates on the basis of certain increases in
indirect costs (wage-cost method) and in billing and collection
costs (Transport Clearings) and also on the basis of an .allowance
for profit on the Increased costs, the sought rate increases

should be denied. Our reasons for this conclusion are set .fozr't‘h"
hereinbelow, ' ‘

Indirest Costs, Wage-Cost Method

The evidence upon which petitioner mainly relies to
support the amount that it claims should be allowed for indirect
expense consists of an exhibit purporting to set forth the results
of a survey which petitioner's assistant director of reseazch had
nade of the indirect expenses of six carriers who eaxrn & substan-
tial portion of their revenues under rates in MRT 9-B. Acéording
to this exhibit, the average ratio of the indirecr."‘ to direct
expenses of these carriers for the yezr 1971 was 47.68 perceat
as compared to the ratio of 24 percent which is used in the
development of the rates in MRT 9-B. In view of the amount by

" which the indirect expemse ratio of the six carriers exceeds
that for which provision is included in the rates in MRT 9-B,
petitioner asserts that it is appropriate to use the full 24 per-
cent (as would be done under the 'wage-cost" method) in calculating
the amount of the increases in rates to be made in this matter.

-8-




The minimum rates in MRT 9-B as well as Iin other minimum
rate tariffs of the Commission are based on the lowest costs of
transportation services performed in reasonably efficient circum-
stances.é- Accordingly, where certain facts or conclusions are
sought to be established by comparisons of the minimum rates or
cowponents thereof with selected operating data of carriers, it
is evident that if valid conclusions are to be drawn from the
comparisons the selected operating data should be shovm to be
an appropriate standaxd for evaluating the rates.

In undextaking to compare the Iindirect expense ratio
of the rates in MRT 9-B with the indirect expense ratio for 1971
of six carriers operating in the San Diego area, petitiomer
appears to have developed the indirect expense ratio of the
carriers mainly, if not entirely, on the basis o< a simple com-
pilation of the recorded indirect expenses of the carriers without
regard to whether those expenses represent the lowest costs
incurred in reasonably efficient circumstances. In the absence
of such information, we must conclude that the indirect expense
data which petitioner presented cannot in any wey be considered
to be a valid measure of what constitutes an appropriate level
of indirxect expenses for minlmum rate-making purposes. For this
reason we reject petitiomer's argument that its showing of the.
indirect exvpense ratio of the six carriers establishes the
propriety of usiag the "wage-cost'' method for caleclating the
amount of indirect expenses for which provision should be .
included in the rates in MRT 9-B.

4/

An extensive discussion of the Commission's rate-making pro-
cedures is set forth in Decision No. 46912, 51 Cal. P.U.C. 586
(1952) In re Rates of Property Trangggrtatzon Carriers. That
decision was reviewed by the Supreme Court of the State of
California in Califormia Menufacturers Assn. vs, Public Utilicies
Commission, 42 Cal 2d 530 (15547
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Other reasons also compel rejection of the wage-cost
method as a method of cost development for this matter. As we
have hereinbefore stated, the wage-cost method assumes that as
the direct labor costs of carriers increase the indirect costs
increase proportionately. The indirect costs in question may
include various items of labor expense that are so closely
related to the direct labor costs of the carriexs that as
inereases occur in the direct labor costs proportionate and
concurrent increases occur in the indirect labor expense items.
However, the indirect expenses also include such other items as
taxes, rent, cffice supplies, light, water and telephone -
expenses which axre not closely related to the direct labor costs.
Petitioner's assertions that these costs :anrease as direct labor.
costs increase prompt the iaquiry "If such is a faet, when w'.t.ll |
the increases in said costs occur?" On this question petitioner
could not give a definitive response.

In a p-.:oceeding of this kind we are ceacermed witn
fncluding those increases in the minimum rates which will glve
due consideretion to the increases in transportation costs which
are known and definite, which have occurred or which w:!:ll oceur

within a reasonable period in the future (in general, within the
coming or so-called rate year) and which are not fncluded In the
current rates. Even though the costs in question may eventually
{increase as predicted, the extent that the cost increases should
be reflected in the minimum rates for the ensuing or rate year
cannot be determined in the absence of fnformation as to when the
cost increases will become applicabie. We have repeatedly”heid“ 8
heretofore that increases in rates will not be projected on spec~

ulative increases in costs. The same holding epplies 'Ln this
instance. |
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Moreover, we are mindful of regulations of the Federai
Price Commission which are reflected in Rule 23.1 of our Rules
of Practice and Procedure and whick proscribe rate increases
based on future inflationary expectations. We are of the opinion
that the increases in such indirect expenses as taxes, rent,
office supplies, light, water and telephone for which petitioner
is seeking compensating increases in the rates in MRT 9-B must be
deemad on this record as Increases which reflect future infla-
tionary expectations. To the extent that the sought increases
in rates are based on such increases in costs, the increases
should be denied.

Billing and Collection Costs (Tranggort CIeannggl

The rate increases which petitioner seeks are developed
partly on increases which have been experienced in Transport
Clearings’ costs. With some exceptions the rates im MRT 9-B have
been predicated in part heretofore upon costs which, insofar as

the billing and collection costs of carriers :‘.n the San Diego area
are concerned, have been measured by the costs of a.ranSport
Clearings. We are now of the opinion, however, that further
increases in the rates in MRY 9-B should not be projected on
increases in Transport Clearings' costs.

It is evident from this record that the level of the
billing and collection services of Transport Clearings is quite
different from that needed to meet the requirements of MRT 9-B.
The services of Transport Clearings are geared to a credit
period of seven days for the collection of freight charges.

MRT 9-B specifies that carriers shall collect their freight
charges by the tenth day of the calendar month following the -
del:tvéry of the freight. Compiiance with the requiram'etits of
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the shorter credit period umnder which Transport Cléarings: operates
obviously necessitates more billing and collection activity tharn
that which is needed to meet the requirements of MRT 9-3. In the
circumstances the billing and collection expense of Trausport
Clearings should not be dcemed as representative of that incurred
in effecting billings and collections in accordance with the
previsions of MRT 9-B. '

' Anothexr consideration is that the billing 2nd collec*io'“
requirements of MRT 9-B axe limited in their applicgt_on- terri~
torially to the San Diego Drayage Area which, in general, comsists
of that area lying within a radius of about 15 to 20 miles from
the San Diego central business district. In contrast, Transport
Clearings (Los Angeles) sexves all of southern California. It
would seem that the lesser size of the San Diego Drayage Area
would permit economies in billing and collection expense which
would not be correspondingly available to Transport Clearings.

For example, billing and collection problems which may be disposed
of by telephone would entail lesser average telephone expense per
call in the smaller area rthan in the larger southern California
are2. In this respect also the billing and collection costs of
Trensport Clearings do not appear representative of those :anur'ed
in meeting the requirements of MRT 9-3. ' |
Insofar as carrier usage of Transport Clearings' services
is concerned, petitioner's witness knew of only one cexrxier in the
San Diego Draysge Ares using the services. This lack of usazge,
together with the other consicderations set forxth above, compels
the conclusicas that the carriers in the San Diego Draysge Area
do not find it to their advantage zcomcmicaily to employ Transport
Clesrings, that Transport Clearings is pot the lowest cost means
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avellable to the carriers in the Sgn Diego avea to accomplish
thelr billings and collections, and that the costs of Transpost
Clearings are therefore not a proper basis for further increaseo
“a the rates in MRT 9-3.

Provision for Profit on Ccst Increases

The rate increases which petitionmer seeks would include
& provision for profit on the cost increases which are the basis
for the sought rate Increases. In otker words tae increases in
carrier revenues which petitiomer seeks to achieve through the
sought rates would exceed the increases in costs and theredby would
result {n an increase ir retura upon the carriers' inveqtec o
capital. | "

In conformity with regulations of the Federal,?tice
Commission, inereasses in rates should be limited to those which
aze based on costs and which do not produce en increase in return
on invested capital. unless differzent gction Ls clesxly justiffed.
The record 1a tiils mgtter does not warraat the granting of rate
increases 2bove those which are based on costs. To the extent
that the sought increases would result £n en increase in return
on carriers' capital, the scught incresses should be denlfed.

The increases In rates {n MRT 9-B which petitiomer
seeks upon the grounds cf allegOd increases Iin certain Indirect
costs, in Transport C~ea—ings' costs, und for profit on the
cost increases are not justified. Petitioner’s cata saou;d be
adjusted to exciude those cost increases before the daua can be
accepted as Che basis for incregses in the MRT 9-B rates.
downve., i view of petit loners’ refusel to support igs
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presentation with sufffcient detail to show the cffect given

therein to the aforesald cost Zncreases, the iadicated _a_djt’.e:‘:.-.
ments cammot be made .é-/ In the circumstances, petitioner's showing
st be rejected. Also, petitioner's motion for z directive to the
Commission's staff to prepare and submit evidence in this matter
should be denied.
Although the increases in rates which petitioner secks
on the basis of the alleged increases iz Zndirect costs anc
Transport Clearings® costs, and also for profit on the cost L
{acreases (Including those for labor), have not been shown to e
Justified, increases in rates to compensate for the increases in
labor costs which became zpplicabie as of July 1, 1972, are
Justified. Such iIncreases would range from abeut 6.4 to 6.9 per-
cent In the rates for shipments in the Any Quantity weighs bracke:
to about 4.0 to 5.2 pe:écent in the rates for shipments weighing
30,000 pounds or more.®’ In overall effect they would average
about 5% percest. This distribution of increases is desigmed to
_S../ Ferity . : ' '
retitionex urdextock to justify its zefusal to supoly the

- Suppoxting detail requested by arguing thaet its showing in
tais iastance is no less than that whick has beenm zccepted
«2 otaer minlimem rate increase proceedings. However, & prior
acceptance of an abbreviated cr summary presentation dees rot
=orever .essem the burdem of proof which a petitioner must
meet if its proposals are to be adopted, If circumstences in
& subsequent proceeding require a fuller presextation, peti~

¢loner may not reasonably refuse to supply 2vidence o that

end and expect mevertheless a finding thet its roposals are
justified, & S proposats &

ihese lacreases in rates will mot app.y o the C.0,D. fees
aod parcel rates which are set forth in MRT S~B. Petitiones
2xcepted such fLoes and rates from its proposals, Alse. tae
increrses will not apply to vehicle charges waich were not
2ffected by the incveases in Lobor co3ES. ' o
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give gbout the same proportionate effect to the lsber cost factors
applicable to the transportation of shipxents In the various weight
brackets as is reflected in the present rates. The increases which
would be made specifically in the various rates and chaxges ia

MRT 9-B are set forth in Appendix B hereof. |

Petitioner's rate increase proposals in this matter

include requests that common carriers be authorized arnd directed
to establish In their respective tariffs all such increzsss In
rates and charges as may be prescribed herein; that all cowmon
carriers be authorized (a) to maintain in their respective teriffs
provisions presently maintained whick are more restrictive, or
which produce charges greater than those contained in Minimum Rate
Taxiff No. 9-B; (b) to establish such increases in their class and
commodity rates and charges in connection with tke transportation_
of coumodities which are exempted from the provisiozs of MRIf9-B;Z
and ir comnection with all transportation for which such carriers
maintain rates and charges based upon Minimum Rate Tsriff No. $~B;
and {c) to depart from the provisions of Article XII, Sectfon 21,
of the Constitution of the State of California, and Section 460 of
the Public Utilities Code to the extert necessary to carry into
effect such Iincreases.

The increases which are hereinafter prescribed In the
rates iz MRT 9-B will apply to highway permit carwiexs who are
subject to said tariff. They will apply 2lso to various commen
carriers subject to Part I of the Public Utiiities Code to the
extent that such carriers axe subject To the provisions of MRT 5-B.

7/

Commodities which are exempt from the rates in MRT 9~B are
listed Iin Items Nos. 3C and 51 of the tariff. : :
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Those common carriers will be suthorized and directed to nake
corresponding increases in theix tariff rates., However, such
authorization may not be utilized by those common carriers to
maintain differentials which result in rates 2nd charges which
are higher, in voluwe or effect, than the rates and charges in
M 9-B. | |

The evidence which was submitted ir this mstter relates
only to the rates and charges in MRT 9-B. Petitioner did not
present evidence to support its requests for imcreases in common
carriex rates and charges which exceed, or exceed in effect, the
rates and charges in the minimum rate tariff, Hence, there is
no evidentiary basis to justify increases im rates and charges
which are higher tham the rates and chaxges which apply as
minimm, Petitioner also did not submit evidence xelative to
the costs which the carriers incur in the transportation of the
exempt commodities or to the level and form of the rates which
the carriers assess for said transportation, Never Ttheless, where
the exempt commodities are befng tramssorted by the carriews under
the minimm class or hourly rates, it appears that, as increases.
are made Iz the minimm rates, correspending Increases should be
rade In the rates for the 'exempt commodities in oxdexr to avoid
rate diserimination of the type prehibited by Axticle XII,

Section 21 of the State Constitution and by Secticn 453 of the
Public Utilities Code. To this extent increases in the rates for
the exempt commodities sheuld be asuthorized.

The increases in the rates and charges in MRT $~B whichk
are hereinafter specified may result ir the appl:.f'abili:y of highex
rates and charges within the San Diego Drayage Area than shose
which are concurreatly applicable under other miniwmmm rate tariffs
of the vm:.ss...on for l.z..ce transportation between po.mts ...fb:.n
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the drayage erea, on the one harnd, and points outside the drey-
age srea, on the other hsnd. In order that common carriers
w2y 20t de charged with violations of the long- and short-haul
prohibitions of Article XII, Section 21 of tre Stete Cons:i-;
tution and of Section 460 of the Public Utiiities Code in
carxying out minimum rate orders of the Commission, departures
from the long- and short-haul prohibitlons should be authorized.
Findings - - |

The Commission £inds that:

1. For-hire highway carriers who are engaged in transpor-
tation sexrvices subject to the provisions of MRT Q-B-havéfexper-
ienced increases in their operating costs as of July 1, 1972.

2. The present rates in MRT 9-B are unreasonably.low“and'
insufficient in relation to the carriers'’ costs of~sérvi¢é as
increased on July 1, 1572. _

3. Increases to the extent specified in the attached
Appendix 3 in the rates in MRT 9-B (the increases‘average'about
5% perceat) . | o

a. Axe cost justified and not reflective of
future inflationary expectations;

b, Are nct more than those sufficient to
return to tke carriers Inmcrezses in
operating costs waich the carciers have
expexrienced and which are not reflecrted
in the present minimum races;

Will not wesult in an increase iIn the
level of earripgs which this Commission
has heretofore determired to be the
ninixum level of earninrgs required to
naintain adequate and safe transportatior
for the public by the carriers izvoived;




d. Will not increase the carriers’ over-all
ratiégg return on capital over that earned
in -

Do not reflect labor costs in excess oc
those allowed by policies of the Federal
Price Commission.

4. The evidence does not show that there are carriers
available who are willing and capable ¢f providing oervice at
the existing rates.

5. The rate increases which are spe ecified in paragrapb >
above are required to 2ssure continued, adequate and safe service
by carriers subject to the provisions of MRT $-B.

6. The dollar amount of increased revemues which the
fncrezsed xates are expected to produce over a year's period is
$132,000. .

7. 1Increases as specified in Appendix B in the rates in
MRT S-B will result in the rate Incresses found justified in
paxagraph 3 above, and will also result in the rates and charges
pPrescribed by the foll lowing oxder.

8. The increased minimum rates and charges which are
prescribed in the following order have been skown ¢ be Justificd.

9. The increased winimum rates and charges which are here-
inafter prescribed are, and will be, ‘just, reasonable and mon~
diserindnatory minfmm rates ané charges for the t:an3porhatzon
and related sexvices to which.they-will apply. '
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10. To the extent that the provisions of MY 9-3 bave been
found heretofore to comstitute reasonable mirfmm rates, rules
and regulations for common carriers as defined in the Public
Utilities Act, those provisions, as hereinafter adjusted, are,
ard will be, reasonable minimum rate provisicns for those common
carriers. To the extent the existing rates and charges of those
commor: carriers for the transportation involved are less ic
volume or effect than the minimum rates and charges nereln desig~
natzd as reasonable, for those carriers, such rates and charges
are heredby found to be, now and for the futvre, unreasonable,
insufficient and not justified by the zctual competitive
rates of competing carriers or by the costs of other means of
Cransportaticn. :

il- Increases in the class and houxly rates and {n the.
minimm charges and accessorial chsrges of common carriexs for
Che transportation of exempt commodities are justified to the
extent that increases ir rates and charges for those commod-
ities are authorized by the following order.

Conclusions
The Commlcsion concludes that:

%- The rates and charges in MRT 9-B should be ~nc*eased
as nereirafter provided in order that the rates and charges.
=2y De 3VST, ressonadble and nondiscriminitory mi;imum:ra:es and
charges foxr the tramsportation and related services to whisk
they 2pply. |

-

=, Common carriers should be authorized to increase thelr

rates for the tran3portation of exempt commodities to thﬂ extent:
hereirnafter provided, '
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3. Common carricrs showid be autho*iz-d o depa:t {rom the
ioug~ and short-kaul prohibitiZons of Article XYI, Section 21 of
the State Coastitution and of Section 460 of the Public Ltzl;:mes
Coce to the extent hereinafter provided.

IT IS ORDERED that:

1. Min{mum Rate Tariff 9-B (Appendix A of Decxsion
No. 67765, as amended) is further emended by inccrpo ating
therein, to become effective December 23, 1972, the revised
pages attached hereto and listed in Appendix A also atcachédv
hereto, which appendix and pages by th;s reference are made
a part hereof.

2. Common carriers subject to the Public Utilities
Act, to the extert that they are subject also to Decision
No. 67766, as azmended, are directed to estabiish ia their
tariffs the rate irncreases necessary to conform to the further
increases herein in the rates and charges establisked by uh&t
declsion,

3. Except as is otherwise provided In paxragraph 4 below,
the iacreased class and hourly rates and the increased minimum
charges and accessorisl charges which, in effect, are estao-
iisted puwsuant to oxdering paragraph 2 hereof are authorized
as rates and chaxges to be assessed by common carriers subject
to Decision No. 67766, as amended {except common carriers by
rallroad with respect to their carload rates and chaxges and
cozmon caxrxders by vessel), for the. transportation of the
comzodities listed in Items Nos. 50 and 51 of Minimum Rate
Taciff 9-3 provided that (2) the transportation 1s performed
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betweer origins and destinatious whick are both located within
the 3an Dicgo Drayage Area (as described in Minimum Rate
Tariff 9-B), and (b) that the transportation is now sudbject to
class rates in the tariffs of thosce common carriers.

4, The authority which :Ls granted by ordenng paragrapin 3
herecf does not apply:

(a) To translaor:ation for which minimum
rates apply in accordance with the
provisions of other minimm zTete
taxiffs of the Commission; and

(b) To tramsportation which is being
performed by dump or tank vehicles.

5. Tariff publications required or autkorized to be made
by common carriers &s a result of the oxder herein shall be filed
not earlier than the effective date of this order and may be made
effective not ecarlier than December 23, 1972, ou not less than
five dzys' notice to the Commission and to the public; stch‘ tariff
publicatiozs as are required shall be made effective not later
than  December 23, 1972, As to tariff publications which are
authorized but not required, the authority hereirn granted shall
expire vnless exercised within sixty doys after the effec:::’.‘ve
date hereof. . '

6. Common carriers and other tre.nsporta.t on companies,
in establishirg and maintaining the increesed rates and charges
provided by this order, are authorized To depa::“' from the
provisions of Article XII, Section 21, of the Const:.tution of
the State of California, and Section 460 of the Public Utilities
Code, to the extent necessary to assess the iIncreased rates and
cnsrges prescribed or avthoxized kerein, Common carriers, in
publishing rates under the zuthority comferred im this cxdering
paragrap:, shail make referemce to this order and to prior orders

autoorizing loag- anc short-naul departure.,. |
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7. In all other respects sa:!.ngecisidn No. 67766, as
amended, shall rewain in full force and effect.

The effective date of this order shall be cen:days
after the date hereof. | ' |
Dated at
this | \ day of

ssi.oners R

Comi sioner Thomas Moran. Mins C
necesaarily absezt, d4d not participate
in the digposiuon or this procecdings -
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APPENDIX A

LIST OF REVISED PAGES TO MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 9-B

EXGHTH REVISED PAGE 20
NINTH REVISED PAGE 21
TENTH REVISED PAGE 22
THIRD REVISED PAGE 22-A
TENTH REVISED PAGE 29 |
TENTH REVISED PAGE 31
TENTH REVISED PAGE 34
TWELPTH REVISED PAGE 44

. PIPTE REVISED PAGE 44-A
THIRTEENTH REVISED PAGE 47

TWELFTH REVISED PAGE 49

(BEND OF APPERDIX A LIST)
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_ . ‘ . "CANCTLS ‘
" MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 9-B ' " SEVENTH REVISED- rmz....2° -

SECTION l-~RULES (Continued) ) ‘ - ITEM

ALTERNATIVE APPLICATION OF COMMON CARRIER RATES

Common carrier rxates (including common carrier railroad awitching rates)
may be applied in lieu of the rates provided in this tariff when such common car=
rier rates produce a lower aggregate charge for the same transportation between
the same points Oof origin and destination and for the same accessorial services than
results fxom the application of the ratea herein provided. - (See Notes 1, 2, 3 and 4)

# When the common carrier rate used does not include accessorial services per—

formed by the carrier, the foll charges £or such accesscrial services -hnn
De added: (See Notes 1, 2,3 and 4

(a) l;ox).' loading onto carrier's cqui.pnmc. the chnm- prov:!.dod in pnxaqrnph )
a).

d) ror unl(.o;qu from carrier’s oqu:s.pncm:. the charges rwidod in ﬁ-rn—
qgraph (4). '

(¢) TFor other accessorial services for which chaxges are provided in this
cariff, the additional charge or charges s0 provided.

o (4) 8k cents per J.OO pounds.

NOTE l.==When a rail carload xate is subject to varying minimum weights,
dependont upen the size ©f the car oxdered or used, the lowest ninirum weight
obtainable under such miaimum weight provisions may be used in applying the basis
provided in this item, When the rail carload rate is subdject to a specified
minimum weight, subject to the condition that if the car is loaded to full visidle
or weight carxrying capacity, actual weight will apply, or to actual weight but no¢
leass than a lesser carleoad minimm weight, the actual weight will apply subject to.
the lesser carload minimum weight, if any.

NOTE 2.=-=When rail switching charges are applicable in connection with line-
haul movements by rail and the gross weight of the shipment exceeds the applicable
carload minimum weight, oaly one rail switching charge shall be assessed.

NOTE l.==In applying the provisions of this item, a xate no lower than the
common carrier rate and a weight no lower than the actual weight or published

minimm weight (whichever is the higher) applicadble in connocd.on. with the common
<arrier rate shall be used.

NOTE 4.—For the purpose of applying the proviasions of this item, the
g:ﬁ.n.tt&on- l:t Point of Deatination and roint of Origin set foxth in Item 1l will
applicadle.

g bange ) pectaten No. 80786

© Increase

mzcrm '

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC: UTILIMIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 9= I REVISED PAGE.. .2} .

SECTION 1l-~RULES (Continued) : _ _ ITEM

ACCESSORIAL SERVICE

When carxier performs any accessorial or incidental sexvice which is not auth-
orized to be performed under rates named in this tariff, and for which a charge is
not otherwise provided, additional charges shall be assessed as provided in Item
140. The charge therein provided for unit of equipment shall apply whenever the ac-
cessorial or incidental sexrvice requires its use, or vhenever the unit of equipment
is inactivated Ly reason of its driver or halper being engaged in such service,

DELAYS TO EQUIPMENT

when consignor or consignee is responsidble for delay to carrier’s equipment at
or in vicinity of either point of loading or point of unloading in excess of 30
minutes (exclusive of time actually involved in loading or unloading), additional

charges for delay time in excess of 30 minutes shall De assessed as provided in
Teem 240, ‘ ‘ :

CHARCES FOR ACCISSORIAL SERVICES OR DELAYS

For accessorial services or delays under the conditions specified in Items 120
and 130, charges shall be assessed for each period or fraction thexeof, as t_o'.!.l.own

Shapges in Gente
.. Pox Each .
Por First Additional.
30 Minutes 13 Minutes'

(a) Por driver, helper or other employee, per man 0530 o265
(») Por unit of equipment 30 15

¢ Change

o mctcm ; Decision No. 80786

EXFECIIVE

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILIMES COMMISSION. OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
SAN. FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA.

-2
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 9-p

NINTH REVISED PAGE....22

SECTION 1=—=RULIS (Continued) ' e

CHARGES FOR ISCORr SERVICE

In addizion to all othexr applicable rates and chamgea named in this tariff,
the Zollowing charges shall be assessed on ahipments requiring esCOXt service:

g(a) A charge of 0$11.73 pexr hour, plus 9 cents per actual mile, shall %e
made for each escort vehicle and driver furnished, for the time and

distance said vebicle and driver are engaged in such service. (See
Notes 1 and 2)

() A charge shall de made equal to the actual cost of any bridqo or tom
tolls incurved for each escort car.

NOTE l.--Service shall commence with dcpu't\u:o of each os¢ort vehicle from
itas point of dispatch and terminate with the mum of each escort car to its
Ppoint of dispatch, excluding off-duty hours.

NO’rE 2.==Charges for fractions of an hour shall be decomimd 1%’ accordance
with the following cable:

-

But

amit
shall »e 4 hour -
shall be ¥ hour '
shall be ) hour'
shall be 1 hour:

CIARGES FOR PERMIT SHIPMENTS

In addition to all other applicable rates and charges named i.n this tarife,

the following charges shall be assassed on shipments requiring trmportation
permits:

g(a) A charge of 0513.33 shall be made for the nrvice of securing each
permit, and

(6} A charge shall De made equal to the fee, Lf any, assessed Dy the
governmental agency for iasuing each permic.

D_ocinion No. 80786

EPFECTIVE

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTIUUES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
SAN' FRANCISCO,. CAUFORNIA

Q2=
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 9= : SECONI REVISED PAGE...22=A -

SECTION 1--RULES (Continued) _ S - RTEM

DANGEROUS ARTICLES

Dangerous Articles include those articles described in and aubject €O the
proviaions of cha Dangexrous Articles Tariff.

Dangercus articles must not be accopt.d for transportation un:!.cn at the time
of or prior to the inicial pickup the consignor has furnished to the carxier
written information as required under the regulations of the Dangerous Articles
Taritf.

To the extent hereinafter provided, the following prwiuionn of this tarife
will not apply to shipmenta of dangerous articles:

1. Item 220 (Mixed Shipmenta) will not apply to shipmenta containing
one or more commodities which the Dangerous Articles Tarifff prohibits
being transported at the same tine on a single unit of carriexr’s
aQquipment.

Items 180=182 (C.0.0. Shipments) and 300 (Split Delivery) will not
apply to shipments, including any component parts thereof, containe
ing explosives (Class A, B or €) and/or any other dangerous articles
which may not be left \mat!:endnd in the carrier‘s equipment under
the requlatiom off the Dangerous Articles Tariff.

' FAILURE TO ACCOMPLISH DELIVERY -
(Applies only in connection with Item 16%5)

Except as otherwise provided in the Dangerous Articles Tariff, if the carrier,
through no fault of its own, is unabdle to efifect delivery of any shipment within
48 hours, excluding Saturdays, Sundays and holidays, after receipt of the shipment.,
notice will be sent or given to consignor ¢r consignee that the shipment is being
placed in storage. Thereafter the shipment will be stored at carriers terminal
subject to the rates and charges set forth below, or at carrier’ '8 option may be
placed in public warehouse.

For each of the first five days, 5% cents per 100 poundu.
For the sixth and each succeeding day, 8 ¢ents per 100 pounds.

Minimum storage charge per shipment on freight held bdeyond 48 ‘hour-..
S days or leas, 77 cents; 6 days or more. $1.l18.

In computing time, any fractional part ot 24 hours w.u.l be counted as
one day.

In computing charges, any :rnctional part of 100 pound- will be com-
puted as 100 pourds.

£sShipments unloaded from vehicle and reloaded on vehicle will be subject to a
charge of 033.68 per ton in addition to all other cha:qn.

Subuquont dol.i.vary from point of storage will be charged az a new uhipmnt.

fgg;:g:" ; Decision No. 80.786

EFFRCTIVE

ISSUED 8Y THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION: OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
Correction SAN. FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA.
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 9=B - . : ‘  REVISED. PAGE. ...29

SECTION 1——RULES (Continued) . o TTEM

MINIMOM CHARGE

Except as otherwise provided, the nini.u.m ¢harge per shipment shall be as
follows: (See Note)

336
437
301 -

576

608" ' .

656
709"

786
869
9L
1007 .
1096

NOTE.==Will not apply on ahipments made undex the provisions of Item 420.

¢ Xncrease, Decision No. . | 80'786

EFPFECTIVE

: ISSUED BY THE PUBUC LTILITIES COMMISSION. OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
Correction ' SAN' FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA.
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 9-3' . ‘ : - PAGE ... 30

SECTION 1--RULES (Continued) I ITEM

PO0L T

(a) For the service of segregating, or unloading and segregating, a pool lot,
the following shall be assessed for each shipment destined to points I{n the
San Diego Drayage Area, in addition to Cranaportation rates:

Merchandise classified as:

1
Claas: 100 92% 85 7% 70 63 60 - 35 1 30
oRates in - \ ‘ ‘ \
cents per 48 46 43 41 38 36 B M >
100 ponnds: NE SR

in che Governing Classif{cation, Sections 2-A or 2~C of the Exception Ra
Tariff, or this tariff. C _

(¢) Articles taking a rating higher than Class 100 shall be computed upon the
percentage of the Class 100 rating, as set forth in the GCoverning Classifi-
cation, Sections 2-A or 2-C of the Exception Ratings Tar{ff, or this " | 230
carfff, except that shipments conslsting of articles rated higher than
Class 150 in the Governing Classification, Sections 2-A or 2-C of the
Exception Rnting;.hﬂ.ﬂ. or this tarliff ahall be subject to the rates
applicable for s8 150. . . .

{(d4) No additional cbarge shall be made under this fiCem on shi ts for which
tyanaportation charges are based on a minimun weight of 20,000 pounds when
the carrier performing the distridutlion service receives a transportation
charge on such shipment from the dfstributicn point.. ,

(@) See Item 220 for mixed shipments.

(d) Classification ratings ahall be based upon the LIL Clei--:mid.ocd) utzgfu o
ngs

(£) Vhen a pool lot is segregated af and delivery is made from carrier's
established depot, said depot will be considered as being located within
Metropolitan Zone 301 for the purpose of asasessing trans tion charges
under this tariff, and transportation rates shall be applied from Metro~
politan Zone 301 as point of origin. ,

(g) Rates named in this {tem alternate with rates for the same services cou-
tained in tariffs filed with the Commission pursuant to the provisions of

tf:bn Public Utilities Act, and in effect on the date the services are per—

4

g change ) Dectsion Wo. S0'756

EFFECTIVE

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION. OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,

Coxrection SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA,

=31 -
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SECTION 1--KULES (Continued) - e

SPLIT DELIVERY

The rate for transportation of a aplit delivery shipment shall be the rate
applicable for che yate dase determined as £ollows:

(a) When point of or!.?n and all poincs of deaCination are within a single
zone, apply Tate for rate basis B, subject to Notea 1, 2, and 33

(b) When point of origin and all polnts of destination are within the arvea
encoupassed by two adjolining Metropolitan Zones, apply rate for rate
basis C, sudject to Notes 1, 2, and 3 (Metropolitan Zone 305 does not
agioz:t&n other zone, except MeCropolitan Zone 311, for the purposes of
this @)

(<) 1-2‘01' ﬁlsom: shipwents, apply raCes for rate basis F, subject to Notes 1,
. & . _ b

. NOTE l.=-For each split delivery shipment a single bill of lading or shipping
order shall be fssued. It shall describe the kind and quantity of for
the entire shipment, and bear the date such property is physically accepted by

the carrier. At the time of or prior to the tender of the shipment the carrier
shall be furnished with written Iinstructions showing the name of each comsignee,
the point or points of destination, and a description of the kind and quantity of
property in each compoment part of the split delivery shipment.

NOTE 2.~--If shipping instructions do not conform with che requirements of
Note 1 hereof, each component part of the asplit delivery shipment shall be rated
as a separate shipment under other provisions of this tariff. When shipping
inatruccions do confform with the requirements of Note 1 hereof, component parts
of split delivery shipwents shall not be treated as separate ghipments.

SNOTE 3.~=In addition to the rate for transportation, the following additional
charges shall be assessed for split delivery service:

Weight of Component

Parts (Pounds QSplit Dell Charge for Each:
eT ut_not T Component Part in Cents

o] -~ 500 240
300 1000
1000 2000~
2000 4000
4000 10000
10000

NOTE 4.~-Rates provided in this tariff do not apply Co transportation of split
delivery shipments unless point of origin and all points of destination are within
the San Diego Drayage Area. When point of origin Or one or more points of deatina-

tion are located cutalide of the San Diego Drayage Avea, rates In Minimum Rate -
Tariff 2 shall apply. _

§ hange . 3 Dectaton Fo. 80786 |

EFFECIIVE
ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
' ' SAN FRANGISCO, CALIFORNIA. .

YA




) : REVISED PAGE.....44
MINIMUM. RATE TARIFF : : ' d m:sm PAG!...‘.M'

SECTION 2——RATE BASES AND RATES (Continued)

e

CLASS RATES
(In Cents por 100 Pounds)

Any Quantity

775

96
116
129
145
155
168

1
Minirum wWeight 2,000 Pounds

775 - 70 - 65

80 75 72
%2 86 a3
9 54 90
1
22 11s 111
136 - 128

HEYOOW> E

6 Increase, Decision No.

EFTICTIVE.

ISQJED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION' OF ‘THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,:.
SAN: FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA. -

-t
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 9-8 : POURTH REVISED: PAGE. .. 44~d

SEGTION 2==RATE BASES AND RATES (Continued) .| wEm

CLASS RATES
{(In Cents per 100 Pounds)

Minimum Weight 10,000 Pounds

7 70 65

41 38 37
51 48 46
59 33 53
63 59 57
75 70 68
79 74 72

Minimum Weight 20,000 Pounds

7T

az
ag
43
49
L 4
. 60

Minisum Weight 30,000 Pounda

7% | .70 | es

29 27 26
32 30 29%
36 4 32
s | 36 35
43 40 39
% 43 42

¢ Increase, Decision No.

| EFPECTIVE

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC: UTILITIES: COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA.

correction
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 9-B TWELFTH REVISED PACE-......47

SECTION 3-=EQUIPMENT RATES AND RULES ‘ ITEM

RULES

(a) Rates named in this section are subject Co Items 10 and 11, Definitions
of Technical Terma; Item 20, Application of Tarfiff; Item 30, Application of
Tariff--Territorial; Items 50 and 5L, Application of Tariff--Commodities: Item
150, Charges for Escort Service; Item 160, Charges for Permit Shipments; Item 165,
Dangerous Articles; Item 170, Collection of Charges; Items 180, 181 and 182, Collect
on Delivery (C.0.D.) Shipwents; Items 200 and 201, Issuance of Shipping Documents;
Item 250, References to Itemsa and Other Tariffs; and Item 260, Units of Measurement
To Be Observed. They are not subject to the other rules provided in Section 1.

(b) Rates named in this sectionm are subject to Items 110 and 565 of the

Coverning Classificaticn. They are not subject to the other rules of the Coverning
Classification. ) .

(c) Rates named in this section apply only whan the property is transported’
by cne carrier for coe shipper.

(4) 7Prior to the transportation of the property, the shipper muat enter i{nto
written agreement with the carrier to ship at rates no lower than those provided
in this section, stating apecifically the class of sexvice dasivred. (See Item
510.) Except as herein provided, no single agreement shall cover shipments trans-
ported over a period in excess of 31 days. EXCEPTION: The agreement will not be
necessary for crmsg:crgnuon of overwelght and/or oversize shipmencs for which a
apecial permit has 1ssued pursuant to the provisions of Sectioms 35780 to
35784, inclusive, of the Vehicle Code, State of California, and attached to or
identified on the shipping document.

d(e) Rates named in Item 520 are subject to an additiomal charge at the rate
of£ 069,63 pexr man, per hour, minimum charge ome-half hour, wvhen carrier furmishes
help in addicion to the driver. The time for computing the additional charge
shall de not less than the actual time in minutes the helper or helvars are
engaged in performing the services. The total time ao compurted shall be converted
into hours and fractions thereof. Fractioas of an hour ahall be determined in
accordance with the table provided in Note 1(c), ltem 520.

(£) When carrier's equipment Ls painted, lettered or marked, oxr when special
equipment or accessories are furmnished by the carrier, inm comnection with transpor=
tation which is performed subject to the rates nawed in Item 520, a charge not
less than Che cost of painting, lettering or marking or the costs applicabdle to the
use of the special equipment or accessories shall be made.

¢ Change

$BmE.. 3 eanmr.  8OVE6

EFFECTIVE -

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
SAN' FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA,
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 9-B . . ELEVENTR REVISED PAGE....49

L

SECTION 3-—-EQUIPMENT RATES AND RULES (Concluded) - . |rmew

FREIGHT, regardless of clasaification, subject to Note 1:

Weight in Pounds
(See Noce 2)

Less than 12,000
12.000 M not over zo'm----“““- u?;
Over 20,000 1272

glg Min{mum Charge=-The charge for ooe hour, :
2) Rates 4o not include bridge or £ tolls. Such tolls, when incurred
by the carrier, shall be added to the Transportation charges.

Colum l--Rates per wiit of equipment with driver, except for time equipment
. 48 operated in excess of 8 hours cut of 9 consecutive hours, and
except when operated on Saturdays, Sundays or holidays.

Column 2-=Rates per unit of equipment with driver for time equipment is
operated {n excess of & hours out of 9 consecutive hours or on
Saturdays, Sundays or the Lollowing houdnzs: Washington's
Birthday, Memorial Day, the day after giving or the day
before Christmas. :

Column 3--Rates per unit of equipment with driver for time equipment is
‘operated ¢n the following holidays: Independence Day, Labor Day,
Thanksgiving Day, Christmas oX New Year's Day. )

NOTE 1~ : '

(a) Subject to paragraph (b) below, rates in this item apply from the time
the truck and driver report f£or service pursuant to the shi 's order to the
time of completion of the last trip under such order. EXCEPTION: If che single
transaction covers & period in excess of one day, time consumed fn driving from
last point of destination to the carrier’s terminal at the close of one day's
business, and from the carrier's terminal to the point of origin at the begimming
of the next day's business will not be included in computing the chargeable time.'

(b) In computing time for trailer shuftle service no time shall be charged for
the movement of truck tractors without load or for trailers or semitrailers with
power unit except when such trailers are being loaded or unloaded. :

(c) In computing time under the basis outlined in paragraphs {a) and (b)
hereof the various time factors shall not be less than the actual time {nvolved in
minutes. After the total time has been determined under the provisions of paragraph
(a) hereof, 1t shall de converted i{ncto hours and fractions chereof. Fractions of an
hour shall be determined in accordance with the following tabler

Less than 8 minutea=-=omitC.

8 mlnutes or wore but less than 23 minutes shall be X hour.
23 minutes or more but less than 38 minutes shall be X hour,
38 minutes or more but less than 53 minutes shall be % hour.
53 minutes or more shall be 1 hour,

NOTE 2.=-The normal carrying capacity of each vehicle wnit shall be determined
by the carrier based upom that amount of property in pounds, which physically can
be loaded therein and safely transported under normal conditions. _

g gg:"; Declsion No. 80786

ISSUED BY THE PUBUC UTILIIES: COMMISSION: OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
| SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA.

b=
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Appendix B 7
Increases in Rates and Charges, MRT 9-B

Incresse by 6.6 percent the rates and charges in the following tariff items:

110 (4) : 210

140 (a) 230
150 (hourly rate) : 500 (e)
160 (a) -

167 (loa.ding and unloading chnrse)

Ttem 3oo. Split Delivery

Weight of Component. - Percent of Increase
Part (pounds) , ~ in Applicable Charge -
Over Over . : ‘ S
o 2,000 ' : R X
2,000 4,000 : : ' L 5J7%
h'm' Io'm . ' 5‘.%’
IO‘W . : : o% ’

Items 410, 415 - Class Rates

Percent of Increase

Rate
Basis Minimum Weight (in pounds)
2,000 © 4,000 10,000
6.3 600 5.8
6&0 . 5'6 5 ’L.'
5.7 S5 . 4.9
5.5 5.1 47
5.4 5-0 : ) 1"05
504 5-0 uos :

Increane Class 100 rates iay percentages shown.

Calculate rates for other classes on dasis of

.porcentage relationship of sald classes to

Class 200. Round off final figures to nearest

cent or 1/2 cent in accordance with established

procedure. :
4. Ttem 520 - Hourly Rates

A
B
c
D
E
F

Percent of Increase
' Colum. Columns . -
Weight in Pounds b 2 and %
' Less than 12,000 5.7 66
12,000 = 20,000 . - ‘ 6.6 7
mr m'm J“.? 6".6‘,' ‘




