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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CCMMISSION OF THE S’I‘ATE OF CALIFORNIA

Decision No.

In the Matter of the Investigation )

into the rates, xrules, regulations, ;

chaxges, allowances and practices Case Noe 5437 '

of all common carriers, highway - g Petition for Modification
carriers and city carriers relating No. 218 . '

to the transportation of sand, rock, (Order Cranting. Rehearin§
ravel and related {tems (commodities Issued October 25,1972
or which rates are provided in ‘

Mindmum Rate Tariffs Nos. 7 and 17-A). )

E. 0. Blackman, for Califormia Dump Truck Owne'rs
Association, petitioner.
Karl K. Roos, Attorney at Law, and Harry C. Phelan,
JT., for California Asphalt Plant Association,
protestant.
W. T. Meinhold and Arlo D. Poe, Attorneys at Law,
and Herbert Hughes, for California Trucking
Assoclation; Brundage, Neyhart, Miller, Reicht: .
& Poppy, by Daniel Feins, Attorney at Law, for "
Western Conference of leamsters; C. Fred Imhof,
for Industrial Asphalt; and G. Ralph Grago ., Tor
Associated Independent Owner-Operators, inc.s -
interested parties. !
Donald L. Denne , for L. R. Denney, Inc., and Les = -~
or Les Calkins Trucking, Iace., respondents-;

LioneIfEf Wilson, Attorney at Law, for the Commission
start.

OPINION ON REI-D:.ARING

Decision No. 80308 dated July 25, 1972 in chis proceeding
substantially granted the petition of the California Dump Truck
Ovmers Association (CDTOA) to increase the hourly rates for" the |
transportation of specified comodities in dump truck equipment -
set forth {n Minimum Rate Tariffs 7 and 17 (MRT 7 and MRT 17).

Decision No. 80647 dated October 25, 1972 granted the
petition of the California Asphalt Pavement Ae.sociation (CAPA) for
rehearing of Decision No. 80308.

-
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Rehearing was held before Examiner Malloryfat Los}Angeiés :
on December 7 and 8, 1972. The matter was submifted'upon”reqeipt%3
of concuxrent briefs filed by petitioﬁer, CAPA, California Trucking
Assoclation (CTA), and the Commission staff (staff). ;

Inasmuch as the oxder gxanting rehearing did not specify
the scope of the proceeding on rehearing, the Examiner defined the
issues as the following: o

1. Receipt in evidence of wage-contracts'underiying
the proposed revision of the hourly rates.

2. Explanation of the wage contracts,'includihg‘the
effective date and territorial application of
each contract. : '

Evidence with respect to the entities which are

covered by said contracts, including evidence as

to whether the contracts apply to owner-operators
which operate as independent contractors.

In the event that wage contracts are not genexally
applicable to the entities actually performing the
Transportation service, whether increases specified
in the wage contracts should sexrve as a basis for

ﬁ%%ps;ing the minimum hourly rates in MRT 7 and
17 - ‘

5. The data necessary to comply with Rule 23.1 of
the Commfsgsion’s Rules of Practice and Procedure.

Evidence was presented on behalf of CDTGA, CTA, CAPA,

and the Commission staff. The Commission staff witness presented
information derived from data accumulated in the Commission's Data
Bank with respect to dump truck caxriers. That evidence showed that
the majority of the persons holding dump truck carrier permits
(Section 3610 of the Public UtilitieS‘Code) are one- or two-truck
operators, and, therefore, it can be presumed that théy arefone:-'
operators operating as independent contractors. CDICA and CTA, in
their testimony and in their briefs, concede that the majority of
the holders of dump carxrier permits are—owner-operators‘and~tha;;-

such owner-operators provide the bulk of theysgrvicéé‘for‘¢ef;aiﬁ{
~ types of dump truck transportation, such as on construction projects. .

~2~




Evidence in Support of CDTOA's Petition
CDTOA offered in evidence the wage agreements relied upon o
as & basis for the proposed offset increases in hourly mt:ea'z-1

The witness for CDTCA testified that the wage agreements in Exh:(.bits -

218-2 thru 5 are currently in effect; that forerunners to these
contracts historically underlie the wage-cost elements: of. the ‘hourly.
rates in MRT 7; and that the increases in current bas:Lc wages and
fringe benefits set forth in the AGC contracts (Exh:’.bits' 218-2 and
218-3) are the bases for the increases sought in the minimm hourly
rates in MRT 7 and MRT 17. The testimoony of this witness showed
that wage and fringe benefit rates established in these wvage
contracts plus allied compensation insurance, and current stat:e
and federal tax costs have been utilized to detemmine the wage
cost element of hourly rates in MRT__? and MRT 17 for mar\xy,_years- |

_ The witness showed that the hourly rates in MRT 7 were *'or:(gioel-ly )

1/ The waée agreements introduced by CDIOA are the fol]ioﬁing:;"‘

Exhibit 218-2 - Master Agreement between Assoclated
General Contractors of California and Heavy, Highway,
. Buflding and Construction Teamster Committee for '
Northern California International Brotherhood of
Teamsters.

Exhibit 218-3 - Master Labor Ag‘reement between Southexn
neral Contractors and Teamsters Joint
| Council No. 42 and Teamsters Local Union No. 8§7.

Exhibit 218-4 - Agreement between Rock Products and
Ready MIxed Concrete Employers of Southexrn California

- and Locals 420,.692, 495, 88, 982, 235, and 871 of
International Brotherhood of ‘I‘eamsters-

Exhibit 218-5 ~ Agreement between Aggregates and Concrete -
Association of Northern Califormia, I.nc- and Internationa].-~
Brotherhoood of Teamsters. :
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double-factor rates in that they were composed of two. stated rate*
- elements, {.e., an amount for the equipment and an amount for the
prevailing wage. CDIOA showed that in Decision No. 50854 dated
Decembexr 14, 1954 and Decision No. 52952 dated April 24, 1956 the :
Commission established single-factor hourly rates for dunp trucks‘ "
in Southern and Northern California Territories, respectively-‘ The
witness testified that in establishing these single factor rates, the
AGC agreements were utilized in compiling the Column A (power-loading)r
costs and the Rock and Sand agreements were utilized in compiling
the Colunn C (bunker-loading) costs. The witness testified that
because the amount of the dump truck wage increases in renewals of
the AGC agreements (Exhibits 218-2 and 218-3) and in the Rock and
Sand agreements (Exhibits 218-4 and 218-5) have been about. the same, ‘
because & substantial amount of dump truck hauling for which Rock. _
and Sand wage agreements are applicable is perfomed under zone rates, ,
and because a good deal of dump truck hauling performed under Colunn
C loading conditions is subject to AGC wage rates (decomposed gxanite 5
asphaltic concrete, rock and sand spread or windrowed on the con- -
struction job, etc.) wage vate increases negotiated in the AGC con-“
tracts have been the amounts utilized by CDTOA in offset proceedings
ta MKI-7.% It s the position of CDIOA that since the Commission.
- has consistently followed the practice of utilizing wage increases
" negotiated in the AGC contracts for the past 15 years, the Ccmnission '
should continue to use this procedure for the adjustment of hourly
rates. | ' :

CTA supports CDIOA's petition. Witnesses for Cm‘:.andwfora |
CDTOA concede that owner-operators are not covered by the AGC or
Rock and Sand wage agreements,v and that not all overlying caxriers
are covered by AGC or Rock and Sand Master Agire_ements., The

_/ The hourly rates in MRT 17 have &lways been maintained on the
MRT 7 level. _

b= |
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witnesses for CTA and CDTQA presented testimony to show that some
overlying carriers had entered into so-called "Short Fom" ‘ag‘ree- B
ments to apply the provisions of the AGC contracts to their opera-
tions on construction projects, even though they are not sigratoxies"
to the Master Agreements. The testimony of dunp-truck carriers
that employ others,incorporat hereih by reference, is: that if work:
is perfommed on the job-sitcé- of a comstruction pro 3ect, the car-'
riers have been required to pay their employed drivers on. the basis
of the AGC wage scales. Some of the carriers bave discontiuued use
of employed drivers and engaged owner-operator subhaulers to perfonn |
construction job-site hauling. -

3/ By stipulation, the testimony of witnesses agpearing for various
respondent carriers received in Case No. 5437, Petition No. 213,
was incorporated herein by reference. The: test:imony received 1in
Petition No. 213 of the following persons is incorporated herein.v '_

- Transcript Page . . Witness'

Vol. Page 22 | La Fay L:!:ndeman
Vol. 2, Page 190 = - Leonard B.: Ort:i:z
Vol. Page 259 - David-Rogers:
Vol. 4, Page 333 _ Robert: Anthony*
Vol. 4, Page 367 ‘ Kenneth: Bunyard*
Vol. Page 376 ‘ Frank E.- West* ...
Vol. Page 448 "~ Robert R.. Hﬂl S
Vol. 13, Page 1138 ' Frank'Golzen'. :
Vol. Page 1188 ‘Lester: Calld.ns
Vol. 13, Page 1247 ' Byron: Van Met're
Vol. 14, Page 1260 Wesley Bassett*
Vol. . Page 1278 - . Lewis Shelley*: -
Vol. Page 3588 Raymond: McCo:m:[ck#
Vol. . Page 3550. = . James'.Grogan, Jr.*
Vol. - Page 3654 ' ' Morris: Engle* . SRR
Vol. 48, Page 3885 : Clarence" Bailey

- Vol 56,‘ Page 442]1. ' .. Lester. Calkins
Vol. 56, Page 4447 "~ La‘'Fay Lindeman o
Vol. 58, Page 4554 - Walker Broan = -
Vol. 58, Page 4569 . Dan R. Moe .

* Qunex-operator, not signatory to any labor agreement.~ o

# Uses employed drivers, but is not s:[gnat:ory to any
labor agreement.

4/ The texm "job-site"is derfved from National Labor Relat:ions

Board rulings. It 1is not defined for the purposes of thi.s
proceeding.

-5- :
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CTA and CDTGA presented testimony and exhibits to show
that under Section 1773 of the California Labor Code the public
body awarding any contract for public work must ascertain the
general prevailing wages in the area for all classes of workmen
enployed on the project and that it must ensure that coatractors .
pay the generally prevailing wages; and that in complia.nce with
that statute, the Department of Public Works, Division of H:Lghways,
has prepared documents showing the generally prevailing wages appli-
cable in different locations. The testimony of these witnesses is
that the current Northern and Southern AGC scales are the prevai.ling
wages for operators of dunp truck equipment on public highway pro-
Jects, as determined by the D:Lvi.s:ton of Hi;ghways- \

Position of CAPA |

CAPA's position 1in this proceeding,as s:ated in its
closing brief,is the record fails to establish that:-_

1. The AGC-Teamsters Master Labor Agreements (E:dubﬂ:s 218-2
and 218-3) establish the employee drivers' basic wage and fringe: ]
benefit costs for for-hire dump~truck carriers operating ovef the
public highways perform:!.ng materials hauling services at hourly -‘_";‘ o
rates in MRT 7 and MRT 17. ‘ T

2. The basic wage and fringe benefit costs set forth in
sald ‘'wage contracts are actual costs of dump truck carriers which
have been and are continuing to be incurred in materials hauling
services at houxly rates i{n MRT 7 and MRT 17. ° o

3. The Comission may enter affimative findings on each. of
the issues raised in Rule 23.1(B) of the Rules of Procedure.

CAPA axrgued that the record shows that ne:f;ther AGC nor
Rock and Sand labor agreements (Exhibits 213-1 thru 213-5) establish
the employee drivers' wage cost levels. CAPA takes the position
that owner-operators should be compensated for dr:t.v-.tng che:’.r own
vehicles at the same levels as if said owner-operators were
salarfied employees. CAPA's point is that the use of either t:he_'

s

G~
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AGC or Rock and Sand wage agreements produces artificial, theoretical
wage cost levels higher than actually encountered as the prevailing
pay practices of bona fide for-hire dunp truck carrier fleet
operators. It is CAPA's position that the record in this proceed-
ing and the portion of the record inm OSH 213 incorpdi:atéd- herein
show that AGC wage agreement applies to contractors and their
employees and does not apply to dunp truck carriers and their
employees (except in those few instances where the dump truck car-
Tier 1s &lso a contractor or has signed & "Short Fom" agreement to
apPly the AGC scale) because the dump truck carriers are not signa-
toxies to the AGC wage agreements. It 1s the position of CAPA that
the evidence of record clearly establishes that "wage cost increases”
allegedly incurred by the for~hire dunp truck fleet operator haﬁiéﬁ
BOt actually been incurred or realized. - B o
Comission Staff Position \ o

The Commission staff takes no position with regpect to the’
issue as what wage contracts or labor costs should be found to be
reépresentative of the costs incurred ‘undexr MRT 7' and MRT 17. The
Comnission staff, in its closing brief, argued that the Price Com-
mission had established & cefling of 5.5 percent as the maxfmun
permissible annual aggregate wage salary increase, and wage increases .
in excess of that amount are not allowable costs 1If the wage agree-
ment was entered into after November 13, 1971. The staff brief =
Points out that the Southern California AGC wage agreement (Exhibit
213-2) was entered into on December 10, 1971, and that the Northern ~
California Rock and Sand sgreement (Exhibit 213~5) was entered fnto
on July 31, 1972. | R

The staff argued that since these contracts were entered
into after November 13, 1971, any portion of the ifxéreased:‘ mgeSAv o
reflected in the contracts in excess of the 5.5 percent guideline . |
cannot be used to raise.,the*minimin‘ratea o Which,those com::mcts |
relate. ' R
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Discussion

These same igsues raised by CAPA in this proceeding are
Télsed in the related proceeding (OSH 213) in which the staff bas
Presented current. cost and economic .studies. The issues raised by
CAPA are proper for decision in that. proceeding ‘because the Com-
mission has before it the necessary £acts ‘to detemmine the labor costs
that should apply in comnection with a full~scale revision of the
hourly dump truck rates (rather than by offset adjusmem:).

The sole purpose of offset Proceedings is to measure:
differcoces in wages, fringe benefits, and taxes, and not to estab-
lish entirely new bases of rates. The only reasonable basis pre-
sented in this record for an offset adjustment of hourly rates for
dunp truck transportation is to continue to use as the measure of
increased wages the differences in wages and fringe benefits set
forth in the AGC wage agreements. The Commission has consistently
held in prior offset rate proceedings that hourly dump truck rates
should be adjusted to the same extent that wages are revised pursuant'
to the AGC wage agreements, with the konowledge that the greatest
number of carriers subject to the minimum hourly rates are not
signatories to the AGC wage agreements. ‘

The preponderance of the transportation services under
houxly rates are perfomed by carriers not subject to any of the .
labor agreements relied upon by petitioner as a basis for the
sought adjustments in hourly rates. The ma jority oi: dump truck
carriers are owner-operators not subject to any wage com:ract.
Ownexr-operators are employed by overlying carriers im lieu of using -
theix own employees. As indicated in the statistical dats for the
second quarter of 1972 presented by the staff, 2,217 of the report-‘
ing dump truck carriers (of a total of 5,210 completed reports)
showed only subhauling reverues, and 342 reported operacx.ons only

&s overlylng carriexs. None of the caxriers in either group is a .
fleet operator. ' R

-8~




It is apparent from the aforesaid statistical data and |
other evidence adduced herein that few fleet operators using
employed drivers are currently operating under hourly rates in
MRT 7 and MRT 17. To attempt to pinpoint fleet operators and- to
determine the wage scales applicable to their operations in ordex
to develop & basis for an offset rate adjust:ment would present an’
extraordinarﬂy difficult task, and would not necessarily provide'
4 reasonable bagis for making offset: adjustments in minimun hourly
rates. o

The rate levels previously found reasonable in Decision /

No. 80308 should be granted, without the modification suggested
by the staff. ' | o

Findings of Fact -

1. Petitioner, CDIOCA, see'k.s an offset increase in the hoxzrly“\_‘
rates set forth in MRT 7 and MRT 17 for transportation of specifiedﬂ
commodities 1a bulk in dunp trucks. ' ‘

2. In prior offset rate proceedings {avolving hourly dunp |
truck rates, CDTOA and CTA have requested, and the Commission has -
granted, increases in hourly rates reflecting the wage and fringe
benefit increases set forth in the wage contracts between the
Assoclated General Contractors and various locals of the 'I‘eamsters :
Union. . «

3. The preponderance of the dump truck carriers providing
transportation services under the hourly rates set forth fn MRT 7
and MRT 17 are not signatories to the AGC-Teamster wage agreements.
The majority of the holders of dunp truck carrier permits -are not
sigoatories to any wage contract, inasmuch as said dunp: truck ,
carriers operate as independent contractor subhaul.ers and drive
their own vehicles. A \ ,

4. For the purposes of this proceedi.ng, it will. ‘be reasonabj.e
to use the wage scales and fringe benefits set forth in :[ndustry

~9~
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labor contracts applicable to t:ransportation of commodities m |
dump truck equipment as being representative of the labor costs
of highway pemmit carriers engaged in such transportation which
are not signatory to any wage contract.

5. Inasmuch as prior offset adjustments of the hourly rates
in MRT 7 and MRT 17 reflect the differences in wages and- fringe ‘
benefits included in the so-called Northern and Southern AGC wage
contracts, it will also be reasonable to use the data in said
contracts as being repregentative of the current representative |
wage and fringe benefits applicable to transportation by’ highway
permit carriers under hourly rates in MRT 7 and MRT 17. B

6. The labor costs for wages and related fringe 'benefits in
sald agreements are, and have been since January 1, 1972, 79 to ‘
85 cents an bour more than the labor costs for which provision 1is
included in the current hourly rates in MRT 7 and MRT 17. \

7. For the purposes of this petition the labor costs which
were in effect on Januaxy 1, 1972, under said agreements. wﬂl be
accepted as representing the present level of the labor costs of
for-hire highway- carriers engaged in transportation subject to
the bourly rates in MRT 7 and MRT 17. ‘ :

8. Ia relation to the carriers' costs of service as of
January 1, 1972, the hourly rates in MRT 7 and- MRT 17 are’ unreason-
ably low and {nsufficient.

9. The followiog increases in rates are justiﬁ.ed.

79 cent;. pexr hour in rates in Item 360,
MRT 7;

80 cents per hour in rates in Item 367,
MRT 7, for Upper Northern District;

85 cents per hour in rates in Items 361
and 365, MRT 7, and in rates in Item
367, MRT 7, for Lower Northern District
and’ Southern Texrritory;

85 cem:]sjper hour in rates in Item 2210,
‘MRT 17.
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~ 10. In compliance with Rule 23.1 of the Commission’s Rules
of Practice and Procedure, we further find that: |

(a) The increases found justified herein reflect
increased wage costs as of January 1, 1972,
and the increases, therefore, are cost
Justified. -

(b) The increases are necessary to assure con- .
tinued, adequate, and safe service by high-
way permit carriers engaged in the trans-
portation of camodities in bulk in dump
truck equipment under hourly rates in MRT
7 and MRT 17. _

The xate increases take into account pro- |
ductivity gains. E

The increases will achieve the minimum
operating xatio for the carriers involved
herein, as a group, needed to attract capital -
at reasonable cost and not to impair the
credit of the carriers.

(e) No carrier appeared at the hearing for pur-
pose of expressing a willingness to furnish
sexvice under existing minimum hourly dump
truck rates. o ‘ A

Conclusions of Law ‘ S
| 1. Petition No. 218 in Case No. 5437, upon xehearing, should
be granted to the extent found reasonable in the ‘above fi!.ndibgs_-.'

2. MRT 7 and MRT 17 should be amended as provided in the '

following oxder. R |

ORDER ON REHEARINC

IT IS ORDERED that: o :

1. Minimum Rate Taxiff 7 (Appendix A of Decision No-. 32566,
as amended) is hereby further amended by incoxporating thereii;,f
to become effective July 7, 1973, the revised pages set o
forth in Appendix A attached hereto and made a part hexeof.

2. In all other respects Decision No. 32566, as ,amended:,;
shall remain in full force and effect. k |

=11~
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3. Minimum Rate Tariff 17-A (Appendix B to Decision No. 80578,
as amended) is hereby further amended by Locorporating therein to
become effective July 7, 1973, First Revised Page 2-1 and First
Revised Page 2-Z, attached hereto and made a part hereof.

4. In all other respects Decision No. 80578, as amended,
shall remain in full force and effect. ‘

S. Except as ot:herwise provided through this order s Pet::l.tion -
for Modification No. 218 in Case No. 5437 1is denied. |

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days
after the date hereof. - B

Dated at _Sen Francisco | Cauf_o‘ms.a‘, this Jo7%
day of BAT | 1973. L |




APPENDIX A

LIST OF SUPPLEMENT AND REVISED
PAGES TO MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 7

S'UPPLEMENT -
mmy THIRD REVISED PAGE 42
TWENTY-FIFTH szxsm PAGE 42-A
THENTY-SEVENTH Rmrxsz:n PAGE K2-C.
NINTH REVISED PAGE uz-z |

" (2D OF APPENDIX A LIST)




‘ SUPPLEMENT 44
- (Cancels Supplement 37 and 39) . -
(Supplements 27, 43 and 44 canuirg- Al). Changes)
0
MINIMOM RATE TARLFT 7
NAMING
MINIMUM RATES AND RULES

FOR THE

TRANSPORTATION OF PROPERTY IN DUMP TROCK

FOUIPMENT BETWEEN POINTS IN CALXPORNIA

BY G
\

RADIAL HIGHWAY COMMON CARRXERS

]

HIGHWAY CONTRACT CARRIERS:
AND

DUMP TROCK CARRIERS

" & APPLYCATION OF SURCHARGE

Compute the amount of charges in accordance with the rates and charges
in Items 130, 148, 148.) and 366 and increase the amcunt 80 computed by
five and one=half (54) pexcent, dropping fractiona of less than one=half
cent and increasing fractions of ona=half cent Or greatar o one aent. -

< coarge, e mo S1B0L

EFPECTIVE

Iasued by the s
PUALIC VTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNI
- State Bulldiang, Civic Center
San Prancisco, California 94102
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 7 ' : ‘

THIRTY~SECOND: REVISED: PME.J_,._QU‘ .

SECTION 4—ROURLY RATES (Continued) - R I

COMMODITIES, as dncxi.bod in Item 320 (Itm 360 and 361)
(ror Application of Rates see Item 362)

NORTHERN TERRITORY (See Item 110)
(1) Rates in Cents per Hour (See Item 300)

: ' Upper Northern District.
Xumber of Axles ‘ ‘ {See Item 315y =
Por Unit of rguipment .

4 .
5@)

5 ox moxe (3)

Mnimum charge shall be !:ho rate for one houx.

Applies to units of equipwent not meeting with the legal muirmm:- £o:' e
the waximam allowed load.

Applies to units of equipment mootl.nq with the legal roqui.mmt- for tho
maximum allowed load ' ‘

(Continued in Item 361) .-

81444

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC: UTILmES COMM!SSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
© SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA,
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. . ‘ ’

, TWENTY~ rm.zsm rmz.....u-» ‘
MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 7 AWENTY-FOURTH ‘REVISED. DAGE

SECTION 4--DOURLY RATES (Continued)

COMMODYTIES, as descrided in Item 320 (Items 360 and 361).
(ror Application of Rates see Item 362)

NORTHERN TERRITORY (See Ytem 110)
(1) Rates in Cents per Mour (Seo Item 300)

‘Tower Northern District
. Number of Axles ‘ (See Item 315) - .
Per Unit of Equipment

2

3

4
5(2)

S or wore. (3)

Minimuom charge shall be the xate £or one hour.

Applies to uvnita of equipment not mts.nq vi.t.h the loqnl rcquircmne- !or‘
the maximum allowed load. :

Applies ¢O units of eQuipmant. m«cinq with the dlegal :oqui.:-n-nt- for th-‘
maxirum allowed load,.

f Increass, Decision xo‘. 81444 |

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTlLlT!ES CONMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, -
" SAN.FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA,"




‘ TWENTY- szvmx nzv:szn m;z....4z-c
MINIMUM. RATE TARIFF 2

, * GANCELS .
"TWENTY~$XXTK REVISED' m:z......-sz-c

SECTION 4——HOURLY RATES (Continued) | orrmel

COMMODITIES, as described in Iltems 120 and 322.
(For Application Of Rates see Xtem 366.)

SOUTHERN mxnomr

(See Xtem 100)
- Number of Axles (1) Rates in Cents Pcr ‘Hour :
Per Unit of Equipment ' (See Item 300) (See Note 1 in. Item 366)

Column A Column & ,‘Co!‘.wl_:'n.p

1089

ue0

or more (3)

Minimum chn:q- -hnll be the rate for one hour, axsept ‘an othorwi-o providod_ .
in chis tariff.

Applies to units of equipment not complying with. th- l.oqal roqui.rmnt- tor
the maximum allowed load. . - '
Applies to units of equipment cauplying wi.th \:ho J.oqnl xoquirmm:- to:' t:h-' o
mayimum al.louod lond.

¢Increase, Decision No_

81444

_ ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTIITIESCOMMISSION. OF THE STATE OF CALFORNIA,
Correction " SAN. FRANCISCO,-CALIFORNIA. -
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. o sr:o mcn-.....uz-s
' ' ' msz &evzsm ms : uz-;:
MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 7 T ' SEVENTH ».wxsm pAcs....uz-a ,.

SECTION 4==HOURLY RATES (Continued) o el §

COMMODXTITS, as described in Item 321
{For Application of Rates see Item 368)

() Rates in Centa per Hour (See Item 300)
Level Capacity of L . -
B o oy NORTHERN TERRTIORY (See Item X10) .. - L
(See Note 1 : -~ " SOUTHERN
in Item 368) - | Upper Northern Di»'trict - Lower Northern Diltr:f.et - TERRITORY . .
i (See Ztem 315) - (See :ttem 315) : (See Item 100).{ ' -
: : : (See Note 2:4m.{ ¢ .
. Xtem 368)...

But : . .
Over Not Over M 0 L o

1318 1914  1615° 1790~ 3523 1L 189
1390 2007 1697 . ST SR PR 1+ SR M
W33 2050 1780° 1387 1889 P I 1. U N
1509 2151 1829 : 1945 - 676 | 13w

1553 2195 1873 ‘ 1989 . SN SRR T8

1594 2236 Lw - = ‘.2030-m-\ f g ',' , 14005{
1633 2275 1953 . 2069 - : 3
1673 239 1996 S 2120
1704 2350 2027, 215L
1733 2379 2056 ' : 2178

1759 2W05 2082 i L 2297
1796 28455 2125 . Lo 274
1826 2485, 2155 . 2304
1885 2504 % LTo23230 ¢
1862 2/24 2191 ‘ 2380 2

1879 2538 . 2208 2387
1896 2555 2235 BN
1913 2572 242 : L 239
1930 2589 2263 : c T 2608
1947 2606 2276 ST

1968 2623 2293 96 ' 2188 -

3o ,
[= XV - X

REERE

N
ooy

8 & qeumy

617 o017 o7, S ew ey

(1.; Minimum charge shall be the rate for one hour. s = e
(2) Add to the rate for 26 cubic yard capacity, the amount uhown cppoaite thia. refcrcnce
mark for cwh additfonal cubic yard or frmion themf. , :

(3) Suspended by Supplement 39_

T e Y e, 81444

- ‘m‘i:cim :

Correction

x&cuso BY THE PUBLIC UTIUTIES COMMISSION. OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNA,
o SAN FRANCISGO, CAUFORNI.

. «42aEn
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ELS.
MIMMUM WE TARIFF 17‘A ' Oﬂamhfo Pm!-... scassa —2-1

SECTION 2-~HOURLY RATES o e |

APPLICATION OF HOURLY PATES NAMED IN ITEM 2020°

The hourly rates in Item 2020 apply to the territories descrided in Item 140 for '
tha commoditien descrided in Itema 65 and 380, and, when point of origin. is in San-
Disgo County. for the commodities described in Xtem 60 oOnly when free time allowance
has mxpixed (aee Ttem 180). They also apply to the accessorial charges provided in
Item 1R0. Rourly rates include drivex's wages and apply to the tnn-pozuuon ot
propexty for one shipper in one unit of dump truck equipment. :

COLOMY “C"™ rates applyx _
(a) to transportation of comuodities subject to Note 3 of Item 65, and/or
(b) aa provided in Xtem 180 (Accesmorial Charges).

COLUMN “D" rates apply only when specific reference is nade ﬁhoroto (see Item 180).

NOTE Lom= - '

(r) Por transportation sexvice furnished under Item 2020 on Sundays and/or -
Naw Ymar's Day, Memorial Day, Fourth of July, Labor Day, Thanksgiving Day, cnrs.-m-
Day, a2 to the applicadle hourly rate in Icem 2020: §$7.4)1 per hour. .

) Except as othexrwine provided in paragraph (a) of this note and in the
Exception set forth helow, for tranaportation seprvice furnizhed under Item 2020 on
Sateréry= or during periods in evcess of 8 hours in any one shift, add to the appli-
<¢eble houxly rate shown in Item 2020: 354.31 per hour. “Periods in excess of 8 hours
in any onea shifc” meana the time which exceeds 8 hours from the time the driver with .
dump truck aquipment reports fox sexvice, during which time said driver is continue
ounly ~nqaged Dy one shippsr or overlying carrier, irrespective of the number of .
loads transportad within the per:&od

IXCEDTION , ==The adds.ti.oml rates smet forth in paragraph (b) shall not app:.y to
transportation service performed on days, other than Saturdays, except when service

in pecformed by one driver with duwp truck Qquiplnont for a period in excess of 8 hou::-'
in mny ons shift. ‘ ‘

NOTE 2.--The application of hourly rates for trnmportacion pexrformed undor chc
provinicus of Note 3 of Xtem 65 is sudject to the following condicion-r ‘

{a) In detrmmining c:mrqonblo time. the ow::-nll tm -h-!.l ber From tho
Taporting Zor work to atart of last txip plus double the runni.nq tino of. J.nt: t:ri.p
Plas unloading time of last load. ,

®d) In dotoms.ninq chargeable time, allowances may bc mada onl.y for’ dohy-
crunes Dy failure of carrier equipment ox time taken out for meals. Time to be
charged zhall include time for trensportation in both directions,. time for lond:l.nq
ané onlording ard waiting or etand-dby time at origin or destination.

(¢) In the event that a carriar is xeleased by the shipper from turth-r urvi.ca
and ia re-angaged Dy the sama shipper at a point other than the point of such release
within €he same 24-hour period (computed from 12:0) a.m. on the date the unit of equip~-
ment initially reports for service), hourly rates shall be assessed !or.' th- tnw!.linq
time from the point of ralease to the subaequent origi.n point.

x6 change on this pace, Decision %o S1444

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE SYATE OF CAUFORNIA, [ .-
: SAN FRANCISCO,  CALIFORNIA- - § -
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| SECTION 2-~HOURLY RATES (CONCLUDED) Iﬁ‘ﬁi‘i’ o

HOURLY RATES. '
{ror J\ppli.cati.on of Rates, Reo Ltem 2000)

(1) Ratea in Cents PTer Hour
(See Notes 1 and 2 in Xtem 2000)

- Numbexr of Axlen
Pex Thit of Equipment

)
or moxre (3) .

ni.ni:mm d:uqo ahall be the rate f£ox one houxr, except as oche:vin pmv:l.dod
" in this caxiff, .

Applies to wnits of oquipmnt not cmnpl.yinq with the logal roqu:.nmont- tor
tha mmdmmn allowed load.

Applies to unita of equipment compl.ying wich th- J.oqnl roqummnt- tor ch.
maximum allowed load.

¢ Increasa,. Doci'liop.ilo. : 81444

lSSUED BY THE PUBUC UTILITIES COMMISSION. OF THE-STATE OF CALIFORNIA,'
. . SAN' FRANCISCO," CALIFORMIA, -
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