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BEFORE THE PUBLIC lJTn.ITI£S CC!1MISSION OF THE STATE, OF~ CALIFORNIA' " 
In the Matter of the Investigation ) 
int~ the rates~ rules~ regulations~ ) 
charges • allowances. and practices ) 
of all coamon carriers~ highway ) 
carriers and city carriers' rela ting ) 
to the transportation of sand, rock, ~ 
gravel and related itens (commodities 
for which rates are provided in 
M1~um Rate lariffs Nos.. 7 and l7-A). 

-----------------------------) 

Case No· .. , 5437' 
Peti tion for Modif:Lea.tion I 

No. 21S. ' , 
(Order Cranting,.Reheari~ 
Issued' October 2'5." '1972), 

E. O. Blackman. for California Dunp Truck Owners 
Association. petitioner. , ' 

Karl K. Roos. Attorney at Law, and Ham C. Phelan, 
4.:::.., for Ca11forD.ia Asphalt Plant Association, 
protestant. 

'W. T. Meinhold and Arlo D. Poe. Attorneys at, Law. 
and Herbert Hughes, for California Trucking 
Association; Brundage, Neyhart, Miller, Reicht 
& Poppy, by Daniel Feins, Attorney at Law, for 
Western Conference of teamsters; c. Fred Imhof, 
for Industrial Asphalt; and C. Ralph Gra~c». for 
Associated Independent Owner-Operators, nc.;· 
interested parties. 

Donald L .. Denney, for L. R. Denney, Inc •• and Les , 
calkins" for Les Calkins Trucking, Inc. , respondents .•• 

Lionel B. Wilson .. Attorney at Law, for' the Commission, 
staff. . 

OPINION ON REH£ARING 

Decision No. 80308 dated July 25-" 1972 1n,thisproceeding; 
substantially granted the petition· of the California: Dcmp- Truck 

Owners Association (CDTOA) to increase the hourly'rat~s for:the' 
transportation of specified canmodities in dunp truck equiPme.nt . 
set forth in MitWnuu Rate Tariffs 7 and 17· (:MItT 7 and'MRT li):. 

Decision No. 80647 dated October 25-, 1972.granted the' 
petition of the CalifOrnia Asphalt Pavement Association. (CAPA) fo~ 
rehearing of Decision No. 80308. 
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Rehearlng was held before Examiner Mallory at Lo·s Angeles 
on December 7 and 8:, 1972. The matter was submitted upon rece1pei: 

, , . ' 

of concurrent briefs flled by petltioner .. CAPA.Californ1a Trucld.ng 
Association (CTA) .. and the Commisslon staff (staff). 

Inasmuch as the order 8X'&nting rehearing did notspec1fy' 
the scope of the proceedlng on rehearing, the Examiner defined the· 
issues as the folloWing: 

1. Receipt in evidence of wage contracts underlying 
the proposed revision of the hourly rates .. " .' 

2. Explanation of the wage contracts .. including the 
effectlve date and territorial application of 
each cont'ract .. 

3. Evidence With respect to the entities which are 
cove'red by said "contracts. including evidence as. 
to whether the contracts apply to" owner-operators 
which operate as independent: contractors. 

4. In the event that wage contracts are not generally 
applicable to the entities actually performing the 
t-ransportation service.. whether increases specif:f.ed 
1n the wage contracts should serve as a basis for 
adjusting. the minimum hourly rates in MRT 7 and 
MRT 17. 

5. the data necessal:Y to comply With Rule 23.1 of· 
the COmmis.sion' s Rules of Practice and" Procedure. 

Evidence was presented on behalf. of CDTOA;. eTA, CAPA,. 
and the COmmission staff. The Commission staff Witness presented 

information derived f'rOm. data accumulated in the Commis.sionT s Data· 

Bank With respect to d\m'lp truck carriers. that evidence; showed that 
the majority of the persons holding dump truck carrier permits. 
(Se<:tion 3610 of the Public Ut1.11ties Code) are one- or two-truck 
operators~ a'Qd~ therefore~ it can be presumed that they.are ower­
operators o~ratiag. as independent contractors. CDTOA.· andCTA, in 
their testimony and in their briefs~ concede that the majority' of. 

the holders of dump carrier pe1:mits are owner-operators .and that,.' 
such owner-ope-l:'a tors provide the bulk of the. s.ervices for certa:f.n" 

types of dump truck transportat1on~ such. as on construction" proJects. 
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EVidence in SUPP2rt of CDrOA's Petition 
CDl'OA offered in evidence the wage agree:nents relied upon 

as a basis for the proposed offset increases inbourlyrates.!I _ 
The 'Witness for CDTOA testified that the wage 4gTeements.in Exhibits -
218-2 thru 5 are currently in effect; that forerunners to-these- -
cont-r8cts historically underlie the wage-cost elements: of the- h~urly 
%ates in MItT 7; and that the increases in current basic wages- anct 
fringe benefits set forth in the AGe contracts (Exh1bits218-2 and 
218-3) are the bases for the increases sought :[n -the min1mun hourly 

%ates in MRT 7 and MR.l' 17. 'the test:lmony of this witness showed 
that wage and fringe benefit rates established in these wage­
eont-raets plus allied canpensat10n insurance~ and current state 

and feden1 tax costs have been utilized' to' detellnine the wage 
cost element of hourly %4 tes inMRT 7 and MRT~ 17 for many years. 
The Witness showed, that the hou%ly rates in MR.'r 7 wereorlg:Lnally 

!/ The wage agreements introduced by CDl'OA are the following:: ,-­

Exhibit 218':2 - Master Agreement between Associated 
~eneral Contractors of California and Heavy, Highway,' 

. Building and Construction Teamster Committee for 
Northern California International Brotherhood of 
Teamsters. . 
Exhibit 218-3 - Mast~ Labor Agreement between Southern 
~li£ornIa General Contractors and Teamsters Joint 
CounCil No. 42 and Teamsters Local Unio'n No. 87. 
Exhibit 218-4 - Agreement beeween Rock Products and 
~eaay MIXed COncrete &1p1oyers of Southern Ca11for~4 

. and Locals 420,.692, 495,' 88-" 982, 23S,and 8-71 of 
International Brotherhood of Teamsters-
E:Kh.ibit 218--5 - Agreement between Aggregates and Concrete 
ASsociation of Northern CalifOrnia , Inc. and Internati¢nal 
Bl:otherhoood of Teams.ters.-· .. 
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double-factor rate~ in that they were canposed of two .. stated rate 
. elements~ i.e.,. an amount for the equilll1ent and,an amount for the 

prevailing wage. CDIOA showed that in Decision: No. 50854 dated .. 
December l4~ 1954 and. Decision No,. 52952 dated Aprt124,. 1956 the . 

Commission established single-factor hourly rates for dumpt~ks, . 

'"",".:.."' 

in Southern and Northern california Territories,. respectively. The 
Witness testified that in establishing these single factor rates,. the 
AGe agreements were utilized in ccxnpiling the Co1unn A (power-loading) 
costs and "the Rock and Sand ag,:'eem.ents were utilized inccmp1l1ng 
the Colunn C .(bunker-loading) costs. The Witne'ss testified that 

because the amount of the dump truck wage increases in renewals of 

~he AGe 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,. 

beeause a substantial amount of dunp 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 per£omed uOder' Coluna 

C loading conditions is subject to ACe wage rates (decanposed, gra~s~,.), . 
asphaltic concrete,. rock and sand spread or windrowed on: the con- ~," 
st'rUction job, etc.) wage "':ate inc-reases negotiated in the' AGe con';:'\", 

t.:ract~ ~~e been the amounts utilized by CDTOA in offset proceedi.ngs:::·. 
in MR1', 7.~ It is the-position of CDIOA that since the Camniss10n 

.. ' ", 'has consistently followed the practice of utilizing wage increases 
. . 

, : " negotiated in the AGe contracts for the- past IS years., the, CQDal1sS!on 

should continue to use this. procedure for the adjustment of .hourly 
'rates. 

CTA supports CDTOA f $. petition. Witnesses for CTA· and· for' 
CDTOA concede that owner-operators are not covered by the ACe. or 
Rock and Sand wage agreem.ents~ and that not all overlying Carriers· 

a"t"e covered· by AGe or 'Rock and Sand Master Agi-eem.ents. The 

Y !he hourly rates in MR.'! 17 have always beenma1ntained' on the 
MRT 7 level. . 
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witnesses for eTA and CDTOA. presented testimony to show' that sane 
overlying carriers had entered into- so·ca11ed "Short Foxm," agree-­
ments to apply the provisiOns of the AGe contracts to their opera­
tions on construction pro jeets, even though they ar~ not sigratories 
to the Master Agreements.Y The testimony of dunp·truck carriers 

that e:np1oy others, incorporal1 herein by reference,: 1 s "that 1f work' 
is perf01:med on the job-site- of a construction 9rojee.t:~' the car-

riers have been required to pay their employed drivers on . the- basis 
of the Ace wage seales. . Scme' of the carriers have discontinued use 
of Employed drivers and engaged owner-operator subhaulers to- perfom 

, ' 

construction job-site hauling. 

'JJ By stipulation, the testimony of w.ttnesses appearing for' various 
respondent carriers received in Case No. 5437,: Petition No. 213." 
was incorporated herein by refer~nce. The' testimony received. in 
Petition No. 213 of the f0110w.tng persons is inc:orporatedhere1n: 

Transc:rlpt Page 
Vol. 1, Page 22 
Vol. 2,. Page 190 
Vol. 3-, Page- 259 
Vol. 4, Page 333 
Vol. 4, Page 367 
Vol. 4, Page 376, 
Vol. 4,. Page 44S 
Vol. 13,. Page 1138: 
Vol. 13, Page 1183, 
Vol.. 13" Page 1247 
Vol. 14,' Page 1260 
Vol. 14" Page' 1278-
Vol. 44, Page· 3583 
Vol. 44" Page, 3550, 
Vol. 44,· Page: 3654 
Vol. 48:,. Page 3885-
Vol. 5&, Page 4421, 
Vol. 56,. Page 4447 
Vol. 53, Page 4554 
Vol. 58:, Page 4569 

,Witness" 
La' Fay.L!ndeman, ... ·· •. ··. 
Leonard,B;.·Ort1z~: 
Davtd,·,ROgers"<".. ' 
Robert :Antbooy*:., 
Kenneth,Bunyard*. . , 
FmnkE;;;'.West*'·, ". 
Robert',R:~~'!H111:'" .' ':"" 
Frank: Golzen,<" ':.' .'. 
Le.ster Calkins': . 
Byron'Van:Metre' 
tJesley:B8sset~, '., , 
Lew.[ s:·ShelJ:ey*.,:: ' . 
Raymond:' ,McCo:ant:ckl. ", 
James',Grogan"., Jr~*: 
Morris> ·Engle*': '. ,,:'. 
C1arenc:e::'Ba:tl~:r::' '. 
Lester, C81ldns.,;< 
La· Fay L!ndeman ' 
Walker' BroaD: 

. Dan It.· Moe, . ' 

*' Owner-operator~ not signatory to- any labor agreement. 
:Ii Uses enployed drivers, but is not s:[gnatory to,any. 

labor agreement. " . 
~I The texm "job-s1teTT is derived from National' Labor Relations 

Board rulings. It is not defined for the purposes of this 
proceeding. 

-5-
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eTA and CDtOA. presented testimony and. exhibit,s 'to show 

that under Seetion 1773 of tbe california Labor Code the publ:tc: 
body awaTd1ng any c:ontract for public work must asc:ertain the . 
general prevailing wages in the aTea for all classes of workmen 
employed on the project and that it must ensure- that c:ontractors 
pay the generally prevailing wages; and that in compliance w.tth 
that statute~ the Department of Public Works~ Division of H1ghways~ 
bas p'%'ep4Ted docunents shoWing the generally prevailing. wages appli-. 
cable in different locations. the testimony of these 'Witnesses is 
that the current Northern and Southern AGe scales are the preva11.1.ng 
wages for operatoTS of dunp truck equ:tpnent on public highway pro·­
jects~ as detem.1ned by the Division of Highways. 
Position of CAPA 

CA'2A t s position in this proceeding~as stated, in its 
closing br1ef~ 1s the record fails to, establish that:. 

1. The AGe-Teamsters Master Labor Agreenents (Exhibits 218-2, 
a~d 218-3) establish the employee drlvers! basic wage and' fringe. 
benefit costs for for-biTe d~p-truck carriers operating over the· 
publiC: highways penol:mins materials hauling ser.r1ces at hourly" 

.~ 

Tates U. MRT 7 'and MRT 17 ~ ... \. 

2. The 'bas1c: wage and fringe benef1tcosts set'. forth .in 
said 'wage cont-r&cts aTe actual costs of d~p. truck carr1erswh1:ch 
have been and a-re continuing to be incurred in materl.als hauling; 
se'rV'ic:es. at hourly rates in MRX 7 and MRT 17. . , . , 

3. the Commission may enter aff11l1lative findings on'eacb.of 
the issues raised in Rule 23.1(1-) of the Rules of Procedure. 

CAPA argQed that the record shows that ne1therAGCnor 
Rock and Sand labor agreements (Exhibits 213-1 thru 2l~:-S) establish 
the employee drivers! wage c:ost levels.. CAPA takes the position 
that owner-operato'X's should be c:cmpensated for: driv:tng: the1rown 
vehicles at the sane level s as if said owner~perators we're 
salaried employees. CAPA! s point is that the use of· either the 
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AGe or Rock and Sand wage agreementspro<luces arti£1cial~ theoretical 
wage cost levels higher than actually encountered as the prevailing, 
pay pract1ces of boca fide for-hire d~~ truck carrier fleet 
operators. It is CAPAfs posit1on that the record in th1s proceed­
ing and the portion of the record in OSH 213 incorporated berein 
show that AGe wage agreement applies to- contractors and their 
employees and does not apply to dunp- truck can1ers anct their ' 

employees (except in those few instances where the dunp truck c&r­
riel:' is also a contractor or has signed a "Short Fom'" agreement to 
apply the AGe seale) because the danp truck earriersare not signa­
tortes to the AGe wage agree:nents. It is the posi tlon of CAPA' that 
the eVidence of record clearly establishes that "wage co'st1ncreasesrt 
allegedly 1~ed by the for ... hire dunp truck fleet, operator have 
not actually been incurred or realized. 
Commission Staff Position 

The Cam:n1S$10n st:a.f£ takes no, position with respect to the' 
issue as what wage contracts or labor costs should· be fow:d to- be 
representative of the costs incurred under MRT 7' ,and MRT !7. The 

Ccxxln1ss1on staff, in its closiXlg brief,. argued that· the Pr1ce:Can'­
mission had established a ceiling of 5.5 percent as the m&X1mUll; 

pexm1.ss:lble annual aggregate wage sala%y 1nerease~ and wage increases 
in excess of that amount are not allowable costs if the wage agree­
ment was entered into after November 13,.1971- The staff brief 

POints out that the Southern California· AGe wage agreement (Exhibit 
213-2) was ente~ into on Deeenber 10,. 1971,. and that-the No'rthern 

CaUfOrn1a Rock and SanCi agree:nent(Exhibit 213-5) wa's- entered':tntQo 
on July 31,. 1972. 

The staff a'rguecl that "since these contracts were entered 
into after November 3:3,. 1971, any portion 'of the increased wages 
reflected in the contracts in excess of the 5.5 percent guideline . , , .', ' 

cannot be used to ra.1se,~ the- m1 niman.:"rates. ."to. wh£ch>those ,cont::r'c."~t$,. 
relate. -: ,. 
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Discussion. 

The1)e same issues raised by CAPA in . this proceec:Hng are 
raised in the relatoo proceeding (OSH 213) in which tbestaff· bas 
pr~~nted ourent. cost alx!" econcm.1c .studies. The issues U1.sed by 

CA:PA are proper for decision 1n that ,proceeding 'because the Can-
\". . 

mission bas before it the neeessaTY facts' to detem1ne the labor costs 
that should apply in 'connection with.a .£ull-seale rev1.s1on of the 
hourly dunp truck. rates (rather than by offset adjustment) ... 

The sole purpose of offsetproceed:tngs is to. measur~' 
differences in wages~ fringe beDefit8~ ancl taxes. and.: not to' estab­

lish ent1rely new bases ef rates. The only reasonable basi,s. pre­
sented 1n this record for an offset adjuscnent of hourly rates for 

dunp truck transportatien is to· continue to use as the measure of 
increased wages tbe differences in wages and fringe benefits set 
forth 1n the AGe wage agreements. The Ccmnission bas consistently 

held in prier effset rate yreceedings that hourly dunp truck. rates 
should be ,adjusted to. the same extent that wages are revised: pursuant 
to the AGe wage agreem.ent$~ With the knowledge that the greatest 
nunbel:' of carriers subject to. the m1nimtm hourly rates are not 
signateries to the AGe wage agreements. 

The pX'cponclerance of the transportatlonserviees. UDder 
hourly rates are perfom.ed by carriers not su1:>ject to any of the 
labor agree:n.ents relied upon by petitioner as a basis foX'· the 

sought adjustments 1n hourly rates. The majority e£~ dunE>" truck 
caniers are ewner-operators not subject to any wage' contract~ 
Owner-operators are e:nployed by ove-rly1ng ean:iers in lieu of using 
their own employees. As indicated in thestatistlcal data for the. 
second quarter of 1972 pX'esented by the staff~ 2~.217 ef the report­
ing dtmp truck eaTrlers (of a toto!l of 5,210 completed reports) 
showed e1ll.y subhauling revenues .. and 342 X'eport:cd· operatiens only 
as overlying c.a:rriers. None of the CR,,-r1.ers in e1tber:groupis' a 
fleet operator. 
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It is apparent f~ the aforesaid, statistical data and 

other eVidence adduced' herein that 'few fleet operators using 
employed dr1ve'rs are currently operating UDder hourly rates in. 
MR.! 7 and MItT 17.. To- attempt to p1npo'1nc fleet operators and. to­

detem1ne the wage scales applicable to their operations in order 

t~ develop a 'basis for an offset rate adjustment would· present an 
extraordinarily difficult task, and would not necessarily'provide, 

a reasonable basis for making offset' adjustments inmin1m~ 'hourly" 
rates .. 

The rate levels previously found" reasoaable:1n Decision- /' 
No - 80308 should be granted, without the modif1cac1onsuggested . 
by the' staff. 

Findings of Fact· 

1. Petitioner, CDTOA, seeks: an offset increase iathe'hourly _­
rates set forth 1n MR! 7 and MRT 17 for transportation of· -specified 
commod1ties in bulk in dunp trucks. 

2. In prior offset rate proceedings involving hourly dunp 
truck rates, CI>TOA and eTA have requested, a04 the cam:n1ssion has 

granted, increases in hourly rates reflecting the wage and' fringe 
benefit increases set forth in the wage contracts between the 
Ass~1ated Genera.l Contractors' and va1:10us locals' of the Teamsters., 

• •• I 

Union. 

3. The preponc1e1:'anee of the dunptruck carriers prov1d1ng, 
transportation services' under the hourly rates set forth in MRl" 7 

and MRT 17 are not signatories to the AGe-Teamster wage'agree:nents. 
The majority of the holders of dunp"truck carrier pem1ts -.are no-t 
s1gc.a.tor1es to any wage contract, inasmuch as said dun}) truck, 
c&n-iers operate &s i.ndependenc contractor subbaulers and drive 
their own vehicles. 

4. For the purposes of this proceeding. it w:lllbe reasonable' . 
to use the wage seales and fringe -benefits set forth:1n industry 

. '. ' 

-9-



c. S437~ Pet. 213 gl 
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labor contracts applicable to transportation of commodities in 

dunp tTuck equipnent as being representative of the labor"costs 
of highway pem,1t carriers engaged in such transportation which 
are X'lOt signatory to any wage contract. 

5. lnas:nuch as prior offset adjustments of the hourly rates 
inMRT 7 and MR1' 17 reflect the differences in wages and, fr,1nge 
benefits included in the so-called Northern and Southern ACe· wage 
contracts~ it Will also be reasonable to use the data. in said: 
contracts as being representative of the current rep%"esentat:[ve 
wage and fringe benefits applicable to transportation by b1.gbway 
pemit carriers under hourly rates in MRT' 7 and'MRT 17. 

6. The labor costs for wages and related fringe benefits, in 
said agreements are~ and have been since January l~ 1972~ 79", to 
85 cents an hour more than the labor costs for which proV1sion1s 
included in the current hourly rates in MRT 7 and MR.T 17. 

7 • For the purposes of this petition the labor costs which 
were in effect on January 1 ~ 1972 ~ under said agreements Will. be 
accepted as representing the present level of the labor: costa of 
for-hire h1ghwa~ C&-rriers engaged in transportation subject to· 
the hourly rates in MRT 7 and MRT 17. 

8. In relation to the carriers f costs. of service as. of 
January l~ 1972~ the hourly rates in MR.T 7 a'nd":MRT 17 are unreason ... 
ably low and insufficient • .. 

9. the follOWing increases in rates are justified: 
79 cents per hour in rates in Item 360~ 

MRT 7; 
80 cents per hour in rates :tn,Item 367·" 

MRT 7, for Upper Northern District; 
8S cents per hour in rates in Items 361 

and 365, MR.T 7 ~ aDd in rates in Item 
367, MRT 7 ~ for Lower NO'rtbern District 
and Southern Territory; 

85 cents per hour in rates :to I ten 2210, 
MRT 17. 
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10. In canpl1ance with Rule 23.1 of the Commission's' Rules 
of Practice and Procedure, we further find that: 

(4) The increases found, justified herein reflect 
inC'reased wage costs as of .January. 1, 1972, 
and the increases, therefore,. are cost 
justified. 

(b) The increases are necesS4l:Y to assure eon- . 
tinued, adequate .. and safe service by high­
way pe'XlUit carrieTS engaged in the trans­
portation of camnodit1es 1n bulk in dunp 
truck equipuent under hourly rates in·MRT 
7 and MIa 17. 

(e) The rate increases take into account pro­
ductiVity gains. 

(d) The increases will achieve the min1mun 
operating ratio for the carriers involved 
herein, as a group, needed to attract capital 
at reasonable cost and not to impair the 
credit of the carrieTs. 

(e) No carrier appeared at the hearing for pur­
pose of expressing a willingness to furnish 
service under existing: m1n1mun' hourly dunp 
truck rates. . 

Conclusions of Law 

1. Petition No. 218 in Case No. 5437, uPon rehear:tng"should 
be granted to tbe extent found reasonable :tntheabove findings. 

2. :MRT 7 aDd MRT 17 should be amended as provided in the' 
folloWing order. 

ORDER ON REHEARING 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. M1n1muu Rate Tariff 7 (Appendix A of, Dec1sionNo. 32'566, 
as anended) is hereby further amended· by incorporat:tng therein,. 
to become effective July 7, 1973 .. the revised pages. set 
forth in Appendix A attached hereto and made a part hereof-

2. In all other respects Decision No. 32566~ asamended~. 
shall remain in full force aDd effect. 
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3. Min1mun Rate Tariff 17-A (AppericUx B; to Decision No.. 8OS7~,,· 
as amended) is hereby further amended by incorporating therein to 
bec:ome effective July 7, 1973, First Revised Page 2-1 and First 

ReVised Page 2-2, attached hereto. and'made a part hereof. 
4. In all other respects Dec1s1on No. 80S78, as amended, 

shall remain in full force and effect. 
5. Except &S othe1:W1se proVided'through th1s order, Petition 

"or 

fer Modificatien No. 218 :tn Case No. 5437 1s denied. 
The effective date of this ordeT shall be twenty days 
" after the date heTeof. 

Dated at San Francisco ) Californ1a, this ..so -I~ 
day of ______ MA_Y __ 
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LIS!' OF SUPPLEMENT AND REVISED 
PAGES 'TO MINIMUM RATE '!ARlIT 7 
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SOPPLEMEN! 44 

TP'...I:R:TY-XHJ:RD ~SED PAGE,I.J.2' 

n.'EN'XY-:Fnnr WlISED, PAGE 1.J.2-A 

r~"n."tY-SEVEN:rK REVISED 'PAGE 42-C 

NINtH REVISED PAGEtj.2-E' 
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S TJ'PPx.EMl!:N'l' 44 

(CancelR S~lenent37 an~ 3~) . 
(Suppl ... nu 'r1, 4:' and 44 Contain All Cbanq •• ) 

N'AMING 

'l'RANSPOR'1'A'l'ION 01' PROnRl"t' IN l)fJMP ,'l'RtJeK ' 

BY 

lV.DIAL HlCHWAY COMMON CARRXERS 

C~ tbe a.ount of chuq •• 1n acx:ordana. Vith the rat<ea and oh_%'9' •• 
:I.n ~ 130, 148, 148.1 am! 3U aftd 1Dere __ the AIIOWlt .0 C:OIIpQt-' 'by 
n •• .u4 one-baU (5~) pe:e."t .. 4ropp1nq frllC1:101la ot1 ••• than' one-~lt, 
eent ArMS ~_.1nq trlletJ.ona of one-bAlt cent or 9%'Nter, to on. c.nt."" 

l"lI~~ :by the 
9om:.xC ton:.:r.r:a:s COMMXSSXON or '.rHE" STAn 01" CALX!'eRNXA 

$tAt~ ~u:l.l~in9'. Civ:l.c CenteX' 
San rranei~o, Calitorn1a 94102 
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MINiMUM. RATE TARIff 7 

'J:K'tRN-TBX~'o 1IN,J!!. ':" ... '2; '~ , 
'l'RIM'Y''';SEeoHJ) 'R!\1'%SJl!t), PME.~· •• 4 

SJI!C1'XON 4-ROUR%.Y RAnS (Cont1nued) 

COMMOX>1'rDS .... de8CX'~ ;I,n .Xt .. 320 (Xt ... 360&1)4 361) 
(por ~l.1c.t1oD. of R.at.. • .. Xt_ 362) 

lIrOKl'BERN ~Rr (s .. xt .. nO) 
(1) ~t .. j,n. Cent. per Hour (S .. Xtem, 300) 

tJpptar NortherD.i ])1atr:l.ct . 
(See It_ 315)' 

(Cont1nu.s inXtem 361.) . 

S:144~. .. 
I " •. 

., 

ISSUED BY THE PUBlICUTlUTlES COMMISSION O~THE:STATt OF CALIFORNIA; 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAtlFORNIA. 
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. 

". I 



.~'. , .,. j . '.' • ~.' .... ~ .,...... ,. 

~~nmr:.~~~p:E~·.~:~~-A . 
pM_'N ... tM_UM._RA:_:rE_T._:ARl_F_F_' ____________________ 'l'W!!N'rY-= __ -..:PO-.,;:tr:~R'f_~-.:;;.'R!!V'J:=_:;:S'm) __ ._p_NJ=_1!!~ .. 4_~211i.-_.· A <. 

CCIMMODl".l'DS .... 4.8C~ 1n Item 320 ext- .360' an4 361). 
(l'or Appl1c&t1on o~ RAt.. ... Xtelll 362) 

~r of Axle. 
"'r On1t of Equ1pment 

2 

3 

4 

5(2) 

50 or lOOre. (3) 

M. 

lA38 

1554 

1693 \ 

1828 

18$Z 

NOR:.I:'IlEW ~R!l (S" Xtelll 110) 
(1) RAtes 121 Conte pelt' How: (Sea XtOlll 300) 

~r NOrthornD1atr1ct 
(S .. It .. 31.5) 

Column A Column e .. 

0 P K 0 p- . 0361: 

2007 1721. 1365- 1932 1649 
'. 

·2l30 1841 1468 . 2045: 1756 

2254 1970 1574 2139 18s6 

2426 2126· 1690 2289- 1989: 

248Z 2192 17J6 2334 2035 

81444 

. ' 

ISSUED BY THE PUBUC UTlLmES COMMISSION OF' THE STATE OF CAtIFO~NIA,' 
SAN. rnANCISCO;' CAUFORNIA. . 



• 

'e····:' .' 
'l'WENTY~SEVENTK . JtZVI SED, PAGE., ~ •• 42-(: 

MINIMUM. RATE TARIff ? 
.' .. <:ANc:zx.s>., ." .' ... ,.. . 
'1'WZN'1'Y-S:Ct'rx:REVlSZD PAGE ....... 42-<! ' . 

(:OMKO:OX'l'XES. aa de.l:r:1.b.4 :i,n It .... 320 and 32::t. 
(For Ap~lic.tion of Rat.. • •• Item 36&.) 

SOtl'rHDN' 'l'DUU'rORY .', 
(Se. Xt.ml00) 

Number ot AXl •• 
P.r Unit of ~ipment 

(1) Rat •• in C.nt.· Per, Hour 
(se. It.m 300) (Se. Not. l. in It.ftl 366-) 

2 

3 

4 

5 

$ 

(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

eo1\111U\A Col\U'U\.C Col '\Wi... 1) 

13$3 13lS 1.089: 

14$7 1404, 1.160 ... ~ 

, .~ " < 

-- ..: 1597 1$37 1267 
. "- "'.,. 

" 

(2) 1722 1649 13$.5-,.' : 
, .. "" ' . ." 

or more (3) 1808 1734 1424, . 

.. , . 

K1nim\llll charq •• ball. l>e the rat. 1!or one hour. exeept ·a. otherwi •• provided 
in th1a tarit!. 
Appliea to wUt. of equipment not <:om~ly1n9' lrith, the leq-lrequkement.tor 
the maximUlll all0we4 load. 
Appl1ea to unit. ot ~ipment eomply:l.nq lrithth. 1.q-l r~ir.ft.nt. tor tho' 
max:i.m\llll allo-d load.' 

81444 

~36-5; 
. , 

.. 

'" , 

"I .", 

correction I$SUED' BY THE PUBUC UTILITIES, COMMISSION O~' THE"STATE OF CALIFORNIA;', 
. SAN:. FRANCISCO;·.cAUFORNIA. ' . 

. ,. 



M1~IMUM RATE TARIFF 7 

stctXO~ ~--NOVRLY RATts (COnt1nue4) X'l"tM' 
, , 

COMMOI)X'tXtS .... dMller1bed. :£1'1 1t- ,32l 
(For AppUea1:1on of Ratell see Item 368): 

(1) PAtes 1n· C:en't,II,po'X'- Hour (~e Item 300) 
~@l Capad ty or I 

1)\,1"''' 'rrucl( llody NOR:HtRN' 'J:ERRX':rORl' <S~ Item ltO) ,,' , in CUbic Yard. 
(S- Note 1 SOlJ'rHtRN 

1n Iteo<n 36-8) tJpper Northern D:t.tr1C'1: tower Northel:"n 1);f,.tr;f.C1: " TtR.Rr.tORY , ' 
(See Item 3lS) (See"X1:etn, 3:1:5)" (See Item lOO) , , 

(See-Note:' 2 '" 11\, ", 
But Itl!lll~ 368),. , 

O~r Not Ow>r M 0 P M 0' P . , 
, 

0 6 1318 19J.ij. 1615 l258 1790 1523: I US9':. '. 
f, 7 13?0 2007 l697 1309 ' l8"':t lS7~ 123:l' , 
7 8 )....:33 2050 l7~O' 1;357 l.889 1.622' ' 1281.: , ' '. 
S 9 1509 2lSl 182'9 1.1108 ).9%', 1.676" , 1321j. " 

9 10 lSS3 2195 1873 1452 1989 l720 .1362." ' 
.', 

10 U 159ij. 2236 191" 1'+93 ' ,2030 ' ,', 176-1; t~OO': 
, " II 12 1633 2275 1953 lS32' 2069 , l800 ' 11148: 

U 13 1673 23l9' ),996- lS75 ' Z~ 18 .. '" ).~9':t. 

13' l" ).70" 2350 2027, l.606- 2lS1 1878 :. 
, " 

']SU', 
,036.7' ).ij. 15 1733 2379 2056 1633 2178' ' 1905- loS45- ' 

l.S 16 1.7S9 21j.05 2082 t~~~:.' 2197, 1933· 1>83:. 
16 17 1.796 24S5 Z125 " 227'+ 'l990 1.61:0, " 
17 18 1826 2'+85 215S l737, 2304, 2020 ' 1631 ' , 

18 19 l845 2504 217\4. 17S6 2323 2039, " 1661j.',, ' 
19 20 1862 252J. Zl9l. 1n1 2'1+0 , 20S~' l.69l:: " . 

' I 

20 21, ).879 2538, 2208 ).788 2357 2073' ,,' 1718: 
21 22 1896 2SS5 2225- l805 I 2371j. 2090' l.74S.~ 
22 23 1913 2572' 2214.2 182~ 239l. 2).07,' . 1:772' 
2l 2~ 1.930 2589 2263 1.839/ 

, 
2~O8 21.21+ ' '1799' ,I 

24 2S 1.947 2606 2276, l856 '" 2tj.2S' 21+25' 1.826- . 
" 

" 

2S 26 19~ 2623 2293' 1.89& 211-88, ' 21.93 l876: 
, 

26 (2) <> 1.7 <> 1.7 o 1.7 01.7 017 o 11 021 
" 

',"1 , 

~~ M1n1mum chariI!' Ilhall l>e- the X"&1:e foX' one hOur. 
M4 to the rate for 26 cub;f.c ),1U."d capacity .. thl!' &/II01ln't llhown oppos1ttl this reference 
1!IA!'l( {or c.on a4d1ttonal. cubic ylU"d or fraeUon thereof. 

, 

(3) SU8~ by SUWlftlent 39. 

<> In~ .. n~ .. note4 ) 
~:f.on No. ,81444' <> Noc~e ) . .. 

; 

, , 

" 

, ' 

&FFtCl'lVt ' 

ISSUED BYiliE puauc UTlUTIES COMMISSION, OF THE STATE OF. CAUFORNU\ ' 
Corret'tion SAN FRANCISCO; CAUFORNIA..: 
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, 

" 
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" 
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e 
MJNlMuM RATE TARIFF J.7-A 

APPX.lCA'l'ION or H~Y PJ.'l'ES lWG!:%). IN IftK 2020' ' 

Tn,., hourl.y rate. in It_ 2020 apply to the to!Orr1tor1e. doe.cr:ll:>ed 1n Ital40 tor 
thot CQIIIII\04:Lt1." 4e.c::rjJ)ed. j,n It ... 6S and 380, and. when poSont ot or~1n .1. in San ' 
~1-go County. tor the commod1ti.. de.e.r~ in It__ 60 only when tree tlae allowane. 
M. ~~ (a_ It_ l80). orhey' al.o apply totM ace ... odal eharq •• provided, 1n 
It_ lAO. ~'Cly rat •• 1nc:lude driv.r·. we9". and apply to thatranaportat:Lon ot. 
pX'O»-:rty 1!or one .hipper in'one unit ot dump truck equ1~nt. 

co~ "C" rat.. apply, 

ea) to tranaportat:\.oft. 0' C'OIIIftI041t1.ea a\1l)jec:t to Hot. 3 of It_ 65. and/or 

0» All p~ j,n,. l~ leO (J.(:ee .. or:l.al CI'utr9.a)-

c:oLtIMH "1)" r~te. apply oalywh",n apeci.!:1.c referene.·1& INdoe th.reto ( ••• Item l80) .. 

~J..-' 
C,.) ror: tranaportatlon ."'X'Y1e ... t~hed UD4er :t .. 2020 on S\U\4aya .. n4/or 

N~ y"",r·a .1).ay .. MeIBor:LaJ. :l)ay., l"~b ot Jul.y. Labor :Day. T~1v:1.J\9 ~.y. Cbriatmaa 
Dfty • .-('~ to'tN appl:Lellble hOurly r!!ltot 1n It •• 2020r $7.4l per hour. 

(1) Ex~t .. otMX'W1,,'" pll:O'rl.d~ 1n paX'~.ph ell) 0' tM.a not. and :Ln the 
Exee~:LoI\ Mtt fort" belOW'. tor tX'Anllportatlon a.rvl,eft turn1ah.4 UNS.X' It- 2020 on 
SIl~ or d\1rillog po9r~ in. .w,e ... ot e houra 10 !!Iny one .b1ft. add to the app11-
~,,1)1.. ~ly rate .hQWn in Xt4!l1l 2020, .$4.3l petr hour. "PedQ/:!a 1ft .xce .. of 6 hour. 
1n "'tty OM ab1te" IMaM the t1zae vh1cb exeeeda 6 how::- from the t:UM the 4r1v.r with 
4W11po tr\aCk ""'<;t\\1p111Ont reports for 1I"rvl,e... dUX'1nq which Uae .aid dr1v.r :La eont1nu­
('\lilly "'DO'A9'e<1 l>y one ah1pp"'r or overlY1nc7 carder.. 1rx'e.peet1ve of the nlDlber of! 
101'14& tr6ftaP')rtood w1thift the p41r~. 

1:lCC!::P'HQIt.--1"M add1t1onal rAt •• a.t forth Son paraqraph (1)) .hall. not apply to 
tranaportllt:ion a.mee performed on, &')'8 .. other than SaturdAy., exc.apt 'when .flrvl,C. 
:1.11 poerlOX'11tt4 by one 6:c:\.v.r with I!lUtllp truck ..quip!lNtnt tor" per.iod in exCfl" of 8 '!'Ioura . 
in l"Xly on" .h1tt. 

~ 2.--'l'be appl.:Leat.:l.on ot. hourly rat •• for tranapoX'tation.pe:doJ:1M4 Uftd.r, the 
provi,ft:Loua of Hote 3 of Itfll'll 65 ;'11 aubject to the follOlo'1nq eond1t.iolUlt ',' 

(II) :tn det""DI1D1ftq- cllar9.ftblo t.1.Die. theov.r-a.l:l time .ball be ,: 1'rCII' t:l.a. ' 
X'fIport1nq ~o:::' work to "tart of laat tr1p- pb. 4ol.1ble the runn.i.ng t1M of lut tr:l.p­
pl. ".1" \mloa4:\,ncJ tjae 0: l •• t load. 

(l) :tn ~t.X'JIl1n1n9' chal'tJeable tjDe. allowaneea lNy be 1llA4e only t.or' (S.l,ay. 
C:"'1a~ "'" taUur~ 01! carrier equlp!.'MtDt or t;l.me talcen Ol.1t for _ala. T:I.m. to be 
c:bAr9~ anall. :L"'Icl.~e t1me for trp.Mportat1on in 'both d:Lreet1ona~ tim. tor load.inq 
lUle: W\l.0I'!41ng' ~d wa:l.t1n9' or Mtllnd-by t1me at odq1n. or c1eatiDat:l.on.. 

(e) In t~8 ~n.t that ft c:arr1~r :L. r.l.aaed ~y the .h1pper: fX'Om furth.r a.rv1e • 
.nd ill ~lYIl'\C)ftd by the a&1M .hipper at a point otner tl'uln the point of aueh.. r.l •••• 
w1th1n ~M aame 24-ho\lX' per:l.od Cc:oarp\l.ted from l:hOl. a.m. on the d.te theun1t of equ1p-
~t in.1t.i..ally rttpOrt. for aerv1ee). hourly ratea .hall. 'be ....... d for tn. traveU~ 
time ~ ~ po1nt ot r~l."'II. to ~ .ul>aequent oriq1n point. 

81444 

2000 

ISSUED BY THE PUBUC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE' OFCAUFORNIA,. 
,SAN FRANCISCO;' CAUFORNIA.:·, 



• MINIMUM RATE TARIff 17-1. 

1'~.P14Z':~~.~-2, . 
OItXOD'AL PAC!' • .:,;. ...... ~2;;;.2; ... , 

t------------------------------~--I', . I 

liOtmX.y JWr]!!S. 
(1'02:' Appl.1co.t:Lon of Rate., ._ :ttem 2000) 

0;) Rates in.Centa Per HOur 
(500 Not.. 1 and 2 1n Xtem 2000) 

Column, C • .' COlumnD 

t----------------..... -------------------I~20' .' 
2 
3 
4 
~ (2) 
5 or.ore (3) 

1315 
1404 
1537 
l.649 
1134' 

1-'" 
," 

. . 

loe, 
'1160 
126-7 
l~S. 
1424 

(Z) Appl1 •• to \UU.ta. of 4Iq\l1pm.nt not compl.ying' w1th tbeleqal. requ1relllont •. for' 
th"t max:\.lDI:aIl allowd load. 

N1111111. --.... ""''''''''. 

., .... '.' 

'; .'",. 

ISSUEO BY THE PUBUC UTlLITIESCOMMISSION:OF THE STATE OF CAUFORN~', ~. 
SAN FRANClSCO;'CALIFOROl\A. .. 
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