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BEFORE nIE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAlE OF' CALn"OItNtA.. . 

In the Matter of the Investigation ) 
tnto' the ~ates~ rules~ regulat1ons~ ) 
charges~ allowances, and practices ~ 
of all highway carriers relating 

'to the transportation of sand, roek, 
gravel and related items (ct"mmodi
ties for which rates are pr~vided 
in Minimum Rate Tariff 17-A). 

Case No,. 543,1 
Petition for Modification 

No. 253;" 
(Filed: October9'~, 1973.) 

E. Q. Blaclgnan, for California Dump, 
Truck Owners Association, petitioner. 

Hany W. McMahan and Robert L. Lynch, 
for themselves, respondents. 

Wade Austin and G. Ralph Crago, for 
AsSOCiated Independent OWner-Operators, 
Inc.; Her~rt W. Hughes, Richard W. 
Smith, and Arlo D.Poe, for California. 
Trucking Association; and Harry C. 
Phelan, for California Asphalt Pavement 
Association; 1ntere~t:ed parties. 

Raymond IPohey and !&~rge' L. Hunt, 
for the Commission staff. 

o P- I N I,' O' N 

Minimum Rate l'ariff l7-A- (MR'X17:'7A) names minimum .rates 
and rules for transportation by dump· ',trUc~ carriers.· of property " 

• , " , ! 

including rock~ sand, and gravel. These', rates': include zone rates.' 
which apply from d'efined product1onareas (origins) to designated 
delivery zones described in Southern California Production Area 
and Delivery Zone Directory 1. By thiS petition California' Dump. 
truck Owners Association (CD'rOA) seeks: to' increase £rom,7 cents " 

to l5 cents per ton the additional ,rate provided: in Item 120 of 
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MRT 17-A when transportation service is performe~ by truck-and
transfer-trailer combinations, (transfer vehicles} from, san Diego 
County origins)J ' 

Public hearing was held before Examiner Norman Raley in 
los Angeles 'On February 11, 1974. Evidence was presented"b:y:the 
general manager of C!)TOA and by two dump truck carrier representa- , 
tives. The matter was submitted. 

The San Diego County rock, sand, and gravel zone rates 
were established in MItT 17 (now MR.T 17-A) by' Decision No. 77204" 
(1970) in Petition No .. 121, Case No. 5437.l1 " Tboserates, reflect 
transportation performed by use of bottom dump· vehicles.~1 The 
7-cent per ton additive was. established in san' Diego County for 
transfer vehicles because of higher terminal end' costs" ,for such 
equipment .~I The petition states that subsequent to the cost 

1:.1 Item 120 of l-IRT l7-A reads as follows : "APPLICATION OF' IARIFF' 
RAttS -- SAN DIEGO COUNTY ORIGmS. When the transportation 
service is performed by 2-axle or 3-axle truck with transfer 
type pull trailer the rate shall be seven (7¢) cents per ton 
~ore than the rate provided for transportation which is. per
formed at the rates in Section S in this tariff or at rates 
Which are combined with Section 8- rates." 

3/ The San Diego County zone rates have been subject to·subse~ 
quent cost offset adjustments, the last pursuant to Decis"ion 
No .. 82263 (1973) in Petition No. '245, Case No. 5437. 

~I Zone rates in MRX l7-A from origiDB in counties other than 
San Diego County were based upon a blend of costs derived 
70 percent from· transfer vehicles and 30 percent from bottom 
dump vehicles. Therefore,. no additional rate is provided ,in 
MRT 17-Awbeu transportation 1s performed' by transfer vehicles 
from origins in those counties. 

~I Terminal end costs are the combined allowance for the cost of" 
loading equipment at origins and uuloadingat des,tinatioDS. 
Terminal end costs. are comprised of time costs per ton and":: 
mileage eosts per ton.' 
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study in Petition No. 121 (Exhibit 121-21), ,there have ~en" 
substantial increases in the cost of trausfer vehicles due .to: 
operational problems and' i.ncreased terminal end' ti:Ine.z:'/ 

, . 

No one opposed the increase from 7 to lS cents per ton . 
in the additiona.l rate for transfer equipment in San Diego County •. 
The staff argued, however ~ that Item 120 should be cbanged' so that 

, . 
the additional rate would apply only when the use of such equip-
ment is specifically requested. The staff is concerned: that, under 

the required additional rate in Item 120 transfer vehicles maybe 

' .. , 

~'" , 
, ", ,. 

unable to compete at points where deliveries. can be made:·~th. ,;,..;...'; 
lower-rated bottom dump vehicles. The staff referred;'to: Dee,ision 
No. 82061 (197S) in Case No. 5437, Order Setting Hearing 213, 
whereir, at page 14 of the printed pamphlet copy we stated:, in: 
cOtlXlectiou with distance tonnage rates "It is true tbat the 

added charges which the rate witness, recommended' could ~ avoided 

quite stmply. On the other band, if specific rates for individual 
types of vehicles are prescribed, the rates per ton for the. small' 
equipment would be s 19n1f icantlyh1gher • Under these cond::tt:totlS ~ 
the carrier who operates only the small equipment would" be precluded' 
f:rom competing on an equal footing with carriers who, operate t~e 
large equipment. 'Xhis would result in unreasonable m1nimum' rates 
and discrlmi"C8.tion between carriers. ,,§/ The staff pointed: out.that 

Item 270,. ~agraph (8), of MRT 7-A and' Item l40~ paragraph (b)"~ 

~/ l'erm1ual eUd time is the time allowance for in-plant movement, 
loading, we1gbJ.ug,. dump1ng~ and turning at the pO'int of, 
delivery. Terminal end time1s the principal 'element.under-
lying terminal end costs. .. . 

§/ The record shows that transfer vehicles. and" bottom dumP: vehicles . 
le~lly can. carry approximately the same load:. The transfer 
vehiCle generally has a somewhat lesser net capacity due tOe 
greater tare weight. 

-3-
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, .' 

of "MRT 20 provide additional rates for transfer,' equipment only when 
use of such equipment is specifically requested.II . , 

The general manager of CD'rOA introduced, Exhibitl for the 

purpose of showing that terminal end times and: costs of t.ratllSfer 
"ehicles in recent studies ullderlyi'Dg MRT7-A and' MRT 20 were- higher 

than they were i'O. the earlier San Diego cost study» 'and' also· were 
-relatively higher in relation to, bottom dump- vehicles than. they were 
in the San Diego study.. The higher terminal end times for transfer 
vehicles in Exhibit ~ which the witness. calculated from the three' 
cost studies referred to" and the resulting additional rates for, 
such equipment, are shown below: 

Case No. 5437 
Proceeding 

Petition 121 
(San Diego) 

Order Sett~ 
Rearing;. 226-

(San Francisco 
. Area) 

Order Setting 
Rea:r~ 213· 

(Statewide) 

(l.) 

Cost 
Exhibit 

121-21 
(1970) 
226-2 

'Table 6 
(1972) 

213-9~ 
Table 19 

(1973) 

Additional 
Transfer 
Vehicle 
Minutes 

5 .. 12 

. 9.9' 

lS.O(l) 

Additional 
Transfer 
Vehicle 
Rate 

7 cents, 

15 cents: 
, .. 

20 cents' .' 

Tariff 
Reference 

MRT'17;';'A 
Item· 120. 
Mtt20,,": ..... 
. Item: 140, " 
para'~, (1), 

MRT:'7~k' . 
Item:~.270: . 
para.~· (a):' 

Exhibit 213-93:. Table 24, developed .. the 
total costs per ton·at 100 operating rat'io 
at· seven specific distances' up to 150' 
miles for both types of vehicles in Southern 
Territory. At all distances· the costs for 
transfer vehiCles centered around 19.cents 
per ton more than for .bottom dump vehicles. 

7/ MaT 7-A applies. to a number of commodities' trans,Portedin dump:. 
truckequ1pment throughout the State. However:t it does not a~ 
ply to transportation of rock~ sand ,and gravel from originS . 
for which rates are proVided in MRT 17-A. MRT 20 applies to 
tra'DSportation of rock» SatlO, and gravel in 4- and s;.;.axle '. 
dump truck equ:lpme'll,t, in the San FraneiseoBay Area •. 
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According to the general manager of CD'IOA dtmlp. truck' 
carriers in San Diego County have experienced increased termiual' . 
end time when transporting rock~ sand, and' gravel by transfer 
equipment for several reasons. He stated tbat the 1972 state la~ 
which makes it illegal for a ~eighmas.ter to authenticate a scale 
ticket if the gross weight of' the vehicle and contents exceeds the 
maximum. weight permissible on the highways ,~I bas caused' increased:· 
terminal end time and cost particularly for tranSfer vehicles ... · ~e 
witness explained that tn order to, obtain a weighmaster's certifi~ 
cate any excess lading first must be removed. Because of' the nature" 
of the transfer vehicle the removal of excess material takes. more 
title than with bottom dump vehicles.' which can perform partial un

loading through the bottom. The. witness': stated that, the,.law 

encourages more accurate loading which also· is more time:: consuming. 
the general manager testified' that bottom domp.!eh1cles 

are used for the most part to windrow material along a hard· sur
faced highway or prospective roadway aligrnnent, or.to make 
deliveries into pits (grizzlies) at industrial plants.: Bottom 
dump vehicles cannot dump in a pile on the surface of the 
ground. As development bas taken' place in San Diego. County 
~eliveries can be made to more places with bottom dump·vehi.cles. 
The result has been tbat trausfer vehicles are now mald'Dg; deli
veries to, a greater number of places where the transfer operation 
is relatively complicated. Tral'lSfer vehicles are used: where it 
is llecessary to unload in a. pi1~, which freql:1ent1y is .at an off
bighway construction site. On some construction jobs transfer . 
vehicles are used exclusively. A nomberofdel:Lveri~s are·mad:e. 
in hilly areas where connected 5-axle vehic'le units cannot· unload. 
Such deliveries require transfer vehicles with the transfer opera
tion beillg. performed some distance away from the delivery.poi.nt. 
'Xhese conditions also contribute to· the- longer unloadiugt:tmes 
being encountered by transfer vehicles'. 

---- --------.--~----------------------_81 Section 12762.1 of the Busi.ness and Professions Code. 

-5 ... 
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The general manager testified in opposition .to the,s:taff, 
request that Item 120 of MRl" l7-A be changed' so that the additional. 
rate would apply only when a transfer veh!cle is' reques.ted. He 
moved that this issue be ruled beyond the scope of the pro<:eeding. 
The motion was supported by the California Trucking Assoeiation~ 
The general manager asserted that such a change would,rcs,,;lt:in a 
reduction rather thau au increase because some shippers woulcl' easily 

fiDe. ways of avoiding the,additional rate. ,He gaveex.EllI!?les of how 
. . 

a ::hipper could obtain use of traDSfer equipment as needed without' 
~ a specific request for it. Ha stated that it was tb.eunani-

, , 

I:lOUS opiniO:l of the San Diego Chapter of CDTOA that, the l~cent ' 
, " ~ -, 

additiotlal rate should be required for transfer equipment. Be 
asserted that the record shows 'that the' additional charge is cost:
justified and therefo:!:e under the pro~isio:lS of'~ction3662 of 
the Public, Utili~iesCode it should be ~equired. The,witness 
s~~ed that tranzfer vehicles must earn more money t'han'bottom 
dum? vehicles to break evan. He said the proposa.l was discussed' 
with the San Diego' County Rock Pr~ducers Association and tha~ 

. . 

there was no objection. He pointed outtbat in counti~s. to-the ... 
notth of San Diego volume receivers named in MRX' l7-A; enj.oy a 
level of rates based oU'lower terminal end costs, andtbat all 

oto.er receivers are required to pay 3 cents per ton more.21 . 
Ee sta~ed that this requirement has, worked well. He said that 
the- optional rule suggested by the staff would make·· the acIditioMl 
rate unforeseeab~e ~d unenforceaole. 

!'he two carriar witnesses transport rock, sand, and 
gravel in transfer vehicles and other· d'Ump truckequipm~r.t from' 

Sa:l. Diego County origins. They also transport other commodities 
in dump trucks in San Diego County • The. witnesses are,:am:tl:i:.ar 

2..1 .A:rea-To-PointRates, Item; 3030, MRT l7';'A,. Section, 3 •. 
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with the types of truck equipment utilized, job requirements, and' 
operating conditions in s:&u"Diego County.' theY' supporte~i the' 
testimouy of the general manager. They testified in add'ition that 
transfer vehicles are used on the more difficult jobs,. such. as' 
water and sewer li:le cites, roadway corners> and edges, .and where 
grades are steep. They stated that there are many hillside 
,developments in western san Diego County, reqairing relatively 
more hillside deliveries by transfer veh!cles th3.n in Orange 
and Los Angeles CO,unties. Bottom dump vehicles frequently cannot 
:cake delivery a"c tbece locations. 

It w4sexplaitled tb..'lt transfer vehicles normally are 
not used wbere bottom dump vehicles can be, ,Jsed' 'because 'trans.fer 
vehicles. are slower a"O.d more expensive tooperate::-- Bo1:tom dump, " 
vehicles can make more trips in the same length of time .. " This is 
particularly true where the hauls are shor't: because of the ,sub
sta'Q.t~lly greater terminal end time for transfer vebic,l,es. 
Altbough the number of transfer vehicles has' remained relatively 
stable for some time in the San Diego area the nurnberofbottom 
dump vehicles has increased substantially. The carrier witnesses 
indicated, however:. that there is little or no competition between 
1:ransfer vehicles and bottom dump vehicles: in the 'area. ,they said, 
that tlle requi:ed additional 7-cent rate bad not~ placed"transfer 
vehicles at 3. disadvantage. They were of ,the ,opinion :thatthe ' 
proposed 15-cent rate would not create any problem. , 

It is clear that the additional rate,of 7 cents per tou 
for use of tra-osfer equipment in Item, 120 of MRT;17-A does not 
reflect c~e'!lt' costs for such equipment performing' similar" dum? ' 
truck work in San Diego County.. Ar ate of, '15, eents per, t~n in,: 
Item 120 of MRT l7-J,\. (in lieu of 7 cents} wi 1,1 result in, just, 

, ' , 

reasonable, and nondiscrirrdnatory minimum' rates, for transportation 
to which said rate would apply • 

.. 7 .. " 
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In view of the testimony we cannot subscribe to the staff 
argument that Ite:n 120 of MRl' l7-A should' be cba:logedso tbit the 
additional rate now required for transfer vehicles would apply only' 
when such equipment is specifically requested'. The record' shows 

that in San Diego- County e.arriers have had' no difficulty in 

collectin6 t!le extra 7 cetJ.ts per' ton fOl: tt~nsfcr CCL;J:tpment~ 

Carriers anticipate no problem collec,ting the propc;)sed lS-cent ' 
additional rate. Cu::rent costs of transfer vehicles performing, ' 
si:tlilar work in Sout!lerIl Territory exceed' costs of bottom dump 

vehicles by more than that amount. It is not alwaysadvan~ageous 
for s :tm1lar tariff r\lles in different tariffs to' be made uniform;. 
We recently commented on this, in Decj,s;ion No/~ 81070 (1973), Case 
~o. 5437, ?et:ition No. 227, ot al.,~t page 30£ the printed .. 
pamphlet copy_ The staff suggestion concerning. Item 120of'MR'J:' 17-A., 
·.ti.llnot be adopted. The IS-cent' rate should' be collected whenever 
transfE:r veb.i:les are used to transport rock, sand, c>r.'gravel from 
San Diego County origins. No, ruling. on the' motion of the. CDTOA 

. , '. 

general: manager " is raquired., 

Fi!ldi?r:! 

1. Zone 'rates in Section 8: of l:-1R1' 17-Afor trans?ortat!on 
of roc'k~ sand, at:.d gravel from San' Di~So County origins ,were 
es~ablished by Decision No. 77204 (l970) in Petition No~ 121~ 

as amended in Case No. 5437~ based upon cost data reflecting 
operation of the 5-axle bottom ch.1%Ilp vehicl.:!,. the predom:£.%U:~t 

" 

and ratemakiug vehicle. 

2'. Item 120 of MRX 17-A requires, the addition, of. 7, cents 
per tOD; to zone rates from San', Diego County origins when servi.ee 
is performed by transfer vehicles due' to higher tertllwl', end. costs. 
than for bottom dump vehicles. 

3·. MRl' 17 -A does not provide for ~nadd:Lt ional rate when 
'transportation of rock, sand, and gravel is:· performed· by trausi'er 

-8~ 
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vehicles, from o~her than San Diego, County' originsbeeause zone '., rates 
from origins in Orange, Los Angeles:, Rive;('side,. San B~rnard:ino > and 
Ventura Counties were based upon a blend of . costs- deri.~ed', 70' percent 
from transfer vehicles and 30 percent from bottom dump:-ve·h!cles.. 

, '. 

4. Exhibit 1 sCows tbat terminal end times and 'costs for 
operation of transfer vehicles in'SouthernTerrit~ry under MRT' ,7-A 
(Exhibit 213-93, Table 19> OrderSett:i.ng Bearir.g No. Zl3,) 'Case 
No. 5437) are substantially greater in relation to term1nal,end 
times and costs for bottom d\4mp vehicles:,., than. reflected in. the 
earlier cost study that underlies the San Dieg() County zone ra~es' 

in MRT ,17-A established by tecision 'No. 77204 (Ex"..1bit· 12'1-21, 
Petitic'O. No. 121, C~se No. 5437).' 

5. The net differences in t,ermitlal end: times and 'costs, 
bet.wee".:l. transfer vehicles and bottom dumtive:h1cle's (Exhibit 213-93:~ 
Tables19 and 24) resul~ed' in an, addit:!:ona1 Southeru.Te:-r1toryrate 
of 20 cents per 'ton in Item 270, paragraph. (s) .of'MR.'l",7-A,.ef'; 
feetive Deee.:nber 1, 1~73, 'When service is requested,to,'be, pe~fortJled 
by t1:ar..s:~ veh:.::'cles.. .' 

6. Au itlcrease from 7' to 15 cents per ,ton ,. in tbe:.a.dditional 
:..:.te i'O. Ite::l120 of ~ li-A whan trans.portation service: is 
performed by transfer ...... ehieles fro:n S.:ln !):t~so County,origins 
is justified. ' , ' 

7. The record sho,"-'"S thAt the requireme':lt in Item 120 
of MRT 17-A tbat au additional rate be added' whenever transfe:!:' . 
vehicles are utilized from San Diego, County origins has worked 
satisfactorily and has not been productive ofunreasonab-leresults.· 

8. The procedures of the Commission. prov:i.d'~dfor: reasonable 
opportunity for p.a.rtieipat1on by all· interested 'personsor their 
representatives. Copies of the petition and notice of hearinS. : 
were sent to known carrier and shipperorganizat:Lons and to, the' 
State of California Department of. Public Works.. No object:tont:o 
the granting of the petition.' was received> other, than the issue, 

-9-
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of rule construction raised by the Transportation Division. 'The '. 
petition states, thnt the San Diego County Rock Producers Assoc1a'tion~ 
which represents all or nearly all of the shippers, involved,. has 

authorized CDTOA to state that they are in accord' w1th,and support 
the petition. 

It is'~ concluded that Petition No. 253 should be, granted .. 
A minor change not related to the, 3ubjectma'tter of the, 

. , " '. 
petition will be made in one of the tar:tffpages : herein ,being· 
revised .'!Q/ ' ., . 

.Q !':Q.! l-
IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Minimum. Rnte Tariff 17-A (Appendix C of Decision No,. 80578,~ 

as amended) is furt!ler amended by incorporating therein to, become 
effective lA'..ay 24~ 1974~ Third Revised Page 1-5- and Third Revised', 
Page 1-6~ attached hereto and by this reference made a part: he~eo£., 

2.. COtxllllOU can-iers subject to the Public Ut!.litiesAct) to the 
extent that they are subject also 'to Decision No. 80S.78·~ a8 amen<ied ~ , 

. ' . 

are directed to establish in their tariffs, the increases.necessary to 
conform with the fu-"'"ther adjustments ordered: by this:decis:ton.: 

, , , 

10 I The exception in Item 160 of the tariff will be' clarif!ed by 
amending same to, conform. with the provisions.· of Note 3 of· . 
Item 65 tbe:r::eof. ' 

\ 

-10-

\ .. 
'. , 



e' 
c. 5437, Pet. 253 ek * 

3. Tariff publications required to be made, by common ,carriers, 
as 4 result of this order shall be filed not earliertban the 
effective date of this order and may be made effective not earlier 
than the tenth day after the effective date of thi~ ord~r on not less 
than ten days' notice to the Coamisslon and to the public and shall 
be made effective not later than May 24, 1974. " 

4. Common carriers, in establishing and mainta:l:ning the rates 
authorized by this order, are authorized' to depart from the provisions 
of Section 460 of the Public Utilities Code to the extent necessary to 
adjust long- and short-baul departures now maintained underoutatanding 
authorizations; such outstanding authorizations are bereby modified' 
only to the extent necessary to comply with this order; and schedules 
couta1u1ug the rates. published under this £uthority shall make" , 
reference to the prior orders authoriz.!n8 long-and, short;"heul 
departures and to this order. 

5. In. all other respects DeciaionNo. 80578:, &s amended" shall 
remain in full force and effect. 

The effective date of this order shall be twentydllys after' 
the date hereof. 

Dated at ___ SUl __ ,Jft_nd8co _____ , Califo:mia" ~b1s ...;:;;2S,;..;.;...~..;;.' __ 

day of ___ A_PR_Il ____ , 1974. 



MrNIMUM RAT~ TARTFF 17-A 

SECTION l--RutES (CONTINUED) 

APPLICATION OP' TAAn'l"--COMMOCI'r:t:ES 

APP:t.lCA'rION OP' TAlUl1'l"-CENEAAl'.. 

Rates in thia ~1!f ~o not appl¥ to the tranaporta~ion of: 

ea) PrO~rty ot the On1ted StAtos Qr property trM8~)0n:ed undor anaqreemont 
whereby the tynJ.ted State. conuacted for the C;:(ll.-rier's lJo:rvic:o.· 

(2) DisASter Supplies. i.e~. those c¢mmodit.ios wh.i.c:h are allocated to provi<1e SO 
relief d1ttinq a atate of oxtre:me omer9'eney or s~te of 4:!.saster7 Md thOse 
commOdities which are tr4ll-8pOrted for a civil defense or'dbasterorQan1za-
tion elltAOliahe4 and funetioninq in acc¢rdance ~ith the California Cisaster 
AI:t to ult1mate point of stor4<jJ'o or use. prior to or durin<;J' a state of. 
disaater or "tate of extreme emeX'9'enc:y; 

APPI.lCAZION or 'l'ARIP'l"--AATES 

EXCept AS other..>ise prov14ed. the ro.tes in, th.i. .. tal:'it'f are zone 'rates and . 
area-to-point rAtes. 'l'noratea apply from all pointa of origin within thedeai~ted 
pro/!uction a:reu to all points of destination within the 408i9'nat04 <1el1v~ry:z:one5 .. 
and to apocU1cally name<1 del1very point.. 

If any port1on Of a .hipment ia phy.ically delivery into-or beyond more than 
one deliver.,.- zone. the lIIinl.l!Ium rate for the entire sh.i.pmont shall J:le that rate from 
point of ori9'in to the hl.?,hest rAtod p01nt where physiCAl deHvery ill l'nad(l~· 
(See l!:xceptio%l.) 

EXaY.rION.-When MY pOrtiol\ of eo shl.pmel'lt i. ~el1vorod ~to morcth4I'l. one :tonfl,.~ 
and ~hen ~o portion o! sucn ah1p~nt is physieAlly~elivero~ ~oyon4 the ~oun<1arics of 
stJ:\)etlS whj,Ch are the ))oW'l~aries l:letwcen tho zOl'lu1nvolvod. the rn.irU.!I\\l1!'. rate for' the 
entire ah1pmel'lt shall ~ the lower or the lowest ot tho 4Pplicablo rates between -point
o! ori<]1n and the zones into ~hich d.olivoxy 1s lM<1e. .-

JlPPLICA'I':rON OP' 'l'AAU'l"·~RATES-SAN. DltCO COON'n ORIC:tNS 

.... 'hen the tran.tlpo~t1on lIerv:i.ce is porfomed ~y 2~axle or 3·axle 1 t:euek ..n.th ' 

100 

trAl'15!er t:fPe pull tra:!.ler -e.he r4te shAll l)e fifteen (lS¢) Cente per tOn more than 0120 
the rate prov1<1e4 for trM-sportat;!.on ~hich is pe:r:!o:oned. at the ra.tes in Sect1on. a 
in thia tariff or at r4tes ~hich are combine4 w1thSection a rate •• 

o Increase,. ~ision NO. 82-764 

Correction 
ISSUED BY THE PUBI.IC UTII.ITIES COMMlSSrON OF THESTATE.OFCAI.IFORN,IA' 

SAN FRANCISCO ... CAJ.;.IFORN'JA •. , 
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MINrMUMRATE TARIFF 1/~A' 

SECTION l-~ROtES (CONTI~) 

RA~es in this tariff apply !O~ trAng~rtAtion from All po~nts within tho produc~ 
uon aroaa 1;0 all points within- the dolivory :conea deser:!.Ded :i.n SOIlth.o~ Cl\.J.1forni4 

l40 Produ~ion Area and Uolivery Zone Oirectory l. and to specifically named dolivery 
po1nta Aa provido<l. in Section 3 of thj.. ~:i.ff. 'they al}ply .also, to' the o)(tont 
8poCi!1ed elaowhero herein~ for trAn.~rtAtion from All points w:i.thin said pr04uceion 
are .. to point. ou~idG of .aid delivery :conoa~ 

APP:tlCATION 010' O'I'HER M%NIMfJM AATE 'rMIl'FS 

Excep'C All otherwiae provided,. the rAte. in thia torif! superaodo; and apply to 
the exclusion of. ratea ap~lic:~l.e to tne· aaJlletranaportation· under other min.iml,llllX'ate 
tariffs of the Commi.sion. (See ~eption) 

sdl60 ¢lQC~ION.-'1'ho tr4llaportat1on chtlrgea for commodities described in Item C5, 
when tra:aportod in trucks with trA1J.inq equipment or trActors W1th trD.;!'lera, shall 
1>0 performed At tJle hourly rates And rules in M1nJJtI\l1tI ~te Tariff 7-A. 

l"or rAte. for the tr4ll8pQ:e1OAtion of col!lln04itios in dump truck oqu:i.pment,. other. 
tha.l'1 as prov1ded in this tAr:!.!f, soo M1n;1.mum. Rate '.rol'ori-!! 2 .. 7-A. or 9-n O:\/j·'Che CAse . 
may be. . 

ACasSOlUAXo CMRGl!:S 

180 In tWd.i't1on to theehAr90s provided under Sections 8. 1l.,.l2, 3.3" 14. and l5, 
Accessorial chArqe. shall De A~.oa8Gd AS provided' in "Item 90 Of Miniml,llll.Rate 
'tori!! 7-A.. 

g$ Ch4nqo, Oecision No. 82764. 

.. ., 

COrre~iol'l. 

ISSUED BY rHE:: PU~l..IC UTII..ITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATEOF.CAl..I.FORNI'A" 
SAN FRANCISCO,' CAI.IFORNIA •. 


