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Decision No. 82849 

BEFORE THE POBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF l'HE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the lnvesti- ~ 
gat10n into the rates, rules, 
regulations ~ charges;, allowances 
ana practices of a11bousehold 
goods carriers, common carriers" 
b1ghway c.a.rriers ~ and city 
carriers, relat~ to the 
transportation of usee! household 
goods a:o.d related: property. 

-------~ 

case No. 5330 
Petition for Modification No. 79 

(Filed December 12;, 1973; .amended 
3a:nnary 23~ 1974 and March 8;, 1974) 

Petition for Modification No. 82 
(Filed December 28-, 1973; 

amended March S, 1914) 

Petition for Modification No,. 83 
(Filed ·December 28~, 1973; 

amended' March 8,1974) 

(Appearances are shown in Appendix 8) 

OPINIO.N .... --~--- .... 
In the captioned proceedings California Moving & Storage 

Assoei.a.tion (CMSA) seeks authority to increase the hourly rates for 
the transportation of household goods and ,related articles .as set 
forth in Items 330 and 350 of Mini'mum.'Rate Tariff 4-:8 (MRT,4-8).1I 

1/ Petitions 79, 82, and 83 relate to hourly rates applicable within 
Territories C, B~ and A, respectively_ 
Territory A consists of the city and county of San Francisco .and 
the counties of Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, San Mateo, Santa 
Cl.a.X'3, and that portion of Sonoaza Cotmty not included in 
'J:er.:i.tory B. 
'territory B consists of the cou:nties of Del Norte" Fresno~ 
Humboldt> Made~~, MC1:doeino, Merced, N4pa, Sae::-amento,Solano, 
San Joaqui!l., Si.:anislaus, Yolo, and that portio:J. of Sonoma County 
not included in Territory A. 

'J:erritory C consists of all cotmties in the State except: 
Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin, San Francisco;, San Mateo;, 
Santa CLar&~ Sonoma, Humboldt" Del Norte, Mendocino! Fresno, 
Madera, Merced, Napa, Sacramento, Solano, San 3oaqUUl.;, 
Stanislaus, and. Yolo. 
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" 

.... 
The petitions seek 1ncre-as.es to offset higher labor and payroll costs 
whieh will be incurred by carriers since the rates were last adjusted, 
and to offset recent increases in fuel costs. 

The Territory C hourly rates were last adjusted to offset 
higher labor and payroll costs pursuant to Decision No. 82249 dated 
Deeember IS, 1973 in Petition 72 in Case No. 5330. The Territories A 
and B hourly rates were last adj usted to refleet increased wage and 
payroll costs pursuant to Decision No.· 82428 cla.ted February 5, 1974 
in Petitions 74 and 75 in case No. 5330. Deeision No~ 82453 dated 
February 5, 1974 in case No. 5432 (Petition 780), case No. 5330 
(Petition 80), and related proceedings ordered that MRX 4-B· be 

amended to provide that charges result1:o.g tberetmder shall be 

ir..'!:cased by three percent (except 6.S to accessorial service charges), 
pending further order of the Commission. The interim three percent 
suxcbarge was established to offset the unprecedented tnereases in 
fuel costs incurred by bighway carriers which were not reflected in 
the minimum rates. The petitions herein seek cancellation of the 
interim fuel surcharge concurrently with the esublisbment of' the 

higher hourly rat~ sought in the petitions .. 

Public heartng was held in the captioned petitions on a 
eoOXllon record before Examiner Mallory in Los Angeles on :Mareh 18 and 

19, 1974. Petitions 82 and 83 were submitted at the conclusion of 
the bearing; Petition 79 was submitted upon receipt of late-filed 
Exhibit 79-5 of the Commission's seaf£. Evidenee was presented, on 
behalf of petitioner and the Commission's Transportation Division 
staff. No one opposed the relief sought. 

A transportation analyst employed by Califor.nia Trucking 
Association presented eost data and recommended rate~ on behalf of 
petitioner. Similar studies were presented on behalf of the 

Comm:Lssicn's TransPOrtation Division by an assoe1.aee transportation 
engineer and an assoeiAtA;I\ t'J:a'Ospo:rtation X'Ate expert. The cost 
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studies presented on behalf of petitioner .and the staff adjust the 

origtnal full-scale cost studies used as a basis for the development 
of existing hourly rates in MRT 4-B to reflect current wages~ payroll 
costs, weight fees, and fuel costs .1:./ The offset cost studies differ 
tn the following respects. Wage costs in petitioner's study are based 
entirely on wages and fringe benefits set forth in the various local 
union contracts applicable within Territories A, :8, and C', whereas 
the staff study reflects the wages paid by both union and nonunion 
carriers; a different method is used eo weight the several levels 

of wage costs to arrive at a composite figure for each territory; 
and a different method, of providing for indirect expelSes 1$ used 
by each witness. 

The basic cost study from, which the existing. hourly rates 
were developed was presented by the Commission staff 1n Petition 32 
in Case No. 5330. That study reflects the wage costs of both union 
and nenun10n earriers. Subsequent offset proceedings have adopted 
the level of costs shown 1n offset cost studies developed by the 
staff to provide a consistent basis for comparison with tbe original 
study. For that same reason the data set forth in the staff study 

introduced herein should serve as a basis for determ1n.ation of the 

changes in labor and payroll costs s:tnce the lase adjustment of the 
hourly rates,. 

2/ The wage costs are those which became effective April 1, 1974 
for 'territory C and which will become effective .July 1, 1974 
for !erritories A and B. 
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Petitioner r 8 cost study and the staff cost study differ 
also .as to the level of fuel costs reflected therein. Petitioner 
and the staff rely upon the same document as the source of current 
fuel costs, the MOnthly Runout for Goldenrod Report 521 (3anuary 1974) 
prepared by the Transportation Division's Systems and Procedures 
Branch (Data Bank). Fuel costs for the month of .January 1974 appear 
in that document in two separate places for operations tmde:r MRT 4-:8. 
Petitioner selected, the higher figure and the staff the lower figure 
as the 'bench mark for current fuel costs. The differenc:e between 
the two figuxes is not sufficient to make a. signi£1cat1t difference 
in the hO'l.lX'ly rates resulting from. this proceeding. The staff figure 
of 44.3 cents per gallon (including taxes) for gasoline will be 
reasonable for the puxposes of this proceeding. 

Petitioner and. the staff also differ in the method of 
determining the amount of increased indirect expenses which should 
be included in the total costs developed for this proceeding. 
Petitioner's study is based on the Wage (Cost) Offset method described 
in Decision. No. 76353 (1969) 70 CPUC 277. l'ha.t method increases 
indirect costs by the s~ factor as was used in the original staff 
study. The staff cost witness developed costs for these proceedings 
using the Wage Offset method and the Direct Wage Offset roetbod as 
described in Decision No. 76353~ supra. The staff witnesses 
recommended that the Wage Offset method be used. That'method provides 
for increasing that portion of indirect expenses that represents labor 
costs by the percentage increase that direct expense is inc2:'eased. 
The staff cost witness testified that ~ ba.sed on an analysis presentec:l 

in Exh:tbit 35-3 (introduced by the staff in Petition 35 in Case No. 
5330), the proportion of labor eo.~t eonRidercd to be included in 
indirect. expense is ,·60 percent. 
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Petitioner urged that the factors are no longer present 
that were recited in Decision No. 80192 elated J\me 27;J 1972 in 

Petition 59 in Case No. 5330 (unreported) as the basis for the 
adoption of the Wage Offset method 1:c. place of the Wage (Cost) 
Offset method. therefore» the Commission should return to the 

use of the Wage (Cost) Offset method which provides higher rates.1l 
Petitioner points out the Rule 23.1 of the Commission's Rules of 
Practice and' Procedure» promulgated in response to tOe Federal 

Economic Regulations» has 'been rescinded and federal economic 

3/ Deeision No. 80192 reads» in part» as follows: 

"Our prior holdings in Deeision No. 78476» and 
deeisions cited therein, were to the effect that, 
in the absence of substantive reasons to support 
a change» the 'Wage (Cost) Offset' method hereto­
fore found reasonable should be continued to be 
used as the appropriate basis for adjusting 
'territory C household goods hourly rates. The 
CommiSSion staff has introduced evidence in this 
proceeding that indicates that this holding should 
be modified, for the purposes of this proceeding;J 
because the Federal Economic Stabilization program. 
requires that rate increases be the minimum 
required to assure continued, adequate, and safe 
service by carriers engaged in the transportation 
services covered by the rates in issue. The 
lowest level of rates which will return all of the 
increases tn costs (without provision for additional 
profit) are those set forth. in Column D (Wage Offset 
Method] above. Therefore said rates should be 
established by the order bn'ein ... " 
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conerols on utility rates have been lifted. We do not conCfJ%'. 
Decision No. 76353 (70 CPUC 277 a.t 285) states as follows: 

"Since the accuracy and reliability of cost offsets 
are highest when conducted within the proximity of 
the original cost and rate presentations, the 
precise method or mechanics for developing a cost 
offset at a given period of time might well vary 
according to the conditions and circumstances 
surround~ the transportation involved. lcitially, 
the wage (cost) offset method employed by CIA 
might well prove to be completely satisfactory. 
However, as successive cost offsets are employed 
witll the passing of time and the likelihood that 
new full-scale studies may be in the offing, the 
more restrictive wage offset methodproposcd by 
the staff or the direct cost offset procedure 
Suggested as a guidel1ne in the Commission's 
letter of October 31, 1968

i 
may be the only 

~propr1.ate ~thods to emp oy. '!he ultimate 
burden of proof as to the proper cost offset 
method to use in any given situation should rest, 
in the first instance, with the party presenting 
the cost offset rate proposal. the Commission 
should not rigidly harness itself to any single 
cost offset procedure for adjusting its min;mum 
rates and thereby ~reclude the presentation of 
evidenee in justification of other desired cost 
offset proposals." . 

the original staff studies ~7bieh are offset in these 
proceedings were introduced as Exhibit 32-1 in Petition- 32. 

[Decision No. 73386 dated November Z.c" 1967 (U1'Xreported).] Because 
of the seven-year time span between Ch~· introdaction of the original 
cost Study in Petition 32 and the cUrl:ent offset study~ the ~age (Cost) 
Offset method advocated by petitioner is no longer appropriate 10 the 
absence of othe% circumstances wbich would require the use of that 
method. Petitioner introduced no evid@.ce to show that there are 
other reasons Which require the use of the Wage (Cost) Offset method. 
In tbe circumstances, the Wage Offset method continues to be the 
appropriate method for the adjustment of-hourly rates. in MRX 4-B. 
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Petitioner showed that the prior adjustment of Territories 
A and B hourly rates (Decision No. 82428) had failed. to give effect 
to an increase 1n weight fees amounting to approximately 10 cents 

per hour. Petitioner also showed that full effect was not given in 
the rate levels established therein to the chaDges in total costs 
measured by 'the staff cost study in that proceeding. In its Exhibit 
82-3 petitioner portrayed the result of basing the current rate 
adjustment on rate levels which would have been in effect if the 
weight fees had been considered and if full effect had been,given 
to the costs measured by the staff in the prior proceeding. '!hat 

method of computing the rate increases, using cost data. develoPed 
by the s eaff !n this proeee<i1ng, will be reasonable for the purposes 
of this proceeding. 

The. cost data cleveloped by the Commission staff for 
Territory C hourly rates did not include certain fringe benefit 
increases set forth in union agreements. late-filed Exhibit 79-5 

adjusted the staff cost data to reflect the current fringe benefit 
costs for Territory C. The cost claea in tbat exhibit reasonably 
reflect the current operating costs of carriers providing service .. 
in Territory C and will be used for adjustment of Territory C hourly 
rates. 

The follOWing table sets forth the rates sought in the 
amended petitions herein, the rate adjustments proposed ~ the staff, 
and tbe rate adj tlStments found reASonable herein:· 
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TABLE 1 

Comparison ot HourJs- P.a.us Sought by Petitioner, 
Rn.t~s 'Proposed by' Sta.rr. and Rates A.dopted H~in 

RAtes in ~s 'Del" HO'Ilr 
: Terntott A. . . Territo=:z: B Territor;?;: C 
:Pet.:Sta!~:AdO~ed:Pet.:StAtt:AdOEted:Pet.:Statr:Adopteg: 

Unit or raui2!!~t 
With ariver l86$ 
With drlver and 

l8'l0 1825 1590 1570 l$70 1605 l575 1575 
one.helper 3370 3310 3335 Z'!40 2715 2715 2810 ,.670 2670 

Acldit10nal helpers 
810, (~r man) Jl65 1170 ll70 795 eoo soc' 8$0 810 

Pacldng and 'tmpacld.ng 
J240 l295' 1270 JZ/O Labor 150$ 1M, 1490 1250 l235 

Finding~ 

1. The hourly rates for local transportation of household goods 
set forth in Items 330 and 340 of MR.! 4-:8 were 'last .adjast~d as 
follows: 

(a) 

(b) 

Territories A and B, effeetive March 8, 1974, 
pursuant to Dec:tsiou No. 82428 in Case No. 
5330 (Petitions 74 and 75). 

Territory C, effective Janua;y 18, 1974~ 
pursuant to· Decision No. 82249' in Case No. 
5330 (Petition 79). 

2. The current Territories A, B, and C hourly rates :reflect 
carrier wages and allied payroll costs as of Jarwary 1, 1974, and 
reflect fuel costs as set forth in the original cost study, inerodueed 
tn 1968 as Exhibit 32-l in Petition 32 tn Case No. 5330. 

3. Since the rates in Items 330 ancl 340 of MRT 4-:S were last 
adjusted" cattiers operating under such ra.UB have or will incur 
increased costs for wages and fringe benef1es, payroll expenses, .and 
for fuel wb.1ch are not reflected in the current' rates. 
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4. Petitioner and the Comndssion staff have 1.1ltroduced studies 
measu:r1:a.g the effect on total operat~~ costs of the 1ncre.esed wages, 
fringe benefits~ payroll expensesJl and fuel costs referred to above~ 
To provide a consistent basis of c1eeerm:1n1%lg the d1fference in total 
operating costs from the prior proceeding to this proceeding the 

results set forth in the stud:tes introduced by the staff will be 
reasonable and are adopted· for the purposes of this proceed:IJ:sg. 1'bose 
studies reflect fuel costs based OIl 44.3 cents per gallon (1ncl.uding 

applicable taxes). 
5. Rate increases based on the pereentageincreas.cs 1n total 

costs developed on the Wage Offset method described in Decision No. 
76353 (1969) 70 CPUC 277 will result in just7 reasonable, and 1lQ'C.­

discriminatory minimum rates, and the increases resulting from the 
establishment of such rates are justified. The specific rates· found 
reasonable herein are those set forth in the columns· headed, '~tecl" 
:In Table 1 of this opinion. 
Conclusions 

1. The amended Petitions 79, 82, anci 83, filed by California 
Moving & Storage Association should be granted to the extent indicated 
above·, and MItt 4-B should be amended as provided in the order which 
follows. 

2. The preponcleranee of the increased wage and fuel costs 
applicable with:[n 'territory C are now in effect; therefore, the 
!erritory C' hourly rates should become effect1veas shown fn the 
order. 

3. The preponderance of the increased wage and fringe benefit 

costs applicable witb:£n Territories A and B will become effective 
July 1, 1974; therefore~ the increased hourly rates for those 
territories should become effective July 1, 1974. 

4. Concurrently With the effective date of the revised:bourly 
rates, the interim surcharge increase established by Dec1s:ton No. 
82453, supra., should be cancelled with respect to Items 330 . .and 350' 
of MItt 4-B. 
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ORDER ... .-.~--
IT 'IS ORDERED that: 

1. M:ln1mum Rate Tariff 4-B (Appendix C of Decision No. 65521, 
as amended) is further amended by incorporating therein the supplement 
and revised tariff pages 1nc:lucled 111 .Appendix A, attached hereto and 
made a part hereof. Said supplement and tariff pages shall become 

effective on the dates indicated thereon. 
2. Coamon carriers subject to the Public Utilities kt) to the 

extenttbat they are subject also to Dec1s1.on No. 65521) as amended, 
are hereby directed to establish in their tariffs the· increases 
necessary to conform with'the further adjustme'O.1:8 ordered herein. 

3. Tartff publications required to be made by coamoo. carriers 
as & result of the order herein shall be filed not earlier than the 
effective date of this order and shall be made effective not earlier 

f 

than June 2) 1914 with respect to Territory C hourly rates, and 
July 1, 1974 with respect to Territories A and B- hourly rates), on not 
less than five clays r notice to tbe Commission and to the public. 

4. In all other respects said Decision No. 65521) &8 amended ~ 
shall remain in full force and effect. 

S. To, the extent not authorized herein Petitions Nos. 79, 82" 
a'Cd 83 in Case No. 5330 are denied. 

'lb.e effective elate of this order shall be Hay 28, 1974. 
Dated at Los Angclcs ~ Cal1forxda, t~~ 7~ 

day of ____ -..;M.;.;.;.A;.;.Y_~. 1974. ,! 

-10- Co~1z~1onor J. P. Vuka~iD. J~ •• , being 
noee~~i1y ~~~o~t. did not p~1e1pate 
in tho disposition o~ th1~ ~rocoo41ng. 
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APPENDIX A 

LIST OF SUPPLEME~~ A1~ REVISED 
PAGES TO i¥!INI!1U!>! RATE TARIFF 4-B 

Su??LE~lENT 27 

TI'1ENTY-SECOND REVISED PAGE 28 

T.~~~Y~FIRST REVISED PACE 29 

(END OF APPENDIX A) 



Dtlc),s1on No. 

SOPP.t.E."1EN'l" 2 7 

Cancel-

(Inte~1m SurchArqo supplemGn~ An~ Or~or to this tariff in 
Oeciaion No. 82453 insofAr aa it Appli •• to ~arrlto;x C 
rates an<1 chu<;oa nAlM~ thorein ettect1ve Juno :Z .. 1!J74) 

And CAncols 

(Inter;il!l Surch.u"qG Supplement An4 Or~er to this tariff in 
Oec1sion No. 82453 insofar as it Applies to ~erritory A an~ n 
rAtas An4 chArgos name4 thoroin ottoct1vo July I~ l~a.) 

(Supplementll 18,. 21, 24, 2S, 26 aM 27 AD4 Interim SurchAr9'e 
Supploment And or40r to this tariff in Decision 

NO. 82453 insotar as it Applies to Territory A 
4%14 B rates 4l'l4 c:harqos named tMroin COnta;l.n 

All ChAntJ08 in effact Jurte 2, 1974' 

AM 

(Supplomonts 18, 21, 24, 25. 26 An4 27 
Contain All Ch4.~q .. in effect July 1, 1974.) 

TO 

MINl.v.tw. RAn TAAIP'l" 4-B 

NAMINC 

POOR 'l'lm 

'l'RAl'JSPOR'rATION or OSl!:O PROPER'l'Y, VIZ.: 

HOOStHOIJ) GOODS, PERSONAL Zl'nC'rS 

A.'qO 

0"10, S'l'ORZ A,'qO INS'rI'rO'l'ION l"ORNI'r'ORZ, 

P':tX'.l't1lmS A.~ EQOXPMZl':'l' ovn 'l'I.iE 

POBLIC ~[ICHWAYS Wl'!'HIN 'l'HE 

82849 

BY 

AAI>IAL HICHWAY COMMON CARRIERS 

HICHW.AX CON'l'MC'r CAlUUERS 

HOOSE:HO~ COOOS CMlUERS 

EI'l"ZCTIVE J'ONE 2. 1974 
(EXCEPT AS NonI)) 

1saued 1:>)' the 
PUBLIC OT:~1TIES CO~~SSION or 'l'HE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

State Bu11~inq, Civic Center 
SAn FrAnciaco. California 94102 
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SECTION 3-AA'l'ES (Continuo4) I'nK 

RATES IN CENTS P=R BOOR (1) (2) 

(Appl:l.as for Oi5~Co. of 50 Conat%Uctiv~ Milos or Less) 

'nlUU':OR't (3) 

On1t of Equipment: A n ¢C 

(4) 0(5) (4) 0(5) 
(a) W'1th 4r1vor---- - -.... - ~ --- 17S0 1825 1490 1570 1575 
(b) W':Lth 4r1ver an4 1 helpor----- 3l.S5 333S 257S 2715 2760 ¢330 
A4dj.t10Ml Mlper., per man-.. -~ ---- llOO 1l.70 75S 800 810 
M1n.1mum CMr9'e--the char~e t.or one hour. 

(1) See Ite1'tl 70 tor App1;1.ca~on of rates. . 
(2) See Item 95 tor computA'tion of t1Jne. 

(3) Soo Xtom 210 for terr1torial 4oaeript.1oM. 

(4) Expiros with June 30, 1974. 

(S) r:t.tect1ve JuJ.y 1, 1974. 

J:)IS'.t'A.~a: llA'rES IN CEN'l'S PER PIECE (1) (:) 

(Appl1oa to Shipmen~ of NO~ More ~ S Piece. t.or 
Oi.~caa ot. 50 M11ea Of toss) 

l"IRS'1'PDCE 

MIIJ!:S (3) 
Each 

MditionAl 340 
P1eee 

Not Over 10 
Over but Not Over 

lO OV8r 20 20 

l02S 1905 2665 3SS 

(l) See Item 70 for Awl1cat10n of rate •• 

(2) Rates in this item will no~ apply to split pickup or split 4elivery ahi?IMnu>, 
or storaqe in ~ran5it priv1l09oa. 

(3) See Xtem SO t.or c:o!!\putAtion of 4;!.st4nCes. 

~ ChAn9'e ) OeC:\.lSion NO. 8Z819 o Increase ) 

U'n.Crr'lE ~ 1974 
(E~ AS ) 

ISSUED BV THE PUB~IC U1I~ITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CA~IFORNIA, 
eorrectio" SAN FRANCISCO, CA~IFORNIA. 
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SEC'l'ION 3--RA'l'ES (Conc1ud.o4) 

ACCZSSOrwu. AA'l'ZS 

RAtes in Cone. per M4n per Hour (1) (2) (3) 

A 

(5) 0 (G) (5) ~(6) PoclUnq .) 
Onpackinq ) 1410 1490 1175 1240 1270 ¢350 

Mj,n1mum ChaX'qe--the eha.rqo tor one bour. 

(1) See Item 70 for applicat10n of rates. 

(2) See Item ~S for COIIIpl.ltAtion of time. 

----~----------~--.------~--~ 

(3) P..a.tea 60 not inelu~ COst of IllAttlria1s. (Soe ItelII 360) 

(4) See Item 210 tor 4eacriptJ.on of territOries. 

(S) Expiro. wi'th June 30, 1~74. 

(6) Effective July 1, 1~74. 

RA'l'ES A..'W CHMCES FOR PICKING W OR ~Et:tVERING 
SHIPPING CON'l'A.."'NERS ANO PACKING MA'l'ZRIALS 

1. :tn the event MW or UlI~ ah1ppl.nq contAj.ners,.inc:1u4inq war~bes, ue 
6alivero4 by the cAn"ier, its Aqent, or employees,. prior to the tj,me 
shipment ia un6ere6 for trAMportAtion, or such. c:ontA1.nerll Are p1.cke6 
up by the CArrier, ita Aqents or cmp1oyeoa .ul)aequent to the t1me 
6elivery 1.. Accompl:l.ahe6, the !'01low1nq tranaportAtion chnrr;ea ShAll 
be Asae •• e4= '(See Note 1) 

EAch container, set up-----.. -- 170 cenu 
EAch bun410 of contAiners, !ol4e4 f1.4t-- 170 cenu 
M.i.n.itnwn eh.uqe, per 44livery-------- 790 Cel'lU 

2. :a) ShJ.pp.l.nq containers, inelu4inq w4%'6robos (Soe Note 2) and packi.nq 
materiAls which Are furnishe6 by the curior At the reques1: of the 
shipper will be chuqo. for At not leas than the actual or1qJ.nAl 
coat to the c4%'rior of such materiAl., P.O.». cArr~er's pIlle. of 
b1,151l'1e ••• 

(b) In the event .\loch packinq mAterials An6 ahippinq containers are 
returne6 1::0 Any cAl'rier, participdtinq in tho tranapOrtAuon 
thereof when 10&4e4, An Allowance mAy be ma60 to the cona~e 
or his Aqent of not to excee4 7S- percent of the charqea 
Ane.seC! lm4t!r the provisioM of parA'1X'Aph 2 (A). 

NOTE 1.-%: the hourly rA'tOS namct4 in :~m 330 provi4e A low.r c:hArqo th.an • 
the ehAt'qo 1n p4X'49'J:'Aph 1 of th1.al item, suCh lower charqo shall apply. 

NO'rE 2 ... ·NO chartJo will bo .use •• od tor war~obe. 01'1 shipmenta trlUUported 
At the rAtes provl,4ed in%tem 330 •. 

El"P'EC'l'IVE Jt1Nl!: 2 , ],974 
(EXCEP'l' AS NO'l'll:I) 

360 

Correce10n 
ISSUED BY THE PUB~IC ~TI~ITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNtA, 

SArl FRANCISCO, CAL. I FORNIA. 
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APPENDDC :s 

LIST OF APPEARANCES 

Petitioner: Knapp, Gill~ Hibbert &: Stevens, by W~ 'CKnapp, 
Attorney at Law:. and Charles A, Woelfel, for ~ o;;aa MoV1ng 
& Storage Association. 

Respondents: Frank A. Payne, Jr", for Lyon Moving & Storage Co.;, 
Joe Hamner and Alfrecrp; Page, Jr. ~ for Smyth. Van & Storage Co •. 
of calif., Inc.; ~ Don Robinson, for Blue Ribbon Van « Storage 
Co.; Robert C. Jo son, for :seans Moviug &: Storage Co.;' 
Carl Richardson, for Alexander MOving & Storage; M .. .J. 'Anderson, 
lor Burbank Van & Storage Co.; Geor~e E. Strouse, for CitiieilS 
Transportation Co. of RiverSide; Gi es W. staafer, for Torrance 
Van & Storage Co., dba S & M Transfer & Storage ~.; . 
Jack Gaynor, for Rudds l'rausfer and Storage; Fred Nason, Jr., 
for Beverly Hills Transfer & Storage Co.; and Forrest F: ,poore, 
for Circle North American Moving &: Storage Co. 

Interested Parties: Tad Muraoka, foiIBM Corpora.tion; .Jess J'.-Butcher" 
by Tad Muraoka., for califortaa ~.lfacturers Association; 
Ralp.h J. Staunton, for County 0:,':&:.05 Angeles; and T .. J -In:s 
arid Herbert W. RUghes, for Calif~r:-...i.a. Trucking Associ8t • 

-. " ". 
Coamission Staff: Clyde Neary ~~ t~rles F, Ge;ughtx. 


