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(Appearances are listed in Appendix A) 

INTERIM OPINION 

The Camnission on December 7, 1973, in Case No.' 9641, 
ord.ered an investigation int.o the adequacy and reliabilit.y or the 

energy and fuel requirements or the regulated transportat.ion industry 
10 CalifOrnia. In response to the· current. energy and fuel, crisis. 
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within the transportation industry, the Calif'ornia Trucking Associa
tion (CTA) requested the Cc:mmission to issue an Order Settillg Hearing 
in case No. 5432 (Petition 780) et al., tor the purpose of developing 
an expedi1;ious method of adjusting the Canmission. s several m;in1mum 

rate tarif'f's to reflect. fuel cost increases as they occur, or within 
a short. time thereafter. 

To achieve these objectives the CTA requested that: 
1. The Cazzmission statf' be direct.ed to prepare: 

(a) A summary of the studies underly1.ng the current 
minimum rate tariffs. indicating the level of 
fuel costs presently reflected in the min~ 
rates, the percentage relationship or such 
costs to total costs, and the current level ot 
fuel costs experienced by the f'or-h1re carriers 
operating under the prOVisions of each minimum 
rate t.ar1!f. 

(b) A reeaamendation tor a reVised method t.o re£'lect 
fuel cost increases in tlle several m;n:inrum rate 
tariff's. 

2. The Canmission order increases in its min:imum rates to 
reflect increased fuel costs, and that the procedures requested in 

paragraph l(b) above be establislled tor expeditious adjustments in 

the minimum ra1;es to reflect other increases in fuel costs as. and 
when they Occur in the future. 

In DeCision No. 8245> dated ~ebruary 5, 19741n Case No. 
5432 (Petition 780) et al., the Commission found that "£or-hire 

carriers have inCUXTed unprecedented increases in fuel costs not 
currently reflected in the Camnission '5 several m; n1 "".tm rate tariff's." 
The interim surCharge supplement and order issued in Decision No. 82453, 
amended ~.inimumRate Tariffs l-B, 2. 3-A~ 4-B, 6-B, 7-A, 8', 9-B, 10. 
ll-A, 12, 13, 14~A, 1$, 17-A, lS, 19. and 20 to provide that· charges 
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resul-eing thereunder be increased by 3 percent (except as to acces~ 
sorial service charges and Charges resulting fran the alternative use 
o£ railhead 'to railhead rates) as of February 11, 1974~ pending hear
ing in 'these ma't'ters. 

In lieu of issuing an Order Setting.HeariDg as requested by 

eTA, Petitions 780, et al., were consolidated for the receipt of 
evidence on a common record at public hearings held before Examiner 
Gagnon on Ja:tJ:uary 21 and February 13 and 14r 1974 at San Francisco 
and February 15, 1974 at Los Allge1es. On the latter date the pro
ceedingwas.taken off calendar pending issuance of an interim decision 
rela'ti ve to the evidence of record to date. Supplemental decisions 
and orders will be issued. as future circumstances may require. 

The Commission's Transportation Division staff iQitiated 
cost and rate econanic studies that were responsive to CTA's sought 
overall objectives. At the 1ni~ial hearing the staff presented 
prelimiDary cost and rate studies concerning the various math,ods 
by which fuel cost increases. could be reflected in the several minimum 

rate tarit.f's. As a result of its prelim5Dary investigation and study 
the staff notes that highway carriers have incurred substantial 
increases in 'their fuel costs. It is 'the staff's ~inion that fuel 
cost increases are of such magnitude to justify fuel cost adjustments 
in the Camnissioll' s minimum. rate tariffs. ' Accordingly, the staff 
rec~ended that: 

1. The Camnission modify its established cost 
offset proced.ures (Decision No. 76353. 
70 CPUC 277) for minimtml rate 'tari1"£s to 
include fuel price adjustmen'ts in addi
tion to adjustments for taxes and labor 
costs. 
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2. In view of the present £Uel crisis, interim 
adjustments in minlmum rate tari£1"s, inter
mediate to 'basic labor offsets, be considerod 
by the C~ission to offset quantitative 
increased fuel costs. " 

At the further heariDgs in this proceeding, the star.1" 
endeavored to implement its pre11minary recOllmendations. The start 
canpleted its presentation o1" the historical cost studies underlying 
the existing level of the several m1 n:i:tm.lm rate structures. The 
historical total costs, including fuel costs re.1"leeted therein, were 
thencanpared with the like total costs adjusted to reflect the 
effect or a' 5-cent per gallon increase in fuel costs. Such compar
isons were made £ or both less-trucklotl.d and truckload shipments 
transported 50 and 400 construC'ti ve miles. The resulting percentage 
relationships were then employed as the datum plane 1"or suggested 
fuel cost surcharge o££set procedures. The. recamnended fuel cost 
surcharge !ormulae are set forth in Appendix B. 

'!he surcharge increases determined by the sta£1" for a S
cent !uel increase is predicated upon the sta£f~s cost data of record. 
The surcnarge inc~eases developed-by the sta£f~s, rate witness for a 
!uel price increase ot 10 cents per gallon is the product of the cost 
in£ormation for a 5-cent fuel cost increase multiplied 'by 2. Simi
larly, the surcharge increase in the m1n:imum rates for a 12-cent 
fuel increase is the product of 'a 10-cent fuel increase times 1.2. 
By utilizing the surcharge increase .factors incl:icatecl in AppendiX :s 
for a lO-cent tuel increase the rate increase resulting £r~ any 
other amount ot fuel cost increase can readily be determined. 

The staff's suggested surcharges to reflect a12-cent fuel 
increase in the several minimum rate tarif'f's arep in some cases p higher 
and in other instances lower than the 3 percent surcharge established 
'by Decision No. S2453,*, The staff recommends that there be no immediate 
adjustments in the carrent fuel cost offset surcharge of'3 percent~, 
They recommend that the fuel cost increases be incorporated into' the 
minimum. rates at the first. wage of'fset proceedings af'ter1mpos1tion of 
the- ' sUrcharge-
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The Camnission sta£f also present~d a report (Exhibit 14) 
concerning the accessor1alserviee charges set forth in the various 
minimum rate t.arit!s which should not be made subject. to a:n.y 1'uel 
cost offset surcharge which rn.ay be established in the ;f'u-eure.. The 
eTA contends that such surcharge should be applied ~ainst the total 

resulting freight charges as a source of' revenue to offset fuel cost 
increases. The specif'ic appl:1.cation of an.y future emergency !uel 

I 

cost offset surcharge that may be adopted £or m~ rate purposes 
should be determined at the time such surcharge is unde~ consideration. 

The Canmission's interim 3 percent surcharge supplement a:n.d 
order issued in. Decision No. 82453 provides that such S1'Jreharge is.· 

. I . 

"not applicable. to accessorial service Charges and railhead to rail-
head charges". It would facilitate the application of the current 
surcharge 1£ the tariff' items subject to the surehargewere referred 
to rather than. the items not a!fected. Such a tar1££ listing is set 
forth in Appendix C. 

The presentation by other parties, while net speci:t:ically 
're£erred, to herein, have been carefully considered in the' £ollowiDg 
findings and conclusion. 
Findings 

1. The C~ission on Decemoer 7, 197), in Case No. 9641, 
orclered. an investigation into the adequacy and reliability· of the 
energy and .fuel requirements of the transportation industry in 
CalifOrnia. 

2. Due to the existing nationwide energy crisis 3l'ld . the result
ing fuel shortages and accelerating costs, the for-hire highway 
carriers opera'ting intrasta~ within cali£ornia have experienced un
pr~eedented increases in their fuel costs .. 

3. The minimum rates prescribed by the C·Ol!mission to, govern 
the California intrastate t~ansportation o£ property by1"or-hire 
highway carriers are established on the basis of extensive!ull-scale 
cost and rate economic studies. 

-5-



c. 5432, Pet. 7~ et ale cmm 

found: 
4. In Decision No. 763,53, (1969) 70 CPUC 277, the Camnission 

".3. The cost offset or datum plane method for 
adjusting rates has 'been shown to 'be an appro
priate procedure for reflecting in the estab
lished minimum rates periodic changes in the 
cost f'actors ••• underlying the existingm1n~mum 
rates. 

* * * 
"5. . The Camnission should' not. adopt <my partic
ular cost offset method ••• and thereby preclude 
the use of' other offset proced-ures which may be 
shown to be justii"ied and preferable under the 
cireumstances. 

"6. The three· cost. offset. methods ••• described 
herein as· (~) Direct Wage Of'.fset, (2) vlage 
O1".fset, and (,3.) Wage (Cost) O£,fset have been 
shown to be acceptable proced-ures ••• " 

;.' The cost offset procedures found acceptable in DeciSion 
No. 76353 are designed to reflect in the existing mimmum rates 
periodic changes in taxes, labor, and allied payroll costs under

lying the current level of minimlml rates. Consideration of changes 
in such direct cost items as maintenance and repairs, tires, and 
fuel and oil was deferred until full scale studies are developed. 

6. The Calirornia Trucking Association has requested the 
C~ission to direct its staff' t¢ develop an expeditious method for 
adjusting the Commission~s several minfmum rate tariffs to reflect 
fuel cost increases as they occur,' or 'Within a reasonable short time 
thereafter. :' 

7. . By DeciSion No. 82453 dated February 5p 1974 in Case No. 

5432 (Peti~ion 780) et 31., the Commission amended its several 

minimum rate tariffs to provide that ~ges resulting thereunder be 
increased by :3 percent (except as to, accessorial service charges and 
charges resulting from the a1~ti ve use o£ railhead. t.o ra1lhe'ad 
charges) as o~ February IIp 1974p pendi:o.g heariD,g in this p:r:-oceed1n.g. 
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$'. As a resul.t of the existixlg energy crisis the highway 

carriers governed by the Canmission's several min1mum rate ~f£s 
have experienced fuel cost increases of such magnitude as to justify 
fuel cost oftset adjustments in the minimum rate tariffs· as soon,as 
such cost increases occur, or within a' reasonable short- time there.
S£ter. 

9. The Commission staf£·s recommendation that the cost offset 
procedures established by Decision No. 76353 be modi£ied 'too include 
fuel price adjustments has been shown to be just.i!ied and should be 
adopted. The staff's recommendation that intertm surCharge adjust
ments in minim'uol rate tari££s, intexmediate to basic . labor cost 
offsets, be considered by the C~ssion to offset fuel cost increases 
has also been shown to be justified and should be ado~d. 

10. The staff's fuel cost surcharge computations set forth in 

Append.ix B have been shown to 'be an appropriate- basis tor implementing 
the staff's recommendation found justitied in Finding 9. 

ll. The tariff cections and. items of the Commission's. several 
minimum rate tari!£s re£erred. to in Appendix C contain the rates. 
and charges. su'bje~ to the 3 percent fuel cost surcharge establiShed 
by DeCision No. 82453. 

The Commission concludes that the petitions of the California 
Trucking Association in Case No. 5432 (Petition 780) et ale should 
be granted to- the extent provided in the tollowing order. 

This proceeding shOlll.d remain open to consj.derfureher 
interim decisions and ord.ers as ,the circumstances may require. 

INTERIM ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that: 
1. The cost offset or dattml plane methods round to be appropriate 

by Decision No. 76353 (1969), 70 CPUC 277, for rerlecting in the 
established minimtml rates the periodic changes in certain 'cost factors 
underl~g the current level of such rates should give consideration 
during the present fuel emergency to· like periodic adjustments in 
und.erlying fuel cost factors. 
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2. D\lring the c:urrent emergency changes in fuel costs which . 
occur be'tween cos't offset proceedings shall be reflected in the several 
minirznlm ra'te tariffs by the publica'tion of an interim emergency fuel 
cos't o£.fset surcharge. Computation of such surcharge shall be predi
cated upon the fuel cost surCharge factors set forth in AppendiX B. 

3. The 3 percent interim emergency fuel cost offset surcharge 
established February 11, 1974 in Minimum Rate Ta:ri£fs l-B, 2, 3-A, 
4-B, 6-B, 7-A, S, 9-B, 10, ll-A, 12, 13·, l4-A, 15, 17-A, lS~ 19, and 
20 by Decision No. 82453 issued February 5, 1974 is hereby .amended 1;0 

provide that such surcharge will apply only .to the charges· resul'ting· 
uc.der the minimum rate 'tari.!:f' sections and i'tems speci.f'icallyset: forth 
in Appendix C. 

4. All other relief sought by the California Trucking AS$oeia,:", 
tion in this proceeding is denied. 

5. ThiS proceeding shall remain open to consider further interim 
decisions and orders by the Commission as the eX1s'ting.c1rCumstances 
surrounding the presen't fuel emergency may require. 

The effective date of this order is the date hereof. 
Da'ted at Sa.:a..F'rnnei!c~, CalifOrnia, this ..z!~ 

day of MAY , 1974. 

-$-

Comm1:l:1onerJ •. P.. Vulc4s1n.··3r •• being 
nece:.s.ar11y ab:ent... did not. par:t1'c1pat.o. 
in \he d1!Jl'O!J1t'o~ .ot;~s·Proco'od1ng; 
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LIST OF APPEARANCES 

Petitioner: Richard W. Smith, Attorney at Law, and H. Hughes, for 
Cali!ornia Truckiiig ASsociation. 

Respond.ents: Knapp, Gill, Hibbert &: Stevens, by ~ C. Knapp, 
Attorney at Law, for Bekins Moving & Storage Co., ~on Moving 
& Storage Co., United Van Lines, Inc., and. NACAL, Inc.; Robert 
C. Johnson, also :£or Bekins Mov1ng & Storage Co •• John C. 
SutherIana, for Haslett Co. - E. K. Anderson and tee P1':tst.er, 
'lor tJiIlig F~ight Line~; Afm.ana Ker,:p, ! or Rogers Mot.~r ~ress; 
James A. Nenl, for Cali£ornia Movl.ng & Storage Assoc:l.atl.on and 
Revil Storage Co.; Eleanore C. Hallsworth, for Robert F. Halls
worth Trucking; Betty M. HUnter, l:or Johll R. Hunter Trucking; 
waZEe Varozza and Joe MacDonala, for Cali.fornia MO'tor Express; 
J.. Briggs, for PCP Transport.ation Co.; John Mcsween~, for 
Uelta Lines, Inc.; John Cdoxta, for Shippers trliperiaI c .. ; 
Edward J. Maurer, for Genera! Delivery Service; Dan Keener, for 
Reeney Tru.ck Lines; and Silver, Rosen, Fisher & SteCher, -by 
~ranville Harper, Attorney at Law, for General Overland Auto 

ransport. 

Interested Parties: Fred' R. COvine;!?n, Douglas J. ReVlolds, and 
Ge~e Foster, t"or Kaiser cement &: Gypsum Corporatl.on; Verne 
¥o ick, for Los Angeles Area Chamber of Commerce; E. o. BIackman, 

or california Dump Truck Owners Association; E. R. RohOdes, ror 
Monolith Portland Cement Co.- Don B. Shields and ~lil~on W. Flack, 
Attorney at. Law, for Highway' Carriers Association; Robert A. 
Kormel, for Pacific Gas and Electric Canpany- H. Woll'i' and P. W. 
POllock, for Fibreboard Corporation- Asa Button, tor Spreck~ 
Sugar Di!ision, Amstar Corporation;'CEarIes K. Rivera, !or . 
Calii'ornl.a Grape & Tree Fruit League- Warren P. Ivtayhugh, for Mobl.l 
Oil Corp.; Howard W. Hayge, for National Car COrporation; Robert 
~heridan, for Morton Sal.t. Co. - Thcmas W. Anderson, for California 

ivision, General Portland Inc. - Vernon Hampton, .for Certain-Teed 
Products; J. M. CWlninJIham and w. A. WatKins, r Or Bethlehem Steel 
Corporation; Jess J. tcher, for ca:G1'ornia Manufacturers· . 
Association; David Handei and Calhoun E. Jacobson, for Traffl.c 
1f~gers Conference of California- Wi.Lliam D. Mayer, for Canners 
League of California; Gordon G. Gale, for the Clorox company !
~orge B. Shannon, .for SoutEwestern Portland Cement Co.; Wil iam 
f'l.l.tze, 1'orEverside Cement Company- Robert R. Seifert, l'or 
Raiser S~eel Corpora~ion; James R. Foote ana: G~ ~o. fctr 
Associated Independ<ent owner-operators, Inc., ~Phe , £CIr 
Cali! ornia Asphalt Pavement AssOCiation,; J. Grant l.ncent. and 
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Don Rein~, for Southern caJ.i£ornia Rock Products Association; 
Scott J. Wl.lcott, Attorney at Law, for Conrock Co.; Norman I. 
MoIaug, tor J. C. Penny Canpany; James G. O-Neill, for sateway 
Stores, Inc., C. H. Caterino, for The Piintkote co., Pioneer 
Division; Jon t. sacChetti, :for Shell Oil Canpany; w. T. Barklie, 
for Calif'onUa Porerana Cement. Co.; Charles T. Elkins:t tor "Mat'tel 
Toys, Inc.; L1Oj'd E. BarMC' for The Stanaard Lgister Co~; ~ 
Aden, for Western Tra:r l.C onf'erence; and C. Fred Imhof, for . 
lnCt'Ustrial Asphalt·. . 

Cc:mmission Staf:f: Janice E. Kerr, Attorney at Law, Robert E. Walker, 
and· Clyde T. Neary. 
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Surcharge Increases 
To be Applied to the Camnission' s Several 

Minimum Rate 'l'ari£fs Based on a ;-, 10-, and 
12-cent Increase Per Gallon in Fuel Costs 

% of Increase ~ of Increase 
In Minimum In Mi n i Tn'1lDl 
Rates Based Rates Based. 
On a ;-Cent On a lQ-Cent 
Increase in Increase in 

Min:imum Rate Tariff' Fuel Costs Fuel Costs 

2 tTL '(Minimum weirt 
10,000 Ibs. * 1 

TL, 1 It 
Sa'Wmill refuse' and 
Wood.' eb.ips 2 4t 

1-B. '~ 
, 

19 . t 1 
9-B ) 
.3 li 3, 
4. Hourly t 1 

Distance 1 2 
6-A 2 4t 
7-A, 17-A, 20 1t .3 
S: LTL 1 2t 

'1'L 1i .3 
10 2 4 
ll-A 1 2 
12· . 1t 3 
l3 1 2 
14- 1 2i-
lS 2i- 5 

% of Increase 
In Minimum 
Rates Based 
On a 12-Cent 
Increase in 
Fuel Costs: 

1 
1i-
5' 

1 

.3i-
1 
2 
; 
.3i-
.3 : 
3t. 
4t 
2 

3.f , .. , 

2 

3· 
"' "6 



l; 

~ 

Minimum Rate TarU£ 

Items 120 (Par. a, 
mileage'~ . charge )" 452 
(mileage rates), 45~, 
4$2',· (mileage .. rates), 
4ee~ 500, and': 510 
( Cents· per mile)., 

APPENDIX B 
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Amount of 
Increase 
In Minimllm 
Rates Based 
On a 5-Cent 
Increase 'in 
Fuel Costs 

.Amount of' 
Increase 
In Minfmu%n 
Rates Based 
On a lO-Cent 
Increase in 
Fuel Costs 

(In Cents. Permle) 

!rucks'withoat trailers, 
2 axle t 1 

lll. other, 'units ·or 
motor power equip-
ment 1 2 

Amount of 
Increase·, 
In ·Minimtml 
Rates :Based. 
en a 12-Cent 
Increase in 
·Fuel Costs 

It 

2i 
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(The following tariff sections and items contain 
the rates and charges to be increased by 3~ 
in accordance with Decision No. 82453) 

Minimllm Rate Tar:Lf:f l-B' 

I~ 160 - Charges for Escort Services - mileage charges only 
. in Paragraph (a) 

Item 270 - Minimum Charge 
Section 2 - Class, Ra:tes ' 
Section 3 - Camnodity Rates, (Except Nates in Items 840 & 8;0) 
Section 5 - Hourly truck Rates ' . 
Minimum Rate Tariff 2 
Supplement7S -Central Coastal Territory Surcharges 
Item 45, Section 2 (Increase resulting charge) 
Item l24 - Charges for Escort Service - mileage charge only in 

Paragraph (a) 
Item 149 - Small Shipment Service 
Item 150 - Minimum Charge , 
Item l74 - Stringing Services (Except Note 3) 
Item 179-2 - Pool Shipments - Paragraphs (a) and (d) only 
It.ems l$5-l through 187-3 - Temperature Control Service (Increase 

resulting charge) 
Item 265 - Parcel Deliveries - (Except Note) 
Item 330.6 - Minimum Charge in Footnote (1) 
Sections, 2, 3, and 3 .. 5 - Class & Commodi ty Rates (Except the rates 

containeo. in Parag;-aph 2 of Item 653t, 
Items 670, 720-l, 720-2, 755, and Note 1 
of Item 775.) 

Minimum Rate Tari££ 3-A: 
_. t" 

Sections 2 and 3 - Livestock & Dairy Cattle Rates 

Minimum Rat'e Tari££' ,4-3 

Item 330 - Hourly Rates (Exceptadditiollal. helpers,: per man) 
The application of surCharges in Supplement 26 to Charges conputed 
under: 

Items 3007 320, and 340 - Distance Rates 
Paragraph 1 of' Item 360 

Minimum Rate Tar1£:f' 7-A 
Section 2 - Distance Rates (Except Items 260 and 280) 
Section J - Hourly Rates . 
Sect.ion 4 - Rates fran Production Areas to Delivery Zones 
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Min:itnum Rate Tariff 8 
P" 

The application of surcharges in Supplement 40 to charges canpu~ed 
under: 

Item 155 - Re£r1geration-Icing 
Item 157 - Retrigerat1on-Mechanical (Increase resulting 

charge) 
Item 160 - Minimum Charge 
See-tion 2 - Distance Camnodity Rates (Except Note 7 or 

Item 309) 
Section 3 - Special Los Angeles Area Rates . 
Section 4 - Special San Francisco Area and East Bay Area. 

Rates 

Y,·inimum Rate Tariff 9-B. 

Item,150 - Charges !orEscort Service - mileage charge only in 
. . P.a:ragraph (a) 

It,em 210. - Minimtml Charge 
S¢ction :2 - Rate Bases and Rates (Except Note 2 0'£ Item 420) 
S~ction) Equipment Rates and Rules (EXcept Paragraph (e) or Item 

;00) 

Y.inimumRate Tar-if:! ll~A 

Item 60 - Application or Rates 
Item 100' - Min''imum, Charge 
Section 3 - Rates' '. 
Item·420 - Distance Incentive Rates (Except Note 4) 

Minimum Rate Tari£f'14-A 
Item.180 - Field' Pickup Shipnent 
Section :3 - Distance Camnodity Rates 
Section 4 - Territorial Camnodity Rates 
Section; . - Distance Camnod.:ity ,Rates 
Section 6 - Distance Canmociity Rates 

Minimum Rate T.ariff 15 

Section 2 - Base Yearly Vehicle Unit Rates (Except the additional 
charges :in Footnotes (5·)~ (6)7 (7). and Notes :3 and 4. of 

. Item 200; and (S) and Notes :3 and 4. or. It.em 211) 
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Section :3 - Base Monthly Vehicle Un:i.t Rates (Except. the additional 
charges in Footnotes (5), (6), (7), and Notes 3 and 4 of 
Item 300, and (8) and. Notes 3 and 4 of Item 3ll) 

Section 4 - Base Weekly Vehicle Unit Rates (Except the add1-cional 
e:..arges in Footnote (5) and Notes 3 and 4. o£ I-cem 400; 
Notes 3 and 4. of Item 4ll) 

Section 4-A - Hourly Vehicle Unit Rates (Except Note 2 of Item 451, 
Note 4 ot Item 452, and Items 457 and 460) 

Section 4-B - Hourly Vehicle Uni-c Rates (Except Note 2 of Item. 4$l, 
Note 40f Item 482, and I~ 4S7 and 490) 

Items 500 and 510 - Mileage Rates 
Item ;20 - Daily Vehicle Unit Rates tor Saturdays,. Sundays and 

Holidays . . 

Minimum Rat~ Tarit£-17-A 

Item 120 - Application of Tari£f'-Rates-San Diego County Origins 
Item 300 - Canputation of Charges - Returned or Diverted Shipments 
Item 320 - Canpu-cation of Charges for Shipments to Delivery Zones 

for which Specific Zone Rates are not provided. 
Item 340 - Canputation of Charges for Shipments to Destinations 

~tside a System of Delivery Zones 
Item 420 - Rates for Dry Mixtures of Rock, Sand, and Gravel (wi-ch or 

without Cement) in Bat.ches 
Sections 3 through 16 - Zone Rates 

Minimum Rate Tariff lS 

Item 240 - Charges for Escort Service - mileage charges- only in 
. Paragraph (b)l ..' 

Item 28S - Carrier Consolidated Service 
Section 2 ~ Rates 

Minimum Rate Tarit.£' 19' 

I-ceml04 - Charges·ror Escort Service - mileage charges only in 
.. . Paragraph (a) . 

Item,200 - ~Dimum Charges 
~etion :3 - Class Rates· 
Section 4 - Coc:modit1 Rates (Except Note in Iten:. 42S? and (2) .in 

Item 460) 
Section ; - Hourly Rates 
Item 590 - Speeial Rates (Except Note 2) 

MinimmnRate T ari£f 20 

I-cem 140 - Application of ':tariff Types of Eq,uipment 
Item' 300 - Computation of Charges for Shipments to Delivery Zones 

for which SpecifiC Zone Rates are no~ provided 
Item 320 - Computation o~ Charges £or Shipments to Destinations 

Outside a System or Delivery Zones 
Item 340 - Canputation of Charges - Returned or Diverted.Shipments 
Sections 2 through 6 -.Zone Rates 


