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Decision No. 84572 
" ,.' , . 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC' UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE' OF CALIFORNIA, 

In the Matter of the Investigation ), 
into the constructive mileage and 
related rules and: provisions of all? 
highway earriers~relating to- the ) 
transportation of. any and all 
commodities between all, points 
in California· (including~.bTlt,not 
liml: ted to,. construetivemileages 
provided in the, Distance Table). ' 

) 

) 

Case' No-. , 7024' 
Order Setting Hearing" 31 

(Filed· June, l2'~ ,,19,72) , 

) 

------------------------------) 
ORDER DENYING REHEARING 

AND FURtHER STAY OF DECISION NO. 84332 

The Commission issued Decision No. 84332 on 

April 15~ 1975. That·decision adopted: the mileages, maps, rules 

and other provisions specified in the Commission staff sponsored 
~ '. . . . 

Exhibits 31-9', 31-10, 31-11 and 31-28 in Case No-. 7024 (OSH 31) 
as Distance Table 8. (DTS). California. TrucJcing Association J.C'rA) 

filed 4. petition for reconsideration or rehearing of Deeision' No-. 
, ." , 

84332' on April 25, 1975-. . ' 

While the petition for rehearing of c:rA cites, numerous 
allegAtions of error, 'the central theme' of the petition appears 
to be thAt erA objects to the Commission's decision to. limit Dl'S' 
to 'those revisions· recommended by the Cotcmission staff. The 

'.. ~ . 

distance table was planned so that periodic revisions could be 

made when major changes have. occurred' in factors affecting construc­

tive Ddleage. All possil>le changes in the distance ta.bl~'need n~t 
be made 4t each revision.. Tbe Commission did, not abuse its'dis­
cretion· in limiting the revisions in DT8. 

One allegation of· error rais.ed by the petitioner. requires 
us to. clarify a portion of Decision No. 8.4332. The :Petitioner argues 

that finding number 17 of 'the subject decision is in error: because 

it prejudges the necessity for modification of minimumrate':tariffs • 

. 1. ,. 
'" ' 
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" 

Finding number 17 sta.tes: "DTS when applied in conjunction with 

minimum rate tariffs, subject thereto,. 'iri~l result in just,. reasonable ,. 
and nondiscrimina:tory minimum rates • _ . " • Conclusion, 2 of' Decision 

No. 84332 states tha~: 
" 

ft ••• f'Urther hearings should :be held in' ,Case 
No. 5432 ('OSH 806) to determine thp, amendments­
required in tariffs governed by the distance tal>le 
as a. result of changes in DTS and Dora: shall super­
sede DT7 as the governing distance table to the 
extent and in the manner determined in those 
proceedJ.ngs. Ii CemPbC¥sis added} 

Decision No. 8"'332 has in IlO-. way prejud:ged nor limited the 

issues that might ,be raised in case No. 5432- ,COSH" 806)" nor, willDTS. 
be applied to a particular tariff untii that tariff hltsbeen, reviewed 
in that ease. 

After considering each and every allegation set forth in 
the petition". we are of the opinion that good cause for reconsider­
atio~ reh&aring and further stay has not been shown. 

THEREFORE,. IT IS ORDERED that reconsider,ation, rehearing 

and further stay of Decision No. 84332: is denied'. , 

The effecti~e date of this order shall be the 'date 
hereof. 

Dated at ' Sm Francisco 

day. JUWe; ~" 1975. 


