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Decision No. 8~6SS 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC' UTILITT...ES COMMISSION OF THE STArE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter o£ the Investigation 
into the ratesp rules p regulatioIlS r 
Charges. al10wances p and practices 
o£ al.1 common carriers and highway 
carriers relating to the transpor­
tation or cement. and related products 
( commodities for which rates are 
proVided 1n Mtn1mum Rate Tar1££ 10). 

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

Case No'. 5440 
Petition for lI.od:t.ficat1on No. 95 
(Filed January 20, 1975; amended 

January 24 and Apr:U 9, 197;") 

Richard W. Smith, Attorney at Law, and Herbert; W. 
Hughes, ~or cali£orn1a Tracking Association, 
petitioner. 

tes Calkins, tor Les Calkins Trucking; t y s. 
Bruton and Mike Y.all1n, tor Miles &: n's 
Trucking Service, Inc.; Stanley: A.. Ziganti, 
tor CAP Transport, Inc.; Earl Hudson, for 
Hudson Trucking; Donald L. Denney, :tor L. R. 
Denney, Inc.; Kenneth ChaSe Fa.irburn, for 
Fairburn Transport; Henry F1kse and John 
Henry F1kse, for Fikse Bros., Inc.; AlC'ole, 
:for !tax Binswallger Trucking; and Frar..k R. Golzen, 
for Universal Transport System; respondents. 

~- J. Nicolaus, by Ellr.er Steege, tor Western 
¥.otor Tariff' Bureau; G-eorge B. Shannon, for 
Southwestern Portland Cement Co.; J ~mes rtl. 
Q.~ll~gher~ for The Flintkote Co .. , Calaveras 
Cement DiVision; Eugene R. Rhodes, tor 
~onOlith Portland Ce~2nt C9mp~nR; Christo~her 
~utier and Jim S. McGah5a, for aiser Cecent 

Gypsum COrp.; T. W. An erson, for General 
POrtland, Inc., caIii'ornia bivision; William 
or. Barklie, for Call£ornia Portland Cement 
~.; :e: J. Bertana, for Lone Star Industries, 
Inc.; and w1iii~m Mitzepfor Riverside Cement 
Co.; interested par:e1es. 

Frederick W. Fol:&-and George L. Hunt., £or the 
CommiSSion at • 
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OPINION -------,..-, 
Minimum Rate Tariff 10 (MaT 10) contains rates~ rules, and 

charges governing the highway transportation of cement. and relat«l 
commodities, in bt:lk and in packages, 'Within Calii'ornia. The 
California Truek1Dg Association (eTA) requests that the present. 
cement rates named in Items 205 and' 210 of MRT 10 £or Northern and 
Southern Territories be increased so as to of:£set increases incurred 
by cement carriers for labor, vehicle equipment, and certain running 
costs.V . 

Public hearing of Petition 95 was held before Examiner 
Gagnon at San Francisco on April 21, 1975. A cost supervisor for 
CTA presented cost. and rate evidence in support of the sought re11e:t. 
There are no protests. 

The cement rates named in 1m 10 were last. revised on 
July 1, 1974 pursuant to Deeision No. $,3010 dated June 19, 1974.£1 
The decision increased the rates 'by 5 percent to o££set. fuel cost 
increases etf'ective through April 1974. The level or the current 
cement rates also renectscost ofi"set increases. adopted by Dec:tsion 
No. 82624 of lIarch 19~ 1974 (Petition a» which renectslabor costs 
ef'feetive July 1, 1974, maintenance costs detencined prior to 1966, 
and vehicle investment costs as o£ 1972 and. earlier. 

Since the cement rates were last adjusted the carriers' 
costs for labor, vehicle investment~ and vehicle operating costs have 
or will materially increase. !he cost supervisor presented the 

11 The northern and southern rate territories are described in 
Items 80 and 200 o~ the tariff. 

Y Due to error in printing~ Decision No. 83010 in Case No. 5440 
was erroneously distributed as Decision No. 83030,. 
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res':.1lts of a study he conducted pertaining to the iIicreased cos'tS of 
trQ$portiog cexx:ent for the year 1975. The cost se-..ldy constitutes 
a further updating of the historical cost data of record underlyiDg; 

. the existing level of MIa 10 rates:t as modified by Exhibit 83"-1 
(Decision No. 82624) to reflect 1974 costs of operations. A com­
parison of the July 1974 hourly labor cost data with c:tA.'s July 1975· 
project:ed cost daea follows: 

TABLE 1 

Northern Territory 
July 1, 

Southern Territoty 

Costs Factors 1974 1975 ..L 
Base hourly Wage $6.500 $ 6.910* 6.31 
Holidays - funeral leave .'237 .283 19.41 
Premium earnings .715.760 6.29 
Vacation .329 .372 13.07 
Comp. insurance .295 .346· 17.29 
Payroll taxes- .404 .473- 17.0S 
Heal.th, wel.1"are, & 

July 1, 
1974 1975 

$5.690 $6.200* 
.161 .175 
.569 .620 
.199 .21~ 
.295 .353 
.350 .410 

pension • 91Z 1.035 12. ~ .571 • m 
Total direct labor $9.397 $10.179 ~.32 $7.841 $8.70} 

* Includes cost,. ot: liVing allowance of ll¢ . 
e££ect1ve July 1, 1974 and ll¢ effective 
JuJ.y 1, 1975. 

% -$.96 
8.70 
S.96 
9or55 

19.66 
17.14 

26.00 
10.99 

Under present. labor agreements the base wage rate tor 
cement drivers in the Northern Territory Will increase by 30 cents 
per hour, plus an additional 11 cents per hour cost of living adjust­
ment, on July 1, 1975. Elnployer contribution to the health. and 
welf"are fund increases by $2.50 per man per week, as does the 
contribution to the pension f'und. The base wage rate for drivers 1n 

the Southern Territory Will increase by 40 cents per hour, plus a 
cost of' living allowance of II cents per hour, as of July 1, 1975. 

The total employer contribution to health and welfare and pension 
1'unds amounts to $31.70 per man per month. Table 1 shows· that. as o£ 
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July 1975 the cement ca.~ers in Northern and So~ehern 
Territories Will incur increases in their total hourly direct labor 
costs amountiDg to 8 • .32 percent and 10.99 percent, :-espectively_ 
In Decision No. 82624 it is noted that. lAbor cOllStittttes about 50 
percent of" the cement carriers total cost of: operations. On this 

basis alone, increases of" approximately 4 to 5 percent in the current 
level of' 1m 10 rates would be indicated und'er established cost. offset 
procedures. 

The historical cost ciata £or equipment, taxes, l1cense'£ees, 
and £Uel, as updated by Decision No. $2624 (Petition S3) to re£lect-
1974 operating experiences, were brought £or~ by r:tA to renect 
1975 level of" costs. This was accomplished by using data sources 

and methodology similar to that employed by r::tA in its Petition 83: 
(Decision No. 82624). A comparison of" this phase of: the histOrical 

eost data With the like 1975 updated cost data developed by the r:tA 
tOllows: 
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Egu!:oment. 

2-axle tractor 
Tra1l1:l.g 'Wl1 ts: 

l-axle semitrailers 
Pneu.ca.tie 
G~aV1ty 
Flatbed 

2-axle semitrailers 
-Pneumatic 
Gravity 
Flatbed 

TABLE 2 

Total Fixed & Taxes 
Depr. Cost And Licenses 
Per Year Cost Per Year, 1m. m 1974 19'7£ 

$2,.;340 $2,460 $515 $520 

946 973 l62 l64 
7SS $10 123 125 m 2$0 as es 

1,093 1,190 202 210 
922- 9$'4 190 194 
50) 407 161 154 

(1) Decision No. $3030, Table 1. 

" 

~ 

Weighted 
Average 

Fuel Cos.t 
Per Gallon 

Iffi iffi· It~5 
$.301 $.440 $.432 

(2) Table 3 of Appendix A attached to the 
verified stateme:o:t (Peti~ion 95). 

Table 2 shows that the weight.ed average fuel cost experi­
enced by both northern and southern California. cement carriers 
amounted to $0.301 per gaJ.lon as 0'£ December 1m. '!his average 1"t:.el 
cost is also shown to have increased 1).9 cents ~o $0.440 per gallon 
as of April 1974. The 13.9 cents per g:.1llon increase in ~e1·costs 
·..:as 1"ully ottset by a ~ percent increase in MRT 10 rates pursuant to 

Decision No. $3010. ~ this proceed~ petitioner has deterc1ned 
that the cu..'"'Tent. 1975 average fuel cost is approximately the- same as 
that eompu't;ed for April 1974. The sought cost of"£'set adjustment in 

~ 10 rates should not, there:tore, include a:tJ.y factor for f'u.el cost 
increases. 

The total adjusted cost per ::"00 pouncIz for transporting 
cement under the ProVisions of mT 10, <loS determined by the CTA. 0 e 
cost superv1sor, establishes a July 1975 datum p-lane :tor measuri:lg 

the increases il:. the JuJ.y 1974 historical. costs of" record.. The- over­

aJ.l average percentage increases th~ dete:r::::1noo· to%"' various lengths 
0'£ hacl are: 
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Type of' Servi ce· 

Pneumatic hoppers 
GraVity hoppers 

Average 

TABLE '3 
Bt.uk C~ment. 

(1) (2) 

17.~ 20.~ 
16.16 19'.43 
16.99 20.17 

Sack Cement. 
sand load & unload 15.02 19.22 
Power load & unload, 16.10 19.71 

Average 15.56 19.47 
(1) Northern Territory .. 
(2) Southern Territory. 

e. 

Under established cost. of':tset.. procedures the average 
percentage increases in total cement costs noted in Table '3 would 
constitute ~he basis for the sought adjustment in MRT 10 eemen~ rates. 
EOl-Iever, the percentage increases in the total cement costs wh.1eh 

have be on smmnarized in Table' 3 are substan1;ia!ly higher than tho ' 
:proposed increases in rates. It is explained ~hat this is brought 
about by the eJ,!minat1on of' 3IJ.y consideration for fuel cost increases 

, reflected 1n CTA' s totaJ. cost. proj ect.ions noted in Table 3 but 
P~Viously orfset by the adjustment in rates p~suant to Decision 
No .. $3010. Secondly, since it is urged. t!J.at crA~s rate proposal be 

mad.e effective prior to the cost 1ncreaaes ef':tective on July 1, 
1975, the proposed level or rates is less than 'WOuld otherwise result 

'I.!O.d.er the f'ull impact of' such labor cost inereases. Thirdly~ the 
cost supervisor eX!)lains th.at. "discussion 'With .ship~r interests as to 

cost changes~ cost now-throu.gA~ :::Iarketing p~terns, a:ld tim-tng o£' 
rate Changes dict3ted that the re11e£ sought be held to an absol~e 
mSn:i~ .. and that one increase be sOught to avoid costly paperwork in 
adjt:.'st!:lg, the pricing structure of' the variOUS mills.. ~ 

Under CTA' s rate proposal the rates named in Items 205 3Ild 

210 o~ MaT lO :tor 'bulk ce.cent. would be increased as l"ollows: 
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I 
, I' 

!ABI:.E 4-
Amount. of P::-ol?,2sed Increases in Bulk Ce'ment Rate~ 

(In cents per 100 pot.:l:lds) 
Y.ilc!,!gc ~te5 

.&It Not lktth;m T~rry Sout~ern ~::t9rY Over Over ~ ~ - Pre~nt Pro sed Present Pro sed 

5 10 17-3/4 1~ 7.8- 9- ll1 2.8-:20 25 J.4i- 15 3·4 11 2.:3-45 50 20 ~ 2.5 16Z lSZ l2.3 95 100 29:t 'Jl-3/4 8.5 24- 2b S.~ 145 150 3S 1/2 lO.5 32 36 l2.5-190 200 45 4~ 10.0 4D 44t ,11 .. :> 240 250 52t 5'& lO.J. 47-3/4 52-3/4- 10.5-290 300 ~. 64- 9.4 5l4- 59i- 9.7 380 400 72 m 10-4 66-3/4 74 10.9 400 500 S4-3/4 94t ll.5 80 89:: 11.9 

-., 
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It is estimated that the present cement rates for Northern 
and Southern Territories 'W1ll be increased generally by 9 and 10 
percent, respectively, should the CTA's rate proposal be adopted. 
From the Commission's Data Bank reports for 1m. the sta££" has 

determined that 3Drmal adjusted revenues earned under MtT 10 for the 
year 1974 amounted to apProximately $26,354,,000. On this- basis. an 
overall average increase of 9i- percent. in MtT" 10' rates would produce 
about $2,500,000 in additional cost of'£~t, revenues.. The ~AfS cost 
data and rate proposal 'Were discussed with various representatives 
of the cement industry. The cost supervisor is. of the op1n:1on that 

CTA • $ rate proposal refieets the best ef'f'orts of all pareies- concerne~~ 
to maintain a health)" transportation structure for the distr:tbution 
of" cement in California. 
Findings 

1. The xn:tn:lmwn cement rates named in 1vRT 10 were last revised 
by Decision No. 82624 dated March 19, 1974 (Petition S3) and by 

Decision No. 8.3010 dated June'lS, 1974 (Petition 89). The rates 
established by' Decision No. $2624 reflect labor costs e.ff'ective 
July 1, 1974, maintenance costs determined prior to 1966, and vehicle 
investment costs as ot 1972 and earlier. The last adjustment in 

leT 10 rates on July 1, 1974 pursuant to DeciSion No. $3010 resulted 
in a 5 percent increase in rates to of'f'set increased, fuel -<:Osts 
effective through April 1974-

2. Under existing labor agreements the wage costs and other 
allied. payroll expenses of' the cement carriers operating under the 
proVisions of MRT 10 Will increase substantially on July 1, 1975. 
Petitioner has dem)nstrated that carriers operatiDg 1n Northern and 

Southern Territories Will experience increases in their total direct 

labor costs amounting to 4.)2 percent and 10.99 percent. respectively_ 
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3.. Decision No. 82624 states that labor costs ~onSt~e 
abo'llt 50 percent of the cement carriers'total operat.:tng'expenses. 
0:1 thi's bas1sp a 4 to ;, percent increase in MRT 10 rates would be 
justified under established procedures to offset the July 1, 1975 
direct l~bor costs. 

4. Petitioner· s study o~ 'the cost of transportirlg cement. for 
the year 1975 shows substantive increases in the h1sto%,"1cal fixed 
equipttent and rtmtl1ng costs underly'.ng the ex:tstiDg level of· MRr 10 
rates. 

5. Petitioner's cost. data for 1975 indicate 1ncre~es ra~ng 
from 15 percent to 20 percent in the total costs for transporting 

.11. 

cement un.der the current level of m 10 rates. Suclf proje.cted , . , 

1D.creases 1n total costs are overstated to theextent:,;;hey':r~nect 
, increases in fuel costs preViously offset by a 5 ~~c~nt' .1n·cr.eas~ 'in 

:MaT 10 rates.'" " . 

6. Ux:der petitioner~~, cost oi"f'set rate proposal the diStance 
cement rates named 1n 1m 10 would be increased by vSrying amC>ttnts 
ranging' from 2 percent to 12 percent. The overall averege increase 
-amoim.is to approx1ma.tely 9t percent. 

7 • The percentage increases in the total adjusted costs for 
~port1ng cement under the proVisions of MtT 10 are higher .than 
'the·related cost o££set rate increases proposee by petitioner. 

S. The sought cost o££set increase in MRT 10 rates is less th~ 
the related inerease in the tot61 ad.justed costs for transportillg: ~ 
cement'und.er MRX 10 due to (1) petitioner's, e11cinat1on o~ any prior 
eO:1Sideration for fuel cost l.ucreases,. (2) pet:itioner's request that 
its rate ,~roposal be made effective prior to July 1975

7 
and (3) the 

competitive factors surro'londiug the -tDa~~ting and dis tr'Lbution. of' 
cem~t 'within Ca11forn:ta. 
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9. Pe~itioner's proposed speci£!c rate increases have been 
sho'Wn to be j'tlStif"1ed. The proposed overall averago increase o£ 9t 
percen~ in rates ~11 generate approximately $2,500,000 in additional 
revenues. 

10. The increased rates found justified herein constitute the 
just, reasonable, and nondiscriminatory minimum rates £or the trans­
POrtation ot cement and related commodities by h1ghway carriers. 
Con cl usions 

1. Petition tor lwbdi£1cation No. 95, as amended, in Case No. 
5440 should be granted and MRl' 10 revised accOrd1ngly. 

2. The revision ot :rm 10 rates should be made e.ff'"ect1ve 
July l, 1975 to 1"acllitate the pr1ciDg and marketing ot cement by the 
various cement mills. 

3. Common carriers should be authorized to depart from the 
long- and short-haul provisions of" Section 461.5 of" the Public 
Utilities Code to the exten~ necessary- to eITectuate the tarlIT 
changes ordered herein. 

New Regul.l.to;ry Program 

'lhe Comn1 ssion intends that the rates establiahed pursuant 
to this order will expire in 150 days. The Comm:r.ssion intends to 
implement a new regulatory program within the l5O-day period> which 
will ,require the filing of tariffs by all highway permit carriers. 

'!he new regulatory program will be incorpora.ted in supple­
mental orders in these proceedings which will be i.c;;sued within 30 

days.. In the event hearing is required, i.t is contemplated that such 
hearings will be held,and a final decision will be issued within. a 

90-day period. In the event a final decision is not: issued within 
that period, the Commission contemplat:es freezing the min.imum rates 
at the end of the lSO-day period at: the levels esta.1:>lished prior to­
t:b.ose resulting from the order herein. 
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ORDER -----
IT IS ORDERED" that: 

1. Minimum Rate Tariff 10 (Appendix A to Decision No. 4463S~ 
as amended) is further amended by incorporating therein, to become 

effective July 19~ 1975~ Eleventh Revised Page 12 ... A and Ninth Revised 
Page 12-3~ attached hereto and by this reference made a part hereof. 

2. Common carriers subject to the Public Utilities Act~ to the 
extent that they axe subject to Decision No. 44633, as amended, are 
hereby directed to es tablish in their eariffs the increases necessary 
to confoxm with the further adjustments ordered herein. 

3.' Common carriers maintaining rates on a level other than the 
minimim rates £or transportation for which rates are prescribed in 
Minimum Rate 'l'ariff 10 are authorized eo increase such rates by the 
same amounts authorized by this decision for Minimum Rate Tariff 10 
rates. 

4. Common carriers maintaining rates on the same level as 
Minimum Rate Tariff 10 rates for the transportation of commodities 
t.m.d/or for transportation not subject to Minimum Rate Tariff 10 are 
authorized to increase such rates by the same amounts authorized by 
this decision for Minimum. Rate Tar1.ff 10 rates. 

S. Common earr1ers maintaining rates at levels other than the 
minimum rates for the transportation of commodities and! or for trans­
portation not subject to Minimum Rate Tariff 10 are authorized to 
increase such rates by the same am~ts authorized by this decision 
for Minimum Rate Tariff 10 rates. 

&. Tariff publications required or authorized to be made by 
common ca:r1ers as a result of this order "Shall; 'be ffl'ed, not earlier 

. .. . ~ ... . 
than the effec:ti.ve date of this order -and may- be -made- effective not 
earlier than July 19,. 1975, on not less than five days. t notice to, the 

Commission and to the public; such tariff publicatiotlS as are required 
shall be made effective not later than. .July 19, 1975; and as to tariff 
publications which are authorized but not required, the authority 
shall expire unless exercised within sixty days af1:er the effective 
date of this order. 
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7. Coamon carriers~ in establish1n.g and ma.in1:a.1ning the rates 

authorized by this order ~ are authorized to depart from the provisions 
of S.a::tio'll 461.5 of the Public Utilities Code 'to ~e extene neces~.=y 

~ adjust long- and short-haul departures now maint:ained under out­
s':cnding authoriz.:ltions; s~ outstanding authorizations a:e he:eby 

cO<ii.fied only to the extent necess3.ry to comply iln.'th this order; and 
sched~cs cout8.'{ning the rates published under tb.1s au'tho.-ity shall 
make reference to the prior orders au~or1z1ng long- and short-haul 
departures and to this order_ 

8. In all other respects Decision No. 4463S~ as. atne:lded~ shall 
rema~n in full force and effect. 

The effeeti.ve ci.ate. of this ordu is the date he::eof. 
Dated at San 'Francilc» , Cal1fornia, this r~ 

day of JUlY ,1975. 

--- .... ,.. ... ~ ... ... . ... - • • 

~ ~ 
~ 

~ - ...: 

~ • 

. . . . . , .. . . 
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MIN.MOM RAT~ TARIFF 10 

SECTION 2-AA-:ES ;N CQ.":S PER 100 POQNt)S :tn:M 

NOR'l'UI:RN '!'Ell.R:':O~ ~ 

Mlt.ES I AA'!'l:S MII.ES RATES 

But NOt I llut Not 
OVer Over . (l)Bl.ll1t (2)Saek OVer Ovor (l)l3l.1llc CZ)S4cl<: 

0 3 lllot 131s 145 150 42 44 
:I 5 12" 14~ 150 160 43l,. 4~~ 
~ 10 13~ l~ 160 170 4$ 47 10 15 13J, l~l" 170 180 461( 4a~. 

l~ 20 14~ 1~ 180 190 48 50' 

20 2S 15 17 190 200 49" Sllos 25 30 161, 18~ 200 210 5l~ ~31( 
30 35 161, la'. 210 220 52~ 5-4),( 
35 40 18 19~, 220' 230 5-4 .~ 40 45 19~ 21 230 240 55" 57~ . 45 50 201, 221, 240 2$0 57" 59., SO 55 22~ 241( 250 260 S8l, 60l,-55 60 2~ 271, 260 270 S9~ 6n 60 65 21> 28 270 280 611, .631s: 65 70 21;" 2Sl, 280 290 63 63" 
70 75 27~ 29., 290 300 64 6-4 
75- 80 l81s: 301( 300 320 ~),( 68" 0205 80 85 29" 31., 320 340 nit 7l~ 85 90 30~ 321( 340 360 7)." 73~ 90 95 3l 33 360 ::l80 76~ 7~ .. 
95 100 3-11, 33 1, 380 400 79~ 7", 

100 105 33" 351{ 400 420 831, 83., 
105 110 34" 36., 42" 440 86~ 86Jr 110 US 35 37 440 460 89lx . 891( 
1H 120 36 38 '460 4.80 911, n., , 
120 125- 38 40 4.80 500· 94.., 94.,' 
1:5 130 381, 40\; 500 -- tM4 1:0 the rAto f.or 
130 135 39% 4U sao ~lesr 6 Cents 
135 140 40., 42~ piJr 100 pol.1J14a tor 
140 145 41 43 eACh ZS mi1eaor 

tra.<:t1on thereof •. ) 

(l,) RAte. apply on ahipmenu in bl.1lk. 
<:> aat •• apply on ahipwenta Jon paClcA<;es. 

, 
o Increase ,.J:loeia10r.,' NO~ 84655' 

El'TtC:IVr: 

COrree1:ion 
lSSUC') BY THE PUlll.IC Ui!L.ITIES COMM:SSION OF THE STATE OF CAI.IFORNIA ... 

SAN FRANCISCO, CAI.IFORNtA. 
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MHHMUM RATE TARIFF 10 

SJ::CTION 2-AA'I'ES IN CE:-'TS PER 100 POUNDS :ITEM 

SOtl'!'Hn." TERRITORY AA'rES 

MILES AAtts 

Over But ~t OVer 
\ 

(1) Du1x (2)s.aeJc 

I 
0 :3 

1 

8loj 10 
3 5 8" 101( 
5 10 91( 10~ 

10 15 9\ 11\ 
lS 20 101, 12~ 

20 2S 11~ 12~ 
25 30 ll~ 13~ . 
30 35 12'" 14-
35 40 lSI( 17 
40 45 l~ 18 

45 50 18" 19~ 
SO 60 19~ 21 . 60 70 21 23 
70 80 22loj 24~ 
80 90 241t 2SI, 

90 100 ! 26 I 27 
100 llO 27~ 281J 
110 120 I 28" 30 
120 130 n 33 
130 140 33~ 34loj 0210 

140 150 36 36", I' 

lS0 160 37" 38~ 
160 170 39~ 40" 
170 180 4 lit 411t 
180 190 43 43 

190 200 44" 441s 
200 220 47 47. 
220 240 SO" SOlt 
2'0 260 521 .. sn 
260 280 56" S6~ 

280 300 59" 59~ 
300 320 63" 63~ no 340 65\ 6~ 
340 360 68\ 68J& 
360 380 7 lit 71" 
380 400 74 74-
400 420 78~ 78" 
420 440 81 81 
440 460 84 84 
460 480 8n 86\ 

480 500 89" I 
89~ 

500 -
(Md to the rate tor 500 m.i.lea (; cents 
per 100' pounds tor eacn 25 mile. or trae-
~i_¢n 'th~~tl 

(1) Rates apply on slU.pmenu in l)ulX. 
(2) Rates apply on slU.pment. 1%1 pae)c.ailes. 

o Il'Icreal!lO, l)eciaion. No. 84655 
~ 

Issue ,5Y THt punr.IC UTIr.::TIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CAI..IFORNIA". 
Correction SAN FRANClSCO" CAr.IFORNIA~ 
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