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BEFORE THEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF’CALIFORNIA

Order instituting investigation on the

Commission's own motion into rules and

procedures for filing of freight tarifls

and/or contracts of carriage by highway Case No. 9953

permit carriers as defined in the High- (Filed September 3, 1975)
way Carriers' Act and in the Household

Goods Carriers Act.

ORDER_GRANTING REEEARING
AND REVOKING ORDERING PARAGRAPH TWO.

Numerous petitlons having been filed seeklng rehearing
of the above Order Instituting Investigation and' asking that
Ordering Paragraph 2 of said order be revoked and good cause
appearing, '
IT IS ORDERED that rehearing of the Order Ihstituting
Investigation in Case No. 9963 Zs hereby granted -sald rehearing'
to be held before such Commissioner or Examiner and at such tine:
and place as may hereafter be designated. .

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that Ordering Paragraph 2 of the‘
Order Instituting Investigation in Case ‘No. 9963 18 hereby revoked.

‘ The effective date of this order is the date hereof.

The Secretary 1s directed to cause appropriateznotiee of

rehearing to be mailed at least ten (10) days berore‘rehearing._

___MggRat San Francisco, Calirbrnia, this .3012’ day of
SErchee 5 1975. : ‘
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COMMISSIONER WILLIAM SYMONS, JR., CONCURRING IN PART AND
| DISSENTING IN PART

I concur that the Order of September 3, 1975, must be set down for

hearing since there has been nonc to date. Further, the utterly unsupported
Ordexing -Paragragh 2 must be cancelled. Other than,thzs I d;sagree w:th
the Order. |
Here, the ma;or;ty'retreats an inch from the "ran ic through" approach
to radically restructurzng California's truckzng zrdustry. Faced w:th
hundreds of petitions of protest and pet: itions to the Suprene Court it
revokes the unjustified order for rate roll-back on.January“l, 1976.
Yet, two Central problems, specific to the order, are not forthrzght
Ttreated. |
Ll. How can the Commission abandonothé‘regulétory progfam
mandated by the stétutes of the State of Califorﬁiap
before the Legislature has seen‘fit to change‘the iows°'
Why has the language of Orderzng Paragraph 1 been left
narrowly limited to an investigation to “establzsh rules
and provisions” for 1mplementat1on of the "new~:egulatory ,
program?
Surely we are duty bound To investigate more broadly -- wo musf take
careful evidence and argument to learn whether the magor:ty*s drave for

abandonment of the Californis minimum rate regulatory program 15 legal and

reasonable or if it is nort.
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Today's owder vaguely granzs rehearing of che enc*re Order InyCLtutzng |
*nveStngatzon (OII). Yet 4t fails to speczfy the reasons mot;vatzng the
rehearing or the issues to be exam;ned Presumably, even ev:dence zn '
support of another roll-back order could be ‘taken in rehearzng. Just maybe;
this “stick™ is not be:mg withdrawn but merely being raised .oug of reach.
One certain effect of this vaque, general réhearing is tfo« sink’ pécitioners"
chance for review by the California Supreme Court. And incbédibly‘énough,
the majority intends TO heedlessly proceed tomorrow under- the same'OII thac
it orders today for full rchearing. The magority is playing. fast and 1oose-
wzth the trucking industry; and the people, buszness,and 1ndu3try of

Colifornia stand the most to suffer from it.

San Francisco, California
September 30, 1975




