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Decisfon No. §5120 | m& M l I o R
' BEFORE THE- PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSTON OF LAEFORNTA
Application of Framklin Trucking Co.,

Inc. for authority to operate undex:

Taxiff No. MRT 2, Item 42, in the city

and county. of San Diego: to trans-

po*i'.t coggugtion eguipmet{t, pépes,

poles, ron and steel products .

of abnormal size or weight requiring A(g‘xﬁigatigll\rg. iggos |
the use of low-bed trallers. The: amendecf 1975’)
transportation for whom this Is .

performed {s San Diego Contractors e

and Equipment dealers, now under

Tariff No. MRT 9B being in San Diego
County Drayage a::ea..

Annona L. Franklin, for Franklin Tmcking Co., Inc.,
applicant,- :

Charles D. Gilbert and H. Hughes, for ‘California
—Trucking Assoclation, Interested party.

George L. Eunt, for the Commission staff.

OPINION

Applicant Franklin I‘rucking Co., Inc., a. highway pemit
carrier, seeks exemption from the rates, rules, and regulations of
Minimm Rate Tariff 9-B (MRT 9-B) governing trans;»ortation of
property, which because of size or we:'.ght, requixes the use. of low-bed
equipment. .

- A duly noticed publ:i.c hear:[ng was held: before Examiner 'Ianner

on June 23, 1975 a.t San Di.ego at which time the matter was submitted
for decision.
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Applicanc specializes in the transpomtion of heavy equ:f.p- -
zent and related materials for contractors. These services are
principally conducted in and about San Diego, but, occasionally,
will range over most of southern California. I.ow-‘Bed trucking'
equipment is used, not only for those materials requiring such
equipment, but also for such other articles at or destined to a.
contractor's jobsite and which are part of the contractor's equipment.

On April 25, 1975 applicant was admonished by a representa~
tive of the Commission's Tramsportation Divisiorn for apparent
violation of Items 170, 200, 201, and 500 of MRT 9-B. A copy of the
notice of the aduonishment was received as Exhibit 1. Applicant
explained that the factors which compelled the filing of this
application were the audit which led to the Coﬁ:mission staff's
warning and the demand by the contractors who use applicant s
services for the same tweatment for rates and billing, as they
receive outside the geographical boundaries of MRT 9-B.

Item 42, Minimm Rate ‘I‘ariff 2 (MRT 2), prov:’.des-'

"Rates in this tariff will not apply to the trans~
portation of the following:

"Commodities of abnormal size oxr weight which
because of such size or weight require the
use of and are transported on 1ow bed trailexrs."

MRT 9-B provides rates for such txansportation.
MRT 9-B applies to trarsportation of general com:nod:x.ties

between points within Metropolitan Zomes 301 through 312 as des~
cribed in Distance Table 7 (San Diego drayage area). The area
encompassed coxrresponds to the densel 1y populated areas in and’ arovmd

- the city of San Diego. General freight t:ransportation between areas |
outside the San Diego drayage area and between a po:[nt within that axrea
and a point without: would be governed by MRT 2. It :Cs applica.nt s
position that the variation of transportation regulat:l'.ons which a:ce

-
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_ implicmented by geographical location and not t:ra.nsportation cond:!’.tions,;‘ o
results in an undue competitive burden and prevents equal rate treat-

nent for services performed under similar circxmstances at different

locations. L ‘

According to the record,_ applicant is the hrgest of abdut-
six carriers in the San Diego area engaged in low-bed sexvice. Nome
appeared at the hearing, nor has a.ny word been received indicating
theixr position on this matter.

~ The California Trucking Association CC'I:A) and the ‘
Coumission's Transportation Division participated in this proceeding,
but offered no evidence. CTA did mot object to the rel:’.ef sought
provided it was confined to transportat:ton of contractors' equipment,
and a review of conditions be made at the end of one year to determine ‘
1f such relief should be continued, modified, or. canceled.

The proposal advanced by applicant does not involve the
question of rete level. At this time app..:f.ca.nt s rates exceed the
applicable minimm. The rates assessed include service for which the
tariff rules require separately stated charges. The relief requested
would permit applicant to document, bill, ’and_'.colle'ct c;haﬁrges- foxr
sexrvices performed within the Sanlbiego'.drayage area in' the same
manner that is permitted adjacent to that area for the same serv:t.ce‘; |

Aftexr comsidexation we find that under currenmt circv.zmstances,
the minfmm rates set forth in MRT 9-B are not appropnate for the
transportation of contractors' equipment and’ related ma.te:ia}. on- low-
bed trucking equipment as such transportation service is now performed o
by applicant. We conclude that Apphcation No. 55605 be gtanted to.
the extent provided in the £ollowing order - | '
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Since conditions under which the service is perfomed nay .
~ change at any time, the asuthority granted in the ensuing order will
expire at the end of one year wnless soonexr ‘canceled, modiﬁed or
~extended by order of the Comm.ssion.

IT IS ORDERED that: :

1. ¥ranklin Trucking Co., Inc. is euthorized to depau:t from
the minimm rates set forth in Mim’.mum Rate Tariff 9-B to the extent
set forth in Appendix A of this decision.

2. The 2uthority granted shall expize one year after the
effective date of this order umliess soonq: canceled mod:.fied or
extended by order of the Coumission.

‘ The effectn.ve date of this order shall be twmty days

~after the date hexeof. ) ) . 1[

Datﬁﬂ e Sen Fraacisco N Caufomia', -:ms /8 ;
Vilisen- 197, T

- day of
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Arpmm-nt A

FRANKLIN TRUCKING CO., INC

The rates, rules, and regulat:.ons na.med in Minimum Rate |
Tariff 9-B shall not apply to property transported on.low4bed
trucking equipment when such property is. transported for a

contractor or a contractor's equipment deale::._




