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Decision No. _8_6_2_4_6_ 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTnITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE. OF C:ALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of' the Investigation 
for the purpose of considering and 
determining minimum rates for 
transportation of any and all 
COmmodities stateWide including, 
but not limited to, those rates 
which are provided in Minimum, Rate 
T sriff' 2 and the revisions or 
reissues theroof'. 

1.n the Matter o~ the Investigation 
for the purpose of considering and 
determining minimum rates for 
transportation of general commodities 
within San Diego- Cotmty as prov-':'ded l 
in !t.d.n1mum Rate Tariff 9-B and the 
revisions or reissues thereof. 

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

Case No. 5432, OSH S06 
(Filed June 5, 1974) 

Case No. 5439, OSH 217 
(Filed June 5, 1974) 

(Appearances are shown in Decision No. $lS62 
in Case No. 7024 (OSH 31) and in Appendix A.) 

OPINION ..,.,- ....... _,-..-
DeciSion No. S4332 dated April 15, 1975 in Case No. 7024 

(OSH 31) adopted the mileages, maps, rules, and other prOvisions o~ 
Distance Table S eDT S) as described in the ~indings in that decision, 
and stated that further hearings should be held in Case No. 5432 
(OSH 806) and related proceedings to determine the amendments required 
in the several minimum rate tariffs governed by the distance table as 
do result of the changes :in DT 8. That decision aJ.so found that, DT $ 

\ 
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should supersede Distance Table 7 (DT 7) as the governing. distanco 

table to the extent and in the manner determined in those 
proceedings.Y 

Adjourned public hearings were held in Case No.." 5432 
(aSH e06) and in Case No- 5439 COSH 217) before Examiner Mallory in 

San Francisco on December 2 and 3, 1975, February 25, and May 6 and 7, 
1976. The matters were submitted on May 7, 1976. 

EVidence was presented by transportation engineers and rate 
experts !rom the Commission staff and by wi tnesscs employed in the 
diviSion of transportation economics of the California Trucking 
Association (CTA). California Manu!'acturers Association (CMA), 
Traffic Managers Conference of Calii"ornia (Con£erence), Canners 
League of California (Carmers), and representati vas of" other shipp~ 
groups and organizations participated in the proceeding, b'a1; presen't«1 
no eVidence. 
Recommendations 

The Commission sta££ recommended that rrr S, be made the 
governing dist.ance table for Minimum Rate Tariff 2 (MaT 2) and that 
the point-to-point rates set forth in Item 510 of MRT 2 a,Pplicable 
between San Franeiseo Territory and Sacramento and North Saeramento, 

on the one hand, and Los Angeles Territory, on the other hand, be 

11 The petition for rehearing of DeciSion No ... 8'4332 filed by 
California Trucking Association was denied by Decision No. $4572 
dated June 17, 1975. That decision states that Decision No. 
$'4.3.32 "has in no way prejudged or limited the issues that. might 
be raised in Case No. 54~2 (OSH g06), nor will DT S be applied 
to a particul.ar t..ari££ until that tari!"! has been reviewed in 
that case." I . 
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based on the distance class rates applicable 'eO. the 375-400 mileage 
bracket instead or the present 400-425 mileage bracket. CTA 
presented evidence in oppositio~ to that sta£f proposal. The 

proposal is supported by CMA. and Conference. Canners took no position 

on the proposal, but requested that if the proposal is adopted 
similar reductions be made in point-to-point cO:a:ra:lC>d1 ty rates on 
canned goods. 

The Commission staff also recommended that the zone 
descriptions in Ydnimum Rate Tariff 9-B (MaT 9-B) be revised to 

conform to the revised zone descriptions for similar zones in Dr S. 
All concurred in that proposal. 

eTA moved that the proceedings in OSH 806 be dismissed or, if 
diSmissal is not made, that (1) Item 100 of MRT 2 be amended to provide 
a rule governing computation of mileages over impassable routes, and 

(2) that the routing provisions applicable to the point-to-point 

class and commodity rates be canceled so that such rates will not be 
applicable between intermediate points (Exhibit 806-16). CTA also 
requested that the prOvisions of Transportation DiviSion IrU'ormal 
Ruling 119-B 'be made a part of MRT 2. That 1n£ormaJ, ruling px:ovides 
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that rates for split pickup an~ s;U1tdelivery may not be dete~~ed 

by use of point-to-point rates.Y The Commission sta£f opposes the 
proposals to add a rule governing computation of mileages over 
impassable routes for the reason that tbe Commission has declined to 
adopt similar rules because such rules were unworkable. The staff 
also opposes the cancellation of routing provisions. 

Y Informal rulings or the Transportation Division are made in the 
absence of formal rulings 'by the Commission. Informal Ruling 
119-B reads as rollows: 

"Subject: Split Pickup and Split Delivery -
Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2 

"It has been asked which of the following items of Minimum 
Rate Tarirf No. 2 may be subject to Item No. 160 (split 
pickup) or Item No. l70 (split delivery): 500, 501, ;02, 
503, ;04, 50;, ;06, 506.;, 507, 508, 509, 509.5, 510, 520, 
620, 630, 635, 6)6, 654t, 690, 69l, 700, 710, 720, 726, 730, 
731, 740, 745, 746, and 758. 

"Explanation 

"Items Nos. 161 and l7l provide that the rate for the 
transportation of a split pickup or split delivery shipment 
shall be determined by the distance via the various points 
of origin or destination. The distance rates that may 'be 
applied to the transportation or split pickup or split 
delivery shipments are set forth in Items Nos. 500, ;01, 
502, 50), 504, 505, 506, 506.5, 507, 50S, 620, 635, 636, 
654t, 690, 691, 710, 7~1, 745, and 746 of Ydnimum Rate 
Tariff No.2. Additionally, split pickup or split delivery 
may be performed under Item No .. 520 as provided specifically 
in Exception ~ to Paragraph C or Items Nos. l61 .and 17l. The 
rates tor the tr~~sportation of split pickup or split delivery 
shipments may not 'be determined by the use of the l?01nt-to­
point rates named in Items Nos. 509, 509.5, 510, 030, 700, 
726,. 730, 740 or 758 nor the hourly rates set forth in 
Item No. 720." 
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CTA presented an alternate proposal contingent upon the 
adoption of the staif proposal concerning reduction in point-to-point 
rates. In its alternate proposal eTA asked that point-to-point rates 
apply only via Interstate ;, the shortest route between San 
Francisco and Los Angeles Territories, or alt-ernatively cancel all 

point-to-point rates-
Staff Evidence 

The Commission staff, at the request-of eTA, introduced 
Exhibit $06-$, which contains highway route segments included in DT e 
which have posted weight restrictions, which involve terry routes 
~~th weight restrictions, or which cannot be used by motor vehicles 
dur!.ng all or parts of the business day- Exhibit 806-8 lists 22 
route segments which have posted gross weight limit.S of 25 tons ¢r 
less (the lowest is 6 tons). The exhibit includes seven ferry routes 
over which the standard unit used for mileage computations in M' S 
(tractor and two semi trailers) cannot be operated as a single unit.. 

Exhibit. S06-e also lists three route segments which are closed, in 
whole or part, to truck tra££'1c. eTA contends that there are 
several other route segments contained in DT 8 which are posted tor 
weights less 'than the maximum legal gross weight permit~d by law of 
40 tons. However, the record contains no list of those additional 
route segments. 

The Commission staff presented the details of a freight bill 
sample £'or 1971 cont~cd in the Commission's Data Bank (Exhibit 
806-4). That sample served as a basiS for determining the revenue 
impact of the changes in constructive mileages in DT S as· compared 
'With D'I' 7 (Exhibits $06-3, 806-9, anet $O6-11). Exhibit 806-11 shows 
the following revenue impact, developed by rerating the Data Bank 

1971 freight bill sample to. reflect current rate levels: 
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Number 

'l'AELE I 

DTSvsDt7 
Linehaul :&eve%lue 

Percentage Impact o! Rate Reduction 

• 

Type o£ M-7 m-8 Percent.age 
Shi'Cment~ LirJ.eh3ul Revenue Linehaul Revenue R~Bet1Q'J"I 

Distance Class Rates 

~816~~ No ~e $ 603,399 $ 603~399 
~9'3 ChaIlge Exc1. 

24l,566 2%,602' 2.l s l' & :./d) 
(706) Change (sip 

193,661 19l,810 1.0 &. sid.) 
Point-to-Point Rate 

l3.5,196 ./ 
(LA. Terr.-SF Terr.) l36,370 :).9 

l624 

Commo~tY' Rated 60:533 60%163 0.6 
/ -

$l,2:)5,529 $l,227,l70 0.7 
209 

Exhibit S06-l0 sbows a comparison of DT 7 and DT S const~c­
tive mileag~ ~istances between metropoliton zones (MZ's) in Zan 

Fl~a"'lcisco Territory and Los Angeles Territory" and bet~:~on !Va~$ in 
Sacramento and North Sacramento and Los Angeles 'l'e::-rito:-y. T.le data in 

that exhibit and the testimony received in connection there~~th 
indicate that I:l1leage rates will produce lower charges than point-to­
point rates in connection with a greater number o:f.' MZ pairs uneel" DT S 
than DT 7. Between San francisco and Los Angeles Terri torie:;::, 770 p2.irs 
or points are now subject to point-to-point rates' out of.' a to"~a1 of.' 
1,OOS pairs of points based on DT 7 mileages. Under DT S only 224 V~ 
pairs would be subj ect to pOint-to-point rates on a level eq~ valen-e / 

/ 
to class rates for L..OO-425 miles, whereas 609 101Z pairs would be 
subject to point-to-point rates on a level equivalent to cla::z rates 
for 375-L..OO miles. 

For movement.s bet.ween Sacramento - North Sacra:ento and Los 

Angeles Territory, 5S out or 72 ~~ pairs are now subject to pOint-to­
point rates. Under DT $, 4$ MZ pairs would be subject to po!.n't-to-POint 

rates equivalent to class rates for 400-42; miles, and all 72 MZ p3i:-s 
would be subject. to point-to-point rates equivalent to class rat~s for 
375-400 miles. 
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The .following tabulation sUI!T!'!lQrizes the :foregoing comparisons: 

ToUll Di5tanee Table 7 

Zone 400-425 
Paire Mile~ 

SF/LA 
Territories l,008 770 

Saeto/LA. 
Territory E ~ 

l,080 S2B 

Diseussion - Constructive Mileages 
for Restrieted Route Segments 

Pa:tr., ot Points· Betweon 
Wh:iel:. Point.-to-Point 
Rate~ ~oJill be A'I)plie3ble 

Dist.onee Table . S 

400/425 ')75/400 
Mile~ Miles 

224- 609" 

.M. ~ 
Zl2 6Sl 

r:tr S contains several route segments which have weight or 
other restrictions that prevent the operation of fully loaded tm1 ts ' 
o.f trucking equipment. The identification o.f the principal route 
segments containing such restrictions are set forth in the staff's 
Exhibit 806-S. It was pointed out in the proceeding leading to 

Decision No. $'4332 (which adopted the format and contents of DT S) 
that such routes were used in developing the constructive mileages in 
DT S. The star£' advised in the earlier proceeding that it was too 
difficult to eliminate such route segments in proposed DT S within 

reasonable time limits and urged that the eonsideration of the 
situation be deferred so th~ further staf.'f propos.;U.scould be 
presented herein. 

In this proceeding the staff advised that it had no ready 
solution to- the problem of restricted route segments inasmuch as no 
rule could be devised Which the staff believed would 'be workable and 
which would be nondiscriminatory in application. The staff 
recommended that no action be taken in this proceeding, and that the 
:further conSideration of routes conta~njng weight or other 
restrictions be deferred until the next reVision of the distance 
table. 
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CTA proposed, in 'the alternative, two rules for 
incorporation in Item 100 of MRT 2.21 The first alternative 

would make the current. provisions relating to permit shipments of 
dangerous articles applicable to all shipments transported via 
circui tous routes. The second al ternati ve is the same as that 
proposed in the proceeding leading to the issuan:ce or Minimum Rate 
Tariff S-A (MRT S-A) applicable to transportation of :£'resh £rui ts and 
vegetables to market. The CommiSSion in DeciSion No. S5S26 (issued 
May S, 1976 in Case No. 543S, OSH 99) did not adoPt CTA·s proposed 
rule, commenting that an identical rule had been denied as being 
unworkable (see Footnote 6, infra). 

The Commission staff opposed 'the establishment ~ MRT 2 of 
either proposed rule. It is the stafrposition that the existing rule gov-

erning p(lrmit shipments moVing via circuitous routes is unworkable 
because the distance table contains no method for determining the 

"shortest legal route aVailable to the carrier"; therefore, the 
language in the existing MtT 2 rule is meaningless and C3lmot be 
enforced. 

1I The CTA proposals are as follows:· 

Alternative 1 
(Amend) 

3. When a permit shipment e~-a-e~~,me~~~eeftge~e-~~~;ee is 
required to move Via a circuitous route because of conditions 
imposed by a governmental agency, distances shall be computed 
along the shortest legal route available to· the carrier in 
accordance with the method provided in the Distance Table. 

Alternative 2 
(Add) 

4. When 

shortest a ternate route which 
by the carn er. 
Strikeover c deletion 
Underscore ~ additions 

-$-
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The posture of this issue leaves the ~mmiss~.on in a 

difficult situation. On the one hand, the COmmission pOstponed 
consideration of the issue to this proceeding in order to expedite 
the issuance of DT S and because our sta:f'f advised' us it. 'WOuld be 

prepared to offer affirmative evidence. Having thus acted to adopt 
DT 8: Without consideration of the problem, the staff presented nO 
affirmative evidence or proposed solution, and it opposes the 
proposals of CTA as unworkable. We have carefully considered CTA·s 
proposed rules and have reached the same conclusion as the staff that 
such rules are unworkablo. The rules proposed by CTA, there:f'ore', 
should not be adopted. 

We should not postpone the adoption of DT 8 to govern MRT 2 
because Dr S contains a limited number of highway route segments which 
are unusable by fully loaded' highway vehicles because of weight or 
other restrictions. Those same route segments are included in DT 7 

" 

and were also included in DT 5 and DT 6. Obviously the 5i tuation 
shoUld be studied further and corrected. At this juncture, the only 

feasible course of action is to defer the problem involving use of 
distance table routes containing weight or other restrictions to the 
next revision of the distance table. Our staff has ind.1cated during 

the course of this proceeciing that it is prepared to undertake in 

the near. future the necessary field and other studies leading ~ the 
revision of DT 8:. 
Discussion - POint-to-Point Rates 

Statewide minimu:n rates for the transportation o£ general 
commodities were initially established in Decision No. 3-1606 (193S) 
(41 CPUC 671). Highway Carriers' Tariff No,. 2 established by that 
decision contained po1nt-to-point class rates between San Francisco 
Territory and Sacramen'to, on the one hand, and Los Angeles Territory, 
on the other hand. The cn teria for the establishment o£ said. 

rates are as stated in DeCision No.. 31606 as follows (supra, beginnlng 
on page 6$9): ' 'c 
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"Relying principally upon the facts (1) that"'r3!::t~ds 
and other common carriers have long maintaine~ratos 
for transportation between San Francisco Bay territory 
and the Los Angeles metropolitan area relatively lower 
than rates maintained for equivalent distances oetween 
other points in the state, (2) that an 'Unusually heavy 
volume of tonnage moves between the territories 
mentioned, enabling the carriers to experience favorable 
use factors, and (3) that such tonnage is distributed 
rather evenly as between northbo'tlnd and southbound 
movements, making possible the obtaining of relatively 
high load factors, the examiners proposed the 
establishment of point-to-point rates, lower than the 
mileage rates which would otherwise be applicable. 
The point-to-point rates are identical with the rates 
in the 2S0-300 mile mileage bracket of the general 
seales. Und.er this plan, San FranciSCO, Sacramento and 
Los Angeles territories would be bounded, and the 
special rates would be published to apply from and to 
all points within the described boundaries. In 
addition, it was suggested that when lower charges 
res'Ulted, the point-to-poi.."lt rates be applied from 
and to intermediate points along certain designated 
highway routes which, roughly, cover the normal routes 
from San Francisco to Los .Angeles through. the San 
Joaquin Valley and via the Coast, as well as the 
normal routes from Sacramonto through Stockton and 
the San Joaquin Valley_ No route £rom Saeramen-eo 
to Los Angeles via the Coast was proposed." 

DeciSion No~ 31606 further comments (supra, page 691): 
~ 

"The heavy volume of tonnage :lOving between the 
terri tones under consideration, and the even 
distribution of such 'tOnnage as between northbound 
and southbound movements, undoubtedly permits the 
obtaining oi' favorable load and use factors in 
connection With transportation between those 
territories. '!'he lower costs resulting £rom these 
more favorable load and use factors and. a consideration 
of the rates now in effect lead us to conclude that the 
proposed minimum point-to-poin~ rates are reasonable 
and nondiscrimin.'ltOry. 
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"Considering that the load and us~ factors enco~tercd 
in transportation between the termini are probably 
improved by the inclusion of intermediate traffic 
and that in any event it costs no more to pick -up or 
deliver freight at such intermediate points moving 
the equipment partially load.ed and partially empty 
than to transport a full load the entire distance, 
the terminal rates should clearly be made to apply 
at directly intermediate points. ...... " 

The last general adjustment or the rates in MRT 2W' based on ftlll­
scale cost and rate studies was accomplished in Decision No. 66453 
(l963) (62 CPUC 14). The point-to-point class rates adop~d in that 
deciSion were based on comprehensive cost and economic data current at 

that time. The relationship of the point-to-point rates to mileage 
class rates was changed from 2~0-300 miles, as originally established, 

. to a relationship based on 400-425 miles to reflect the_s~ecifieoost 
and other ratemaking data presented in that proceeding.2I . 

. .!:I Successor to Highway Carriers t Tariff No.2. 

'. i/ Decision No. 66453 (62 CPUC 12, at page 19) stated as follo'WS: 
"Fibreboard excepted to the examinerYs recommendation 
that the San FranCiSCO-Los Angeles class rates propo~d 
by' the staff be adopted. The exception is based on 

•• alleged infirmities in petitioner's cost study. However, 
the examiner's recommendation is conSistent With his 
recommendation in regard to the entire class rate 
structure and will be adopted." 

The exam5ner's proposed repo~ which preceded the issuance of 
Decision No. 6645), stated as follows: 

"The class rates applicable between the San Francisco 
territory (and Sacramento) and the Los Angeles . 
terri tory have been lower than. the mileage rates 
because of more £avorable operating conditions. 
Petitioner's studies show that these rates should 
st1l1 be lower, but by not as great a margin. The 
staff's proposal is the same except for the same 
difference in rates as appear in the corresponding 
mileage rates. The sta£fYs rates should be adopted." 
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It is clear that the po1nt-to-point rates in MRT 2 are based. 
On criteria other than the constructive mileage between ~rritories. 
The fact that such mileage is reduced has no material er£ec~ on the 
criteria \.U'1derlying the establishment of the point-to-point rates. 
No showing was made by the staff or other parties that the mileage 
change requires adjustment of the point-to-point rates, except that 
the number of pairs of points between which the point-to-point rates 
Will apply will be reduced upon adoption of DT e because the mileage 
rates will produce lower charges than the point-to-point rates. The 
staff's revenue study draws a different picture. It shows that the 
revenues for point-to-point movements will be reduced by 0.9 percent, 
a substantially lesser percent than the number of' pairs of points 
affected. The inference from the revenue data is that. the heavier 
tra1"fic movements are between pairs o£ points where the point-to- -

point rates Will continue to apply.. On the other hand, shippers 
will be accorded the benefit of the reduced mileages by the 
Interstate 5 route whenever the reduced constructive mileages 
result in mileage rates which produce a lower charge than point-to­
point rates. It will be just and reasonable to maintain the point­
to-point rates in MR.T :2 in their present rela'tionship to distance 
rates upon adoption of DT S, and shippers 'Will 'be accorded 
appropriate and reasonable savings in transporta'tion charges 'to the 
extent tha't the reduced constructive mileages produce lower 
'transportation charges than the eXisting point-to-point ra'tes. 

Proposals or eTA that the intermediate application of 'the 
Point-to-point class rates be discontinued are, in pare, premised on 
the adoption or the s'tai'£' proposal. The changes in the concep't of 
intermediate application of poin't-to-point rates should be 

conSidered only in connec'tion With a complete review of all ra'tes in 

MRT 2. Adjustment.s or the relationship be'tween point-to-point class 
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end commodity and related mileage rates should be accomplished only 
upon a full ~d complete showing of the material changes in 
ope:-ating costs, vol'Ullle of traffic, and distribution or traffic 
between the territories and sta~wide. 

eTA pointed out that the L~terstate 5 route is a new 
route not included in past distance tables and, theref'o:-e, tbat 
route is not included 1.."1 mT 2 as a route via which the point-~­
point rates are intermediate in application. The staff' opposed. the 
intermediate application of rates via that route' because so little 
traffic actually moves over the route. ~e I-5 route produces the 
shortest CO:lstructive m1leage route between 'the rate territories; for 
that reason inte:-mediate application of point-to-point rates via 

that route should be proVided in MRT 2, irrespective of the amount 
of traffic involved. 
Motion to' Dismiss 

eTA's ~$ition is that t!le staff' proposal in this 
proceeding would require the motor carrier industry to operate in 
violation of' the law if DT S is used in conjunction 'With MRT 2 
w!.thout modification for restricted routes. c:tA also argued that the 
proposal to reduce point-to-poi:lt rates is supported only by a showing 
that l!lilcages ha"le been reducod. It is eTA's position tbat the 
burden of proof in an Order Setting Hearing proceeding is on the 
Commission starf and that the stafr has not discharged th~t 
obligation. CTA moVedtha-e -ehe Commicsion dismiSS OS"ll 806 on the 
ground that the starf has not provided eVid.ence or in:f'orma~io:c 1'rO::1 
which the issues c~~ be resolved W1~hin the law. 

CTA's .argumentsin support of it.s motion to dismiSS have no 
me:-it. The fact that some :'Oute segments over which constructive 
mileage in DT e a:-e dete~ed cannot be used by fully loaded ~t.s 
does not require any highway ear=ier to actually oper~te illegally. 
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Only a mi:limum number of' the possible bighway routes in the state 

are used for determination of constructive mileages.§! Carriers 

operate over innu::lerable streets and roads not eneompassed in M e 
routes. Highway carriers can and do operate any route they ehoose 3Xld are 

not 'bound to operate ove::- the rou~e which produces the lowest 
constructi v'S mileage. If eTA's motion to dismiss CSt! S06 is gra.."'l.ted, 

DT 7 .... i.ll continue to govern MRT 2. DT 7 contains the same 
infirmities as DT S. Carriers would be in no different position 

whether DT 7 or Dr $ is the governing distance table for MRT 2. 
The second basis for dismissal concerns reduetion o£ 

point-to-point rates. Dismissal for the reasons advanced by C':A hes 

no merit. The motion will be denied. 
Findings 

1.. Decision No. $4332 issued April 15, 1975 in Case No. 7024-

(aSH 31) adopted the mileages, I:la?S, rules, and oth~::- provis~o::.:; in 

J)T S and stated that £,~her hearing should 'be held in Case No. 5432 

(S06) and related proceodings to deterl:line the amcndtl'Znts 

W Decision No. 789$4 ci~teci August 10, 1971 in Case No. 7024 
(Pet. 25 and 26) commented. as follows: 

"The record shows that for the dis~~"'l.ces sot forth between 
major pOints (rod points) in. the distanc¢ t3~'le, :loither 
the table nor the relate~ maps show the ~ctu=l ro~te 
used. Therefore, it c~~ot be rea~ily eoter'l~~ed i~ ~ 
particular high~lay segment is involved in the comput.;,t1on 
of' mileages between two points. It is thus clear that 
petitioner's proposal would be i~racticable to apply, 
and could only result in confusion." 

That decision found as follows: 
"The Cot:lmission f'i:l.ds -=.hat petitioner· s proposal is 
impracticable of &pplication, ~~d is not required to 
assure reasonable mi:l.il:l'W:l ratos. We conclud.e that tne 
petitions should be denied." 
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required in ~be tariffs governed by ~he distance table as a result of 
ch~ges in DT S, and that DT S shall supersede DT 7 as the governing 
distance table to the extent and manner determined in those 
proceedings .. 

2. P,~olic hea.""ings were held in Case No. 5432 (OSS e06) and 
Case No. 5439 COSH 217) to determine the amendments required in MRl' 2 

and MRT 9-B as a result of the changes in DT $ at which all in~eres'ted 
parties had opportunity to be heard .. 

3. MRT 9-3 contains no dist.ance rates. T.aat tariff reiers to 
the distance ~able solely ~or the purpose of delineating 
drayage zone descriptions,wbich correspond to the MZ deseriptions 
in DT 7. The stai"! proJ)Oses that the DT e XI.z descriptions govern 
MR'!' 9-B in lieu of MZ descriptions in DT 7. No opposition was ~e 
to the starf proposal.. That proposal Will be reasonable and sho'l.!ld 
be adopted. 

4. v~le the constructive ~leages over many route segments 
were changed, the principal change from DT 7 to DT S is reduction in 

constructive mileages between Sa:J. FranciSCO Territory to Los 
Angeles Territory, which resuJ:~ed from the inclusion of a ne"11 

route via Interstate 5.. Th at route 'begins at Los Banos and extends 
sou'thward to the junct.ion of I-5 and U .. S. 99 (Junction JL.$9) near 
tra.eeler Ridge. The constructive mileage between San Francisco 
Territ.ory (~.z 10Z) and Los k"lgeles Ter:-i'tory (MZ 235) was· reduced £ro:l 
446 to 41.3 miles, or a reduction of 33 const.ructive (29 actual) miles • . 

5. The COmmission staff proposed t.hat, concurrent.ly Wit.h the 
adoption of DT S to govern MRT 2, the point-to-point class rat.es in 

!tetl 510 of MRT 2 (a.."?d related poin~to-point commoclity rates) 
applicable between San Francisco Territory and Sacrament.o - North 
Sacrament.o , on one hand, and Los Angeles Territory, on the ot.her 
hand, be reduced in recognition of the change in constructive mileages 
bet.ween said points. 
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6. The present point-to-point class rates are the equivalent or 
the mileage class rates for 400-425 eonstructi ve miles or one mileage 

bracket higher t.han that proposed by' the staff .. 
7. In support o! its proposal, the stat! presented a 

statistical analysis showing the number of pairs of MZ's subject 
to the Item 510 point-to-point rates that would be su.bsta.."'ltially 

reduced if the present relationship between point-to-point and ~leage 
class rates are retained upon adoption of DT $ .. : 

S. A revenue analysis based on rerating or a freight sample in 

the files of the Commission's Data Bank shows the revenue effect of 
maint,aining the existing relationship to point-to-point and class rates 
upon the adopti~tl of DT S would be materially less than would appear· 

", . 
when compared with the numbers of pairs of M,Z's affected thereby. 

9.. Prior Commission decisions show that the ori teria for the 

establishment of the point-to-point rates which are lower 'Chan. m:Ueage 

class rates are the reduced operating costs resulting from the 'greater 
am01mt and equal balance of traffic between San FranciSCO t;erritory 

and Los Angeles territ;O~1 as comparee. wit~ the re~nder of the' s'tate. 
10. No sho"Ning was made that the criteria \lllderlying the 

establishment of the redueed po1nt-to-point rates are af'.fected by the 

eonstructive mileage changes in DT S .. 
11. Adoption 0 t DT S to govern MRT 2 -....rill result; in an 

a.pproximate decrease ot 0.9 percent. in freight charges 'between point;s 
su.bject to rates in Item 510 of MRT 2 'because the mileage rates and 
point-t;e-point rates alternate, per:ni -etin~ the use or the rate producing 
the lowest charge. Shippers will be accorded t;he benefi~ of reduced 

rates resulting from shorter constructive mileages between major 
terri toties upon adoption or DT S without the implementation or the 

stai':£' proposaJ. .. 
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12. R~auction in the relationship or the point-to-point class 
rates ana r:ileage class rates !rom 400-425 miles to 375-400 miles ha:s 

no'e been shown 'eO be reasonable and should no'C 'be ac!op'Ced. 
13. The evidence shows that certain route segments used for 'the 

aevelopment of constructive mileages in DT e contain weight or other 

restrictions which prevent the operation of' motorvehieles loaded to 
m3Ximum capacity. Those same routes were included in prior distance 
tables. 

14. CTA proposed that Item 100 of MRT 2 be amended to 

incorporate a rule governing the computation of constructive mleages 
when shipments are required to move via circuitous routes because o! 
conditions imposed by governmental agencies, or when a route is 

im~assable. 

15. Rules similar to those proposed by CTA have'bcen 
denied by trhe ComI:lission. (Decision No. 7S9S2 dated-
August 10, 1971 in Case No. 7024 (Pet. 25) and Decision No. 79427 
dated Nove:::!lOer . .30, 1971 in Case No. seos (Pet. 9).) CTA·s proposals 

herein have the same def"ects as the rules previously rejected by the 

Comr:ission and should be denied. 
16. The point-to-point rates in MRT 2 apply to intermediate 

points via the specific routi."lgS set forth in that- tariff. MR.T 2 
contains no rO'l.:.te via 1-5. Inas:IIUch as the short-line constructive 
mileage route is via I-5, such routing should be incluaed in ~T 2. 

17. The adoption of" DT $ to govern the provisions o£ MEn' 2 
and MRT 9-B will result in just, reasonable, and nondiscriminatory 
constructive mileage rates tor the ~ransportation subject to those 

tariffs. 
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18~ Increases 1n rates, if any, resulting from the adoption of 
DT g to govern MR.T 2 and MRT 9-B are justified. 

19. Highway permit carriers .and common carriers should be 
autho~.zed to charge less for longer than for shorter distances to the 
extent necessary to charge the minimum rates set forth in MRT 2 and to 

observe the rules set forth in DT $. 
Conclusion 

l. MRT 2 and MitT 9-B should be amended in accordance with the 
above findings. 

2. To' ,avoid duplication. of tariff distribution, MRT 9-B 
should be amended by separate order. 

ORDER 
~ .... - .......... 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Minimum Rate Tariff 2 (Appendix D to Decision No. 31606, as 
amended) is i"tlrther amended by incorporating therein, to ooeome 

effective September LS,1976, the revised pages set forth in / 
Appendix B attached hereto and bj" this ref'erence made a part hereof. 

2. Co~n carriers subject to the Public Utilities Act, to the 
extent that they are subject to Decision No. 31606, as amended, are 
hereby directed to comply with the,revised tariff provisions 
established herein. 

3. Tariff publications required or authorized to be made by 

common carriers as a result of the order herein shall be filed not 
earlier than the effective date of this order and may be made 

effective not earlier than the tenth day after the effective date of . 
this order, on not less than ten days' notice to the Commission and to 

the public; such tari££ publications .as are required shall be made / 
effective not later than September 18.1976; and as to 
tariff publications which are authorized but not required, the 

authOrity shall expire unless exercised within sixty days after the 
effective date of this order. 
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4. Common carriers, in establishing and maintaining the 
amendments authorized hereinabove, are hereby authorized to depart 
from the provisions of Section 461.5 of the Public Utilities ~e to 

the extent necessary ~o adjust long- ~d short-haul departures now 
maintained under outstanding authorizations; such outstanding 
authorizations are hereby modified only to the extent necessary to 

comply with this order; and schedules conta:i.ning the amendments 

published under this authority shall make a reference to the prior 
orders authorizing long- and short-haul depart~es and-to this order. 

5. In all other respects Decision No. ;1606, as amended, shall 
remain in full force and effect. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days after 
tho date hereof. 

Dated at _......;San;,;;;;;;;;;.,.;;Fra~a.n;.;ds;;;;;;se;.;.'.(1;;..... __ , California, this /7tL 
day of' __ .-.;..;A~U.=.Gu:::.:rS~T=--_____ , 1976. 

." ... ow '.... .Ii 

,~ ..... ;..~ ...... -~.-' -'. " 
-"- .. ~ 
. ... - . .-.., -

rresid.ent 

' ... 
'/ 

'". ,/ 

Co~i==1o~er V~rnon L. Sturgeon. bo~ 
neclj~~;~l·!.l:'" !:t!::-;~:J'!.. ~1d. tl(l-t l>o.rt1c!p::~::'O 

1~ ~ho ~~po~1~1on ot th1=~ro~ood1nG. 
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APPENDIX A 

LIST OF ADDITIONAl. APPEARANCES 

Respondents: .John :t'..eSweenev, for Delta Lines, Inc.; .JOS?oh MacDonald, 
for California. MOtor EXPress; and .Jerome D. ~iting, or pacific 
Motor 'I'rucking Co. 

Interested Parties: J8:lles R. Steele, for Leslie Foods; Richard O. 
Austin, for Kaiser cement 6' Gyps~; E. O. Blackman, for cali.Fornia 
Du:tlP Truck Owners Association; James F.. Orear, for C & H Sugar Co.; 
Robert Co$swell, for Foremost MCKesson; Ben Tu;Pin, for Port of 
San Franc).Sco; Roo C. Fels, for California Furnl.ture Manuf.a.c=urers 
Association; William D. Mayer, for Del Monte Corporation; .J. C. 
Kaspa.r and Herbert W. Hughes, for california l'rueking Association; 
Robert A.. Konnel and Hors t W.. Klocke, for Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company; .J.. Joo Butcher, for caiifornia Manufacturers Association; 
William Barklie, for california Portland Cem.ent Co.; W'illia!. 
M!tze, :tor RiverSide Cement Company; Calhoun E. Ja.cobson, for 
Iraftic Managers Conference of C8.1ifornl.a; Ralph O. Hubbard, for 
California Farm Bureau; Asa. Button, for AmstarCOrp., SprecKels 
Sugar Division; E. J .. Bereana., for Lone Star Industries, Inc., 
Northern California Division; and Dale .Johnson, for Canners 
League of california. 

~~~~.Sta£'€: ~bert_E~ .. _~a~.~;:, ~.9_r..&.~Ji .. Morrison:p and Robert E. 
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APPENDIX B 

LIST OF REVISED PAGES 
TO MINIMtlM RATE TARIFF 2 

FOR'l'Y-FIFTH 
FIFTY-FIRST 
ELEVENTH 

THIF:r:l-SEVENTS 

NINTH 
FIRST 
THIRTEENTH 

" . '" . . -" 

REVISED PAGE 3 
REVISED PAGE 11 
REVISED P'AGE 15-C 

REVISED PAGE 19 
REVISED PAGE 20-B 
REVISED PAGE 20-P' 

REVISED PAGE 68 
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MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 2: 

TABU OF CON~'.t'S (COncluded) 

~ROL!S (Section 1) ConclYded: 

AppUcation of Tariff-Territorial----------_______ _ 
Application of Goveminq Clullification and EXception Ratin~ Tarj,!!---­
Q\arqes tor Acce"orial Services or l)elays------------­
Qlarqoll for ObtAininq a Weiqhmuter's Cert1fica.te------------
C:ollect1on of Charqe.--.... ---,...II"IIII' .... -------__________ _ 
Collect on Delivery (C.O.J:).) Sh1pmenta------ .. "'''' .. ____ _ 
COmbination Rate., MethOd of COmputinq-------- .... ______ _ 
Compl.1tation Of J:)iatAncea---------------_______ _ 
Delays to Equ1pment----.... ----- ... - .... ~ _ _____ -...P"'_. _____ _ 
Empty Packa.qell or CArriers SecoM 84l'1d---------____ _ 
Empty Pallet Return.-----~--~--.... -- ________ ..-____ _ 
Escort Service,· Q\arqes tOr------------________ _ 
Exceptions to Goveminq Cluaification 4l'1d l!Xception R4tin~ Tariff----
FAill.1re to Accomplish Delivory--------- .... _.. ____ _ 
!.'orkl1f't. Sor'Y'1Ce-----~IIFIIII'. - __ llcadsa ___ .. _____ ~~ .... ~ .... ...._ __ 

idHazardoua Materia.la----------- _______________ _ 
Intermediate Application (See JIOueinq)-------------
Issuance of Doeurnent.------~ .... ---------~-~ ....... · 
:.1in.:1.mum 0\.a.r9e-~...,. ....... --------~---........... ---------Mixe4 Sh1pment .. ----~ .... ~-____ z:zIdooI - ... _______ _ 

M\1ltj.ple Service Shipment----- -------______ _ 
M\1ltiPle Otilization of Eql.1ipment·", ........ -----------------
Parcel Deliveries (l".etropolitan:t.oa Anqelea Area) - .. ------------­
Permit Shipl!W!lnta, Charqell for-------------------
1)001 Sh1prnent8--~~ .... ---------______ ~_ ...... _ 
RAil C&rloa4inq an~ Unloadinq Charqe. (l".etropolitan Loa Angele. Area)--­
Referencos to ~a.me~ Pointe or Communitiell----------------­
Shipments To Be :aated Separately--------------------

. Shipments Transported in M\1ltiple Lot ... -------------­
S:ma.ll Sh1pmen-e SGrI1ce----------~ ...... --........ -------------
SpeeiAl Collect on Delivery (C.O.J:).) Service--------------
Split De11very-.............. ----------------------,...,..... 
Spl.:L't Pic)c.up-------------------------.......... -----------­
~tr1nq1nq Sorviees ....... ------------iIIIIIIIIIIII...-----.... ------....... 
Technical Terma, l)e!in1tion o!------------------­
Temperatlll:e Control Service--------------------­
Territorial l)escriptions----------------------­
Unit- of Me4au.rement TO Be O!>lIerve4-----· .. ---------------­
VolUIne Xncent,1ve Serv1c:e-... .......----------- --------.--_ ..... _ ..... ~ ...... ~ 
Wei'ilhlllAllter'·. Certi!icate--- ----.... -----------­
Weiqhta"Cro.a We.i.qht- and DllnMqe---------.;--------

30-31 
50 
145 
148 
250 
182 
295 
100 
142-143 
291 
45 
124 
280-400 
141 
260 
129 

255 
150 
90-91 
188 
293.3 
265 
128 
176-179-2, 
262 
105 
60 
85 
149 
181-1 
170-173 
160-163 
174 .. 175 
10-12 
18500187-3 
270-270-3 
257 
292 
682 
70 

Correction 
ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISS:ON OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFOP.N!A. 
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MrNIr~UM RATE TARrFF Z 

J:)!:PXNITION or 'l'EOINlCAX. TERMS 
(Itema 10, 11 M~ 12) 

AIR-MILE meana A statute m11e meuure~ 1rl4 atrai9ht l:l.ne .... ithout ;rega;r~ to terrain 
features or ~iffarance. 1n elevat1on • 

.M.'IORED C\R meAnI!l any motor tru~ an~/or other h1gt. .... ay vehicle W1ch h.u ])eon 
o.rmore<1 w1th bullet resistant metal an~/or bullet proof 9'lu., an~ which 111 manne~ by 
an arme4 crew. 

c:ARRIER mean. a ra<11al h19h .... ay common carrier, a h1¢1way contract carr1er, a 
cement contract carrier or a 4ump truck carrier as ~f1ne4 1rl tbe Highway Carr.1.ers' ACt, 
or A hO\1llehol4 goo4l!l cArrier .. de!1ned 1n the HOWIehol~ Gooc1. Carriers Act. 

CARRIER~S EOOXPMl!:NT mean. any lIIOtor truck or other .. It-propol1e4 h19hway vehicle, 
trAl1er, l!Iom.i. tni1or, or My comb1nation ot such h1¢lway vehicle., operate4 by the 
carrier. 

COMMON CARlU:E:R R.M'~ means any 1ntr_tate rate or rates ot atly common carrier or 
common carriera, as ~ef1ne~ 1n the PQI)l1c Ot1l1U.s ACt, lawfully on flle with the 
Commias1on M4 in effect at time Of .hipment. 

COMPONZN'r PAn mean. any part ot a shipment rece1ve~ by the cArrier ..mether or not 
such part 1a aeparately ~elivere~ by the carr1er1 And lJZIy part Of a ah.ipment MparAtely 
~el1vere~ ))01 the carrier .... hether or l'lOt such part is separately receivo~ b'f the carr1er. 

CONSIGNOR mean. the penOn, !1rm. .or corporat1on shOlo'n On the b111, ot l~g u the 
shipper ot the property receive~ by ~ carrier for transportation. 

t)ImTOR meana the person obl1qat~ to pay freight ch4X'9_ to tho carrior, ,.-nether pllO 
consignor, conai9'1loo or other party. 

¢OISTA~a: TAS:t.E moans l)1stance Table 8 1sIIuo4 by the Cal.P.tl.C. 

ESCORT SERVIa: moans the furn1ah1ng of pilot cars or vehicloa b'f a CAmer .u may 
be requ1re~ by Atl'l (Jovernmental aqeney to ACCompany a shipment tor h1qh .... ay sAfety. 

:E:ZTAn:.lSHll:l) DEPOT means a tre19ht tetminAl O\o'ned or le_od AfI<1 ma1nta1ne4 by a 
carr1cr tor tho receipt and de11very of shipment.. 

EXQ:P'l'IO~ RNrINCS T1\K!P'1!' melJZl. Except.1.on Ratings 'rari!t 1 1sllue~ by the Cal.P.O.C. 

~~XNC C:.ASSIl":tCM1ON mean. NAtj,Onal l'oOtor l"re19ht: Clusj,ficauon NMI." 100 C. 

-HAZAlWOOS MA'rERIALS mctlJZl. art1cle. <1acribod in the HAZar~\lS MAtor1als 'tariff. 

¢ltAZAROOCS MM'l!:RIALS T.u:t1"l" means HAZar~\lS Materials Tariff 111"B, Cal.'p.Q.C. 
12, of American Truck1nq Aasoeiat.1.OIlll, Inc., Aqent. 

HOI.It)AYS I1IeIJZlS ~0W' ~eAX" • . 'Day (JIJZlUArJ 1), WuM.nqton'lI DirtMay (the tlU.rd MOn&y 
in lI'ebrUArJ) ,Memorial tlay (the lut 1>'.on4o.y 1n l".ay), rourth of July, :r.a.bor t)ay (t.M 
!1.rs<; l"'.on4o.y 1n Sep't4llllbor) , 'l'hankB9'1v1nq l)ay, the day after Th~qiv1n9, lieCember 24 
And Chr1stmu (Jay (December 2:;). When a ho1.1day tall. on S\ln~y, the tOllOlli1ng· MOnday 
shall bo conB14ero~ AS A hol1.4o.y. , 

INl)EPr.mENT-CON'1'RACTO~ $'OSH.MlI.D means any carr1er who ren~r. service 'lor A . 
pr1nc1.pal carr1er, !or a specified recompenM, for A Bpec:if1ed r .. \llt, ~r·the control 
of the prinCipal A8 to retl\llt ot 'the WOr'IC only and not AS to the mean. by ..mien .l.ICh 
.rOB ul t is accompl1ahed. . 

Correct1on 

(COnt1nQed 1n Item ll) 
" 

86246 

ISSUE:) BY THE PI.a~IC UTI~ITIES COMl'lISStON OF THE STATE OF CA1.IFORNIA" 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAI.IFORNIA. 
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MfNfMUM RATE TARIFF 2 

SECTICN 1--ROI.l!S Of! Q!:NEAAl:. APP:J:.lCATION (Cont..inl.14t4) 

1. 'l'M.. tAri ff h qovetned to the oxt.nt shown he rej,n by 1 

(a) The Governj,nq C1allltj,ficat1on, except thAt thill tadff ill sul)ject to the 
tol.lowinq rulo,. (i'Cema) only thereof (See Notes 1 and 2) : 

1:'0 i Sections 1, 3 (d), 4, 4 (A), 4 (b), 5, 6 (a), 6 (b), 6 (c), 7, 7 (a), 7 (b) , 
7(c), 7(4), 8, 8(A), 8(b), 9, 10, 11(4), ll(b)-, ll(c), 12, 12 (a) , 
12(b), 12(c), 12(d), 12(e), 12(f), 13(4), 13(b), 13(c), 14, 15,. 
15(a), 15(b), 15(c), 15(d), 15(0), 16, 17 and 18, 

112; 200; 202; 20S; 210, 215; 220: 2221 222-1; 222-21 222-3; 222-4; 222-5; 
222-6; 225, 230, 235: 240: 245: 250; 255; 256; 257: 258; 260; 2651 270, 275: 
280; 285; 291; 292: 294; 296; 297, 300; 310: 

360, Sections 1, 1(4), l(b), lee), l(f), l(q), l(h), 2, 2(a), 2(c:), 2(d), 
3 and 5; 

365; 361; 420, Section. 1, 2, 4 and 5: 421; 422: 423; 424; 426: 428: 

430;.Sections 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 10, 11(a), 11(b) and 13; 

455; 5201 53~; 540, 5651 580: 595; 640; 645: 680, 685; 687: 689: 765; 
780, Section 2; 845: 995; 997 (Section 2 only). 

NOte l.--The provisions ot Item 55890, Sul) 2 of the Coverninq 
C1allaification ahall be subject to a ~~n1m~ Weiqht 
of 12,000 pounds on Cal1fornio'l Intruto'lt. Traffic. 

NOte 2.--Where dual prov~j,ona are .et forth in Item. 360, 580, 
and the Cniform Order Bill of LA4.inq and the On1!orm Throuqh 
Export Bill of tadinq-Order Bill of tad1nq of the Covern1nq 
ClASsificAtion, only those prOvision. of said item. preceded 
w1ththe referenCe (P1), (P2), (P3) or (P5), will Apply 
on Cal;l.torn.i.a 1nu_ta1;.e trAffic. The explanation. of suCh 
reference. Are not, however, o'lpplicable to C4li!orn1o'l 1n.trutate 
trAffic. 

(I) The Excoption RAt1n~ Tarj,f!. 

¢(c) The KA%Ardous MAter1Ala ~Ari!f (CAlifOrniA Re9\llation.). 

(4) The ~ist4nCe Table •. 

¢2. Where the ratinqa an4 rulo. or other prov1aion. or conctitj,ons proyj,4e41n the 
qovern1n9 pl.1blicationa described 11\ pAt'Aqro.phs l(a), (]) and (d) hereof Are j,n 
conflict with tho.e proV1ded in this tariff, the provision. of this tar1ff will 
4~ply. Except AS otherwise specifically provide4 11\ this tar1!!, where the pro­
visioM ot the HAZArdous MateriAls ~Arif~ ue 1n conflict with the proyj,aiona .et 
forth 1n thi. tart!! or the othet'W:ise qovern1n9 pul)licAt1ona referred to 1n po.ra­
qrAph. lea) # (b) o11'l4 (d) hereot, the pro~don. ot the HUAr40us 1".Ater1&lll TArift 
will Apply. 

Correction 

86246 

ISSUED BY THE PUS~IC UTI~ITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CA~IFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISCO, CAl..IFORNIA. 
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MINII~UM RATE TARIFF 2 
'l'lUM"l-S.n'H RZVX$~ PACE.' .... 11 

CJ\.-;~u; 

THIRl'Y-SI~ ~SE~ PAQZ •••••• 19 

SECTION 1--RCtES or CENtRAL APPLI~ION (Cont1nue~) 

(a) RA-r:OII for -r:ransPQr1:a-r:ion Of permit shipmen-r:s ..mich are :requi:red to lIIOVe via a 
ei:reu.itoloW route bee(luse of eonC!1tiona imposed by a qovernmental aqenc:y, other 
than fIIhipmonu .I.lb~ect to the prov;.s.1.ons ot Item 120, shall be C!1stanee rates 
utilizinq distAnees determined under the prov;.sions Qf Item 100. 

ITEM 

(b) In adC!1t.1.on to all o1:her Appl..1.eable rates And chA.rqes 1'lAl1Ied .1.n this tlU'.1.!t, the 128 
tollOW11'1q charqes ,shAll be,(lssessed on All permit sh.1.pments: 

1. A chArqe ot 516.80 shall be made for 1:he serviee ot socudnq aaeh 
pormit, And 

2. A chArqe shAll ~ made equal to tho t_, it 4trj, ua.ssed l:Iy the 
qoveramentAl AC]ency tor 1as~9 eAch permit. 

HAZArdous Materials J.nclude theae Artiel .. ~escr1be~ .in an~ sl.lb~ect to the 
prov1a.1.olU1 of tho HO::Ar~ua l'.atenals Tariff. 

Rates tor transport4tion of shipments ot hazardous materia;!.s ..mich are roquired 
to move ViA A cireuitoua route boco,uae ot eon4J.tions imposed by a qovernmantAl aqeney 
shall be distanee rates ut11iz11'1q distances de-r:erm.inod un4er the provisions ot Item 100. 

HAzardous materials I!\Wlt not be accepted tor transportation unless At the time 
ot or prior to the initiAl pickup the CQna1.qnor hAIl turni.shed to the CArder w.t"itten 
intormat.1.on as required under tho requlat10ns of the lia::r.:ar~1oW MAterials Taritt. 

To the extent hereinafter provided, the follow1nq prov1a1oM of this tariff and jiS129 
the COverninq Classification will not Apply to sh.1.pmenu of da1'lqeroua art.1.cloa: 

1. Item. 90 and 91 (l'J.xed Shipmenta) will not apply to shipments con­
tain1.nq one or more CQl!lllod1t1es wh1eh the Kazar~\lII Mater1al.s 
Tariff prohibits be.1.nq transported at the same time on a s11'1qle 
un.1.t of carr.1.or's equipment. 

2. Items 110 (Application of Ratos--~uetions), Items 160-163 (Split Pic)(up), 
Item. 170-113 (Spli-r: Delivery), Item 182 (C.O.~. Shipments), Item 188 
(Mult.1.ple Serv1co Shipment) and Item 430 of the COVern11'1q CluaJ.!.1.catj,on 
will not apply to shipments, J.ncludJ.nq any component paru thereof, eont41n­
inq explosives (C1Alls A, B or C) and/or MY o'ther hazar~1oW Nt-rial. which 
may not be loft UNt.tte~ed in. the carrier'. equ;.pmel'1t un~r ~ r89Ulationa 
of the Hazardoua Materials Tariff. 

ACCZSSORlAL SERVICES 

When earrier performs, at shipper's or receiver's request or order, service such 6s 
stacld.nq, sort.1.nq, provid.1.nq helpers tor loadinq or unloAC!1nq, or atrj other 11)(0 sorvice 
whiCh 15 ~t a\lthor1::r.:od to be porformed under rates named in this tAr1!f, aM for wh1eh 
a ChArqe is not otherwise provided, aM.1.tional charqes per man shall be usessed .u 
provi~ed .in Item 145 (a) • The charge p:rovi&<! in Item 145(b) for unit of equipmel'1t shall 
alao apply whenever the acceslloriAl or incidental aorviee r~uires its uae, or <tIhenover 
the unit of equipment is J.naet1vL\te~ 'ay reaaon of the driVer or helper be1nq e1'lq49ed in 
lIuch service. 

The prov1a:l.ona ot thj.s itel!l shall %'lOt apply ..men a helper is prov.1.ded for any 
reason other than shipper'. or receiver'lI request or ordor. The reason for supp1y1nq 
helpers shall be recorded on sh.1.pp11'1q and accessorial aerv1ce documents. 

When char'ges Are provided 11'1 thJ.s ~r1ff for perfot'lllAnce of acensoriAl serv1cea, 
said chArQes shall be ))UC)d upon the weight. ..m.ich 1:ho transportation rat .. are CO!IIPute6. 
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C. :"32 (OSJ{ (06)" 

I'll N PlUM RATE TAR! FF 2 

SECTION l--R~tS O? CENERAt APPLICATION (Con~inued) 

S?LIT PICKUP (Cont1nUQd) 
(ItelM 160, 161" 162 and 163) 

c. The rate 1.01' the transportation o! a split pickup shipment shall be determined And 
applied 411 follows, subj.ct to Note 1 in Ite~ 163: 

1. Subject to the alternAtive prov1ded in paragraph ~ herea!, distAnce rates 
shall be determined by the distance to point of dest1nation from that point 
of oriqil'l which procuces the shortest dilltance via the other point or points 
of origin. (See Exceptions 1, 2, 3, 4 and ·~l 

~XCEPTION lp .... Add to tho distance determined undor the provisions of para­
graph 1 above, two constructive miles tor each point in eXCess of one loCAted 
within: 

(d) a single metropolitan zone, or 

(b) a single incorporAted city, including the extended 4rea thereot, but not 
within a metropolitan zone, or 

(c) a single unincorporated community, including the extended area thereof, 
bu~ !'IO~ within a. mot.ropol1tan zOne, deaignated in the Distance TAble u 
4 red point, black po1nt or nurnDered junction. 

EXCEPTION 2.w -In tho ~vont 4 shipment: (a) has any point of origin within 
4 mileage tcrrito~ and ~~e point of destination is located outside of the same 
mileage territory or (b) has any point ot origin located within 4 mileage terri­
tory and point 01: destination or any other point ot origin located outside 01: 
the S4l'lICI rn11eage territory, the shortest distlltlce ShAll be det4!!:r:mirw!d 411 tollows: 

(1) Ik!tween a poil\t within 4 metropolitan zone and a point not w1thin the 

I'l'EM 

IIAI1\(I! me~ropolitAn zone qroup but within the Related M1leAg_ Territory, ¢16l 
Wle tor constructive mileage deteminaeion tor the point w1th1n the 
metropolitan zone, the m1leage basing pointJI 1.or the applicable. metro-
politan zone groups. 

(2) Between two or more metropolitan zones within the same metropolitan ZOM 
group, use tor conatructivo m1leAqe determination tho mileage baaing 
points tor the in~v1dual metropolitan zones_ 

EXCEPTION 3.-"On stllit pickup shipmonu subject to II rate baaed on a min1m!JIII 
woi9ht ot 20,000 pounds or more and transported bet'Neen points in the 5at1 l"rancueo 
Metropolitan Zone Crou~, on tho one hAnd, and POintB in the r:utBay Metropolitan 
Zone Croup, on the other hand,. the rate shall be no lellS than the rAte set forth 
in Ieem 520. 

tXCEPTION 4.--:t! a cartior attempts ~ickup of any component part of a a~lit 
pickup shipment And it, throllgh no fault ot its own, said component PArt is not 
available for tender to the CArrier, distance shall nonetheless be comput41d viA 
aA:!.d point and All other POints sot forth on the split pickup dOCument described 
in paragraph 2 hereof. Split pickup charqes set torth in Note 1 will not apply 
it tre1qht ia not ~ickod up At point of oriqin of any componont. 

*tXCEPTION 5.-'l'he rAtes tor the transportation of sp11t pickup may not De 
determined by the use of point-to-point rAtes named in Items 509, 509.5, 510, 630, 
700, 726, 730, 740, or 758 nor tho hourly rAtes aot forth in Item 720. 

¢ Chanqe ) 
* Mdition ) 

correction 

<Continued in Item 162) 
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C. 5432 (OS}) 80vi· e 
?IRS~ RZVlStD PACE •••• 20-? 

a.~a:ts 

MINIr~UM RATE TARIFF 2 ORICINAL PACe ••••••••• 20-? 

SP:'I~ OELIVER:{ (Continued) 
(Items 170, 171, 172 An6 173) 

C. ~he rate for the transportation of .:\ split <=elivery shipment. ~hAll be ~termine~ 
an~ 4pplle~ a. tollows, subject to NOte 1 in Item 173: 

1. Subject to the Alternative provi4ed in pArAgraph ~ hereof, d1st&nce rates 
shall bo determined by the 6istAncC from point of origin to th~t point of 
aefttination which prOduces the shortest ~i8tAnce ViA the other point or 
points of destination. (S~o Excoption. 1, 2, 3 an6 -4) 

EXC&P:1ON 1.---A66 to the distance 6ete%mined under the provisions of para­
graph 1 AbOve, twO constructive miles tor each point in excess ot one locate6 
.... ithin: 

(A) a single metropolitan zone, or 

(:0) A single incot'POrAted city I including the oXU!n6ed area thereot, but not 
within A metropolitan zone, or 

(e) a single unincorporAted comm~ty, inclu6ing the exten6e6 area thereot, 
b1,lt not within a metropolitan zone, 6esiQn4te6 1n the Distance ':'al)le as 
a red point, blACk point or numbered junction. 

EXCEPTION 2.--11'1 the event A shipment: (a) haa iu origin within A mile4qe 
torritory And Any point Of d~st1nAtion is lOCAted outside of the 34me mileAge 
torritory, or (b) hAa any point Of destination located within A mileAqe territory 
and point of oriqin or any othor point ot destinAtion lOCAted outside of the aame 
mileaqe territory, the shortest 6istance ShAll be 6etermined as follows: ilS17l 

(l) Between a point .... ithin A metropolitan zone And a poin.t not "'itbin the 
SAme metropolit4l'l zone qroup but "'ithin the ~lAted Mileage Territor;, 
Wle tor constructive mUea'ile 6etermination for the po:l.nt wi1:h1n tho 
IIIfI!tropol1tAn zone, tho 1II110A9<3 bAsing po1rlts for the applicable metro­
politan zone groups. 

(2) Between two or more metropolitan zones .... ithin the aame metropolitAn zone 
group, use tor constructive mi1eaqe determination the mileaqe baaing 
points tor tho individual metropolitan zones. . 

1':XCEP~:ON 3.-0fl spl1t 6elivery shipmentll aubject to A rAte l>ue<.1 on 4 minimum 
.... eight of 20,000 pounds or more and transported l>etween pointa in the San l"rAnCl.llco 
!".etropolitan Zone Croup, on the one hand, and points in the East Bay Metropolitan 
zon. croup, on the other hand, the rAte ahAll. ~ no les,. thAn the rAte aet forth 
in Item ~20. 

-EXCEHION 4.--~e r4tA. tor the trAnsportadon o! split ~.l1very may not l>e 
determined by the uae of po1nt-to .. point rAtes name<.1 in Itema 509, 509.5, 510, 630, 
700, 126, 730, 7'0. or 758 nor the hourly rates set forth in Item 720. 

¢ O'IAnge ) 
• ~ition , 

Correction 

(Continue<.1 in Item 112) 

Oecill1on No. 86246 

ISSUED BY 'THE PUBI..IC UTII.I1:ES COrlJ1ISSI orl OF THE STATE OF CAI.IFORrHA, 
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THIRTEENTH ~IXSED PAQE~ ••• 68 

MINIMUM RATE TAP.IFF 2 
<!I\NCZI.S . 

TWELFTH REVISED PAQZ ••••••• 68 

S~eTION 4--ROOTINC (Oonclu~e~) 

ARouto :~o. 4: Protrl San Fr41lcisco Territory via T1. S. High .... ay No. 10l to Gilroy: State 
Hi9h .... ay NO. 152 through I.os nanos to its ;unction .... ith State H.i.9h ..... y No. 99 north 
of MAdora, v:l.a St;&to lU.gh .... ay No. 99 to I.oII Angel.s Territory or to x.o. Angele. 
nasin Territory. 

ARou.to No. 51 From North Sacramento via State High .... ay No. 99 to :r.o. Angeles Terr:l.tory 
or to toa An~elQa BAain Territory. 

ARout'!l No.6: From San Francisco Territory v.ia o. S. High .... ay No. 101 to its;unction 
.... ith State H:l."i1hway NO. ll8, 4.0 miles southeut of Ventura: via (a) State High­
.... ay. No. 118 throuqh Ch4u .... orth, or (1:1) T1. S. High .... ay lOl through 'l'hOWl41ld Oaka, 
or (c) o. S. HighWay No. 101 to ita junction with State High ..... y No. 1 .t. Zl 
Rio, thence v.ia State Highway NO. 1 throQ9h Oxn.&rd to x.os Angole. Territory or 
to x.o. Angelos nasin Terri tory • 

ARou.te NO. 71 11rolll San Francisco Territory via Roue. 1, 2 Or 3 to the ;unct.1on ot 
Businea,.. Interstate Hi.ghway 205 (formerly known .s ~. S. Hi~h"'''y No. ~O) an(!. 
State Hi9h .... a:t No. 33. 3.0 mile. eaat of 1'roc:y: via Stat. Highwa:,.. No. 33 to x.oa 
1341'1011; via Stb.l!O Ilighway No. l52 to ita ;unc:1:.1on .... ith Stb.te High ...... y No'. 99 north 
ot Madera1 via Route 1, 2 or 3 l>eyOnd. 

(l)Route NO. 81 From San Fr41lcisco Metropolitan Zone Grol,lp via O. S. Highway No. 10l 
to San Jose Metropolitan Zone Qroup. 

(l)Route t~o. 10: FrOm ~.t Bay Metropolitan Zone Qroup via State Highway No. 17 to 
San Jose Metropolitan ZOne croup. 

(2) ARoute I~O. 13: prom Sprockols via unnumberod hi9hwoy (Spreckels Boulovard 4nd Ho.rda 
Road) to ita junction .... ith T1. S. High ..... y 101 approximately S.3 milea north of 
ChualAr, thonco via Route No. 6 to :r.o. Angele. Territory. 

(3)~Route No. 14, From'San Francisco Territory vlo. (a) Interstate Highway No. 80, or 
(1)) State Hi'}h .... l!ly. NO. 24, 4 &tiC! 160 to Sacramento Valley Territory. 

(3)~RoutG No. 151 From San Francisco Territory via (a) Interatate Highway No. S80, or 
(1)) c. t:i. Hi?h .... ay NO. 101 to Gilroy, t.hel'lce via State Highway No. 152 to San 
Joaquin VAlloy Territory. 

('3')6n¢ute %:0. 16: From North SacrolUllOnto via State Hi.,hway No. ~? to San Joaquin Valley 
TerritOr:(. 

(3)ARoute No. 17: From SacrAmento via. State Hiqhway No. 9~ to Soeramento Valley 
Terri toxy • 

-Route No. 18: From San Francisco Torritory via O. S. Hi9hway No. 101 to 
Qilroy 1 Stato Highway NO. lS2 to Interstate Hiqhwoy No. 51 tl)enCo v:l.& Interatb.t. 
U.1.t;h .... o.y NO. 5 to the x.oa Angoles '!orritoxy or to the Loll Angelea ~1n 'l'erritory. 

-Route No. 19, From North Sacramento via Interstate Hit;h .... ay No. S1:O the 
toll Angelos Territory or to the x.o. Angeles naain Territory. 

(1) Applies only in connection .... ith r.ates named in Itelll SO~. 
A (2) Applies only in connection .... ith r&t;.ea namod in Item 740. 
I:> (3) Appliell only in connection .... ith rote. named in Item 620. 

¢ Ch4nqe ) 
- Addition ) 
A Change, neither incroase ) 

nor reduction ) 

Decision NO. 
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¢I~OO.l 

CorrfJction 

ISSUED BY THE PUB~IC UTI~ITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CA(IFORNIA~ 
SAN FRANCISCO, CA~IFORNIA. 


