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Decision No. _..;.8~6_3_4_8 __ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF 'l'RE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Investigation on the COmmission's own ~ 
motion into the operations, rates and , 
practices of McANALLY TRANSPORTATION~ , 
INC." a California corporation; OR , 
:soy! CORPORATION~ a California. corpora.- \ 
t1on; POppy FOOD COMPANY", a California , 
co~orat1on; ZACKY AND SONS POULTRY , 
COMPANY" a Ca11forn1a. corporation; , 
COLDEN \.,'HITE, INC., a Californ1a cor- ~ 
poration; VERDA POULTRY COMPANY, a , 
California corporation; and McANALLY \ 
ENTERPRISES, INC.~ a CalifOrnia. cor- , 
porat1on. ) 

) 

QRDER DENYING REHEARING 

caze No. 9748 

Decis10n No. 84196 date4 March 18, 1975 <l1rected McA."la.lly 
Transportation, Inc. (MCAnally), among other things, to collect 
$10 .. 201.79 in 'Undercharges trom Oh Boy! Corporation COh Boy) 
and to pay a t1ne 1n the amount of these undercharges to the 

Commission. By Dec1sion No. 84534 dated June 10" 1975" as 
amended by Decis10n No. 84567 dated June l1, 1915" a petition 

tor rehearing of Decis10n No. 84196 tiled 'by Oh Boy was granted 
for the lim1ted purpose or receiV1ng further eVidence with 
respect to whether McAnally had charged less than the applicable 
minimum. ra. tes in connection W1 th the tra.nsportat1on performed by 
It ~or Oh Boy. Public hearing was held on September 22 and 23 

and October 31" 1975, and the matter was submitted upon the . 
tl11ng or briers on December 22~ 1975. 

On June 29 ~ 1976, DeCision No... 86021 was issued in which we 
found, on the Oacis or the record~ tha t Oh Boy d1d not furn1sh 
McAnally the Single conso11dat1ng documents req~red by paragraph 
2 of Item 172 or M1n1mum Rate Tar1f'f' 2 (MRT-2). We ordered tba t 



the suspension or ordering paragraph 3 o~ Decision No. 84196 a.s 
it relates to Oh Boy be vacated, and directed McAnally to proceed 
with collection or the undercharges from Oh Boy. 

On July 16, 1916, Oh Boy filed a petition tor rehea~~ of 
Decision No. 86021.. Oh Boy requests that the Comm1ss10n set azide 
Decision No. 86021 and inter a11a, reopen the proceeding on the 
basis of the recent decision by the U.S. Court of Appeals for the 
Ninth Circuit in Inland Cities Express v_ ~2mond Nat10pal Cor­
;2,orat1on, 524 F .2<1 153 (l975). Oh Boy alleges that it has 1n its 
possession tally sheets coneerning the Shipments 1n question which, 
under the Inland holding, would establish compliance With the 
single document rule contained in paragraph 2 ot Item 112 of 
MR'l'-2. We note that the Court ;tn Inland found compl1.ance With the 

single document rule on the basiS or a recora shoWing that tally 
sheets had been received by the carr1er's (Inland) agent atthe 
shipper's (Diamond) load1ng dock, ~ that a master bill or la~ 
consolidating the entire shipping transaction was :1.ssued ae. $OO~' 

as the carr1er's trailer (or trailers) had been loaded. In 1igl'~ 
of our previous finding that Oh Boy did not furnish McArla.lly With 

any Single consolidating documents covering the shipments tor 
which Violations were round~ based particularly on the eVidence 
eetablishing that none of the master documents purportedly mailed 
by Oh Boy were received by MeAnally, we are not persuaded that 
the holding 1n the Inland case requires a redetermination ~ the 
instant proceeding. 

HaVing considered each and ever:; allega t1on· ot: Oh Boy f S 

petition, and being o~ the opin1on that good cause tor rehea~ 
of Decision No .. 86021 and reopening of the record 1n case N~ .. 
9748 has not been made. to appear. 

IT IS ORDERED that rehearing or other reconsideration or 
Decision No.. 86021 is hereby den1ed .. 
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The effective date or this order 1$ the date hereof. 
Dated at &.:l. .Fr::I.nclsco , Cal1.!"orn1a~ this :? I ~ (jay 

or ---'i"~' '&-u+Qo!Q1Ij~t-.J' 1976. )1>1.0 >.ivjj 
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