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Decision No.. 86373 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application ) 
of AJ)~ DELIVER! SERVICE., INC. a ) 
california Corporation for ) 
authority to depart trom.tbe ) 
provisions of Minimum'Rate Tariff) 
2.. ) 

Application No. 56519 
(F1led June 1,. 1915) 

()~enaed July 13> 1915) 

INTERIM OPINION AND ORDER 

By thi3 application, Adams Delivery Service, Inc"., a 
corporation, requestz authority to eev1ate trom the proVisions 
of Minimum Rate Tarifr 2 1n connection with the transportation of 
shipments of drugs and sundries weigh1ng 101 pounds to 500 pounds 
trom Oakland to various destinations. l 

Applicant states that the sought authority is nearly 
identical to that currently authorize4 by Decision 85216. It seeks 
generally to apply the provisions authorized by the aforementione4 
decision and to 1nclu4e pool shipment services. Decision 85241, ~. 
a Supplemental Op1nion to Decision 85216 in Application 55545, has 
oeen issued by the COmmiSSion which changes the terminal POint trom 
Hayward. to Oakland and removes the ",'eight restriction o~ 2>500 pounds 
in connection With the unitized sh1pment$. 

1 The m1n1mum chargcs~ exclUSive or applicable surcharges> and. the 
proposed charges in cents per shipment for representative ship
ments of drugs are as follows: 

Present Charg£s 
From Oakland 150 400 

To Pounds Pounds 

Proposed Charges 
l50· 400 

Pounds Pounds 

Concord 1025 1812 
San Jose 1025 1920 

135 1485 
735 1485 
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App11cant des1res to extend this de11very serv!ce up to 
500 pounds per shipment as 1 t has recei ve<! reque sts !rom sbippers 
to so expand th1s service. ADplicant azserts that the rates proposed ~ 
are based on the fact that 1t does not have any pickup eozt and the 
saVings in such cost should therefore be passed on to the sh1pper. 

Revenue ~~d expense data submitted by app11cant ~~d1cate 
that the transportat10n involved may reasonably be expected to be 
profitable under the proposed charges. 

The app11cation and ~~endment were 11s~ed on the Co~l$
slon's Da1ly Calenda.~ of June 3, 1976 and July 14, 1976, respec
tlv~ly. Objection to the granting of the appllcation was rece1ved 
t:'o:n Callfornia Trucklng Associatlon,. Protestant stated that the 
support1ng data do not pe~t the detailed assessment o~ the propos
al. Nevertheless app11cant's showing indicates the proposal is rea
sonable fo~ thls transportation on an interim bas1s as hereatter 
ordered. 

In the c1rcumstances, the Comc1ss1on flnds that: 
1. Zne cost data are sutf1clent to determ!ne that the proposed 

charges are reasona~le, on ~~ interim bas1s~ for transportatlon per
fomed by applicant. 

2. Ap~11c!3.nt shall d.evelop detailed cost data for the atore
m~ntioned t~ansportat1on during the interlm per10d of thls authorlty 
for pre~entat10n at a publlc hearing. 

3. The application and rules of charges per sh1pment shall be 
as set forth in Decision 8624l in Applicatlon 55645, except as 
modifiea by spec1al condit10ns as set forth in the ensuing order. 

4. The effective date of this order shall be the date hereof 
because there i$ an 1mmed1ate need for this rate relief_ 
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IT IS ORDERED that: 
l. Adams Delivery service, Inc.> a corporation, is authorized 

to perform the transportation shown 1n Appendix A attached hereto and 
by this reference made a part hereof at not less than the charges set 
forth and subject to the conditions therein .. 

2.. T,he authority granted herein shall expire one year after the 
effective cate ot tr~s order unlez~ sooner e~nccl1ed~ modiried or 

extended by further order or the Co~~szion. 
3. Adams. Delivery service, Inc., shall provide the Commission 

and all pa.rties to this proceeding w1th the data specified in 

Find1ng ~ hereof. 
4. Apub11e hearing shall be scheduled on th~3 appl~eat~on 

at a date to be set. 
The effective date or thiz order is the date hereot. 
Dated at San Francisco, California, thi$ td-.t:iI day or 

September) 1970. 
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APPENDIX A 
/" . 

Acla:ms. Delivery Service,. Inc.,. 
A Cal1forn1a Corporation 

Application 

1. The charges set forth herein are applicable only to the 
transportation or drugs and sundries 1nshipments weighing 
between 101 and 500 pounds from Oakland to points, set forth 
herein. 

2. The charges set torth here in apply only !'rom the term1:lal of 
Adams Delivery Serv1ce~ Inc." Oakland" as proportional cha...-ges 
in eonnection with the transportation of Shipments. having, 

Rules 

had an immediate prior movement by highway carrier as part 
of a unitized shipment for subsequent reshipment by Adame 
Delivery Service, Inc. 

3. The provis1ons hereot will not apply'when Adams De11ver,y 
Service, Inc., prov1dc5 pickup serv1ce1n connection with 
a:ny shipment transported. 

1. Claims for loss or damage ~~ all eases will be paid up to 
the selling price of a s1nsle package with a maximum claim 
of $100 tor any single package. 

2. Except that the provisions of Items 176 through 179 will 
not apply, a~d exeept as ~rov1ded herein, shipments tranz
~orted ~~der the char¢es h~rein are s~bject to all proVi
s10ns of rr~n1mum Rate Tar:1.1"f 2 .. 

3 .. The charges herein do not apply to same-day service.. As 
used herein the term "same-day serv1ce" mean~ that no indi
vidual shipment can be de11vered on the same day that it 
is picked UP by a.~y highway carrier as parto! the unitized 
shipment. 

4. It the carrier is una~le to de11v~r a~y shipment because of 
an incorrect address, and if it 1$ redelivered to the 
eorreet address, another delivery charge shall be made. 

5. All shipments shall be prepaid by the shipper. 
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APPENDIX A 

Charges 1n Dollars per Shipment 

Weight in Pounds 

But Not 
Over Over Shipment Charges -
100 150 $ 7~35 
150 200 9.05: 
200 250 10.75 
250 300 11.95 
300 .400 14.85 
.400 500 17·30. 

CITIES ZONE 1 
Agnew Fort Mason Newark San Jose Alameda Foster City Niles San Leandro Albany Fremont Oakland. San Lorenzo Alvarad.o Oakla~d Ar.=y Base San Mateo AlV1so Hayward. Oakland Naval Santa Clara Atherton Hillsborough Supply Saratoga Hillsdale So·. Sml Frane1zeo Belmont Pacifica Stanford Berkeley KenSington Palo Alto Stanford. University Brisbane Piedmont Sunnyvale Burlingame Los Altos Portola Valley 

Los Gatos ?res-1e1o s. P. . 'X:reasure Islan<! Ca.:mpbell 
Castro Valley Menlo Park Redwood City Union City Colma Millbrae Redwood Shores Cupertino Milpitas Ricru::ond 101cstlake 

Moffett Field Woodside Daly City Monte Vista San Bruno 
!·lonte Sereno Sa."'l Carlos Yerba Buena I~l~d El Cerr1to rr.ounta.1n View San Francisco Emeryv111e S. F. Int. Airport 
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APPENDIX A 

CITIES ;ONE 2 

Aeroje"t Fair 9ak& Moraga Sacramento Alamo Florj.n Morgan Hill Sali<la Antioch FoothUls Farm:J salinas Apt¢s Fort Baker Napa San Anselmo Auburn Fort Barry New~tle San Martin Avon. Freedom Novato San :Pal)lo 
Fx-eneh Camp North. H1gh.land.s San Quent1n Belvedere North Sacramento San Rafael Benicia Galt San Ramon Brentwood Gilroy Oakley Santa' Cruz Broderick Gl-ass Valley Ol1veburst Santa Rosa Bryte Green'Orae Orinda Santa Venetia 

Orangevale Sausalito Cameron Park Hamilton Field Seasid.e Capitola Pacheco Sel:>astopol Carmel Ignaei0 Pacific Grove Sh1ngle'Spr1.ngs Carm1chael Fajaro $¢quel Castrov1lle Kentfield Parkway Estates SmartVille Chicago Park Peardale Stockton Citrus Heights Lafayette Penngrove ClarksVille Larkspur Penryn 'rena Linda Colfax Lathrop Pen Valley 'l'1buron Concord Lincoln Petaluma 'I'racy Corte Madera Livermore Pinole Cotati Lod.1 Pittsburg Un1on- Hill Coyote Looms Placerville Crockett Pleasant Hill Vallejo 
Manteca Pleasanton Y'aeavllle DanVille Mare- Island Port Chicago Davis Var1na Walnut Creek 

Diamond. Springs Marin City Rancho COrdova WatsonVille Dubl1n Martinez Rheem We1ma.r 
Marysv11le Ripon Wezt Sacramento El Dorado Hill Mather AFB Rocklin Wheatland 

El Sobrante McClellan AFB Ro~eo WOO4land Elverta Meadow Vista Rohnert Park 
Mill Valley Rosemont Yuba City 

Fairfax Modesto- Ross 
Fairf.1eld Monterey Rou~ & Ready 

(END OF APPENDIX A) 
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