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Decision :=0. 90071 . MArt l ~ 1979. 

;::;. the r·:at.ter of the !:;.vestigat.ion 
for the purpose of considering a:;.: ) 
determir.ir.g cini~~ rates for ) 
transportation, i~ b~l~, or agri- ) 
cultural ~roducts and related ) 
articles statewide as trovided in ) 
!f:inir.lUtr. Rate Tariff 14-A and t.he ) 
revisions or reissu~s thereof. \ 

) 

,--------------------------) 

Case No. 7857 
~ t· .. · ~ .,M d' ~. t' . e l ... lOr:. .. or .;.0 l ... lca lon 

.• , 65 1.1jO_ ... 

(Filed J~~e ;0, 1978; 
a~ended August 1, 1978) 

(For ap~earances see Decision No. 89401.) 

California T~cking Association (eTA) seeks, in tAis 
proceeding, adjustments in the ~inim~~ rates for the transportation 
of oilseeds (cottonseec, safflower seed, anti flaxseed) set fort~ 
. ~'.' -.. "" . ~f' , 4 • ( •• ':) .... 14 .) In l.·~:.nlr.n;.m :t.a ... e .l.arl... ... -"" ~'U... _ -"" • 

:nterim Decision No. 89301 issued Aug~st 22, 1978 
established a five ~ercent surcharge on safflower seed effect.ive 
August 24, 1976, prior to t.he co~:.ence~ent. of tee harvest season 
for that co~mocii~y. ?ublic hearing in ?etitior. 165 was neld on 
Sept.e~ber 12, 13, and 14, 197e in San FranciSCO, and the ~~tter 
was subrr.itted. At the re~uest. of eTA, Seconci :~teri= Decision 
No. 89481 dated October 3, 1978 established a ~ive percent sur-

cnarge on cottonseed effective Cctober 5~ 1~7~f in orli~~ tc 
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C.7857 ?et. 165 kd 

?artially =.eet ~ne reve~ue ~eeds of carrie~s auring ~he cottonseed 
r.arvest which co~enced ir. early Cctooer.6( 

~n ?eti~ion 165, eTA poi~ted out that the last general 
review of the minimum rates in XllRT 14-A had been made pursuant 
to Decision No. 67800 effective August 30, 1977. !r~t decision 
limited the sought rate inc~ease on oilseeds to four percent and 
stated as follows: 

v 

"As ind.icated above, tr.e evidence sho· ... -s tnat several 
of the cost factors ex~erienced by highway carriers 
engaged in oilseed tra~spcrtation have increased since 
the ~ates for such transportation were last' adjusted 
on a ~er~4nent oasis, but no evidence has been 
~resented which ~recisely ~easureS the i~r-act of 
such i~creases on ~otal carrier o?erating costs. 

Decision No. 594$1 stated as follows: 
"The evidence i:1 the proceeding shows that the volu::e rr.o\~ernent 
of cottonseed from cottonseed gins to proceSSing rr.il1s as a 
result of ~he harvest of cotton will commence the fi~st week 
of October and extend through Dece~ber 1975. !t is the custo~ 
for the mills tc co~tract with carriers ~o trans~rt the entire 
production of cottonseed frc~ a gin to the =i11 auring the 
harvest season. ~ben it beca~e appa~ent at the close of nearings 
that the consideration and ad;udication of the r.Any issues 
presented in the proceeding regarding cottonseed and other oi1-
seeds would preclude the issuance of a deciSion by ~he Co~issicn 
prior to the harves~, petitioner CTA ~oved for an i~ediate 
emergency five ~ercent increase in the =ini~ rates for cotton­
seed pending fieal decision of its petition. No party opposed 
the ::otion. 

"i . ... h .. &" &' • • , ~ •••• t .... • t ~s ~ e pos~t~on o~ tne ~~ve ~~_~s pa~~c~?at~ng~:1 _e 
proceeding, which receive over 90 percent of the move=ent of 
cottonseed fro~ gin to mill during the harvest, that it is of 
ut~ost im~rtance to them that the ~ini~ rates be estao1ishe~ 
at the begi~~ing cf the season whee tney contrac~ witn their 
ca~riers an~ remain unchanged during the season. For that reason, 
and witho~t prejudice ~c the ~osition taker. by the~ regarding 
petitioner's ?er~anp.nt rate proposals, they acquiesce to 
~etitioner's motion for a five ~ercent in~eri= increase in ~he 
~resent ~inirr.u~ rates for the trans~ortation of ccttonseed to 
be applicable thrc~gh the 1978 season. It ~as tne position of 
the staff that its studies justify an e~e:gency inte~i= increase 
of ~ive ~ercent for the trans~rtation of cottonseed. No ether 
parties si=oke to the rr.otion. " 

... 
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Absent such data, we ca~~ot find that an inc~ease 
g~eater than that initially agreed to by cotton 
oil ~roducers and established on ac interim oasis 
is j~sti£ied. There!ore, we fi~d that the interi: 
4 ~ercent increase in rates !or oil seeds s:'c~lQ oe 
established as the ~er:anent level of ~inimu: rates 
for the forthco~ing·season. 

"All of the '!:)arties to this ":roceeciin 
the time is ri~e _or ~ne ~re~ara~ion 0: curre~t 
cost anc rate stucies for tae trans~ortation services 
involved in this ~roceecins. Loglcally, c~r staff 
snoulc ~re~re ana ~resent new studies. iowever, we 
expect that by the ti~e that a new offset.proceeding 
is necessary, we will have corr.pleted our investigations 
loc~ing to the establishment o! ~les under which 
carriers '~ll file tariffs conta~~ing the rates for 
these and all other trar.s~rtation services. As 
carriers wil: initiate their own rates, our s~a££ a~d 
the carrier associations will be relieved of the 
enor=ous curden of pre?aring detailed s~udies to 
sup?Ort revisions i~ t~e ~i~i~~=. rate str~cture. If, 
however, our ~~o~~a~ cices ~ot =atur~ as ~la~~ed, w~il1 
eX";:')ec't tha.t. ,:,:,ro~one!'lt.s 0:" :\;.'t-:;re .::to. ~us'tme~ts i~ 'tne 
mi~i!:':Urn rat.es i!'! l'i~i~ 14-;. wi~l su-:~l'r st:.bs't,a~::la ... V 

~ore com~lete nata. to su~~ort tne:r reouests tnan was 
~resentec nerei~." (Decision No. cl7cOQ, :.i:eograpn 
copy page 8, e~phasis added.) 
Tne cost data and evidence developed a~ci ~resentea oy 

eTA in ?etition 165 asser'tedly are in response to the co~ents and 
directives set forth in Decision No. 87500. A ~ew cost study 
covering the transportation of cottonseed "NaS present~d by a 
transportation specialist e~ployed in eTA's 0ivision of Transportation 
£conor.ics. 3ased on the cost study, the C~A witness proposed 
increases in rates on cottonseea averagL~g about 33.5 percent. The 
field and other studies conducted by the witness pu:portedly showed 
that safflower seed has substantia: s~ilar transportation 
cnaracteristics as grain a.nd rice; therefore, the witness recor.:.enaec. 
that the safflower seed be addec to the :ist of co~ociities subject 
':0 'the bulk grain rates in Sectio!'l 5 c'i' !V:.~T 14.-A. ::~~ eTA study 
also sho·~ed. t.ha.t the a::!c~nt of flaxseed grow:'l l!'l Ca!i.for::.ia has 
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C.7S57 ?et. l65 ~d 

continously declined for several past growi~g seasons; there~ore, 

the witness reco~ended that flaxseed also be added to Sectio~ 5. 
eTA also proposed that free ti=e period for delays be reduced 
fro~ two hours tc one and one-half hours for cottonseed; tr~t 
~les governing cleanup loads of cottonseed be established; and 
that a charge of 1~ cents per 100 pounc.s be .established for 
loa~ing cottonseed (a) by use of a tractor equipped with a blade 
or scoop furnished by the carrier, and (0) into the unit of the 
carrier's equipment from bunkers-or seedhouses. The loading 

charges are based on the differential in costs between tne loaa~~g 
~ethods described and loading by use of a conveyor. 

':'he Corr.rr.issio:l st.aff prese:lted a cost study in Exhibit 8 
which is predicated on the data in petitioner's eost study revised 
to reduce driver's labor costs from $10.449 per hour to $8.414 per 
hour. The staff adopted the performance factors set forth in 

petitioner's EL~ibit 2, except for hauls of 10 miles or less. The 
staff increased average speeds for lengths of haul of 5 and 10 miles 
which, in turn? reduced total costs tor those distances. Based on 
itS analyses of the factors surrounding tne transportation of oilseeds, 
incl~aino cost aata, tne staff recommended that a s~para~e scale . . ~-

of rates be established for cottonseed, which would result in a 
revenue increase for such traffic of about 22.4 percent. The statt 
also recommended that a separate rate item be established for 
safflower seed and flaxseed and that ~c~ see~~ no~ Ou ~QQ subject 
to the grain rate items. The latter r~commenaation is based on the 
fact that traffic flow data in the Comcission's Data Bank indicate 
that safflower seed is transported in ~uantities less than the 
highest mintw~ weight specified in the grain items. 

-;.-



C.7S;7 ?et. 165 kd 

Svidence also was ~r~sented on oe:'alf of tne principal 
cottonseec processors (mills).6(' A witness testifying for ?~nchers 
Cotten Oil described the circ~stances surrounding cottonseed 
transportation, and tne marketing of cottcnseed and its products. 
Similar data were presented by ?roducers Cotten Oil Co. 
traffic consultant ereployed by the five ~ills ~ed L~ Footnote 2 
presented a list of all carriers employed i~ the 1977-78 
season to transport cottonseed for tnose mills, together ~r.th a 
su~~ary of the tonnage a.~~ revenues of each carrier. 
Cottcnseec 7rans~o~ation 

7ne evidence snows that the pri~4~ =overr.ent of cotton­
seed is from cotton gins to processing plants (mills). ~nat 

~ove~ent occurs during the cotton harvest ~eriod, generally beginning 
the first week in October and continuing through ~id December 
(Exhibit 16). Tne gins ship and the ~ills receive cottonseed on a 
twentY-lour hour basis durL~g tr~t period L~ order to handle the 
large voluce of cottonseed produced duri~g the shcrtharvest season. The 

Tne cotton ~rocessors (mills) are: . 
Anderson, Clayton & Co. (Chowchilla) 
J. G. Boswell Company (Corcoran) 
Kingsburg Cot~on eil (Kingsburg) 
?roducers Co~ton Oil Co. (Fresno) 
Ranc~ers Cotton Cil (Fresno) 
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~ransportation cnarges ar~ paid by the =il15. A single carrier 
serves each gin. A carrier may serve =ore th~~ one gi~. Tnere 
are 191 co~ton gins in the San Joaquin Valley a~d l~ in the :rnperial 
Va~ley. Seventy carriers transported co~tonseed for the five 
mills in the 1977-78 season (~~ibit 17). 

The storage space for cottonseed at the gin is limited; 
therefore, cottonseed must be removed before the gin's storage capacity 
is exceeded. It is the carrier's responsibility to ~ove the 
cottonseed so that the seed does not exceed the gints storage 
capacity. Loading is generally accocplisheci by gravity flow fro~ 
a bunker or seed hopper, or by use of a conveyor or auger from a 
seed pile on a grou.."ld. level slab (slab loadihg). Slab loading is tne 
most COIrll:on ~ethod and is also the least costly. The ::.ost cc::n.on 
types of carriers' equi?~ent are flat-bed trailers e~uip?ed with 

tt seed boxes or hydrauliC trailers which dump from tne siae. At 
destination the cottonseed is unloaded by dumping from the 
trailer or by snovelling cr ra~ing the seed frorr. tne trailer i~to 
pits or along side a conveyor belt. 
Cost Data for Cot~onseed 

CTA developed a new cos~ st~dy for the trans?Ortation of 
cottonseed in its Exhibit 2. That study develops total costs 
of transporting cottonseed in bulk in truckload lots for various 
lengths of haul. The cost study reflects ?erfcr~ance data, equip­
~ent costs, and. otter infor~tion ob~ai~ed fro~ 35 carriers 
(Exhibit 9). 

Labcr costs included in CTA's Exhibit 2 are based on ~ages 
and fringe benefits in the Agricultural and dorticultural Supple~ent 
to the !e~msters Union r-r:aster Freignt Asree:nent. !ne record. snows 
that none of the carriers from whorr. wage in~orrr4tion was obtained 
in the course of the study underlying ~~ibit 2 actually ?ay their 
er:'tployee-o.rivers on the basis o~ that agreement or a:'.y other union 
contract. T.~e recora indicates tha~ carriers engaged in oilseed 

,. 
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transportation generally pay their employee-drivers on a ?erce~tage 
c~ revenue basis. Tae record snoWS that several of tne stuaied 
carriers ~se subhaulers for all or a part o~ their oilseed 
transportation. The subhaulers ~ost co~or~y are paid on a 
~ercentage of revenue oasiS. 

The Commission staff ~repared Exhibit 8 which revises 
the cost data in E~~ibit 2 to adjust labor costs and to increase 
the average vehicle speed for short hauls. The staff contacted 
the 35 carriers used in the CTA study. T~e staff determined that 
61.5 ?ercent or the carriers handling cottonseed paid their drivers 
on a percentage of revenue basiS. USing a factor of 25 percent of 
gross revenues as a basis for wages, tne stafr developed 
equivalent total hourly wage costs for various lengths of haul, 
which ranged frorr. $4.191 for a 25-~ile r~u: to 39.210 for a 
150-mile haul. Peti-:ioner, irl its ::x.'-libit 2, used $7.11 per hour 
as the base hourly .... -age and. in.creased that a::ount fer rel.ated 
contract fringe benefits and stat.utory fri:lge be~efits tc reach a 
total hourly h~ge cost of 510.4439. ~~e staff selec-:e~ tne sa~e 
base hourly wage cost of Si.ll as reflective of actual wages being 
paid, a~d increased t.he base figure for st.at.utory fringe benefits 
to achieve a tot.al hourly ~~ge cost of S8.414. 

Petitioner revised t.he vehicle s~eeds for 5- and lO-~ile . 
hauls i:1 its ccst study in ~~~ibit 2 to closely approxi:ate tne 
revisions proposed in the staffts E~~ibit 8. 

Petitioner, in E~~i'oit ;, developed a cost. differential 
in cent.s per 100 ?ounds for tractor loading and bunker loading 
as ccrr.pared with conveyer loacii:1g ccsts set forth in ~~~ibit 2. 
According to the study in ~~~ibit ;, the cost differentials are 
abcut l~ cents per 100 ?Ou~ds. 
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Evidence was presen~ed on behalf of the mills to show, 
among other things, that the loading times and unloadL~g times 
developed L~ Exhibit 2 are too high, and tnat cost of the tractor 
used in Exhibit 3 to develop a tractor-loadi~g di£ferential was 
too high, and that free tices for loading and unloading should not 

be changed. 
Rate Pro'OOsa1s 

eTA rate proposals are contai:led in ~ibit 5. eTA 

proposed a commodity rate scale for cottonseed in Item 600 of 
~~T l~-A which reflects the cost data in its Exhibits 2 and 3. 
The rates are based on a mL~imum weight of 48,000 pounds per ship­
ment.· eTA proposes a 1i-cent additive for bu.~er and for tractor 
loading. The proposed cottonseed rates result in an average 
increase of about 28 percent over the interim scale adopted in 

Decision No. 89481 (supra). eTA also proposed that tne free time 
for loading and unloading cottonseed be reduced. eTA proposed that 
safflower seed and flaxseed be removed from Item 600 and that those 
ccmmodities be made subject to the ~ain rates in Item 500 series, 
on the basis that safflower seed and flaxseed transportation is very 
similar to grain, rice, and other co~odities subject to grain rates. 

The Commission staff rate proposals are contained in 

~~ibits 10 and 11. The staff proposed a scale of rates for cotton­
seed that is based on the cost data in Exhibit S. The rates also 
are subject to a minimuc weight o~ 48,000 pounds, and a li-cent 
differential is proposed for bunker ~~d tractor loading. The staff's 
proposal in Exhibit 10 results in an app~oximate 17 percent increase 
over the interim rates on cottonseed established by Decision No. 89~81. 

The eo~ission staff recommended no change in tne free­
time provisions for loading and unloading. 
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The staff proroses ~ha~ th~ existine levelz of rates 
est.ablished in Item 600 by Dccisior. No. c~<)301 be rctnined !."or 

safflower seed and flaxseed. These rates ore subject to a ~nimuu. 
weight of 48,000 po~nds. 

The five mills oppose (lny cn::lnce in existinc 0 ilseec 
rates other than the interim rate incre~0c~ er0r.ted by D~cisio~s 

Nos. 89301 and 89481. 
The Cal ifornia Farm BureDt:. su ':'I"or~s ~he stuff recor.-.rr.endation ...... 

concerning safflower seed. It opposes eTA's proposal that. 

safflower seed be added to grain rates because t.hose rates are subject 
to a :r.inir.:urn we ieht of 52,000 pounds which is in excess of the / 
amount of safflower seed .that can be loaded in a typical bulk trailer ~ 
unit of carrier's equipr..ent.. 

Discussion 
eTA has complied with the directive of 'the Gornr:lission 

that current cost. data s:lould be present.ed to support. any proposed 
increase in ~he level of cotto~seed rcttes. The field s~udies of 
eTA cover operations of 35 carriers. ~Ie field s~u~y, in general, 
is represent~tive of ca~rier operotio~5 l~ the ~ranspor~a~ion of 
cottonseed. nowever, cross-examinatio~ of t.he eTA witness 
prese:lting the cost. stl;dy and t.he testimony of other witnesses 
indic3tes t.wo Dreas in 'Ilhich eTA' s cost study does not accurately 

1 

portray such carrier operations, nan-,eI y (:!ri vers' waee costs anJ 

loading and unloading t.i~es. The record sno· ... ·s tnat rvarriers 
transporting ccttons~~d co not pay their criverc' waeec on ~ne level 

used in t.he eTA cost ot.uciy. Tn~ W;)r,c cost.s set !'ort.h in the staff's 
study are as close an approximation az can be made or ~he average 

wages actually incurred by c~rriers un~cr the ?e~centage-of-
revenue method ac~ually used. We find th~t the level of carrier 

wage costs in ~he stoff's stuay in Exhibit S is reasonable and 
should be adopted. 
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The second Drea i:; which CTfl.':;; cost. study may be over­
stated is in connection '.'lit.h lo~ding ~nd '..:nloadi!1g times. The 

cross-exa~ination of eTA's witness and tne testimony of indivicual 
mill operators indicate th~t delDY time is seldom incurred in the 
loading process az it i~ ~ntircly within the control of the carrier 
contracting t.o perfor~ tn~ s0rvice. Si~il~rly, lesser unloading 
t.imes, on the averaee, are incurred th~n ~scd in Exhibits 2 and S. 
Based on all of the evidence, we find that loading time should be 
based on .875 hours, r~ther thAn 1.03 hours set fort.h in Exhibits 
2 and 8; and that unlo~dinc time should be based on 1.~25 hours 
rather than 1.33 hours set forth in Exhibits 2 and 8. 

We also have analyzed the eviJcnce concerning the ce,st 
and rate differentiGlls for trailer ;:l:'.c. bt:ni<er loadin.:;_ We 

find t.hat the cost differentials developed 1n ~~~ibit 3 are 
reasonable and 0 r~te differential of l~ cents ;er 100 pounds dlso 
is reasonable and should be adopted. 

At our direction the staff has developed a revised cost 
study incorpor:3tin& :he 108dine and unlo::tdi::.e times 3!"l.d W<.ll3c co:;ts 
found reasonable above. Based or. such costs, tr.le staff has prepared 
n revised rate schedule for cottonseed. "". 'l " ~ne rev~sec cost stuay ana 
rate schedules are received in evidence ~s Exhibits 18 and 19, 
respectively. Copies of these exhibits wilJ be furnished to part.ies 
of record with this order. The rate levels in i~lib1t. 19 are approxi­
mately 16 percent. ~bove the interi~ rate$ for cottonseed. 

We will adopt the staff pro?o$;ll with respect to s:'l.fflower 
seed and flaxseed as that proposal gives recognition to the truckload 
weights thGlt Cfln be nchiev0d with tile tyres of equipment used to 
transport sofflower ~ecd. 

As t~~ c~rrier cost dntD underlying the request. herein 
were based on expenses i~curred in 1977, the ?resiJen~'s Cuidelines 
for \'Va.ge and ?rice Incre~ses shoulc not tJe made applicable to the 
req~ested increase. 

1 '"' ",' .... 1" ('.,' .. .... . d' . • ~o~ea on ~ne pre lmln3ry ~lnalngs ~et .or~n 1n tne ~SCUSSlon 

portion of the precedin~ opinion, the lowc~t reasonabl~ cos~s for tne 
movement of cott.onseed in bt:1~ Gre t~lose set forth in Ex."lioit 18. 
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:2. The cst.;,lbl izhrr,t)nt. of I':':inimurn r~t.cs and D cCCDsori."ll 
charges for cot.tonseed i:i. b'l;.lk which :::-eflect t.he cost data 
found reasonable, 3S morc specific~lly set forth in Exhibits 3 
and 19, will result in just, reasonable, and nondiscriminatory 
minim'l;.m rates and will reflect the :::-ate~8~inr. policy for 

r . . S . 361'.. f . n.·b'· agric'I;.ltural co~~odities set .ortn In ect~on o~ 0 tne r~ .lC 

Utilities Code and th!-~ rat.em:3king consiJer.')tions set forth in 
Section 3662 of t.hat. code. 

3. The staff proposal in Exhibit lO .... 'ith respect to 
safflower seed and fl8xseed will result in just, reasonable, and non­
discrimi!1atory minimur.: rates for the transportation of t:lose 

cor.::r.odities. The five percent surchar~e ~uthorized by Decis:Lon 

No. 89301 should be incorporated into the r~tcs. 

4. The increo.ses resul tine fron: t.h~ ectabl ishn,cnt of the 
minirr.um rates found. reaso:",.able above are jl:~tified. 

5. To tne extc:"'.t tho.t the provisions of !I;RT 14.-A have been 

found heretofore tc constitute reasonable minimum rates and rules 
for cor.-.... 'l"Ion carriers az defi::.cd i::. t.he Public Ut.ilities Code, s:ilid 
provisions, as hereinafter ~djusted, are, and will be, reasona~le 
minimurr. rate provisions for said co~~on c~rriers. To the ext.ent. 
t.hat tlle existinc rates anI.! charees of ~,1 1;..1 ConJl.on . ... Cdrr;.ers .:.or tne 
transportation involveJ are less in volu~e or effect t.han the 
minimum rates and charees herein designated as reasonable for such 
carriers, to that sa~e ~xt.ent the rates nnd charges of oaid carriers 
are hereby found to be, now ~nd for t.he future, unreasonable, 
insufficient, and not justified by the actual rates of co~?etine 
carriers of the cost~ or other ~eanz of t.ransport.~tion. 

6. ',r."lcre COf.'" .... non corriers h3ve been heretofore o'l;.thorized. 
to de~~rt from the so-calleci lon~- and short-haul ~rovisions of • (.;I. 

former Article XII, Section 21 of the Constitution, and Section 460 
of the ?ublic Utilities Code, such outstnn~ine o'l;.thorities snould 

../ 

be modified, as requested by petitioner, ~c depart fror.. S~ction 461.5 
of the Public Utilities Code. 
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7. The carrier co~t. uotrl unJJ!rly in[~ t.he req\18st for rate 
i:1creases herein were bosed 0:1 ex?c:1ZCS incurred ir. 1977. 

--'-'-'--" 
8. The estimoted annual increa~c in carriers' rcven~e rron, 

the rate increases granted herein is a~proximately 8640,000. 
Conclusions 

1. In this proceeding the President's Cu idel i:'les for \'labe 
and Price Increase:;:; should not be mnde applic.:tole to tIle requosteu 

increases in rates. 
2. ?etition 165 in Ca~e No. 7257 s~ould be eranted to the 

extent provided in the order which follows. 
:3. !/;inirnum R.."lte Tariff ll..-A should be amended to incorporate 

the rates and accessorial charges founa reasonable [lerein. 

FINAL ORDER 

IT IS CRDERED that: 
1. Mini~um Rote Tariff 14-A (Arpendix A to ~ecisio~ 

No. 67397, as arr.ended) is i\:::"'the::"' 3~e:'ld~d by incorpo::"'3 tingthere in, 
to becol":1p effect i ve tW0:1ty-fi ve d~ys .;l ft."::::"' the ~ffecti vc d;:lte hereof, 

S ' 16 T . '-' . • ~ .., -" '::>.. ':) ~ I d upp~ement , e:1tn :LeVlSC~ :ag~ c, ~_evp:1tn '~Vlseu :age ~~t an 
Original ?a£;e 35 :ltt3chec !leretc :?:1C by t::is refc:-ence made n part 
hereof. 

2. Cor.uTlon ca:-:-iers :::;u.biect to the 
'" 

Public utilities Act, 
to the extent they arc subject tc Decision ~o. 67397. as a~ended, 
are directed to est~blish in their tari.ff~ tne increases necessary 
to conform with the further adjust~ents ordered ne:-ein. 

3. Tariff Fublications required or au.thorized tv be made by 

conur.on carriers as a result of this order shall be filed not earlier 
than the effective u2te of this order and may be made efi'ec~~ve no 
not earlier than the twenty-fifth day after tne effec:.ive date of this 
order, on not less than five days' notice to the Corr~ission one to 
the publiCi such tariff publications as ~re rcqui:-cd snall be ~4de 
effecti ve not later than 't'",:c:1ty-fi va days after the effective d.ate 

hereof, and. as t.o ta:-iff pU'olications wnicn are aut.hc:-izee but not 
required, the authority shall expire unless exe::"'cisea within sixty 

days after the effective d~te of this orde:-. 
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4. Co~~on carriers, i~ es~abl:shing ana =ainta:ning tne 
rates authcrized by this order, are au~norizec. to de~art ~rc~ toe 
provis~ons of Section 460 of the Public Utilities Code to ~he 
extent necessa~J to adjust long- ~~d short-naul departures now :ain­
tained under outstanding authorizations; such outstanding authoriza­
tions are hereby ~ociified only to the e~ent necessary tc.co~p1y 
with this order; and schedules containL~g the rates published under 
this au~hority shall make reference to the prior orders authorizing 
long- and short-haul departures and to this order. 

5. :n all other res?ects Decision Ne. 67397, as a~endedt 
. , 1 ...t:' 11 .t:' ..l",.(:' s~a_ re~~~n In ~U .orce an~ el.ect. 

6. The Executive Director shall serve a copy 01' t.l11s aeci:::>il";/j,,j. 

on every common carrier, or such carriers' authorized tariff 
publishing agents, performing transpor~tion services s~bject to 
'M" ~~ ... '';-';- l' · .ll.n:um.un .;l.d.te .ar~...... ..-J"o,. 



~.7057 ?e~. 165 ~Q 

7. Z.~e ~xecutive Director saal! serve a copy of ~acn of the 
'ta:-i!f at:end~en'ts on each subscriber to Z.1in~ ?.ate Tariff 14-A .. 

$.. Copies of Exhibits 1$ ~~j 19 shall be served on parties of 
record in '0 ..... , 65 . e ... :.t.l.on... • 

The ~i£~c~iv~ ua~~ vi ~ui:> Url.lt:r :snail O~ t..nirty days 

after the date hereof. 
('2 t£ Dated at S&u b'ranOllOO California, tl:is , ~-

day of ~\18Ba ~ 1979. 
,/ , 

-14.-



llce1lJiol'l No. 

Sl}PP:.EMENT 16 

(Ca~eels S~ppleme~t 15) 

(Supplements a A~d 16 Contain All Changes) 

TO 

MINIMUM RATE TARI1'"l" 14-A 

NAMING 

MINIMTJM RATES AND RU:.ES 

FOR THE 

TRANSPORTATION. IN m.ll' .. K. OF' 

ACRICULTURAL CO~~ODITIES k~D 

RELATED AR'!'ICLES 

NAMED HEREIN 

OVER THE Pt.1B~IC HICHWAYS WITHIN THE 

STATE OF' Cl\LIP'O~~IA 

BY 

RADIAL HICHW~ COMMON CARRIERS 

k~D 

HIGHWAY CONTRACT CARRIERS 

AND 

AGRIC~~TURAL CARRIERS 

90071 
Issued by the 

EFFECTIVE 

PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~SSION OF THE STATE OF CALIF'O~~IA 
State Buildin9. Civic Ce~ter 

Sa~ Fra~eiseo. California 94102 



• 

• 

MINIMUM RATE TARIFF 14-A 

TlInLE 01" CONTENTS 

Correction Number Ch~cking Sheot-~----------------------------------------

tlSAATESI 
Distance Commodity RAt&tJ--Hay, Fo4der, Straw and wood Shavinqs (Section 

3)--------------------------·-----------------------·----------------~ Territorial Commodity Rates--Hay (Section 4)----------------------------
Dlstance commodity RAtes--Grain, Rice, Crain Producta, Animal or poultry 

Feed, Seed •• and Related Articles (Section S)------------------------­
Distanco COmmodity Rates--Soedu ( ** Flax or Safflower) (S~ction 6)-----

*Distance commodity Rates--Seods (Cotton) (Section 6)--------------------
RULES (Section 1): 

Accessorial Services Not Included in Common Carrier Ratea--------------­
Additional Charges tor Split pickup or Split Delivery Shipment---------­
Alternative Application ot CombinAtiona with Common Carrier Rates------­
Alternative Application ot Common Carrier RAtes------------------------­
Application ot Governing PublicationtJ-----------------------------------
Application ot RAtea----------------------------------------------------
Application ot RatetJ Making Specitic Reterence HerG~ (Section 5l-------
Application ot Taritt--carriers----------------------------------------­
Application ot Taritt--Commodities-------------------------------------­
Application ot Tari!!--Tarritorial-------------------~-----------------­
Charqos tor Accessorial Sorvices----------------------------------------
C~rqea tor Obtaininq a Weiqhmaater's Certitic~te----------------------­
Cholrqes for Equipment Ii~ld Atter 1"ree Time Has Elap.e6----------------
Collection ot Charges---------------------------------------------------
Collect on Delivery Service (C.O.O. Shipments)---------------------
Commodity DescriptiOns (SectiOn 5)------------------------------------­Computation of Distances-----------------------------------------------
O~lays to Equ1pmen~---------------------------------------------------­
Field Pickup Shipment-------------------------------------------------­
er.O"a Weight----------------------------------------------------------­
Iasuinq Documenta-------------------------------------------------------
Loas or Damage. HAndling of Claims For---------------------------------­
Rates Bas~d on Varying Minimum Weighta---------------------------------­
Shipmenta TO Be Rated Separat.ly--------------------------------------­
ShipmentR Transported in Multjple Lota----------------------------------
Sp11t Delivery Shipment------------------------------------------------­
Split Pickup Shipmont--------------------------------------------------­
Stopping in transit-----------------------------------------------------
Territorial OetJcr1ptionll (Section ::)----------------------------­
Unitu ot MeAsurement To Be Observed-------------------------------------

mCHNICN:. TERMS, Detinition ot--------------------------------------

tIS Chango ) 
* Addition ) Decision NO. 

** EliminAted ) 
90071 

TENTH REVISeD PACE •••• 2 
CANCELS 

NINTH REVIS£D Pl\CE •••• 2 

IT~ 
Except AtJ Shown 

( Incl\1a:i.vo) 

1'a90 1 

300-310 
400 

550 
600 
605 

220 
170 
210 
200 
45 
100 
510.512 
20 
40 
30 
110,130 
135 
130 
240 
230 
515-530 
90 
120 
180-181 
60 
250-251 
185 
70 
50 
140-141 
160-161 
150-151 
190 
260-290 
80 

10-11 

correction 
ISSUED BY THE PUB~IC UTI~ITIES CO~~ISSION OF THE STATE OF CA~IFORNIA, 

SAN FRANCISCO, CA~IFORNIA. 

-2-
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ELEVENTH REVISEO PAGE •••• 34 
CANCELS 

MINIMUM ~ATE'TARIFF 14-A (~)TENTH REVISED PAGE ••••••• )4 

SECTION 6--DISTANCE COMMODITY RATES (Continued) 
(In Cents Per 100 Pounda) 

¢¢SEZOS, viz.: •• Flax or Sa!!lower. 

Over 

0 
) 

5 
10 
15 

20 
2S 
30 
35 
40 

45 
50 
60 
70 
80 

90 
100 
llO 
1::0 

(ll 

¢(2) 

Dut Noe 
Over 

3 
::. 

10 
15 
20 

25 
30 
35 
40 
45 

50 
60 
70 
80 
90 

100 
110 
120 
130 

Md to rate tor distances 
or l:rllction theroo!. 

** 

9\ 
10":1 
11 Is 
12 
12":1 

13":1 
15 
17":1 
18i 
19 

19":1 

21" 22":1 
24 
25":1 

27 
28 

I 29":1 
:;13 

I 

Over 

130 
140 
150 
160 
170 

l80 
190 
200 
~20 
240 

260 
280 
300 
325 
350 

375 
400 
425 
450 

But Not 
Over 

140 
1$0 
160 
170 
laO 

190 
200 
220 
240 
260 

280 
300 
ns 
350 
375 

400 
425 
450 ---

over 450 miles, 4 centa por 100 pounds tor each 

34 
35 
36 
38 
39 

42 
44 
48 
50 
54 

56 
60 
64 
70 
75 

78 
82 
86 
(ll 

25 milos 

.' 

(1) Provisions applicable to cottonseed formerly .hown on this page, trAnsferred 
to Item 605, Oriqinal page 35. 

¢ Chango ) 
o Increase ) Oec1.ion No. 

.. .. Elim:i."", ted ) 900'71 

¢()OO 

.. ~.------------------------------I 

Correction 

J::Fl"ECTIVE 

ISSUED BV THE PUB~IC UTI~IT!ES COMMISSION O~ THE STAT~ O~ CA~IFORNIA, 
SAN FRANCISC01 CA~IFORNIA. 



• MINIMUM RATE' TARIFF 14-A ORICINAL PhC~ •••• JS 

SECTION 6-~DIST~~CE COMMODI~ RATES (Conclu4e4) ITT:!M 
(In Cents POI' 100 Pounds) 

SEEDS. viz. I Cotton 

~ 
(2) (3) (4) AA'l'ES 

~ 
(2) (3) (4) RATeS 

8ut Not But Not 
Ov~r O-ror 

I 
Over Over 

; 0 ~ 10 140 150 U 
5 lO 11 150 160 46 

lO 15 1l'1 160 170 49 

I l~ 20 12'1 170 180 51 
20 25 13; 190 190 53 

:i5 30 15 190 200 55 
30 35 16 200 220 59 
35 40 171t no 240 63 
40 45 19 240 260 ~7 

4S 50 20 260 280 71 

I so 60 22 280 300 75 
~ 60 70 24 300 325 81 (I\) 

70 80 27 325 350 87 "'Ii 
flO 90 291.j 350 375 93 605 90 100 32 375 400 99 

100 110 34 400 425 105 
110 120 37 425 450 111 
1~0 130 39 450 -- (1) 
130 140 41 

(1) ~dd to the rato tor distance. over 4~0 miles, 6 cents per 100 pounds tor each 
2~ mile~ or fraction thureot. 

(2) When cottonsee4 is loa4ed DY the use of n tractor equipped with A Dlade or 
DCOOP. and such tractor is furnished DY the carrier, add to the rAe. 01'1 cents 
per 100 pounds. 

I • (3) When the cottonaeed ia loaded into the unit ot cArrier's equipment from ~unkers 

I 
or seed houses, a&a to the rate l~ cents POI' 100 pounda. 

*(4) RAtes Are gul)ject to a minil1lum weight of 48,000 pound. per lOAd. Load meAns a 
quantity ot treight tranaported at one time in A sinqle unit ot carrier'. 
equipment. 

j (Al Portion ot t.h.1.u I tOll\ .... 0.. trAn.fe~rod from Tenth Revised Page 34 • . * Addition ) 
O.()C7-1 

I 
Decision !IIo. o Increase l V" ' Ji. 

o No chanqe l 

EN~ 01" TAR!1"1" 

El"l"ECTIVE 

ISSUED BY THE PUB~IC UTI~IT:ES COMMISS10N OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA, 
Corr~ction SAN FRANCISCO, CA~IFORNIA. 


