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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE O CALI RQRNLA

Investigation on the Commission's
own motion to establish require- Case No. 10278
ments to be met by applicants foxw )

highway carrier authority ;s»ued (Phase II-Topics 5 & 6)
by the Commissieon.

ORDER GRANTING LINMITED REEEARING

In Decision 91247 issued January 15, 1980 the Commission
authorized unlimited cross authority subhauling among highway
carriers, required prime carriers to provide subhaulers with
copies of rzated freight bills covering shipments they transpore,
and established an experimental program of carrier £iled subhaul
rates. Petitions for rehearing were filed by the California
Trucking Association, the Califoznia Dump Truck Owners Association,
California Carriers Association, Associated Independent Owner-
Operators, Bay Area Comstruction Truck Owners Coalition and, by
letter, the Highway Carriers Association.

The Commission has considered each and eve*y allegation

£ these petitions and is of the opinion that no legal basis

for rehearing has been stated. £ is clear from the petitions,
however, that our decision to allow cross authority subhauling
in the dump truck £ield is very controversial. Subbkauling is
more prevalent in.dump'gruck transportation than ia any other
segment 0f the industry, but has historically heen limited to
carriers holding dump truck permits. The petitions for reheazin
£iled with respect to this issue suggest that there may be
compelling policy reasons for preserving some limitations on
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subhauling in this £ficld which were not fully considered in T
the hearings in Casce 10278, We arc ¢f the obinion that xrchearing
should be granted to review this issue.

A related issuc raised by the Commission s5taff also warrants
further review. Residency is a prereguisite f£for all operating
authorities from the Commission cxeept scasonal agricultural
and seasonal livestock pormits. The seasonal peak demand for
this type of transportation may easily justify these exceptions.
Under Decision 91247, however, carriers holding eitherx

£ these permits are allowed to subhaul in other transportation
f£ields where similar considerations may not be involved. This
issue was not considercd in the hearings in Case 10278, but
should be considered upon rchearing.

I7 IS ORDERED that rehearing 0f Decision 91247 is granted
limited to the following issues:

(1) whether restrictions should be placed on dump truck
subhauling by carricrs who d? not hold dunp truck
permits, and

Whether restrictions should be placed on subhauling
by seasonal asricultural and seasonal livestock
carriers.

In all other respects rehearing is denled.
The cffective date of <this orxder is the date hercof.

Dated MAY 20 16678 , at San Francisco, California.




