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Joel D. Anderson and C. D. Gilbert, for
California Trucking Association, protestant.

J. S. (Sam) Shafer, for Celifornia Carriers
Association: Harry Phelan, for California
Asphalt Pavement Assoclation; James R. Foote,
for Associated Independent Owner~Operators,
In¢.; and James ». Martens, for California
Dump Truck Owners Assoclation; interested
parties.

Joseph Braman, for the Commission staff.

By this petition, Huntmix, Inec. (Huntmix) requests the
modification of Minimum Rate Tariff 17~A (MRT 17-a) by incorporating
therein a rule authorizing a reduced rate for an initial haul each
day of rock, sand, or gravel from an established production area to
another established production area from which the same equipment
transports on the same day asphaltic concrete, rock, sand, or
gravel to defined delivery zones, subject to certain conditions.

Public hearing was held before Administrative Law Judge
Arthur M. Mooney in Los Angeles on May 28 and June 16, 1980. The
matter was submitted upon the filing of written closing statements
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by those parties wishing to do so on or before July 1, 1980.
Although several of the Statements were delayed because of the
mailing time, they have been received as part of the record in
this mateer.

Proposed Rule

The rule proposed by petitioner for inclusion in
MRT 17-A reads as follows:

"When commodities listed in Item 60 of this tarifs
are transported from any Production Area described
in Southern California Production Area and Delivery
Zone Directory 1 to a destination located within
another Production Area described in saig
Directory 1, and when on the same day the same
unit of equipment is subsequently engaged in
the transportation of commodities listed in Item 60
or 65 of this tariff from the Production Area to
which such delivery is made, a minimum of 70% of
the otherwise applicable rate shall apply to the
initial transportation providing:

"l. A unit of equipment utilized under the
provisions of this item shall be domiciled
within 15 actual miles of the Production Area
from which the first transportation service
of the day originates. The term 'domiciled!
means the physical location at which carrier
normally parks his equipment overnight. Such
information as to the location of the parked
equipment shall be shown by the carrier on the
combined shipping order and freight bill.

For the transportation subseguent to the first
delivery a minimum charge equivalent to four

(4) hours at the applicable hourly rate contained
in MRT 7-A for the specific equipment utilized

to accomplish the initial movement shall apply.
(See Note 1.)

"Note l: For purposes of this Itenm only,
the shipper shall also be the debtor.

The distance between the Production Area of _
origin for the initial movement and the Production
Area of destination 4is not less than 25 actual
miles.
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The application of this Item is limited to one
movement in one unit of equipment per day.
(See Note 2.)

"Note 2: A unit of equipment means a
truck, a tractor, a semi-trailer, or any
combination of the foregoing whether or
not operated in a train.

The carrier keeps adeguate records to Justify
the application of this Item."

Tariffs

MRT 17-A names minimum area-to-point rates and various

zone rates from designated production areas to designated delivery
zones for the transportation of rock, sand, aggregates, asphaltic
concrete, and other commodities in dump truck eguipment in southern
California. Directory 1 (D-1) describes the production areas and
delivery zones in southern California. Minimum Rate Tariff 7-A

(MRT 7-2), to which reference is made in the proposed rule for the
four-hour minimum charge, names minimum hourly and distance rates for
the transportation of rock, sand, asphaltic concrete, and other
commodities in dump truck eguipment in northern and southern
California and also certain production area to delivery zone rates.
Petitioner

' The vice president of Huntmix, who is also its

manager Of operations, testified that Huntmix is a major manufacturer
of asphaltic concrete and has plants at Irwindale, Upland,
Wilmington, Anaheim Hills, San Juan Capistrano, and San Diego,

all of which are located in production areas described in D-1,

and also a plant at Bakersfield which is outside the area covered

by the petition. He stated that asphaltic concrete consists of

over 90 percent rock and sand. He explained that: (L) Historically
plants were sited at locations where ample supplies of rock and

sand were available; (2) over the years, either rock or sand at
these locations has become substantially depleted; (3) because
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ted further away from the
areas of use; (4) now, more sand than rock is produced in Orange
County, and the Teverse situation exists in Los Angeles County';
(5) because of thig imbalance of rock and sand at Huntmix's various
Plants, Los Angeles County has become a major source of rock for
its Orange County plants, and Orange County has become an important
source of sand for its Los Angeles County plants: and (6) with minor
exceptions, the suppliers from whom Huntmix purchases rock and sand
arrange for the transportation of these commodities and select
the for-hire carriers or use proprietary eguipment.

The witness testified that: (1) While most of Huntmix's
plants have a complement of for-hire dump trucks in close proximity
to serve their basie transportation needs, they must obtain additional
equipment for larger than usual jobs and longer than usual hauls;

( the majority of dump truck carriers are located in the greater
metropolitan areas near the major sources of rock, with many in the
San Fernando Valley and Pomona areas; (3) there are not many
carriers in the outlying areas such as San Juan Capistrano and
Wilmington; (4) because of the short SUpply of dump truck egquipment
in the San Juan Capistrane area, additional trucks are frequently
needed for Huntmix's plant at this location, and much of this
equipment is obtained from the Irwindale and other Los Angeles
County areas; (5) these trucks travel 50 to 60 miles empty to the
San Juan Capistrano plant; (6) under the proposal, they could pick
up a load of rock and receive 70 percent of the applicable zone
rate for thic initial haul te the plant; (7) this would be
advantageous for both the trucker, who would otherwise receive no
compensation for traveling, empty to the plant, and for Huntmix,
which needs the rock at this location; and (8) similar circumstances
exist at other Huntmix plants.
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Following is a summary of the additional evidence presented
by the vice president and the evidence presented by a traffic con-
sultant for Huntmix regarding the proposed rule:

l. As defined in paragraph 1, the term "domiciled" is the pre~
Cise location at which the equipment utilized under the rule is
usually and Oordinarily parked overnight. b
be a different location tham the carrier's
Susiness office or any other terminal facilisy
it may have. While no time frame is stated for
determining how long the eguipment must be
pParked at a particular location for it to
qualify as the equipment's domicile, it is the
intent of the definition thas the equipment be
parked at the location for at least some
reasonable period of time. 1If the carrier were
to constantly move equipment to different loca-
tions to qualify for the 15 actual miles to origin
limitation for different shippers, this abuse
would be readily apparent from a review of its
records, and the Commission could take corrective
measures against the carrier. Should trailing
equipment used for the initial haul be picked
Up at a different location, the domicile of the
power equipment would control in applying the
rule,

The definition of unit of equipment in Note 2

of paragraph 4 differs from the definition in

MRT 17-A in that it provides that a power unit

and trailing equipment need not De operated in

& train; whereas, the tariff definition provides
for such eguipment only when it is operated in

a train. The reason for this difference is to
allow the utilization of the truck only of a

truck and trailer combination used for the

initial inbound haul for the subsequent

outbound movements. In such circumstances,

the four-hour minimum charge for the subsequent
transportation would be based on the minimum
hourly charge for the truck and trailing

equipment utilized for the initial inbound
movement. This revision of the tariff definition
is for clarification only and may not be necessary.
If more than one unit of equipment of a particular




C.9819 Pet. 40 ALJ/Kks

carrier were used to provide an initial inbound
haul, the rate reduction would apply to each such
haul for which all conditions of the rule were
satisfied.

The reason for Note 1l of paragraph 2 is to

make it clear that all charges under the rule
must be paid by a single debtor. This is to
prevent someone other than the party responsible
for the charges for the subsequent transportation
from taking advantage of the reduced charge
provided by the rule for the initial haul to the
plant.

In determining whether the equipment is
domiciled within the maximum 15 actual miles
distance of the origin of the initial haul as
provided in paragraph 1, the distance is to be
calculated from the location of the domicile of
the equipment via the most direct route to the
boundary of the production area within which the
origin point is located. 1In determining whether
the length of the initial haul is 25 or more
actual miles as provided in paragraph 3, the
distance is to be calculated viw .the most idirect

route from the boundary of the production area
within which the origin point is located to the
boundary of the production area within which the
destination point is located.

The reason for the not over 15 and 25 or more actual
miles limitations for the origin distance in
paragraph 1 and for the length of haul in paragraph
3, respectively, is to protect the carrier from
abuse by a shipper who might otherwise require

a carrier to go a longer distance to pick up the
initial load or to transport this load a shorter
distance. While the selection of these distances
was somewhat arbitrary, they are certainly
reasonable. The competitive effect that the
proposed rule might have on carriers with eguipment
domiciled more than 15 actual miles from the
location of the initial pickup was not considered:
however, this should not be a problem. Also,

while it is theoretically possible that, under the
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proposed 70 percent reduction for the initial haul,
it might cost less to transport a load at or beyond
the 25 actual miles than one for a lesser distance,
this possibility, because of the zone setup in
southern California and the multiplicity of available
routes used for dump truck transportation, is
extremely remote and most likely nonexistent.
However, should the Commission consider this to be

a possibility, relief from the long~ and short-haul
provisions Section 461.5 of the Public Utilitiec Code
is requested for common carriers who might apply

the proposed rule. It is petitioner's position

that no discrimination would result from the proposed
rule.

The proposed rule includes sufficient basie
documentation requirements. Paragraph 1 requires
the carrier to show the domicile of the equipment

on the shipping document, and paragraph 5 requires
the carrier to keep adequate records to justify the
application of this item. More detailed documentation
requirements are not necessary. If a carrier does
not keep adequate records to justify applying the
proposed rule, the Commission can take appropriate
Steps against the carrier; however, in such
circumstances, if the shipper complies on its part
with the requirements of the rule, it should not be
required to pay undercharges based on any documenta-
tion or record-keeping failures by the carrier.

The proposed rule is energy-efficient. Eguipment
which would otherwise be traveling empty to a plant
to pick up a shipment would be loaded and thereby
eliminate the necessity of utilizing another unit
of equipment to perform this transportation.
Whether equipment delays could be acute under this
rule has not been considered: however, it is not
anticipated that such problems would become more
significant than they are at present.

While the proposed 70 percent charge may not cover
all of the costs on which the tariff rate is based,
the resulting revenue would be something that the
carrier would not otherwise receive. In this
connection, dump truck rates are based on round-trip
mileage, loaded from origin to destination and empty
return to origin, plus an additive for terminal end
time and mileage. The 70 percent would cover the
loaded cost and contribute substantially to the
other cost factors.




C.9819 Pet. 40 ALJI/ks

In its written closing statement, Huntmix urged that the
petition be granted. 1In summary, it asserted that the Proposed
rule would: (1) benefit shippers and the general public by reducing
the cost of balancing supplies of rock, sand, and gravel between
areas of use; (2) encourage more efficient use of dump truck
equipment with resulting fuel saving; (3) provide dump trueck carriers
regularly emploved by Huntmix with an additional source of revenue:
and (4) establish an innovative method of effecting rate econonmies.

While there were a few inconsistencies between answers
oy the vice president and by the consultant regarding the proposed
rule, the vice President pointed out that he is not an expert in
tariff and transportatioen matters and that he would defer to the
expertise of the consultant for the correct answers.

California Trucking Association (CTA)

The special departmental assistant in ¢harge of rate
and regulatory affairs for CTA presented two rate comparison
exhibits, which show that instances could occur in which the 30
percent reduction for distances of 25 actual miles or slightly
more from a production area to a particular destination under the
Proposed rule would result in a rate which is less than the Zone
rates from certain other pProduction areas located less than 25
actual miles from the same destination. He stated that although
he was not certain whether either rock or sand is in fact produced
in the production areas shown as origins in his comparison
exhibits, these examples demonstrate the Possibility of long-
and short~haul problems with the proposal. The witness pointed
out that as demonstrated in his Exhibit 5: (1) the MRT 17-A
cost datum plane includes, among other factors, the cost of the empty
return movement of the equipment from destination to origin;

(2) for the proposed rule to be cost-effective, based on the datum
Plane, the last delivery of the subsequent transportation must
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place the carriers relatively close to the origin of the initial
shipment, and the carrier must be released from service at this
peint; and (3) if the carrier is released from service at a more
distant location from this origin, all of the datum Plane costs
for the initial shipment will no+ be recovered, and this is
accentuated as the distance between the two increases.

In its written closing statement, CTA asserted that:
(1) the rule as proposed has many ambiguities: (2) according to
the definition of unit of equipment in the proposal, trailing
equipment need not be paired with any particular power unit, and
it would on its own, irrespective of Huntmix's intent, meet the
15-actual-mile domicile reguirement regardless of where the power
unit is located: (3) the Proposed rule discriminates against carriers
with equipment domiciled beyond 15 actual miles of the origin
of the initial haul: (4) the requirement that the initial haul
bPe 25 or more actual miles encourages lengthy hauls at a discounted
rate with excessive empty return miles; (5) this would not be cost-
effective or fuel-efficient; (6) there are no provisions in
General Order 80 which would permit one tariff to make reference
to another tariff for a minimum charge such as the reference in
the proposed MRT 17-A rule to MRT 7-A for the minimum charge;
and (7) the proposal is inconsistent with all prior Commission
policy and the statutory mandate of equality of competitive
opportunity, and if any cost savings result, it is only Huntmix who
would benefit from them. OCTA urges that the Commission deny the
pProposal .
Interested Parties

No evidence was presented by the interested parties. However,
written closing statements were filed by the California Asphalt
Pavement Association, the California Carriers Association, and the
California Dump Truck Owners Association (CDTOA) . All supported the
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adoption of the proposed rule. In essence, they pointed out that:
(L) collectively they represent the majority of dump truck carriers operating
in the area governed by MRT 17-A; (25 the proposal is new and
somewhat unique in cost design f£or-dump truck transportation in
that the rate is fixed primarily on a one direction haul and
is conditioned on subsequent transportation service being offered
by the shipper at the point of destination of the initial haul;
(3) the proposal is a justifiable reduction in rates for a limited
amount of hauling which is not now available to carriers transporting
asphaltic concrete; (4) it will in fact decreasc nonrevenue miles
for thesec carriers with a resultant increase in revenue for them
and in fuel efficiency; (5) no discrimination between carriers
or shippers should result from the proposal:; (6) the conditions in
the proposal will protect carriers from abuses that could evolve
from this type of ratemaking:; and (7) this is a type of creative
ratemaking that the Commission should authorize. In its statement,
CDTOA asserted that should there by any reservations regarding
the proposal, the Commission should grant the reguest on at least
a limited time schedule, and it could then review it as to its
viability.
Statf

Although the staff did not present any evidence, it did
recommend several clarification changes in the proposed rule which
are referred to below in the discussion. The staff did not object tO -
Huntmix's proposal.
Discussion

Based on a review of the record, we are of the opinion that the
proposed rule, with several clarifying revisions set forth below, should be adopted.
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We agree with the staff that the words "exterior boundary
of the” should be inserted before the words "Production Area" in
Paragraphs 1 and 3 of the proposed rule. As the rule is proposed
it is not clear whether the 15 and 25-actual-mile distances stated
in paragraphs 1 and 3 are to be calculated to and from the precise
location of the origin of the initial haul ang to the precise
location of the destination of this shipment or to and from the
boundaries of the production areas in which they are located.
According to the evidence presented by Huntmix, the latter inter-
pretation is its intent. The additional language suggested by
the staff corrects this ambiguity.

We likewise concur with the staff that the definition
of unit of equipment in Note 2 of the proposed rule is inappropriate.
Note 2 defines this term as meaning "a truek, a tractor, a semi=-
trailer, or any combination of <¢he foregoing whether or not operated
in a train™. The definition in Item 20 of MRT 17-A, while somewhat
similar, differs in the following two respects: (1) it includes
trailer in the definition, and (2) it provides for any combination
of the equipment listed when operated in a train only. Ae¢cording
to the testimony of the president of Huntmix, both 10-wheel dump
trucks and truck and trailer combinations are used to transport
asphalt paving materials. It is apparent, therefore, that the
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failure to include trailer in the Note 2 definition was an oversighet,
The phrase "whether or not operated in a train" in the note would,

as pointed out by CTa, allow trailing equipment to be considered
separately on its own in applying the 15-actual-mile domicile
requirement in the proposal. Because of the uncertainties that
could result, the definition in Note 2 will not be adopted. The
tariff definition of unit of equipment will, therefore, apply

to this rule.

The term "domicile" is defined in paragraph 1 as "the
physical location at which carrier normally parks his eguipment
overnight". As was brought out in the evidence, it is possible
that a carrier's power unit could be domiciled at one location
and trailing equipment utilized for the initial haul could be located
somewhere else. It is Huntmix's position that in such circumstances,
it is the domicile of the power unit and not the location at which
the trailing equipment is picked up that is controlling in
determining whether the 15 actual miles origin limitation in para-~
graph 1 has been met. Under this interpretation, a carrier whose
power equipment is located within this distance might be required
to travel a substantial out-of-line distance to pick up necessary
trailing equipment for the initial haul. Such a situation would
defeat the protective intent of the origin mileage limitation for
carriers. To prevent this, Note 1 will be inserted immediately
under paragraph 1 and will provide as follows:

“In the event trailing equipment used for the initial

haul is at a different location than the domicile of the
carrier's power equipment, the 15 actual miles shall

be calculated from the domicile of the power egquipment
via the location at which the trailing equipment is
picked up to the boundary of the Production Area in which
the point of origin of the initial transportation is
located."

The designation of Note 1 in paragraph 2 will be changed to Note 2.
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One additional change that will be made in the Proposed
rule ic to6 insert the words "same location" for the words "Production
Area” in the phrase "Production Area to which such delivery is
made” in the firet paragraph of the rule. Without this change, the
subsequent transportation could be performed from any other location
within the destination production area, and that is not the intent
of the rule.

Based on the design of the production areas and the
AUMErous routes between them, it is unlikely that, in applyine
the proposed rule, any violations_of the long- and short-haul
Provisions of Section 461.5 of the Public Utilities Code would
OCCur. However, because of the remote possibility that such
could oeccur, common carriers will be authorized to depart from
this code provision.

We have carefully considered but are not persuaded by
the objections stated by CTA to the pProposed rule. With the
above revisions, some of these objections have been satisfied. we

do agree with CTA that, under most circumstances, a carrier would
not, under the proposed rate reduction, recover all of the

round trip plus terminal end datum plane costs on which MRT 17-A
rates for the initial haul are based. The exception, as Pointed
out in CTA's Exhibit 5, would be those instances in which the
mileage from the last destination of the subsequent transportation
at which the carrier isg released from service to the production
area within which the origin of the initial shipment was located
or to the domicile of the equipment is substantially less than the
empty return distance of the initial transportation. However,
according to the evidence presented by Huntmix: (1) for the most
part, different carrijers are used for the transportation of rock,
sand, and related commodities and for the transportation of asphalt;
(2) it is eéxtremely unlikely, therefore, that a carrier engaged

by it or any other similarly situated shipper would transport any
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inbound freight when it initially reports for service; (3) under
these circumstances, it is apparent that the substantial majority
of carriers transporting an initial shipment under the 70 percent
rate proposal would be earning revenue that would not otherwise

be available to them; (4) this additional revenue would recover
the datum plane cost of the loaded initial haul ang contribute

to the other datum plane costs: (5) this would benefit the revenue
Position of the carriers, and the shippers would alse benefit from
the reduced rates Plus having needed material available to them:
and (6) a carrier, by transporting an initial inbound load,
eliminates the necessity of having another carrier transport

this shipment, and in most, if not all, instances, this

would foster fuel efficiency and conservation. It has not

been established on this record that any real discrimination
against any carriers would result from the proposed

rule.

While it is not usual procedure to refer in one tariff
to another tariff for a minimum charge, MRT 17-A does not have
hourly charges whereas MRT 7-A does. Special hourly rates had been
published in Section 2 of MRT 17-A, but this section of the tariff
was cancelled on December 1, 1973 and @ notation on the title
Page of the section states that for hourly rates in effect see
MRT 7-A. It ig, therefore, necessary to refer to the hourly
rates in MRT 7-A for the hourly rate to be used in applying the
four-hour minimum charge. The alternative of stating hourly rates
in the proposed rule does not appear appropriate.

Although the proposed rule would primarily benefit
pProducers of asphaltic Paving products, it could be used by other
shippers if all of the conditions are met.
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Findings of Fact

l. 1In substantially all instances, asphalt carriers do not
transport rock, sand, and related commodities. This transportation
is performed by other for-hire carriers or Proprietary equipmens
of the producers of these materials,

2. While the proposed rate reduction would not cover all
of the datum plane costs referred to in Finding 2, it would recover
the cost of transporting the material from origin to destination
and some of the other datum plane costs. Asphalt carriers who
would otherwise travel empty to report for work and receive no
compensation for this would receive some revenue for this mileage
by transporting an initial shipment of roek, sand, or related
commodities under the Proposed reduced rate rule.

3. The proposed rule would encourage the use of carriers
who would otherwise report for an €ngagement empty to transpors:

a load of material when so reporting, and this would eliminate

the necessity of having other equipment transport this material.

In most instances, this would result in fuel efficiency and conserva-
tion.

4. It is unlikely that, because of the design of the zones
between which the rates in MRT 17-A apply and the many routes
between them, any long- and short-haul violations would result from
the application of the proposed rule. However, because of the
POssibility that this could OCcur, common carriers can be
authorized to depart from the applicable provisions of Section 461.5
Of the Public Utilities Code in connection with this proposal.

5. The words "same location" should be substituted for the
words "Production Area" in the phrase "Production Area to which such
delivery is made" in the first paragraph of the proposed rule to
make it clear that the subsequent transportation is to be from the
same location to which the initial shipment was delivered.
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6. The definition of unit of equipment in Note 2 of
paragraph 4 of the proposed rule diffexs from the definition in
MRT 17-A and will cause confusion in applying the proposal. For
this reason, the scparate definition in Note 2 is not appropriate
and should be eliminated. ,

7. The proposed. rule is hot clear as to how the 15 and 25
actual miles conditions in paragraph 1l for the origin distance and
in paragraph 3 for the icngth of haul, respectively, are to be
calculated. To climinate this ambiguity and give effect to Huntmix's
intent, the words "exterior boundary of the" can and should be
inserted before the words "Production Area" wherce they appear in
the two paragraphs. This would make it clear that distances are o
be calculated to and from the boundaries of the production area.

8. The proposed rule is silent as to how the 15 actual
miles between the domicile of the eguipment and the boundary
of the origin production area of the initial shipment is to be
calculated in those instances where power equipment and trailing
equipment used for the haul are at different locations. To

remedy this, Noté 1 should be inserted immediately under
paragraph 1 and should provide as follows:

"In the event trailing cquipment used for the initial
haul is at a different location than the domicile of
the carrier's power oquipment, the 15 actual miles
shall be calculated from the domicile of the power
equipment via the location at which the trailing
equipment is picked up to the boundary of the
Production Area in which the point of origin of
the initial transportation is located.”

With this addition, the designation of Note Ll in paragraph 2 should
be changed to Note 2.
9. The proposed rule, with the revisions set forth in
Findings 5, 6, 7, and 8 and several nonsubstantive clarification »//,
changes, would benefit asphalt carriers by making available to them
a revenue haul on their way to reporting for an engagement to
transport asphaltic paving products, and it would benefit shippers
. by making available to them needed material at a reduced rate for this haul.

-16=-
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10. The proposed rate reduction rule, with the revisions
referred to in Finding 9 ig reasonable and justified and should be
adopted.

Conélusions of Law

1. The reduced rate rule proposed in Petition 40, as amended
herein, should be granted.

2. MRT 17-A should be amended as provided in the order
which follows.

IT IS ORDERED that:

1. Minimum Rate Tariff 17-A (Appendix ¢ of Decision No. 80578,
as amended) is further amended on an interim basis by incorporating
therein, to become effective thirty-nine days after the date hereof,
Sixth Revised Page iii, Eleventh Revised Page 1-5, Eleventh Revised
Page 1-6, and Original Page 1-6-A, attached hereto and by this

reference made a part hereof,

2. Common carriers subject to the Publie Utilities Act,
tO the extent that they are subject to Decision No. 80578, as
amended, are authorized to establish in their tariffs the
amendments necessary to conform with the further adjustments
ordered herein.

3. Tariff publications authorized to be made by common
carriers as a result of this order may be made effective not
earlier than thirty-nine days after the date hereof and may be made
effective on not less than five days' notice to the Commission
and to the public if filed not later than sixty days after the
effective date of the minimum rate tariff Pages incorporated in
this prder.

4. Common carriers in establishing and maintaining the
amendments authorized by this order are hereby authorized to
depart from the Provisions of Section 461.5 of the Publijc Utilities
Code to the extent necessary to adjust long- and short-haul

. departures now maintained under outstanding authorizations; such
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outstanding authorizations are hereby modified only to the extent
necessary to comply with this order: and schedules containing
the amendments published under this authority shall make reference
to the prior orders authoriz ing longu an® short-haul departures
and to this order.

5. In all other respects Decision No. 80578, as amended,
shall remain in full force and effect. -

= Tre—Execorive DireTTor—sha T —serve & vaah_nii::;§>
decision on every cQmmon#caz;;e;,_o;—such—carrwurﬁ*‘svfﬁ TL12€

TiEf publishing agente, performing transportation services
54 nimum Rate Al

G, #Z The Executive Director shall serve a copy of each of
the amendments on each subseriber to Minimum Rate Tariff 17-A.
The effective date of this order shall be thirty days
after the date hereof.
Dated DEC 2~ 19§0 » at San Francisco, California.

Commissioner Vernon L. Sturgeon, being M Q @%

wresident

%//zﬂ %M

Cozmtastozer Clalro T. Dedrlek. boing
nocennarily absent, did not portlcipate
- - . \ .
i % ipposition of thip procecding.
e e / commIssioners

5 ipavo
necessarily adbsent, did not partic
in t;o digposition of thils proceeding.
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Application Of Tariff=nTerritories=--sase
Area=to=Point Rates
bond Requiremente=meccecencers
Charge Zoy Tractor and Driver without Trailing Equipmente
Sharge for Tractor and Driver without Trailing Equipment (By Qverlying Carxier)=w==-
Collection of Charges -—
Coilect on Delivery (C.0.D,) Shipmenta-
Corputation of Chargea==Returned or Diverted shipmenta=
Computation of Charges for Shipments tO Dalivery Tones
for Whach Specafic Zone Rates Are Not Provided=eswe
Computation of Charges for Shipmentas to Destinations
Qutside of A Syatem of Delivery Zones==
COMrpuUtation Of DiAtANCeS merocnsar meon on enus o
Debris Cleanup===
Qu3poBition of Fractiongvee=
sguance 0f Shipping DOCUMeNt==ec==an
Losa or Damage, Handling of Claima ror=
Mathod of Detarmining Weight of Shipment
Minimum Qharge -
Payments t0 Underlying Carrieficeceweseess
Rates for Dry Mixuures of Rock, Sand and Gravel (with or without Cament) , in Batches
References to Items and Other Tariffasa-~
Repalrs or Replacements to Trailing Equipment
Shipments, Mixed-
Shipments Transported in Multiple lLota
hits 0f Measurement to be Cbserved--
Unliocading and Spreading Service=

TLCHNICAL TLRMS, Definition Ofesmnsmsmenscasss

; Decision No. 92477

EFFECTIVE | \ \o\ ?\

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
Correction SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA.
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LIEVENTH REVISED PACE..,.l1=%
CANCELS

. MU BATE TARLEE LZ-0, Bkl A G NS

SECTION le=RULES (CONTINUZD) ITEM

APPLICATION OF TARIFF-=COMMODITIES

Rates in this tariff maxing specific reference to this item apply for the
transportation of the following commodityt

Decomponed Cranite

APPLICATION OF TARIFF==COMMODITIES

Rates n this tariff making specific reference to this item apply for the
TYansportaLiOn of:

SLAGC, Blast rurnace and Open Hearth, air cooled (not expanded)

APPLICATION QOF TARIFF=w(XNERAL
Rates in thas tarif? do not apply to the tranaportation of:

(a) Disaster Supplies, i.e., those cormoditiea which are allocated to provide
relief 4uring a state Of extreMe amergency or state of dimaster; and those
commodicies which are transported Zor a civil cdefense or disaster organiza-
taon established and functioning in accordance with the Califomia Disaster
ACt tO ultimate pOANnt Of atorage Or Use Prior to or during a state of
disazter Or state Of extrems emrgency,

Property of the United States Or property tranaported under an agreemant
whereby the United States contracted for the carrier's service,

property tranaported for a displaced person when the cost thersof is borme
by a public entity as provided in Section 7262 of the Government Code,

APPLICATION OF TARIFF==RATES

Lxcept as otherwise provided, the rates in this tariff are zone rates and
area~to=point rates. The rates apply from all points of origin within the deaiqnated
production areas <o all points of destination within the desiqnated delivery zones,
and o apecilically named delivery points.

*2 any portion of a shipment (s physically delivereld into or beyond more than
one delivery zone, the minimum rate for the entire shipment shall be that rate from
POLNt Of Oorigin to the higheat rated point where physical delivery is made.

(See Exception)

EXCEPTION.==Whan any portion of a shipment is delivered into more than one zone,
and when no portion of such shipment is physically delivered beyond the boundaries of
streets which are the boundaries between the zones involved, the minimum rate for the
entire shipment shall be the lower or the lowest of the applicable rates between point
of origin and the zones into which delivery is mads.

APPLICAZION OF TARIFF==RATES

When the transportation service is performed by 2=axle or J~axle trucks with
transfer type pull trailer or by 2=axle or J=axle trucks with pup type trailing
equipment and when in the course of accomplishing the delivery with such truck
and pup equipment the oparator diaconnects and separates the trailer from the truck
the rate shall be twenty=three cents (23)¢) per ton in addition to those rates provided
for when tranaportation ia performed at the rates in Sections 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 9.1,
9.2 and 10 in this tariff or at rates which are combined with such mection rates,

NO change On this paga, Decision No. 92477

EFTECTIVE | \bl fp

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
Correction SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA.
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ELYVEINTH RIEVISED PACL....)=C

CANCELS

{L)TENTH REVISLD PAGE.......l=6

ITEM

@SLCTION le==RULFS (CONTINUED)

APPLICATION OF TARIFF==EXCTP™ION RATM'S

When commodities listed in Item 60 of this tariff are transporced from any
Production Area described in Southern California Production Area and Delivery Zone
Directory 1 to a destination located within another Production Area described in
the cirectory, and when on the same day the aame unit of equipment is subsequently
engaged in the transportation of commodivies limted in team 60 or 6% of this tarif?
from the same lLocation to which such delivery is made, a minimum of 70 vercent of
the otherwise applicable rate shall apply to the initial transportation provided
that

1. The unit of equipment utilizel under the provisions o7 this jitem
shall be domiciled within 15 actual miles of the ex=eraor boundary
0f the Production Area from which the Zirst transportation service
5f the day originates, The term “domicilad™ means the phvsical
location at whach carrier normally parks his equipment overninhe,
Information {dentafying the location of the domicile of the oguib-
ment ahall be ahown by the carrier on the combined shappand order

and fxatehe oull for tRLE INLRIAL hAUL. (See Dote 1)

FOr the tLransportation suhseqient to the firat “elivery, a =inimum
ChAXge equaivaleant wo four hourm at tha anplicable Nourly rate con=

tained in Minimum Rate Tarif? 7=A for the specific eguipment usilized
to accomplish the initial movement shall amsly, (See Note 2)

The distance between the extarior boundary of the Production Arsae o
Qrigin for the 1nitial movement and the extrnrior boundary of the
Production Area of destination of this shipment 1s wot less than

25 actual niles.

The application of this item 1m limited to one initial =movement in the
3ame unit of eguipment per dav,

The carrier shall keep adegquate records to justi?y the application
©f this item and retain copies A% BUCh recor4s in ac=ordan~e with and
for the time period specified in paragraph (£) of Item 400,

NQTL l,==In the event trailinag equipment used for the ini=ial haul is at a
Alfferant location than the domicile of the carrier's power equipnent, the 15
actual miles shall be calculated from the 4omicile 07 the DOwer squipment via
the location at which the trailine eguipment is picke2 u» o the boundary of
the Production Area in which the point of origin of the initial transportation
is located,

NQTE J.-=For purposes o7 this itam only, the shipper shall also be the debtor.

(1) Items 140, 160, 180 and 190 are transferred %o Original Page Le=6=A,
¢ Change

;gﬁg;:ﬁ: § Decisien No. 924’?7

EFPECTIVE ’! |°( 8“

{SSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
Correction SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA,
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MINIMUM RATF TARIFE ]7=A (1) ORIGINAL PAGE l~6=A

SECTION l=<RULES (CONTINUED) 1TEM

APPLICATION OF TARIMF==TERRITORIZS

Rates in this tariff apply for tranaportation from all points within the producs
tion arsas €0 all points within the delivery zones described in Southern California
Production Area and Delivery Icne Directory 1, and to spacifically named delivery
points as provided in Section J of this tariff, They apply also, tO the extent
apeciiied elaewhere herein, 20r transportation from all points within said production
areas to points outaide ©f said delivery zones.

APPLICATION OF OTHER MINIMUM RATE TARIFFS

Except as otherwise provided, the rates in this tariff supersede, and apply to
the exciusion of, rates applicable to the smame tranaportation undar other minilmum rate
cariffs of the Commsaron. (See Exception)

EXCEPTION,==The transportation charges for commodities deacribed in Item ¢5,
when transported in trucks with trailing equipment Or Tractors with trailers, shall
De perZormred at the hourly rates and rules in Minimum Race Tariff 7=A. TFor tha
purpose oI this exception the written agreemsnt provisions contained in Item 360
0% Minimum Rate Tariff 7-A are not applicable, '

For rates for the transportation of commodities ir dump truck equipment, other
than as provaded in this tariff, see Minimum Rate Tariff 2, 7=A or 9=P as the case
may be,

ACCESSORIAL CHARGES

in addition to the charqus provided under Sections 11, 12, 13, 14 and 15,
aAcCeasaorial charges shall be assensed as provided in Xtem 90 of Minimum Rate

Tari iy TeA,

In addition to the charges provided under Section 4, 5, 6, 7, 8, 9, 9.1, 9.2 and
10 and when, through no fault of the carrier, the unloading and relsase of carrier's
equipment after arrival at deatination is delayed beyond the time allowance shown
herein, a charge of 52,30 per unit 0f carrier’s equipment shall be assessed for
each 31X (6) minutes (one=tenth Of an hour) or fraction thereo?:

When transportation is performed by dump truck and transfer
trailler combination equipmenc==20 minuten;

When transportation is performed by other than a dump truck and
transfer traller combination equipment==15 minutes.

HANDLING OF CLAIMS FOR LOSS OR DAMAGE

Ciaims for loss or damage shall be governed by the proviaions of Ganeral
Crder No. 119.

{1} Items 140, 160, 1B0 and 190 are tranaferred f£rom Tenth Revised Page 1=6,
Lacizion No.

EFFLCTIVE ']|d8(

ISSUED BY THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION QF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA,

ml=6=A=




