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B-183259 ’
MATTER OF:
' Ultra Special Express

DIGEST:
For purposes of assessing cha
hzs a duty to neasure s , :
loading shipment and pr;or to transporting
goods. Additional charges rasulting from
erroneous measurcnents, even if orilginally
supplied by the shipper, arc not payadle
by the Covernuent.
i 5 recuested o review of the
settlament action tzgen on its claia for $150.55, representing
additional charnes for the transportation of a4 cyated radar
entenna reflector from Melville, Hew York, to ¢ crtsuouth,
Virginia, under Covernment bLill of lading (GDL) V-2150527,
dated January 22, 1973, fThe carrier's bi1l mumber is 34E.
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Piltra Specizl Exp s ha:
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The $115.50 allowed on the claim waz deducted from an
overcharge of $775.52 found in the cxzaninaticn of the oriminzi
payuent for the transportation involved., The halance of tho
overcharge, $660.02, has been collected by dadaction.

The claim and the overcharge involve the iiability for
increased tranaportation charges resultiug {from the reroutin?
of the shipment. The rerouting was reﬂu¢red vaen the driver
was prohibited froa entering thne Chesapeake ILridse Tumel
because the t””ll :r was urable to clear the " 6" hedight
marker. The carrisr contends that the shipper furnished it
erroncous heipdt dinensions vihich were reliszd on for selecting
the route and procuring the necsssary peraiis. Dua to this
alleged mistake by the shipper, the carrier {incurred additional
costs, which it balieves the Governuent has an obligation to pay.
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The measurenents of the crated shipuent are not ahiowm on
the bill of ladinz. iowever, the shipper apparently inforne
the carrier of the dimensions of the shipment by tplcpnonn.
The record contains a carrier document titled 'Delivery Receipt"
which states, among other things, that the din engiono of the
erate containing the radar antenna reflcctor vere "19' 6" x
9' ¢" x 11'." Dascd on this information the carrier obtained
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peruits for transportation of a shipment of a legal helght of
13' 6". The driver learned, while ea route, that the actual
height of the shipment from tha ground, after loading, was
13' 8", There is no evidence to support the coantentien that
the neasuremsat furnished by the shipper, prior to leo2ding,
vas erroncous. And without that evidence, we canuet concale
that the shipper's measureuent was incorrect. However, evin
if the ehipper was in error, this would not justify allowance
of eny additional transportatien charges.

It 1s settled that the carrier has a statutory duty to
issue bills of ladinz. 49 U.S.C. 20(11) (1970); 39 Coup. Gen.
672 (19G0; Valco Manufacturing Co, v. C. Rickard & Sons, Inc.,
2 A, 2¢d 501 (Super. Cr. d.J. 1952), It follows then that the
carrier i3 rosponsible for the information contalned on tha

111 of lading. Inpesitien Cetton lMdils v, Bouthewrn Iy., 34
I.C.C. 441 (19232). And the bill of luding sust contaln
sufficient infornation to enable interested parties to werify
the freicht charzes. FHerst-Alleon Uo. v, Zorn Trogafoer Co.,
311 I.C.C. 755 (1950).  Tnis
true of Li

incorporated by reference lHeavy and Speeciallzed Carricrs
Toriff Bureeu Tariff 100~E, MF-I.C.C. 260 Item 1325 of that
tariff stotes in pertinent part:

"hen shipment exceeds 40 feet in length,
or 8 feet in width or 13 feet € inches high
 vee tlhic filleage
from origin to destination shzll be increased

vees'  (Underscoring supplicd.)

In B-182110, dated January 28, 1975, involving Ultra Special
Express, it was determined that for purposes of calculating
charges for overwid:zh shipments, measureninis must be takon
after loading the shipwent on the truck, and not before. Thus,
both the tariff sud the decisien makz it clear that the carvier
has a duty to measure the shipaent after loading.

Accordingly, the settlenent action takcn on the carrier's

claim for additionsl transportation charges 1s sustained.

‘ R. F. Eellor
peputy Comptroller General
¢f the United States
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