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Bohman Industrial Traffic Consultants, Inc.,
consulting firm representing national trade associati
its president, Raynard F. Bohman Jr., respectfully su
ments in this proceeding:

With the exception of proposed Article V - AR
port all of the other proposed changes to the Nationa
tee's presently approved Section 5a Agreement.

Proposed Article V would enable any party in
disposition of a docketed proposal by the Committee o
to be submitted for resolution to a neutral arbitrato
agreement.

As proposed, any Committee or Panel's classif
~affirmed by an arbitrator, could not be protested to
tion Board but could bechallenged only through the fi

the Board, with the burden shifting to the complainan
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For years, c1ass1f1cat1on decisions made by N
have been subject to appeals to the full National Cla

dissatisfied parties of record (or a minimum number o

|
|

participating in the National Motor Freight Classification)

C Classification Panels
sification Committee by
NCC members or carriers

Further, parties

dissatisfied with decisions made by the full NCC have been able to protest such

NCC decisions to the Surface Transportation Board through timely petitions for

suspension. Now, to retain its antitrust 1mmun1ty,

e present appellate

process would have to be dismantled - a process that has worked well over the

years.

Yes, the majority of appeals of Classification Panel decisions to the

full Committee have upheld by the Committee; however,
either modified Panel decisions or disapproved them.
1055 - Subject 16 of NCC Docket 9711; Appeal 1056 - S
971; Appeal 1067 - Subject 15 of NCC Docket 992; Appe
869, and Appeal 1064 - Subject 10 of Docket 985.

It is highly unlikely that those appeals woul

a number of appeals have
As examples, see Appeal
ubject 12 of NCC Docket

al 940 -‘Subject 5 of Docket

1 have been resolved in the

manner in which they were had the Panel decisions been subject only to arbitra-

tion.

So here we are, on the threshhold of going fo

rward with an entirely new,

untried method of resolving disputed classification decisions.

At this juncture, we are suggesting, for a tri

as short a span as three years - that two methods of
decisions to which parties are not satisfied be offer
by a neutral arbitrator or an appeal to the full Nati
Committee as is now permitted. Dissatisfied parties

one method for resolving a classification decision,

al period - possibly for
resolving classification
ed - either arbitration
pnal Classification

would be able to choose but
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During that trial period, thé STB would be ab]
the alternative resolution process is working; whethen
superior to the other.

There is ample precedent_for an alternative pr
claim disputes, dissatisfied claimants have the option
tration (such as before the Transportation Arbitration
the carrier is agreeable to going to arbitration) or f
court;

CONCLUSION

We strongly urge the Board to adopt this alten
The public interest, in the long run, will best be ser
shippers a resolution process they feel is the fairest
of appeals to the NCC will not be a burden to anyone 3
choice.
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ocess. In Toss and damage
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Board, provided of course

iling suit in a civil

native resolution-plan.
ved by giving aggrieved
tb them. The continuation

nd will provide a needed

bmitted,

9 Z/%ZM)%

Rayn#rd F. Boh
President

an Jr.

Bohman Industr a1 Traffic Consultants, Inc.

P.0. Box 889
Gardner, MA 0144
Dated: May 17, 2002

Due: May 20, 2002

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that |I have this 17th day of May, 2002, served a complete
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