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BITORE TH= ‘IJ.II.PO.&D COI...»..:.SSIOTT oF mm STM& OF CJILIFORNIA

Gilmore 011 Co.,

Hercules Gasoline Co.,
0'Dommell~Gillette Refining Co.,
Ternon 011 Refining Co.,
Wilshire QL1 Company,

Conplainants,

s, CASE XO.

The Atchison,Topeka & Saunta Te
Rzilway Compa.ny,

Southern Pacific Compa.ny

Los Angeles & Salt Lake Railroed

Conpany,

Deferdants.

T At N et A B Bt el B e N e el N et M NS

B.X.Cormickeel, ené Glensor,Clewe,Taxn Dine & Turcotle,
by E.W .Glensor exd F.W. Mcotte for Complainants.

Z.%.Cemp, Platt Kent and Berne Levy, for The Abchison,
Topeks & Santa Fe Redlway Company.

A.S.Ealsted, and E.E.Bemett, Lor Los .&n.geles & Salt
Lake Ra.ilroaa Company.

J.E.Iyons and A.A.Johnson, Zor Sou'the*n Paclfic Comp..::y
C.7W.Cozxnell, fox Racific Zlectric Rallway Compeny.

3Y TEE COLAISSION:

Complainante are corporations engeged in the
“pmoducing, buying, refining, dlending and selling of petrolew
products, with thelx places of busi.ngss at Los Angeles.

By compleizt f£iled October 13,1925 1t iz alleged
tant tae fe.. assessed on vn.riou.c carloads of petroleum gas.
oi.l noving from Wilmington, o:.mto Fe Springs, Torraxnce, 2ozo,
Ipllard., Leesdale axnd Fillmore to Los Angeles, ...n& from .UO"

Angeles 0 Q'Doxaxell Spur during the period extending from




Uay 28,1922 to Octoder 1.3 1925 weme Lin the past and for the
fature will e excessive, wnjust and wareasonsble in violation
02 Section 13 of the Pudblic Utilitiez Acet To thé extent they
excoeled or mey exceed 3 cents por lOO‘pound.s Lfrom Wilmington,
Sante Fe Springs, Torrance, Pozo, Mallard and Burnett %o Tos
Angeles, and from Toc Angeles to O'Domnell Spur, and 6 cents
per 100 pounds from Leesdale and Fillmore to Tos Angeles.
Saipments moving more ‘3213:1 two years prior to the
2ilirz of the complaint were the subject of informal ¢correspord.

ence oxnd are regiztered with the Commission under File mumbers |

. T.0.30093 of April 22,1924; I.C.30233 of Uay 5,1925, ané I.C.32629

of Yay 31,1925, and were seasomably filed to ctay the ctatute of
lindtatlon.

The East-West Refining Compaxry intervened in bebalf
of complainents and by — agreement broadened the complaint
by bringing into issue the rates on gas oil from Burnett and
Sente Fe Springs o Los Angeles. It iz alleged by imtervemer
tnat “the ra.te..;", from these poimts were in the past, and for the
foture will be, unjust ond unreasonabdble to the extent they ox-
ceeded or may exceed 3 cents per 100 pounds. The Pacific
Mectric Redlway Compexny intervemed in behall of defexnfants.

The Commission is asked %n preseride Just and
»oasonable re.tes for the futwre and to award reparation.

Complainants axnd interverer, Zast-West Refining
Compery, Will be collectively referred to as compleinents.
Defendants, Atchison,Topeka & Sexte Fe Railway Company, Los
imgeles & Selt Doke Railroad Company, and Southern Pacitic
Compeny, will be hereinafter referrel To as the Sexta Fe, Salt
Take Line and Southern Pacific respectively. Rates will be
éta'bed. in cents per 100 pounds.

Public rearings were held before Examiner Geary at 357
“2e | 307




Tos Angeles laxeh 3L end ipril 1, 2 end 9,1926, and the case
heving been duly submitted snd briefs filed is now ready Lfor
ow> opinion and ord.er.

The ;points hwe involved zxre all situated in the
Southern Coliformia oil field dictricts adjacent to Loz Angeles.
Wilmington, served by the Santa Fe, Salt Iake Line and Southern
Pecific, is 31 miles, 27 miles end 21 miles, respectively,from
Tos Angeles. Torreuce, Santa Fe Springs axd Pozo are situated
on the Semte Te, 24, 13 enéd 26 miles, respectively, from Los
Angeles. Bc.fne‘t", 0'Donnell Spur axud Mellard on the Salt Leke
Iine, 19, 11 and 13 miles, respectively, from Tos Angeles, and
Fillmore and Leesdale on the Soutkorn Pacific, 55 and 61 miles,
respectively, from ITos Angeles. Bffective Octobver 1,1924,
Yellexd, on the Salt Take Line, was changed o RLioco, hence
reforence horeafter will be made to the latier name.

Compleinants' shipments to Los Angeles consisted of
4 cers from Sante Fe Springs; 533 cars fron Pozo; 86 cars from
Burnett; 3 cars from Rioco; 154 cexs from E‘illncre; 10 cars from
Leesd.a.le md from Los Angeles $o O'Dorxmell Spur 12 cars, &
total movement of 802 cars. Appa.rently no shkipments wore made
fron Wilmington and Torrance %o Los Angoles.

The agplica’ole rate on ga.u 0%l fron Wilmington,
Torrance, Senta Fe Springs, Pozo, Rioco and Burnett to Los Angeles

and from Los Angeles to O'Dommell Spur was ond I1s 4 cents; Prom

Fillnore to Tos Angeles '8 cemts oxd from Leesdole to Tos Augeles
iz% conts. Theée éra.tes were ossessed snd collected 6n com~
plal :;ants' shipments, with the exception of 9 cers moving Lronm
Leesdele, on which a rate of 8 cents was erroneously a.ppliea.

The rates Lfor gos oLl here .,augh‘c by compl ainants




are the same 2s those contemporancously in eff.‘ect on ¢rude oil.
FTron and %o all points hero involved, with the exception of
?illmore‘,and. Teesdale, the gas oil rates were at the time the
:—ih;‘.pments movéd. and are now 1 cent higher than the crude oil
rates. From Fillmore the past and present differential in
Lavor ‘o‘:f the crude oil rates was azd it 2 comts. From I.;aesd.alo
Yoth the gns oil and crude oll rates axre now 6n a pa.ri'ty; but at |
the time these shipmemts moved the Leesdale rate on gas oLl was
6% cents higher thon on crude oil. )

Both complainants and defendants agree that the
commodity shipped was not gas ol1l as thet commodity is kmown
in the petroleun industry, dut & petroleum product collogquielly
referred to as »efinery tobs, herelinafter calleld "topsT. Tops
are the first "cuts® or aistillations of the crude oil and
‘econtalin the hiéher fractions of oll, suckh as gesoline, engine
dist%llate and Xerosene. They are extracted from the crude
oil at the source of supply by topping plants and axe Atra.nsported

in tank ears to complainants' refineries where the gasoline ,

exgine &istillate and keroseﬁe are extracted dy a further process

of aistillation. Tops are very rarely used commercislly wtil
the elements are separsted into their compoxnent parts, the sole
exception velng, a.écor&ine; to the record, of an occasionel use
oo fuel oil in semi-Diesel engines. Thelr principal Talue,
however, is fox rurt:;:.er refining and, according o the recoxrd,
2ll of compleinants' shipments were SO uwsed.

Gas oil, as 1% is technically Jmown in the trade, is
derived from the crude oil residuum after the tops are rewmoved
and 415 2 product intermedinte detween the nigher fractioned oils

and pon-viscous oils, such as luwbricating grea.ses'and. asphalt.




IV is a'comparativdly low grade commodity contelining none of the
higher fractions of oil and is used primarily in the manuractafé
of 1l uminating and pintsch gas. It 1z also used occasionally
2s a furmace fuel or as a charging stock in the production of
gasoline by the‘cracking process.

Complainants contend that from & transportation stond-
point the verms "tops™ and "gas oll"™ are synonymous, they naving
been used intercﬁangeébly iﬁ tae pe%roleum industry for years
and thot wndoudtedly the tern "gas 01l was £irst used a5 de-
seriptive of tops from whick gesolime could be made. It s also
‘eleimed that Lo the‘past 20 years tops have bheen transforte& wder
the gas ol rates.

Defendexts do zot disclaim kmowledgo that the gas o1l
rates rave been and are used o0 trensport tops, but they contend
thet the classification of tops a3 gas oil is Lncorrect, contrary
40 the teriffs, and that the proyer rates to apply on wops should
be those spplicadble oz petroleun products n.o.i.b.n. (not other~
wise indexeld by name). )

Fron tae évidenée submitted in thls proceeding and
from an exemination of past decisions of this Commission, 4%
appeers complainants' contention tamat from a transportation stond-
point the terms "gas oil" and Ttops" are used interchangeably to
Cesignote thae coﬁmodity ﬁere at Lissue 1s correct. For a mumber
of years there ﬂas beoen a.substantial rail movexent in Cdlirq:ﬁia
of tops Lrom the crule oil Lields to the relineries, and except

in remote instonces the movement has been under the gas oil raves.

The quostion of the proper classification oL relinery

tops was first cousilered by the Commission in Applicatior Xo.817,
tecided Februery 25,1914, Decision ¥o0.1298,4,C.R.C.26L. T that

proceeling tne major rail lines iIn California sought to dncrease
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tao rates on refinery tops Lrom the crude oil basis to the higher
basis applicadle on engine (naphtkba) &istillate, a refined prolduct.
Ir denying applicents’ auzhérity to make this change Commisszioner

éhelen, speaking for fhe Commission, sald:

"Tho carzliers claim that refinery tops are an
.engine &istillate and that hence the proper
roting 45 80 per cent of Lifth elass. The
protestants, belng the independent refineries
of this 3tate, clalnm that refinery tops are &
potrolevn gos oLl and that hence the projer
reving ic the crulle oil rating, which is
class D" or corresponding commodity rate for
crude ofll. * * % We Lind that Tthe principal
carriers nere invelved have dvxring the laszt
few yeaxrs themselves elther owned or con-
trolled plants Lrom which refinexry tops were
shipped at the c¢rude oLl rate. If there is
any rozsonable doubt in this casze.as to
whether refinery tops ot the present time
properly take 80 per cent of Lifth class or
clgeses "DT, the doudt must be rezolved in
favor of.the uniform practice of the carxierc
during the last zeven years, both as carriers
Lor others and as carriers of this product
menufactured in plants owned or controlled by
then. The claim of the carriers that they
only recentliy found out that there was such 2
commodity and that it was belng shipped at the
erude oll rate 1s not borne out by the evid-
ence.
T L£ind that refinery tops at the present time
.come under Iten No.90-C and that the proper
reting s ¢lags "DTLT

Agein in Case No0.1990, Richfield O4l Compeny vs.Sunset
Radilwey Compeny, decided December 12, 1924,25 C.R.C.619, the
Cormiszsion Iin consiaeringhthe reasonsbleness of the rates on

refinery +tops moving from Shale,Fellows and Pentland To Bakers-
£e1d, saild: |

"The tariff item neming these rates provided 2
.description on oils,petroleur or petroleun
produets,viz., petroleum gas oll. The complain-
ant deseribeld the shipments az gas oil and rates
were assessed as avove, dut defendant now contends
the shipments were mis-Gescrided. A subsvantial
portion of tae record dealt with the technicalities
2s to what the term *gas oil' Included, dut it
appesrs 'gas 0Ll as.generally kuown to the trade
in this territory is a grade of raw matexieal

contalning various commodlities of commercial
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"value, such a3 oll,xerosene and absorption
.gasoline, waich may be obtained upon Lurther
rofining.” .

-

Thus 1t is 2pparent thot defenldants have Jor the pest

19 or 20 &ears\applied the ges oll rates on refinery tops. There
is no doubdbt that in the petroleunm Industry gas oil and Tops are
coxmodities that &iffer matericlly one from the othaer. 2Zut where
in the transpsrtation field the preovailing practice, .extending
over o long period of years, hes beer Yo apply the g&s oil rates
on refinery tops, it appears fair to assume that the term "gas o4l”
was end 4s meant to be desceriptive of refinery tops. mhié )
assumption 4is especially logical inasmuch az the latter fterm Is
more or less of & colloguialism coupled with the fact that rales
or ges oil have beexn meintalined in defendants' tariffs for &
nuzber of years.

Bowever, inesmueh a5 gas ¢il and refinery tops are con-
cidered Qifferent commodities in the petroleum Iindustry, com-

plainonts end defendants should, for the future, in order to

avoid confusion, endeavor to arrive at & more'comprehensive

cormodity descriptibn Zor refinery tops. Defendaﬁts suggest thig

could be &ome by limiting refinery tbps %o a petroleum product hav-
ing o specific gravity of Lrom 40° to 50° A.P.I. (Americen
Petroleun Institute Scale), md a Zlash point below 60° F.
Grevity is the weight of the oil and can be determined by the
use of g hydrometer ond thermometer read in conjunctlon with a
eradueted chart compiled for that purpose. Flash point iz the
degree of semperature at which an oil gives off vapor in
sufficlent quantity to flash or durn momentarily znd cen be
determined by wverlous forms of apparatug, the principal one
of which iz Tagliabue's Open-Cup Tester.

The élassificaxién of refinery tops dy the gravity and

Llaska point method is too indefinite for practical purposes,
-7ﬂ




especially with respect to the use of the flash point as a
conclusive test. /It is in evidence that zome of complainants’
shipments of tops fiashed at atmospheric temperature, while with
ovners the Zlask point was over 130° F. Thisz Ls attrivuted to
thae fact that tops having & large gasdline'contenx flash at a
low “emperature and those contalning little or xno gasoline Llash
at a relatively highexr temperature. It 45 2lz0 in evidence
thet the flash point o other petroleuﬁ prodacts, such as crulde
end fuel oil, may bve conziderably lowered éimply by the 2d&dition
of & Zew drops of gasoline.

If, after conference, complainante and~derendants are
not eble to reach an sgreenent 23 to the proper commodivy de-
seription o publiszk for the futwre, the maitier muy be roefexred
0 the Commission for further atiention.

There now remains Zor consideration the question of
whether ox ﬁot vhe ges oil raves éssessed on compleinants® ship-
ments were ond are jush and reasoxnabdble for the transportaﬁion

© of relinexy to0Pps.

Tops are not 2 refined product and, 23 previcusly

steted, they neve practically no commercial use wtil Durther
refiped/ Thelr value Is primarily determined by the gasoline
content end depends considersbly on the location of the.fiold
foom which the crude oil ic taken.

Complainants' cshipments renged in value from approx-
imctely 21.00 to §2.75 per barrel, the lower valued top3 con-
talning ﬁrincipaliy werosene axd distillate and practically no
gesoline. Tae contemporsxeouns price of crude 0il varied from
ghort 85 cents 0 32.40 o barrel, the value &epending upon vhe

specific gravily of tae oil. The higher volued 0ils were
secured from the Sante Fe Springs and Athens fields, thesze two

~
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areas producing the highest graviiy oils found in the Stave. IV
may be safely statéd, however, that the average value of tops 13
51lightly higher than thc average value of crude oil, but mater-
1ally lower thaxn The value of refined oils. | |

‘ The evidence shows that complainents’™ shipments were
transported iz orude oil tank cors that 4id not roquire water
white containers. Charges wwere assessed on an arbitrery weight
besis of 7.75 per gallon, the estimatod weight used in the troms-
portation of crude oll in tank cars. The actual weight of
compleinants? shipments varleld from 6.6 pounds to 6.98 pounds
pexr gellon, thus resulting in charges on a welght basis rangixg
fron approximé.‘bely 1L %o 17.5 ﬁ;er cent Iin excess of the actual
welgat.

The average per cor welght ayplied to the shipyments
movirzg Zrom Pozo was 80738.24 pounds, yielding 2 per caxr revenuo
of £32.23; a per car mile revemue of $1.2396 and a per ton mile
revénue of 3.077 conts. TFrom Saxnta Fe Springs the average per
car welght was 63323 pounds; per car revemue $25.23; per cor
mile revenune $1.940 and per ton nile reverue é.lM'cents; Iron
Burnett the a.'c'rerage ver car welght was 935.’.’:0 pounds; per cor
revenue $37.41: per cor mile revenue $L.969 and per ftoxn mile
Tevenue 4.210 cents; Lrom Rioco the a\'re:'e.ge per car weight was
96477 povnds; per cor revenus $38.59; per car mile revenue £2.968
cné per ton mile revenu.é 6.154 cents; from Fillmore the a.vei-age
weight was 85411 pounds; per car revenue $68.32; per car mile

mevenue $1.242 cnd per ton mile revemue 2.909 cemts, and from

I..eesdale"che average por cor welighl was 6284% pounds; per car

revenne 478.55; per car mile revenue $1.287 and per ton mile

revenus 4. 098 cents.




Complainamts compare the assalled rate with a rate of
"5 cenvs apﬁlica.‘ble on refinery tops from Shale, Fellows and
Pentland to Bakersfield for dlstences of 55, 52 and 37 miles,
:esyec‘aivelj", p:escribed by the Commission inm Richfield 0Ll ‘
Company vs. Sunset Railway, 25 C.R.C.619. Iz thet procéeding
the Commission found: | .

"The aversge weight of complainent’s shipments

Was 74476 pounds and dased on an averzge haul

of 48 miles =nd a rate of § cents per 100

pouvnds * * *x would produce & por car rovenuo

of 537.24, ver car wile revenue of 77% cemts,

per.ton mile revemme of £0.02087.

Complainamts also stress the fact that in the original
tops cose, Application 817, supra, we denled The carriers auth-
onity to inerease the rates on tops above the level of the con-
currently effective crude oil rates, and iz Applicetion No.4733,
Decision No.7252, in the matter of the application of the
éaci:t‘ic R ectric Rallway Company %o incroase rates for the tTrans-
portation of petéolcmm and petroleun products, we placed tae

erude 0il and gas ofl rates om o parity.

mhe vecord inficates that prior to the early part of

1922 d.e:t‘endants for 2 number of years maintained the gas o%l

ard cxude oil rates ox an eQ,xml vasis in the territory hore ot

{sgme. Effective Februnry 28,1922, or subsequent thereto, the
crule oil xates weve veduced without o corresponding adjustment
being mede in the gas oil rales. 4z illustrative: On June 24,
1918 the crale end gas oil rete from Tilmington to Los ingeles |
vis 4the Selt Teke Line was 2 cemts. Effective August 8,1918,

{2 complience with Freight Rate Authority §o.96 of the Director

Gemersl of Reilrosds, the 2 cent rate wes imereesed to 6% cents.
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A further increasse to 8 cents was ma&e'on August 26,1920 by
authority of this Commission in Apglicatioi Yo.9728, Declision
No.7983, 18,0.R.C.646, whereln we suthorized o gemeral imerease
of 25 per cent in ail intrastate freigat rates in this territory,
the seme as was srantéd by the Interstate Commerce Commission in
Ex Parte Order No.74. The 8 cent rate remeined In effect watil
U2y 31,192, waen 1t was volunterily reduced to 5 cemts. On
‘Pebruary 28,1922 o further refuction to 3 cexts wes zade in the
érude oil rate without a corresponding reduction in the gas oil
rate. Eowever, on July 1,1922 the gas oil rate was retuced
from 5 cends to 4% cents and, effective December 15,1922, was
Surtaer re&uce& Yo 4 cents.. The 3 cent‘rate on crude oil and
the & cent rate om gas oil ave now in effect.  Tkus, fronm
Jane 26,1918 until February 28,1922 thé crude oll ané ges oil
rates were on o parity, dut since the latter date the crude ofl

»ates have been successively 2 cents, 1+ cents and 1 cent lower

thon the gos oil rate. Tae history of tae ratog from”Wilmington

Lo Toz Angeles via the Salt Iake Line may be considered as faixly
representative of the rate situction in the territory here in-
volved.

' Trom exaidblts prosented by complainants it appears
vagt vetween precticelly 21l points in Californiz, save in the
territory nere involved, the gas oil {rofinery topsi and crude
oil zates cre now and have deen on & ﬁarit . i

Defendants comntend that the erude oll rates In
Southern Célifbrnia are depressed by pipe line compevition axd
thus, per se, are less tham reesonable. It 45 claimed that the
present crude oil rate of J conts Iis a» ouﬁgrowth of the estab-

1ishment By the Seata e prior to Jume 24,1918 ol 2 2 cent rate
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fron =L Segundo tolzos Angeles. Thls rate, 41 1z claimed, was
pudliched after o very large oil company located at . Segundo hod
tharestened to comstruct 2 pipe Lline 4o Lo3 Angeles unless a sat-
isfacvory »ate wos published fLor the mo%emeﬁt of erude oil.
mhe 2 cent rate; due to war time increases, was successively
raised to 6% cents ox August 8,1918 and to 8 cent:s on Aumgust -
26,1920. Effective oy 27,1921 the & cemt rate was reduced
to 5 cents and on Fevrwary 28,1922 was further reduced to 3
conts. Tollowing the esteblishment of the 3 cent rate from
=L Segundo to Los Angeles the competiinyg rail rarriers made
corresnonding reductions from shipping points on thelr respect-
ive lines to Nos Angeles to place the shippers using their ralls
on & perity with those shippers at. EL Segamdo,  Henmee, on or
subsequent to February 28,1922 the crude oil rates from the
points here in&oived, with ©he exception of Fillmore ol Leesdzle,
" were placed on the El Segundo-Los Angeles baéis and the rﬁtcsl
from Fillmore and Leesdale arbitrafily estadlisned with relatlion
therefo. |

Defendants olso contend they are confronted with sctual
pipe line aﬁd motor truck competition and presented Exhibit 12
saowing the pipe Llines maintained by the various oil companies
in the vicinity of Los Angeles. There was no affirmetive chow-
ing, however, &s to'the-extent the’claimed competivion, eithoex
pipe line or motor truck, affectz or has affected the.movemenx
of emule oil via the rail lizes. YNeither 1s there any evidence
showing the difference, 1L any, in the cost of moving exrude o1l
via »ail a3 compared with tﬁe cost via motor truck or via the
pipe lines. The mere assertion that pipe line or movor Yruck

competition exists without some substantiating evidence a3 to

e exsont thereof or the cost of moving the commodlily by the
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competing lines iz of 1little probative va:lue in erriving at a
reasonsble rail rate.

Defendants compare the zcssailed rates contemporaneously
in effect bétween verious polints in California é.pplicable on nmeny
non-competitive commodities, viz., acid, asphalt, canned goods,
iron and steel articles, cement, clay and clay products and other
articles. These comparisons heve deen given careful consider-
ation, dbut the record 1is Aovoid of eny showing a5 to the clircum~
stences and conditions surrounding their estoblishment and main- -
senance. TWe have repeatedly held that such comparisons, in the
ebsence of some supporting data, are of little value. |

After careful comsideration of all the testimony amd
the e:c.'o.i'bits‘o:’. record in this proceeling, we are of the opinion
and find that the assailed rates hove beem in the past and Lor
the future will be uareasonsdble to the extent they exceedel or
may exceed the contemporaneously appliczble rates oﬁ crvlie oll
between the points here involved. |

Te further £ind thet coxmplainemts, Gilmore 01l Co.,
Zercules Gasoline Co., 0'Dommell-Gillette Refining Co., Ternon
01 Refining Co., Wilahﬁé 041 Compzny, axnd intervener, Zast-
Wess Refining Compéz:y, paid ond bore the charges on the shipments
in é_uestion and have been &amaged to the extent of the diffex-
ence between “he chorges paid snd those that would have acerued

at the rates herein found reasonable and are entitled to rep-

ara.tion,- with intercst, on all shipments coming within the purview

of Section 71 of the Pudbllic Utilities Act.




The amount of reparation due cannot be ldetermined on
this record. Complainants shouwld sudmit s statement of the
Shipments to defendents Lor check and 5£ 1%t is not possible to
reach en agreement as to the amownt of roparation the matier

wey be reforred to tae Commission for further attention.

This case being at issue ﬁpon complaint and answer
on f£ile, full investigation of the matters and things invblv@
heving been hef and basing this oxrder om the Lindings of 'faét |
axd the conclusions conteined in the opiniorn which precede$ |
thls order and wkich s2id opinion is hereby referred to and
made a paxrt hereof,

IT IS ORDERED that the defendants, Atchison,Topeka &
Sazta Fe Reilwey Compeny, Southern Pacific Company, and ToS
Angeles ¢ Salt Loke Reflroed Company, according os taey par-
ticipa‘aed. in 'bhé transportation, be ond they are neredy notified
ané required to cesse and desist on or vefore December 15,1926 and
taereafter to abstain Lfrom pudlishing, maintaiz-zing or apylying
rates on carloeld shlpments of Ipe‘.:roleum gas oil féom Wilmi_ngton,

Sante Fe Springs, Torrance, Pozo, Rloco, Burnett, Leesdale and

56d
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ore 40 To3 Angeles, and from Los Angeles o O'Donmell

Spur, waica shall exceed the ra’ces' contempomneouéi& in
effect on petroleum crude oil} from and o t‘cosé points.

IT IS FURTEER ORDERED thot defenlants, Atchison,
Topeka & S...n.t.. Fe ‘{..ilway Compa.mr, Southern Racific Compony
...nd. Loz An.gele.. & Szlt Lake Rallxoad Compa.ny according as
they participa’ced. in the %ransportotion, be and they are
heroby notified ard reguired to establish on or before
Docember 15,1926, upon notice to this Commission and to
the general public by not lezs than Live (5) dzys® filing
and posting in “he monner prescrided in Section 4.4 of ¥he
Public Ttilities Act, rates on petroleun gas oil from
Tilmington, Sente Fe Springs, Torrance, Pozo, Ricco, Burnett,
Teeslele and Fillmdre %o Loz Angeles, and from Ios Angeles
to O'Doxmell Spur waich shall not exceed the ra.tes‘ con-
temporaneously in effect ox petroleum crude oil from and
to those points. _

IT IS FURTEER ORDERED thet defendants, itchisom,
Topeke & Sante Fe Ratlway Compeny, Southern Pacific Company
ond Tos Augeles & Sclt Lake Reflroad Compaxy, 2ccording as
they-par‘;cicipated in thé transportation, be and they ore
nereby cuthorized and directed 'co pay, with interest, uwnto
complaeinants, Gilmore 0il Co., Eercules Gasoline Co.,
OtDomnell-Gillette Refining Co., Ternon OLl Refining Co.,

wilshize 0Ll Company, =ud intervener, Zasit-Wect Refining




Co:ipa.ny, 2s their interests moy appear, all charges

collected Lor the itransportetion of wvarilous carloads

of potrolewm gas oil moving from Wilmington, Santa Fe Springs,
Torrance, 2020, RL0co, Burmett, Leecdale and Fillmore £o

Tos Augeles, and from Los Angeles to 0*Doznell Spur during

o period exterding from Mey 28,1922 to October 13,1925,
involved in thlc proceeding snd within the purview of

Sectior 71 of +the Pudblic Utilities Act, waich exceeded

the charges thet would have accrued at the rates con-
temporanecusly applicadle oz petroleun crude 0Ll dbetween

these poinis. o

. oW

e

. é Dated 2t San Franceisco,Californis, tals Z
dey of , 1926.




