Decision No. /7 ?f&

BEFORE TEE RAILROAD COMISSION OF THX STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Albers Bros. Milling Co.,
. & corporation,

Complairant,
vs. CASE NO. 2125

Southexrn Pacific Company,
& corporation,

Defendant.
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C.S.Conrolly, for Complainant,

James E.Lyons amd A.L.Whittel, by A.L.Waittle, for
Defendant,

R.P.McCarthy, for Globe Grain & Milling Company and
Phillips Milling Compeany,

E.W.Eollingsworth, for the Traffic Department of
QOaklend Chamber of Commerce,

E.B.5nith and II.J.McCarthy, for Sperry Flowr Company,
F.A.Somers, for Grangexrs Business Assoclation,

A.Cohn, for Port Costa Warchouse Company,
J.C.Sommers, for Stockton Chamber of CommeXce.

3Y TEE COMMISSION:

SUPPLENENTAL O2INION AND OEDER

Our original opinion, decided larch 3,1926, appears
in 27 C.R.C.684. The complaint, £filed April 29,1925, attacks
the commodity rates charged by defendant for the transportat;on
of grain and grain products to and from Oakland, alleging they
subjected complainant to undue prejudice snd disadvantage, and

extended undue preference and advantage to competitors at South
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Valliejo, ?crt Costa, Stocktorn ard Sacramento.
We found thet certain specific changes should be made in
the rates to Ockland from points on the Nopa EBreanch and from

Venden, Cannon ard Elmirsas, stations on the mein line west of

Daris, and also that the rates to Oaldland from stations on the

west side of the San Joaquin Valley, Iyoth and south, should
not exceed the rates to Sacramente from the same points.

The case was reopened in response to petitions from
both compleinent and defendant. Compleinsnt's prineipal con-
Yention, as outlined Iin the petition for reheéring, is that the
retes to Ogkland from both the east and west side in the San
Joaquin Valley should be or = varity.

Defendant likewise obJjects to the San Joaquin Valley
ad justment upon the plea there is practically no tonmage of
grain moved to Szeramento from west side San Joagquin Valley
points, therefore no discrimination against Ogiklend. Attention
also is directed to the fact that because of & tariff publication
error embraced in the provisioms of Item 410 of Southern Pacific
Conpany G.F.D.Circular 199-E, C.R.C.2711, South Vallejo rates are
xade to appl& through Sacramento, thus reducing spécific rates
from points between Sulsun and Sacramento to points south of
Trecy.

e rates affected by the tariff errors in Item 410 are
vefore the Commissionm in an independent proceeding, Application
¥0.13199, aud are disposed of in our opinion ia thot matter.

Rehearing was had and the case 1ls now before us on the
waole record.

In effect, this proceeding is a supplement to Case No.

1463, June L, 1921 (20 C.R.C.1 and 21 ¢.R.C.302), wherein the




‘grein rates were adjusted by removing discriminations found to

oexigt at that time as beitween Oaokland ard South Vallelo-Port Costa
from points in the Sacramento, San Joaquin dnd Salinas‘Valleys.
However, rates to Ockland as compared with Sacramento were not
involved in that proceeding.

The rates established in Caselmb. 1463 to Oakland fronm
all Sem Josquin Talley points were mede 1 cent higher then to
South Tallejo and Port Costa for distances not over 200 miles
from Port Costa; % cent for distances over 200 miles snd not over
300, ond o parity of rates for distances over 300 miles. The
distance from Port Costa, the basing point, to Oaklend, is 14.6
niles. The San Joaguin Valley west side to Port Costa rates
were extended to Sacramento by the Southern Pacific Company, thus
plecing South Vallejo, Port Costa and Sacramente on a rate parity,
leoving Ockland with retes higher than the three competing points,
South Tellejo, Port Costa and Sacramento, although the distance
from west side ctations Son Joaquin Voalley to Oakland is three
miles shorter then to Sacramento from the same polnts.

In our original decizion in the instent proceeding, and
discussing +he Scoramento rates (27 C.R.C.689) we saild:

nmhese rates are not on & positive mileage grade.
.Or the west side,where the distance favors Qak-
land by 3 miles, the rates at some points are on
& perity, dbut 2t mony stations the Sacramento
rates are lower than the Ockland rates by Ifrom
& to 3 cents. As compared with this adjustment
we find thet the rates to Port Costa, South
Tallejo and Sacramento from San Jeaguin Telley
east side points, lanteca and south, are on &
parity at 21l points and in this situation Por®
Costa, waich is the basing point for the rates,
is epyroximately 4 miles greater than %0 Sac¢ra-
neavo.
mre find as & foct that the rates from The west
.side stations in the San Joaguin Valley, Lyoth
end south, to Ozkland, discriminate against
Cakland. An order will cnter recuiring defend-
ant to remove the discrimination by publisihing
votes from this territory to Oakxland not in
excess of those now in effect to Sacramento from

the same points™.




A considersble port of the testimony teken on
rehea:ing was directed to the circumstances and conditions
ol the transportation from the San Joaquin Valley, bdbut this
additional testimony does not differ to any material extent
except to show in an exhivit, filed by defendant, that there
is practicélly no grain tonnage movement Lrom San Joaguin
Telley wost side stations to Sacxramento and that there is a2
substantiel flow of traffic from these points to Oaklend.

Wita tzhe distance from San Joagquin Valley, west side, to
Oakland 3 miles shorter then to Sacramento and the operating
conditions end water competition very similex, there are no
reesons why the rates should be higher to Oakland than to
Sceramento. We £ind no reason to change our conclusions as
to South VTallejo, which has & longer rail mileage but is on
the Port Costa rete basis beéause of the water comﬁetition,
these two important grain points being on opposite sides of
tae day. ' .

We have careflly exomined the petitions for rehear-
ing end the complete recoxd, and find no reason for materially
chonging our comclusions that South Vallejo, Port Costa, Qakland
exnd Saceromento should have & parity of rates froa San Joaguin
Veolley west side points. The order herein will fix the posit-
ive rates %o esftablish this adjustment and remove the discrimin-
ation found to exist.

There i no reason upon tais record for deviating
from oux conclusions with reference to the Napa Branch rates,
nor iz there any reason for chengling the rate to Oakland from

eass side San Joaguin Valley points, lanteca and south, where

the distonce is approximately 19 miles greéter thoxn to
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Sacramento. ™ese Qukland rates are now 1 cent and & cent
higher than Sacramento, dependent wpon distance of Lhaul, and
taese dlfferentiels shouwld not be disturbed.

Upon furtaer consideration of all the matters and things
of recoxd in this proceeding, we zre of the opinion and so find
that the rates herein assailed are unduly preferentisl and dis-
erimingtory to the extent they exceed or for the future may ex-
ceed the rates hereinafter set forth in the order immediately
fbllowipg thls opinion.

The rates herein prescribed are %o supersede those pre-
seribed in our original opinion and oxrder and covered by our
decisiorn number 16077. They will also supersede any conflicting
rates prescribed by order in Albers Bros. Milling Co., vs. Souxh;

ern Pacifie Company, Case No.l463, Decision No.l0153 (21 C.R.C.302).

Tais case belng at 1ssué upon complaint and axnswer on
file, raving been duly heard and submitved dy the parties, full
investigation of the matters and things involved having bgen had,
and the Commission having filed its opinion and supplemental
opinion containing its findings of fact end conclusions thereon,
which said opinions are hereby referred %o and made a part hereof,

IT IS HERERY ORDERED that the Southern Pacific Company
be and it is hereby ordered and re@uired to desist on or before
twenty (20) days from the date of this order and thereafter 1o
abstain frém publishing, mainteining end applying rates not in
accordance with those hereimafter set forth.

I I5 FERESY FURTEER ORDERED that the Southern Pacific
Company Ee and it is heredby ordéred'and reguired to establish

on or before twenty (20) days from the date of this order,upon
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notice to this Commiscsion and to the general public by not less then

‘five (5) days' filing and posting in the manner preseribed in section

14 of the Public Utilities Act, and thereafter to maintain end apoly

for the transportation of graln and articles taking the same rates

as shown in Southern Pacific Tariff 793-B, C.R.C.2487, the following

etes:
PORT COSTA
2ZUWEEN QAXTLAND SOUTE TALLEJC SACRAVGENTQ
Yermouth ;@ 9% 9;} | |
Vernalils Qo 9% ;
ohm 10% 18§
Vestley 10% 10%
Vanormer 12 12
Patterson 12 12
Crows Tardirg 1%% 13%
Xenvrman 13-5 l%
Gustine 14 14

Linors 145 147

Ingomax Lins léz
Loz Banos l‘lé 14-1
datto 16% 16% .
Doz Pales 16 3.6;;
Oxelis 178 17%
Silexe . L8 18%
Ingle 18 ;

Tranguility 204
Eassett 203
Jamesan 18
Floyd 1
Rolinda 185-
Uenllin 19%
Cendo 19%
Ti1lis 20%
Kirble 204
Armons

Crion

Eeinlexn

Rossi

Cuneo

Stratford

Lothent

Westhaven

Tark

Alcolde

Edison

Bena

Caliente

Bealville

Rowen
Larecel

Cable
Warren
Yo jave

Gloster
Rosamond




' \ PORT COSTA
BET‘.m_D QAXLAYP  SOUTE TALLEJC  SACRALENTO
AN : ) .
Pelxndele 28% 28 zg?
Earold 29% 29+ 297
Vincent 9% . 29 29%
Acton 30 30 30
Leng 30 30 30
Eumphreys 30% 50% 30%
‘San Fernando 30% . B0% 30+
Pacoima &l JL 3L
Burbank o1 L 31
Sepulvede 31 31 3L
Glendale 31z 2L 33

IT IS EEREBY FURTHER ORDERED that as to other
respects thé ¢ompla.int in the aboi'e entitled procesling

be and the same is heredy dismissed.

‘fateci at San Franeisce,California, tals _{é’
oy of '

, 1927.

Commissioners.




