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BY ~ CO~SSION: 

O:PINION - .... - .......... -~ 

Complc.1nc.:c.t is a co.r'poro.t10n with its principal place 

of business a. t Sc.n Fr:mci soo. By cOCl~la1.nt tiled Novembor ZO, 

1927, it alleges that ~e :oates on cr'l.l.Shed. rock, sand. and gravel, 

eerloa's, r=o~ Pr1ant, Se~o, Oil City ~nd Woodrock to Conne:o, 

Cc.l1fo:"%lia, 'Were, are am for the fc;.t~e \Vill "oe un~ust, ~eas

onc.ble $.Dod. discr1mi::.a.tory to the extent they exceed 6 eents .,er' 
100 pound.s ~rom 1ri~t, 2Z cents per 100 pounds trom Seeuro and 

Oil 01 ty, and &} cen ts ~r 100 poimd.z !rom Woodroek. 

i 

• .. ~.r 

7te :lore asked. to l%'eseri be rates for the tuture :md a.ward 

reparct10n on all shipments ~at ~oved. within the statutor.y period. ' 

Rates are sto.tee.. in e.ents ,PO·r 100 pounds. 

A :pu.bl1c lles.ri:cg was held on .b.:p::-11 3, 1928, be!ore ZX-

nminer Gea..""Y at San Franci seo, a.nd. the case h~ving boeen dulY' 
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su.bI:.it. ted. is nO\'l ~c.dy !or OUI' opin1on ana. ord.er. 

Fr1~t, Sega;:ro and. Oil City are located on the Southern 

~ the o:-iginating line"s to Bakersfield, thence S\UlSet R3ilwq 

to ~estination. The r~tes assessed ~~ collected were 6t cents 

tro: ~i~t to Conner, 1SL miles; Z conts trom"Seguro an1 01~ 

Ci ty' to Conner, 26 and. 29 miles res;pect1 vely; aXlA 6 cents :£rom 

~1ooQ..~-ok to Connc:-, 139 miles. ~e-se rates are tlle- regol3r two

line tlileage se.?l.e a..s ;pu.blished in ?acitie Fr~ieht ~a!"ift :Bureau 

Tariff 166-C, C.R.C. 401, o.;Wlica"ole in CentreJ. and. Norther.n C3l.-

1!o~1a in the te~itorl north of Caliente and Scntc ~~ga:1ta. 
- -

Com~lai~ant cont~ds that the rates ~ssessed were un-

reasonable to the extent the.1 excee~ed the rates contempcr~eoUs

lY mcl.ntained by ~etend.:;:ntz tor ~ single line :c.~ul. in tl:1s tel"1"1-

to:ry on the c.ssun:.pt1on t.b:.t the sunset Ra:l.lwa~, b.eing owned ~oint

loy by ~e Southern ?a.c1tie e.."ld. Atcll1son, ':Copeke. tUld Santz. Fe, 

should. be treated. as a. :part ot the lattc:' two 11ne-$ fo:' r:a.'to ~-

1~ purltoses. ~e ~ceor~ 1%ld1eates the Sunset ?..ailVlay is a sep

arate cor~orate ent1t7, is o~er~ted as ~ ent1rol~ 1n~e~endent 

line, aIle.. ~t the t:ra.!f1c is :b.:mdlea. at the interchange :points 

wi th tbe co-nnecti:og carrie.rs in the so.ce maIUler as othe:- rail 

ca:~1ers 1n~e:pendently o~er~ted. 

In Case ~o. 2:Z1Z, Decision ~ro. 184~, JUne 9, 1927, 

. " 

:Railway, ~e sa:e. question here 1nvol ve~ \100::: ra.1sed. 1/ith :e-os;oect 

to the rOo tee on -milo I:lC.1ze t::om :::'evee Spu: OIl the S'Illlset ~lVla.y 

to Palo .Alto on tAe Southe rn Pac1f.'ie Coml;la:o,y'. In that pro¢eed1:o.g 
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nIt 13 cccp~e.1Il£.ntT $ position tlta.t the S'Cl).Set 
Railway, bei~ pa..-tly owr;,ed. oy 'tho Southern Paci:t1c, 
shouJ.~ be treated as a. unit of thc.t line tor ra.te 
:lt~.kil:lg purposes and no consiG.ertl.t1on e1ven to the 
two-line serv!ces. We ~o not !ind ~!1cient proof 
in t!le recor~~ to mcint.ain this contention. n 

~ore is nota.~ in this record. to cA~ngo the conc~ilS1.0Xl. 

~t ~e Sunset Ezil~ as ~t present operated is an 1ndepen~ent 

co rp o;:-e. ti on. 

~AC principles recognized. in permitting an arbitr~ 

to::' a. two-line hauJ. over a one-line· h3.uJ. mo~etlent were d.1 scussoo. 

in COose !ro.1645, ~1ed.ro. Roc~ Com:pe.ny vs. Southern :l?aci:Z1c ~d. 

At~ison, Topeka and sante. ~e, 21 C.R.C. 895, a.nd. it is tAeretore 

unneccss~ to repeat t~e details. It is sufficient to $~ that 

this Cotmlission oo:o! t:ile Interstate Commerce CO:m:Ussion have Ge!1-

erolJ,.~· helo. that the rc.te for a. two-line haul mos p=o~er~Y' bJe 

higher tho.n the ::oate for a single line :b.au:L. 

No avi~ence was offered b.y co.mpla.1n.:?nt ~sso.iling per so 

the volu::e of e1 t.b.er tilo s1nele line or the t..,/o-line ra.tos. Do

!endc.nt::: by the tect~c.o:o.y ot their vtitnescec 1n~ieat~ thc.t the 

~o ck rates in Centr&l. c.nc. N'ort.':.ern Ca.lito~n1a. were generally d.e

pressed, ei~er directl~ or indirectLy, b1 wate::' eom~etition 1n 

this ter::.-ito::-y. (Case ZOe 2087, Union Rock ComJ;)any vs. J..tch1son, 

Topeka. and s~to. :Fe ?..a11wc.r et ol.., 27 C.R.C. 2$5.) ~e oxhibits 

just, unreasono.'Ole or O,1:;:cri:nina:to:::-y. ','Ie concluC.e ::ale. !in~ trom 

t:c.is recore. tbat the cc.ze should. be dismissed.. 

OR:DER 

This ease oein& at issue upon coc.pl~nt ~d ~swors on 

:tile>, '!o.ll invostigat:to:c. of the' mc.tters involvee. hO.ving been :oao.. 
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io hereby d1om1s$e~. 

D~to~ at San Franei~co, California, thiz 

of AP::'il, 1928. 
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