
T-rE ~C::!ISCX) TO?F."AJ., &. P~"'TA n; Rit:::r..'ii,b.X CO~..a"'Y) 
SOU'i'E2R~ ::?ACIFIC CC1J?~"Y) 
LOS ~CEZ.ES &. SA'LT ~ ~C~ C01C?a"Y, c..:ld 
:?-".CIF:C ].:UCTR:::C '?IJ.r:::AY CC:-:PAY, 

;3.. E. ca...""'m.1ch:lel aDd F. W. Turcotte, tor Gor~­
Dm-brow Oil CO:::lP=,ny, cOIQlo.1ll:lllt. 

:2.. E. ·iee.ekind. :lnd. William G. :Kno~eJ tor: Pac1t'1e 
:E1e ctrio P.eilway C o:npany, <letcnctant. 

upon. a :peti t1011 o.uly filed, a ileari:cg was held in this 

~se to d.ctermne if rGP tU' at 1 on. is due to the Gor~Ul1-Durbrow Oil 

CO~P~ny1 ~ cor,or~tio~, in connection with eerta~ earload sh1p-

:lents de"s.c.ribec! ~ kerose:le stoak, f'orwoxdect vio. tJle J?ac1t1c. 

, .... 



neetrie P~11way COIt!::?o.llY frO::l. Los ..cUlgeles to I.Ollg Beach during 

the period M'o.y 14, 19 ~7) to and inc!. ud:1Ds, M:ll"~h Z, 1928. 

F:1 our Decision No. 2:0128, ..:..ugust 17, 192$, we held 

the. t the l'''o.tes :!.:p:pl,-1ng to petroleum. gas oil were u:areasoIl:l.ble 

to the exten.t they exceed.ed. the :::o..te'c ::!Pl?liCt:.ble on crude Ilnd 

fuel on between the pOints hare involved, and ord:ere:d. re;pa:a­

t.10n. to such bas1s, with 1nte:re:st at the rate of 6 per cent. per 

~nmt:t. St,Q:plcmental <tee is 10·ns were re mere.d) No. 2039Cl) Oeto.ber 

29, 19'28, ard Ro. 21399, .Tul.y" z.9., 19~, but t;Jles:e de.c 1s1.0x:s had 

c:cl.y to do with the st3.tut.e or 11m1to.t·1ons, clccasio:c.ed. 'b.y the: 

decision of our SUlJreme Court on A;pril. 26, lSI:Z9 J in !.os Angele-s: 

&. salt l.JJke Railroad. V's. Railroad: Commission et al.) S.F' .. No. 

13l52, 77: cal.Dec. 594 Cre·,texred to as the Ver.ll CamP case). Th87 

bad no re::f:eren.cC' to the volttme ot the rate.s assessed. a.~1nst ~ 

shipmen ts. 1ncl ud.e.d. in the re parat1o:c.. deroe.nd.:; •. 

The 1n.st$llt petition. alleged. that. d~uri:og the period 

co:rmtencing "J:!.s.y 14, ~927, c.!l.d end.i:c.g December 13, 192.7; the Marine 

P.:eti:o.111g corporation sh1ppe<! :!'rOm Los .A:ogele=; to Long Beach 30 

te:nk cc.rloads ot: petroleum. gas oJll, and.. during the period J'e.nu­

an 17) 192$, to e.nd 1ncm.dine M3r'ch 2., 19-28'1' shipped f:T:om the 

seJIle point. to the sa.me d:cs.t 1:cAt1o:c:. 54 tank eerloe..ds or ;petroleum 

gas 011 t each of which shipments was de,s,c:r1bcld in the "0',111 or 

hdins as "kero,se:c.e sto.ckff'. It is all~cl th.at the c~s col­
lectod. e.ga.1ns.t 'these 84 carloa¢:s 01" so·-ca;lle<l. ke;rosexte' stock wo:t'$ 

ZC12S to t.he extent that they exeeed:ad a re.;te 0.1: :5 cents per 100 

pounds ":laseCt on. a::l est~ted. weight ot' 7.75 pc'U1ld.s per gallon.,. 

w!l1eh rate c.nd wc1g)lt wero tound to 'be: j'tlSt Q.m re.e.sona'b-le. The: 

prayer is ,,;h:lt. detendrult, J?e.cif1e Eleetric' Ra,11way CompaII.'Y, be 

rec;:~,1rea: to pay to ~e corll:lm-Durbrow Oil Com;p@y repa.rat1oll. 

tor Ue u:c.law:t'ul. clu:l:rges. 



4~ , 

The is::;;ue :gre::e.nted on this record is, d.id t.be term 

"'keroze!le atock'" to.1~ to prove.r~y and. completely dcscr"1.be the 

shi:pment~ e..nd sho'C:la they be 81 ven the l'C,troleu:n, gas. r=.:.te. The 

:onsi~ents were des.cribecl on the ~11lo of 1:::.d1..c;g by tll~ com-

plo.1ne.nt ~s ke.ro::en.e :;.tock, ana. ~g.e.s were azsessed. o.:t. rate ot' 

4: CC!lts :p f1r 100 :pound= on es.timated. weight or 6.5 pounris l'e.r g"'......l­

lon, a:pperently unde.r Item 895. ~aSe 78 of :l?:..cif1e :!ll.ectr1c. Ra11-

'Wc..y~ s !.oco.l :md J"oint ~o~ortional T3::t"it!' 1.20-C, C.R.C. res, ap­

plying to refine c1. :petro leum. ;product.s. It 1 s C le.imed tl::e commod­

ity sllculd. Jnve- 'been b.il1ed. 0:5 :petroleum gas 0.11 a;t. ~ 'est1m:tted. ~, 

we j,ght or 7.75 pound.s per S::;.lloll., aId by reason ot our Decision. 

No. 20l28. is. c:.t1~e<l to t1:.e rc..te ot ~ cents ~.l~ ~oo pounds.. 

Witnesses tor compls.1n.::l.l:lt test.if1ed tJ:LC:r l'urcJnsect 

:;>etroleum ~s oil aDd tb.:lt this commod1 ty is al:lO· known to the 

t:'a..de. as kerosene s..to ok, or ::econd-run. re·!'1nery tol's, all of 

which ~m Co ~s;por~t1o::l st~::r::;C'int is consi(terc-d to be petro-

lee gas oil. The pro.cess used. in t.rea.ting the c::rude l'etrolc1X:ll 

1: to lJut the oi~ through s.tills am :r:emo"lr'e wll::tt 1s termed the 

r1r:;t C'Il t ~ cons1.s.tine pr1nc 11'ally or ~....s:011:o.e· s~to:ek; the ~ee..:pe.r 

or second cut is ?r1nci~o.l~ l-:e=os,ene @d. dist.j~l~ te sto.c.k, and. 

the th1rd cut the :::e:t1d.u\llll. 'r.o.o sh1:pments he:r(~ 1Il.vo!"i"e.d co:c.­

si:;.t.ed o~ the se·cond cut, which was manuto..cturad into kerosene-

oU. 
Det'en.dant t S t.ost 1mo::lY ~tette(t m;:.1n.l3" to t be tact tl::.a t 

::erosenc stock was not mentioned in the orig11'lC.l proeeeding. 

There was no proof t.,bl""t the tertl'l. pet.role.um. ga:~ o1~ is not uso 
eIn!)~oyed by the ~de to dosig;c.ate ke.rose:l:.C s;:·coe.."<. 

U:pon the facts or record.. w.e f1nd. ~t the kero,s.ene 

stock as herein describe-a. is ~ petrole\lI!l gas oU o.:l.d. tb.c.t the­

rate of 3 cents :per 100 pounds, est~tea we1Sht or 7.7~ pounde 

per etll1on, o..s :prescribed. b.y our original Dec;is10D:. No •. 20l.2$, 



is theju.st and reas.OIltlble mte to be applied to tJlase. sh1pmenta. 

~e 1'U.rthor t1:::ld t:tat complainant, Go::-ham-Durbrow OU 

eomp~, :=eee1v~ the ahi:pment:: as cIesc:r1.bed. in Exh1'b'its Nos. 

34 =.e SS·) and pa1a. and bore t:be charges thexe:()n., t~t it ~ 

bee:l damaged. to t.he exte:::J. t tba.t t.:be charge's; collected exceeded 

these ~t would have accruec1 o:.t the ro;te hcre:tn found rea$Olla-

bJ~e., c.nd. that it is anti t.led to rc.ee1~c trom dt~endal::.t 1 ~e1t'ie 

E:.eetr1c Railway Company, reparat1o::I. in the S1lJn or $227.36.,. with. 

1n.terest ::..t s.1x (60) per ce:.t.. :p,er e.DJlw::.. 

~ted o..t Se.n Francisco, Ca11to·rnie.., '~hiS;S: tJ.ay 

o~ Dee~ber, lS29. 

coa1S s.1 oner s. 


