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BY TEE COMMISSIO:N': 

OPINION ---- ....... ~-

. ., 

BY complaints tlled. October 29, 1928, Ma":{ lo, 1930 and 

J'lme 16, 1930, eom.pla1:l.ants allege that the charges assessed and 

collected on n~rous carload Shi~ments ot various commodities 

received at or :t:orwarded rrom their pla;c.ts at Los .Angeles were 

and are unjust, tmreesona'b-le,'Ilnjustly cUserjm tnator7, unduly 

pre.1ud1c1al and p~erential in violatior. ot sections 1.3, l7 elld 

19 01' the Public Utilities Act and 1n violation 0: the long and 

:;hort haul provisiOns ot Seet1011 24 ot the Act. Re~e.:t1o:o. and 

rates tor the tut'ln"e are sotlght. The ~:roceed1ngs wore hoe.x-d u,on 

a CO:::mlOn record .and will be d1sposed 0": in one deCision. 
, " J._ 

A ~ubl1c hearing was ~el~ betore Examiner Geary at Los 

Angeles and the eases su'bm1tted on briets. 

Xhe eo~la1nts tiled 1n these proceedings are sU'bstan-

tiell1 1d~tieal. nlustrat1ve is tbat or the Co.lUomia :Milling 
.. • ~, 1.. 

Corpora.tion Cease 2621). r;r:h1s eompla1na:l.t :na1:1ta1ns e. gra,1n" m1ll. 

within the col"l'orate Umits ot Los Allgeles, served exel.us1vely by 
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the rails ot the Southe~ Pac~ic company, and it handles numer-

ous carload sh1~ments of grain and grain produets to and from 

various :points' 1n Calit()l'nis. on the 11D:es ot The Atchison, ~o­

:peke. and Santa Fe' Railway Com~311Y, Los .Angeles & Salt Lake Ra11-
-

road Compa:c:y and. Pacific Zlectric Railway Company. On noncompet-

. 1 t1 ve carload tratt1e a svz1 tcbing charge ot $2.70 :per ear is 

assessed by the Southern Pac1t1e Company which is not absorbed 

by the line haul ea:rr1~r. On like shipments to or trom indus'try 

tracks in the Central Mallutact-aring District ot !,os Jalgeles serv-

ed by too Los Angeles J"unct1on Railway Co::pany the llne llaul ear-

r1e.rs absor't> the ~u::::.ct1on Railway BWitcln::lg charges. Co~la1l:tant 

contend.s· that the ab'so:rpt1on ot the !.os Angeles J'unetion Ra.llwq 

sw1tch1nS ~arge aDd the non-absorption o~ tbe SOuthern Paeit1c 

Co~aDy·s charge result in the violations o~ the Act h~etotore 

retened to. 
Complainants largely rested their contentions in, these 

proceedings ~on o\U" decis10X1; 1n Case No. 2537, G1.obe Grain and 

Mi11inR'h Company v.s. A.T.& S.F.Ry. et a1., 36 C.&.C. 80. On the 

record made 1%:1. Case 2537 we held in pert that the act1C>ll 0-: the 

line' haul carr1ers in absor1>1ng the sw1teh1ng charges or the !.os 

Angeles JUnction Railway on nonco~t1t1ve carload shipments or 
grain, grain products, hay, end a:c.1me.l, poultry and stock teeds .. 

while :lot ab-sorb~ the switc:bing charges ot the cO:lllee.t1ng line-

haul car::-iers on. like tratfic, was 'Wlduly prejud,1.cia:t and :p~t'er-. 
ential 1n violat1on 0:': section 19 ot the Act. CO::lplemants in. 

Cases 2021 and. 2865, are shippers or g=a1n commodities, and there-

tore their allegations as to ~e rates tor tlle ruture hav.e 'been 

satisfied 'by the 'publication or proper tar1rts ettective 3une 

29, 1931. 

The mere tact that the aggregate charges trom and to 

points on the Los .Angele= J'unction Railway ar~ lower t:ban eom~ 

p1ainan'ts pay on llke shi:pme~ts n-O:ll or to their industries 
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~oeated on the rails ot the line haul carriers, does not create 

undue :preterence and. p:ejud1ee unless it be conclusively s'bow.c. 

tJ:.e.t the d1tterenee in charges results :1:c. an undue M.sadventage 

to eomplainants end. 'is a source ot adve.n'te.ge to their eo:opet1-

tors:. The record 1n the 1nstant :proeeedings, $,tand1ng slone, ut-

terly taUs to support. a legal rind1De ot undue p:rete:renee and 

p:re.lud!.ee. 

Complainants also allege t:t.a.t violations oot the lone; 

and short haul provisions ot section 24(s) 0": the Act exist on. 

the theory that the 1r industries are intermed1a te to tho se loca-
ted on the Los .A.ll.geles J"tmet1on Railway where lower charges are 

ap:p11eable. For exa.:nple, the. rate on salt 1n carloads t'l'om. 

Leslie to Los Angeles, 1ine-llauled b7 the Southern Pac1t'ic to 

, Los Allseles., and delivered to the Atehison, Topeka a:oo: Santa Fe 

Railway to:: swi tching to eompls.:1nan. tT s ~lan t, is 21t cents per 

:'100 pounds plus $2.70 per =r. Sad this ea~ been del1vered to an 

1ndust17 on the Los J.llgeles Sunetion Railway, onl.,. 21i cents p~ 

100 pounds would have bee:l assessed. ::rowever, the ~~1son, To-
o 

peka and. Santa Fe Railway w~uld not :participate in the movement 

to a point on the Los .Angeles .Junction Railway. Thererore as the 

route over which the shipment would llave moved 13 not 1:c.clu~ed 

in the route to a point on the Los .A:lgeles .Junetion Railway, 

there is no violation ot the long and Short haul provisions ~r 

the A.ct. (Globe Grain and M1l~1ns CO::n;Pa::lI vs. J... T.& S.'F .Ry., su-

pra. Albers Bros. Y.illinP: Co. vs. Western Pacific, 36 C.R.C.M7.) 

There was no evidence ottered to show that the rates. 

under attaek were unreasonable ill violation ot'Section. 130t the 

Act. 

Upon considerat1o~ ot all the tacts ot :ecord we are ot 

theo:pinion and so tind that the complaints should be dismissed. 



ORDER _ .... ---

'I'hese cases lleving been duly heard aDd suomi tt,ed, tull. 

investige.t1o::l. ot the matters and th1ngs involved bav1ng been had, 

and. basingth1s order on the t:!.ndi:lgs ot tact and the eonclusions 

contained,in the preeeding opin1o~, 

IT IS E:EREBY ORDERED that these proceedings be' and they 

are hereby dismissed.' 

Dated at Sell Francisco, Cal1torn1a, this 

o't Msreh, 1.93.2. 

s. 


