Decision No.ﬁ_f_; U l-u\uﬂ @ UMA&

BEFORE THE RAILROAD COAMIS SI0%
OF TEE STAIF OF CALIFORNIA..

In the Yatter of the Application of.
SOUTEERN PACIFIC COJPAJY for relief.
from the provisions of Secticn 21, Cagse Yo. 214.
Article XII of the Constitut;on of (Application No. 3)
gali‘ ornia relazzng to Long and Short

auls.

170N Ul

75

 George D. Squires for applicant.

ESELEMAN, Commissioner.

In 1ts spplication No. 3 of December 26, L91l; the

Southern Pacific Company « Pacific System - aské-for~éuthority to
continue To charge for thae trans nortat;on of pazsengers and baggage
a greater compensation ag a througa rate between San Pranc;sco. on ..
the one hand, and on “he othéé “reaﬁo, Tulaxé, Hanford én& Bakers-
Tield, than hc aggregate of the intermea;ate fares to and from |
Uerceld or alternately author;»y is requested To advance unc ; *ee
bc.wecn Son Prancisco and points taking the San Francm co fare, L
omdand, Stock Yards, etc., on the one hand, snd Merced on the othcr,
by 5¢, 8o that the aggregate of sﬁch intermediate fares would notvbc‘
less than the present fare to 'the moxe distantféoints; '

In ju tx;icaxion‘o* this appllcatzon she Southern Pacific
vompany alleges that the Tare hetween San Francisco and: Merced waa,
on August 25th, 1906, reduced to v4.05 to meet thc Tare erroncously
establisaed by he Atcalicon, Topcka & Santa Fe Railway, Coast Lines,‘
Yetween the samc po;nts. The AICleon, Topeka & Santa re Railway |
Company, Coast Lines, in a similar applzcat;on lxkewise alleges tha*
auch an error was made by it in establiah;ng tne Tare o' 44.05 from 
San’ “ranczsco to Merced ané prays for similar rclief._ It is'con;
tended oy the zup;;cant that the proner basis for fares between
Sex “rancisco Bay points and San aoaquin Valley points was a com»




binaziqp of the Tares to énd from Lathrop, the junction §f the San
Joaquin Valley line with the S Francisco-Stockton lime of the
applicant, and tham oa such a basis the Tare snould have oeen $4 10.
It is urged that if the appl¢camxon ;a denied and’ the petitaoner
requ;red.to‘establizh,throush Tares equal %o ths‘sum of the locals to
and from lerced, that'a‘cohsiderable reduction“in the revenue of the
petit;oner wull be dbro: gat about unnecesaarily as no Tormal complainx
nas veen made as Lo the reasonadvleness of any of the fares involvcd.
It is- furu£g¥ alleged that the fares wadich it is desired to continue
are just and reasonable in and ol themselves, also that thcgfares
which_théiapplicant seeks to eatablish under the rellef prayed for
are likewise just and reazonable.
| The proviasions of Section 21 of Article XII of the

Constitution'rela*’ng to through rates in éxcess of the aggregate of
intermediate rates are prohibitory and the Commission is not vested
with aay diseretionary power ;n the anplication of this nrovisxon, a8
in 'the case of the long and. short hsul prov;ﬁfon, therefore 1t is:
necessary, to cons;der in this application &;iy the altex native AP=
vlication Lor pcrmxss;on o ;ncrease the 1ntermediaxe faxes <o Mbrced. _

The *act that a considerable reduction will probably
regsult in the carrier's revenues or that s ;arge-amqunt of tariff
work involving consideravle expenﬁc will be nccessitafed‘if.the o
through fares are reduccd to uhe sums of the intermediaxe raree is no
reason wiy the reduction anould not be made, if—tﬂ; aggregaze of thc
present intermediate fares would be a reasonable fare. -

1t appears obvious that if thc fare of $4 05 between San .
~Francisco and Uerced was established erroneonely there was ample time

alnce August 1906, 1; whmﬁh to nave’ corrected unax fare and to have;

advanced it 'to the dbasis which it\iz stated‘wag usually-employed in‘
ﬁaking such fares, and that a3 a reason why_the,inﬁrease”shbuld now
be pefmitted this contention should not carry mncn wemga

© Waile it may be, as alleged that the faxe which the

annlzcant seeka to increase i3 on a basis lower. than dhat penerully




employed by the carrier, no evideace was 3ubmitted.tending-¢o

establish such a basis a3z just and reasonable'o: thé£ it should

apply in‘*his particular case. In cases of this kind‘égzgc"nér»asec
are aousat it is incumbent upon the applicant to anow that the exist=-
ing fares or raxes are too low and thereby just¢¢J the increaae. This
»he,a@pl;ganu has failed %o do, and in omy opinion the evidence i3 ine |
sufficient to warrant the Commission %Yo authorize the,increasejprayed‘
for. |

I submit the following order:
QRDER.

UOU;HERN PACITIC COMPANY, 2 common czrr;ar havmnv annlxed
to tais Commission for an order granting relief'from the provisions
of Section 2L, Article x::, of the Comstitution of Califbrnia and

permission to continqe 4o charge for tne uransportat;on of paasengera

L5 ,
axnd basgage 8 greater conpensat ion a3 a throusn rate between San

Francizeco,on the one hand and Fresno, Tulare. Hanford and Bakers=
field on the other, than the aggregate of the. intermcdmate fares o
and from.Merced ‘or,in the event the Comm;seion dcnies suck perm;sszon,
for autaority to advance the fares between San Franc;sco and no;nts
taking the San Francisco fa:e, such a8 Oaxland Stock Vaxds, etc., on
the one hand, and herced on tae other, five ceats (5¢), 2o that. tae
aggrcgate of such zntermediqxe fares would not be less «han the
vresent fare to the more dmstant roint; and a hearing navmng been
‘beld, and being fully epprised in the premises,

TEE COMMISSION HEREBY TINDS-AS A.PACT taam the Southern
Pacif ic Company has not justifled zts anblicatzon for an zncrease,
ard hag notrjustkfzed the granting by this\Commission of the rel;ef
asked for: and ) | | | |

Basing its order oa the fo:egoingrfindingg of fact, .

17 IS HETEBY ORDERED that the above application be and

the same is héreby dismisscd.




The foregoing opinion and order are hereby approved

)

and ordered filed 23 the opinion and order of thé'Railroad Com=

mission of <he Staxe‘of"California.

Dated at San Francisco, California, this 41“ day of

April, 1914.




