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‘. In this act:aon comp"_s.ina.nt a.alcs for. re:para.tion %o, 'the
‘ Ij.amount o:f Twelve ($12) _Jolla.rs, for a.n z:lleged excessive cnarge
g on a. carload or mchinery shipped rrom Sa.n Carlos* to Sacramen’oo. g _1 -“
on Kovez:z'ber 7, 1910. | R ' | | ’_ ' |
| '.rhe ra...e c..are;cd oz t:.is mipmen" va8 ...8 cen‘ta per hun-— :
. dred pounds, with a. ca.rload ninimum of 24- 000 pounda, au provided |
in Southern Paciﬁc CO*pa.n,f’s 'Iaxi:rr c R. C 134. Thi.s re.te 15
a combination' of. the locals on Sa.zi ?ra.ncisco of 5’ cents per hun- j‘
dred. pounds rrovm‘ Sa.n Ca.rlos to ..,an "'ra.ncisco, and. 13 cents ;per ‘
. ;",(' hunared pounds i‘rom ua.n Fra.ncisco to Sacre.mento. ;‘ T.o.e zota:!. wa....oﬁnt
| "‘;collected was "'orty- .hree and 20/3.00 ($43.20) Do:l.l..:rs. e
wl | Compla.ina.n* ‘naees its rizht to repara.tion upon a. snbse- -
: ,“‘.q_ucnt volun a.ry rcduction in u:..z.s ra.te made by the derenda.nt com— L
.‘.'.pa.n} ai'ter a new and. g.d.di iona.l routc had ‘been opened between - o
"‘.,'Sa.n Carloa a,nd acramen‘co.,.ﬂ his n.ew rou.e is t:he Dumba.rton vu..orr
. ;wnich is a.llelged to. .aa.ve 'bcen completcd and opened ror 'buxsinese
“-'Septem'ber 8 1910, t-.vo mon..hs prior to the d:e.te of 'r.he zhipment
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'{'”~;the daue of tne ﬁhipnent involved in thio cane.;uu\

wnfiinvolved in this caoe.vv\o ta_if‘[wno publiShed over tnia new o
"iroute, however, until‘ancn l, 1911, *our monxhs mnbseqnent to

On Inroh l, 1911, defendant issued Supnlement Xo.: ll

MVoto its G. R D Circular T0. 199-3, - c. 476 vaich - Onpple-;W
'.nent pnt 1nto e*rect botwecn onn Carloo and Sao*anento ra&e of

| 13 cents per nundred ponnds on ca:load shipmento 0& macninery,v

'wit.. a minimum o.. 24 ooo pou.nds. ™ in rate- wa.s mad.e applica‘ble

o -on. anipments moving eztne ‘over ne old route, via San Francisco.

oior ovc*' he new route, via.Dnmba ton Cutoff.- | | ’,_ i

- It appeaxed at tne nea.ing ﬁnnt ﬁhe actnal ronte uaaen

%fby tne shipmenx 1n ques.zon wns not Anown., ”he complainant's con-

'tentzon, tnnre’ore, 18 that the mpre volunta:y reduction of the

‘«_nraxe from 18 oents to 13 cents estaolishes per se’ tnax tho-prior

'rate o~ 18 cents wns excesoive and - unreasonable, and comp.ainant
accordingly oeene reparation to tho amonnt on this rednction-“ﬂ._
‘”his Commission can see no me*it in taiﬂ contention.;;nne Inter-*

oame Commerce Commission has stated its view upon tnis identical

‘\qnosvion ao *ollowa '

et

S*oonyardo. etc. 3. k;zz;”&‘m;fﬁ; R.., 17 .C.C 295_,

o ””‘“Wo navo said nany tzmeo ae vo’nnta:y rednction
el o rate Ty 2 carrier, with no -other evidence of its un-
-.zreasonableness ‘except. the fact that /a lower- rate is at pres-

 ent in’ existence, does. not. pregen$ Q. case wnere reparation
: Jhonld be amn:oed ":"«":, ,\,, nf,a . o

55-.;,

" S "Tt mus* be apparent thnt it i to the interest
ol tne suipping puvlic’ in mo: wisel o embarrass carriers. in
1'dec*easing rates when they think ‘suek decrease: equitable.
.~ Urder existing standards, all will admit tihat there . must:’
- e awide: divergence of op.nion as 4o 'what o reasonable *1'
"”1rate tetween two points may e, and any poli ey pursued -,
vy tnio oommisoion.tondzng to make it burdensome %o, tne
icarriers to- reduce a rate. would in_ vae end. woqa'a.hnrof‘g'
ohip uo shippe*s.“‘vof¢» R . ‘?~““*f e

o Footer nmbe* Com pany vs. A. ?. %S 3 ﬁﬁibﬁF}?;5$:?°'¢;
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“”fg«e hawe anready,_in oase Vo. 260, “enderson-uongton

&

'.

ve. Soutnern Pacifzc Co:ggggg exoressed onr approval of tne view

tasen oy tne Interataxe ommoroe oommisoion._




\Io facts, o her tha.n ":.he voluntary reduc viOﬂ or 't.‘ne
mte, vrere presented 'by compla.ine.nt in tm.s ca.se 'tcr este.'blish
the unreaacnableneaa of me rate a.s it stooc’. prior to -z:‘.he re— -

ii.duc ..ion. SRR |

We a:re o:t' 't.he opinion, T ercro*e, : .ha.t the cla.im

presented. by tne c:.arz & Henery Constmction COmpany in 'tb.is

| cane should be d.enied., s.nd su'bnit, herewﬁ.th 'the tollowing

.rom o:t order'-wf.-.x;w;iyf'; o

. CRDER.

'.l'he Clark & Eenery COnstmction Compa.ny hav':tns prea ente d S

'-'to this Comission a cla.im oﬂrepa.ration to the amoum o:f Twelve

S ($12) :Dolla:r.-s, for on! alleged ercessive cha.rse made by the SOuth-

crn Pacific company on a ca.:rload ahipment of macnimry :trom. San

1t
o Carlos to uacramento,ﬂon ovember ‘7. 1910 and a :toml hearing

ey _"f’;he.ving been duly neld rthereon.. d me Commission oeine: or the

-’:opinion tha.t the cla,im for repara. ion presented ir. thie ca.se

e };shouu ‘be denied, .

::r IS mmy om:m:n taat 'me claim fo:' repa.ra.tion* o

- case be a.nd th«s\same b.ereby :S.s den:.ed. -

. The roregoing 0pinion and. Order are hereby ordered"'r‘_‘ o
e ::u.ed a3 tne O;pinion ane. O‘rder of tze. Ra.ilroad COmisaion of
| 'f ' 'the S‘ta.te or California.. . 0

Da.ted. at Sa.n Fra.ncisco, C.:.lifornia. mu ‘lé""

B d.ay of Octobe:r. 1912.




