
In tb.e matter of the a'l)lication o:f 
P. ~. Comp~, Agent, 2acific Preignt 
T$Xi~:!! Bureau., for au.t~ority to cs.:::l
cel item in Exce~tion Stcat govern
ing t~e transportation of tin canz. 

Coorge D. Squires, for Soutnorn 2acific Com~any, 
E. W. Csm~, for "~lle Atcb.ison, Topeka &: Sents. Fe 

Railway. 
:~lan E. 1~ttQew, :for western ~acific Railway, 
Set~ Man:l, for t no San Francisco C~amber ,of 

Commorce. 
P. M. E:ill, for ~resno Traffic As:;:;ociation, 
IT. D. Wall, for Traffic Eureau of San Jose 

Ca~bcr of Cocmerco, and 2ratt-Lowe 
2resorving Comp~~y, Modesto, 

P. 2. Gregson, :EOI' Associated J.obber::: of Los 
.Angele s, 

J. G. Melvin. for California Fruit Canners Assn., 
A. S. Halsted, for San Eodro, Los ~5eles and 

Salt 'La.!te :Railr oad. Compsny. 

Taie is an applic~tion filed by F. W. Gompb., in tb.e 

name an~ on bonalf of all carriers psrties to ~acifio Fre1g~t 

Tariff Eureau Excoption Sneot No.l-C, CRC ~ro.70, for s.ut~ority 

under Section 63 of t~e Public Utilities Act to csncel Item 27 

of this ]Xcept ion Saeot, tb.ereby allowin£~ str~1gb.t, western ,ClaSSi

fication to ~~ply except waere lower commodity rates are pro~osed 

between certnin s~ecitiod points. 

Since tne filing of this application Exception Sheet 

N'o ~ 1-C has bean superseded ~ t ~e :9resent i$Sl1,O being No. l-E~ 
. 

CRC ~o.132. T~e item corresponding to No.27 of Exception Shoet 

NO.l-C is Item 110 of Exco~tion Shoot ~o.l-E, waich reads as 

:follOVls: 
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Cans, Tin, Carloads; Subject to tne rollowing Minimum Welghts: 

Class C 
Ca.~1ty 

Lese tb.an 5 Gals. 
S Gale. and OVer 
Lbs. Lbs. 

Cars 0:£ 2S ft. or less in lengtb., 
inside dimensions* • • • • • • • • • • · 10,000 8,500 

Cars over 28 tt. but not Over 34 ft. 
1n 1angtb., 1~side dimensions* • . • • • • 13,500 11,000 

Cars over34 ft. but not Over 40 ft. 
in lengtb., inside d~e~sions*. • • · 15,500 l1,500 

Cars over 40 ft. but not over 45 ft. 
in lengtb., inSide dimens1ons*· • . • • .. .. 2.0 ,000 12,250 

Cars over 45 ft. bnt not over 50 ft. 
in lengtb., 1~side d~ens1on2 • • .. • • · 24,000 l3,000 

*Fraot1ona of an'inch will be disregarded. 

Minimum ob.s.rge $5.00 per ear, exoept when olase 
rate governed by the ourrent Western Claseifi
oat1on makee less, in wbicb. ca.se the ourrent 
Western Classifioation governs. 

~en cans of oapacity less than 5 gallons are 
.torwarded. in mixed oarloads Wit b. 081lS of greater 
oapaoity, tb.e m1ni~um oarload weight prOvided 
for oans of less tb.on 5 gallon oapaoity wlll 
apply on tb.e entire sb.ipment unless aotual 
we1gb.t is greater. 

Cancelation of this item in Exoeption Sb.eet w1ll have 

t~& o~fect ot plaCing tin oans UDdertb.e Western Class1fioatian rat

ing of Fourtb. Class, minimum we1gb.t 14,000 lbs., subjeot to Rule 6-B, 

wb.i0 b. reads: 

I 

/ 
,.1 

ITSecd~.on 1 - Minimum weigb.ts prOVided in tb.ie olass-
ifioat1on w1l1apply on all sizes ot oars, exoept 
tb.at premium ~d deduotion oaarges will be applied 

'\ to l1gb.t and bulky' ortiQJ.es des1gno.ted by note, as 
'subjeot to Rule 6-B', wb.etb.er loaded in box cars 
or on open. oars. 

Seotion 2 - Upon ~e~ 11gl1t and bulky artioles, the 
standard oar will be 36 teet in l~gtb., inside measure
ment, 3% per foot to be added for eacb. foot tn excess 
of 36 feet, and 3% per foot to be deduoted for eaoh. 
foot 1ess than 36 feet, with & minimum of 9l%, all 
peroentages to be based on inside dtmensione. !n 
applying premium and dedu.ction ob.a.rges, fractions of, 
a foot, six inches or less, to be disregarded. 

". 
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For the :purpose of comparison there is set forth in the 
following statement the pre~ont anQ proposed minimum weights tor the 
various sized cs.rs. As the cans ~re invariably loaded. in cars of 

35 feet or over in length it is unnecessary to show cars of less length. 

PR O:? 0 SED MINn.'UM ?RESENT !~!NnIDM 
Capacity 

Less thsn:S gallons 
Lensth of Car 'ffeiQ'ht. 5 gal1ons:s.nd over. 

L"os. Lbs. Lbs. 
Over 35 ft.6 in.to & inc1.Z5 ft.6 in. 14:.000 
" 36 t'! 6 IT If n TT 37 " 6 IT 14.420 n 37 n 6 " " Tt n SS IT .6 "' 14.840 15,500 11,500 1I 38 IT 6 Tt II n IT 39 l' 5 " 15,260 

" 39 t'! " n " n II '10 11 6 IT 15,680 ~15.500 *11,500 0 

**20,000 **12.250 . 

"' ~O " 6 Il T'f " " ~1 IT 6 fT 16.100 n 41 " 6 " n It " 42 n " " 16,520 c 
" 42 ~ 6 It II IT "' 43 Tl 6 IT 16.940 20,000 12 ,250 ~ n 4,3 It 

,.. 
" IT Ir " 44 11 6 n 17,360 0 

!l 44 11' 
0 If " H "' 45 IT 6 tT 17,780 1/:20.000 ·~12. 250 

d/:*"4 000 ##13,000 d .it.rl • IT 45 " 6 IT "' tT It 46 IT 6 tI 18,200 
l~ 46 TT 5 IT IT " " 47 n 6 ". 18,620 
" 47 n 6 n n 11 TT 48 If 6 n 19,040 24,000 13,000 It 48 IT 6 IT n IT " 49 IT 6 rT 19,160 
n 49 "' Q IT " II n 50 )) ,. If I 

(j 19,990 /1 II" !fi{" it=Jr:ij:24 • 000 ·z .. -"1ftl S • 000 

¥~o au~ incluQing 40 ft. " JI 
J~lf.Over 45 ft. 

**Over I.e ft. 7rinn:o ,~d .inolUd1ne 50 ~t. 
'l.'~O una. inclUding oio ft. 

':::his case is an outgrowth o~ Application No. Z:11. Decis.ion 
l~o • 6~2, 9:pinions ana. Orders of the Railroad Commission of Co.lifomis. 

Vol'O.I::lll€l Z. Pago $49, decided Mc.y 0,1913, when carriers' petition to 

cancel Class C rating on cans. thereoy causing 4th Cl~ss to apply. w~s 

d.en.ied. on the ground. thst in some cases 4th Cle.~s rates were unreason-

able. I quote from the decision as follows: 

"Unquestionably in cany instances the carriers 
receive an ine.de~uste revenue for the transport
ation of cans. ~articu1arly to ne~by pOints or 
to ~ointo where the ol~ss rates have been borne 
down by we-tel' competition. For instance. wo 
fina. :::J.a.ny cars moving to Stockton for a:9proxim
ately ':,,9.00 per car; to Olo'CDl :;;;5.00 per ca.r; to 
S~yvcle. Santa Clara and San Joso for ~7.75 
lier 0&1'; to Richmond for ~~5.00 per car; to 
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Sacrament 0 :for ~12. 65 pe.r car. Tae ra.tes to a num
ber of other pOints might be mentioned but we be
lieve tne above suffioiently illustrates our point; 
and we further believe that no fair-minded man will 
contend t~at all of tne rates we nave mentioned yield 
the carriers a fair return for tae servico t~ey per
form. At the same time we notioe movements to other 
~oints wnere t~e revenue accruing to tae carriers 
under the present rates appears to be adequate. For 
exsm:gle, we not e e. large number of cars movod from 
San ~raucisoo to Gonsales, a distance of 135 miles, 
at a rate of $4.60 per ton; the average revenue per 
car being slightly over $50. We believe in this case 
the revenue per ton per car mile is, to sar the least, 
adequate, end t~e cerriers have not justified any 1n
crease in this inst~e. 

It 1$ apparent that the application with reference 
to tin cane cannot be disposed of by tb.e application of 
any part10Ular classifioation rat~. In aome inst~oes 
we are frank to concede tb.e revenue derived from tb.e 
present classifioation rating is too low and in SOme 
cases it woUld appear to be tne reverse; and waile we 
will deny the application o! tne oarriers to publisa 
cnanges in line with t~e1r application we will enter
tain an applioation to publish specific oommodity rste8 
end Will invite ell interested shippers to partio1pate 
in a discussion, wb.ica we nope will tend to tae estab
lis~ent of just and reasonable rates onsaipments of 
oans waicn we feel is not possible by tb.e applioat1~ 
ot any general proviSion of tne claSSification." 

Tae application now before the Commission proposes oom

modity rates to cert~in destinatione in addition to tb.e onange in 

classifioation, and for tb.e p"tlrpose of ready information the present, 

tne proposed end tb.e 4th Class rates are set forth below: 

From In Cents per 100 lbs. 
San Franoisco 

To h-esent ?ro,:eosed Fourth Ola.ss 

Armona 20 30 39 
Exeter 21 30 42 
Fresno 18 25 34 
Han:tord. 20 30 39 
~lms. 18 30 35 
Visalia 20 30 40 
Gonzales 23 23 30 
~nterey 20 20 26 
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From In Cents per 100 lbs. 
Los A..'"lg'c1c s 

S:o ':;':l;resent .?ro",osed Fourth Clsss 

?resno 22 36 {6 
Zings burg 22 36 45 
~ortG::v i11e 21 35 4.4: 
~u.l&re 21 35 44 
~err6. Bello. 20 35 43 
Es.l:crs:Eield 19 35 39 
Colton ) 
:Uverside ) 12 17~;, 21 
B1 0 omingt on) .. 
:-Coor ..Psrk 15 17 20 
Somis 15 19 20 
:i:.c.ncsster 13 ' 21 27 
Brarrley 27 40 57 
Calexico 29 40 59 
Eemit 19 25 32 
:7ildomar 18 25 32 

A?plicsnts i~ suo b st Q,:lt i::.t i 0:1 of tile ir !'Ct itioll urge til at 

"tho rsting of C10.s£ C 0:::1 t i::1 c a::lS i~ ou.t of li:J.c a...'"lc. is taereto re 

C!.isc:'i.":l.ir:l.uto:-y ~z COt:l~a.l·ed ';7itll otb.er tr~ffic. :rumerolls exllioi'ts 

~ere introdu.ced in su.,~ort ot the contention that the revenue ~aid 

on tin c~s is not in pro?ortion witn that ~~id on othor traffic 

~~d tast it is not pro~erly bal~ced with that tr~ffic. 

?rotestants cO.l1te:nCl. tact tae ti:n co':ntaincrs possoss no 

value e:\:ccp't tor the !)ux,ose of fil:'ing, ar.d. are snelogous to empty 

coopor~ge, em,ty boxes, shooks, etc., but tQis statcme:nt is not su.~-

:71 tne s s for SoU,t hem 

?~cific Company testified that i~ tho tra~zport~tion o! tais commodity 

extreme care must be use~ in tho selection of cars and atter cuitsble 

cqu'ipmalt, in the judgment ot tho yard crew, is placed at an extrs 

switcb.illg oj.,"Ponse d'u,o to the caref~l selection of equiJl:nent tb.at will 

~oot tao re~~irem0nts of this traffic, it tre~u0ntly happens that 

cr.,::::;; ::.:.re rejected by ship!)cr. Tc.is occasions still another switcb. 

by re:.c.oving ".;hc u.nso.t 1:sfacto:ry cc::- and placi:ng one tb.s.t is acceptable, 

which condit ion is noJ~ oani!ested to such sn e::tent in the ooro 

ora.in.~y freigb.t. Purtb.erm'ore, t cat after loading, cars are USUo.l1:r 

givon a ~referred ~ovement equivalent to the expedited service accor~-

eel perishc.blo freigb.t. It iz also contended by :protestant s that 

csr:'iers derive ~ subsequ,e:nt ha~l o~ the filled cans, tb.st the rates 

cave bee:n in effecJG for Co greet nU!'llbe:r of years, bu,si:n.oss b,avi:n.g 



~eveloped ~der tae~, ~~d it ,ro~osed incre~scs ere ~de it wili 

place tae California c~~~nnories ~t ~ corres~onding disadv.cntsge with 

cOQpetitors located in other states. 

It wes do'Velol)ecl at the nearing taat Class C for tb.etrsns

portatio~ of c~z, carloads, ITUS estnblished by carriers to foster 

the ca~ning industry ot this st~te in its early stages end this 

cl~ssificstion has been in effect continuously si~cc ite establish

::..e::.t SOo.o time ?rior to 1896. 

It is appropriste at this time to direct attention to 

th.e testi;:o::,y of -.vitness :eor s?plicants snowing that tae class rates 

as.va been generally red.uced t nroughollt Cal i:forllia since tai z cltlss

ificr..tion \""803 :pls..ced. i~'l effect, thereby lOi"loring not only tile ti!l 

c~ retes but olso taosc on fruits, vegetables, sugar and sup~lios 

into the canneries and. on canned goods olltbound, ~nd th~t an ad

ditio~al saving to tae ship~er ~a3 brought &bout by t~o genersl 

climino.t ion of eVIl tclling c b.c.rgos wi tb.in tho St D,tO. It w~s sa.own 

tb.at the rate on conned goods from California to Eastern tr~s

cont1nentsl point: has been ~ctcrially reducc~ by reacon ot c~nal 
cor=.petition, elso thc.t carriere r.s.ve lozt D. grc~t amount of the 

'GoI:.nsge to v;o.tcr cc.rricrs. 

The !c.ct thst this Class C rati:lg s.nd. tae minimum rle1gb.ts 

aave been in cf~ect fOr more than twenty years is a ~oint whica 

l'.:lIlSt bo given carefu.l consideration bu.t ttl e :::1ere incident of the 

long existence of a r~te is not conclQsive proof of its reasonable

ness. Ii so.cl'l s d.eduction "'Tere !'ositively controlling no rates 

wb.ether proven to be eithor excessively r.iga or c~ocssively low 

co~d ever be caangcd after they acd served. for a long to~ of Ye~3. 

'=b.ero is very lit tl.:J transJort c.tion o~ ca.'"lS wit h ca!,)acity 

oi five gallons or T1l0re '::ithin tl113 state. The },)rincil'al movement 

consistz of villat :Lz ~-c'low:n to th.e tr~de s.s the l~o.2~ ca."'l, genersJ.ly 

used for :eru.i t und vcget:;:.bler;:, this :98,rJ
.; iculsr stylo cODlpreaending 

sppI'oxiI:la.tely 80~~ at tb.e total r.o.ovoment, tae bc.lance being d.iv1d.ea. 

bct .... ,oen l\o.Z cuns (SimileI' cb.&r~ctor but c. trifle larger taan ~ .No.2~" 
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csn) 8ncl t J.08 e of s. oiscellonoou.s :l~t'..ll"e. l~o ob'j ecti on is of:fe::ed. 

to the p:::ooposed increase in minilnUL1 weight which. ie nomino:l on cc.ne 

of less tb.an 5 gallon c:;l.p~city princi!ls,lly used i:1 this trc.£fic when 

the cane are, ~s is custOT.:la:y, loaded in 40 ft. cars. The only con-

-:;cst is ~'itb. resl'ect to aclvo.ncc 1:1 rc.taD. 

:rotoztants celled attention to nrovision i~ Official .. 
Cl~.;;:;zi.t1c.s.t1on rt;:.t1ne: cs.."ls 1:a. carloc.dc a.t 4th. Clc.sswh.;i,ch oorresponds 

to Class J3 in ~7estern Class ificuti Oll, but t i'lis coml'arison 'will not 

be of great assistance in deciding tb.e clispute for the cond.itions 

in tb.o terri tor iO$ ere t';' 10.0131 cl1:fforent. Tao Int orstste COn:l.I:lorce 

Co~i$:;:ion (1.'l$ expressed. itcelf on this subjoct as follows: 

If A :':leTe s nov.'ing of oI~b.e :f~ct th.a.t the 
:::oating in one cls.ssi:fication territory is 
different from tho rsting on tho s~e article 
in an·otc.er tcrritol~Y does not establish. tb.at 
e it no:: of t 0.0 ratin~s are L:.:ll~easonllbl e or 
und~ly ~rejudicial.~ Dixie ~g.Co. vs. B.C. 
8; .a.. Ry. Co., 31 ICC 337, 340. 

I'Difierencoc ill i::.du.strial o.l'ld. traffic con
ditions in o!fici~l ~~d in western cles~ific~
t ion terri~~orioz are silch tns.t rates in tae 
territory west of ",;b.o ~rississip.!'i River may 
rcuson~bly bel r~~de h.igher tllan in tb.e :nore 
donsely ~opulsted Zsst." Milburn Wagon Co., 
vs. A.A. R.R. Co., 32 ICC 582, 587. 

T~e £ollowing tables co~piled lersoly froQ exhibits filed 

by the Southe:n ?acific Compa~y show ~ comparison of tae earnings 

Der 4O-foot car on tin c~ns ~nder tlle present und proposed rates 

';"lith the average earnings on other commodit ios for aP11roxi::c.etely 

sioilur dist.9:lcGS withi:l the st.9/~e c..~d inclilde most of the pOil'!ts 

ronere cens oOve in vol~e. 
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DISTANCES 25 MnES OR !ESS 

RAn m CEN~S EABNmGS 
PER PER 

!aLES 100 LBS. 40 FOO!r CAR 
FROU: :1reeent 1roposed: Isreeent .. :1'roposed 

~O .. by : Based ll1n1miJll:Based ll1n1mum .. .. Carriers:15500 ?ounds:15680 Pounds . 
6 San Franoisoo. Oakland 3 *2t $5.00 $7.50 \ 

8 San ;ose Sunnyvsle 4 5 6.20 7.84 

9 S8I:l Franoisoo W.Berkele;y 3 *2t 5.00 7.50 

11 Los .Angeles hsadena . 5 5 7.75 7.84. 

11 San Jose Los Gatos 4 5 6.20 7.84 

14 Los Allge1es Lankersb.1m . 5 71' . 7.75 11.76 

17 San Francisco Lorenzo 4 6 6.20 9.41 

20 San Francisco Rqward 5 6 7.75 ,9.41 

2J. La 8 .A:clge1 e s Wilmington 4 8 6.20 12.54 

25 Lo a Angel e s San ;Pedro 4 8 6.20 12.54 

*Commod1tl rate minimum i 7.50 ~er oar. 

AVERAGE EA..~INGS ON OTHER COUUODITIES HAULED 1 TO 25 MILES 

AVERAGE AVERAGE AVERAGE 
COMMOI>Ifi DISTANCE WEIGHT REVENUE 

RAULED .PER CAR J?ER CAR 
Miles Tons 

Lumber and Forest Produote 21 29 $11.69 

Feed. and :w.U. stutts l4 l4 l4.29 

Aspb.a.ltum 14 27 15.03 

Flour 12 21 15.81 

CoeJ.. 18 27 17.79 

Brick 13 36 17.87 

Dried ~uit 14 22 19.23 

Cement 10 35 22.11 
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DISTANCES 26 TO 50 MILES 

PR01: 

TO 

27 San Jose Eaywerd 

59 S~~ Francisco Sunnyvale 

49 San Francisco Sui3un 

. 
: Rl-.T."Z S nr CENTS : 

100 :?OU1rnS : 
:~r0s0nt:Pro~osed: 
: : by : 

:Carriers: 

5 

5 

6 

6 

9 

:ZARNL~GS 1'.SR 
40 :fOO~ 

CAR. 
rresent ~roposed 
~e.sed 1.!in: :based. ltin. 
15500 Los: 15680 Los. 

A~7. 75 

7.75 

11.63. 

$9.41 

9 .. 41 

14.1l 

io,VERAG:S EL'tlliD\GS 011' OTRER CO!~ODI~:rnS EAUI3D 26 TO 50 MIL~S 

Av'3RAGS .b. TI;:RAG3 .A.VERAG~ 
COlWiODITIES DIS~~rC3 ilEIGET ?.EVENOE 

RAULED P1"'R C.b.R PEP. CAR 
Milos 10ns 

Luobor ~d ~orest ?=o~ucts 37 28 $16.53 

Feea ~d Mill Stuffs 37 24 17.97 

Asphaltum 30 34 22.67 

Flour· 41 19 23.58 

Brick 38 42 22.85 

Co~ 35 SO 25.20 

:Dried. Fru.1 t 42 21 25.70 

Cement 36 36 45.85 
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DISTANCES 51 TO 100 MILES 

j lCI1]!;S 
RAfiS m Om1'3 EAlmINGS 

PER Em 
DO as. 40 FOOT CAR 

FROM :l?i'esent Proposed: l'resent proposed 
TO . by .. Based Min.. :Based llin .. .. . .. Carriers: 15500 ~bs. 15680 Lbs. . 

51 San Francisco Campbell 8 9 $12.40 $14.11 

51 San Jose Watsonville 11 15 17.05 23 .. 52 

53 :Los Angeles Bloomingt on 12 17t 18.60 27.44 

53 Los Angeles Somis 15 19 23.25 29.79 

57 Los Angeles Colton 12 17t 18.60 27.44 

76 Los Angeles Lancaster 13 21 20.38 32.93 

77 San Franc 1eoo Sea'bright 16 20 24.80 31.36 

79 S8:l Jose Stookton 8-t 12 13.56 18.82 

85 San Francisco Manteca &i 13 13 .. 56 20.!8. 
85 San -Jose Gonzales 18 23 28.22 36.06 

86 laos Angeles Banning 14 25 21.70 39.20 

89 San Franc 1sco Saora.mento 11 16 17.05 25.09 

91 San Frenc i8CO Stockton Si- 9 8.91 14.11 

14 Sen Francisoo Wa.tsonville 15 19 23.25 29.79 

AVERAGE B.ARI.'iIN.GS ON OTHER COMMODITIES RAULED 51 TO 100 MILES 

AVERAGE AVZRA.GE AVE.R.A.GE 
COMMODITY DISTANCE WEIGF!~ . P.EVENUE 

HAULED :FER CAR m CAR 
Miles Tone 

.Feed Mill Stutts 74 19 $26.81 

Coc.l 73 29 33.23 

Flour 72 21 33.34 

Brick 75 31 34.11 

Asp b.aJ. tum 66 Z1 41.00 

:Lumber a%ld Forest Products 77 25 44.85 

Dried Fruit 75 22 48.24 
Cement 66 41 52.80 
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DISTANCE 101 TO 150 MIr.:::S 
· · · · · ?J~ES IN CENTS · EA?.!rI.~GS :PER · · ~\ULES PER 40 ],OOT 

100 pomr:os C,AR 
FROi~ :~resent:Proposed: J:>resent . Proposed: . . by · BasecL Ntln. Based Min. . · TO :Cs:rriers: 15500 Lbs. 156$0 Lbs. 

102 San Francisco l~od.esto 10 14 $15.50 $21.95 

115 Ssn Francisco Turlock 11 19 17.05 29 .79 

117 S:.n ~rancisco L1ncoln 12 18 18.60 28.22 

120 Se.n Francisco :Cu"o~ City 13 20 20.15 31.56 

124: San Prancisco Marys:ville 13 20 20.15 31.36 

125 San Jose Sa.cramento 11 16 17.05 25.09 

150 SOon Jose Lincoln 12 18 18.60 28.22 

150 San .Francisco Oroville 15 25 2:3.25 39.20 

J.VE?AG3 .A. \"El\.AGE .A. VEBAG:,E 
DISTl..NCE VI'EIGHT ?.EVEN1rn 
P.J:.U~ PER CA..~ J?ER OAR 

:1i11es :rone 

Feed. and YJ.11 Stutts 121 18 :~41.12 

Erick 118 27 45.60 

Flour 122 18 49.78 

Cement 126 45 56.00 

Lumber ~~d Forest Products 122- 25 59.54 

Cocl 119 27 60.12, 

110 50 62.16 

Dried Fruit 118 23 69 .. 24 
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DIST.ANC~S 151 TO 200 MJ:LES 

~I:i:.ES 

. F?O~ 

156 San Jose Yu'ba City 

. . 
~ ?~'=ES Dr CEN~S : 

'O~,..., .Ai:.; 
100 pomrns 

: :!?rc s·ent: £1'0'00 sed.: 

13 

. 
'by 

:Ccrriers: 

EA...1lUNGS PEA 
40 FOO~ 

CAR. 
.?resont 

Bas e d ~\tin • : 
15500 Los. 

2roposed 
Eased. ~!ln·.' 
15680 Lbs. 

169 10s ~~geles Bekersfield 19 

18 

20 

35 

25 

~~20 .15 

2.9.45 54.8S 

194 Sen Prancisco Fresno 27.90 39.20 

..G..YERAGE EAR..'1Ir.'OS ON OTE3?. COjiJ~ODITI3S EAlJLED 151 TO 200 MIL3S 

,k.'TEP.1..G3 A~"Z AVER1..GE 
CO~.:ODI~IES !)!STANC3 YI'EIG·:a:~ P.EVENUE 

RAD'L:ID J?~R C.P3 ;PER CAE 
]leed a!ld Mill Stuff's 170 1Hles 18 tons $44.78 

i:..sphalt'W:l 179 24 70.87 

:ar~.ck 17,3 28 71.18 

Flour 175 18, 72 • .03 

Coal 17~ 24 ~4.5C . 
Lumoor and Forost J?rod.uots l76 ")-... 0 86.l7. 

Cement 168 33 94.40 

Dried. E'ru.i t 189 21 101.26 
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DISTANCES 201 TO 250 MII3S 
· · · P.J .. ~ES IN CENT S . EA..'PJrINGS ?ER · . 

cr:r:.ZS ?ER 40 FOOT · 100 ?OmmS CAB. 0 

:'P.O!! :2resont:Pronosed: .2resent ?:roposed. . by BO>sod. 1&. . Eased. llin. . . 
TO ; C§'.;::r.:te;rs : 15500 Mbs. 15,680 Lbs. 

204 Los .ingeles Brawley 27 40 ~~41.85 ~?62. 72 

209 San Francisco Selms .. 18 30 . 27.90 47.04 

216 Los "Angeles ~erra Eell:! 20 35 31.00 54.88 

218 San 3'rancisco amone 20 SO 31.00 47~04 

221 San Francisco Ecnford 20 SO 31.00 47.04 

224 Los Angelee Porterville 21 35 32.55 54.88 

227 Los .b.llgeles Calexico :a9 40 44.90 6Z. 72. 

232 Los Angeles Tulare 21 3S 32.55 54.88 

235 SU Pr$.lloisco Visalia 20 SO 31.00 47.04 

239 S8Jl Franoisco Tula.re 21 40 32.55 62.72 

242- Los Angele's ~xeter 22 36 34.10 56.45 

246 San Francisco 1'xeter 21 ZO 32.55 47.04 

250 :Los 1.n~e1es ... Visalia. ~ 36 Z4.10 56.45 

AVE3J...GZ E.b?.N:mCS ON OThER CO!~.mD!TIES RA'O'LED 201 TO 250 MILES 

I Av"'EP.AGS .'1.VEP..A.GE AVERAGE 
COu.:ODITIES DISTANCE WEIGHT P.EVE 111 0;:; 

UUIiED :PER CAR PER CAR 
.i'~:11es Tons 

Feed and Mill Stuffs 2.23 l7 ,". 
"~I 56 .. 3Z 

221 18 as.65 
Brick 2:50 27 84.98 

Coal 2:?2 24 88.11 

Coment 213 39 103.7l 

:D:oied Fruits 216 22 111.54 

Lumoer snd Poreet ?roduets 226 24 115.05 

Asphaltum 239 35 . 140.38 
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DISTA.UCES 251 TO :~O MILES 
· · · · · l~",~ .. ~:ES IN CENTS · EARNINGS :PER · · 1~1Tt~S ?E!\ · 40 FOOT · 100 :?OUNDS : CJ:'i.R. 

:?~m.[ :Present:Proposed: 2resent proposed . by · Based. Min. Eased Min. . · '::0 : Car1'1.ers: 15500 Jibs. 15680 Los. 

255 Los Angeles Eaniord 22 S6 ~;34.10 ~~56.,45 

256 Los Angele.s Kingsburg .,., 36 34.10 56 .. 45 .. -
261 Los .Angeles Selma. 22 36 34.10 56.45 

26S San jj'rancisco ?ortervillo 22 44 34.10 68.99 

271 San :'ranoi soo ~orrs Bolla. 22 44 34.10 68.99 

275 Los Angeles Fresno 22 36 34.10 56.45 

AVER.~GE ~ARNINGS ON OTBER CQI.:1:0DITIES EAULED 251 TO 300 lIilIES 

AVEP.J..GN 
C01WODI~!ES :DIST.b..NC3 

;u.UI.ED 
1lli1os 

Peed. and Mill stuff's 278 

275 

Eriok 278 

Flour 267 

Coal 265 

D::-ied F;.-ui t 277 

:umoer ~d Forest ?roducts 2.75 

Cement 270 

AVERAGE 
:."EIGET 
?:BS CAR 

l.J:ons 

18 

ZO 

25 

17 

25 

18 

24 

36 
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AY'SllC:E 
BEVENU~ 
PER OAR 

$70.96 

75.60 

85.45 

92.81 
, 

94.66 

102.58 

111.50 

12.6.49 

t,.' 
, .' 
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It should not be pres~ed t~~t tbds Commission considers 

t~e tin can rates tully comparable with those tor oommodities 

shown in preceding tables. Difference' in load~ and dissimilarity 

in transportation oonditions render ~cn a oomparison tnconolusive 

for rate msktng purposes. Thie information is of value, hoWever, 

1::l sb.owiDg the ret'llrn to carriers for t'b.e use of their eqUipment, 

i::l other words, the reven~e per c~r, end in this respeot the pre

oeding tables are particularly signifioant for they show, witb. 

fe~ exoeptions, that the rates proposed tor tin csns y1e~d a muoh 

lower revenue per csr than is received on tb.e selected oommodities 

with which comparisons are made. It was pOinted o~t by applioant's 

witness t~t these are all co~odit1es of much less value than oans, 

that they move in great volume and are of heavy loading ~alities. 

T~e revenue per car represents t~e average revenue of 

all oerload s~ipments for the year ending June SO, 1914, and em

braces all oonditions of movement inoluding freight s~ipped under 

lowweter compelled rates. 

Ex~ib1t No.4 of t~e Western Eaeific R~11way shows the 

comparative value of certain representative commodities, among 

them the No.2t tin oan, which. is soown at $24.00 per tb.ousand. On 

'basis ot 003 :pounds per 'tb.ollsand. cans this is e9.uiva1ent to $158'.40 

per ton as oo~pared with $78.00 per ton for flour, t~e h1~b.est valued 

article in the seleoted list of commodities. It was developed by 

protestants, ~owever, that $20.75 per thousand is t~e presont selling 

price Of tals size oan, end which on t~e seme weight baSis is ap

prox~ately ~137.00 per ton. Even at t~e figures given by protest

ants tb.e tin oans are shown to represent a very b,1gh value per ton. 

An exb.ib1t was introduced ~r aP.91ioan~s giving certain 

allocated costs for b.andling tais traffic and the revenue per car 

which. rema~ed after deducting suca allocated oosts. 

-15-
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By t~lis oxhibit it was shown tb.at for th.e h.au.l from Sen Francisco 

to Fresno, ~ ~ ~~~~1v~ of 1~4 mile5, aft ex ueduct iZlg Bua~ d~fil.1it ely 
loo~tod co~tc as taxos, initi~l, intermo&iato ~nd ~ost1no~1on 

switching, and. per d.ie:n on cn.rz. t b.c omO:l:lt o~ reVenue r ol"!lain1ng 

wa.s only .~ll. 57 per car, also fro:n San Franc izeo to ~I!c.rysville and 

I-ran='ord., ~b.e reVenu.e re:nsini:lg at r.'~ry$ville being ;)7.62,- lengtb. 

oi h~u.1 124 mile:; at J~ford, $21.72,- a distance of 221 ~iles. 

~hese !i~~8S ~ro subject to still ~uxt~er redu.ction ~s represented 

by e~..,ense for line m.Ov~:nent and other costs impo$si.ble to de:finito

ly allocuto. Tao eoxnings are li~0wise extremely low on traffic 

fro:: S~ ~'ra."lc isco to '\7est Eerkeley, SUIU:.j'vale, st ocl:::ton snc. 

Secr~e~to; fro~ Sa."l Jose to Sunnyvale, Los G~tos and Ra~ards; 

!::-Or:l. Los .A.~elc s t oPs-sadena, LaMers him, iiilmington end San ~edro. 

It is psrt icularly not iceub1e t hat the })r0sent earnings of :~5. 00 

pe:- car from Ssn 2rancisco to Oa1dsnd :failed to cover tae cost of 

service. It ""las also Sc.ovr.o. by oxb.ibit tbet after deducting certai:l 

allocatc~ cozte the ournings ~der ~l'esent rate ~l'om San Francisco 

to Loronzo resulted in a ~e:ficit o£ 02.52 ~e::- car. 

i7'o.ile lt i3 apparent that cB.rl'iers e.re entitled to SOme 

relief in. tue present sit~ation tilore .~re instnnees, however, in 

~cich tee rates pro~osed wo~ld in oy opinion create an unjustifi

able advance. :;)lor eX.9mr>le,- Los iUlgeles to B~Jc0rsfield., present 

rate 19 cents, ,roposed 35 cents; San Pruncizco to 2ol'terville ~~d 

~err~ Bella, present rate 22 cc~ts, proposed 44 cents, reprosenting 

i~ tao latter inst~~co an incresse of 100% which considering tae 

vo lume ot tao !,resont rate D.nti tile compariaon of car o~.rning$ is 

excessive. 

~b.o follOwing c.dver;.ccs from Los .t?ngelc$ are likeVlisG too 

severe end l:ove not beon j\lstified. by 'tae 'testimony. 
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::'rom 
Los Angola:;: Present .Proposed 

to l~ilos Rate Rate 

Bloomington 5.3 12 17~ 

Oolton 57 12 17;-.. 
Lsncaster 76 13 21 . 

Ea::::.:ling 86 14 25 

Tilere are otb.or insta.ncE:s where proposed rates a.re too 

~ig~ but t~e ox~~~les SQown are suf!iciently typical to illustrate 

Fro~ t~o tcsti~ony ~resented st tae different ~earings 

c.n.d :from the invest ig~t ions llJe.d.O by this Corn."llission it is my o~inioll 

taat t~e present rat~s generally are unreeson~bly low, 5nd taa 

caange i~ tae classification of t~ cans from Class C to 4th Class 

so.o1.:.10. be au.thorized. Cor-currently \'lith such. ca~ge tne following 

COn:m:l0d,1ty :::-s::;e$ vn tin cans, wb.icb. are :found to be ju.st s.nd reason

able, s~o~ld be publisao~ subject to minimum carload weight as 

~er Western Classi:fic&tion: 

Froe 

San ]":ranc isco 

San PrI;!ltC iac 0-
Son Jos 0 

~O 

(Monterey 
(Gonzales 

(Oroville 
(Fresno 
(Selma 
( .t1l'm 0 ns. 
( Hall f Ct' d. 
(Visalia 
(EAeter 
(Kingsburg 
(Tulare 
(Porterville 
(Terrt. Bella 
(:3s.kerstield 
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Rste 'Oor 100 .Pounds 

20 
23 

19 
23 
23 
25 
2S 
25 ., ... 
... Q 

24 
26 
27 
27 
29 
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Los Angela s 

(Lancaster 
(Moorpark 
( Somis 
(Blolooington 
(Colton 
(Rivers:i.O.e 
(Banning 
(Br&wley 
(Calexico 
(Wild.omar 
(Hemet 
(Bakersiield 
(Terra Bella 
(Tu.lare 
(Xingsourg 
(Selma 
(Porterville 
(Exe'ter 
(Visalia 
(Fresno 
(Eanford 
(Armona 

16 
17 
19 
15 
15 
15 
18 
34 
S6 
23 
24 
24 
2S 
26 
27 
27 
26 
27 
27 
2'"1 
27 
27 

In granting tb.ic a.pplication i:::l. :part I Sl:l not unmindful of 

tae f$ct that material increases will result therefrom at certain 

~oi:::l.ts, but as stated in the decision in ~pplication No.291 supra 

and as furtaer developed at the hearings in this case, it has been 

clearly demonstrated that the cuarges collected for the tr~s~orta

tion o~ tin cens are inade~usto, in so~o instances providing little 

uore t:o.s.:c. allocated costs, and in others ellen less than the allocated 

cost s .~ c'us proving t b.em non-c or:::.l)ensatory) therefore a burden uJ?on 

otaer tratfic wnich it is the dut~ of this Commission to iemove. 

I Sllb:o.it tao follOVli!g' form of ord.er: 

F. W. Gompb., Agent, Eacific Froight ~~iff Buroau, in tae 

name of and on '000.0.1£ of certain carriers, having filed aJiplication 

for alltb.Ol"ity to increase certain rates end minimum weigb.ts on tin 

cans, and a public hearing having been held ~d the Commissio~ bei~ 

fully apprisod in the premises: 

!T IS EE?3BY ORDERED taut tb.e a~11ce.tion be and tb.e same is 

hereby granted i~creesing tue classification of tin cans from Class C 

to 4~a Cla~~. and denied as to tao proposed oommodity rates, and tnst 

the carriers parties to this aD~lication, in so is~ as they ~artici~ate 

in t~e tr~~portation, sb.all ~ublisn and ~ake etfectivG concurt~tl~ 

witn tho caango in clazsiiication the following com~odity rstO$ which 

are ~ound to be just and reasonable: 
-18-



San Fr o.:::lC i sc 0 

San F:::' &"'"lC is c 0 
Ss=. Jose 

Los .Ange lc s 

(:~onterey 
(Gonzales 

( Oroville 
(31resllo 
(Selma 
(.b.rmona 
(Hanford 
(Visalia. 
(Exeter 
(ii:ingsburg 
(~1l1s.re 
{.Porterville 
(Terrs. Eella 
(Bakersfield. 

(Lancaster 
(Moorpark 
(Somis . 
(Eloomington 
(Colto:::J. 
(Riverside 
(Bann1:::J.g 
(Brawley 
( Calexico 
(Wildomar 
(Hemet 
(Bakersfield. 
(To:-ra Bella 
i~ulare 
(Kingsburg 
(S01m$. 
(?ortcrville 
(JZ:ete:-
(Viso.11c. 
(Fresno 
Caw.~ord. 
(Armona 

20 
23 

19 
23 
23 
25 
25 
25 
26 
24 
26 
27 
27 
29 

16 
17 
19 
15 
15 
15 
18 
34 
36 
23 
24 
24 
25 
26 
27 
27 
26 
27 
27 
27 
27 
27 

T~e toreg~ing opinion and order are hereby a~proved and 

ordere<l filed as tae opinion ruld order of tile Railroad Commission 

of tl::.e sta.te of Ce.1iforl'lis. 

¥ u 

Dstod at Sen Francisco, California, tnis /~ d.a.y of 

1916. 
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