Decision No. 4338467

. HEFORE TEE RATLROLD COMMTSSION @/
OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA %

WILLIAM FARR,
Go ROY FARR,

~ Complainents,
-V~

SOUTEZRN PACIFIC COLRANY,

Caso Lo. 1248.

— e e N Mt e S s s

Def endant.

LOVELAND, Commissiopar:

OPINTION

Complainente allege thet derendant hes over=
cherged them on 30 carloads of feeder cattle shipped to
Brawley, California, some from Porterville, Callfornia,
end others from Coalinga, Celifornis, and conplainants -
ask for reparation. 'The‘basis ot the compl&int‘is-thét
the rate from'?orterville and COalinga tO‘Brawley. Califor-
nia, "is- g*e“tor than thoe roete 10 a mozre distant point. nemo-~
1y, Yuma, Arizona, and it i3 claimed thet the local Califor-
nia rate i3 Iin violation ‘of 'section 21, Article XII of_the
Constitution of Californis, providing thet-- |

"It chall be wolewful for apvy railrosd or

other transportetion company t0 charge or ¢~
coive any grestor compensation in the sggregate
for the trensvortation of passongers or of like
kind of promerty for a shortexr then for a long-
er distance over the same line or route Iin the

saxe diroction, the shorter being included wWith-
in the longer d;stance._




The answer O0f the defendant claims that the
Commizsion does not have Jurisdiction to gront the_rolief
reqﬁested for the reasom, amomg others, that the above
guoted long and chort naul provision of tho Conmstitution

contemplates thet the rate for the shorter distance and
the rate for the ionger distance must each:be an intra~
state rate. and that & comparicon cannot be made botween
a spa te rate and an 1ntereuate rate for a longer haul.

k This very queﬂt;on acs already beer payied apon

by the Supreme Court of the United States in Touisville

& Neshville Reilrosd Co. v. Eubsnk, 184 U. S. 27. That

cese involved the apbiicability of the long snd short haul
PLOVLe ion of the Constitution of Kentucky €0 & compexison
botween 2n intrastate rate between polnts within Xentuoky
‘and & zate for o lomger distamce from a voint of origin
in Tennessee.  The Suprome Court hold that the Constitution
‘of Xentucky could'apply only %o intrsstate rates, and that
am wnconstitutional interferenco Witk interstate commerce
resulted from applying the long end short heul uro%isioﬁ
of. tne State Constitution to & comparieon between apn intra-
tate rate and an interetate rate from AZOLO distant noint.
Undor the enthority of this decision, Ion uatis-
£led that <The Railroad Commlseion hasvno Qurisdiction tq

grant the relief prayed;‘and that the-complaint-must;bap-

cordingly, be dismissed. .




For the reasons hereindefore giveny=-

IT IS HERZEBY ORDERED that the complaint herein

be, and the éame ic nerely dismissed.

The foregoing_Opinion and Ordexr are hereby
soproved and ordered f£iled o3 theXOPinion and Qrder of

the Reilroad Commission of the State of Califormia.

J S
Dated ot Sem Franeisco, Colifornia, tals 4/

day of Moy, 1919.

COmMMiseLoners.




