Decision No & 323

ZEFORE IEE RAIIRQLD COLLIISSION OF IEE SRATE OF CALIFORNIA.

Asseclated Jobbers oL Los Angeles,
Complalinant.
vs

Ltchlson,Topeke & Sante Fe Ry. Co.,
et al., Deferdants.

Sen Frenclsco Chamber of Commerce,
Compleinant,
ve
Southern Pecillc Coxpany. et al.,
Defendsnts.

San Franclsee Caaxbver of Commerce.
Complainant,
s
Rtchison,Topeks & Sents Fe Ry. Co.,

ev al., Defendsants.
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Celifornia Truit Canners Assoclatiocxn.
Compleinant,
s
Scuthern Pacific Company, et al.,
Defendaxnts.

Claxrk Erothers Iumbex Compexy,
Complainant,

ve
Sen Pedro,los Angeles & Selt Lake
Railroad Company,

Tt W gt e g B

Defondeaxnt.

Rishop & Bahlerx,
Conm plalnants,
s
Soutkhern Pacific Compaxy, et al.,
Defendants.
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Pacific Brandy Company,
Complainanis,
s
Southern Pecific Coxpany.
Defendant.
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Mexrcnants & ilepmufscturers Traffic
Assoclstion of Secrsmento,
Compleinant,
s
Southern Pacific Company, et al.,
Defendants.
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Tnited Stetes Steel Products Co.,
Compleinsrt,
vs
Southern Pacific Company, et al.,
Deofendants.

[ S N N W




Bartlett Springs Company. )
Complainant, )

vs )
Ltchison,Topeka & Saxte Fe Ry. Co.,)
et al., )
Defendents. )

Colusa Sandstone Company,.
Roymond Craonito Co., Complalnanis,

e

Southern Pacific Company. -
Deferndant.

)
)
)
J
)

Zos Ingeles Pressed Zrick Company.
Complainant,
TS. . CASZ XO.
Southern Pecific Compeny, ot al.,
DeZendeants.

men Cil Company.
‘ Complainant,
vs
Atekison,opeka & Sente Fe Ry.Co. 853.
et al., ]
Defendents.

-

?.P.Gregson, Zoxr issocieted Jobbers of Ios ingeles, Coxplainent,

Seth Uenn, for Ssn Frencisco Chexber ¢f Commexrce, Complainant.

C.W.Durorow, for Southern Peclific Coxpeny and Nortiwestern Peclific
Rellrosd Compeny, Delondants,

Z.7.Comp, for itchison,Topekxs & Sexute Fe Rallway Co., Defendamt,

Lllon P.Matthew, for VWestern Pocific Reilwey Compeny. Deferndant.

Ae.S.Halsted, for Sexm Pedro,los axngeles & Selt Lake Rellroasd,Defendant.

J.G.Xelvin, for Californie Fruit Canners issocietion, Compleinant.

Pred L.GLoson, for Clexk Zrothers, Compleinants,

Hoven & Lthearm, for 2ishop & Zehler, Compleinanis,

George J.32radley, for lexchsnts & lrzxufaciurers Troffic issocletlion
of Sgeremexnto, Complainant,

Cempbell,7eaver, Shelion & Levy, for United States Steel Zroducte
Compary. Complainent,

Fronk V.Bell, for Bexrtloett Springs Compeny and Cmez Cil Company.
Complainants, Py

Cherles Cliffoxd, for Coluse Sandstone Company, Reymord Cranits” Com-
.pary snd LoS .ingeles Pressed Brick Company, Complelnants,

JeD.Reaxrdon, for Urlor OLl Company, Intervener,

James Z. Helpling, Lor C.J.Zuback Compeny,ot al., Interveners,

S.E.Sexple, for Stockion Casmber 0f Commerce,

PLULELLL, foxr Fresno Treffic Association,

%.D.Wall, for Sen Jose Cizamber o Coxmerce.

ZOVELLND, COLLISSIONER:

Trese cases were consolidated by stipulation of the

axnd will vo 4Lisposed of in one report.




Dze complaints, in substance, allege that the vractice

of deforndant carriors in collecting switcking charge of $2.50 per
car for placenent on private sidings and on Industry tracks within
switehing limits at different points in the State of Californis
when the terxminal service it performed by the carrier receiving the
line heul is walewful, urressonsble. unjust, dlserimizatory and in
violetion of the Public Ttilitles Lct, pertvicularly Sections 13 and
19 thereof. It is als0 alleged tzat delfendants receiving the lina
haul should absord the charge of $2.50C per car assessed by tke

Stete Belt Rweilrosd, hereolnafter reforred to ac the Belt Rellroad,
for moving ¢ars +0 and from industry tracks loceted on the raile of
that lice at Sem Frencisco. Reparation Is asked for on all ship-
ments moqu within two yesxs prior to the Ziling of the complaints.

The £irst of these petiiloms, that of the issocisted

Jobbers of Los ingeles, Cpse No. 620, was Z£iled June 23, 1914, and
enbraces the c¢laims of shippers located in exd around the city of
oS Lngeles. Trke pevition of The San Francisco Chamber of Coxmerce,
Case No. 636, was filed July 7, 1914 against the Sowthern Pacific
Coxpany, Atcalson,lopeke & Senta Fe Rellwey Comvany and Vestern
2ecific Rellwey Company and is confined 1o claims of its members and
others located at Senm Francisco. Czse No. 640, £iled July 11,1914,
.includes the semc defendante as Caze Xo. 636 and also thé Northwestern

Reclfic Rallroad Compemy, Daciflc ZElectric Xallwzy Compeny and the

Sen Pedro, Los ingeles & Salt Ieoke Reilroed Company, and covers

cleims for reparation of members of the Sen Francisco Chamber of
Commexrce, &lso firms axd orgexizations not members oflthat body
wvhether located 2t Sgn Fruncisco or elsewhere.

The other cates wero Liled on subseguent detes and the

principle involved, excent wlii reference 4o the Nortawestern Pecific,




i3 in each case identicsal.

Dhe following petitions in intervention were received:

Nemes of Irntervensars Case XNo.

Riverside 2Portlund Cement Company 620
The Serber-Zradley Construction Company 620
Weever Roof Company 620
D.D.Duncan & Company
Celifornis Zardwood Iuzber Coxpany
Bryent & iustin
C.J.Xubech Compeny
Fidelity Storage & Moving Company -
Commercial Terehouse Corporation 620
Ios Angeles Terehouss Company 620
Zipolite Screen & Sesh Company 620
Union 0Ll Company of California 620
C. W. 3ohnheff 620
2acific Portlerd Cement Company £36
Celifornlie Bullding lieterisl Compexny 636
3eker & Eemilton 636
Standgrd 0il Company, ot al. 540
Z. U. Joudir & Comvaxny, et al. 640
City axd Comnty of Sen Francisco 640
Italliean-Swiss Coloxny. ot sl. 640
_C. A th Lumber Company, et al. 64.0
C. Shilling & Company, et al. 640
J. Z. Lennon Lime & Cement Company 640
2ope & Talbot 640

On June 29, 1914 this Commlission, upon Its omn initletive,

Case No. 630, instituted proceedings against the Southern Raciflc

Company, Aitcnison,lopeks & Sente Fe Rallway Compeny, Testern Pecific
Rellwey Compeny and Sexn Pedro,los .ngeles & Selt Ieke Rellroed Company
calling Into guestlion tre practice of assessing swiﬁching cherges on
carload Sreight v and fron Indusiry tracks or private sidings when
lzcidentel o a line heuwl of the cexrrier verforming the switching
sexvice.-

waen this proceeding. wes instituted the Terminel Teriff

of Southern 2acific Comparny, No. 230-G, C.2.C.J0.1260, provided in




tem 207, on page 39, as follows:

Stetlon Betweer : And Commodity

:In&ustry tracks and Freight, not
Privete Sidirgs wlitrin:otherwise spec-
.Swiucaing Limits, as :42iel~-carloads-
:defined in Item Fo.272:origineting at
son pege 46, Including :o0r destined to
Sex. Frexcisco Cal.Depot at 4torIndustrial Trecks &t :points on or vie:d2 50 '
tand Xing Sta:164h end Eerrison :the lines of the.‘
:Streets "R2otrexro Cut™ :Soutkhern Taclific:
sand Industries on :Coupany beyond
sJoint Track at Ill- :Sen Irenciseo,
:inols Streect. :Cel.

" 0
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Similer items, shown in taxriff, covor the same service at
other svtalions.

The item was smexded lugust 12, 1914, to reed:

™7111l not =pply oxn iInterstete traffic™.

It wee cancelled in its entirety ipril 1L, 1915, thus leaving no
switehing charges in elfect Yo industry tracks, elther Interstate or
intrastate, when iacldental to =z mein-line nheul. Cozcurrently,
provisions were made in Itex X0.20-3, pege 7 of the seme Southern

eciflc teriff for the absorption in commection with lime haul

traffic of the charges on loadeld cars recelved or dellivered on ILndus-

1Ty trecks or grivete sidings served by the 3elt Railrosd et Sen

‘Trencisco.
Toarilfa oX other defexndants carrled prectically tre came

provisions es %hocte of the Southerr Pecific Compeny and were likewise

cmended Lpril 1, 1915, with the exception of the tarliff of the

Torthwestoxrn Pocific Reilrosd Compeny. .
The Comiscior'’e proceeding in Casze X0.630 wes dlsmissed
without & formel hearing after the Southern Pacific Compeny, The
Atcnicon Topeks & Seata Fe Rallray Coxperny, wWosterz Pecific Rallwey
Company =nd Ser Pedro,Los ingeles & Selt Ieke Reilrosd Company hed
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iﬁformalxy egreed to f£ile tariffs cancellirg the switchirng cherges
et practically all stetlons.
Originally sll 2reight wes delivered by xall carxriers to
the sheds or team %Yracks, wacre vhey had provided faclilitlies for com-
vleting 'the-tect of trovspertation by makiﬁg deliveries to consignees.'
Tith the incresse of carload business incidental to the
growth and development of Jobbing and msnufacturing interests ceme the
necesslty for spur or Iindustiry itrucks. Suek added facilitles serxrved
a two-fold purpose; first, they onadbled the Jobbers aud manulecturers
to unload thelixr freigrt at fhe store or warenouse door, theredby scving
drayage expense and, secound, they often rolieved congestion at carxierd

reguler termingls.

Upon the theoxry that rates from poinits of origin to pointe

or destination were ressonable, the Second movement ¢ & Spur or in-
dustry track was considered an 2dditional service performed primgrily
for the bonefit of the recolivers of freight and an sdditionel charge
wee made therefor.
Tor o quarter of o centuxry rail carriers sexrving Recific
Coast terminals cherged and collected, in =dditlon To the amotnt of
their lime haul, what was known as a 2witching charge on shinmentis
destined to syur or industry tracks. 0n skhipments destined To +he
freight sheds or team tracks only the regular line asul rateo wes Im-
noced.
It may well be that &t the beginning or ianception of &
‘switching charge thus origireting., it was a proper ckerge, providing,
of course, 1t was reasonable in amount and applied wivtaount discrimin-
atiox. Just when suca additional charge became unreasonabvle 1t is,
of course, impossibvle to sgy definitely. Zven if the clalim that

increased volume of traffic is s Justification for lower rates be not




concoded, it cammot be denled that such increase in density of
traffic does affect the carriers’ terminasl fecilitles and,therefore,
mltiplies the importence of spur and indusiry tracks to carriers in
relleving cuch congestion. In recognitlon of thig, carriers have
encouraged tho constructliozn of spur and Industry tracks by sharing
in the expense of such construction, notv iz xy Judgment alone,as
they sometimes c¢laim, because the installation of such additionel
tracks "tios business to their railsT, but also becsuse Such tracks
ere in reelity an addition to Thelir vterminal facilities.

So the chaxrge for switching service originated and 8o

alse with the growth snd development of the jobbing, mamufacturing

and vrensportation business there ceme e Time when the resasonsble-

negs of making an eddiltionsl charge for this service was guesticned.
«ftor exvensive end yprolonged znegotlatlions between the
carriers exd the shippers, looking to an amicable elimination of the
addivional cnarge £or switching to industiry end privete spur itraucks
had falled, the matier was brought before the Interstate Cormerce
Commission In the cale of tne Assoclated Jobbers of Los lzgeles vs
Atchison,Topeks & Santa Fe Rallway Compeaxy. Volume 18, page 310,
Interstate Commerce Commission Reports, heard by Commiszsloner
Pronklin X. Lane. The case was declded Lpril 5. 1910, Ifr. Tene
holding that tae additlional charge for switching, when Iincidental
to 2 lire-haul movement, was "illegsel end uwajustr. Dhe carriers,
varties to the coce, appealed to the verstate Commexrce Couxrt.
waleh couxt on July 20, 1911 reversed the decicion o0f “he Interstate
Comuerce Commission. Lnoegppeal wac then taken by complalnant to tre
Supreme Couxrt of the United Stetes and on Jume 8, 1914 (234 U.S.294)
that couxrt handoed down Litc decislon reversing the Imterctate Commerce

Counrt end sustainling the decislion of the Intersiate Commerce Commission




o rendered by lr. Ioze. DPursuant to this deciszion., carriers cen-
celled the interstate cwitehing chaxrge ot Sen Francisco and ILos Aageles
effectlive August 12,1914 axnd on april 1, 1915 wvolunterily removed the
switcehing charge at =ll other stationms, making the effect of such
caanges &3 to Ilnterstate treffic retroactive to lugust 12,1914 througk
informal roparatlion nproceedings.

I heve quoved the history ol the cese of the Lissocleted
Jobovers of ILos ingeles vs Licaison,Topoka & Sente Fe Rwilwey Company
thus fully to preface thaet whickh Lollowes ac er expression of ny opinion
in tho cases gt bar. Iz the cese belore lr. Laxe no reporstion wes
asked. In the later ceses of Boaxdmen vs Soutrern Pacific Conpaxry,
37 I.C.C.81 2nd Zulme & EZert vs Lterison,Topoke & Samte Fe Reilway Com-
pany, 46 L.C.C.665, where reparation of the switching chaorges was asked,
the Interstaote Commexrce Commiscion found justificetion Lor saying that
reparatior snould not be awarded.

Now, as t¢ wnether this Commiscior ghould awerd reparation in
“he cases under consideration, Sectiox 71 of the Public Ttilities ict
of Celifornia sgys, iz pexrt:

TWhen complaint nat veer made to the Coxmlsslon con-

corning any rete, Lere, Toll, rental or charge for

eny product or commodity Lfurnished or sexrvice yex-

formed by any publlc utlility, and +the Commissien

ras fownd, after investigatiocz, that the public

utility hae charged en excocssive or discrimingtory

amount Lor sSuckh vroduct, commodity or sexrvice, tha

Commisel oz mey order trst the public uwtility wmeke

due reperatlox Vo the complaeinant therefor, with

Interezt from tho date of collection; nrovided no

diserimination will result from suck reparation.”™

I take that Vo nmean whe act is permiceible end not

mandstory. In othor words, this Commission may counsider all of

tho circumstances of the csce and while 1ot Interfering with the righte

of shippers, if any such rigovs exist, to precent trheir claims in the
courvs mey, Lor reasons fourd In tae clrcumstences of the case, decline

to award revaravion.




L2 has dbeen sald bofore, tho maling of a reazonable
edditional charge for =n additlioznal service nay have been Justified
in the paat; If it subsequently became wnjust the particular time
caanot be determined.

Complainante transacted their bdusinoss with a full know-
ladge of the existing freight rates., which, without substantial
chenges, remeined in elfect for more then & quarter of e centwxy
ond tho reasonsblemess of tze practice ené the $2.50 charge on intra-

state movements was not, 20 LZar 28 I lmow, called into guestion de-

fore any couxt or commission wnvil the commencement of these caeses.

It i common knowledgs that for a gencratlion bvrsiness wes

done in Tro manrner indicated, by the avpllication of an addltlonal
cherge for wket was considered the additionsl zervice.

There 1s no affirmative tezivimeony in the record that
cshippers who pald this switching charge alded 1t to the cost
“heir merchsndise, dut there 1z Ltestimony Lo the effect thet
wore prevented by the commetition of othors locazted in towns
cities vhere this cdditionel cherge was not mede from sdiing
all cazes, witnesses for complainants zdmitiing thet Jovbers exd
wanufacturers regaxrded it, 88 they did Zreigat charges, waxes,
nsurances, rent, e+ g C the expense of doing dusiness. To
the oxtent thet the additional chsrge was so troested by Jjodbers,
menufecturers snud retalilers, the uliimete constmer wacuostionshly
veld 1t end it wownld be impossidble o disvridule reparstlion Lor
such paymente.

Ls neretofore stated, defendents £lled tariffs, effective
Lpril 1,1915, cancelling tre chaxge Xor deliverles of Intrastate car-
loed consignments to and from industry tracks axd,witkh the exception &f
tho Hoxtlwetern 2aclflc Rallroed Compexry, arranged for the 2bvsorytion
02 the 2elt Rellrosd charge of $2.50 mor cex et San Franclsco.  They

2lso,.in oxder to place Lntrastatggtraffic on zxn eguality with inter-.




svato traffic, rofunded all charges collected subsoquent to
Jagust 12, 1914, the Gute upon whick The switehing cherge was
cancolled on interstate traffic et Sen Prencisco asrd ILos [ungeles,
in compliance withk the Supreme Couxt decicion.

The Interstete Commerce Commission said, in re XNstional

Tool Growers Lssoclstion ve Cregon Skort Linme Rallroad Company,et al.,

25 X.C.C. 675-87T:

"Mhere 1s no exact standard by which the reason-
ebleness of a rate can he mesasured. alle
there core meny facts capable of precise deter-
mination wihich beaxr upon that aquestlon, the
final onswer ic & matter of judgment. The
treffic official who establiches the rate
oxercises8 nls Judsment irn the first instance.
and the Commission wnen it revises trhat rate
substlintes Lvs Judgment Lor thet of the
traffic officlal. With varying comditions
the reasonableness of g rate iteelf may vary.
o that the rete which l& reasonsble today
may be unreasoneble Lomorrow.

"Consider the retes involved in thls proceeding,
remely, these on wool from far western points
0% production to cestern destinations. Zhece
rates were established maxy years ego. When
established all the incidents of transport-
etion in that country weore different from what
they cre now. The railrosdsthemselves were
puck less substantviel. CTreffic was nothing
like uc dense. In Yhe wexriod elapsing between
the ostabliszhment of these rates by the carriers
and the decision of this case vy the Commission
elmost every condition whick besrs upoen the
reasonableness of a transportation charge by
rell nes wndergore o trexsformation. It may
well Yo thet The rates were entirely reasonsble
when estadblished, allthough uwrroasonsble wahen the
opirnion of the Commissior was nromulgated™.

igein, in the 3Boewxdman & Compeny case, Suprs, at pege 86:

"Whexn carriercs have reduced rates of their own
volltion or in compliance with the Commission's
oxrdors it ao0es not necessarily follow that rep-
eratior shomla be ewerded on shipments which
moved under tze nre-oxisting rates. The Conm-
micsion hes frequently declined to zwerd ren~
aration when the rates reduced have beer in
effect Zor long vneriods and the reductiozn
cpplied througnout o large teorritory and
aflected siippexs av many polnts who were not
raxrtles to the %roceedings™. :
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I taink the prirecivlesset forth in the ¢lted decisions
should govern in thesSe caSes oxd am of Uhe opinion that compleinents
reve not estedblished = lawful right to reparatior emd that the cases
should be dismizsed.

The alleged unlawful, unjust and discrininetory practice
Joxrthwestern in regquiring szippers taking delivery on Iixndustry
0f the Belt Rellroad to pay “he charges of that carxrier end the
for xeparatlon against the Noxrtawesverzn remeln Loxr consideretion

The Zelt Reilroad is tre property of the State of Colifornis
end 1s overated by & Zosrd of Zorvor Commicssioners. It verforma all
service 3t points located on Lte rails and 2ls¢ the team and rouse
tracks of this defendant.

Tre Nortawestexn, in Sen Fraxncisco, nes only team tracks
end terminel facilivties loceted on propexrty leased from the State of
Celifornisa in tie district adjacent to Valleio and Davis Streets,
about 2000 feet from the car ferry docls. Tae tracks vetween these
torminal lands end the docks are owned amd operated by the 3elt
Rellread. Jo switching charges are zssessed by the Nortzwestern
egainst consignor or consignee on shipments to i1ts team tracks, vut

the Noxrtawestexrn does compexnsete the 2Zelt Road for the service

botweer docks end team end house tracks In Its m;@,ﬁ 95 906 David

oL $2.50 for cack lomded or partlally loaded car moved; in othex
wordsg, the Solt Reilrosd roceives thiz componsation eitner in the
case Of cerlosd shlpments hanmdled on the Northwesitern's pwolic teen

tracks or on cars of miscellaunocous less-than-carload freight vassing




over station platform. 4 like sexvice ic rexndered by tke Belt
Rallrogd o 1ts industry trackes and a charge of $2.50 per car is
paid by the shipper. Yo gquestion a8 to the amount charged Zor the
gsexrvice IS Lrxvolved. The guestion 1s whether Tals defendent is,
wnder the law, obliged to absoxd the terminal charges to the Industyy

tracks located on the Belt Rallroad. The Belt Rellroad ig not a

varty to the Northwestern tariffs carryling the main-line rstes and

no orovisions are made for any sbsorptioxn.

Pedtimony of compleinants' witnesses and the argument of
its attorneys sre 1o the offoct trat absorptlion by the Northwestem
of the Belt Rallroad charged to the Northwestexrn's team and house
tracks and the non-absoxption of simliliar charges 1o Industxry traciks
on the Belt Reilroad ic discriminatory, wniust and uwnlewful. Tesn
track delivery 1s a necessary cervice rendered by carriers In re-
celving and delivering carloed Irelgnt and must be provided by the
line carrier In some manher. In tze Ilnstant cacse, the Northwestern
having no access %0 terminal grounds in Sex Frenclsco over Its own
tracks iz compellad vo empley the zervice of the 3elt Rellroad teo
handle a traffic which uxnder oxdinsry conditions it would renderx
wita its own cgulivment. e thus have Two severate cervices to be
considered; oms consisting of the Switching between the dock and
Industry tracke by the Belt Roed of linme-haul trafflic originsting
et or destined to polnte on the INoxrtawesterz Pacific,‘the other
velng that oy wkhich tre Hortkwestern, through its overating agency,
the Belt Road, movec loaded cars conteining both carload and less-
than-carload -frelgh’t between the same dock and 1ts (the Nortkwestern
Pacific) depot or team tracks. Ia the latier cate there is no
atsorption in the accustomed sense of the word, but simply an item

of opersting expense. The mesus emnloyed by the IJorthwestern in




reaching L1t terminal grounds sxd the zeparate expense of $2.50
per car incurred by Lt are mot of Lmportence to the shipping public,
and tre through rates in and of themsSelves have not been called
into question.

The Nortahwectern doec nof t0 sny consliderable extent
overate in territoxry competitive at San Francisco witkh the Southern

Peclific, Atchison,Topeke & Sante Fe, and Testern Racific and has not

found it necesssxy, a5 have these cexriers, to absort the switching

cherges of the Belt Road %o indusiry tracks. It, however, holds
itsel? out to mske Sen Freanclsco deliveries and having accepted and
employed the Belt Roed to meke the deliveries at the Northwestern
tean tracks, It has thereby made trat carrler ite delivering agent.
The charge of the Belt Rosd for switching cars to the industry
tracks on its own ralls 18 exactly the same as for switching cars
t0 the team, house or viatform tracks located in the terminal
yexds of the Northwestern Pacific. The switching charge agalnst
carloasd traffic delivered to the team tracks L8 absorbed by the
Yorthwestern Pacific; in other words, the line-haul rate covers
+his delivery, waerees a cherge in addition to the line-haul rate
is assessed and collected when llke caxrload traffic ls delivered
to industry tracks located on tke Belt 3&11:0&& withir the same
industriel zomae. The ¢ost to the Nortawestern Pacific pex car
would be no grester in making deliveries to Iindretry tracks than
1t now asswmes in making the deliveries to the team tracks.

I7 thic defendsrt cowld operate freight tralns direct
t0 the San Francisco terminsl and to the same Iinduztry tracks now
gerved by trhe Belt Rellrcad, 1t certainly could xnot be argued that

& charge In addition to the line-haul rates for the deliveries on




industry tracks within the switcking limits would be & just and
reasoreble charge.

The Xorthwestexrm Pacific has slected to make San Francisco
its terminsl and employs the Belt Reflrocad as its agent in moving
the traffic in that clity. It thorefore gyvears thet o dlscrimin-
atior exiets between the chivpers taking deliveries on the team

tracks at line-hawl retec and thoce taking deliveries on industry

tracks at line-naul rates plus the switckhing cherge of the Belt

Rallrosd.

I em o2 the opinion thet the diserimination should De
removed and the Nortawestern RPecific is heredy required to present
to. this Commission within sixty (60) days from the date of this
order & tariff arranging for the a.béorp‘cion of the Belt Railrosd’s
charges to the lndustry tracks within the switching zons.

The testimony does not Justifly the awarding of reparation
and, therefore, reparation is denied.

I submlt the following form of order:

Tke zbove entitled cases having conme on regulaxly for

hearing,and tre Commissior being dwly ‘apprisecl in the premises,
IT IS EEXEBY ORDEEED that 10 reparation will be cwarded

against any of the delfendanta and that the compleints against all
of the defendants except the Northwestern Paciflc Rallroad Company
are heredby dismissed.

IT IS EZREEY SURTEER ORDERED that the Northwestern

Pacific Rallrosd Company within sixty (60) days from the date of
this order remove the discriminatior now exlisting at Saxn Francisco

egainst shippers receiving end forwarding Xorthwestern Pacific




line-haul freight by £iling a tuxriff srxanging for the absorption

of the Belt Railroced switenlng charges to and from the industry _
tracks located on the ralls of the Belt Reilrosd within the switch~

ing zone.

Tre foregoing opinion end ordexr are hereby approved and

ordered £iled a5 the opinior ond ordexr of the Railroad Commission
of the State of Californis.

~ o
Dated at San Frenclsco, Californis, this d ~.  day of
j»U¢14kuA&44f’1920.

Commissioners.




