
BEFORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF TEE ST..a.TE OF CALIFOENIA 

In the Matter of the Application of 

App11c~t10n No. 20891 

TEE ATCEISON~ TOPEKA & SANTA FE RAIL
WAY COMPANY, SOUTBERN' PACIFIC COMPA.&.1Y 
(Pacific Lines), and TEE WESTEP~ PACIFIC 
RAILROAD COMPAi1Y, for authority-to can
cel allowances now made in their eXist
~g tariffs of $1.00 per 'car for weigh
ing certa~ sbipments of potatoes. and/or 
onions. @bFffroff'~l 

G. E. Dut!y ane E. C. Pierre for The Atchison; 
Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Company. 

A. L. Whittle and. J. E. Lyons for Southern Pac11'1c 
Company. 

t. N'. Bradshaw for The Western Pacific" Railroad 
Comp:::ny. 

Ernest Ma:x for Weyl-Zuckerman & Co. and General 
Potsto: end Onion D1stributors~ Ltd.~ 
protestant s. . 

, . 

BY TEE COMMISSION:" 

Th1s is ~ application under Section 63(0.) or the Pub11c 

Utilities Act for authority to increase certain charges on carlo~d 

shipments o~ potatoes end onions received by the cpplieants from boats 

or barges at Stockton, Middle River,Orwood, Isleton and. Terminous. 

It is proposed to'cancel items 1n app11c~tsf tariffs ~eh provide that 
. , 

the actual eost of weighing these commodities not to oxceed $1.00 will 
1 

'be ~bsorbee 'by the ra.U lines when they enjoy a line haul.. 

A public hearing was had at San Fr3nc1sco on January ll; 

1937, 

Applic~ts allege that at the time these absorption provisions 
.-

were established potatoes and onions were not·packed in containers ot 

1 
'!he items are: 

Nos. 4819 ind 4870-A of Ateh1son~ Topeka and.Santa Fe T~1t! No. 
8117-N7 C.R.C. No. 659. 

No. 525-I of Southern Pacific Company Ta.r11"t No •. 230-J',.C.R~C. 
~.n~. ~ 

Nos. 99~B and 99-1-A of Western PaCific Railroad Company Tar1t! 
No. ~5-J ~ C.R.C .. No. 245.., • -.-



'tl!lii'orm weight to the extent that preve.i1s I.mder eXist:tng trade 

,ractices. In the past it was necesscry~ due to the lack o~ weight 

uniformity, to track scale or obtain by other means the actual ~eight 

of e~ch carload. Under those circumstan¢cs~ the rail carriors attached 

value to the fact that Shippers furnished actual scale weights. On 

shipments originating at points served oy water carriers, co:pct1t1on 

between transportation ~genci~s prompte~ the =~il carriers to com

pens~te Shippers for ct le~st some ~art or the expense ot weighing 
, "1 

the produce in order to maintain :l competitive position. At tho present 

t1I:.e interstate sbipments 0: potatoes and onions" in sacks, 3.re su'b-
2 jectco. to published estimated v;e1ghts for stand.ard Shipping containers. 

On California 1ntr&stat~ traffic, although estimated weights are not 

ri1.~d with the COmmiSSion, weights of 1~ent1cal volume are observed. 

T".o.ey are said to b~. authorized throTJgh the medium of weight 'bulletins 

issued by the Transcontinents.l Freight Bureau. For these re~sons ~pp11-
. I 

c~ts contend tae ~osor~tion ~rov1s10ns ~re no longer necessnry~ They 
further contend that because the items are restricted to a certain 

territory and to traffic handled in a particular manner, they prefer 

certain shippe=-s of pota.toes and onions and. preJudice otl'lcrs~ on.d t1:l:lt 

there are no valid reasons for absorbing the cost or weighing potatoes 

and onions and :f'ailing toprov1de allOVlallCeS when shippers or other 

commodities furnish rail lines vdth actual weights. 

Ernest M.o::.:-x" Vice-Pres1dent o:f' Potato and Onion .. Distri'butors" 

Ltd.~ a subsidiary ofWeyl-Zuckerman & Co., protested the granting of 

the a~~lication. He contended that there were no recent developments .. 
which justi:f'ied a cry~~ge in the preva11~e ,racticcs;cr.d that the 

2 These r.e1ghts as sho'NIl in witness P1erre f s E. ..... Jl1bit No. 2 are: 

When packed ~d invoiced as: 
15 los. per sack 
25 1'1' 1'1' 1'1' 

.. 50 Tt '!'!' TT 

100 n " " 

-2-

Estimated weight vdll be: 
15.;!~lbs. per sa:ck· 
25'; Tf Tf' ·Tf. 

. SO!· TT Tf TT 

101 Tf Tf " 



furnis~g or ~ctual weights still was or value to the carriers tor 

the reason that ~hen shippers r.eigh the·~roduce at the po1nt'~Aere it 

is sacked they are able to adhere more accurately to the net weight 

shown !o~ each size container than wAcn the net weights are estimated 

by the loaders. Thus he contends the carriers do not transport weights 

in excess of the invoiced amounts. 

The record shows that a schedule of estimated weights on po

tatoes and onions ~oving in interstate' commerce was tiled W1t~ the In-

terstate-Commerce Co:t:l.ission at the COmmission's request. WbY.:l s1:ni

lax scnedule has not been filed with this Comcission inasmuch as the 

same basis of weights is ob:erved on California intrastate traffic is 

not shot,'ll. The :oractice or assessing charges on est1mated. weights in-

stead of on actual weights without filing such estimated weights w1~h 

this Co~ss1on res~ts in a violation of Section 14(a) of the Public 
. 3' 

utilities Act. It should be discontinued. 

Upon consideration of all the facts of :'ccord we are of the 

opi:lion a:o.d fincl that tbe ap!>11cation should be granted. 

This matter having be.e.n_.d:uly_heard~dz.ubmitted, 

IT IS EEREBY ORDE?£D thzt ap~licants, The Atchiso~? Topeka and 

S~t~ Fe Railway Co~p~y, Southern Pacific Com~an1 and The ilestern Pac

ific R~ilroaa Co=p~y, be ~d they arc hereby authorized to c~eel ~b

sorption of actual cost not to exceed $1.00 per car ror weighing potatoes; 

and onions received from boats and barges at Stoekton~ Middle River, 

o:wooo., Isleton ~d Terminouz" pub11she~ in Items Nos. 4el9 and 4a7~A. 

Z 
This section provid.es: ~Every common carrier shall tile ~11th the Com

mission and shall print and :keep.open to :public inspection sched'Ules 
showing the rates, fares, charges an~ cl~ss1:ications ~or the tranzpo~ta
tion betv:een te::-mini in this State of persons e.nd property i"rom each 
point on its route to all othe:o pOints thereon .~ .. * *." 
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or Atcbison~ Topeka and S~t~ Fe Tariff No. 8117-N~ C.R.C. No. 659; 

Item No. 525-! of Souther~ Pacific Company Tariff No. 230-J, C.R.C. 

No. ¢18S; ~d Items Nos. 99-E and 99-1-A or Western Pacific Railroad 
~. 

ComprulY Tariff ~o. 35-J"~ C.:R.C. No. 245, on not less than five (5): 

days~ notice to the Commission and the public and not later than sixty 

(eo) days from the effective date of this order. 

The e~fect1ve date of this order shall be tw~nty (20) days .........-.-.. ... ~.".., ,'''' '.' ' 

Commissioners. 


