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Decision No._,.;:;~=-"",.o;;.vc 

BE}'OP.E, TZE PUBLIC UTILITIES' COl·~IISSION 

In the Matter of the ApplicatioI:. of ) 
R.. ',:0. SI~OV:, an 1ndi vidual, . for :J.uthori ty ) 
tocho.rgc less ,:tha."'l mnimu: rates u."1der ) 
the provisions of the Righ\tray Caniers T) 
Act, for transporto. tion ot petroleum, ) , Applicc. tion No". 29832 
crude oil bet"vleen the Olivero. canyon, oil ) 
field 10c:3. ted approy..imo. tcly, i'i vc mile's ) 
so~theast of Sisquoc and storag~ tanks ) 
located six ~les south of Sisquoc., ) 

A'O'Oeal'ance-s 

T. C. T-vii tche11, for o.pplico.nt.' '.. 
J e' De Rcarclen a.."'ld C.. P .. Stephenson, for' 

Union Oil CO::ll'a.."l.Y oZ Cali1'ornia •. 

OPI~'"ION AND ORDER 

R. B .. Snow is' 0. bigb.~,ay c.'lrrie~.. He, seeks authority to 

tr.'lllspo::."t petrol~UI:l crude oil in 'bulk intC4..'"'lktruck eq"..lipmcnt for 

the Union Oil Company ot California ct a rate lezsthan'that 
, ,I 

established as cini!1l1lm. The authority sought is for a'period-of 

'vt~e year. 

The matter ~Jro.s submi'tted o.t \l public he a::." irig ruld' before 

E7.aminer Edwin Lake' on Dece::iber 16, 19'+8,at ,San Luis Obispo. 

Thetrans:porta tion in question invol ~/es the movement O'f 

c~de oil from oil wells in the Olivera Canyon oil £icldlocatad 

e.!'proximateiy 5' tlilessouthe:.·.st of Sisquoc and',stor~ee tal'lks 
_1 

lecated appr'oXitUltcly 6 miles south of Sisquoc~ . 

1 
Sisquoc is' a point situated in 'Santa Barbar~ CO~"'lty~ 
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The established :niniz:u:: rat¢ for" this transportation is 

3 cents per 100, poUnds. The cho.rges resulting under this rate are 

subject to the addition of a 10 per cent surcharge. The rat.e pro­

posed is 2.2 "cents per ,100 pounds. Thedis'tance between the points 

involved varies from 8 to 10 miles. Applicant, asserted that the 

established :ninitlum rate when'applied'tmde:;- t.he unusually favorable 

C':onCi tions surround.ing th.z: tra."'lsportation in question produced an . . ' 
~~p~oper result. ;He testified that some' 60,:000 b'arrels of ,crude' oil 

, . ' '. 

would be transported per I:ont.h :f'ro::n the ,:6i1 ~lells to the, storage 
, , 

tanks; that· approxi::a~elY 20~OOO barrelso! light'c~ude'diluent wot:.ld. 

be under load. in the reverse direction;!,. thatthc.:novecentwould be 
,I, ' 

ov~r "good county and private'roads; .'l."ldi:thatfacilities,i'rovided 'by' 

the shipper would permit,. lo~ding a.."lc., u...:.uaading.time~ o£20 minut.es 

each. Operations, he alleged 'would, be conclucted on a 24 hour per c.o.y 

basis. A revenue a."ld. expe:lse statement," submitted by applicant ~ndi­

cz:ces that the proposed rate wo,uld r etu::"'n a pTofita!'tcr paYment.' of 

o?~~::'"ating costs. 
'I.' 

" 

Witnesses for the shipper alleged th.lt unless the proposed 

:-.:l:.e was authorizec. the traffic would be diverted to proprieta..-y 

o;>erations. 

No one opposed the granting of'thc'application. It appea.rs 

frro the record that the sougb:c rate will be :' easonable in- the fac;: 

:::Jt: the unusually i'Cl.vorable circumsta."'l.ces ... ,hich 'Will obtDoin ,for the" . , 

• 

tr6.:1sportation in question.. ~'he applicat,io:). will be gra.~ted. Beca~sc 

the. conditions under which this author:tty isgra.'·'J.ted,',~ay·, change at, ar!.y 
. , ., .. 

, ',' 

time the au-chor,ity ,will.be li::l:ted to a perioe o~ one year. 
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A. 29832 - - . 

'1"'h.-:-TC.,.O .... '" .. ~ v ... __ , 

oil in bul~: in tD.n.i{ tr~'.ck eC::Ai.,ncnt bct·~:ccn ~C~'l.lt CC':'lr$.ny f:; oil 

·~.·ellssitu.::ted 5.n the Olivero. Co.nyo:1. 0:~J. field :loco.1;oda,pro:d.-

~""-O"""'-"''''cly 6 ... ·'1',..,. "0 ,.°1. 0"" ... " ,..,.,uc,.. ...... ",' ... .:\·c' C " ,.. ....... t ..... ""n ... "" .... ... ~ ... .I."'. ,.,.:1.." ..... \,0. ....... ..... 1.;<.; .... ...... L ,I. V_';'\'';' '" '.e\.l .:... ... c.. "'''';''-'''. ~/- 4;..~,", 
.",' ' 

2.2· ccnt·s ~or 100 
~ 


