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TO THE HONORABLE N, E. KENDALL,
‘Governor of Towa.
In accordance with the provisions of Section 2114, Code of
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CHARLES WEBSTER, Chalrman,
DWIGHT N. LEWIS, Commissioner,

FRED P. WOODRUFF, Commissioner.

GEOQ. L. McCAUGHAN, Secretary.

GENERAL OFFICE

Report of the Railroad Commissioners.

For the period covered by this report there have been dis-
posed of by the Commission, by formal order or otherwise, 245
complaints, distributed as follows: Involviig Railroad Com-
panies, 207 ; against Express Companies, 11, In addition to these,
there was one applieation for permission to condemn additional
right of way by Railroad Companies, and 26 cases involving
electrie transmission lines.

ORGANIZATION OF THE BOARD.

On January 3, 1921, Fred P. Woodruff, of Marion county, hav-
ing been elected to succeed Jno. A. Guiher, of Madison County,
took the oath of office and assumed the duties thereof,

On January 4, 1921, the Board organized and elected Charles
Webster Chairman for the year 1921. Geo. L. MeCUaughan was
continued as Secretary of the Board for the year.

COMPARATIVE EARNINGE AND OPERATING EXPENSES IN [OWA, INOLUDING
MILEAGE AND EARNINGS PER MILE

Yonr Ended June %
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COMPARATIVE BARNINGSE AND OPERATING EXPENSES —Continued
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There is an apparent decrease in mileage of steam railways
in Iowa, of main track owned, of .64 miles made up as follows:

Chicago, Great Western shows inerease of 22.50 miles on
account of consolidation of the Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific
with main line.

‘Wisconsin, Minnesota & Pacific shows decrease of 22,50
on account of consolidation with Chicago, Great Western under
date of June 1, 1920,

Chicago & North Western shows increase of 13.77 miles on ae-
count of taking over mileage of the Iowa Sonthern Railway.

Towa Southern shows decrense of 13.77 miles sold and eon-
veyed to the Chicago & North Western, as of April 30, 1920,

Colfax Consolidated Coal Company shows decrease of 1.04 miles

Mﬂqul_ﬂinu&tylhminmuofmmiluma
of remeasurement main line from Dubuque to Sioux City.
Minneapolis & 8t. Louis shows increase of 1.56 miles on
of remeasurements.
Muscatine, Burlington & Southern shows decrease of 118 »
gravel pit track disposed of by sale to industrials June 14,
‘Total deerease............ 3849 miles main track
m_hm-'-:. ..... ««. 37.80 miles main track
Net doeveass ............. .64 miles main track
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The mileage of terminal eompanies shows an increase of 2.20
miles which is accounted for as follows: Des Moines Terminal
shows an inerease of .93 mile on aceount of new line construeted ;
Sioux City Terminal shows an increase of 68 mile net on ae-
count of new line constrneted. Des Moines Union shows an in-
crease of 47 mile net on aceount new line constructed. Des
Moines Western shows an increase of 12 mile net on account
new line construeted,

NRIDGH COMPANTES-ENTIRE LINE
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The mileage of bridge companies shows an increase of .08 mily
made up as follows: Increase of .05 mile in Omaha Bridge &
Terminal Co. on account of side track construction at Couneil
Bluffs, Iowa; increase of .03 mile in Dunleith & Dubuque Bridgs
(o, due to new track in Dubuque, lowa.

ELEOTRIC INTERUNBAN COMPANIES -COMPARATIVE STATISTICS

{iross Net
Mivage | 2 e ¥,
Yoar Ended Juna 30 ~Ringle From Exjunsy From l,.;-:
Track | Operation Operation | Per
- su.m.uls W ) BENGES  mae
M4 T 0nr.am. 4 126, 50,63 1,80
15141 407 644 08 6, 70606 180, 8401 1,004,
pLoN ] o, 5760 o, b S 35,080, 77 1.8
18051 TIOR8, 00 470,755 258, 58301 1.8 B
18 M, 70, 00 LT, 11 10 A 1 :
M.n m.a ol RN TS 1 o
T | 3, a0, 1 5 e N 3y 1 5
124 | ) e 501,50 A1 | 006,037, 08 Im \
.74 | 1,50, 10.65 B0 O | 500, 9G] 1,007.18
B04.29 | 9,890 085,91 | 1,460,004.07 | ST, 761.04 -
AITT0 | e, 000 00 | 1,TE2,002.07 | 000,000.17 o
AT248 | 9,008 009,00 | ) 800, 02540 | 1,087, 107,61
AKG, 51 | 8,190,004, 10 | 1,007,476.15 | 1,168,587 .46
491,70 | 8,563, 500,90 134,001 1,488,
10,00 | 4,008, 50700 | 9,707,507 99 | 1,59, 080,08
00 | 31500k | 347 000 | o 54
g ¥ ! B0, 711

B10.18 | 6,008,000, &5 | &,068,T07.04 7.

BOARD OF RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS ix

Inerease of .78 mile, Charles City Western, account new line
construeted,
Increase of 40 mile, Clinton, Davenport and Muscatine, ac-

count sidings and turnouts,

Inecrease of .16 mile, Waterloo, Cedar Falls and Northern, ac-
count of difference between the additions and abandonments.

Decrease of 4.06 miles, interurban railway, aceount track
taken up and abandoned on Beaver Valley division.

Deerease of 1.33 miles, Tama & Toledo Railway, account track
taken up and abandoned.

Total ADESBNE o i Mk e N i 5.39 miles

RO TTAPNAIE %o s s sios daaalanyps anabes 1.29 miles

L T SR I R SN 4.10 miles
ENGINEERING

We desire to renew our recommendations, made in our 1920
report, covering the matter of engineering. We have in mind
now three important cases pending, wherein engineering features
of such magnitude are coneerned that it devolves upon us to
employ a civil engineer to look into these cases for us, and re-
port his findings, so that we may act intelligently in deciding
these important issues. This also entails delay in rendering de-
cisions, and, in the cases cited, has resulted in considerable
eritigism, If we had a civil engineer in our employ, this would
not oceur.

VALUATION

The matter of the cheeking of the valuation of the railroads
in Towa, made by the Interstate Commerce Commission, was, by
the last legislature, turned over to this department, This work
is progressing nicely, and if it is to continue, the next session
of the legislature should make an appropriation to enable us to
carry on this work to completion, . .

nivihnyiwmn&hmk-wbeurﬁedm
to completion, inasmueh as this valuation will no doubt be used
as the basis of rates for years to come. Therefore, we feel that
unless this eheek of the valuation is completed, all the work done
up to the elosing of this biennial period will have been done in
vmu-umwmh'mmmdmaa.m
* results contemplated by the law. For this reason, we wish to
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emphasize the necessity for the means of eontinuing the work.
The issues at stake are large, and the effects will be far-reaching.
Therefore, we feel that the duty devolves upon the state of lowa
to prosecute this valuation check to eompletion,

COMPLAINTS

There i% an apparent decrease in the number of formal cases
adjusted by this board during the past year. This may be ex-
plained by the fact that, heretofore, we have included in our
report, as formal cases, matters pertaining to ear shortage com-
plaints. For the past year, we have been handling these as mis-
cellsneons eases, which has conserved considerably in labor and
filing space, and has not in any way minimized the results at-
tained. During the past year, the cor shortage has not been
so marked, but we have handled a pumber of complaints, not-
withstanding.

There are also thousands of inquiries as to rates, which are
handled by our rate department, informally, and which involve
an enormons volume of correspondence,

BONDED WAREHOUSES

By the provisions of Chapter B-A, et seq, tets of the Thirty-
pinth General Assembly, this commission is authorized **to in-
vestigate the storage, warchousing elassifying secording to
grade and otherwise, weighing, and eertifieation of sgricultural

uets.”’ Our experience under this law, so far, has been s0
limited, that we do not feel qualified to make any suggestions or
eriticisms. However, there are some cerlain provisions of the
law which, it wounld seem to us, are somewhat inconsistent, and
only & more extended experience under the workings of this law
will enable us to make sueh recommendations as we feel will re-
move the inconsistencies and enable us to work most efficiently
under the requirements of this statuie.

Should this department develop 1o such proportions as was
.mmtwthehmo!thmwhomeduumdthhﬂ.
u sufficient appropriation should be made to adequately take
ceare of the work,

SIGNAL ENGINEERING DEPARTMENT

A;mmm_mmmmmmmmwm
“Thirty-ninth General Assembly, amending section 2060 of the »

BOARD UF RAILROAD COMMIBSIONERS xl

Code. Under the provisions of this aet, all plans for proposed
interlocking, or for changes in the mechanieal construetion, ar-
rangement or loeation of present interlocking, shall first be sub-
mitted to the Board of Railread Commissioners for approval, and
no interlocking shall be operated, after installed, or changes
completed, until a certifieate of approval is issued. If an in-
terlocking is found to be unsafe or dangerous, it may be eon-
demned by the Railroad Commission and the company, or eom=
panies, interested required to reconsiruet same in accordanee
with rules governing the construstion, operation and maintenane
of interlocking plants adopted by the Board. It further pro-
vides that when, in the judgment of the Railvond Commission,
it is necessary for the public safety, it may require the establish- *
ment of interlocking at any railroad erossing, junction, or draw-

While this amendment does not entail more work on this de-
partment, more Iatitude and regulatory power in conneetion with
interlogkers is given, which makes it possible to bring the de-
vices 1o a higher standard of efficieney than heretofare,

ELECTRICAL ENGINEERING

The work of this department has been greatly increased on
nceount of the continued building of electrle transmission lines
and the amendment to Section 1527-C, by the Thirty-ninth Gen-

rules for the type of lines built to supply this new class of serv-
jee. Tt is the desire of the Board to have these lines built up
fo & satisfactory standard without entailing unneeessary ex-
pense, and this involves close supervision of construction methods
and materials.




Decisions and Rulings in General Cases

No. 8696, 1921
Jonx Kxox, Puscerox, lows, Complainant,
v.
DaveEsrort, Rock [sLAxp & Nowtmwestens Rawway Compaxy, Defendant,
Decided February 15, 1921,

CrosmiNas—HIgHEWAT—SEPARATION or (v} \‘ur
Second wWas gT ision and order d Bep-
tember 22, 1917, wh—d upon arror in facts presented by the engineer
of the State Highway Commission, Held, upon consideration of new evi-
dence, there should be a separation of the grades of the highway and
rallway according to either of two alternative plans defined In the tex.
(Ses original case, 40 Ann. Rep. la. iy, Comm, §1; and first rehearing.

49 Ann. Rep. Ia. Ry. Comm. §4.)

RALROADS—EXPENDITURE  Fom  ELIMINATION oF GrADE  CnossiNg—CAFITAL
ACCOUNT,

§ A mll. charge to capltal account expendl-
ture for the of grade or upon which Investment it may
have a fair return.
CrosmiNos—HIGHWAY—SEPARATION OF CRADES—ALTERNATIVE  PLANS—APFon-
TIONMENT oF CosTs,

Seo opinion for detall

For Complainant—Hon. J, H. Henderson, Commerce Counsel; Dr. John
Knox, Princeton, lowa.

Forthe D,R. L. E N. W, ny.cn—c.nma.u..mmm

For the C., M. & St. P. Ry, Co.—Jno. N, Hughes, Solicitor, Cedar Rapids,
Towa.

For the lowa Highway Commission—J. H. Ames, Bridge Engineer,
Ames, lowa. v

For the Board of Supervisors of Scolt County—(Chris Marti, Chairman,
Davenport, lIowa.

This case was originally determined by this Board on December 30,
:mmmmmnmmnmv.mm
utmmw P, 81, 84,
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The petitlon referred to is as follows:

“The petitioners in the above entitled cause ask for the modifi-
cation and an early enforcement of the order previously entered
by this Commission on December 30, 1916: that petitioners are

| satisfied with said previous order so entered, save and except
| that there should be the following modification and change there
in. That the experiences since the order was made, and with an
error upon the part of the Engineer of the State Highway Com-
i mission, it is found that the track elevation, as shown in said
J report, is too low, That Instead of 4.4 feet it should be about
§ feet, and while the petitioners have been heretofore satisfied
or would have accepted the vertical clearance of 12 feet, they asked
before and now, in view of this modifieation, suggest and ask of
the Commission that it shall be a 14-foot vertical clearance: that
in all other respects they ask that the order of the Commission
heretofore rendered shall be earrfed out: that this application
for a modifieation would not have been necessary had there not
beeti an error made In determining what was the high water
mark of the Mississippl River at the time of the hearing: that
this modification will require the elevation of the track, and
under the proof as shown there la & fall from the town of Prince
ton to this subway crossing of 10.2 feet, o it will not require
any ghkl'n; of grades, but on the contrary will put the raflroad
company upon a more level track and will give to the public a
#ood road; and further, that the public highway, wherein this
subway is one of the primary roads, {s one of the roads contems
plated to have hard surfacing, as provided by the vote of the
peaple of Beott County, and It (s contemplated that it will be
paved as woon as it ean be done.

“Therefore, your petitioners axk that the said find :
Commission shall be modified nnd changed, as a«aum
mmmmumwwmmmmmm
Mwﬂm-nhmmmbrrumn{muhm
of the season, the long pendency of this application and the neces-
sity to have it done for the hard surfacing roads they ask that
It be done ns speedily as possible, and that they be granted such
mum«m-wmmmummomm-

. md_,mmmthmm No answer thereto was
by bku':&nwm At the request of the Bridge Engineer
Upon December 15, 1920, Mr. J. H. Ames, Bridge Engineer
1 Hh-:‘m-mmm: »
“We ure sending you attached, copies of revisions of the plans
memu Which Is located on the Daven-
Where this road crosses the D, R. 1. & .w@wﬂm

i
g

i
:

g
=

DECISIONL IN GENERAL CASES

“The plans which we arg now submitting for this improvement
are plans for alternate routes One plan contemplates the use of
the present rond In substantially Iits present location with an
undergrade crossing under the tracks of the D, R. 1. & N. W,
at the site of the present grade crossing. You will recall that
at the formal hearings held on this matter that some objection
wis made to the plan as originally proposed by the Commission
for an undergrade crossing, the objection being to the interfer-
ence of high water with the free use of this undercrossing at all
times in the yvar.

»Dr. John Knox, who, as you will recall, has in the past taken
a great interest in this erossing has been one of the principal
objectors to the plan an originally prepared by the Commission.
Accordingly we have revised our plan so that the grade line
of the highway just west of the present crossing Is about 1%°
higher than the present road grade. This will place the new
rond grade at about the same level as the water surface of the
Mississippl river at this point during the flood that oceurred this
yoar.

“We are advised by Dr. Knox that an unusual high flood oc-
curred this year as compared with floods of former years. His
records and those we lave oblalped from other sources seem
to indicate that the flood of 1880, was about 1.8 above the flood
that ocourred this year, These figures, you will understand, are
only approximate because the difference in elevation between
floods of different years s rarely, if ever, the same, owing to
artificlal obatructions such as rallroad embankments, dikes and
river Improvements that are constructed from time to time along
the larger streams. These artificlal works might greatly influence
the flood heights and we mention this to show that although
thers is apparently 1.8 difference between the flood of 1880 and
1920, yot, it Is quite likely that a flood containing a volume of
water equal to that of 1880, would produce at this time height
of flood very much greater than those produced In 1880, This
point surely needs no further emphasis but it is Important to
consider in connection with the statement of local individuals
regarding flood helghts taken at various times even though these
flood helghts may be at the same point along the stream.

“In order to securs an undercrossing at the present location
and to maintain the highway grade at the elevation of high water
that occurred this year it will be necessary to ralse the railroad
grade al a point about 300' north of the present crossing. a dis-
tance of 123" It will also be necessary that this raise in the
height of the raflroad track be continued for some distance both
north and south of the present erossing in order to not put grades
on the railroad which are escessive. The profile shown on the

plan that we are sending you indicates the amount of raise that is
necessary in the railroad grade. Another profile on the same
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sheet also indlcates the highway grade with respect to the rail-
road grade at the crossing.

“The other plan which we are submitting is for an overhead
bridge which crosses over the tracks of the D, R. 1. & N. W. near
the stone barn at the top of the rock cut. This method of Cross-
::my'wcu::ll reoall was considered briefly at some of the hearings

mission held in connect
i fon with this crossing improve-

“We assume that your Commission will desire
further hearings in this matter before final oulu'l: :::di::;:
and for this reason we are not submitting at this time estimates
of cost on these two propositions. We would prefer to withhold
the submission of estinates until the hearing is held at which
time the estimates would be based on current prices prevaili
at that time. We would be glad, however, to furnish ﬂuma.r.::
mmnuyﬂumrfmlnlumdululhm.whu—
plain any of the detalls as shown on these plans at your request,

"rhwoplmumhnnhdmu]l-muwmlom
plish the same purpose: namely, to separate the highway and
Mm@mm.;u!-m.uuumummw

hmm.dnmmdymdwlluuhw
either plan of Improvement at this time.

“We have not furnished coples of these plans to the Railroad
Company or the County but will do so before this matter comes
to a final hearing. Inasmuch, as the people interested in the im-
:::;:iml of this crossing are extremely anxlous to have this
a3 settled wo are hoping that your Commission can conclude
mhnﬂnn necessary before n final order Is Issued, at an early

0 that the contracts for the construction may be let
the work done early next season," ol
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Yery two years) when
mmu‘::u mmm water. It was MM&;‘::D:‘
for some conaidernble time, lr'mmhu“, 8,
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DECISIONS IN GENERAL CASES L]

mission. ‘The Chairman of the Board of Supervisors of Scolt county
testified that on Lt of the he would prefer to see the
overhead crossing installed. Dr. Knox testified that in his opinion those
residing in that vicinity and using this highway insisted on & subway
crossing, In onder that there might be no artificial hill placed on an
otherwise level road; that the people had always had a level highway
at this point. and wanted it to remain so.

Upon the submitted plan for the subway involving the raising of
the railroad track ns indicated in Engineer Ames’ i t, the rail-
way company submitted testimony to the effect that the grades on the
rallroad as proposed would be excessive and unworkable economically,
that thelr maximum grade on this line would be .4 of 1% as soon as &
grado near Davenport in excess thereol was reduced: that the proposed
subway plan would make a grade of 1% on ons side of the crossing and
A4 of 1% on the other.

This Commisalon recognizes that this crossing is & dangerous one,
and that it should be made safe by a separation of the grades as soon
as possible, It is unfortunate that river conditions will not permit
of & subwasy on the plans formerly found reasonable by this Board,
and that to provide a subway on the ded plans, made necessary
by river conditions, entalls so great a cost and so incresses the rall-
rond grade at this polnt, as to eall forth vigorous protest from the
rallrond company, We believe the objection of the raflroad company
to this Increass in the railroad grade from practically a .4 of 1% sgrade
to a grade on the north of & of 197, and on the south to 1%, is well
founded, and we could not require the company to submit to it, if there
i any other way to eliminate the danger at this erossing.

it s commen knowledge that the ideal situation would be to have
no railroad and highway crossings at grade, but it would be manifestly
{mpossible to eliminate all grade crossings in this state without the Im-
position both upon the public and the raflwiys, of an enormous outlay of
money. Of course, no matter who may st the time pay the costs of
such improvements oventually the public pays it all,

The railroad company must charge such expenditure to capital av-
count, upon which it may insist upon earning a fair return as upon
other actual investments in road and equipment. The state or federal
hoard charged with the duty of fixing rates must so fix the rates as

permit of a return upon the fair value of the property used in truns-
portation. This Hoard must consider all of these questions, as well as
the safely and convenience of ihe public.
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Both the railway and the highway at this particular point are lo-
cated In the Mississippl river bottoms, and in time of excessive high
water this highway has been overflowed. It is extremely difficult to
separate the grades in such n sitnation without excessive expense,
it is fortunate for public safety and convenience that adjoining this
cromsing there is what is known as Stone Hill, through which the rail-
road runs in a deep cut, thus providing a solution of the difficulty, which,
while not entirely satisfactory to the residents nearby, will certainly
remove the danger incident to the crossing being at grade.

The cost of this overhead crossing Is estimated to be $35000. It
is our opinion that the cost thereof should be borne equally by the
rallway company and Scott county.

This Board, however, has no desire to force upon the residents ard
tax payers something which they do not want.

While this Commission could not, in our opinion, compel the rail-
rosd company to pay more than (ts fair share of the expense necessary
to provide for a reasonable means of eliminating the dangerous con-
dition of this crossing, we have felt, In view of the decided opposi-
tlon of some of the complalnants to the overhead structure, that if
# subway is desired by the citizens of Scott County, they should so
express themselves through thelr Board of Supervisors, in which case
the subway must be comstructed so as to retain the present maximum
grade of the rallroad at this point, otherwise to be according to plans
submitted by the State Highway Commission herein, all of the cost
thereof to be borne by Scott county, except $17,500 whieh shall be paid
by the rallroad company, as Its fair share of the cost, belng one half of
the estimated cost of an overhead crossing, which this Commission
and the State Highway Commisslon have found to be a reasonable and
u!c means of eliminating the danger at the crossing in question, The

ny ¥ be dawf r towards
subway project than indicated. IR 20 e e

30 ‘Dhomaliore: Setared ol dibstlon Chat The. oted =

mission submitted lnmhmmwu&eudwmw:
$36,000, shall be borne equally by the railroad company and the county;
provided, however, that Scott County may elect to provide an udmd;
or subway crossing, as provided for in the amended plans of the state
Highway Commission as submitted in this case, except that the rais
::.am-mmmmmhmm in either direction
mmmmmmmtnwhlﬁmxmm

mmmmmummwmhmuh

No. 9697, 1921,

DECISIONS IN GENERAL CASBES

CoMMERCIAL CLUR, BT AL, WAUKON, lowa, Complainants,

¥.

Cricaso, MILWAUKEE & ST. PAUL RAmLway CoMPARY, Defendant,

Decided Janwary 28, 1921,

STATION FACtLITIRS— DRror FACILITIES—STOCK TARDE.
Heid, the depot and stockyard facilities at Waukon are inadequate Lo
the wants of the city and it is ordered that adequate depot and stock-
yard facilith favorably rable with those of other towns of the

tmportance of Waukon, be constructed.

vice—PassENcER TRAINS—STOCK TRAIN.
Ana s:oud. that p hedules are inadequate for the traffic and that

the equipment is dilapldated and deterforated ; it is further found that
stock train serviee la Inadequate for the traffic. “The respondent company
A and pr certaln Improvements In both passenger and

vol
stock train service, (See opinion for detall. )

No order ls made hereln relative to traln service, the right belng re-
served to make such order as may seem just and reasonnble.

For the complalinants—Wm. S. Hart, Waukon, Iowa; Hon. H. E. Taylor,
Waukon, Iown; A. E. Sheridan, Waukon, lowa.

For the defendant—John N. Hughes, Solleitor, Cedar Rapids, Iowa.

This complaint originally comprised two files, one having specific

f to application of lainants for mew depot at Waukon,
the other covering alleged inadequate train service on the Waukon
b h of the defendant {lway company.

These petitions were set down for hearing on April 18, 1918, at which
time the complaints, being so closely allied, were consolidated into one
file, and both heard together, since which time they have been oon-
sidered as one file in this office. At the original hearing the complaln-
ants were represented by Hon. J. H. Henderson, Commerce Counsel, and
H. E. Taylor, of Waukon, the carriers being represented by Jno. N.
Hughes, Solicitor, Cedar Raplds, Towa. After full hearing, the case
was submitted, but no formal decision was rendered,

On December §, 1920, supplemental petition was filed by Commerce
Counsel J. H. Henderson, enlarging the scope of this complaint to in-
clude request for better shipping facilities, Improvement of stock yards
at Waukon, Improvement of the tracks and asking for new freight house,
a= well as depot, at the point in question.

After some Iderable corr d this case was set down for
formal re-hearing at McGregor, Towa, on December 28, 1920. The com-
plainants were represented at this hearing by W. 8. Hart, Hon. H. E.
Taylor, and A. E. Sheridan, all of Waukon, lowa, and the respondent

ilway was rep d by Mr. Jno. N. Hughes, Solicitor, Cedar Rapids,
lowa. There were about seventy men in attendance at this hearing,
amongst them being business men, farmers, stock men, and shippers
generally, Seventeen of these men were sworn as witnesses, and thelir
testimony was to the effect that during the year 1919, Waukon shipped
692 cars of live stock, while Decorah shipped 288 cars, Lansing 219,
Postville 288, West Union 1562, and Cresco 278, They also testified that
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the receipls from freight received are from $7.000.00 to $11,000 per
month, and the p recelpts to approximately $3,500,09
per month. These receipts for frelght did not include the freight el.uﬂ;u
on shipments of stock, which charges are paid in Chicago.

Waukon is the county seat of Allamakee County, Towa, and is located
about twenty miles from Waukon Junction, the main line of the
spondent railway company, from Dubuque to LaCrosse. Waukon is :
center of a great stock ralsing and dairying region, the nearest nl]:
road to the south belng about twenty miles, to the west and to the
east about the same distance, and to the north about 25 miles. Wauk
has a population of about 2,500 people, the post office serves mm
6,000 patrons, and it is elaimed that it has a population of nwmiwﬂ
15,000 people living tributary to the town. Y

A pleture of the depot was produced and identified as
an exhibit, this
picture showing the depot as It appeared after its construetion in 1877,
since wlhtch time It has been constantly in use by the publie 'l'e-u:
mw Was to the effect that the depot is antiquated, entirely unfit for
purpose of a depot at this time, and entirely inadequate for the
fieeds of a shipping point the slze of Wiaukon,
The stock yards, It was claimed, are without w;
L, ater and electrie 1 -
that they are not paved, and in Wet weather they are muddy mdi!t::;;
for the requirements of the statlon. The sidetrack serving the yards
;:lll only hold seven cars at one time, and the shippers often times
Ve 1::" stock than the seven ears will hold, thus making it incumbent
:tpo:“ :h:hlpperl :.: keop thelr cattle In adjolning yards owned by some
ppers; that the stock yards are too small
shedded. That in order to ship live st MuisgApie -
ock It 18 necessary
:!l:’z: b:oro. l:d that there Is great delay In getting to Ct:l:: 2
ere, when on time, 36 hours after londi they >
delayed an additional day; that the o - omm
i difference in shrink,
and cattle loaded the day before is g
several hundred pounds,
pared with those on the road 24 hou o ml.w
T8, and that stock
condition, and besides shrinkage, does not sell at s

lhuommm;-humuﬂod.hmcutomlrmm.w

fore arriving in Chicago, this being necessary . m.,m,“,d
made

“imh-.mmummuhmmm:dmm

expiration of 38 hours. That on sccount s

DECISIONS IN GENERAL ('AS_ES 9

That the passenger coaches used on this branch are old and out of
date and poorly heated, being heated by stoves in each end of the
conches; that the seats are low backed, with dirty and torn upholstering,
and the coaches are not vestibuled. That snow drifts in through the
loose windows and under the doors, and that on cold days it does not melt
all day, and passengers are required to keep on their overcoats, over-
shoes and mittens, and are required to walk up and down the aisles to
keep warm. Thal passengers from the north are required to make
long walts at Waukon Junction, and that shippers have waited at times
tor woeks for stock cars while they were standing on the track at Mar-
quette, only a few miles distant

Time tables were Introduced In evidence, showing that the Chicago,
Milwaukee & St. Paul Rallway Co. maintains five trains each way, per
day, on the Decorah Branch, and two on Sundays. It was also stated
that Decorah, Osaian, Postville, and Luana, which are competitive points,
have stock yards that are roomy, well lighted and shedded, and paved.
Waukon, at the present time, has four daily trains, except on Sunday. One
of these trains, the one leaving at 9 o'clock P. M., they claim s un-
necessary. What they desire Is to change the time of the train known
a8 an extra, leaving Waukon at ® P. M, and returning that evening
as & dally train, to leave Waukon at about § A, M., arriving at Marquette
in time to make connection with No, 68, the stock train for Chicago,
Returning, leaving Marquette at about 11:40 A. M., arriving at Waukon
at 3:10 P, M, on Bundays leaving Marquette at about 11 A. M. ns &
passenger train, arriving in Waukon at about 12:25 P. M. Train No, 338,
leaving Waukon at 6 P. M, they desire to have run to Marquette, re-
turning that evening at about 6:30 P. M, after the arrival of Iown &
Dakota Divislon No. 88, enabling No, 288 to pick up the passengers for
Wankon, who otherwise would be obliged to stay over night, under the
present arrang at Marg , and of which there are a consider-
able number. No. 332, leaving Waukon at 6:45 A. M., and No, 338,
leaving at 6 P. M., to be passenger trains, and No. 303, leaving Marquette
at 8:16 A. M., arriving at Wankon at 9:560 A. M., and No. 331 proposed to
leave Marquette at 6:30 P. M., to be passenger trains, making two pas-
senger trains and two mixed trains each way week days, and one
mixed train from Waukon to Marquette on Sunday, and one passenger
train from Marquette to Waskon on Sunday.

The d flway apany, In Its answer, filed on January 17,
1821, clalms that the present stock traln serviee from Waukon is in every
respect better and more desirable than the service proposed by the come
plainants. That by loading their stock in the evening It enables the ship-
pers to get their stock on the early market, and at a more desirable
time; that out of all the live stock shipped from Waukon, from July 1,
to December 31, belng 245 cars, but seven cars arrived late, due to varl-
ous unavoidable reasons; that no claims for damages for stock shipped
from Waukon were filed during that period, and that, in fact, the service
was as nearly 100% as possible. They claim further that with these
few exceptions, all live stock was delivered ut the Union Stock Yards
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before 3 A. M., which is the time train No. 68 is due at Bensonville,
22 miles from the stock yards; that the train leaving Waukon at 9:15
P. M. was put on, al extra expense, to avold the delay at Waukon Junction:
that the present week day wages are $77.68 per day, and that the estab-
lishment of the serviee asked for would cost In wages, as a minimum,
$93.82 per week day, and If Sunday service is established It would cost
$20.24 for wages each Sunday; that better passenger equipment is be-
ing arranged for on the Waukon line. They eclaim further that it is
not an uncommon practice, when stock trains are due to leave at 8
or 9 A. M. the next morning, to load the stock the night before; and,
in general, that Waankon is better served than by loading the stock in
the morning to make connection with No. 88, as they are liable to be
delayed at times and held over until the next day, which is undesirable,
The defendants say that the matter of a new depot is carried in
their 1921 budget, and that it will be the first new depot built in lowa.
But this does not Indicate definitely that it will be undertaken this year,
depending entirely upon the commpany's ability to filnance themselves,

As to track conditions, they say It will be Impossible to make ex-

ive track rep on of weather conditions, As to water
for the stock yards, they will arrange to connect up the city water at
the earliest possible date, but cannot do so before spring, owing to
weather conditions. The other matters they say they will Investigate.

As to repairing the stock yards, defendants say this will be a very
expensive undertaking on mecount of the physieal characteristics of
the layout, but they are having an engineer go to Waukon with a view
to looking the stock yards over and see what Is necessary and what
can be done to make an improvement, They say It is the bellef of the
officers of the company that because of the very large expense and the
diffieulty of financing Improvements, this work should be done in
installments so that the burden of financing the eame will not fall
within too lmited a time.

The railway company also states, in its supplemental answer, that
under date of January 14, 1921, instructions were put out that effective
Monday, January 17, 1921, Waukon Line train No, 338 will run through
to Marquette, running extra Waukon Junetion to Marquette, turning at
Marquette and running extra to Waukon Junetion, leaving there on
No. 331 mlﬁw as possible. They say this will be daily, except
Sunday, o fon at Marquet

it with Towa & Dakota

The Board of Railroad Commissioners realize fully the financial situ-
nuummmul-ummmmmmnmm
necessary. nqmﬂunbm:mnhmﬂum
mmumummmwammmmuw.m
mmmmmmmllhinmuulhnmrml-
ummum—ummmcpmuwu
It is, therefore, ordered that depot and stock yard
mdumummuﬂth&rotw;nhnhwnﬂ
Mliqahllmmhvmwlumwwlmulmmu

:
E

- N l
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waukon as a shipping point. That the work be eommenmgdu;;:no:l:
as soon as the weather will permit and that it be comple s
fore November 1, 1921 We do not believe that the present sc eIlt s
stock shipments from Waukon Is the most desirable or thsnmwd =
Waukon the service to which It is entitled. The sche{iu]e prn:a i
the complainants Is in the main fairly reasonable. \\uukoiu o ak
important stock shipping point, one of the most {mportant in o
1t originates approximately 650 to 700 cars of stock per year an oo
annual revenues of the station from freight received and ticket =
alone approach §150,000 to $160,000. Taking into mm&m’:.uan
large shipments of stock, grain and dairy products from this o
Waukon !5 entitled to much consideration, We realize it is not puum
to give every town in the state stock trains leaving at a desirable
and arriving in time for the early markets. Zone systems have been
inaugurated to prevent congestion and it Is necessary to time the ar-
rival of trains so that they can be handled as rapidly as possible at the
Chicago yards. There Is much congestion in the yards on certain hours
and it takes approximately five hours to transfer live stock from Benson-
ville to the yards, a distance of twenty-two miles, and much delay is
encountered before they are set at the chutes. All these matters have
been considered and were it not In our opinion most important to the
live stock Interests we would hesitate before attempting to interfere
with the present schedules, The present passenger schedules are not
adequate in our opinion. The equipment, as has been shown, is dilapidated
and deteriorated, ‘This, the defendant promises, however, to improve
as woon 08 possible. It is desirable that train No. 338 run to Marquette
and return instead of Waukon Junction and this the defendant com-
pany has also ngreed to put in effect immediately. The company has
also volunteered to give Waukon two week day passenger tralns and
two mixed traing except when it I8 y to haul perishable freight,
or freight which is badly needed at Waukon. According to the records
of the railway company, 245 cars of live stock were shipped from
Waukon in six months preceding J y 1, 1821, a ing forty cars
per month. Four traina per week would seem to be ample to handle this
business as it would only mean approximately three cars Jer shipping
day.
In view of the fact thai the rallway y has indicated their
willingness to schedule a stock train leaving Waukon about §:15 A. M
and arriving at Marquelte in time to make connections with L. & D. No.
68, for a period of ninety days, that these trains will leave ‘Waukon on
Sundsys, Tuesdays and Thursdays and one other dsy in the week,
schedule to be put in effect Sunday, January 30th, if possible, but not
later than Sunday, February 6th, the Board will make no order at
this time relating to train service, reserving the right at a later time
to make such orders relating thereto as may seem just and reasomable.
No. 9688, 1921,
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Tows Couxcis or Datias, lows, Complainonts,
Y.

Crwcaco, ook Iscasn & PActric Ranwar Courasy, Defendants,

Decided March 10, 1921,

Hrariox Pacilmiss—New Duror—Powm or Commmetny 1o O

Where stalion facilities are airosdy afforded the enties traveling and
shipping public of two Incorporsisd towns whoss boundary lise are oo
incident, the Commission han not power o order sew facilities. (See
State V. D M. & K. © Ry, Co, A7 la €L}

ForMgs ADIUmICATION
feld, the state of facts presented in (he inatant case are not Gifferent
to thiee presented on former hearing In which complainant's pelitios was
dismissed.  (Sen 3T Ann. Rep, la. Ry. Comm, 31-25, for former decisbon. )
For Complainant—J. H. Henderson, Cotmmeree Counsel. ;
For the Defend J. 6. G Atty, Des Molpes, Towa; C. W.
Jones, G. M., Doa Moines, Jows.
On December 2, 1019, potition In this case was fled by J. H. Hender-
won, Commerce Counsel, on bohalf of the complalnants, and fs as follows:
“The complainanis allege:
“Par. 1. That the town of Dallas, In Marlon county, Towa, fs
an Incorporated town ander Lhe laws of the State of Town, and
that 1t Joinw in this procesding for and In babalf of the sald town
and the citi and busi i thereof; that sald town In
Its corpormte capucity lias a mediate and direct interest in this
cunne, and especially in the necessity for the additional transpor-
tatlon facititles In the ostablishment of a depot at Dallas, us
herein prayed. That the complainants, Simpson Miller, B, B
Hi faugh, Gust Joh Blaine Sthiwell, M. A, Golf, W. L.,
Lodwig, John Secott, Wm. Mercer, W, It Rodgers, R. (., Goff, Elmer
Alfkine, J. O Goff, George Moon, F. W, Stillwell, Cloyd Shoe-
miker, B, 0. Leavengood, J. R, Fortuns, J. B, Netson, W, P. Willis,
J. H. Kerton, and J. 11, Stillwell are eitisens and residonts of the
town of Dallas, are engaged in the varlous lines of business, own
properts and are tax payers in sald town, and are each intorested
In the herein lained of and in the relief anked. That

“Par. Il. That Dallas, in Marion ceunty, sn Iscorporated town
under tho statutes of the state. is situaled on the line of The
Chicago, Rock Iwland & Pacific Reilway Company, on the line
from 8t, Puol, through Des Moioes, to Kansss City, known in
the folders and advertisements
town was established many years prior to the bailding of the
wald rallroad; has always had established o post offfes and mall

DECISIONS IN QENERAL CASES

county, lowa, snd for more than sixty yesrs has boen & good
business polnt and dove & large volume of iusiness (n the way
of merchandising, producing. bandling, shipping and selling large
quantitiea of commodities, graln, live stock, building muterisls,
and olber commodities, both in and oul of the mid town of
Dallss. Thst mauy years ago it was duly (ncorporaled. as pro-
vided by 1he lawn of the Stale of lowa, and has bhad regularly
(i mayor, lown council, and other officers as wuch Incorparated
tows. That In the promotion of the bullding of the said rall-
read & depol and station facilities were promised st Dallas by
thdmd&Mlﬂlanﬁﬂw
toms were made, streets were changed and vacated and right
dtunmnmnmmdm-unuﬂuhpﬂ
faith by both the compiainants and the citisens of Dallas, sad
by the defendant, the sald mllway company. That some of
the officers of the suid rallwsy company, and expeclally lts
mulamwnﬂuldlnl.wulwdhulm
distance south of Dallas and platied & lown as Melcher and pro-
creded 1o establish & depot there and refused Lo cousply with their
mmwmumummuﬂmm
tes In the town of Dallas, and (hen Vice-President Ridgeway of
mmmmmauﬁnm-umm:,lnm
of wuch mattors, and having authority to act, wgreed that the
depot would b establithed, as alleged heraln, aod dealguoted wn
Dallas, m-m-mmsmmmum_w«
MIMd&ummhmhanm'w
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“Par. 1II. The complainants aver that the tow
now without any depot facilities whatever, That I:ln '::mﬁ'ﬂllls .
be delivered at the station, nor ean goods be shi g
and there is a large volume of all kinds s
of commodities, including
large shipments of coal, which would be very materially increased
if there were the station facilities at Dallas. That it is the
logieal place for the bullding of a station, and that the publie
interests of the town of Dallas and of the large contributing ter-
ritory thereto insist upon and demand that there be established
at Dallas a depot, stock yards and reasonable station facillties
That while your complainants are asking that all these be fur-
nished, by reason of the conditions, monetary and otherwise,
and the status of the railroad, they will be content with an order
at this time, requiring the bullding of a platform, loading lml.
unloading places, shelter for p gers during | wenather,
and the stoppage of all trains to recelve and discharge passengers
and to receive and discharge mall and express, with the ultimate
end of the letion and I nee of ad depot and
station facilities at Dallas, And that to deny these complainants
these privileges is a wrong inflicted upon the public and is the
remedy that Is now necessury for the protection and benefit of
the publie, and in the judgment of the complainants would add
materially to the volume of business of the said railroad com-
pany,

“Par. IV. That ecomplainants attach hereto as exhibite and
make & part hereof certaln statements and data which have been
used heretofore in an effort to have an adjustment In the securing
of these facilities and as more fully showing the necessity and the
sufficlent reasons why the prayer of this petition should be
granted.

“WHEREFORE complainants pray that this board of rallroad
commissioners may now order that there be erected and main-
tained at Dallas the depot and other station facilities; that trains
be required to stop 1o receive and discharge passengers and
receive and deliver express and other freights; that there be at
once the order for the stopping of the trains for these pur
poses, and that, within a time to be fixed by this Board, the
sald defendant be required to erect the substantial depot and
establish the other permanent facilities nt the town of Dallas,
and that the complainants be granted such other and further re-
lief as they may be entitled to receive in the premises.”

DECISIONS IN GENERAL CASES 16

wrhat It denies that the plaintiffs are entitled to any of the
relief asked for in said complaint, and denles generally and specifi-
cally all of the statements, matters and things in said complaint
contained.

spurther answering this defendant especially alleges that this
same controversy was before the Railroad Commissioners of this
state upon complaint of and In behalf of substantially the same
parties now Involved {n this cause, and that upon the lssues
therein jolned a full and complete trinl, hearing, and adjudica-
tlon, was had, and that on the 13th day of October. 1514, the
Board of Rallroad Commissioners of the State of Iowa handed
down its decislon finding that the Town of Dallas was nol en-
titled to an order for station facilities, and that said decision con-
stitutes a complete, final and binding adjudication as against the
complainants in this cause; that the facts have not materially
changed, and that the reasons upon which eald decision of this
¢ jesion was predicated have not changed in any material man-
ner since the rendition of sald decision; that in said decision it
was especially found that there were adequate depot and station
tacilities In the town of Melcher, the north boundary line of
which coineldes with the south boundary line of the town of
Dallas, and in that decision this Commission found, among other
things, as follows:

wopt will therefore appear that the present depot and station
grounds 18 located at about ihe center of the three commmunities.
Iu addition It is at the top of the maximum grade of the railroad,
and fa properly located for the most ical and tent
operation, It Ia o situated nlso as Lo hest serve a large farming
community to the west, southwest, south, east and southeast, and
in its present locatlon equally distributes the distance between
the first station to tha south and the first station to the north,
and thix Commission is therefore of the opinion thaf the present
tocation of the depat and station fucilities is the best that cowid
be wecured for the convenlence of all the shipping public inctud-
ing all three iti wentioned, and the farming distriots
tributary thereto; that it is the best location possible so far s
the ient and ical operation of the Railroad is con-
eerned. The Commission is also of the opinion that the ciroum-
stances are not such to justify wommmmu
mmuw.mnuamnmdmammmm
circumstances they wnldhl-smwannﬂl

The entire petition is thus set out, for the reason that it recites
mwuuum.uuhummmmcmmh

this would bring the depot very |
previous cases. corporate line of the town, and
I:mumn.l!ﬂ.tunllwnmmymrmmm. Uukm‘-rcwthnbuw-ﬂmtadmlhlliﬁm
complaint as follows: location.! .
"mmgmmmwntmwmmm

-cn-mmmummrumumwui{:

l plaint states: - mhwmm.dmhoamdumd-mm
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and denying the complainants' applicatlon for the establiy.
ment of station facllities In the corporate limits of Dallas, ang
defendant now alleges that sald declslon constitutes and s gy
adjudication of this controversy; that the complaint referreq to
in the prior case was brought on behalf of the citizens of Dallas,
and that while the defendant named was the St. Pan] & Kansas
City Short Line Railroad, yet it was In fact owned and operated
by the defendant in this cause, and that eald cause was in truth
and in fact defended by The Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Rail-
way Company, so that the parties are the same, the issues are the
same, and there are no materlal changes in the facts with relation
to any of those matters upon which the former decision was
based, and uponm which sald prior adjudication was had.

“This defendant further especlally refers to the prior deeision

in this cause found In the Rallroad Commissioners’ report for
the State of lowa for the year 1914, Pages 21 to 25, both inclusive,
and by reference makes sald opinion and decision a part of this
answer as fully and completely as If set out verbatim herein,

“This defendant further especlally denies that the conditions
are such that this Commission would be justified in ordering sta-
tion facilities as prayed by the complainants, and alleges the facts
to be that complainants now have as reasonable station service
and facilities as may be expected or required In view of all of
the facts and clreumstances surrounding the operation of defend-
ant’s line of Rallway into and through the Towns of Dallas and
Melcher.

“This defendant further alleges at this time it remalns im-
practicable because of the grade to stop trains in the town of
Dallas; that the same would constitute an unnecessary and un-
reasonable burden upon the defend as a carrier, and
that publie policy requires that the deendant operate its property
with the greatest possible economy, and that so to do it is neces-
#ary that its station be kept, intained and operated in its
present location in the town of Melcher.

“This defend further all that the present station in the
Town of Melcher ferves a greater number of people, and is more
conveniontly located In the interest of all the public than any
station that might be located In the Town of Dallas: that sald
presént station in the Town of Meloher s but a short distance
removed from the business center of the Town of Dallas, and is so
located s to serve certain mining communities south of Melcher,
thn@lad&oTowuﬂm.lﬂthmuﬂm
most conveniently to all, and that the same s so located as to
ummummlmbmmmumuu-m
umwmmauummmm :
mtmmanmmurwdum this Bourd
Wmmwln:o!w“lnthMdb;nhﬂb-
mqume»uﬂlm-m-ﬂ)J
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and unjust burden upon the defendant corporation, and would be
so unreasonable as to be vold.

+WHEREFORE the defendant prays that the complaint be dis-
missed, and that it may go hence with ocosts.”

Because of the disturbed conditions in rallroad operstion, and the
astments necessary after the carrlers properties were returned to
this matter, like similar cases, was held in abeyance.
however, hearing was held in this case at Dallaz on

read)
private operation,
After due wvotice,

February Jy sl ind & St
No different state of facls was p to the C at this

hearing than already appear of record in previous cases involving the
same matter. The contiguous towns of Dallas and Melcher have both
grown, the former now having a population of 743, and the latter 1,583,
Dallas is an old established community, and we believe, from the records
its people were led to believe when the railroad, then known as the
§t. Panl and Kansas City Short Line, was constructed, that the station
puildings would be located In or very near to Dallas, There is testimony ;
indicating bad faith on the part of some persons representing the con- |
struction p : that promi made were not kept nor any apparent
effort made to keep them. This commission has no authority to enforce
contracts or agreements, either written or verbal, that matter being en-
ithin the jurisdiction of the eourts.
lir;l:. :onditlons. ju we find them, we exceedingly regret. The promises !
made and unkept make it only the more ohvh:u ‘thn,t :1‘: agreements of
ous an import should be in writing, and of record.
'DT'::lrecord dlrlouu that an effort was made by the Chicago, Rock
Island and Pacific Rallway Company to name the station as it is at
present located, Dallas, but that the town of Melcher secured from
the court & temporary retraining order upon the railwny company; that
the name of the station is #till Melcher, and that the proceedings in court
bave not been prosecuted or dismiseed. Section 2105 of the Code provides
that the Commission must order a railroad company, when mued: l.::
to do, to make the nu-dmommwnaame -
town In which it is situated. It has been claimed that strictly speaking
the station now called Melcher, was not included in the corporate &-ull:
tion of the Incorporated town of Melcher. w.donntimwmu:“
It is a question for the courts to determine. And we doubt whether
muhmm.nwﬂwrluulﬂlmhm-nmu
not it is a fact

and perhaps somewhat less than that distance for
tion building and side
mmmmmmwdﬂummw“m“
Dallas is reached. While it wou

station nearer the center of
provided at Melcher reasonably sccommodate
locality. -
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We belleve that the whole trouble here arises out of the
of a new townsite adjoining Dallas giving it the name of lloleh.. -
advantage of the necessity for the construction of the depot ang &
ment of station grounds, somewhat to the south of the south lins ot
town limits of Dallas. It is regrettable that the entire m-.,u
not regarded as one town, which in fact It seems to be, ang mfi‘
undoubtedly would have been in name, if persons, representing th‘
struction company and responsible for this situation, had ww
word. This we can only say we regret, but have no power to

Even though we might hold, that by the expenditure of a suftielagg
sum, be it great or small, station facilities might be provided hm‘
people of Dallas at & point much nearer the center of the town than jy
the present station of Melcher, we could not justify an order upon the
rallway company to provide such a station. To be sure only W.-g
commodations are asked for in the petition in this case, but that go
not change the situation insofar as the authority of this board is cop.
cerned. v

It is undisputed that the station facilities afforded the public
Melcher are adequate for the entire traveling and shipping public
pendent upon it. It is situnted in the heart of the business distriet
town of Melcher, and about a half mile or perbaps somewhat more
the center of population of Dallas. Casually observing the situat|
is impossible for one to determine where one town ends and the
begins. There are many prosperous communities In Iowa further rem

from railroad station than is the town of Dallas from the facilities p
vided at Melchor.

Rallroad stations in Iowa are located on an average about six
apart,

At the hearing in this case, the impression seemed to prevail
this board was vested with authority to make such an order as
grant the desires of the people of Dallas. The commission does not
that that err position should continue.

Some years ago this commission made an order compelling a ral
company to maintain an old established station which it had
when it opened up two other stations, one on each side thereof, mal
the stations on their line about five miles apart. The old station
to be retained was about two and one-half miles either way to a

the Supreme Court of Iowa held the order was not a proper
the board to issue, saying:

“It appears to us that the owners of the road should not
interfered with in the management of thelr preperty, includ L
the location of their stations, where, us In this case, there I8
competent evidence that any patron of the road has been dep
of reasonable facllities for tramsacting business with the
fendant (rallroad).” State v. D. M. & K. C. Ry. 87 lowa, 644

Should this board undertake to make an order establishing
at Dallas, it is our opinion that the court under the decision ¢

DECISIONS IN GENERAL CASES 19

not sustain the order. Whatever may be our sympathies in the
i resented, and however much we may condemn the actions of
'““""1.2 violated their pledges, this hoard is without authority to grant
‘:‘?‘r:l.le! We can only dismiss the case, and it is so ordered.
a :

No. #699, 1821
Crmizess oF COVINGTON, lowa, sy Geo, J, Excet, CoviNgrox, Towa,

Complainants,
v.
Crieaco, MILWAUKEE & 87. Pavn Ranway Comeany, Defendants.
Decided December 31, 1920,

F Funt AugNcy Bramion.
o “;'L:r::.m-;lemssogot the revenue of & station would be re-
qu’l::d "to maintain an agent, and where the respondent m::m
the depot open, Hghted and warmed for the use of n:;-u-n, L
todian ls In charge of the stalion fo care for less :ﬂmm“l -
assisting in ordering cars, notifying consignees of A frelght
more should mot be required.

For Complainants—Jno. D. Stewart, Attorney, Cedar Rapids, h':g;n l:.
P. Thompson, Assistant Commerce Counsel; M. A. Un:flny. foﬁ 5
Cedar Rapids, Tows; Geo. J. Engel, Covington, Towa; W. A. Rall, Cedar

y of Commerce. .
“.:'::. Dc:f.:::::lt—-.‘lun, N. Hmw l:::::lwr. Cedar Rapids, Towa; C.
rintendent, on, :
H;:::;:T ::::1 and others fled an application asking thet (e &
cago, Milwankea and St. Paul Rallway Company be m et
its station at Covington open as & full agency statlon. prbuig o
pany declines to malntain 1t as & full agency mlon‘ fatteetns
reason that the business of the station Is not sufficlen
ch an agency.

“:'.h:-mo:t::hl facts In this matter are, that the tﬂhl:'o: m;:;
uhmumutommtmﬂsmmm e "
of about forty people. At the station there is no town b
station is about six miles mmmh-lmma!(bﬁr“nmu s,
m:wemlhwmdwﬂm.mmﬂum = ®
the north to the south. Practically no traffic, either passenger mwm
reaches this station from any point east of Cedar River. mm'”‘ -
south is Fairfax Station on the Chicago & Noﬂhwmm“h;ul‘
miles north and west is Palo, & station on the mmlhe'chlmlﬂ-
Pacific Raflway and six miles west is Atkins, llwlo:“e;um e
waukeo and St. Paul Raflway. By reason of its g e T
has an unusually limited territory from which to attra
mfa“b:ltlzgianm: done at this station for the three s::: preceding
1920 was as follows: for the year 1917 the total ml.::“' twwlﬁi
hmh'llntroeﬂved.nndmhtwﬂ‘ﬂ-
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)
total business was §2,647.95, for the year 1919 the total business “,
$2,955.32, o
In the year 1918 the Interstate Commerce Commission found that ghy
average sum pald by the rallroads in the western distriet of the m
‘States for station employes and expenses was 4.53% of the total m
revenues, The greatest operating revenues of this office for the w
years above given were for (he year 1919 being $2,955.32, 6% of
is $147.26. To mnake this n full agency station would cost for *
alone about §126.00 per montl or $1.600 per year; a little more than S4g
of the total revenues, i
In the foregoing figures of operating revenues, Covington wiatigg
Is given credit for all freight, both forwarded and received. Of
it s not entitled to wuch & credit, If one-half of the total is allowed i
becomes manifest that under no hypothesis can it be justly claimed fhar
the road should be requirerl to expend so large a percentage of jis
revenues for an agent at this itation.

The station service, to which a community is entitled, should bear some
relation to the needs of the community and the support accorded to the
carrier by that territory, Under the circumstances existing we ¢ i
rightfully require this road to malntain the station in question
full agency station. The neighborheod about Covington is fairly wall
served, even though no station should be maintained at that point,

It is the duty of the railway company to keep its station buil ":Q.II
open, lighted and warm, for the use of the passengers to be taken on of
discharged. A custodian shonld be in charge of the station to look
less than carload freight and render assistance in the ordering of
for loading and notify consignoes of the arrival of loaded cars,
these things are done we think no more should be required. :

Na. 0700, 1921.

Boakn or SurEsvisors oF Woobsury Couwnry, Stoux Crry, Io
Complainants,

x
Cicaco, Miwavker & Sr. Pavn RAamuway CoMpaxy,

Droided February 28, 1921,
CrossiNGs—HIGHWAT—Seranamion o Grapes—OveEnugsp HioHWAY O
REMEARING,

Held, on rebearing thal as matter of fact, considering the plans

Towa Btale Highway Commission to Improve the highway in g

b in wsary for the public safety

venlence. (Sea 43 Ann. Fep. Ia. Ry, Comm., 33, for opinion In or
Apportionment of cost,

For detail mee oplnlon amd order.

‘Thompson, Assistant Commerree Counsel, 4
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For {he petendants—Jneo. N, Hughes, Solicitor, Cedar Rapids, lowa.

For the Highway Commission—J. H. Ames, Bridge Engincer, Ames, la.

This ease came on for rehearing upon request of the lowa State High-
way Commission, upon the following grounds:

1st. ‘That the proper applieation of principle stated would not produce
the result of apportionment of cost indicated by the board's decision;

2d. That the statement that the primary object of the proposed im-
provement in highway i the improvement of the grade snd the widening
of the highway on the hill. Particular objection is made to the statement
in the opinion that “The maiter of grade separation and removal of
grade crossing hazard is Incidental™

The opinion of this eommission in this matter of December 3, 1920,
gives in detail the questions Involved in this complaint and petition
with description of present and proposed highways in reference to the
jocation of the track of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Com-
pany, hereafter referred to as the raliway company, and it Is not deemed
necessary to repest such descriptive matter herein.

Upon the rebearing, the question of necessity was somewhat eniarged
upon, but the board finds as i matter of fact, that considering the plans
of the lowa State Highway Commission in improving this primary high-
way, an overhead crossing at the point In question ls necessary for the
public safety anid convenlence. It would not be possible to have any other
than an overhead crossing at this polut

Of course the highway as located at present could be improved by
making a fll and removing embankments of earth, which obstruct the
view of approaching trains. This, we do not pelieve, is a feasible propo-
sitlon in view of the hemvy grade approaching the railroad, and the ob-
struction to view that would still remain after remgvai of earth. We
pollave the Nighway as relocated s best for the public and the railroad
company, consldering publle safely and convenience. The new locatlon
removes n wharp curve at the brow of the hill to the west of the crossing
and straightens and widens the highway. Nane of this work, while
very necessary to mmke npodhuhm.ummabymdd_h_
location of the railroad. A curve fn the highway at the foot of the hill,
immediately after crossing the rallroad track would be removed by the
change in the highway, but such curve in the highway could be removed
in the lmprovement, whether the rallroad was thers or not.

It Is In testimony mmuunmuua-dmm
steel over highway would hmw‘.mmﬂmhﬂm“‘;Mw
so-called temporary structure i 8

Commission testified that the highway

The engineer for the Highway S ived wea Bok theeh, 6.
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For the permanent bridge or arch the cost is estimated by the ey -
for the raflway company at about §19,000; for the temporary uwm&"
estimate Is $6,000. These figures subtracted from the balance “"ﬁ
deducting the $13,000, leaves for the improvement with both h
and temporary bridges, a balance of $20,000 to be apportioned to the
County of Woodbury and the railway company regardless of the “
of crossing structure determined upon, i

However, estimated costs are always subject to change due to
cost of labor and materials, and we have reached the conclusion thay .
our findings should be based upor percentages of costs actually m‘
rather than upon estimated amounts. -

The cost of the structure over the railway should be borne by d
raflway company, and the balance of the entire cost of this lmwaym"
including the grading, from the end of the east approach to the w
bridge, guard ralls, culvert and grading to the west of the bridge, m.
be apportioned upon a percentage basis. It Is estimated this will d#
approximately $33,000, which amount includes the §13,000 estimate hers
tofore referred to, which the improvement would cost it the railway
not there.

It is our opinion on rehearing that the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Pagl
Railway Company shall build a suitable. safe and convenient ¢ 2T
bridge at the crossing of the proposed highway over the rallway tn
This bridge may be either of the so-called permanent or temporary typ
with a twenty-four foot roadway. It is the testimony of witnesses
the annual cost of maintenance and depreclation of a temporary m
approximately tho same as the intercst charge on a permanent strucs

changes in highway necessary to make proper approsches Lo the
bridge, as disclosed by the plans of the Towa State Highway
and made s part of the record ‘in this case, shall be apportic
follows: Bighty-one and eight-tenths per cent thercof to Wo
County, elghteen and two-tenths per cent thereof to the Chicago,

Woodbury County upon completion of the work and presentation of p
vouchers.
The bridge over the tracks of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul

way Company s to be completed by sald rallway company within
days after notice from the lowa State Highway Commission.

No. 9701, 1821,

Crmzexs or MARsHALLTOWN, lowa, Compleinants,
V.
Chiicaco & Nowrn WestErs Ratmway CoamrAxy, Defendants.
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BTATION FaciLmiEs—OrENING TRAax oN S Berwesx Dovnie TRACKS ToR
PARSENGERS.

Held, application for opening of trains on slde belween double tracks,
must be denied in the interest of public safety.

grarion FACILITIES AND SERVICE—SUawAY [UNpem Douvste THACK.

While it is the opinbn of the Commision that a subway under the
double tracks would matlsfy the complaint, it was shown there was in-
sufficlent dratnage to care for excessive raine; therefore,.no order will
be entored for such Improvement ustil drainage conditions are mads
satisfactory.

Case dismisséd, subject to reopening, on fallure of respondent to carry
out Its agreement

For the Petitioners—E. H. Draper, Murshalltown, Towa; A, B. Combs,
Marshalltown, Towa; E. 8 Ketchum, Marshalltown, Iowa; Dr. R. 8,
French, President Commercial Club, Marshalltown, Towa,

For the Defendant—Henry L. Adams, Attorney, Des Moines, Towa.

A large number of petitions were recelved by the board in this case,
pearing hundreds of signatures, all of them réading as follows:

“WHEREAS, the Chicago & North Western Railroad Company
refuses to permit passengers to enter or leave its westbound
passenger trains at Marshalltown, lowa, on the side nearest the
depot, ¢ 1ling outbound p to cross the track In front
of the approaching trains so as to board the tralns on the opposite
wide and forcing incoming passengers to alight from the south
side and wait until the trains depart before they can reach the
depot, and

“WHEREAS, an inadequately covered platform, extending only
& portion of the lengta of trains, I8 the sole protection afforded
such passengers against the elements, and

"WHEREAS, this practice is gorous, especially to d
passengers and the cause of great § to all p gers,

“We, the undersigned residents of Marshalltown and others,
hereby respectfully petition the board to |nvestigate the conditions
mpmlmﬂmmnﬁmlonuhlaudimm-ml

¥y 10 1 the d and fence.”

In sddition to this, there was a committee of the Marshalllown Club,
mpudnrmn,n.mw.xn.mna.mns.
Ketehum, and A. A. Moore, who mmmmltmuuwnhn-
quent cor d presented the petd
mmpmm-fuwmtommumn-umm.
and Mr. Marvin Hughitt, Jr., Vice President in reply, stated

“We are peculiarly situated at this station, but no more 80
than st hundreds of other statlons.

“We have o station platform to the north of our eastbound main
line, upon -u:amuwemmmmmm-m
passenger station being located to the m_umw_ug
the main lines., We have a platform of standard width south of
our westbound mnhmmtm“m'm-ﬁr
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westhound tralns, and mlso for trains of the Minneapolis and St
Louis Rallroad, This platform also contains a shelter abed
ninety-seven feel in length and ten feet in wideh. A stalrway
and vinduot connect the twoe platforms above referred to, mak-
ing it possible for passengers (o pass from one platform to the
other without crossing the tracks, snd during the time that =
train in either direction is standing at the station. It is the prac
tlee to have passengers who wish to board westbound trains use
u forty-foot plank orossing, ut grade, with the two main lines, and
under the supervision of the station master, to reach the south
piatform.

“If it were not the fact thet our preseni westbound platform
also serves the Minneapolls & St Louls Rallread’s tracks and
trains, the station being used jointly, we might swing our west-
bound main lne to the south and place thin platform between our
muin tracks, therely ng the ! lained of,
but at the expense of creating s still greater bazard than oxists
st the present time. Our malp line centers are standard, and It
would be out of the to f by consider planking be-
tween the main tracks in thelr present location to permit of load-
Ing and unloading of passengers on the north side of our west
hound tralns as suggested In the petition,

“In addition Lo creating s very dangerons situation, this would
also bring aboul n condition which would not permit of & pas
senger or freight train entering or passing the station eastbound
while a westbound passenger traln was approaching or standing
nt the station.

“In view of the fact that we now have In the viadool and
sinirways provided a safe means of passage between the two plat-
forms, we feel that under ihe circumstances we are doing as
much a8 wo possibly can or wbould be called upon to do in the
connection."

Later, the Chicngo & North Western Railway Company, through their
attorneys, Davis, Adams & His, filed answer as follows:

*The Chicagn & North Western Rallway Company in snswer
to plaintiffy’ application, In which they mk for additional station
facilities at Marshalltown, lowa, respectfully reprosents and states
to your Honorable Body s follows, towit:

“I. 1L mlleges that in 1914 and 1915, this defendant &t &
large cost to {tself, aided In constructing and ever since has alded
In maintaining » large viaduct at Third street in the eity of
Marshalltown, lowa, over the tracks of this company, and other
companies and has at great expense constructed and malntained
stnirways loading from said visduct to the ground or station plat-
form on both sides of this company’s maln line tracks in the ety
of Marshalltown, Towa, and that all of this was done under the
direction of and with the approval of the Towa Boand of Raliread
Commissioners.”

™
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“3  That the foregoing facilities wre suicient and sdequate for
reasonably taking care of the traffie at Marshalltown. lowa, and
tor your Honorabla Body now to require other and additional fu
ellitles such as wre contemplated by Uhe plaintiffs hereln would
Impose an undue and unreasonable burden wpon the defendant
company, which (1, st 1his time, is not able to bear.

“1. That an order of your Hovorable Body, directing and com-
pelilng this company 1o provide other and additlonal facilities
for loading and unloading traffie at Marshalltown, lowa, would
o unjust, untawful, and (o violation of the constitutlon of the
United States In that it would be taking this defendant’s property
without just compensation and due process of law.

“WHEREFORE this defendant prays that this applieation be
disminsed and for such other and further reflel as to this Hoo-
orable Body may seom Just and equitable”

After due notloe, &n Inspection was had on the premises, on July 21,
1920, and hearing beld. At the hearing it developed that the petitioners
would bike to have a subway lesding from the depot to the opposite side
of the double tracks of the respondent rallway, through ihe station
groands, In order that passengers desiring o take or leave westbound
tralna could get to and from such trains without the necesslty of croming
the tracks,

WWIMIMMWMWHW
mmnmwa.i-mammmmmm
Many of the tralns going through Marshalliown are long tralne earry-
ing aleapers, and In slopping befors the passenger wation eut off any
mnrumumummmwmwam
its doors only on the lft hand side of the traln, of resching sueh traln
from the station. So, also, passengers allghtiag from wueh tralns must
remain upon the platform wotil the traln has pulled out from the statlos
before they may reach the depot. Of couree, there s & visduct over the
trucks of the raflronds upon Third Avenae, which aveno abulx the depot

uﬂ;wmmmu-mwmmmm
and bundies or hand buaggege.

Beyond the trocks of the Chieago & North Western Rallway Company
there s wiso the drack of the Minneapolis & 81 Louls Ralltosd, which
latter company uses (b same siation with the North Western. It
passenger trains all stopping at this paint Toe respondent rallway
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are frequently flooded with water, so that a subway would be a catey
basin for such water, and at times would be impassable,

The complainants suggested that there should be proper shelter pro-
vided for passengers walting on the platform for the westbound t
there being mothing mt present but a roof supported by plllars, atfording
but little protection against rain, and no protection whatsoever against
the eold. -

It was contended that hecause of the location of the water stations,
trains eould not be stopped %o as to leave an opening for passengers going
to and from the westbound trains. However, it was proposed to move
the penstocks, so that for all trains, except extremely long ones, the
platform would be cleared sufficient for passengers to cross the tracks
to reach the westbound train. This proposal was not satisfactory to the
petitioners, for the reason that it did not take care of all the eastbound
trains, as some of them were too long to clear the platform when the
engine stopped at the penstock, even though it should be located at a
point farther from the station building.

Mr. F. H. Hammill, Assistant General Manager of the Chicago and
North Western Rallway Company, on Oecteber 23, 1920, submitted the
following proposition:

“1st. Move eastbound penstock 300 feet to the east as to
permit eastbound trains to pull their cars closer to the depot, also
eliminate the objection of engines standing under the viaduct,

“Znd. Extend the westbound penstock 200 feet to the west to
permit westbound trains to pull further west,

“3rd. Recbnstruct the shelter shed 30 as to make more ade
quate accommodation for passengers walting trains westbound.

“We will also remove the fence betwoen the two main lines,

“These Improvements, from an operating standpoint, we can
mﬁummnnmmﬂ.udmmwu
WﬂuhmumamdeImn"

m_mmnmummmwumumun:

Ist. The rallroad proposes to move the easthound penstock
300 feet to the east so as to permit eastbound trafns to pull
thelr passenger cars oloser to the depot, also eliminate the ob-
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the M. & St L. R. R. who are blocked by the C. & N. W. trains
from reaching the depol.

“We propose that shelter shed be bullt = sufficient distance
east and west of the present depot ehed on the north side of
the railway tracks so as to protect from rain, ete., North Western
passengers who may be obliged to alight from cars stopping be-
yond the depot covered platform.

“gth. The rallroad agrees to remove the fence now standing
between the two main lines,

“We agree to that proposal

“5th. The rallroad makes no proposal of opening their west-
bound trains on the depct side for the unloading and loading of
westbound passengers and from their third proposal, It would
appear that they expect westbound passengers to econtinue board-
ing trains and alighting from westbound trains on the south plat-
form.

“aAt the Marshalltown hearing, it was practically agreed that
these trains could be opened on the depot side without danger
provided no eastbound trains were allowed to pull into the depot
while the westbound trains was standing.

“We propose that an order be Issued by the Commission, pro-
viding for the loading snd unloading of p from North
Western westbound trains on the depot side and that no east-
bound train shall pull into the station or pass the westbound
train while standing. To our mind, that is a very essentlal im-
provement.

“§th. With the penstocks removed 200 feet to the east and
to the west of their present location, if short local trains are
earrfed through to the penstock before stopping to unload and
load, it would take the passengers an unreasonable distance from
the depot. Therefore, we propose that an order be issued that
such trains shall stop with the hes most enient
to the depot and not carrfed beyond to the penstock for the con-
venience of the railroad”

Following the submission of this proposition, an Informal conference
was held in the office, attended by Messrs. Draper, Combs and Peart, of
Marshalltown, and Messrs. Hammill and Adams, representing the rail-
way company. At this it was agreed 3
1st. That the eastbound penstock would be removed to a point 300
feet east from the present location so as to permit eastbound trains to
pull thelr passenger cars closer to the depot.

2nd. That the westbound penstock should be removed not lese than
200 feet to the west. i

8rd. That a shelter shed be constructed on the south slde of the plat-
form, letely losed d and lighted, approximately 100 feet
long and 12 to 156 feet wide,
mu:.lmxuunummahcmmmm:muw
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The parties to this controversy were unable to agree witl pa
to opening of the westbound tralns on the depot side for the Josat.
and unloading of westbound passengers. This Commission is averss
i making any order for double track passenger service compe e
} carrier to open a train on the track farthest from the depot

the depot side, where the passengers must stand about and crogg

| recross the other line of the double track. We are aware that ¢
done at a number of stations, and in one case at least, at the gy,
of this Commission, Experience in that particular .case has eony;
us that it fs not good practice and, in the interests of public
l we cannol consclentiously make an order such as asked for by the
titioners in this case. With the improvements agreed upon—ang

should be carried out promptly by the raliroad company—mwe

within thirty days—it may be that conditions will be 50 m

changed as to obviate most of the objections made to the opening of y

train on the westbound track to receive paseengers from and dise

passengers onto the south platform. We belleve, however, that the s
tion for the (rouble at the station of Marshalltown is & subway,
evidence shows that the drainage is insufticlent to take eare g
. cesglve ralns, in consequence of which the tracks and depot pi
are frequently flooded, which would mean that a subway would be 1
with water occasionally, and some means must be had for y
out. We are informed that the city is contemplating many imp
in its drainage system that will probably take care of this
Whe? this l;dnln. it is our opinfon the railroad company should
a ay ditlons uuw, b s re not such that the Board
feel warranted In ordering this Improvement at the x::n
would entall upon the carrier, until drainage conditions. are
more satisfactory at this point by the city of Marshalltown, T
will, therefore, be dismissed, subject to re-opening should the

company fall to promptly t its .
Sl carry: ou part of the agreement as

No. 9702, 1991,
C. B Mawmiy, uy GmaY & GRAY, ATTv8, ROCKWELL Crry, Towa,
Complatnants,

%
Citicaso, Rock Istaxp & Paciric Ramway Cosraxy, Defendants.
Decided October 31, 1921,
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This case was presenied to the Board by Gray & Gray, Attorneys,
Rockwell City, lowa, as follows:

“A great many years ago the Rock lsland Railway Company
built & line through our county. In bullding a line they went
diagonally through the Northeast quarter of Section Twenty-eight
(28) Township Eighty-eight (88) Range Thirty-one (31) known
as Greenfield township. The farm at that time was owned and
occupled by C. W, Clark. Mr. Clark has sold the same to C. F.
Martin who Is our client. Ever since the railroad was built
and up to this spring there has been two underground crossings
on the said tract and an overhead crossing. One of these under-
ground crossings was always used by Mr. Clark as a wagon road
crossing from one part of his farm to the other and especially
to # large gravel pit which Is on the farm. This is the only
way to get to this gravel pit from the highway so that the gravel
may be hauled out except to run over the crops on the place
and on the land that is cultivated. Mr. Clark sold gravel from
this pit to the county and other people, during the time he owned
it, and Mr, Martin desires to do the same but cannot if this under-
ground way Is closed.

“Now the rallway company ls closing this underground drive-
way and only leaving sufficlent to allow a single horse or cow
to pass through it and not safficient to haul gravel or other loads
through this underground erossing. He has protested to the men
who are doing this without any avall., He now asks you to see that
the rallway company malntains this underground drive way for
the accommodation of himself and the public. Please take this
matter up at once and if they will not do anything we will have
Mr. Martin file the necessary petition before you so that you may
wet on It under the evidence and inspection of the farm and these
different crossings which was provided by the rallway when first
built and has been maintalned by them until this spring. Our
client can see no reason why the rallway company should de-
preciate largely the value of his farm by closing up this under-
ground road way,"

C. W. Jones, Manager, Rock Island Lines, answered stating that:

“I find Mr. Martin has a contract providing for a cattle pass
ouly at bridge 4374, but there is no provision for maintaining
driveway. The old bridge was very seldom used for a driveway
and the new bridge thai was put in is of sufficlent size to permit
stock passing through and comply with the provisions of the con-
tract,

“I am attaching a blue print which shows the situstion and
the location of the cattle pass I have marked with a yellow
circle. There is a farm crossing that can be used about 1,200
feet west of this eattle pass.

“In view of the fact that the maintalning of this driveway
would be solely for the convenience of Mr. Martin 1 do not feel
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that the rallroad should be compelled to assume this cost and I
am Inclined to feel that you will agree with me that should Mr,
Martin Insist that the driveway ls of sufficlent importance he
should be willing to pay for the Installation.”

To statement made by Mr. Jones, Messrs. Gray & Gray, Attorpeys,
replied that:

“The railway company Is in error in saying that this under-
ground crossing was only used occasionally as it was used very
frequently by Mr. Martin and more frequently by persons who de-
sired to haul gravel from a gravel pit on Mr. Martin's land, and
this i the only reasonably sccessible way of getting to the pit.
Our supervisors are needing gravel and are willing to pay good
prices for the same providing they can get a driveway that is
accessible to this pit. The closing up of the underground cross
Ing by the rallway has been of great damage to Mr. Martin and his
property.

“Mr. Martin admits that his contract simply called for a caltle
pass at that point but this driveway was used by Mr. Clark, the
former owner and by Mr. Martin since the road was built, and
instead of bullding a cattle pass as the contract provided for
they built this driveway. Mr. Martin bought this farm some six
years ago from Mr. Clark and st the time he purchased it the
driveway was there, and Mr, Clark told Mr, Martin that it was
a permanent driveway. The closing up of this driveway was
done without the knowledge or consent of Mr, Martin and against
his protest,

"When the rallway company closed this up they bullt the abut-
ment In such a way that they are now needing repalr and in
the judgment of Mr, Martin will soon cave in. The railway en-
gineer told Mr. Martin that the rallway company should never
have bullt what they did there or use the kind of material that
they did use, and that the same was nothing more or less than &
fire trap.

“Under all these circumstances Mr. Martin desires a bearing
from your board and he again asks you to take this matter up
and if necessary go to the place and examine It, and make such
;m:-“rl&usmudmtunr.mmmmm
and have no w:: h:::rmlon::tn:o ‘;g SOREDS o e (66 et

Hearing was had In this
o e case, on {he premises, after notice, on Sep-
It developed at the hearing that when the rallway was constructed a
mmmmwmmmmum”mm
where it was desired at thut time, As the farm s now operated, how-
ever, the grade crosaing Is pot used. The grade crossing could be I
ﬂhﬁm“‘ﬂMhhmumm;ﬂcmunﬂwm
any proper place the present owner desires.
Mhumumuuummau:us:m-wh

*
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provided for the use of the landowner, which will provide easy access
from one side of the rallroad to the other, the only difficulty being that
which is always Incldent to farm grade crossings; namely, the necessity
of opening and closing gates. For many years the railway company
maintained a trestle bridge over a draw between stations 654 and 655
of the respondent rallway, which could be used as a driveway, making
a gravel pit located on the property of petitioner, more accessible to
the public highway. In conformity with the practice of carriers, a
fll was substituted for this trestle bridge, an opening being left, how-
ever, of sufficlent size to permit of the passage of horses, cattle and
other stock from one pasture to the other. This, we find by consulting
the deed given by the owners of the land to the railway company for
right of way, was one of the conditions of such deed. This deed, ex-
ecuted on October 9, 1599, provided, among other things, “The grantes
herein shall construet and maintaln across above described right of way
and under Its rallway tracks, a cattle pass for grantor's use, the same
to be located between stations 604 and 656 as shown by the plat and sur-
vey of sald rallway line and on above described tract of land.”

There s no clalm that the under passage way now maintained is
insufficient for the free passage of stock, or that the railway company
has fafled In meeting Ita obligation under the grant of right of way.

The question, therefore, for the Board to determine is whether, in
view of all the fmects submitted, the petitioner is entitled herein to a
driveway under the tracks of the railway company for the operation of
his farm, or the proper use of the sand and gravel pits located on his
farm.

That an undergrade driveway would be a convenlence to the use of the
gravel pit, is easlly understood, but for the operation of the farm, no
testimony was offered indieating that such a driveway was a necessity.
There are many places on the farm where an adegquate grade crossing
could be provided, and our Supreme Court has repeatedly held the grade
crossing to be the rale in this state. The petitioner in this case is
fortunate in that he has mot only the right to s grade crossing, but also
for all time the right to a cattle pass at the point indicated in the deed.

Under all the facts and circumstances, the Board finds itself without
authority in law to order an undergrade driveway as petitioned for herein,
and the case is, therefore, dismissed.

No, 8703, 1921,
Crmzexs oy Soorr Couxty, sy C. M. Waresmax, Davesrorr, Iowa,
Complainants,
Yo
Cmicaoo, Roox Istaxo & Pactric Ranway Coumpaxy, Defendants,

Decided Pebruary 28, 1921,

Brook rox AT Now. PoixT,
It appearing that thers is meed for stockyards, but that the railroad
grade is heavy at the point Invelved, ing such )
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from an operating and public standpoint, the C insion makes no finst
order, holding the case open for thirty days to enable the respondent
rallrond company to find a suitable location for the facility, and to sub-
mit plans for approval and final order,
For Complainants—C. M. Waterman, of Lane & Waterman, Atlys.,
Davenport, Towa.
For the Defendants—C. W. Jones, Manager, Des Moines, lowa; R, L.
Read, Attorney, Des Molnes, lowa.
On June 1, 1820, the following petition was flled in the office of the
Board by Lane & Watlerman, Attorneys, representing farmers and live
stock ralsers of Scolt county, in the vielnity of Turnout:

“The undersigned representing more than seventy-five farmers,
who are shippers of live stock and who reside in the vicinity of
the station hereafter mentloned, desire to secure a loading sta-
tion for live stock at the turnout seven miles west of Davenport
and five miles east of Walcott, the two nearest rallway stations on
the C. R. L & P. Ry. They state that under the Ordinance of
Davenport, they are forbidden to drive cattle through the streets
of said eity. That thelr only shipping station at present fs Wal-
cott and that the condition of the roads often times prevents
::I;: Eetting their eattle to that station for shipment over sald

“They bad the matter up with the authorities of the Chicago,
Rock lsland and Pucific Rallway, who decline to locate a load-
Ing station at this polnt, As matters are at present the shippers
In this locality are put to great inconvenlence, expense and
sometimes denled the facilities for shipping entirely, They ask
that the railroad be required to locate o stock yard with loading
faeilities at this point. They do not wak that an agent be located
bere or anything more than a ®mall yard with shipping facilities.
The ground on which the radlroad refuses to establish the station,
was that the grade of the track on either side of the point at
which it Is desired to have it located was such as to make it un-
safe to leave cars standing at that point. The undersigned be-
lieve this to be purely vislonary and they pray that your Honor-
able Body will take up the matter with the railroad authorities

and If possible Induce them to grant the request herein contained.”

The company sdvised u.ur could not comply with petitioners' MI;IL

'lulntlu,‘," ng at Tu t, the extra hazard

luced by the proposed plan, and the
v large expense involved,
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shipped from Turnout yearly, were there a loading station at that point.
The witnesses stated that they were obliged to haul their stock to dis-
tant towns, on mccount of there not being a loading station, or any
tacilities for loading, elther at Turnout or Davenport; that the year
1920 was not a normal or representative one, on account of s0 many
tarmers losing thelr hogs from cholera.

The rallway company’s witnesses testified that Turnout was at the
top of a heavy grade; that the presenl spur track to the north of the
main line was being used for the purpose of cuiting off engines on trains
peing helped up the hill; that in sddition thereto a crossover between
the two main tracks has been installed for the purpose of permitting
the engine helping & westbound traln to that point to shift over to the
eastbound track and move with the current of traffic leading to Rock
Island: that the business at Turnout would be largely eastbound and would
require the building of a track on the south side, and the installation of
cross-over switches, ot great expense, and which would seriously handi-
cap the operation of the rallroad at the point in question.

It would seem that one hundred cars of live stock might easily
orlginate in this territory. The amount of stock to be shipped from
any one station depends primarily, of course, upon the amount produced
in the territory tributary to that point, but not necessarily eo. The
activity of the stock buyers or co-operative socleties, the size of the place,
numbers of stores, shops and restaurants, determine, in a large degree,
the amount of shipments, us farmers will naturally take their produce
to some point where they may do thelr trading. Nothwithstanding the
absence of these trading places, n considerable amount of stock would
naturally be shipped from this point, and witnesses for the complainants
a0 testifled; and It I8 o hardahip upon the farmers to be obliged to haul
their stock to some distant place on acoount of not having loading fa-
cilities locally.

It Is self-evident that the heavy grade existing at Turnout confronts
the Rallroad Company with serlous difficulties in the operation of their
main line traffle, both as to service and safety.

This board must consider the proposed service, as well as safety to
the public, before making uny order, and it should ut least leave condi-
tions equally good, If not Improved, considering the safety and convenience
of the greater number who are to be affected.

However, recognizing the need of the farmers and stockralsers in this
locality, we belleve the Rallroad Company may find, at some other
point, a location in which conditions similar to those at Turnout do not

exist, yet which will r bly date the petitionars in this case.

Therefore, there will be no order fssued at this time in this case,
bat the file will be held open for & period of thirty days from this date,
to enable the rallway company to find a suitable location for the fa-
ellities requested, and submit their plans for the approval of the board,
and final order herein.
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No. 8704, 1921,
Cuas. H, Bruioos, ny A, E. Browy, Arrouxey, Osace, lowa, Complainant,
V.
liaxois Cexmear Ranmoap Comrasy, Defendant,
Decided July 19, 1921,

CROSSINGE—APPLICATION Foi PRIvATE UNDERGRADR
Heid, the grade crossing in use by petitioner is inad
tquats and should
be abandensd, and that in leu thereof the petitioner Is entitied o a grads
crossing at a new loeation, equipped with cattls guards, wing fences and
gates on each aide of the right of way, petitioner to furnish certain work
and pay for cerialn drainage pipe. Order entered accordingly,

Far' !I’:‘L::a.oner-—;\. E. Brown, Attorney, Osage, lown; Chas. H. Briggs,
For the rallroad company—L. E. McCabe, Superintendent, Dubuque, In
This is an application for an undergrade crossing, brought by Chas.
H. Briggs, of Osage, by his attorney, A. E, Brown, under the provisions
of Section 2022, Jowa Code Supplement 1913, against the 1llinols Central
Rallroad Company. The petitioner states that he is the owner of th
mrt::‘mmanu;uri:t the Bouthwest Quarter, also twenly acres n!nn:
@ of sald traet, all in Section 8, Townshi

;: West, Mitehell County, Towa, containing nmo:ll‘:lt:ltlf uN:::;,m
R,n:::; I:lng u;t :: l:.h:'ri.:r:t o: !Iw and track of the Illinois Central
ompany, e lylng west of sald right of way. The

petition further states that such a crossin 18 necessa .
gl::tp:tpmzly use his sald land ne n‘rtoe: farm :’ndwfo:“p:lltu::?
ure is now cut off from the farm buildin, ;
by the railroad and right of way of the respondent ':o;np:nl;' ﬁ:rz
topography and grade of the land make such a crossing a ;’amuluhla
hlmwomu' t l:;u the wouth lne of the applicant's land. Applicant
!mmuu at he has 85 acres additional to work about three and
mwm v south of the Bd-nere tract. The applicant states that
endigplb Frade crossing which is now provided for him, with poor
s approach to track, is Inconveniont and wholly Inadequate for
mmumwndl\umunumkum.mahul&

over

mnmm«mm:mzmuuunuwmuu-n
This petition filed = Shngior

:l: hmmamm”:u-ﬁ,unm

taken up lhmmu:mu.lm.ummlmm

oot w‘o l'h;umlm who later advised that the

m Wm“ml. m“ on the ground that the com-

i
z
E
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to bind himeelf to make payment to sald Railroad Company of the sum
of $200.00 toward-the expenses of gald improvement,” and asking that
this fact be taken Into considerution by the commission when acting
on the application. This proposition was submitted to the defendant
railroad company, who, on November §, 1920, replied that they could
not grant this request, and asking that the complaint be dismissed,

On December 21, 1920, the complainant, through his attorney, filed a
letter in this office, stating that he would be willing to accept a grade
crossing, with proper gales, cattle guards and wing fences, in liem of
the under crossing originally petitioned for, sald grade crossing to be
Jocated approximately 380 feet south of the present ome. The HNlinois
Central made no formal reply to this request. This matter was finally
set for hearing, at Osage, on June 24, 1921, at ten o'clock A. M., and all
parties to the case so notified. Pursuant to notice, hearing was held on
that date, after Inspection of the present crossing and the location of
the proposed crossing, sald hearing being held in the Court House at
Osage. After full hearing, Mr. A. E. Brown, attorney for the petitioner,
dictated into the record as follows:

“We are willing to stipulate into the record that Mr. Briges,
with his man and team, will attend to the necessary grading,
providing he can get the dirt from the right of way a little
north of the proposed loeatlon of crossing; and also save the
company from expensd on the two culveris to the amount of
what the corrugnted culvert would cost. * * * The statute
glves us the fences and eattle guards, so we are entitled to that.”

“Phe matter of dealnage through the approaches to this grade crossing
was taken Into consideration, and it was decided at the hearing that
the enginper for the rallroad company and the engineer of Mitchell
County, should run the drainage area and ascertain what size pipe should
be installed. The result of the jolnt {nvestigation of the two engineers
showed the dralnage areas to be 241 acres on each side of the main track
of the Tllinols Central Rallroad, the opening required for this area to
be 1,289 squareé feet, or & pipe 156 Inches in diameter, 26 feet of pipe
belng necessary on the west xide, and 24 feet on the east side.

In view of all the testimony offered, and after a personal inspection
of the premises involved, the board is of the opinfon that the present
grade crossing provided for the lainant by the defendant rallrosd
company s entirely inadequate, and should be abandoned. And in lien
thereal the board is of the opinion that the petitioner is entitled to a
grade crossing, same to be located approximately 350 feet south of the
present grade crosslug, and equipped with cattle guards and wing fences,
and also gates on each side of the right of way. It is understood that
the petitioner is to grade the necessary approaches to this propased
crossing, a 26-foot app h being ¥ on the west side, and a 24-foot
approach on the east side thereof. It Is also understood that the petl-
tioner Is to pay for the necessary corrugated lrom pipe used for the
purpose of drainage, sald pipe Lo be at least 15 Inches in diameter, The
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defendant railroad company ls to permit the complainant to remove
sufficlent dirt from ils right of way, within a reasonable distance, with
which to do the necessary grading.

Therefore, it Is ordered that after the complainant shall have per-
formed the work outlined above, in mseccordance with his agreement,
quoted hereinbefore, the defendant rallroad company shall, within thirty
days, construct an adequate grade crossing at the point desired, together
with proper gates, wing fences and cattle guards. Sald crossing to be
properly cindered over the grade, In order to make it safe for teams
to eross with heavy loads, farm implements, etc. And upon completion
of this crossing, the old crossing shall be removed.

No. 9705, 1921,
Crrozexs or Evwerr, sy W, B. Scorr, Cavmumar, Towa, Complainants,
v.
Curcaco, Mwavkes & 851, Pavn Ramway Coumraxy, Defendants,
Decided Februoary 23, 1921,

BTATION FACILITIN AND SENVICE—AOENGY STATION—DPREPAY STATION

Where It Is shown that the prepay station affords reasonable cone
venienon for shipping ; that there s no delay ; that the depot s kept prop-
erly by a custodiun ; that there In na postoffice nor business houses at the
prepay stutlon ; that the expenss of &n agency statlon would equal 14%5%
of the station's totnl recelpts; that the distance to statlons on elther side
of prepay statlon s respoetively 3.7 and 3.1 miles: and considering the
finanelal condition of respondent rallroad—iHeld the publie has not suf-

Tored ry by change from agency Lo
wtatlon, Complaint dismissed, . L PRIRY
CoNTiAcTE,
A contruct—If there be ons—between the respondent compuny and the
publle, requiring the biliak nnd int of n depot, cannot

be glven force by this Commission ; it has no such power granted to i

For the Complalnants—R, P, Thompson, Assistant Commerce Counsel,
For the Defendants—Jno. N. Hughes, Solicitor, Cedar Rapids, lowa: C.
H. Marshall, Superintendent, Marion, lows.

The petitioners in this case protested the change from a regular station
1o & prepay station with a custodian, and for reasons therefor said:

“First reason s that it would be u very short time until the
elevator would close snd we would be compelled to haul our grain
tmnﬁtoamlluhrlhnlncmtofn-wouldbehwfmm
ten miles from a railroad station where weo could get any service.

Wmnnletlumehnnhrulﬂmﬂty
duwwldnulohlumml.m“ﬂrudmmrdom
provide enough trackage at loading chute to sccommodate more
meththlwuaNiadnlwh.hmum
mudundmmu.nmmhmmhﬁhwutum
& train comes and pulls those cars out and set others In and
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under this arrangement it would keep us up the large part of the
pight to load our stock which would have to be shipped from
there.

“The third reason {s that the farmers adjacent built and gave
the rajlroad company the depot bullding and the ground was sold
to them at less than its market value with the understanding that
a station would be maintained at Elwell and we feel as they
should live up to theilr agreement.

“Fourth, we do not think that the station is being operaled
at n loss and If the road leading to the station was improved
their revenue would be much greater as this road is impassable
a large part of the time."

In answer to this complaint, the vice president of the rallway company
stated that:

“This action was taken because of the fact that the revenue
ut Elwell does not warrant us in maintaining a regular agency.
It s in the interest of the company to employ a custodian to look
after the depot bullding and delivery of l. C. L. freight, also to
order the necessary cars for loading and to handle U. 8. mail
At present the postoffice Is In our depot and the custodian will
met as the postmaster just as the present agent does now,

“The earnings of Elwell station during the year ending May
31, show an average per month from ticket sales of sixteen dollars
and five cents ($16.05), frelght forwarded, seven hundred forty-
three dollars and sixtyv-one cents ($743.61) and freight received
one  hundred twenty-five dollars and seventy-three cents
($126.73), and T am quoting below for your information the num-
ber of car loads of graln and stock forwarded in that period.

Forwarded

Cars grain. Cars stock.
gl ) L e e L
July, 19019 ...,
August, 1019
September, 1919
October, 1919
November, 1919
December, 1919
Junuary, 1920
February, 1920
March, 1820 ...
April, 1820 ...
May, 1830 ivesisrranan

- e DD e e B e e D
e T o e |

-
o

M 55"

The Railway Company also stated that “the facilities at that point

{Elwell) will in no way be impaired by the substitution of a custodian

In place of a regular agent.”
i
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Later J. H. Henderson filed formal complaint on behalf of the petition.
ers, reciting generally the same reasons for asking for the retention
of a regular agency station as indicated In the original petition, adding
bowever, that by resson of the relocation of the rallway line, when f
was double tracked, the petilioners were required to travel a much greater
distance to reach the new station, with no adequate provisions for passage
way from the highway to the depol. The formal complaint further re-
cited that “the Armour Grain Company ls now buying and shipping
grain from the said station at Elwell and that unless a station agent
is maintained to recelve orders for cars, issue bills of lading and gen-
erally transact the business they will be required to abandon their busi-
pess at Elwell.”

The Rallway Company. through its Assistant General Solicitor, J. N
Davis, referred to the letter of Mr, Greer, vicep id her
quoted In part, and stated that was the position of the company, and

further saying:

“We feel under the facts that the situation as it is now handied
is adequate and that under existing cir
not be required to do more.. We further feel that time should be
given to let It be developed whether or not the arrangement that
the rallroad has made will be adequate.

“We trust therefore that you will allow this matter to be dropped
for the present and in case further complaint s made that we.

" be ndvised o that further Investigation can be made.”

The lainants, however, Insisted upon a hearing, which, after due
notice, was had In the office of the commission at Des Moines on Feb-
ruary 9, 1921,

The testimony developed that there are no business houses at Elwell,
no postoffice, and no residents, except the custodian, who lives in a
bullding provided by the rallway company; that the station of Maxwell,
a town of sbout %00 populstion. 1s 3.7 miles by rail east and Cumdridge
with a population of about T8, is 1.1 miles by rafl west of Elwell, both
good shipping points on the respondent line of mailrosd. the withess
for the Armour Graln Comgany testified that so fur as be knew there

the road should d
!J
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put the road in good condition at once, or as soon as weather conditions
would permit.

The Railway Company’s witnesses testified as to the earnings at Elwell
station for the twelve months prior to regular agency being discontinued:

Frelght Freight Grain Stock
Tickets Forwarded Received Loaded Loaded
July, 1919 ,...... $10.78 $ 565.20 $ 5.04 1 Car. T Cars
August, 1919 .... 1137 101092 126,96 - Ty e
September, 1919.. 26.99 894.04 47 & Wy
October, 1919 .... 7.55 [ R i 43251 1 (S
November, 1918.. 287 175.82 7851 : il |
December, 1918 .. 933 §67.60 §6.54 A : T
January, 1920 ... 851 1125.76 213.38 5 * [ T
February, 1920 .. 85.26 715.00 " B5.52 ot = o
March, 1920 ...... 4.20 B7L256 146.256 - - P
April, 1920 ...... 368 461.25 26.25 " il T
May, 1920 ....... 187 1328.07 19.86 ¢ " 15 “
June, 1920 ....... B3 675.73 108.95 i e y TN
$95.73 $9215.08 $1437.29 37 Cars 56 Cars
Average per mo,.$§ 7.98 § 76792 § 11874

For }.hc six months following the discontinuance of Elwell as an agency
station, the following figures were submitted:

Frelght Frelght
Forwarded  Recefved
$3038.39 $612.96
Average per month......$666.89 $102.16

The salary of regular agent at Elwell would be, under the Labor Board
award, $128.96, which was more than the business of the station war-
ranted, hemce the agency was di i 1, a custodian employed, and

businese for the public d d in a satisfactory ; that
selary of the custodian is $40 per month, in addition to free
bomse, fuel and lights; and that the custodlan is also manager for
Armonr Grain Company at a monthly salary of $75.00.
total freight revenue in and out of this station for the last twelve
it wss operated with an agent was §10,662.37, which with the
ue of $95.73 kes a grand total receipts of $10,-
The salary of station agent would be $1547.52 or more than
14% of the total receipts. Of it should be d t

Stock
Loaded
23 Cars.

Grain
Loaded
16 Cars

te shoare in the carnings on freight originating and terminating at Elwell.
The suiary of the agent, however, does not represent the entire expense of
the operstion of the station, for there are the items of fuel, lights and
Supplies, and In the particular case at Elwell the providing of a dwelling
plsce for the agent. Just what this cost would be no evidence was offered
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to Indicate, but we know it would be a considerable amount. We do not
believe the businesss done at this station would justify the employment
of an agent and the equipment of an agency etation,

Some testimony was introduced Indicating that Lhe railway company
had ngreed with the people of this community to establish and maintain
a depot and station facilitfes at Elwell. With the enforcement of com-
tracts or Agr ts this {ssfon has no authority under the law,
We may only make such orders as we find necessary for the public con-
venience and safety. There cannot be said to be shown a public necessity
for the employment of an agent at Elwell when it Is the testimony of
all witnesses that shippers are still afforded every convenlence for the
shipping of products, that there has been no delay, that the agency
expense would be more than 149 of the total receipts; that there is mo
postoffice or business houses at Elwell, and that the rallway company
is not proposing to close this station, but to maintain it as at p =

Some complaint was made about waiting for the night train, without
information as to whether it was on time, Certainly, with the financial
showing of this station, the rallway company would not be warranted,
“for the limited passenger traffic, in malintaining a night agent. With
the changed conditions relating to the employment of station agents,
and the greatly increased expense, there are but few of the smaller sta-
tioms now provided with night agents.

The average sum pald by rallroands In the western district of the
United States for station employes and expenses, as shown in "Statisties
of Rallways of the United States, 1917 Interstate Commerce Commission,”
the latest report avallable s 4629 of the total operating revenues.

The distance to stations on either side of Elwell is less than the av-
erage distance between stations In Iowa and in the case of State v.
D. M. & K. C,, 87 lowa, p. 664, the court sald, “The owners of the road
should not be Interfered with In regard to the location and change of
statlons unless It appears that the patrons of the road have been deprived
of reasonable facllities for transacting business.”

We recognize that a prepay station, with only a custodian in charge
is not so desirable or conveni ns wr y equipped station with
agent. We must, b SR N, 'y board, consider the public gen-
erally, as well as particular individuals or communities.

The public has thought, as we all thought, that increased rates would
bring about such increased revenues as must result In improved operat-
ing conditions. We must however, take notice of the business slump; re-
sulting in greatly decreased shipments. We ull hope and believe that
this depression cannot long continue. The financial condition of the
respondent railway is indieated In the following figures, which have been
verified by our statisticlan:

Net Net

Expenses From R.R. After Rents

Earnings
May, 1520.......$11,082590.00 $11,880,976.00 § S45,356.00% $2,200,911.00°
June, 1920..... 13.546.253.00 12,208,228.00 1,548,02500  327,631.00
July, 1920...... 15,083,931.00 12034,027.00 2,149,003.00 1,472,452.00
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Net Net
Earnings Expenses From R.R. After Rents

August, 1920....13,835,356.00 21,153,524.00 7.318.159.00* 8,524,811.00*
September, 1020, 16,366,784.00  14,597,957.00  1,758,827.00 1,106,171.00
October, 1920....17489474,00 14,403,430.00 3,006,043.00 2113.473.00
November, 1920, 16,795,504.00 13,694,800.00 2,100505.00 1,342,956.00
December, 1920, 13,189.828.97 11.737,706.48 1.462,122.29 755,667.36
Deficit.*

The particular months have been selected, as the Increase in rates
became effective on or about September 1, 1920

It will be observed that for this period of time, the latest figures
we have, there Is shown a total deficit in operation of $3,707,370.64.

With this condition obtaining on the respondent railway, this Com-
mission should encourage reduction of operating expense, wherever it
can be accomplizhed without resulting in inadequate service to the public.

Under all the elrcumstances and conditions, we do not find that the
public has suffered any unnecessary Inconvenlience as a result of mak-
ing Elwell a prepay station with a custodian in charge, and the com-
plaint fs therefore dismissed.

No. 9706, 1821.
Cnicaco, MILWAURKEE & BT, Pavr Ranway Coseaxy, Comploinanis,
V.
Cimizess oF Cavenen, lowa, Defendants,
Decided March 8, 1921,
STATION FACILITIEN AND SERVICR—APPLICATION ¥OR RIGHT T0 ADANDON AGENCY
BTATION you PRIPAY STATION,

Application granted on consideration of facts similar to those found in
the case of Cltizens of Elwell v. O, M. & 8t P, Ry. Co, 44 Ann. Rep.
la, lty. Comm.

For the Rallway Company—Jno, N. Hughes, Solicitor, Cedar Rapids, Ia.

For Shippers of Campbell—J. H. Hend G ce O l; R.A.
Bareroft, Des Moines, lown.

On October §, 1920, the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Railway Com-
pany, by Superintendent D, F. Van Vliet, requested permission from the
Commission to close its station at Campbell, Iowa, undertaking on Its
part to malotain a eustodian whose duty it should be to keep the
#tation building comfortable for passengers walting for trains and to
look after the delivery of small frelght recelved for others than the
one store keeper at Campbell. Sub ly on No ber 4, 1920, cer-
tain owners of property located near the station of Campbell mwu-
test agalnst the granting of permission to abandon the

that “they bought and owned land and have made improvements after
the station was established, in reliance that it would be continued. That
it affords great mﬂmﬂaﬂm not only to those who sign this pro-
test, but to the ¥, and is y for people coming

to or going from Campbell and the immediate neighborhood, over the
sald rafiroad. That It Is a publie facility, essential for the community,
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ty of the railroad company to maintain and contis -

:: li:u.:nu::dd::tion facilities at Campbell.” i

To this protest the railway company, by Mr. J. N. Davis, assistant gey.
eral solicitor, answered that the revenues of the station would not wep.

rant the maintainance of an agent; that agencies are now maintained g .

Clive, three miles south and at Waukee five miles north of Clive, i

renewed the request for permission to discontinue the agency, =

On March 2, 1921, after due notice, the case came on for h“g
the oftice of the Board at Des Moines. All parties were representai

and after full hearing the Commission finds: T

The station of Campbell is located about ten miles west of Des |

on the line of the Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rallway Compasy,

being three miles west of Clive and five miles east of Wankes, 1

being open stations. The latest avallable census returns show the
_population to be 26. The evidence shows earnings for the year 19%),
as follows: Gl

Freight forwarded ........$3,736.89 Average per month .......,

Freight received ......... 116232 Average per month.......

Tieket sales ,............. 28553 Average per month ........ 2

POtal \vvrrennns $5,184.T4 Total . ...vvvuivinaien 343206

The evidence shows also that there were shipped from Campbell in
year 1920, forty-six ears of grain and twelve cars of livestock.

To secure a cessation of business depreciation, whereby this o
can rapldly turn to an era of permanent prosperity, we must ;u a
can only be done by the practice of the most rigid economy ami of
fact the Board has a sincere appreciation. The small producer
‘business man knows that he must eliminate each and every small

feak and from that realization must appreciate that the same pra
must be put into effect by the large manufacturers and corpora
‘To do this we must all be more or less inconvenienced, vet it is ¥
the times call for and we must face the situation, though as they
; should justify, this Board would gladly res
 return of the former conditions. -
the ubove conditions confronting us, in which nearly
freight forwarded and ticket sales is o

B

;
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No. 9707, 1821,
BoARD oF SUPERVISons oF WAPELLO CorxTy, Orrumwa, lowa, Complainanis,
Y.
Wanasn Ramway Cosmeaxy, Defendonts.
Decided February 2§, 1921.
CrosSINGE—HIGHWAY —RELOCATION —APPLICATION T0 ABANDON GRanE FOR
OVERHEAD CROSSING.

1t is found that prewent grade crossing cannot be made reasonably safe
without separation of grades, which would entall greater expense than
proposed crossing. Held, public necesslty requires an overhead crossing
at maw location.

APPORTIONMENT OF CosTs—VACATION of OLD CrossiNg—CosT oF MAINTAINING
NeEw OvERHEAD STRUCTURE.
See opinion and order for detall

For Complainanis—R. P. Thomp Asst. ce Counsel; J. F.
Knox, Chajrman Board of Spvrs.; B. F. Black, Member Board of Spvrs.;
Fred McClung, Member Board of Spvra,

For the State Highway Commission—J. H. Ames, Bridge Engineer,
Ames, lowa.

For the Rallroad Company—IL. H. Strasser, Asst. Genl. Solicitor, St.
Lounis, Mo.

Petition in this case follows:
“To the Board of Rallroad Commissioners of the State of lowa:

“Your petitioners, the Board of SBupervisors of Wapello County,
State of Towa, respectfully show that a highway has been regu-
larly and lawfully established In sald county, more particularly
described as follows: Federal Road Distriet Number Five, State
of lows, Federal Ald Project Number Forty4wo, situated in Greene
Township, Section Twenty-five, Wapello County, Iowa, which
sald highway crosses the right of way and line of the Wabash
Rallway Company at a point described as follows: Situated In
the Northwest Quarter of the Southeast Quarter of Section
Twenty-five, Greena Township, Wapello County, lowa, all of which
is shown upon the plat hereto attached and made a part of this
petition;

“That npotwithstanding said highway has been regularly and
lawfully established in the said County of Wapello, State of Iowa,
as heretofore describod, the Board of Supervisors of said county
is unable to agree with the Wabash Railway Company in respect
to the crossing of sald rallway by sald highway, and therefore
the sald Board of Supervisors of the County of Wapello, State of
Towa, hereby petitions the Board of Railroad Ci fssl of
the State of Iowa, after dus hearing of this matter upon reasonable
notice, to determine the ity for such crossing, the loca-
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tion thereof, whether the same shall be at grade, or otherwise, the
manner in which the same shall be constructed, maintained, or
changed, and generally to make such orders in respect thereio
ax are equitable and jost in the premises.
“Done at Ottumwa. Wapello County, lowa, this 16th day of Sep-
tember, 1920
Respectfully submitted,
THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF
WAPELLO COUNTY, IOWA.
By A. H. Stuben, Chairman.

“Approved—lowa State Highway Commission.
J. W, Holden
W. Collinson
Anson Marsion
Date September 23, 1520."

Accompanying the petition was a letter from J. H. Ames, Bridge Engl
neer, lown State Highway Commission, stating that:

“This petition relates to an appeal which i= being made to
your Commisgion for the construction of an overhead crossing
located in Section 25, Greene township, Wapello county, where our
primary road No. 13 crosses the tracks of the Wabash raflroad.

“The improvement of this crossing has been under discussion
with the rallroad company for severul months and we are un-
ghle to reach an agreement with them concerning the necessity
for the construction of this crossing or the distribution of ex-
pense, inasmuch, as this lmpr is 1 d upon Federal
Ald Project No, 42, the contract for which was let last spring
and the grading on which is nearing completion at this time,
we would request an immediate consideration of this appeal

“The Commission has prepared plans and estimates of cost show-
ing the location of the proposed road in respect to the existing
rond s well us details of the crossing itself. Any or all of thix

The mutter was presented to the rallway company and on November
26, 1820, Mr. Louis H. Strusser, Ass't. General Solicitor, replied as follows:

“Mr. 8, E. Colter, viee-p i and | manager of this
company, has referred 1o me for attention your letter of Seplem-
‘ber 29th, asking that we advise our position with respect to the
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“We have been confining ourseives to improvements of a most
urgent character and have not seen our way clear to say that
we can Incur the expense which would be Involved In construct-

%ng the bridge desired by the Iowa Siate Highway Commission in

the loeation referred to by you. We regret the situation which
compels us to give you such an unfavorable answer.”

After due notice, the Board viewed the present crossing, and tho
site of the proposed crossing on February 16, 1821, and heard testimony
offered by petitioners and raillway company.

The inspection and testimony developed that the old highway has
been cb d to a iderable extent, getting n maximum grade of
about 6%, whereas the old grades were greatly in excess of that figure;
that the present crossing is locsted at the depression between two hills,
the approach on the South being about 12 per cent grade, and the north
approach 10 or 12 per cent; that ordinarily a person approsching
raflroad erossing, when a distance of 300 feet from such crossing, should
be able to see an spproaching traln 200 feet from the crossing; that a
person app hing the p rallroad crossing from the south could
not see an approaching train at any polnt within 300 feet of the cross.
ing, although the smoke in the daytime, or reflected light of locomotive
headlight at night might be visible: that the view of approaching trains,
to one coming onto the grossing from the north, would be somewhat,
though not materially better; that the rallroad at this polnt s on a
curve and on a grade—though the grade Is not a long one; that the
highway as now proposed and already graded to
poses to cross the raflroad by an head bridge; that the rallway
company has not objected to the relocation of the highway with over-
hend crossings, but belleves It should not be required to
mummtuommmmmmxnm
rensonably safe by the use of crossing bells or wig-wag signals,

mmdlncnuuﬂnhuad&epﬂmmmlmum

now available, and all of the work being done on this road near to and as
it approaches the rallroad is not necessarily occasioned by the presence of
the railroad. However, we do not belleve the present crossing is or
can be made n reasonably sale crossing, without separation of grades,
which would entail a much greater expenss than at the proposed loca-
tion. The estimated cost of the overhead structure at the proposed
crossing Js given as $5,702 divided up as follows:

Earth embankment, 550 cu. yds. @ 65 cents lmi
Guard railing, m Hineal foot, 66 CORE ....ovoivoiiians
Right of way, 5 acre, st 8300, .......cocnomnvinnannnins

WAL il i G s sk sy Py wh s s h e b

Adid 5% for contingencies and
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Mr, J. H. Ames, who made the foregolng estimate, states that 4y
overnead structure at present crossing with necessary abproaches, e
would cost sbout $8,416.00, and would not be as desirablo as the pr
posed location, as there would still be left & grade on the south of
than 6%.

Mr. Wm. H. Bush, engineer, testifying for the railroad company staje
{hat the company was not financially able to pay $5,702 for making fhy
proposed lmprovements; that they had no record of an accident gre
oecurring at this crossing, and that bells or wig-wags could be
at un expense of about $800, which would amply protect the publies |
that the cost of maintenance of such signal devices would be nomi }_
while the cost of the maintenance of the wodden bridge would be $
to $500 per year; thought that the plans submitted by Mr. Ames -.-. |
feasible, except perhaps shortening the structure by twenty feet

Mr. Ames submitted plans for the viaduct and blue prints g
the proposed improvements, coples of which have been supplied to
railroad company. L

We are mindful of the financial condition of the rallway eo
and do not wish to add to thelr burdens unnecessarily. This case,
ever, seems to us to be one that can admit of but one conclusion,
public necessity, and that Is that such public necessity does require
an overhead crossing be provided where the- new location of higl
intersects and crosses the right of way and track of the respond
way company. We so hold,

There remalns but the element of expense and its proper distrib
as between the rallroad and Wapello county.

It {8 beyond argument that the ideal crossing of a rallroad is to
separate grades; It is most desirable from the standpoint of safety,
to the publie using the highway and the public using the rallway. Nobt
all grade crossings may be so easily ellminated as this one and i
may be cases where the expense of eliminating a grade eros
separating the grades would be out of all proportion to the

Lt

|

It is frankly admitted that the proposed highway In this case
located in order to get belter grades on such highway, regardless
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crossing shall be closed to public use and the highway where it crosses
the rallroad on present location shall be wvacated; and that the cost
of maintenance of overhead structure shall be borne by the rallroad
company.

No. #708, 1821,
H. B. Hawwiss, A1y, Vax Wear, lowa, Complainant,
v,
Cmwoaco, Buntasaros & QuiNoyr Rawsoan Company, Defendant.
Decided Beptember 30, 1921,

CrossiNos— PRIVATE—APPLICATION For Uspssomipe
Held, present gradse crossing, when wing fences and cattle guards are
constructed as agreed of record, Is adequate under the circumstances. Pe-
tition dlemissed.

For the Petitioner—R. B. Hawkins, Van Wert, lowa,

For the Rallroad Company—V. L. MeGinniss, Atty., Leon, Iowa; E. E.
Young, Engineer, Burlington, lowa.

On N ber 11, 1520, plalnant, R. B, Hawking, filed with the
Commission a copy of notice served on the Chicago, Burlington and
Quiney Rallroad Company demanding that that company construct an
undergrade crossing for the free passage of all live stock across the
right of way of the rallroad company where same intersects the farm
of complainant described as the South one-half of the Northeast
quarter of the South quarter of Section 31 and the Northwest quarter
of the Southwest quarter of Section 32, Township 70, Range 26 west of
the & P. M,, Deeatur county, Towa; a copy of a letter from H, W. Hamm,
division superintendent, Chicago, Burlington and Quiney railroad Com-
pany, refusing to comply with the demand except at the expense of
complainant, but agreelng to install wing fences and cattle guards at
the private grade crossing now 1 on lai 's farm; and a
request that the Commission glve it attentlon to the matter of com-
plaint,

The Commission thereupon, In accordance with its custom, presented
the matter to the railroad company through Mr. H. J. Nelson, district at-
torney, In an effort to arrive at an amicable settlement. The reply of the
railroad company to the Commisslon was (o the effect that there is no
suitable place for the construction of the desired crossing on the farm
of complainant except at prohibitive expense; that the demand for the
crossing |s unreasonable; that the laws of lowa do not cast such a duty
on the railroad company and that any law which “might purport to do
s0 would be unconstitutional.” The company, however, agreed to install
the crossing provided Mr, Hawkins pay the expense. Further cor-
respondence falling to bring about an adjustment of the case, the Board
thereupon fixed July 27, 1921, at one o'clock P. M., on the premises, as
time and place for hearing.




48 RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS' REPORT

After personal [ovestigation and full hearing, the Board finds “It
the railroad crosses the farm of the complainant, running appro:
northeast and southwest. On the westerly side of the track are losgied

bt

the farm buildings, and on the ecasterly side thereof the pasture lang

and fields lle. From the point where the present grade crossing is ]m
which is level, and running to the north end of this farm to the m
way. the railroad is bullt on a fill, increasing in depth as it extends gy
the northward, and which fill s approximately eight or ten feet a1
the north line of the complainant’s farm. If an undergrade
would be practicable at all, it would necessarily have to be through ihls
fill. The railroad has been constructed at the point in question through .
natural ravine, and as it extends northward the banks on each side of
the raillrond become higher, and an under grade ecrossing, if placed
through the right of way, could not be utilized without a consideraMe
additional expense due to the necessity of making the under grade Cross-
ing accessible from either side of complainant’s land, by grading down
and making approaches to the sald proposed under grade crossing,

The railroad company was not prepared, at the tlme of hearing, 1w
present to this Board exact figures as to the cost of constructing erg
Ing as desired, nor ae to the exact helght of the embankment upon
the rallroad is bullt. It is evident from inspection, however, that, jf
necessary, an under crossing could be constructed, as prayed for. Tp-
doubtedly an under ing would be of distinct advantage to tha
plainant. He has, however, an excellent grade crossing located in
convenient place for the duct of his busi The railroad which
runs through this farm is a branch line, und but few trains are operated,
A good view may be had of trains approaching from the north, but
view of trains eoming from the south is obstructed by a cut, and one
ing on the crossing can ses not to exceed one hundred yards down
track, though it s probable a locomotive could be meen for some
tance farther. However, there are no such unusual conditions surro
ing the situation as would demand an extraordinary remedy, such as
undergrade crossing.

It is of record that the rallroad eompany Is willing to plice suitalle
wing fences and cattle guards at the present grade crossing of the com-
plainant, and, after considering all phases of the question, the Bo
feels that this Is all he could really demand, under the circumst

AL the time of this hesring, there

Tight of way of the respondent railway company, at the
mhﬁndthmﬂllmt‘lh-d.whmtbonnmdﬂxhﬂi- 3
_lnd highway, running east and west, intersect. At this po
:wathmnuummu.ww jepress

:
:

:
i
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after It croases under the highway It is thrown upon the property of
the complalnant, and converges there with the drainage which is ear-
rled down the west side of the respondent's right of way, and from
there is carried through the right of way and on east through the natural
channel of drainage. The county officers called the Board's attention
to this condition, but were Informed that no complaint being before the
Board in that matter, it could not be given considerstion. However,
there was some informal discussion as to the feasibility of making some
drainage arrangement through the right of way of the railroad company
which would also permit of cattle passing through the drain tile. 1t
may be that the complainant In this case, the county officials, and the
railroad company may be able to agree on some plan whereby this ar-
rangement could be carried out to the satisfaction of all parties. If
some tangible proposition along this line is submitted to this Board,
we will be glad to take such action as our jurisdiction in the matter
will permit.

We believe that, under the statutes, the petitioner is now supplied with
an ad te or and it therefore follows that this complaint should
be, and the same is hereby dismissed.

No. 9709, 1921,
Lyox Cousty Fasm Bumeav, Rock Ravios, lowa, Complainanis
Y.

Guear Nowruersy RAmway Comeaxy axp Cricaco, 8v, Pavn, MissespoLs
& OMAnA Ramway Comeaxy, Defendants,

Decided June 3, 1921,

TRACK CoNNNOTIONS.
Track connections between C., 8L P, M. & O. and Gt. N. Ry, Co, ot
Doon, lown, Held to be o publie necossily and construction ordered ac-
cordingly.

For the O ta—J. H. Hend , Commerce Counsel; W. H,
White, Rock Rapids, lows; R. A. Zwemer, T. M, Sioux City Live Stock
Exchange, Sioux City; Lester Shepard, County Agent, Rock Rapids; C.
J. Nelson, Co. Engineer, Rock Rapids, "

For the Defendants—Jlepson, Struble & Anderson, Attorneys, Sloux
Clty, lowa

On December 10, 1920, the Lyon County Farm Bureau, by its proper
officers, filed a petition, In the form of & resolution, with this Board,
setting out, among other things, that Sfoux City, lows, Is the logical
market for the produce of that territory; that the distance by rail from
Rock Rapids, lowa, Lyon County, to Sloux City, is one hundred twenty-
five miles, via. Illinols Central Rallroad, or “nearly twice the actual
distance between Rock Rapids and Sloux City,” for the reason that there
is mo track connection at Doon, lowa, between the lines of the Chicago,
St. Paul, Minneapolls & Omaha Rallroad and the Great Northern Railroad;
that, as a result of the much longer haul on the Illinois Central Railroad,
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shipments take approximately twice as long lo reach desti e
& consequent higher freight charge and greater shrinkage in ship,
of live stock than If track connectlon existed at Doon, and praying
the Board require the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolls & Omaha Rag,
and lhe Great Northern Companies “to bulld and maintain
switching facilities at Doon, lowa."

The Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Railroad Cﬂ‘m“h ;.
Jepson, Struble & Anderson, ita attorneys, made answer to the p ]
as follows:

“Comies now the Chicago, St. Pul, Minneapolis & Omaha Raj.
way Company and answering the petition of the petitioners filel
berein states: -

“That the expense of installing the connecting track peti
tioned for would be from $5,000.00 to $10,000.00, and that ths
same would be out of all proportion to any benefits derived by
the shippers who might use sald connecting track and out of all =
proportion to any Income that would be derived by the Rallroads
t of sald cting track.

“That the alleged petitioners now have ample and sufficlent
facilities for transporting their stock from Rock Rapids and
points north thereof to Sloux City, over the lines of this Railroad
Company, and the train service s such that said stock ean reach
the same market as If sald connecting track were put in. That fs,
in any event, it would require the consummation of practically
one-half days' time or twelve hours to transport stock from the
polnts referred to In sald application to Sioux City, whether I.h_‘ {
same bo transported over the lines of this railroad exclusively,
or over the lines of this raflroad and that of the Great m-m
Rallway Company, should a connecting track be built.

“This company particularly denies that the people of B
Raplds or surrounding territory are being unjustly diseriminat
und this raflroad company particularly denles that there is dny

i ding or agr ‘bylndbelwmltmcwoﬁ.‘
rallroad discriminating in any the people of Rock
Rapids or the surrounding territory,

“This company mwuhﬂrﬂmwunmurdtﬂ
the real partles endeavoring to secure this connecting track are
not residents of the state of lowa, but of the state of
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“Wherefore this company asks that sald petition be dismissed.”

The board set April Tth, 10 o'clock A. M., in fits office, as time and
place for hearing, and on that date all parties were represented, Con-
siderable testimony was taken. It was shown by petitioners that if the
connection were put In, as petitioned for, the distance which shipments
would have to move would be lessened considerably, whereas now all
freight billed from Rock Raplds to Sloux City must be moved by way
of the llinols Central, via. Sheldon and Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis
and Omahba, mileage §2, or the Illinols Central direct by way of Cherokee,
mileage 122; If track connection were installed, as petitioned for, the
mileage would be reduced to 73.

As regards the difference In rates between the routes now available, and
as desired, the testimony afd the investigation of this Board discloses but
slight variation,

The raflroad companjes concerned contended that the expense necessary
to make the connsction desired was prohibitive and that there was no
feasible manner of making the connection with a reasonable expense.
The commission sent its repr ve on the g d to make a thorough
investigation as to the feasibility of the conneection, and it is reported
to the Board by its repr Ive, after f with authorized rep-
reseniatives of railroad companjes, that an adequate connection could be
made at & not unreasonable cost.

A careful consideration of the evidence before us leads us to belleve
that there is o ¥ for the tion of the tracks of the Chicago,
St, Paul, Minneapolls & Omaha and the Great Northern Rallroads at Doon.
Shippers should not be greatly inconvenienced on account of failure of
railroad companies to build a few hundred feet of track at this point.
To require a haul of 122 miles from Rock Raplds to Sloux City, when
by bullding a few hundred feet of mak the distance could be 73 miles,
is ble. The Commisai , realt the great finaneial
stringency and the conditions under which the roads are laboring, and
hesitates to make an order requiring immediate construction.

It is, therefore, ordered that the Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis &
Omaha Rallroad Company and the Great Northern Rallroad Company be
and are hereby required, within nine months from date hereof, lo con-
struet the necessary track at Doon, Iowa, to make the connection between
the two roads, as prayed for, and that they may select which of the four
projects submitted ss muy appear to them most feasible.

No. 9710, 1821,
James A. Coap, Atrox, lowa, Complainant,
.
Curcaco & Nowrsn Westems Rawway Coumpaxy, Defendants,
Decided March 2§, 1921,

Srres—RENTAL CHARGE PoR. '
Where it is shown that the fair value of the lot used
$250.00 and $350.00, an annual rental chargwe of J17.44
able. Petition dlsmissed. (Soe &

is not
Btagyville Dulcu..
Co., 42 Ann. Rep. Ia. Ry. Comm., 2I),

i

cR

P




52 RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS' REPORT

For the Complalnant—J. H. Honderson, Commerce Coungals ;

Coad, Alton, Towa. B

For the Defendant—Henry L. Adams, Attorney, Des Moines, Tows,

Complaint in this case was filed by the Commerce Counsel, hjests

to an advanced rental charge upon renewal of the leass for
the side track of the Chicago & North Western Rallway, the

advanced from $10 per annum to $17.64 per annum. The pg
leased a plece of ground adjoining the track, approximately 5y

100 feet in size, and had located thereon oil tanks, from which defhe

wagons were filled.

The rallway company, in answer to the complaint, stated
rental had been fixed at $17.64 a8 “a reasonable return upon
value of defendant’s property used and occupied by sald comp

After due potice to all parties the matter was heard in ghe |
of the Railroad Commission on March 23rd. Mr. Coad, in his g
siated that lots across the streel from the one he used, but
joining rallroad track, had sold for $250.00 each, but that he
the lot he used was not worth to exceed $100.00. Mr. R. M.
who qualified as an expert on real estate values, testified on
defendant, stating that he had made an examination of the real
in Alton, Towa, for the purpose of the valuation of rallroads ;
conducted by the Interstale Commerce Commission and the
company, and that he had, after careful Investigation, placed
of real estate In the particular zone, in which the lot in qu
located, at § cents per square foot, This was In 1917, and |
that the property was now worth 409 more, which would mal
Iot in question worth $350.00 at the present time. Mr. M, J,
testifying for the rallway company, stated that the presence of
udjacent to rallroad property increased the fire hasard and sueh
was usually objected to hy other tenants of railroad prape
count of the fire hasard and the additional insurance rate

From the testimony it is clear that the value of the lot in
In somewhere between $250 and $350. $17.64, the rental
the rallroad company, is 6% on $204.00. Just how the value
muﬂvdundomhw.mrwuthmnym_
enlighten us. From the testimony, however, it appears &
ustWlﬂlnminmummm A rental
l'lnnnlhh.lrnludthnpronrtylsm anreasonabi
ville Grain & Coal Co. v. Ilnols Central. Raflroad C

ﬁmmmmmmmmmw
company, namely $17.64 per annum, for the lot in question, is
mmmn&mmahmum
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No. 8711, 1921,
Lavoxt CommEnciar Cuoom, Lasost, lowa, Complainanis,
V.
Curcaon GeEar Westeny  Ranwoan Cosmpaxy, Defendants.
Decided April 15, 1921,

Traiy SERVICE.
Through passenger train ordered to stop at Lamont on flag for pas-
sengers both east and west bound.

SraTion SExvice—LmnTiNg or Devor axe Deror PraTromm
Lights found to be necesssry for the public convenlence Electric lighis

ordered Installed in the depot and on depot platform.
Modification of order, May 11, 1921, Bee addendum

For the Complainants—J. H. Henderson, Commerce Counsel.
For the Rallroad Company—Fred Carr, Atty., Des Moines, Iowa

On January 26, 1821, the Lamont Commercial Club, complainants in
this case, filed a petition asking, In substance, that they be furniszhed
with better passenger service In and out of Lamont, by the Chicago Great
Western HRallroad Company. In their petition they stated that they
had but one passenger train east each day that stopped at Lamont; that
they had two going west, and “whilst this service is not what it should and
might be, we believe that the eastbound service is so much worse that
we want to eall your attention to the travel in this direction.” They
further alleged that on account of the time of day that these trains, east-
bound and westhound, arrived in Lamont, it was impossible to get any
further than Oneldn on the east and Oelweln on the west, and return
the same day, although these towns were approximately less than twenty
miles awny., They stuted they bad two p traina ing through
Lamont at night, going east, within about one hour of each other, neither
of which stopped, even for Chi P 8, alth h they would stop
for St. Paul % and for p i from a few points west of
Lamont, However, since this petition was filed, the respondent com-
pany, on March 14, 1821, issued an order that their train No. & stop at
Lamont, on flag, for Chlcago passengers.

As In ¥, this laint was taken up with Messrs. Carr, Carr
& Cox, attorneys for the Chicago Great Western Rallroad Company, who,
after investigation, advised us that

“» % * 1t Is out of the question at this time, with the falling
off of business, to consider any additional passenger traln serv-
ice, but we are agreeable to making Lamont a flag stop for Chicago
passengers, for our train No, 6, and have ordered that this be
done.”

This inf lon was itted to the complainants, who advised
that, notwithstanding this offéer on the part of the respondent rafiroad
company, they desired that the case be set down for formal hearing
before the Board.
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The petition was accordingly set down for hearing, i the
the Board, on April 6, 1921, at ten o'clock A. M., at whieh time f
ing wus held and all parties heard. At this hearing, by -
the parties thereto, there was also included in this apg
matter of the nocessity for the installation of electrie lights
depot and on the platform of the depot at Lamont, anq this b}
the complaint was also given consideration by the Board,

The testimony of the witness Abbott, President of the
mercial Club, In which the witness Rogers, Secretury of thg
Commercial Club, acquiesced and adopted as his own, was huﬂ‘-
that, under the present service, passengers could not get to
back, a distance of 58 miles, on the same day, and that Dy
their principal wholesale market; that they could not get to New
ton and back the same day; and in answer to the question, prog
by Judge Henderson, “is there any place that you can go and e
the same day, from Lamont, except Oelwein,” Mr. Abbott said: =
could go to Waterloo and have a half an hour at Waterloo, i og
The southwest train is late so much.” Further, the witness fa
in answer to question by Commissioner Lewis “Can yoy Eot
county seat (Independence) and back the same day that {
not, “and If the train coming from the south happens to be tl
utes Iate, it is out of the question to get to Waterloo.” In ane
question, asked by Judge Henderson, “The only thing, then, fs
Nos. 6 and 1 make a stop at Lamont for points that they are now sel
to stop," the witness sald “That is all we are usking for." T
mw: ve to the matter of electric lghts, tho witness testified

“The depot lles botween two streets three hundred feet

The city maintains o light at both crossings, but they
fendant rallway company) have never seon fit to place an
light in their depot, or anywhers along the platform.”
m‘.’l‘-’.t::‘my Wwas also Introduced tending to show that the
! Lamont would he augmented by the close proximity

tourists, not only from low but from all over the coun |
g - u’l‘ el
MMIM consideration of the evidence, the Board is not
. of the fact that the conditions at this time are not sach.
Ustily them orderiug the respondent raflway company to put
i .
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As to the matter of lights in the depot and on the platform, there is
no question o our miods but that these lights are necessary, and, there
fore, it is ordered that electric lights be installed in the depot and on
the depot platform, this work to be completed on or before May 1, 1921,

On May 11, 1921, the opinlon of the Board in this case was modified
to make paragraph £, on page 3 of the record copy, read as follows:

After a careful consideration of the evidence, the Board is not un-
mindful of the fact that the conditions at this time are not such as
would justify them ordering the respondent rallroad company to put
on additional train servies to odate the lalnants. We do
feel, however, that the petilioners are entitled to some relief, and the
Board hereby orders that the Chleago Great Western Railroad Company
shall stop thelr train No. 1, going west. at Lamont, arriving there at
1:22 A. M., on flag, thus enabling passengers to make connections for
Des Moines, 8t. Paul and Minneapolis, and for p from Dub
and Chicago, and that thelr train No. 6, going east at 1:22 A. M, shall
also stop at Lamont on flag, for passengers destined to Dubuque or
Chieago, and shall stop to discharge passengers from Des Moines. It is
also ordered that the depot at Lamont shall be kept open, lighted, and
warmed for the accommodation of patrons using the night trains.

No. 8712, 1921,
Crrizess or Bestossrorr, Tows, sy A, R, Daxiers, BENTONSPORT,
Complainants,

Y.

Unicaso, HOCR ISLASD & PACIFIC HAILWAY UOMPARY, Lefendanis.
Decided May 11, 1921,

8 PROFOSED A or A
Bramion,
Held, the businoss at Bentonsport did not justify a full agency sta-
tion, lostallation of & prepay station with custodian approved. Petition
dlstninsad,
SrockYanos—Poor CoNpTioN oF,
Respondent company agreed to put yard In good condition.

For the Complainants—J. H. Henderson, Commerce Counsel; Roberls
& Weber, and Frank T. Roberts, Attys, Ottumwa, lowa; A. R, Daniels,
Bentonaport, lowa.

For the Defendant—C. W. Jones, Mgr., Des Moines, Iowa; J, G. Gamble,
Atty., Des Moines, Towa; A. T. Abbott, Supt, Des Moines, Towa.

On January 27, 1821, a petition was filed In this office by residents
of Bentonsport, lowa, signed by A. R. Daniels, and 64 other residents
of Bentonsport and vielnity, objecting to the proposed removal, by the
Chieago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Company, of their station agemt
at Bentonsport, and the installation of s custodlan in Ieu thereof to
keep the waiting room opened, warmed and lighted, for the use of pas-
BCNERTY.

8. von Preray
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This was taken up with Mr. C. W. Jones, manager of the def
rallway company, on January 27, 1921, to which Mr, Jones Sl
on Jamuary 31, 1921, in which he stated that the station wey |
¢losed, with a custodian in charge to keep the waiting room
warmed and lighted, for the use of passengers, the u.u“
prepald station, at least untjl business became such as would
pulting on & regular agent In his reply, Mr. Jones sald, amg 5
things: pefvo .

wessThe average revenues at this station per month for the year
1920, Including all freight forwarded, recelved, ¥
avoraged $372.80 per month; the expenses, salary, ete., avers
$146.00 por month. As only half of the revenue forwarded g
recolved should be credited to the station, or $186.90 per m
(which was less than the previous year) you ean realize
with such a heavy expense for salary, ete, that the m
run ot a net loss.”

This case was finally set for hearing at Ottumwa, Town, on |
1821, st which time all parties were heard and the cass submit
this hearing the matter of the poor condition of the stock
defendant at Bentonsport was also taken up and e

Subsequent to this hearing, on April 28, 19231, we ware
the defendant company that

“Effective April 27th, we placed there (at Bentonsport) a e
todian at an increased rate, who will be on duty the entire day
and better look after the intercsts of the patrons iy

We were also advised, on April 29, 1921, that the respondent
ocompany were arranging to make ry repairs to the
at Bentonsport, and put them in good ‘condition,
It I8 manifest that no company can continue to do business
euch as was being i by the defendant company in
The evidence plainly indicates that the business done at
a::mmnmdmﬂlnmdn
mlary as allowed by the War Labor Board,
we mx now in controversy. Therefore, we feel f
by the railway company to install a cust
on duty the entire day at this station, to better look after
mummummnmuwhmumwu
therefore, this petition is dismissed. This with the '
gltnhlummum and conditions mmm
mm»«ummmauuawm
lation of & full agency station at Bentonsport.

1
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No. #713, 1921.

PArmOxs o WAvEsLy-Svsmxes Braxcw, C. G. W. . R. Co., By Sacem &
S|weer, ATTys., Waveney, lowa, Complainants,
Y.
Cmicaso GrEar WesTERN Ransoap Couraxy, Defendants.

Decided Beptember 7, 1921,

Tualx Skavice—Passexorn TraN—Srock Thas.

Held, considering the large shipplng of lve stock, poultry and dalry
products originating at Tripoll, and considering the advantages enjoyed
by nelghboring competitive towns, Tripoll is entitied to » Sunday stock
truln to Bumner, making connoctions with the main line traine, such
train to oarry a passenger conchi and it |8 so ordered, the case to te-
maln open subject to further orders without formal hearing,

For the Complainanta—E. A. Sager, Atty., Waverly, Towa.

For the Railroad Company—Fred P. Carr, Atty, Des Moines, [owa.

This case was brought upon complaint of the eitizens of Tripoll and
Waverly, claiming inadeguate train service on the Waverly-Sumner
branch. The hearing was held at Tripoli on Wednesday, June §, 1921, at
which a large number of citizens of Tripoll testified as to the condition.
The testimony was to the effect that Tripoll was served with but one
traln each way per day; that the connections at Waverly and Sumner
were uncertain; that the connections at Waverly for Waterloo were espe-
clally uncertaln and unreliable and that adjoining competitive towns
enjoyed better service for passenger, live stoek and perishable goods,
and that they were laboring under a very great disadvantage by reason aof
there belng no Sunday stock train.

Tripoll is a thriving, industrious and wide-awake town; heavy ship
ments of lve stock and other commodities belng forwarded and received.
The rallroand company testified that there was Insufficient business to
warrant the extra service desired and that the company's earnings would
not warrant the umdltum It |l the judgment of the Commission
that, due to the 1 b W fon and A {al conditions of
the rallroads, the of busi on this branch will not warrant
the running of an extra train at this time. It deplores the service
glven, but cannot see how it can be Improved without r another
train, which could not be warranted considering the earnings. It does
believe, however, that the large shipments of live stock, poultry and
dalry products orlginating at that place entitles them to a Sunday train,

pecially dering the ad Joyed by boring competitive
towns,
it s, th e, ordered that ing 8 8 ber 18, 1821,

a regular schedule be Installed between "rrlpoll nnd Snnnr that will
make connection with main line traln No. 60 or an extra stock train
and that this traln ecarry a p eonch for dation of
gern.

This case will remain open subjeet to further orders by the Commission
without formal hearing.
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RIS % e ey Pomﬂ“‘“"" For the Complainants—J.'0. Watson, Attorney, Indianola, Iowa; Walter

'/ ¢ . Condran, Assistant Commerce Counsel.
R ARy DA, For the Rallroad Company—J. G. Gamble, Attorney, Des Moines, Iown;

Docided Beptember 7, 1201, C. W. Jones, Manager, Des Molnes, lowa. S

SEvicE— ' miNg C On February 17, 1921, Mr, J. O. Watson, attorney for the com nan
o o e Qymen :1"332.3;."’“ Sy HMM herein, Medr: petition in this office, signed by thirty-six residents of
; It was shown that the custodian did not understand or ) that viciniy, objecting to the discont! of the ag at Bel
duties, to the inconvenlonce of the public. Respondent eom, . by the Cheago, Rock Island & Pacific Rallway Company, and the sub-
B s, oy wuity. paRr S C stitution in lieu thereof of a non-agency station, in charge of a custodian.
mw;he“ B - R anL o The AT, i Batistactory 1y Complainants stated that the rallroad company Intended to put this
£ 3 arrangement into effect on February 22, 1821, On February 17, 1821,
For the Complainants—Walter Condran, Assistant Commerce Counge:’ copy of this petition was transmitted to Mr, C. W. Jones, manager of
B B, Smlley, Coln. Tows. i the First district of the defendant rallway company, with the request
For the Rallroad Company—Earl Ferguson, Attorney, ad—t that the agency be continued, pending early hearing on the subject
lows, Mr. Jones filed reply on February 23, 1921, in which he advised that
Hearing of this case was held at Council Bluffs, on Wednesday, no change would be made In the situation until the commission had
20, 1921, Witnesses for the complainants claimed the ticket and passed upon {t. The case was set down for formal hearing on March §,
Eraph office is not open for business except between the hours of § 1921, in the office of the Board, at 10 o'clock A. M., and all parties were

5 P. M, and that it is & very great Inconvenlence to the people of ¢ heard.

as they are unable to check their baggage, buy tickets or send tel The statement of the rallroad company was to the effect that the freight

before or after those hours, earnings at Summerset, for 1520, was $7,641.20, and for the months of
The rallway company replied to the effect that on uccount of January and February, 1821, the freight earnings were §1,933.10. The

mi;’u:r r:d;oiiltl u;:nn; theducnnd trick operator was el :::er::; ::r:;::; ;:r 1920 were $1,796.78, making total earnings for the

nstalled, whose duty It | receive bag, gL TR

for passengers, handle the mall, hln:’the :l:::ol:l:.::l d bt The testimony showed that the population of the town of Summerset

Eive Information rogarding trains, He does mot sell ti and lighted is mpproximately 300 people; that the town js located five miles from

#a80 or send telograp ik ww::‘:;‘* Spring Hill, six miles from Carlisle, and five miles from Indianola,

train without extra charge and receive checks from the these being the nearest shipping points, That durlng the year 1820,

thelr baggage, and tolog owing to the ruling requiring that live stock could only be shipped on
to Shenandoah, can be sent by the use of a free certaln days, most of the stock was diverted to other roads, so that the

: Y from 8 t during that year were subnormal, and not
mm |:u':t?::1 ;“’:::rmd ?ndﬂ‘?rﬂ witnesses that U representative of what would otherwise have been shipped,
10 8 very great inon sl dpiavegpes at they were being The rallrond company have shown that they would save a large amount
At st gk ‘Wlli[ ikt n the helper not undes by making this a prepald station, It s thelr desire to put the station
stipulation that III.!: “Gnutlml.u uties. The rallway company m in the care of a custodinn, and arrange with the custodlan to also do
taker, which was would be faithfully performed by their the pumping at Summerset and Summerset Junetion.
satistactory to the complainant, considering the presen We fully realize the importance, at present, of co-operating in the
business depression and the fnancial conditions of the roads. curtailment of all unnecessary operating costs, yet judgment must be
No. 9715, 1521, exercised as to what extent the publie is to be inconvenienced.
: The Statutes of Minnesota, Code ! 71,
Cimizexs o Svnmser, sy J. 0. Wasnoiy Avre. Desessiil ——— e, Sectlon 4371, make the following re-

"'""":"‘““- “s ® & When the annual business for outgoing and incoming
Catrcaso, Roox . . traftic st new stations amounts to more than $8,000,00, such rail-
ISLAND & Paciio Ramwway Comraxy, Defenda way company shall keep an agent at such station during the busi-
Decided March 23, 1921, ness hours of such business day.”
Bravion Sm A -k - b L CHE We belleve that other elements than the earnings of the station should
_ Aemwor Bramow. " i enter into this question, such as the population of the community, dis-
20 oepeeet MPUOdent should maintan o full agency station, and & TSRS NG NNy Hation, RONL. B peubuets 301900d, Mo, i fmad
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stations, with little or no contlguous population, may be discontigmes
or made prepay statlons, in charge of a custodinn, with consequent
venfence limited to a small number of people. R00g.

The railroads have no control over the large increase in wages
local agents; but neitber do the citizens of Summerset, or ke ol
munities. Summerset s a thriving community of 300 people and h
surrounded by a rich farming country, The Commission believes, 3
the showing made, that they are entitled to a full agency station, and jy
is hereby ordered that the station of Summerset be continued as such,

No. 9716, 1921
Crry or Cenak Rarms, lowa, Complainants,
Cricsco, MowAvkes & St. Pavn RaiLwar Compaxy, Defendants,

Decided SBeptember 30, 192],

ViApvers—Parimion yoi Naw 1o Rertace Oun,
Held, that the old viaduct, while not in keeping with the genera)
sireel Improvements of the clty, Is adeguate and safe for iy
Petition denled, i

For the Petitioners—0. N. Elliott, City Solleitor, Cedar Rapids, lowa;
1. F. Rall, Mayor, Cedar Rapids, Iowa: Martin Evans, Comminimu;
Cedar Rapids, Towa; J. P. Winn, Commissioner, Cedar Rapids, Towa: L...
J. Zika, Commissioner, Cedar Rapids, lowa; T. F. McCauley. City Ene
gineer, Cedar Rapids, Towa. ¥

For the Rallway Company—John N, Hughes, ; %
Iowa; C. H. Butherland, Assistant Bollclto:. mf:lls::fdm%;?‘ml
ll.mw_!. Superintendent, Marion, Towa, \

The City of Cedar Rapids, lown, adopted an ordinance, known u:ﬂ
Ordinanee No, 1445, on the 11th day of April, 1921, declaring that for ﬂIl'.
m: 'mmtlw of the public, the construction of g new vhdm:'.
- n:n:; East, between Thirtieth and Thirty-first Streets, over
lmmmm n e C. M. & Bt. P. Ry. Co., In the City of Cedar Rapids,
e cconsary, .th-.! alleging that the existing wooden viaduet over
mtlmn of the raliway y “is fe, inconvenient,

n::qm 1?&?. use of the public” Certified copy of this “ﬂ'”
umu' wdaglonchod u. offiee by Mr. 0, N, Elllott, City Solicitor, on April
i B .; uml:hmh; this subject, and granting this commis
Py matter, is known as Section 770 of the Code
‘marn;u set down for hearing, at Codar Raplds, Towa, on Junme

ﬂlvh:thml.vhﬂuﬂ.l‘nll hearing was held in the

mmcmﬂ"m’-mm&.ﬂ“m“m‘
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tractor over the viaduet, and back again, which demonstrated beyond
question the safety of the viaduct at the time of hearing. There was some
complaint as to the adeguacy., but the testimony indicated that it was
ample for all ordinary traffie

Since the hearing, the Commission has sent Mr. J. H. Ames, Bridge
Engineer of the lowa Highway Commission, to make a thorough examina
tion of the viaduct, and his report follows:

“In compliance with your request of September 6, 1921, I made
an examination of the present vimduct over the C, M. & St. P.
trackz on First Avenue East, between Thirtieth and Thirty-first
streets in the city of Cedar Rapids.

“You request that the examination of the present structure

be made with the idea of determining the necessity for a new
structure and to pass upons the adequacy of the concrete arch
design as proposed by the city engineer.
° “In determining the necessity for replacing the present viaduct
there are a number of points to be taken into consideration aside
from the safe carrying capacity and width of the present struc-
ture to accommodate the traffie. 1 have assumed that it was the
desire of your commission to have us pass only upon these latter
points and the examination made on September 16th was with
this only in view, Considering first the question of the safety of
the present bridge to carry the highway traffie.

“The importance of First Avenue as o part of the present route
of the Lincoln highway and as the principal street connecting
Marion, Kenwood and Cedar Rapids demands that thie structure
at all times be kept in condition to safely carry the heaviest load-
ings which ordinarlly use such highways, Our permanent high-
way bridges are all designed to carry a 15-ton loading and I am
of the opinion that this structure should also at all times be cap-
uble of safely carrylng such a load, At present the eritical part
of the structure appears to be the floor joists and in the three-
inch floor Itself. The substructure consisting of wood piling,
and steel posts are In falr condition. The floor system consists
of two lines of 3x12 Inch wood joists spaced two foot center to
center and carrying a 3inch plank floor. This floor system will
figure sufe for a uniform live load of 300 pounds per square foot
which Is somewhat in excess of that required by our present
specifications. In ita present condition the bridge should sgfely
carry a 15-ton load, although frequent and careful inspection will
be required to replace defective members and prevent some part
of the bridge from developing weakness. You, no doubt, appreciate

that a structore of this kind requ! 1

nance If it is to be kept In safe condition at all times and it is
often from the lack of such systematie inspection and mainte
nance that some serlous accident occurs. Rallroads in general
are not as alert In detecting and remedying weaknesses in struc-
tures carrying highway traffie over their tracks as they would
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be of & structure carrying their trains and this has created an
added demand for more permanency in such structures as per-
manent structure require less inspection and maintenance to
keep them in u safe condition. This particular structure in its
present condition is safe for all ordinary use of the highway
but I simply wished to emphasize the importance of constant
vigilance to keep it so.

“Aw to the width of the present bridge to accommodate the
traffie it should be adequate under all ordinary conditions. The
bridge does not possess the width which should be maintained in
the event of a new structure replacing the present one and It s
possible that st infrequent lntervals some congestlon of traffle
pceurs due to the width of twenty-four feet which le provided.
Yot this width of roadway will permit three linea of traffic to
pass safely at even comparatively high speeds and such width
should meet the ordivary demands, When a new bridge is
constructed in this location more adequate provision should be
made for both the highway and foot traffie,

“From a conslderation alone of safety it Is my oplnion that a
new bridge is not required at this time although the time is not
far distant whem & new bridge will be required or a complete
renowal of the p struct will be y. From the
standpolnt of roadway the present bridge should serve the needs
with little Inconvenience although additional width of roadway
would be highly desirable. [ have not attempted to review in
detall the plans for & permanent bridge as prepared by the elty
engineer but 1 beli o more desirable and satisfactory type
of conatructlon ecan be worked out than the arch type which
he has suggested.”

.mmmuawmdurunmnnmtmm-mum'
of the street, the cost of which, Iz the opinion of the Commission, would
be a severs hardship upon the repondent rallway company, especially

The present structure is old and unot ornamental in sppearance, and
It Is true that & permanent visdect of mare elaborate design and larger
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Ne. 9717, 1921,
Boaxp oF Surmvisoes or Louvmsa Cousty, Waretio, Jowa, sy lowa StatTe
Hionway Cosanssiox, Axves, lowa, Comploinants,
.
Cucaso, Hoox Istaxp & Pactrie Ranway Comraxy, Defendants,

Decided May 21, 1921,

OnosninNos, HIGHWAT—AT GrADe—Cmawos 18 Locarion or Hiowwar—Nman
LETTS—AFPORTIONMENT OF CONTS,

While the proposed change will be & great benefit to the highway
wystem of the county, and though thers s no testimony to Indloste sub-
stantial benefit would acerue to respondent company, the change In high-

way and locatlon of crossing Is approved and It s Held the respondent,
st its own expense, shall provide wing fences, cattle guards and sultable
nt now ] and in contribute $A00.00, its share of

the sxpense for sultable approaches to crossing, and It s so ordered

For the Complalnants—J. S, Morrison, District Engineer, Highway Com-
misslon; E. R. MeCormick, Mayor, Letts, lowa; J. C. Dunean, SBupervisor,
Wapello, lowa; Mr. Edmundson, Supervisor, Letts, lowa; M. J. Diehl,
SBupervisor, Letts, Jows; A. W. Hinderman, County Engineer, Wapello,
Towa.

For the Defendant—C. W. Jones, Manager, Des Molnes, Iowa.

The Board of Supervisors of Louisa County, on April 12, 1921, filed
with this Board request for the app 1 of this C {ssion of a chang
in a certain highway where it crosses the line of the Chicago, Rook
Island & Pacific Rallway Company near Letis, Jows, more particularly
deseribed na follows:

“Heginning at a poiot §60 feet west and #5 feet north of the
conter of Seetlon 6-76-2; thence W. and 8, crosslng the Chlecago,
Rock Island & Pacific R. R. at a point one hundred (105) five
feet southwest of the present crossing, and terminating at a
point whare it Intersects the present road west, which sald high-
way erosses the right o! way and line of the Chieago, Rock
Inland & Pacific Raliroad Company at a point deseribed as fol-
lows: Eighty-five (85) ft. west and thirty-five (35) ft. north
of the center of Sec. 6, Township 76 North, Range 3 West"
Mr, J. H. Ames, Bridge Engineer of the Towa State Highway Com-

mission, in sending in the petition, said:

“Negotistions have been pending for several years seeking to se-
oure the improvement of the present grade crossing and at the re-
quest of the Board this matter Is being appealed to the Com-
miselon for final decision. We have been unable to reach a
satiafactory agreement with the railroad company which neces-
sitates this sction. This s known as our Crossing Project
mmﬂ
Manager Jones, of the respondent rallway company, in making answer

to the petition, asserts, among other things:




G4 RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS' REPORT

“We do nol object to them stralghtening the highway, but
do object to paying onehalf the cost of changing the channel
of the stream, and in addition the entire cost of grading on the
roflway right of way, cattle guards, wing fences, planking, ete,
hecause we feel the change will be of no benefit whatever to the
rallway. We find the grading on our right of way will amount
to 2,005 cu. yde; which at 50 cents will cost §1,047.50. We have
no knowledge of the expected cost of changing the creek channel,
put such things run into money fast, so that we anticipate our
half of it will be at least §1,000.00, which added to the grading
and other cost of the crossing will put a cost of at least $2.500.00
on the rallway, and absolutely with no benefit to the railway.

“They assert the removal of the ereek from near our embank-
ment will be of beneft, also the diverting of the stream to right
angles with our bridge,

“Our section foreman who has been there thirty-five years
says these conditions have caused us no expense during his time.

“They claim to straighten the road over our track will be of
benefit in avoldance of aceid: Our ition is that during
the past twenty-seven years there has been but ome mccident on
this crossing, which occurred when an automobile racing with
o train to the crossing falled to beat the train and ran into the
side of our engine, damaging tie auto about $50.00, but without
personal injurfes. Weo further assert that there s less danger
of acoidents at crossings where the sutomobiles account turn in
the road are compelled to slow down at such turns, thus coming
under control, than at pointa where there s no such cause for
speed reduction,”

m due notice, hearing was hal, and premises inspected, on May 4,

The claim wax made that the creek had shifted its channel until ft
Was now 4 menace to the rallrond embankment, but witnesses who had

lived in this vicinity for many years did not so testify. The present
crossing is reasonably safe, as grade crossings go, as it is now located.
~View of approaching trains Is unobstructed, and while there is a slight

incline In approaching this crossing, this condition could be remedied,
ing, at comparatively slight
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The proposed change of highway, In our opinion, will be of great
benefit to the highway system of Loulsa county. There is no testimony
offered o indicale that any substantial benefit would acerue to the
rallroad company by reason of the changed location of the highway and
crossing. The view of approaching trains would not be enhanced. The
approaches at present crossing could, at alight expense, be made as
satisfactory as at the proposed erossing, and the creek is not menacing
the roadbed or bridge of the rallroad company at present. It was stated
that at some time the ereek might eat its way close enough to the
rallroad to require some precautionary measures, which could be taken
sk an expense of possibly $200.00.

We approve of the propossd change In the highway, however, and it
is our op that the d railway ecompany should, at its own
expense, provide wing fonces, cattle guards, and sufficlent and suitable
planking at the new location of crossing, and in addition thereto, con-
tribute $500.00 as its proper share of the expense of making suitable ap-
proaches to such crossing, this amount to be pald to the coumty of
Loulsa upon the completion of the grading, and it s so ordered.

No. 9718, 1921,
Gares-Hosseey Losmnen Cowraxy, Mamwme Roox, lows, Complainants,
v.
Cmicaco, Rock Istasp & Pacvic Ranway Cosmeasy, Defendants.
Decided May 21, 1921,

Croswine, Hianwway—Da Bruwer O On m Visw oF TRAINS
—Permon rox CrossiNg Beus,

Rospondent company agreed to lnsiall bells, which has been done.

Crogainas, HIOHWAY—ViEw oF Tuains Ometuversp ny Sneos o Rionr op
WAT—CANCELLATION OF LRASRROLD,

1t wan found that certaln sheds on respondent's right of way ob-
structed view of tralna: that thers was sufficlent room elsewhere on right

i shall furnish sultable
location for complalnant's sheds on their servieo track, and It (s so ordered,

Extennlon of time granted to April 1, 1922, Bee addendum,
For the Petitioners—J. G. Mitchell, Atty., Des Moines, Iowa.
For the Rallroad Company—C. W. Jones, Mgr., Des Moines, lown.

On April 8, 1819, complaint was filed with this Board by Hon. J. 8.
w.mum:mmumuummmm

street, In the town of Marble Rock, lowa, where the same crossed
tracks of the Chicago, Rock lsland & Pacific v the view of

o
E

ing tralos was so lmited as to
traveling publie, The complaint in the first instance was by
Wilson, who stated that be wanted “a slgnal bell or any safe
at crousing.” In this complaint especial reference was mi

feg
£
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(o the fact thst school ehlidren wsed this crossing dally, in attending
the large consolidated school located In Marble Rock,

It developed that some of the obstruetions complained of were a number
of coal sheds located upon the rallway company's right of way, sald
conl sheds belonging to the GatesHoadley Lumber Co., and the rag.
way company proposed to require the removal of such sheds, The com.
plainant, however, lmisted on crossing bells, and the raflway company
promised to provide such protection. On January 28, 1920, the Hoard
was notified by Mr. Garber that the bell was installed, since which time
no complaint has been received with reference to thia crossing.

On April 18, 1921, the complainants in this case stated that they hayg
been notifled by the rallway company that their lease to the railroad
land, gpon which their coal sheds were located, was cancelled, and they
must remove their coal sheds. These coal sheds are the same Ones
involved in the previous complaint, alleging a dangerous condition at
Bradford street crossing.

The Chicago, Rock Island & Pacife Rallway Company, through Man-
ager C. W. Jones, replied, on April 20, 1921, that the action taken was
in line with stalements made In previous complaint that notice would
be served on the lessees Lo remove the coal sheds which obstructed tha
view; that such notioes were served on June 6, 1919, September 24, 1918,
and & personal (nterview had with Mr. Gates, In June, 1920, when Mr
w.m to comply with the request to remove, but nothing m
wl!.;-lr:‘ waE h;:.“: the premises, on May 3, 1921, after due notice

mnammmma«,mmuaumammoum

and the rallway company fs justified in ordering their re
mavel, The complalnants contended that there were many such condi-
tions In other towns, which fs doubtless true, but this fact would not
Justify this mﬂ: in sanctioning the sontinuance of wuch an obstruction,

when our on Is. called to it were '
hen our attention ls. . These sheds ed many
mmmmmuwn hicles for pl :::ﬂfd
they are located on the curve of the service track just before it con.
&Mmmx. the view of appronching trains from the
- red from appronch crossing
from (he west, except for a oot -homs
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pluinants. We bellove this should be arranged by mutual sgreament

of carrier and lossees.
We belfeve the complainants should be permitted to have eix months

within whieh to remove these coal sheds, in order that another location
may be secured.

We, therefore, hold that the eomplainant shall vacate the premises
upon which the lease 18 cancelled, within six months from date hereof,
and lhil the Chicago, Rock Island & Pacifie Railway Company shall
provide suitable location for the complainant for thelr coal sheds, upon
their service track, within sixty dsys from the date hereof, and it is
so ordered.

On September 29, 1921, the Board granted an extension of Uime, on
request of attorney for complaluants, from November 31, 1931, to April
1, 1922, in which to vacale the premises Involved in this complaint

No. 9718, 1820
Coxsusirs’ Toe Compaxy, Des Mowves, Iowa, Complainants,
L
Irentlmuax Ranway Cosmeaxy, Defendonts,
Derided September 50, 1921,
Y Tu o Oprm AND Arrmovan oF Srur TRACK,

Under authority of Chapter 88, Laws of the Thirty-ninth Ceneral Assemn-
bly, Industry track held to bo o necessity and iia construction i approved

and e operation and In required of the 3
and it la so ordered.

For the Petitioners—W. W, Wise, President, Consumers' Ice Company?
J. H. Hend: (¥ e O 1 of Towa.
For the Defendant—None.

This cause came on for learing upon the petition of the complainant,
asking for an order for the spur track to be bullt by the defendant at
the point designated In the said petition, and for the approval of the
present spur track that 1s row bullt and used, and also upon the answer
of the defendant rallway ecompany, ou this 15th day of September, the
plainti appearing in p by ita P di W. W. Wise, and by
1. H. Hend [V © 1 of Towa, and the defendant appear-
ing by answer filed herein.

The Commission, after %earlng the evidence offered, examination of
the documentary evidence given, and a full conslderation of all of the
facts, finds that there must be a spur track as proposed, from the Inter-
Urban Rallway Company, starting at a point on Corning Avenme, in
the City of Des Moloes, thence in n southerly direction across the lots
deseribed as follows: ’

The Easi sixteen (16) feet of Lots One Hundred Ninety-six (196),
One Hundred Ninetyweven (197), One Hundred Ninety-sight (198),
Ooe Hundred Ninelynine (188), and Two hundred (200): the East
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Fifty (60) feet of Lots Two Hundred One (201), Two Hundred Two (202),
Two Hundred Three (203) and Two Hundred Four (204) of Mann'y
Second Addition; the East One Hundred (100) feet of Lot Five (5) of the
Official Plat of White's Riverview Addition, south of the Inter-Urban
Railway; also parts of Blocks One (1), Two (2) and Three (3) Home
Park Addlilon; Government Outlot “A™; Lot Three (3) of the Thompson
Estate. and the Esst One Hundred feet (100) of Lots Twenty-five (25)
to Thirty-six (36) inclusive in Block Ome (1). Home Park Addition, al]
of sald property belng within the corporate limits of the City of Deg
Moines, lowa.

That the sald property, or lots, is s0 situated as that it may be used
for industrial purposes and is pot located so that it would be valuable
for elther general store or business purposes, or as a residential distriet.

The Commission further finds that the allegations as contained in the
plaintiffs eomplaint are true, and further, that the sald spur track is
jess than three miles In length; that it fs required for the successful
operation of the complainant’s existing plant, and for other industries
which are under construction or may be constructed along said spur
track; that the construction and operation of sald spur track is not
unusually unsafe and dangerous and s not unreasonably harmful to the
public interests, but on the contrary its construction and operation is
safe and ks reasonably beneficlal to the public Interests.

The Commission further finds that all of the owners of the ground or
lots truversed by sald spur track have consented to the granting of the

petition, the complainant owning the most of sald lots and only ane

party owning any lot thereln, and he having, In writing, filed his ex-
press approval of the granting of the order.

* The Commission further finds that the Inying of the track and pro-
eeedings in injunction were bogun prior to the passage of Chapter 56, Laws

“of the 39th General Assembly, und this petition filed herein was subse-
quent to the effective date of said Chupter, and the Commission finds

thut the consiruction of wald spur track across the sireets and said lots

Was fully authorized, and especially so by the sald Chapler 86 of the

Wth General Assembly.

1t Is therefore ordered and adjudged by the Commission that the said

spur track as herelnbefore deseribed und as heretofore constructed be

approved and ordered to be made s If upon original application, and the
bullding thereof is hereby apyroved; the defendant Inter-urban Raflway
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No. 9720, 1921.
Curcaco & NowrnwisTERX Rainway CoMPaxy, Er AL, Pefitioners.

Ix rue Marrex o Mixouus Caxtoap Weont os Smoesmests oF Hoos
i lowa,

Decided March 28, 1821

MiiuMoe Wrants ox Hoas, ©. L
Proposed minimum weight of 17,000 pounds on hoge In cars 36 feet
or more In length, found us bie and ihe i weaight of
16,000 pounds for mame kngth cars, heretofore established by the Com-
misslon. in found to be ble. Petition dismissed,

For the Carriers—B. F. Parsons, A. G. F. A, C. G. W. R. R, Chicago;
A. F. Cleveland, A. F. T. M, C. & N. W. Ry., Chicago; F. K. Crosby,
A.G.F. A,C. R. I & P. Ry. Co, Chicago; E. W. Soergel, A. G. F. A.,
C. M. & Bt P, Ry. Co, Chicago; B. F. Moffatt, G. F. A, M. & 5t L. R. R,,
Minneapolis; W. G. Wagner. G. F. A, €. B. &8 Q R. R, Chicago;
H. A. Pence, D. F. A, C. B. & Q. R. R, Burlington, lIowa; F. M. Steele,
G. F.A,Fr D.D. M & 8 R H, Boone, lowa; Jno. N. Hughes, Solicitor,
C. M, & 8t, P, Ry. Co, Cedar Rapids, Town.

For Ship J. H, Hend C Counsel; Walter Condran,
Asst, Commerce Counsel; Walter Me(® k, Atty., Chl for Interior
lowa Packers; C. B. Huotchings, Chicago, representing Clifford Thorne,
for Corn Belt Meat Producers’ Assn.; Harry W. Davis, Jno, Morrell &
Co., Ottumwa; E. T. Hitchcoek, Sinclair & (o, Lid, Cedar Rapids;
Knute Espe, lown Fed, Co-op Live Stock Shippers, Ames.; H. F. Sund-
berg. Interior lowa Packers, Cedar Raplds, lows; A. Sykes, Corn Belt
Meat Producers’ Assn.; R, A. Zwemer, Sloux City Live Stock Exchange
& Chamber of Commerce, Sloux City, lowa; H. O, Kelley, Greater Water-
loo Assn, Waterloo; C. % Crouse, lows Mfgra. Assn, Des Molnes: G.
Frank Norris, Kohrs Packing Co., Davenport; €. A, Heath, Rath Pack-
ing Co., Waterloo; R. J. Edwards, Decker Packing Co., Mason City.

It is well in announcing eur conclusion In this matter to go back
somewhat into the history of the minimum welght applying on hogs
Intrastate traffic In lowa.

For many years the minimum weight on hoge in lows was 15,000
Ibe. ou &1 ft. car. As the cars were built larger the minima increased
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when the rallroads were taken over by thg
Governmen operated ni @ War measure, it was found p
ek wl;;:dm rates both inter and intrastate. It was m
M:ﬂl Administration, however, that minimum welghts fAxed
Jows State Commission would apply on state traffic. In
commodity rates carriers operating in Towa maintained the Tows
welghts in all instances, except upon grain, after showing, iy
this Commission was asked to and did participate.
Congress, in returning the raflroads to private operation, among
things, provided: “All rates, fares, and charges, and all clasy)
regulations and practices, In any wise changing, affecting, or determ
any part or the aggregate of rates, fares, or charges, or the valoe
gervice rendered, which on February 29, 1920, are in effect on g}
of carriers subject to the [nterstate Commerce Act, shall eont
force and effect until thereafter changed by State or Federal
respectively, or pursuant to authority of law; but prior to Se;
1920, no such rate, fare or charge shall be reduced, and no J
eation, regulation, or practice shall be changed in such manner
reduce any such rate, fare, or charge unless such reduction or
approved the Comm ission.”
!lm uhl::ln hearings held during the summer of 1930
Interstate Commerce Commission, that commission grantad sul
{nerenses In the rates, varying In the percentage of increase in
ferent rate territories. The railroad companies operating in th
immediately applied to this Board for similar Increases in Towa
state rates. This Commission, after general notice being
interested parties, heard this application on August 17, 1920,
apon entered the following order:

“Ihis case came on for hearing before the Commission
August Gth, after due notice published as required by law.
ing was adjourned to August 17th in order that the @
might present tentative tariffs. ‘The carriers presented tent
tariffs and the case came on for further hearing on August
All of the evidence taken before the lnterstate Commerce
mission, Ex-Parte 74, wis made & part of the proceedings
case, After conslderation, this Commission enters the fo
order: '

*That the carriers may issue tariffs effective August 26th,
providing for an advance on the lowa schedule of _

As s well known,

“That on and after September 1, 1920, the sald
* be subject to Towa Clusification No. 15, with an
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“That & thirty-five (35% ) per cent advance may be added to
the current lowa Commodity rates, except as otherwise provided
herein: * ®'an

“s » * This case will be kept open and hearings continued pend-
ing a complete revision of the Iowa mate scales and lowa classi-
fication, it being understood that this order Is temporary and
shall apply pending further Investigation and hearing, and the
promulgation of revised schedules of rates and classification
of freights.”

Nothing was said at the hearing about any change having been made
in the minimum welghts applying on the shipment of hogs In Towa,
and no speclal order was made In reference thereto.

Complaints began to be received from lowa shippers, that the tariffs
fssued by the rallroad companies were carrying a 17,000-pound minimum
on hogs, applying to lowa local shipments. Upon investigation it was
found that the carriers, or some of them. had during federal control
advanced the minimum welghts on live hogs in lowa in cars 36 feet
7 inches and under In length from 16,000 pounds to 17,000 pounds. From
the investigations made Into this matter we found that this increase was
put in without beilng referred to the Traffle Committee or this Railroad
Commission, and without any hearing whatsoever,

At the Ume General Order 28 became effective, which was June 25,
1918, the carrlers provided for'a minimum weight of 16,000 pounds on
hogs loaded In a S6-foot car. 'That minimum remained In effect until
changed by the earriers,

The C. R. 1. & P, lllinols Central, ¢, 8t, . M, & O increased to 17,000
pounds on December 12, 1019,

The C. G. W. Increased effoctive December 18, 1819; C, & N, W., effective
December 27, 1919; Wabash, effective December 30, 1919; C. M. & St
P, effective December 31, 1919; M. & St. L., effective February 29, 1920;
C. B. & Q. offective October 15, 1920,

The 17,000-pounds mini In still retal in the tariffs of the above
carriers with the exception of the Illinols Central and M, & St. L. The
llinois Central published 16,000 pounds effective October 7, 1920, and
the M. & Bt. L. published (he 16,000 pounds effective September 1, 1920,

On Decomber 10, 1920, the Board In session considered the situation
as developed, and made the following ruling:

“It appearing that the tariffs issued by the carrlers containing
the Jowa District Tarlff rates provide for minimum weights on
live stock which are in contravention of the minimum welights
whumhnd”uhcmnuwbhmm
“It aleo appearing that the minimum weights pubiished
by the carriers were not submitted to this Commission for con-
sideration or approval by the United States Rallroad Administra-
tion offfelals as was required under the ruling of the Director of
Bervice and Director of Traflie, and,
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On December 24, 1920, practically all carriers operating in
# petition for reconsideration of the ruling of December 10,
follows:

RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS' REPORT

#{t further appearing that there is a misunderstanding
live stock shippers and packing house industries as to the
action of minimum weizhts on lowa intrastate traffic mowi
and since September 1, 1920, in view of our annoum
the August hearing that the increases in rates were to be
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turnished. the minimum carload welght shall be 15000
pounds,

DOUBLE DECK: In double deck cars, when both decks
are used, minimum weights will be as follows:

on the original Towa distance rates and subject to the Length of car, inside measurement: Min. wt., Ibs.

Classification. Not over 36 feet 7 inches............o00 vewesns 22,000
“Therefore, we find it our duty, to request the carriers to con Over 36 feet 7 inches and not over 40 feet 6 Inches 24,000

rect their tariffs to show the minimum weights as published i Over 40 feet 6§ Inches ........ .ocovsannpranennes 26,000

Supplement No. 25 to Iowa Classification No. 15, namely,
HOGS (Item No. 70) €. Lt
SINGLE DECK: In single deck cars minimum carload
welght 16,000 pounds, except when cars of smaller
dimensions than 36 feet long, inside measurement, are
turnished, the minimum carload weight shall be 15,000
pounds. 3
DOUBLE DECK: In double deck cars, when both decks
sre used, minimum weights will be as follows:
Length of car, inside measurement: Min, wt.
Not over 36 feet 7 inches ...... PERT veee 32000
Over 36 feet 7 inches and not over 40 feet § inches 24,000
Over 40 feet 6 inches..... R P .. 26,000
and sald minimum weights shall be Idered as being e
September 1, 1920 5
“This actlon s not to be considered as being our final
clusfon a5 to the reasonableness of such minimums for
future and this Commission will entertain an application
revision, which application will be set down for hearing in
that all Interested parties may appear and present their

and sald minimum weights shall be considered as being effective
September 1, 1620,

“For the following reasons:

“FIRST: That the minima prescribed in carrlers’ tarifs which
were In effect on September 1, 1920, were minima authorized by
the United States Raiflroad Administration, and that the change
now proposed effective on sald September 1, 1920, has been made
without any hearing or opportunity given sald carriers to justify
the reasonableness of the 17,000-pound minimum.

“SECOND: That the proposed ruling authorizing a 16,000-
pound minimum is a violation of the Act to Regulate Commerece,
in that it is a discrimination against intersiate commerce.

“THIRD: That the proposed ruting authorizing a 16,000-pound
minimum is a violation of the Act to Regulate Commerce, in that
it is preferential to lowa compared with the rule applicable on
intrastate commerce in the states adjoining lowa.

"WHEREFORE, your petitioners pray that this cause may be
set down for hearing and that they be given an opportunity to
Justify the reasonableness of the minimum now in effect and
applieable to interstate ce and applicable In the states
adjoining the state of lowa.

“Dated at Chicago, Illinois, this 22 day of December, 1920,

(Signed) Robt. H. Widdicombe,
Attorney for Petitioners.”

“Your petitioners, Chicago Great Western Rallroad cos On December 28, 1920, Hon. J. H. Hend C Ci 1, and
the Minneapolis & St. Louis Railroad Company, Chicago, Walter Cond Assl C ce O , rep ing shippers of
waukee & St. Paul Rallway Company, the Chicago, Rock Towa, filed resi to the appli of the earriers for reconsidersation

& Pacific Railway Company, Illinols Central Railroad
Fort Dodge, Des Moines & Southern Rallroad Company,
Rallway Company, Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Raiiroad
pany and Chicago & North Western Rallway Company,
fully request that this Honorable Board reconsider the
tofore made on the 10th day of December, 1820, wherein t
riors were requested to correct their tariffs and show
walghta published in Supplement No, 26 to Towa Classific
15, viz.:

HOGS (Item No. 70)

of this matter. In this resistance they state:

“Our objection Is that this should not be reconsidered and
therefore urgent protest is made, for the reason that it was found
by the Commission that the minima during the period of the
Federal Control were published by the carriers and were not sub-
mitted to the O ission for ideration or app by the
United States Raflroad Administration officlals, as was required
under the ruling of Director of Service and Director of Traffic;
and further, that the Commission at the August hearing, made
thelr announcement that the increases in rates were to be based
on the original lowa distance rates and subject to lowa Classifica-
tion; that the proceeding was argued, opportunity was given, If It




s were loded 17,000 pounds or over, while 60.6% were }
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were necessary, Lo present and ghow as to the minima, and 4 e
the actions of the Railroad Administration were not binding ppey
this Commission, as claimed in the application for m-‘\' b
further, that the reasons therefor are not sufficient to
same, Furthermore, this Commission ought not now to withdray
its rullng or order then made, but should continue the
untfl it §s farther heard, and that the carriers should eompily with
the suggestion of the C Ission in Its neluding paragraph,
as that it is not considered as being the final conclusion as (o thy
reasonableness of such minima for the future, sand that “l
Commission will entertaln an application for revision, whiey
application will be set down for hearing in order that all inter
ested parties may appear and present their views.

“If the carriers desire the change as named, let them fle '
their application for a revision, as directed by the Commission,
and in the meantime the Commission proceed to enforce its order ,
providing for the minima as found and established by it in the
ruling made December 10, 1920."

On December 31, 1920, the Board considered the matter of the apoik
tion of the earriers for a reconsideration of the action takem
Commission on December 10, 1920, relating to minimum welght
applicable to live stock In Jowa Intrastate shipments and
following order:

4% & ¢ The Board carefully considering all the reasons gi
by the carriers for the req| d r {deration, deny the
cation for such reconsiderstion and hereby fAx January 25,
10 o'clock A. M, at the office of the Commission in Des
for hearing of the appliestion of the rallroad companies hﬁ
revision of the minimum welghts applicable to intrastate ship
ments of live stock In Towa,"

The ease cameé on for hearing on January 25, 1021, and
unti] the aftornoon of January 26, 1921, At this hearing it was
between counsel that the only question to be considered st this
should be the minimum weight on hoge, in carloads. Much
was taken and many exhibiti filed,

Chicagd Great Western Railroad filed statement cov
of May, 1920, showing that at four lowa destinations, from
ved a tolal of 101 cars of hoge, of which 2L
o 17,000 pounds, or ovor, and 5255 loaded 16,000 po
The recelpts for the same period, at interstate destination
Chicago belng for November, 1920) were 177 cars, of which §
loaded to 17.000 pounds or over and 29% 16,000 pounds or |

For the same lowa points during the period September 1st to
15, 1920, 203% of the cars were loaded 17,000 pounds or more nd
Toaded 16,000 pounds or less. -
_ For the same Interstate poinis except Chicago same period,

|

B
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000 1bs. or less. The percentages remalning in esch case covered cars
average loading 16,000 to 17,000 pounds.

The Chieago, Burlington & Quincy Raflroad Company showed that in
May, 1920, a total of 168, 36-foot cars of hogs were shipped to the
Union Stock Yards from stations in lowa. Of this number, 39% were
loaded 17,000 pounds and over, and 61 % were loaded under 17,000 pounds.
Average number of pounds per car, 16,421 pounds, average weight per
hog, 234 pounds. For October, 1820, a total of 113 cars were shipped
to the Union Stock Yards from lowa polnts, 495 being loaded 17.000
pounds and over, 51% under 17,000 pounds; average ber of pound:
per car, 16,458 pounds, average welght per hog, 239 pounds. In May, 1920,
they received at the St. Joseph market, from l[owa stations, 196 cars, of
which 47% were loaded 17,000 pounds and over, and 539 under 17,000
pounds, average welght per car 16,745 pounds; average weight per hog, 239
pounds. In October, 1920, 146 cars hogs shipped to St. Joseph from
lowa, 60.2% of which were loaded 17,000 and over, and 39.7% under 17,000
pounds; avernge welght per car 17,200 pounds, average weight per hog.
258 pounds. They also cited other Instances wherein the larger per
cent of the cars loaded were under 17,000 pounds.

The Chicago & North Western Rallway company submitted evidence
showing that for the month of March, 1920, out of u total of 735 cars
loaded to Unlon Stock Yards, of which 121 were double deck cars, all
36 feet 7 inches in length or under, double deck eara furnished in lieu of -
single deck (one deck only loaded) 61,69 of the total of 735 were loaded
to 17,000 pounds or more; 38.4% were loaded less than 17,000 pounds, and
80.2% were loaded in excess of 16,000 pounds.

On the revised exhibits Hled by the C. M. & St. P. Rallway for tha
month of May and from September 1 to D ber 15, 1920, they show
a totul of 404 36.foot cars of hogs were whipped to Unlon Stock Yards;
52.2% were loaded 17,000 pounds and over; 185% 16,000 pounds and
under 17,000 pounds; 28.3% under 16,000 pounds,

For the same perlod to Des Moines, S8ioux City, Dubuque, Cedar Rapids,
Ottumwa, South Omaha and Mason City a total of 1,497 36-foot cars were
shipped to the above polnts from polots in Iowa; 305 loaded 17,000
pounds and over; 19.1% loaded 16,000 pounds and under 17,000 pounds,
and 5O.9% under 16,000 pounds.

The Minneapolis & 8t. Louls Rallroad company filed statement showing
23 cars of hogs recelved at Mason Clty over their line from lows and
Minnesota stations during the montha of June and November, 1920. Of
these 12 or 62.2% were londed less than 16,000 pounds and 7 or 30.4%
17,000 pounds or over. The balance loaded between 16,000 and 17,000
pounds.

The Kohrs Packing company of Duvenport, lowa, filed exhibit showing
for the months of May, 1920, there had been shipped to that concern
48 cars of hogs, cars 36-foot and over in length, average weight 16516
pounds per car; June, 1920, 62 ears, average weight 16,037 pounds; Oc-
tober, 1920, 14 ears, average welght 16,390 pounds and November, 1820,
55 cars, average weight 16,231 pounds. o
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In introducing Its exhibit, the Sioux City Live Stock Exchange,
witness Zwemer, testified thst the total receipts of two commj

were used In the monthly average tabulations, and the receipty
the commisslon firms were used In determining the yearly

b shipments are listed just as they appear on the records
various commission frms. and they make very fair estimation
average welghts an hogs throughout the year.” i

The exhibit referred to shows as follows:
January, ..1920, 26 cars hojs, average welght per car.... 16,129 wu
Februnry, 1920, 58 cars hoys, average welght per car....15808
March, 1980, 39 cars hogs, average welght per car.., 15984
April, 1920, 80 cars hojs, average welght per car. ... 16,989 |
May, 1820, 67 ears hojzs, average welght per ecar....
June, 1920, 108 cars hoizs, average welght per car... 15,268 p
July, 1920, 118 cars hoizs, average welght per car....16459
August, 1920, T3 cars hose, average welght per car... 15287
September, 1920, 59 cars liois, average welght per car... 15580
October, 1920, 61 cars hoigs, average welght per car....15T59
November, 1920, 47 cars hois, average welght per ml‘-ll‘l e
December, 1320, 99 cars hoits, average weight per car....15458 pousd

Average weight of cars of hogs received by Siloux City e
firms for the year 1920, 15,720 p ds. The ship noted
exhibit were from lowa, Nebraska and South Dakota points, the
pound minimum generally appiying, except as to some of the lo
monts. .

A statement filed as an exhibit in this case, and verified by
Sundborg of Cedar Rapide, shows that there were received
packing houses located at (Mtumwn, Cedar Rapids, Mason
Waterloo, for the first six rnonths of 1920, 6,976 cars of hogs,
of which were loaded under 16,000 pounds and 76.6% loaded
000 pounds, leaving but 23.4% of the number loaded 17,000
aver.

On March 34 and 25, 1920, the National Live Stock Exchange cali
meeting of representatives ol railroads, packers, exchanges,
companies &nd shippers’ crganizations, for the purpose of
ways and incans of preventing transit mortality, A special com
appointed, which ded 16,000 pounds as a safe minimy
t_‘lﬂ‘hﬂ report was adopted by the convention,

C. & N. W. Ry. Co. sjubsequent to the hearing, and by

lowa points to the Uniom Stock Yards, Chicago, during t!
. cars of lhogs in cars 38 foot, 7 inches
number, 615 cars, or 63% of the total, were

~or 76% of the total number, were loade
other wards, §2% of the cars accounted fo

.

DECISIONS IN GENERAL CASES

A pamphlet bearing the suthorship of the United States Department
of Agriculture, Burean of Markets, and Missouri State Board of Agri-
culture, State Marketing Bureau, entitled, “Prevent Losses of Hogs in
Trapeit,” and undated, contains, among other things, this statement:

“Hogs weighing less than 250 pounds average cannot be safely
loaded to required minimum weights. Better load from 15500
to 16,000 pounds where 36 foot cars are furnished for stock aver-
sging less than this in weight.”

As the pamphlet contains statistics Including 1917, It has been lssued
sinee that year.

Stoek rulsers and shippers testified that they could not safely load
the minimum welght of 17.000 pounds In a J6-foot car; that the danger
of injury and death to hogs in transit was too great to take the chance.
That hogs should be loaded according to the slze of the animals, by
number, rather than attempt to erowd the minimum welight into the car.
That with extra heavy hogs a sufficient number might be loaded to meet
the minl of 17,000 ds during cool months of the yvear—in the
spring and fall. But light hogs could not be safely loaded to exceed
16,000 to 16,000 pounds; and light hogs are now more In favor for
marketing, and more in demand. than the excessively heavy stock.
It is in evidence that rather than suffer loss by death and injury to
stock, shippers have pald the minimum of 17,000 pounds on much lighter
loads, This testimony is mmply borne out by the exhibits filed by the
carriers and shippers alike. These show that a much larger percentage
of all ears of hogs shipped to all markets were loaded less than the 17,000
pound minimum, and a very large percentage less than 16,000 pounds per
car, Experienced hog shippers testified that there were more ecrippled
and dead hogs In cars when loaded to full minimum weight,

We think the evidence before us clearly demonstrates that the proposed
minimum of 17,000 pounds. to apply on shipments of hogs in cars 36
feet or more In length, Is unreasonable. Minimum weights should be
s0 adjusted that the commodity concerned may reasonably be loaded in
the car to the minimum weight provided. It is shown that it is excep-
tional, rather than the rule, that hogs are loaded to 17,000 pounds or
more. We believe the 15000-pound minimum heretofore fixed by this
Board is reasonable, and should continue, and the application of the
carriers herein for & 17,000 minimum welght on hogs, in carloads, in
fowa, on intrastate traffic, Is hereby dented.

No. 8721, 1921,

Cianmn or Cosaerce, Couscin Buuwws, Jowa, Complainants,
v,
Ransoaps OrexaTiNG I8 lowa, Defondants,

Decidod March 36, 1821,

Prsianse Famonr—Reormaeraron axo Heares Can Sexvies.
Application for L of L R C. Ruling No. 4, with reference to
frelght, and substi for

ing and
1 R C. Rullng No. 4, fixed
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For lowa Shippers—Walter Condran, Assistant Commeres Coy
James, Chamber of Commerce, Council Bluffs, lowa; E. L. Waltery
ber of Commerce, Council Blufts, Iowa; E. H. Draper, Westery
Company, Marshalltown, Towa, and lowa-Nebraska-Minnesots
Grocers' Association; H. 0. Kelley, Greater Waterloo Association,
fowa; L. E. Golden, Burlington Shippers’ Association and lowa 7
League, Burlington, lowa.

For the Railroads—W. G. Wagner, G. F. A, C. B. £ Q. R. R, ¢
Niinols; H. A. Pence, D. F. A, C, B. & Q. R. R, Burlington,
F, K Crosby, A. G. F. A, C, R. L. & P. Ry., Chicago, Iil, B. p
sons, A. G. F. A, C. G. W. R. R, Chieago, IIl.; R. C. s
F. A, C. M. & 5. P, Ry., Chicago, Ill.; C. E. Hilllker, D. F. & p,,
M, & Bt P. Ry., Des Moines, lowa.

Upon complaint of the shippers as to the application of formal
No. 4 of the Board, relating to the receiving and shipping of per
freight, & hearing was given at the office of the Commiasion on
18, 1921

The shippers complained that in jobbing centers such as Couneil
Waterloo, Cedar Rapids, Burlington and Ottumwa, refrigerator and
car service Is so Infrequent that they are laboring under a
advantage, as compared with the larger centers, owing to the a
of Ruling No. 4, which reads as follows:

“When a shipment is delivered to a carrier on a day other
u refrigerator car service day, the carrier may lawfully
recelve that portlon of the shipment which is perishable, for ¢
riage that day, and notwithstanding the shipment Is all t
at the same time, that portion which is perishable, which
be shipped on another day, must be considered as a separate
ment as to rates, minimum charge, ete. But when a ship
I8 tendered to a carrier on a refrigerator car service day,
shipment belng composed of porishable and non-perishable
which may be properly consigned as one shipment, then the
rier shall receive such shipment as an entirety and not divié
Into two shipments,”

That if perishable frelght is offered other than on Irige

heated car days, shippers are obliged to hold and ship on
. baying the minimum freight charge instead of being billed
m.m"mmumrnnhewm
'l?-ﬂ_-ﬁlllmeuehmdpmhum
he railwsy companies replied that it was impracticable
more frequent heated or refrigator car service unless the bi n
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The carriers’ contentlon as to the performance of a double service may
be true in a measure. However, even on days when refrigerators are
available they perform practically the same service.

That the small jobbing centers are laboring under a disadvantage is
true. The larger centers have not only frequent refrigerator service on
account of n heavier business being offered, but they have heated and
cooling rooms to protect perishable products. The practice of baying
sparingly and In small lots §s the rule at the present time. The jobbers
in the smaller places must be ready to meet the competition from the
larger cities or they will lose the small orders as well as the larger ones.

The rallways cannot be expected to furnish refrigerator or cooling
and heating rooms where the business will not warrant, but we believe
they should be willing to assist In every manner possible to protect
these jobbers who haven't the opportunity to use the more frequent
refrigerator or heated cars provided at larger cities. The service that is
asked g not unreasonable and will partially take the place of betier
service given the larger ploces, If perishable goods are offered on days
when refrigerators are not avallable, the receiving clerk can mark same
“short” and they can be delivered and billed on refrigerator days as a
*follow lot." The upbullding of smaller jobbing centers s not only of
great benefit to the state as a whole, but to the rallroads as well, and
they should recognize this and endeavor to correct anything that might
be construed as diserimination in favor of the larger centers.

The Minnesotn Commisslon’s ruling on cases of this kind, is as follows:

“On shipments of combined perishable and non-perishable prop-
erty following rule will govern, viz.: ‘Entire shipment must ap-
pear on one B. L., Including the perishable portion. If received
on o day other than regular scheduled refrigerator or heater
car day, the perishable portion of the shi shall be ipted
for “short” When the perishable portion is later offered for
shipment on proper day, a receipt marked “Part lot of shipment
forwarded...,.... (date)" (giving reference to the original ship-
ment), The recelpt for such part lot must of course, bear regular
revenue stamps,’ "

It is the opinion of the Board that the following rule should be sub-
stituted for I. R. C. Ruling No, 4:

When a shipment Is offered a carrier on a day other than a
refrigerator or heated car service day, and a part of sald shipment
is perishable, sald shi shall be considered as an entirety,
the same as though offered on a refrigerator or heated car day.
Sald shipment, b » shall be recelpted for “short” and,
when perishable portion thereof s later offered on next refrigera-
tor or heatled car day, receipted for as “part lot of shipment for-
warded.........,(date).” Weight and charges ahead.
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On April 26, 1021, the bourd amended the foregoing opinjon,

When o shipment Is offered a carrler on a day other
refrigerator or heated car service day, and a part of said ghis
ment is perishable, said shipment shall be considered as “
tirety, the same as though offered on a refrigerator or w !
day. Sald shipment, however, shall be receipted for with per
able portion #ghort” and when later offered on next m
heated car day, receipted for as “part lot of shipment

Electric Transmission Line Franchises and Matters
Pertaining Thereto.

No. 9722, 1921,

Hoyal Telephone Company, Royal, lowa, v. Pelerson Power & Milling
Company, Peterson, lowa.

Electical Interference caused by transmission line.

The last letter we have In « ction with this laint is one dated
December 5, 1917, since which time we have heard nothing. Therefore,
the file has been closed.

Filed April 11, 1916, Closed December 5, 1921.

No. 9723, 1921
Great Northern Rallroad Company, 8t. Paul, Minn,, v. Lester Telephone
Company, Lester Iowa.
Improper construction of telephone line at rallroad crossing.
Satlsfactorily adjusted.
Filed October 4, 1819, Closed March 18, 1921

No. 87234, 1821.

Wabash Rallroad Company, St. Louis, Mo., v. Mills County Power Com-
pany, Glenwood, Towa,

Improper construction of eleotric transmission line over tracks near
Silver City,

Adjusted,

Flled August, 6, 1910, Closed March 15, 1921.

No. 9726, 1921.

Farmers' Transmission Light & Power Company of Wright County,
Town.

Hearing was held on this application on April 13, 1920, The applicants
failed to reply to inquiries from this office, and the file has lain dormant
for twenty months, and will, therefore, be closed.

Filed March 12, 1920. Closed December 5, 1821,

No. 9726, 1921,

Incorporated town of Grimes, Iowa,

Application for transmission line franchise in Polk county.

On April 27, 1920, the Board held hearing In the above application,
and on March 8, 1921, franchise was granted upon the following route:

Beginning at a point near the north
North, Range 25 West of the Gth P.
south highway which b

of the Sth . M.
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No, 9727, 1821,
Irvington Light & Power Company, Algona, lowa.
Transmission line franchise.
The Board held a hearing in this application on July 13,
February 28, 1921, franchise was granted on the following
Beginning in the east magin of the north and south highway
on the West Section 12, Tovnship 96 North, Range I8 West of
at the of sald ‘high with the south bsundary

of Algona, fown, thencs souith in the east margin of sald highway,
of approximataly two and one-halfl miles, to the southwest

which bounds on the south sald Bectlon 24, a distance of
Balf mile; thence ol sald hway In a th
Section 25, Townaship 3§ North, Range 29 West, and
margin thereof, to a point aear the sast and west cen
25, whare said highway tuins east; thence east in the
highway to where sald highway turns south; thence south In
of sald highway to the wouth margin of the east and
bounds on the North Bectionn 38, Township 6 North, Range 29
ginning at & point near the northwest corner of the nartheast g
tion 38, Township 88 North, Range 19 West, thence

of the highway which bounids on the north sald Section 36,
corner of Bection 32, Townshlp %5 North, Range 2%

mlso beginning on the north line of Bection 31, Township 95
West of the 5th P, M., thenoe south in the west ma
highway running through the east half of sald Sect the
of the high running apy iy along the east and west cun
sald Section 11; thence east in the north margin of sald cast and
to the west margin of the lilghway which bounds sald Sectlon
thenos south In the west of mald highway, a

one and one-half miles, to the southeast corner of Section
North, Range #8 West; thoiice west in the north margin of the
bounds Kaid Seotlon 6 on tha south, to the wonthwest corner of wald Hee

i3
=5
il

tion 31, Township #6 Nortli, Range 28 West of the 5th P. M, o
near the of mald high with the right-of-way of
and Nor Hway , and running thence nortl
north and eust margin of the highway which passes in = nort
through Section 30, said Township and Runge, to the south
west highway extending along the north section line of

2t
1
:
:
:
§
g
g
:
i
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No, 9728, 19821,

Van Bures Light and Power Company, Stockport, lows.

Tra jsston lioe franchise n Lee, Henry and Van Buren Countles.

On Augnst 24, 1520, the Board held a partial bhearing In this ease,
and named September 20, 1920, In its office, as time and place for
further hearing This pestponement was made for the purpose of enabling
the parties to get togetber andl come to s mutual understanding as to
some differences they had as to comstruction. In the meantime, our
enginesr was to |nspect the lines of the Stockport and Farmers Mutual
Telephone Compmny. The case came on for further hearing on Sep-
tember 20, 1920, and on April 26, 1921, franchise was granted upon the
following route:

Beginning at the intersection ¢f (he east corporate limits of (he town wf
Birmingham, Vas Bures County, lows, wilh the diagenal highway which ex-
tends in & southeasterly direction from said town of Hirmingham through o
part of the south half of Section 7, ihe northeast quarter of Besction 18, and
through SBection 17, all of Townahip T0 North, fange 8 West of the Sth P M.,
and following sald disgonal highiway in the Borth and sast margin thersel
o where sald highway (urns sast slong the south section line of said Bection 17
thenos east ln the porth margin of sald " of b i
four miles, to Lhe weal corporute limita of the town of Stockport, Van Huren
County, lowa.

Beginning sl the esst corporate limite of the town of Btoukport, Van
Buren County, lows, near the Wilersection of sald corporaie limits with the
north line of the right of way ol the Chicage, Burlington & Quincy Hallread
Company, thence In & soulhesstqrly direction over privately owned property
immediately north and aboiting upon sald Fght of way, to the east margin

of ha hig ¥ running wlong the north and south center sec-
von line of Section 15, Township 70 North, Ruage B West of the bth P M.;
thenos south in the east margin of sald north and south highway, to i
Intersection with tha b ing app! ly along the enst and west
contar soction line of Section 30, aald Townahip and Mange ;| thence sast in the
north margin of sald east and west n Al of ! 1]

five and one-half miles, to the wist corporate Hmits of the town of Hillsboro,
Henry County, lowa.

o hlgh along
e of Section 10, Township 70 North, Range
the north snd south highway which bounds
extending south la the sast margin of waid
of sy wix and haif mibes

i Townahlp 48 North, Rangs § West of the
sorth margin of the sast and west highway

:
:
!
:
i
|
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B West of the Sth % M, & distance of approximate
point where sald highway turns in a southwesterly :;"‘:::IIK "
tion 38, of ibe st menilned Township and Range: thenes s
along said highway In the north and west marging thereof, 2
carporate limits of the town of Dentonsport. Van Buren ('mg}h hy
Beginning st the north end of the highway bridge which -_' h“
Moines Itiver In the northwest gquarter of Hection 1. Townsh ;
Range 5 West of the Sth P. M, thenoe extending across said -
wast wide thervol and inulng in a th riy direction
::;:'m of the highway leading from maid bridge, to the in w
way with the highway running approximatel ‘
center section line of Bectlen 2, sakd Township :nduor:‘n‘nu'nh? l::u“
the south margin of the highway running approximately -hu- the
m m:g": m;;mhnm of Bections 2, 3, 4, 5, and 8§, ©
ge jest of the Bth P M. a distance of
fhe west boundury line of sald Boction §; lhrno-“l‘?‘amn::gml‘
tion In the south and west margine of the highway running
:::—n;.u“ quarter of Becilos 1, Township &% North, Range 10 West
ki w W the south ow ate limits x.“
Huren County, lowa, i v
¥ at the of the highway running )
the esast and west oenter section line of Becti wnahlp &
Ay D Wesk of the eh B 30, with (he Derth 0l souh m..:
mlong the west section line of sald Section 6, thencoe extending south
oast margin of sald north and south highway, a distance of ap 1
and one-half miles, to the northwest corner of Section 1M '
and Range; thonos west In the south margin of the east and we
which bounds on the porth Secliona 13, 14, and 15 m‘::“
Range 10 West of the Gth P. M., to the Intersection of said east and
highway with the diagonal highway which runs In a general
direction through sald Section 16, thence along sald diagonal
the east and wouth marging thereof to u point where sald dipgonal
:;J Intersectn the north section line of Section 28 of the last
whnshlp and Range: thence west In the wsouth margin of the
runninig along the north line of sald Seotlon %8, a distance of
:;;;mlln::::;‘l::.r ml:‘unt: the northwest corner of Sectlon 29 of the last
any nge; thenoe In the east an marging o
a!hm running In A general southwestorly amotl:n.n:lll:‘ the
n line of wald Sectlon 29, ncroms Hection 30, and nlong the west
of Section 31, all of the last mentioned ‘l'n-'mb lp and Range, .
corporate limits of the town of Cantril, Van Buren County, .
Heginning at the vast corporate limits of the town of Benton
Buren County, Town, at & polat where sald corporate limi
highway running ensi o),
<ot and west In the morth half of Section
North, Ronge §, West of the 5th P. M., thence
and west highway 1o the east section

thw

e

i

%
l
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west margin of sald north and south highway to the intersection with the
highway running In & awneral sasterly and westerly direction through the woulh
half of Bection I8, sakl Township and Range; thenos AcToss the north and
south highway and conlinoing south 15 Lhe east margin thereof, to the norih-
west corner of Section &, Toweship €0 north, lange 7, west of ihe Bth P, M,
Thence in the south margin wl the east and west highway running along the
porth boundary of Section &, Township 49 norih, Hange 7, west of the Mh M,
a distance of approximately ooe-feurth of & mils 1o the Intersection with &
north and south highway extending Through ihe east halt of sald Section ¥
thenos soulh in the sast msargia of the sall north and south highway, a distnnoe
of approximately one and three-fourths miles, to & point in (e soulheast gquarter
of Bection T, of sid Township and Range, where aald nourth and south highway
turns sast; thence wast in the sorth margin of said blghwsy to the point where
it turns south along the esst mction line of mid Sectlon 7; thenoe south in the
west margin of sald highway, & distance of apyp Iy two and fourth
miles, to the portheast corner ef Bectfon 39, sald Township and Itange ; thenee
sast mcross the highway to ihe northwest corner of Bection 29, sald Tewnship
and Hange, and centinuing soath in ihe sasi margin of the porth and moaih
highway, & distance of approvimately fve miles, 1o the southwest corner of
Section 17, Township §4 norih, Rangs 7, west of the Bth I M.

Peginning at the north end of the highway bridge which cromses the D
Moines River in the nerth hall of Bection 17, Township 68 North, Jange &
West of the §ih P, M., thence south on the weet side of the sald brides io
the south snd thereof, snd continuing south in the west margin of the high-
wuy which runs approximately  along the norih and south ocenter line of
Bectiona 17, 30, and 25, sald Township and Tange, a distance of approximately
thres miles, to Lthe south meation line of sald Hection 19 ; thence sast in (1)
sorth margin of (he highwar which bounds sald Bection 8 on the south
& distance of approximately one-half mile | thencw continuing along walid
highway in & general southeasterly direction and in the east and north
margine thereof, acrows the portheast corner of Section 3%, across the *north
half of Section 33, across Bedtlon 34, and into Bevtlon 26, all of sald Town-
fon of sald hig y with a north and south

Yan Buren Counly, Tows.
Beginning mi the east corporate lmits of the town of Farmington, Van
fluren County, Jows, where said corporate lhmits are Intermected by the -
-umnu;-unm-mwmnumotmmu.mnn
thmﬂlh’ﬁmhl.w-ﬂthmﬂhmd-K
way, lo the southeast corner of Bectlon 31, Township 08 North, Tange T
of the Gth . M., continulng \hence east over privately owned propery
:unum-ﬁmwumuumu,-tm-tbn
T West of the 5th ', M., of app iy twe

i
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highway which runs approximately along the enst and west centep.
of Section 17, of mald Township dnd Hange. thence east in the
of mald east and west highway and into SBsction 16 of sald T, Poms

h and south highway
Section 5 thenoe soulh in the west margin of wid nort

to the wouth margin of the highway which runs in a westarty direction through
the south half of Section &, of the last named Township and Range: thence

a distance of approximately three-fourths of a mile, to a poing ssterly in [he th margi of the last named high n of approxh

east and west highway turns to the southeast; thence ecopt . mu;:—',u.: lulh.l,: ihe county line between Weodbury and Ida Counties, T

highway In & general southeasterly direction, and In the south and wet g

thereof, o & point In the northeast quarter of Section 35, muld Towsmr e =l Pt
{ Range, where sald highway turns eust; thence enst in the north No. 5730, 1921,

#ald highway and scross the right-of-way of the Chicags, Burlington g = S 2 . " 1 v. Northern
I Rallrosd Company to a polnt in the northwest quarter of Section 1., -: Ruthven Telep -P X g iy

ship and Range, where sald highway furns to the moutheast; thenes lowa Gas & Electric Company.

along sald highway in the north and east margin thereof, and e Electrical interference with telepbone line.

rights-of-way of the Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad Adjusted

Alchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Rallway Company, to a point where oo y 3 1 9. 1521

Intersecis the south section line of Hection 236, Township &7 b . Filed August 36, b

west of the Sth P M.; thence continuing along sald highway in a -

direction and In the north margin thereof, ncross the northesst .

Bection 1, Township 86 north, Range & to the Intersection of saiy No. §781, 181

with the east section line of sald Section 1 lowa Light. Heat & Power Company, Orinnell, Towa.

Thence continuing along eald highway In a southeasterly direetion and Application for tr isslon line T hise in Audubon County.

north margin thereof, o distance of approximately one-fourth of a ‘il |
paint In the porthwest quarter of Sectlon 6, Township 66 north, Hange §,
il high turns h Iy and crosses the tracks of the Chicam
lington & Quiney Rallrowd Company; thence over privately owned

Application withdrawn.
Filed August 28, 1520, Closed February 7. 1921

abutting the west right-of-way line of sald rallway company, a No. 9732, 1821,
approgimately one-half mile, to the highway running northwest . ™
In the southeast quarter of sald Section 8; thence along sald .. Iown Falls Electrio Cm‘:‘.n,' Dhtss ok, SVER:

T Une fr in Hamilt county.

On October 4, 1920, the Board held hearing In the above application,
and on March 8, 1021, franchise was granted upon the following route:

o ing at the U oarer of Bectlon 43, Townahip §8 North, Range
24 Wast of the Sth I M. and extending sast in ihe mouth margin of the highs
way which bounds on the north sald Bectlon 3%, Lo thn northwest corner of
Bection 11, sald Township and Range: thenca south In he ecast “margin of
ths highway which bounds on the west said Becllon 33, to Lha northwest
corner of Seviion 4, Township A7 North, Mange 84 West of (he Sth P M.

« ing at the nort corner of Section 4, Tewnship 87 North, Hange
24 West of the Bth I', M., and extending east in the mouth margin of the

tha north and east margine thereof, to the south wectlon lineé of
mald Township and Itange, and where sald highway turns eant |
in the north margin of sald highway und across tho tracks of the Chies
Burlinglon & Quiney Hallroad Company, to m point where said highway
to the mouthenst; thonoe over privately owned property nlong the south.
line of wald Bectlon 8 a distance of upproximately one-fourth of & mile,
east mection line of mald Hectlon B: thenoe ohst In the north margln
highway which bounds on the south Section 9, of sald Township and Ra
noe of npproximately one mile 1o the southesst corner of sald
thanoe continuing enat over privatoly owned property along the south
line of Heotion 10, of wald Township und Range, s dlstince of app
one-third of & mile, to the Intermection of sald section lne with the
lmits of the town of Montrose, Iowi.

of Section 3.m¢ﬂmmuﬂlm;tmwhmm“wd
the highway bounding on the west wald Beotlon 3, s distance of

one-fourth mile, Also eommencing st the norihwest eorner uf mald Beotion ¥,
and extending porth b the eaxt margin of the highway bounding on - \he
west Beotlon 34, Township A8 Norih, Hange 24 West of the b 1% M. o dis-

tanoe of approximately onefourth mile.
C al ihe corner of Socilon 3%, Township EN Norih,

Range 34 Wesl of the &th I* M., and extending north in the sast margin of

No. 9729, 1921,

Holsteln Service Company, Holsteln, lown.
Applieation for transmisslon line franchise in lds oounty.
o-nmu,mo.mmnmmutumm
mums,ml.m&mmmtdnmm oy
Heginning at the west corporate Nmits of the t f Holsteln, 1da Cos
whare sald corporate limits are intersectod h:*::‘un and \n‘:'
Bectlon 27, Township ¥3 North,

"
i
:
Hi
:
H
t
;i
:

place ornk c . heast corner of Bection 12, Township #4 Norih,
i et & Mliwm-:ﬂu::-lmnﬂ,ﬂumwﬁhhﬂ#
I of the bighway bounding on U east Bections wnd 10, mald Township and
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Commencing st the northeast corner of Section 29, Township 8§ M.
24 Wast of the bth P. M., and extending west In the south
way which bounds on the north sald Bectlon 28, a distance of l“'
two and onée-fourth miles, to approximately the northwest corner of :
cast guarter of the northeast quarter of Bection 25, Townsh North
25 Wast of the Eth P. M. o -

Commencing at the northeast cormer of Section 20, Township g5 =
24 Weat of the Sth I M, and sxtending west in the south margin of i
way which bounds on the North said Beotion ‘10, & distance of acse N
soven-elghths mile. Also commencing at the northeast corner of ' y
20, and extending east in the soulh margin of the highway which
the morth Seetion 21, mald Township and Range, s distance of ap
one-fourth mike.

No. 9733, 1921,
8t Charles Electric Company, St. Charles, lowa.
T ission line franchise in Madison and Warren Counties.

On October 7, 1920, the Board held hearing in the above appl
and on April 4, 1921, franchise was granted on the following route:

Beginning at the east corporate limlis of the town of BL Charles, Madise
o Jown, where wald corporate imits are Intersected by an east and wes
¥ In the north half of Section 24, Township 76 North, Range 8§,
Bth ‘I’.JH.: thence east and following In the south margin of
il na of ly throe-elght '
sald highway and continuing east in the north mm.tm
and south highway which bounds sald Boection 24 on the east: §
in the west margin of sald north and south highway, a distance
ximately one-fourth mile, (o the southeant corner of Section 13, wald
Ip and Fange : thenee east tn the north margin of the sast nnd west

leh haunds on the south Seetion 1§,
P M b o 'l‘w:m-:"p_ ".1“:“" Range 25

of appr i thence

wnnt and west highwiy and continulng east in the mt:::ruu e
the northeast corner of Bection 20, of the last named Township and
thence north In the west murgln of the north and south highway which
flong the east section line of Hection 17, of the lnst named Township and
A distance of approximately one-half mile, to the cast and west highway
: approximately aloni the enst and west half wection line of Sectian
lant named Township and Range: thence east In the south margln

i

EEE

gt
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west section line of Section 35, of (he last named Township and Range: thenew
north in the east margin of said north and soulh highway, a distance of ap-
proximately threefourths mile: thence scross sald north and south highway
and conttnulng north in the west margin thereof, & distance of approximately
ane-half mile, to the highway running approximately along the east and west
half section line of Soction 21, of the last named Teownship and Hange. thenos
east In ihe sorth margin of ssld east and west highway. a distance of ap-
proximately one-half milk, to the west corporate limits of the town of Martens-
dale, Warren County, Jowa.

Heginning at the intersection of the north and south highway, along the eant
section line of Bection 30, Township T8 North, Hange 35 West of the 5th . M.
with Uhé east sad west highway Uhreugh the south half of sald Section 28
thence west in the north margin of sald st and west highway. a distance of
approximately one mile, 1o the perth and south highway which bounds Section
1%, said Township and Range on (he east; thence south in the west margin of
il north and south highway, a distance of approximately one-fourth mila, to
the east und west highway which bounds sald Section 19 on the south; thence
west in the north margin of sald ssst and west highway, & distance of ap-
proximately ons mile, to the north and south highway, along the county line
hetwesn Madison and Warren Counties | thenos south in the west margin of the
wald north and south a di of app! one-fourth mile,
1o thée north corporate limits of the town of Pevington, Madison County, Towa.

Beginning at the southwest corner of Beation 33, Township 7§ North, Range
35 West of the 5ih 1%, M.; thenos sast In the north margin of the east and west
highway, along the south section line of said Bection 311, a distance of approxi-
mately one-fourth mile, to the north and south hi gh the hwest
quarter of sald Bection 33 ; themoe north in the west margin of sid north and
south highway, o distunce of approximatsly one-hall mile, to the highway ex-
tending approximately along the east and west half wection line of mald Section
31; thence oast in the south margin of sald sast and west highway, & distance
of approximately three-fourths mile to the morth mnd seuth highway which
hounds sald Bsction 33 on the east

Beginning at the northenst corner of Bection 15, Township T North, Kange
26 Wost of the Bth P, M.; thence west in the south margin of the east and
west highway which bounds wald Section 15 on the north, a distance of A

one and half milen, to the west wide of tha right-of-way of ihe
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On November 12, 1920, the Board held besring in this appljegg
on April 7, 1821, franchise was granted upon the following

Beginning at the southenst corner of the BOULheAst 0ne-fourth of the e
sast one-fourth of Bection 11, Township T4 North, Hange 31 West of fhe & J
P. M.; thence south In the west margin of the public highway, & dig
one mile. i

Thence south across the right-of-way of the Chicage, Rock Isiang .

a of approx Iy three b d elghty fest 1o “
section of the mald right-of-way and the public highway. B

Thence southeast In the east margin of the public highwa, PPTroximutely 3
bundred seventy fesl. £ g

Thence in & southeasterly direction adjacent and parailel to the west Sousdas
of the Chicago, Rock Istand & Pacific Rallway Company's right-of- =
the west one-half of the southwest one-fourth of Section 11, and !!u‘ —
:“-:“Mht.r the northwest one-fourth of Section 24, Township 74 North, e
1 West of the Sth . M, terminating at the power house h' .
of the ( d Indi Coal O .D'“ ok :

Also beginning at the northeast corner of Bection 14, Townshl 3
Range 31 West of the Gth P. M. thence west over privately “I:.‘H
anid alang the north boundary line of sald Section to the east corporate
of the town of Melcher, Marion County, Town,

No. #7385, 1821,
Jowa Light, Heat and Power Company, Grinnell, lowa.
Transmission line franchise in Sioux County.
On November 11, 1920, the Bonrd held hearing in this application,
on March 23, 1921, franchise was granted upon the following route:

Beginning at the | fon of the north and south publle

bounds on the west Sectlons 33 and 28, Township 88 N‘;unh. m
of the Gth P. M., with the north corporate limits of the town of Sloux €
Hloux County, lowa, and extending north In the enst margin of said
south public highway to the northwest corner of sald Section 28;
onally across the high 1o the b corner of Sectlon 20, sald
¢ thence north In the wost margin of the north and south
e on the east wald Boction 20, to the northeast corner of

thenco wost In the south margin of the east and west publie
on the north wald Bectlon 20 and Sectlon 19, wald Town
northwesl corner of mald Soction 19: thenos dingonally
moutheast corner of Sectlon 13, Township $6 Norih,
P. M. thenoe west In the north margin of the e
o which bounds on the wouth said Seetlon 13. to the sot
isouly Section 14, laml mentloned Townehip and Range; thence
-uum-:h n‘“l.ho north and south public highway which b
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public highway which s
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of the north and south public highway which bewnds on the samt SBections 17, %
and §, sald Township and fange. and Section 32, Township 87 North, Range
15 Weat uf the 3th 1", M, & distance of approximately four miles. to ihe novih-
sast corner of sald Hection 31. thence disgonally across said north and south
poblic highway to the southwest corner of Section 2%, lamt mentloned Town-
ship and Hange, and continuing thence worth in thé east margin of the high-
way 1o the northwest corner of sabd Rectlon 23

No. 9736, 192L

Royal Telephone Company, Royal lowa, v. Peterson Power & Milling
Company, Peterson, lowa

Electrical interferonce with telephone line.

After considerable correspond . this laint came on for hearing
on Pebruary 1, 1821, At the close of this bearing, Mr. A. W. Jones,
manager of the Peterson Power & Milling Company, stated that he
wounld “clear up the I in i with this = No
turther complaint belng recrived in this office since February 1, the file is
closed.

Filed Seplember 7. 1920, Closed Decomber &, 1921,

No, 9787, 1921,

Incorporated town of Melvin, Towa.
Try lne B hise In Osoeola County.

On December 7, 1920, the Doard held hearing in this application, and
on July 6, 1921, franchise was granted upon the following route:

Beginning at the south corporats Himita of the wwn of Bibley, Osooola County,
Town, whers said corporate limits mre intersscted by the norih and south high-
way bounding on the west Heotion 18, Township §9 North, Range 41
Wost of the Bth P, M.; thence south in the sast margin of sald porth and
south b n di of Iy one-fourth mile, to the northwest
porner of Bection 19, said Township and fangs ; thence east In the south margin
of the east and west hlghway bounding on the north sald Bectlon 1%, a distanoes
of approximatoly two miles, 1o the norttiwest corner of Heotion Il sald Tewn-
prIm.:tmumthuthouﬂﬂmndthMM“i
mmwhuﬁ&uﬁulhmmmmll,.mwm
one mile, to (he sonthwest corner of sald Bection 21; thenos
margin of the highway which bounds on the sauth maid Heotion 2
dwmymﬂu.uuummmwdmu.-nwn—
ship and Harge | thenoe pouil in the east margin the morth and south high-

i
L
H
i

2
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No. 9728, 1921

Des Moines Electric Company, Des Molnes, lowa.

Transmission line franchise in Jasper County.

The Board held bearing in this application on January §, 1981 oo
March 22, 1921, franchise was granted upon the following route: {

eginning al & point on the east corporate limils of the tewn eof 3
City, Jasper County, Jowa, near where sald corporate limits are intarsected
the north section line of Section 1, Township 78 North, Range 21 West of |
Sth P, M. thonce east in the south margin of the eust and west "
which bounds on the north, sald Section 1, a distance of approximatsly twe y
three-fourths milen, 1o the east margin of the north and south highway
bounds on ithe west Section 34, Township 78 North, Range 20 Weat of the
1. M.; thence north in the east margin of mald north and south
dlstancs of approximately one mila, to the southwest corner of Sectlon
jast named Townahip and Range; thence east In the north margin of the
and west highway which bounds on the south sald Section 27, n distance
approximately two miles, to the southeast corner of Section 26, of last
Township and Range: thence north in the west margin of the north and
highway which bounds on the east said Section I8, a dislance of X
one and three-fourths miles; thence east ucross sald north and sou
and continuing east over privately owned property and along the south

of the northwest quarter of the northwest quarter of Sectlom 24, of
and Range, a distance of approximately one-fourth of & m

:

privately owned property and along the east
of the northwest quarter of sald Sectlon 24, and along (e
the west half of the southwest quarter of Section 18, of
and Range, a distance of approximately three-fourths of
over privately owned property and mlong the morth boun
f wald Saotion 1%, tn the north and sooth hlghway w
the northeast quarter of sald Sectlon 13; thence north b
of mald north and south n aof ely
¥ which ds app Iy nlong the enst th
of Hectlon 1%, of Jast mentioned Townwhip and mw?m
-?u‘ln of sald enst and west highway, a distance of app

1
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No. 9729, 1921,
fowa Light, Heat & Power Company, Grianell, lowa.
T jon line £ hise in Carroll and Audubon Countles, -
On March 15, 1921, the Board held hearing in this application, and on
October 31, 1821, franchise was granted on the following route:

Novrs Oven WHICH FRANCHISE I8 GEANTED Fom A THTT-THRER THOUSAND
(23000) Vour LiNE

fleginning al the northeant corner of Section elghtesn (18], Townahip olghty-
two (42) North, Range thirty-five (353 West of the Afth (6) B M., Carroll
County, lowa, thenie south in the west margjn of the norty and south highway
which bounds sald section elghteen {1%) on the easi, a dlstance of approxi-
mataly four (4) miles, to the county line between Carroll and Audubon Counthes,

Deginning st the coupty line betwesn Carroll and Audubon Counties where
sald county lne ls intersectod by the north and south Wighway which bounds
Section sitx, (§), Township cighty-one (§1) Nerth, Hange thirty-ve (36), West
of the Afth (5) P. M., Audubon County, Iowa, on the east, thenos south in the
west margin of said north and south highway, & distance of approximately
thres (1) milen, to the southeast cormer of Sectivo sightesn (18), sakd Township
and Tange: thenoe east in the north margin of the east and west highway
which bounds Section seventeen (17), sald Township and Fange on the south,
» distancs of approximately one (1) mile, to the soulhenst corner of sald Bece
tlon seventeen (17).

Jotrs OvEn WHICH FRAXCHIE 18 GRANTED Ton A SIXTT.eX Huxnkes (6600)
Vour Livm

On nll routes over which a thirty-three thousand (33060) volt line is granted
und in addition thereto, as follows:

Hoginning st the suulheast corner of Bection mavenisan (17), Township slghty.
one (81) North, Range thirty-five (15) Waest of the fifth (1) 8
south in the west margin of the north and south highway which
Hon twenty (20), sald Township and Range on the east, u distance of approxi-
mately thres (3) miles, to the southenst corner of Bectlon thirty-twa (32).
mmnuam:mm-ummm L
northwest corner of Section four (1), Township elghty (80) North, Range
thirty-five (35) West of the fifth () P. M., and continuing south in the sast
margin of mald north and south high . of appr one
snd one-hall (1%} nmmmmwnmn@\-«wdmm

i

3

und North Weslern C : thenes neroan the north
and south highway which bounds Bection eight (A}, of the last mentionsd
mmw-unmummmwumm-mmm
-umt..nmdwhumpam-nlum-uum-ﬁ
vawt cormer of Seclion seventsen (ln.duululmn-ulmul
lm.tmmummmdm-ﬂuim%rm
mmmm:mtmummmhmmnmm

-u“mymmmldwdmmmmm
mm;m-mmwmmm-nmm-“u
]

g
i

margin thereol.
' at the heast corner of Seotlon slghieen
elghty-ons (R1) wawnl}*ﬂﬂlumu
umaumhmmm«m-ummm
bounds wald Bection elghteen (18) on the North, to tha

Wiy Lurns nor ty and Ml 1

i
3

i
;
]
L

£
:
:
:
i
H

« tn the
(12), Township slghty-one (§1) North, Range th
fifth (6) ¥, M. : thence northwesterly in the and aast
the last 4 " of

mils, 1o the south corporate lmits of the of . Audubon County,
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i
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Beginning at ibe northwest corner of Becton four (4), To N
(§0) North, Range thirty-five (36) West of the fifth (5) P .,“::
i eaat 6 the south margin of the east and west highway which - “,'
Bectlon four (4) on the north, a distance of approximately three-f,
mile, th the west corpomite limits of the tewn of Ross, Audubon Tt

County,

No, 9740, 1921
Louisa County Power Company, Columbus Junction, Towa.
T Issfon line hise In Louisa and Muscatine counties
On Mareh 29, 1821, the Board held hearing in this case, and oy
31, 1921, franchise wag, i upon the following route:

Beginning at the east corporate limits of Columbus Jun .
Town, where mald corporaie limits are Intersected by an ru‘:: ::::‘- v
way running through the southeast quarter of Section 19, Townshi e
Range 4 West of the §th P. M. thence east in the north n-r:-“.t 1
cast and west highway, a distance of approximately seven-elghths of rile,
to the south corporate limits of the town of Fredonls, Loulsa L‘onﬁ. e

Beginning at the sast corporate limits of the town of Fredonia ’.ﬂ‘h‘
ty. lows, where sald corporate limits are intersecied by = :h|¢|| i
the east and west center section line of Bection 20, Township 75 Yu'gl: an
4 West of the Sth P. M. ; thence east In the north margin of the sl sast and
west highway, 1o the north and south highway along the east section
:Ie M.Iw. ‘!:; m“ wouth In the eant margin of sald north and

m ly three-clghth of pla
m :5.“ highway lurns to the southeast through the .m::::u? w':‘a.- it
’m quarter of Section 21, sald Townahip and Range: thence moully
miktely nn--tmr'l':ﬂ:' .IMH\TI.:‘ Ima nl’ﬁnmﬂ. b
h oant and west highw
mna of makd :w‘llun tl.:u!ihmu- eanst In the mnﬂ :J:r:’ll::“:Il:ll
npproxd one and three- f
m northeant corner of Seotlon 27, sald Townshlp and Range “l“hm
Moross said eaxt and west highwny and continulng east over p
mmd“nm-ur alonir the south boundury of the west half of Section
wnship and Range, u distance of approximately one-half mile,

Wghway which bounds on the north, the east half of sald Section 26,

two and half miles, 1o the northeast corner
Baction 30, Townahip 76 North, fange 3 Went of the 5th D. Al : theace no

the north corporate limits of the

town of Let :

lowa. AL 8 polnt n the east and west ighway which Soviis bt
fourth of S 5, T

the north margin of said eant
mately and west highway, distance
udmm""'""'““'m-wlhhm-w
south high ..‘Ol:llu:‘nmhm-sw'
:&."ﬂ.... 17 hance diagunatly acroes the highway And
BAIE of Sections 30 aag n UF,ihe Bighway which extends
mwnu:umlwmﬂﬂm-m
Section high

18, maid Township and Range : x;h:m-ur&
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nighway, & distance of approximately one atd one-fourth miles, to the wouth-
east corner of Hection 17, sald Township and Tange; thence north in the
west margin of the north and south highway which bounds on the sast, mald
Section 17, & distance of approximaiely one and one-half miles, 1o the high-
way extending almg the sast and west half section line of Bectiem K. wnid
Township and Range . thence Alagonaily scross the north and south highway
which bounds on the east, said Section 8, and continuing north in the east
margin thereol. & distance of approximately one mile, to the wouth margin
of the highway along ibe east and west half section line of Section 4, said

Townshlp and Hange

No. ¥741, 1921

Concord Electric Company, Garner. lowa.

Transmission line franchise in Hancock County.

On April 13, 1921, the Board held hearing in this case, and on October
31, 1921, franchise was granted on the following route:

Boginoing st the north corporate limita of the town of Oarner, where sall

> Timlts s #d by & north and souih highway through the north-
east guarter of Section thirty (30), Township ninety-six (%8) North, Rangs
twenty-three (23) West of the Afth () P, M. thence north in the east
margin of mid north and south highway, a distance of Approximately three-
fourths (%) of = mile, where wald highway turms west in the southeast
quarter of Section ninetesn {18), sald Township and Range thenoe west in the
porth margin of mald cast and west highway, distanon of approximately
one-fourth (%) of a mil, to the highway approximately nlong the north
and mouth center section line of waid Section nineteen (19} ; thence north in
lhcwmmnrlinotlmh.-tlunmd..,n o 1y
one and three-fourths (1%) miles, 1o the east and west highway, which
bounds on the north Beotion olghtsen (18). sald Township and Hange; thence
eant In the south margin of mald east and west hlghwiy, & distance of ap-

iy five and half (6%) miles, to the northesst corner of Hee-
tion thirteen (18), wsald Township nnd Range; thones wouth in the west
margin of the north and south highway wlhich bounds sald Bection thirteen
(13) one the east, a distance of approximatsly (hyee-elghths (%) of a mile
innl at the b of the north and south highway

through the northeast quarter of Hecllon thirty (30), Township n

(#8) North, Range tweniy-three (23) West of the ffth (6) P. M, with an
east and west highway slong the north section line of sald Section thirty
(30), thenoe sast in Ihm:hm&-d&hﬁw&lm‘nm
of approximately one-fourth (%) of a mils, 1 ihe noriheast corner of anid
SBectlon thirty (30), thenos continulng east over privately owned property
and along the north section line of Hection lweniy-nine (29}, sakd Town-
whip and Range, & dimanes of approximately three-fourths (%) of » mile

Beginning at the northwest corner of Hection ssventesn. (17), Township
ninety-six (¥8) North, Jange twenty-three (23) West of ihe Afth (8) P M,
mmhmm“wdm“thnumnm.mﬂ
bounds on the west Bectlon elght (8), mald Township and fange, & distance of

th riha (%) of a mile,
m-m-uumm-tun-r-tmlmnuﬂ.mm

mix (#6) North, Range tweniy-thres (31) West of the Ofih (5) P. M., thence
mnmmwumm-nmm“r.wiﬂ“-
the mast Section tem (18), -ﬂm&-ﬂm-m—-d“
mately ene (1) mile,

ship and Fange:

way, which bounds

distance of approx

one (1), mid Township

|
E
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sant corner of Bectlon three (3), sald Townahip and Range and
m: the porth margin M.,f'w wast and west highway, I'P;],ch
thres (1) on the south, & distance of approxi "
Atwtien, th i mately thr«-.l;mh
Beginning &t the northwest corner of Secflon thirteen (11), Tow -
aix (98) North, Jtange twenty-three (33) West of the fifth (5) b ar o 0=
:‘u, m:,:.';an margin of the north and south highway, "t&:
Bect irteen (13) on the west. 8 distano r
A ance of approximately
Beginning at the northeast corner of (he northwe -
sixtesn (16), Townshlp ninety-six (98) North, Range I:Inn?y“:;“' % -
of the Afth (5) . M, thence north In the west margin of lhem Aol
proximately along the north and south center section line of smm"
{9) and four (4), mald Township and Hange, & distance of
two miles, to the sast and west highway, which bounds sald Section
the morth; themoo sast In the south margin of sald east and i
way, & distance of approximately one (1) mile, to a point nn:‘r.:""
st corner of the northwest quarter of Bection three (2), mald
Hange; thence across the east and west highway, which bounds
tion three (1) on the north and continulng north over prm,n;.
property approximately slong the north and woulh center section |
Bectlon thirty-four (34), Township ninety-seven (97) North, Range o
three (23) West of the Afih (6) P. M, a distance of approximately on
mile, 1o the sast and west highway, which bounds on the south, Section
moven (27), of the last pamed Township and Range; thence contin
In the west margin of the highway approximately ajong the north and
eonter seotion line of sald Section twenty-meven (27), n distance of
::mymnh (%) of a mile. Also at the i} corner
mmm quarter of Hectlon four (4), Township ninety-six (96)
sy twenty-three (23) West of the fifth (5th) P, M.; thence west
I “mhm of the east and west highway, which bounds sald Bectlon f
north, a distance of approximately one-half (1) of a mile,
iy corner of mald Bectlon four (4); thence north in the east m
“Mh” and pouth highway which bounds on the west Seotion 1
.llln-! - ““. mm. Ip ningty-sevon (97) North, Range twenty-three (23)
(6) . M., a distance of approximately one-fourth (14) of &

No. 9742, 1921,
: " is, Mo, v, nty Power
pany, Glenwood, lown. Wen: o

Improper construeti o
Sliver Clty, o0 f electrio transmission line over tracks

Batisfactorily taken care of,
Filed March 12, 1921. Closed December 5, 1921.

—

No. §743, 1921,
Colfax Eleetrle Light Company, Colfax, I
me&mlalm Cm::"
_ On April Board held hearing in this application, and |
July 9, 1921, tranchise was granted upon the followlng route:

:
%
i
£
i
i
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No. 9744, 1821,

Northern lowa Gas & Electric Company, Humboldt, lowa.

Transmission line franchise in Dickinsan County.

On August 9, 1921, the Board held hearing in this application, and
on October 31, 1921, franchise was granted upon the following route:

Peginning at the south corporate lmits of the town of Spirit Lake, IMckin-
son County, lowa, whers wald e lmits s d ul (he approxi
mats northwest corner of the portheast quarier of the porthwest quarter of
Section ten (10), Township niosty-sine (83) Nerth, Range thirty-six (38)
West of the Bfth (5) . M, Dickinson Counly, Town, by a public highway
extending In = southeastariy and porthwesterly directlon; theneoe mouth-
sasterly, southerly, southwesterly and northwesterly, a distance of appraxi-
mately two and one-tenth (31)) miles, in the above meationed public high-
way as it follows Lhe westerly shore line of Kast Okoboji Lake al an avernge
approximate distance of one hundred twenty-five (125) feet therefrom, In
the land now known as Francis Bites, Dickinson County, Towa

The routs of the proposed transmisslon line lles In the margin of the above
described highway which is farthest from the lake whore line and the terminus
of said transmission line is &t the intersection of the above described high-
way with the west section line of Bection fNifteen (18), of sald Township and
Hange, app ty one hundred sighty (180) feet south of ihe south-
west corner of the northwest quarter of the northwest quarter of sald Sec
ton fiftoen (15).

No. 8746, 1821

firitt Light & Power Company, Britt, lowa

Tr imslon line hise In H k County.

On August 16, the Board bold hearing in this application, and on No-
vember 17, 1921, franchise was granted upon the following route:

Beginning at the porthwest corner of the corporate Himite of tha town of
BrFit, Township ninety-six (98) North, Range (wenty-five (26) Wuat of the
Afth (&) P n.;mmmhlathouﬂmha!‘mmmﬂlﬂ
bounds on the west Section twenty-slght (2§), sald Township and Range.
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Section sixteen (16), said Township und Range: thence cast iy
margin of the last named highway, s distance of iwm:mwh G
mile, to the west corporats limils of the town of Crystal Lake. -
Also beginning at the northeast corner of Section twenty 1i°l !
ninety-seven (97) North, Hange twenty-five (35) west of the fitth (5) oo
thenoe east actoss the highway to the northwest corner of Bection L
(21), mid Township and Range. thence south In the east margin A
highway which bounds sald Ssction twenty-one (21) on the west, of ¢
of spproximately two (2) miles, 10 the south west corner of s.m;u; "
eight (31), mid Township and Range: thence west in the north mae
of the highway which bounds Section twenty.nine (29), mald ot
Hange on the south, a distance of approximately one (1) mile, to 5
west corner of said Section twenty-nine (29) v e

No. 9746, 1921, 4

Britt Light & Power Company, Britt, lowa,
Transmission line franchise in Kossuth County,
On August 16, 1831, the Board held hearing in this application, ang
November 17, 1921, frapchlse was granted upon the following route:
Beginaing at the south eorporate limita of the town of Wesley where
Yimite s | d by w north and south public !
on the east Sectlon two (2), Township ninety-five (85) North, Range
.‘m-uﬂ'l'l Wast of the ffth (3) I M.; thence south in the west ;
" of one (1) mile, to the
onst cormer of mald Bection two (2); thenes across h
northwest corner of Section twelve (12), sald Thwaﬂ:lr: :nr'm'
continuing wouth In the east murgin of the highway which bounds nald
ton twelve (12), on the wast, a distance of approximutely one (1) mile ta

margin of the highway which bounds on the south Seotl ol
on eleve: -
Tow m:‘ a::: n distanés of approximately one (1) mile, to It.hl'qu' 2
" mmr“ lon ten (10), wald Townmhilp and Fange; thenee |
A -“u murc:bot‘u\:u highway which boundw on the east Section
{ Towni Runge, a distanco of approxima

to the munu‘:r. :::r‘n: u‘rh Hection twenty-two (21) said Tw:ni:mm
thenoe west uth margin of th {
tion twentydwo (23) on the north, s-“humﬂirﬂm Iwm- Y
(H) mile, to the north and wouth conter section line of said Sectlon .,
Mﬂﬂ u::n the highwiy and continuing west In the north
ﬂlm'h approximately two (2) miles, to the north and
;: Boctlon seventoen (17), sald Township and

i?!}!?ﬂig
il
HEE

:

;

i

Rppro:
of Section elghteen (18), said Township and
mm«mumua.m
twenty-mven (27) West of the Afth (5) P, M.:
- ihe highway which bounds sald Section one (!
appreximately one (1) mile, to the northeast co

i
il
i
E
|
!
;
ll
(

P M.: thence north in the west

Beotion ten (19) on the sast & g o, Of the highway which
Also b ok ‘m«mnmmm
et quarter of Sectlon 20). Township ninety-five
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cant margin of the norh and ssulh public highway in the southwest quarter ol
Bection seventesn (170, mail Township and fange, a distanos of approxi-
mately one-hall (155 mile, including the atresis and alleys of the unincorporated
town of Bi Bemedict, to the north properiy lime of the Minneapolis & St
Louls Hallway Company's right-ol-way

Na. $747, 1821
A. H. Latimer, Osage, lown. and C. C. Miller. Clermont, Jowa
Application for tramsmistion line {ranchise in Mitchell and Hancock

Countles
On August 31, 1921, the Board held hearing in this application, and on

Oetober 5. 1921, franchise was granted upon the following route:

Beginning &l ihe north corporale limits of the town of Osage where sald
corporate limits |8 intersectsd by & north and south highway along the
cast section line of Becllon twenly-Thres i(2%)., Township ninety-elght (35)
North, Range sevenioen (17} Wesi of the Afth &) . M.: thenoe north
in the west margin of Eighway, a distabes of approximately nine and
throo-quarters (3% ) mika to (he northeast corner of the moutheast quarter
of Section thirty-five (35), Township one hundred (160) North, Range seven-
teen (17) West of the Afth (5) I M.; thence east in the mouth margin of
the highwoy approximately along the saat nnd west oenter sectlon line of
Section thirty-six (36), of the last named Township and Range, o distance
of upproximately one-half (%) mile, to the west corporate Hmits of the town
of Btacyville.

Deginping &t the enst corporate limits of the town of Hmcyville whers
mmid  corp limita s L by a highway appr Iy nlong the
sant and west ocenter section line of Hectlom thirty-two (32), Township oné
huandred (1660 North, Range sixtesn (16) West of the Afth (5) P, AM.S thenes
onst in the wouth margin of sald highway to the northeast corner of the
southeast quarter of sald Seetion Whirty-twoe (32) thénee neross the high-
way o the southwest corner of the porthwest guarter of Sectlon thirty-threa
(43), wadd Township and Range, and continuing east In the north margin
of the highway npproximately alonk the east and west center wectlon line of
Hections thirty-three (33) and thirty-four (34), maid Township and Range. &
distance of approximately ons and obe-guarier (144) miles; thence across
the highway and continuing east in ithe south margin (hereof, a distance
of two and th q (2% ) milen, to the morthwest corner
of ihe southwest quarter of Section thirty-one (31), Township one hundred
(100) North, Wange fifiesn (16) West of the fifth (6 1. M.: thence norih
In the enst margin of the highway which Lounds maid Hection Ihirty-one
(31} on the west B of app half (%) mile, to the
northwest corner of sald Section thirty-ona (11), thence east in the wouth
margin of the highwey which bounds said Section thirty-one (21) on ihe
north, & distance of approxbmaisly two (1) miles, 10 the mortheast corper of
Section thirty-twe (32), of the last named Township and Hange: thencs
dlagonally across the highway ta (he southwest corner of Section twenty-
sight (25) of the last named Township and Jange, and continuing east in
the north margin of the highway which bounds sald Bection twenly-sight (38)
on the south, & distance of sppruximately four (1) miles to the soulhwest
corner of Bection thirty (38), Tuwnship one hundred (100) North, Range
fourteen (14) West of the A7th (5) I M. thenos north in the sast margin
ﬂmm-hmmm-umuwu»umu;w
of approximately three (3) miles to the southwest corner of Section seven

(T), of the last named Township and Range: thenee sorvas the highway
1o the southeast corner of Section twelve (12), Township one hundred (1
North, Range fifteen (15) West of the fifth (5) P. M.: and continuing ne

In the west margin thereof, & distance of one (1) mile,

northeast corner of sald Sectin twelve (13} thenoe east in the south
the highway which bounds on the north Bectlon seven (7), Township

{HE

2
§
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hundred (109) North, Range fourtesn (14) West of the ffth (5) p 5
distancs of approximately four and one-quarter (414) miles, 10 the e
where ssld highway turns to the southeasterly in the north half op
elevan (11), Township one hundred (100) North, Range fourtess 14)
of the ffih () I M. thénoe In a general easterly direction in ghe :
margin of (be irregular highway through the north half of Sections dn\
(11) and twelve (12), of the last named Township and Range, ang [
the aspproximate conter of Boctlons seven (7), elght (5), and nine (3),
Townshiy one hundred (100) North, Mange thirteen (13) Wesl of the
ffth (5} P, M, to the eamt seciion line of sald Bectlon nine 9): B “
cromsing sald highway and continuing easterly In the narth nnr.h-l.l" F
a distance of approximately two and one-half (X)) milen to the soull =
corner of Ihe soulheast gquarier of Hecllon twelve (12), of the I.I.lt ¢
Township and Fange; themoe south In the vast margin of the high -
botunds on the west the northeast quarter of Bection thirteen n::’.‘ )
last named Township snd Range, s distance of approximately ou.u.. ,
mik, to the south margin of the highway running approximately o/,
want and west center section lme of said Section thirteen (13): themes
In the south margin of sald east and west highway, a dislance of g o
mately one and one-quarter (1%) miles, to the east margin of ihe -‘;"
und souih highway In the east half of Bection elghteen (185), .
Nhundred (100) North, Range twelve (12) West of the Ofth (5) B. M. m::
south fn the emst margin of mald north and south highway to the aouthe
margin of the highway running in a general nor Iy and by .
dirsction In the northeast quarter of Sectlon nineteen (19) of the last
ll‘ul'uhlw and Range: thence ocusterly In the south margin of the last named
ay to the of sald high with the west corporate limits

¥

e by the right-of-way of the Chicagn,

Rallroad O ny In the northeast tor of Bect twenty:thres
(38), Tuwnship ninsty-olght (38) North, Range meventsen u':? West of
Afth (8) P, M; thence northeastorly over private property  abul
right-of-way of mald Ftallroad Company on the east, to the Inf

mmlc h;:' “1': weat mgnr;:- limits of the town of Osage where
no east and west highw, h
oan the north Sectlon twenty-seven (27), Township nmu-lr:m'm
mﬂuh.::.:::‘l (17) West of the fifth (5) P M., thence west In the
o the apy northwest corner of
quarter of Heotlon twenty-slght (28 ot
l‘h:hilﬁm :: st m tll;o::::. Township and Range ;
he .

dlaven (11) and Bection ten (10) “Townah
« sl Range, .
lon_fuulnmulmul:n ‘1 iy .

northeast corner of the southeast quarter of &
o .:I..w ninety-nine (98) North, Range -::m—
'ﬂm“‘u".. ..mmhmumuﬂhd_lh
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thirty-four (34), thirty-three (33) and thirty-two (32), mald Township and
Range, to the northwest corner of the southwest guarter of sald Section thirty-
ten (12); thenos north In the sast margin of the highway which bounds
saiil Soction thirty-two (32) on the west, a distance of approximately one-
half (%) mile, to the northwest corner of sald Bection thirty-two (32).

Beginning at the northeast corner of the moutheast quarter of Section thirty-
Hye (35), Township one hundred (160) Nerth, Range sixteen (18) West of the
afth (5) P. M.; themce north In the west margin of the highway which
bounds on the cast sald section thirty-five (35), a distance of approximalely
one and one-half (1%) miles, to the northeast eorner of Section twenty-
six (26), sald Townsbip and Hange.

Beginning at the south section line of Section twenty-sevem (27), Town-
ship one hundred (100) North, Range fAfteen (15) west of the Afth (&)
P. M. whers sald section line i intersected by the right-of-way of the
Chicago, Great Western Rallroad Company | thence southeasterly across the
highway which bounds sald Section twenly-seven (27) on the south, and
continuing southeasterly over privats properiy abutting the west right-of-
way line of said 4 C n the quarter of Sectlon thirty-
four (34), sald Townshlp and Rangs, 1o the north corporats Hmits of the
town of Melntire,

No. 6748, 15831,
Waterloo, Cedar Falls and Northern Rallway Company. Waterloo, Towa,
v. D. A. Johnson, Seattle, Wash,
Application for suthority to condemn land in Black Hawk County.
This application was filed in thin office on July, 6, 1921. On July 9,
the petitioners advised us ns follows:
“Negotiations are pending for adjustment of this matter and if
your have not as yet served the notice, we will kindly ask you
to hold the matter in abeyance until you hear further from us'
On July 21, petitioner advised that the matter had been adjusted and
we might close our file.
Flled July 6, 1881, Closed October 7, 1921,




Classification Matters Closed During 1921,

No. 5749, 1921

Board of Rallroad Commissioners, Des

Investigation of lowa Distance Turifl.

On November 5, 1913, the Board Issued notice to the effect that it had
Instituted an Inquiry as to the proper relationship between the severa]
schedules of class rates as shown in lowa Distance Tariff published wigh
lowa Classification No. 15, and had set Wednesday, December 10, ut 1§
o'clock A. M., in its office, as time and place for hearing. Later a resgiy
tion was adopted by the Board that this

*Commission give public announcement of an investigation
and revision on its own motion of the lowa distance schedule,
and that the Commerce Counsel, the Rallway Companies, and the
m@k men of the state be Invited to participate in said investiga-

On November 29, 1813, all parties were advised that the hearing fu
this case had been continued to December 18, 1913, ut the same time and
place. On December 10, the hearing was further continued to January
7. 1914, same time and place.

Pursuant to notlee, & general conference between representatives of
the ! hip the € eo O 1 and nbers of this Board
was held. After this hearing the earrlors were nsked to furnish informa:
tlon concerning the tonnage moving under each class on lowa Intrestite
:;:..II:.::N“& # ropresentative perfod of time, The Board MM

as applicable to the first ten days of March, . September

u;u November of 1914, . V% ™
June 27, 1914, the Board called a conference of low i,

to be held in its office on Thursday, July 2, 1914, at 1:30 ;’ "H‘..m:u'“"
purpose of considering this esse and examining the petition wihich had
been prepared. Further, for the purpose of examining certain tables
submitted by the lowa railroads showing the tonnage moving In the
varfous classes, which information they requested at the former con-
ference. Later other statistics were requested to be filed by the carriers
::ni-lu‘: on other o::nun separated as to class, moving both Intersiate

ds do not discl that anything further
ever done In this case and ltmﬂmdm:mumyt:ll?:!ltm:
never before been written up In our report. F
Flled November 5, 1911. Closed November 11, 1918.

lowa,

No. 9780, 1821,
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papers In this file were later referred to the commerco counsel for atten-
tion. This case finally came on for consideration at our April classifica-
tion hearing, at which representatives of the carrlers and shippers
“pgreed to submit a proposed rule to the Commission, covering this
sabject.”
This they have never done. Since August 20, 1915, nothing has been
filed in this case, and It is now closed of record.
Filed October 17, 1914, Closed December 5, 1921.

No. 9751, 1821
lowa State Manufacturers’ Assoclation, et al. In the matter of trans-
fer charges on L. C. L.shipments at Junction points,

This case wns originally made up of three files, oach covering the
same subject, and, for the convenience of the record, these have been
amalgamated into one fle, under Lhe above caption. There were two
petitions filed by the lowa State M turers’ A tation of Des
Molnes, Jows, and one by the Dubuque Shippers’ Association. Dabuque,
lowa. The original petitions were filed in 1916, the one in the instant
case having been filed first; namely. on February 26, 19156, Hearing was
held on January 7, 1916, and oral arguments heard on March 10, 1916,
Declsion was written as of December 30, 1816, but publication was with-
held.

On October 2, 1017, the Board directed that Supplement to lowa Classifl-
cation No, 16, showing tho changes ordered in this declsion, be issued,
and Supplement No. 18, to lowa Classification No. 15, showing wsuch
changes, was Issued. On October 5, 1917, the Board directed that the
order of Docomber 30, 1916, be sent out, and granted the railroads thirty
days from October 2, 1917, In which to amend thelr tariffs in accordance
with the order,

Upon application of the earriers, Supplement No. 20 to Town Classifica-
tion No. 16 waa issued, which cancelled Supplement No. 18, and sbrogated
the order of December 30, 1916, and petition of carriers for rehearing was
L d, Nothing further having been ived In this complaint for
more than three years, the file has been closed.

Filed February 26, 1016, (losed December 3, 1821,

No. 8752, 1921.
Wallaces' Farmer, Des Molnes, lowa, v. Illinols Central Rallroad Co.
mmmmmmmnummlmmvum

Central Railroad.

After considerable correspondence touching on this case, mo formal
action was ever taken. Not hearing from the complainants since Novem-
ber, 1915, the file is hereby closed.

Filed December 7, 1915 Closed December 5, 1921.
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No. 9763, 1821,
Board of Rallroad ( i s, Des Mol lowa.
Reopening of lows Interior Rate Case.
Flled March 14, 1916, Closed December 5, 1921.

No. 9764, 1921.
Underwood Candy Co., (nkaloosa, lowa.
Change in classification of lee,
Dinminsed.
Filed September 10, 1517. Closed May 25, 1921.

No, 9755, 1921,
Capital City Sand Co, Des Molines, Iowa.
Rule for notifieation of consignor of refused or unciaimed C. L ship-

ments. Investigation by our Rate Department disclosed that Fairbanky

Demurrage Tariff No. 4:A, which s applicable to interstate and intrs

wtate trafie, Rule 4, Section E-1, provided

“when ecarload ght | refused at destination notice of such
refusal shall within twenty-four hours thereof be sent by wire
to consignor when known at his expense or when not known
to agent at point of shipment who shall be required to notity
shipper promptly If known* .
This rule being practically what the applicant requested this
missfon to adopt, It was not considered necessary for this Board to
as the rule was applicable t¢ intrastate traffic, d
Filed March 8, 1910, Closed May 2, 1921,

No. 9766, 1921,
Natlonal Councll of Farmers' Cooperative Associations and Farn
Grain Doalers Amsociation of lowa,
In the matter of petition for reduction In grain rates.
mdlmmallmnumwnmﬁum ]
Interstate Commerce Commission, which body, after hearing. dismisse
the case. (SBee B6-10C, 399400.) 1
Filed March 13, 1919. Closed Docomber 3, 1921. ‘

No. §757, 1921,
Burlington Shippers' Association, Burlington, Towa.
Petition for reduced classifieation on china cabinets.

For classifieation granted 8u Pla
No. 15 see Bupplement No. 26 to lowa

Filed August 11, 1919, Closed June 6, 1921,
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ment of rates on state traffie so as to bring the same in harmony with
sach re-adjustment of rates as might be made by the Interstate Com-
merce Commission, In & case pending before that body, in the General
Western Territorial Group, including the State of lowa, their application
1o the Interstate Commerce Commission being for an average increase
of not less than 2191 per cont.

The Board pamed June 23, 1920, at 10 o'cleck A. M. in ite office at
Des Moines, lows, as the time and place for hearing in the matter of
re-adjustment of freight rales on intrastate traflic lo bring same into
barmony with such readjsstment of rales as might be made by the
Intersiate Commerce Commission ln its investigation then in progress,
under the provisions of Sectlon 422 of the Transportation Act of 1830,
It was stated that at this bearing the Board would make no examination
into the merits of apecific cases.

On request of petitioners, this hearing was postponed to July 27, 1920,
10 o'clock A. M, In the office of the Board. On July 20, 1920, hearing
was postponed, without date, by the Commission. On July 11, 1820, the
petiti a filed 1 lication that app i had
boen made by the Hallroad Labor Organizations, to the Rallroad Labor
Board, created by the Act of Congress approved February 27, 1820, known
as the Transportation Act, for increase In wages for practically all
olasses of raflway ployees, and that declsion would be made by said
Labor Hoard on the applieation onm or before the 30th of July, 1920.
They asked that in the event such declslon Incronsed nuch wages, and if
the (& & isslon should allow additional inorease
in trelght rates, ete, to meet such wage Increase, that this Commission
authorize them to make corresponding Increase in the intrastate rates
and passengor farea and charges, and any charges for transporting prop-
erty on passenger trains, ete, applieable in the State of lowa. Later
this matier was set down for hearing on August b, 1820, at ten o'elock
A. M, in the office of the Board, at Des Moines, and all parties wore so
notified,

On August 5, hearing was held, pursuant to notice, at which the car.
rlers and & ber of abip were Tep d. After hearing, and
arguments by Messrs. A. A. McLaughlin and R. B, Scott, for the carriers,
the case was adjourned for further hearing on August 17, 1920, at ten
o'clock A. M., In the office of he Board, with the understanding that
the carriors were to file tentative schedules of rales with the Commission

pers’ representatives, thereby giving them a week's time in which to
the hedules before the final hearing. Notice of this

action was sent to the entire malling list of this Comminsion.

On August 17, 1920, hearing was hold, pursuant lo notice, at which
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In the matter of passenger rates gnd Pullman surcharges, the .
denled jurisdiction. s

On September 20, 1920, carriers filed application for m‘ .
u-.lmhrnwwundlncum In excess baggage rates and
upon paas in Pull ping cars and parior cars wag
corned, requesting an Increase of 20% In excess baggnge rates, and s
charge of 50% on Pullmas and parlor car rates upon all
Pullman and parlor cars. The exocess baggage advance allowed js
on Page 53 of the 1920 Report of the Board. inthemnmd'
senger dllrtll and Puliman and parlor car surcharges, the Board het

P y denied jurisdi Therefore, this application for reopening
of the cut was not consldered. 10
An enormous vol of correspond has developed in N

with this file, most of it having to do with interpretation of tk i
orders as applicable to eertaln commodities, and also lnnm g
quiries of a general naturs, The scope of these inquiries was such -
to not permit of thelr belng made Into Individual cases, and
were flled with the large mass of papers already accumulated In {his
e thl

Several specific cases have developed In ! with this
and the papers Involved In these particular cases have been res
therefrom and now ecarry flle numbers and subjects which give
thelr own mark of identity. They will be found written up in
respective classifications.

With this brief history of this file, we feel that we can do no
more than to close It of record, and any specific cases received
quont to this date will be handled separately and distinet from ff
file, and will be given such attention as they require,

Plled May 18, 1920, Closed Decomber 3, 1921,

No. 9769, 1921,
Harrah & Stewart Mfg. Co, Des Molnes, lowa,
Classifieation of broom clamps.

mn;dmmmm granted see Supplement No. 26 to Towa Classification
Flled February 14, 1920, Closed June 6, 1921,
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No, 8762, 1921,
[ten Biscuit Co., Clinton, lowa,
Classification of old eracker carriers.

Denled.
Filed September 29, 1920. Closed May 25, 1921

No. 9763, 1921,

Burlington Shippers’ Association, Burlington, lowa

Change in Classification of stone.

For classification granted see Supplement No. 26 to lowa Classifica-
tion No. 15

Filed September 24, 1920, Closed June 6, 1921
No. 9764, 1821

Walter H. Prier Company, Marshalltown, Towa.

Change In eln-lﬂcnllau of brass and copper scrap.

For ted soo 8 1 No. 26 to lowa Clessification
No. 15

Filed November 27, 1920. Closed June 6, 1921,

No. 9765, 1921,

Anchor Feed & Milling Co. by Ankeny Linseed Mig. Company, Des
Moines, Town.

Clussifieation of b or

For classification granted see mppkmmt No. 26 to lows Classification
No. 15,

Filed January 13, 1921, Closed June 6, 1921,

No. 9766, 1021,
White Line Transfer & Storage Co., Des Moines, Iowa,
Classifieation of householl goods.
Denled.
Filed January 8, 1921, Closed May 25, 1821,

No. 9767, 1921,

Western 8Silo Co., Des Meines, Tows.

Change in classification of wooden silos.

For classifieation granted see Supplement No. 28 to lowa Classification
No. 15.

Flled January 14, 1921, Closed June 6, 1921

No. 9768, 1921

Rubber Assoclation of Ameries, New York City.

Change in classification of solld and pneumatic rubber tires.

For classification granted see Supplement No. 26 to Jowa Classification
No. 15,

Filed October 7, 1020, Closed June 6, 1821,
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No. 9768, 1921
Railroads opersting in lowa, by R. C. Fyfe, Chairman, Western
fieation Committee, Chicago, L
Revision of rlmmmllon of stone.
Far E | see Buppl
Neo. 15
Filed December 4, 1920, Closed June 6, 1821,

No. ¥770, 1921, )

1 L

upe Co. Bur lowa,

Classifieation of sweet potat in bushel hampers. .
| For classification granted see Supplement No. 26 to lowa Classificatfas
1 No. 15.

| Ne. §771, 1921,

| fiecation Committee, Chicage, Ilinois,

I Appllcation for adoption of Rule 156 of Consolidated Cllum
Granted.
See Supplement No. 26 to Iowa Classification No. 15,
Flled December 4, 1020, Closed May 25, 1921,

! No, 9772, 1821,
[ Theodore Drake, Frultliand, Towa.
Change In classification of manure,

| The Board granted wand and gravel rate for distances up to 100 miles,

Bee Supplement No. 26 to Towa Classification No. 15, J
| Filed January 18, 1921, Closed May 25, 1921,

No. 9773, 1921,

L
Minneapolls & St. Louis Rallroad Com A B. F, Townsend,
| President, Minneapolis, Minn, g
Classification of mixed shipments of drain tile, flue lining, e

other clay articles,
nrbrmmmmm“ Supplement No, 26 to lowa Classification
Flled January 13, 1921, Closed May 25, 1921
No. 9774, 1931 '

T :.u.mmmmunlmumrmm
Manager, Cedar Rapids Chamber of Conumerce. bl

Application for adoption of Western Classification’ deseript
©%K case fillers, carload, o
Granted. See Supplement No. 26 to lowa Classification :
Flled January 25, 1921, Closed May 25, 1921, oy’

No. 26 to lowa Classificasien

Flied SBeptember 27, 1920, Closed June 6, 1021, .

K 6 Rallronds operating in Tows, by R. C. Fyfe, Chairman, Western Clasl

CLASSIFICATION MATTERS CLOSED DURING 1931 10%

No. 9775, 1921

Roebond Co. Cedar Rapide.

Classification of exterior bullding stuceo in mized carloads with crushed
stone.

Withdrawn by applicant,

Filed January 31, 1921, Closed May 25 1921

No, 9776, 1521
. M. & i P. Ry, Co., Chieago.
Emergency rate on ice, earloads, between certain stutions in Towa,
On February 231, 1921, the Board authorized the establishment of the
following emergency rates on f{ee, earloads:

. Rates in cents

From To Per 100 Lbs.
Lansing, 1ows ........c......Prestom, Jows ... 00 BB
Lansing, lowa . 2 MR TOWR .ovisinhirssnnanie 95
Lansing, lows . v o DMAT, TOWR .oivivivisvarss BB
Lanning, TOWR ....iciisnenses Maquoketa, lowa ....... .
Clear Lake, ToWs . .cooivviis Dubuque, lowa ... ey
Lansing, JOWR ..1.ooviversess Dubugue, TOWE . oooverranr o
Clear Lake, Tow ..s.Davenport, lowa ,..... ... 13,
Lansing, [ows ...............Devenport, Tows .. ...co...0- 1L

The company was advised that these rates would not be comsidered
by the Commission as bases for comparison as between other stations
in the state of lown, for the establishment of rates for similar distances
generally in the state of lown.

On February 24, this applicant filed petition with the Board requesting
that {t be permitted to establish emergoney rates on lce, earloads, minimum

80,000 pounds, between oertain uunu in im ntd utu to expire
November 21, unless sooner lled d or

On March 1, 1921, the Board wrote the company stating that they
bad no objectlon to the establishment of emergency rates on lee, car-
londs, as follows:

From Te per 100 b,
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1921, the Board wroto the rallway company authorizing them tg

lish emergency rates on lce, carloads, as follows: “‘

Rates in Cents per 100 Pounds.

From
To Clear Lake, lowa La:

C R &LC Ry— el

lowa City, lowa it gy A 125
C. &N W Ry—

Marshalltown, Towa . A 8 1
C. 0 W R R—

Dyersville, lowa ........ Sy | 4 q

Marshalltown, lowa s 8 13
C. M. & 8t. P, Ry—

Cedar Rapids, lowa disne coa 106 11

Clinton, lowa 105

Davenport, lo 12

Farley, lowa L ]

Maquoketa, lowa 12

Muscatine, Town ............ . 125

Worthington, lowa ................ 12 10
C. R. L & P. Ry. Co.-

Tows' Olty, JoWh' .....cccovvnpisnan 13 125
L C R R—

Dyersville, JOWE ... iivinernaiiiaas 126 )

Manchester, ToWs ..........oo00iies 10,5 10.5
Manchester & Onelda Rallway— .

Manchester, Towa .,....... Sl v =i 5 ADE 10.5
M. & Bt. L. R, R—

Marshalltown, TOWR ..............., 8 12

Filed February 2, 1921. Closed March 9, 1821,

No. §777, 1921,

Chieago & North Western Rallway Company, Chicago, 1llinois, for ralk

rouds operating In lowa.
Classification of beer, cereal bevernges, ete.

. :\!‘r“rll-tuﬁtlw granted see Supplement No. 26 to Tows Classification

Filed March 3, 1921, Closed May 25, 1921

No. 9778, 1921
Leigh Banana Case Company, Chieago, Tl
Change in classification of banana u,},.,‘m

N:h;s.m granted see Supplement No. 26 to Iowa

Filed April 7, 1921, Closed May 25, 1921.
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No. 9779, 1921
gjoux City Live Stock Exchange, Sloux City, lowa.
Minimum weight on live stock in double deck cars.
On May ‘25, 1821, continued lo next rate and classification hearing

Later withdrawn by applicant.
Filed March 30, 1921. Closed November 29, 1821

No. 9780, 1921
State Fish & Game Warden, by Commerce Counsel, Des Moines, fowa.
Rate on fish car.
Carriers put In redoced rates that were sallsfactory to the applicant.
Filed April 12, 1921, Closed June %, 191

No. 9781, 192L
Herring Motor Co.. Des Moines, lowa.
Classifieation of automobile tops.
For classificatipn granted wee Supplement No. 26 to lowa Classification

No. 15.
Filed April 13, 1921, Closed May 25, 1521

No, 9782, 182L
The Hille Brothers Co., New York City.
Change In classification of dates in packages in boxes.
For clansification granted seo Supplement No. 26 to Tows Classification

No. 15.
Flled March 11, 1821, Closed May 26, 1921,

No. 8783, 1021,
Haley-Neeley Company, Bloux City, lowa.
Classification of loowe, In lots of 5,000 pounds or more.
Denled.
Filed February 2, 1921, Closed May 356, 1921

No. 9784, 1921
Chieago & North Western Ry. Co., et al
Rules and minimum welghts on grain and grain products,
On April 26, 1921, the Doard advised Mr. A. F. Cleveland, Assistant
Frelght Traffic Manager of the C. & N. W, Ry. Co, s follows:
“Commisaion Instructs me to say it has no objection to publica-
tion effective on lowa Intrastale busi eigh
on grain and grain products provided by ©
Cs 4 1 fifty two three torty and
will be

e
Exhibit A thereto, In cane obfectl are filed heari
held later.”
No objections having been filed, case was closed.
Filed Docember 15, 1920, Closed April 26, 1921
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No. 9785, 1921,

Bur «', Association, Burll Towa. TRHT, o
Change in classification of confectionery. g-;:!nl::t‘o: ::ml o:-mluu Fm::r N"(r)l.1?.u:: :::.
w:‘n:ﬁdmlﬂmlm granted see Supplement No. 26 to lowa Classl : For classification granted see Supplement No. 26 to lowa Classification
Filed April 27, 1921 Closed May 25, 192L ) S ot Apeit S5, 901 (Clanedi By 0 AN
No. 9786, 1921, ] No. 9793, 1831
J. W. Edgerly & Co, Ottumwa, lowa. Bur Shippers’ A Burlington, Towa.
Change In classification of sulphuric acld. Change In classifieation on peanut butter, In tins, in boxes.
For classification granted see Supplement No. 26 Lo lowa Classifieatice Investigation disclosed that the classification r d by the appll
No. 15 = was already provided for in lowa Classification. Therefore, the file was
Flled April 25, 1921, Closed May 25, 1821, g clesed.
B Filed April 28, 1921, Closed October 7, 1921,
No. 9787, 1921
Ft. Dodge Commercial Club, FL. Dodge, lowa. No. 9794, 1821
Classification of low grade petroleum oil 3 Burlington Shippers’ Association, Burlington, Towa.
For classification granted see Supplement No. 26 to Idwa Classifieaiios Change in elassification of taploca.
No. 16. . For classificat! 4 see Supp No. 26 to lows Classification
Filed April 26, 1921, Ciosed May 25, 1921, 4 No. 15.
o — Filed April 30, 1921, Closed May 25, 1821,
No. 0788, 1921,
Pt Dodge Commercial Club, Ft. Dodge, Iowa. 4 No. 9785, 1921,
Change In classification of billets,
Chamber of Commeres, Sloux Clty, Towa,
For clasalfication granted seo Supplement No. 26 to lowa Chul.an:tldﬂ of crude rubber, C. L.
No. 16,
' lassification ted see Bupplement No, 26 to Town Classification
Flled April 26, 1821, Closed May 25, 1921, N:bf&"" i o i
Filed April 30, 1921, Closed May 26, 1821,
No. 8789, 1921, No. 9708, 1821.
Burlington Shippers' Assoclation, Burlington, Towa. Ft. Dodge Commercial. Club, Ft, Dodge, Iowa,
Change in classification of tooth pleks, Petition for adoption of Hule 10 of Western Clasaification on Town
For classification granted see Supplement No. 26 to lowsa Ol fleation intrastate traffic,
Ha. 18, : For classification granted see Bupplement No. 26 to lowa Classification
Filed April 28, 1821, Closed May 25, 1921, No. 15,
Piled April 23, 19%1. Closed May 26, 1921,
No. 790, 1921
::.nlmum mwm Burlington, Towa. No. 9797, 1821
of ammunition, small arms. National Sales Co., Des Molnes, lowa.
":h:kmmumuwmﬂo.nulm lassification Classification of corn popping machines.
For classification granted see Supplement No. 26 to lowa Classification
Filed April 25, 1921 Closed May 25, 1921, No. 15. '
No. 9101 c—— , Filed May 3, 1921. Closed May 25, 1921.
WMMMIMM No, 9798, 1921,
m““nm-w“um ".:‘" rofled. "';"'- e Natlonal Wholesale Grocers' Assoclation of the United States.
No. 15, WTERISS 3¢ Bupplement No. 4 to Tows Gl Discriminatory rates, rules and regulations governing shipments of

Flled April 28, 1921, Closed May 25, 1921, Erocery articles. 3
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CLASSIFICATION MATTERS CLOSED DURING 1821 118

A decislon of the Interstate C ce C d
of complaint in this case, and it was closed of record.

Filed Docember 15, 1919, Closed June 27, 1921. - M. & 0. Rallway.
Manchestor, TOWE ... vissnsasnasssnnnsassnsnnt
No. 9798, 1921, T
UG & B P Ry On, SWMman: IHIS: MarshalOW, JOWR v cvesesecriernarsses
Buergency ale ou les Dubuque to DeWitt, lows. They were advised, however, that these rates would not be considered
On July 1, 1921, the applicant filed petition in this offies il . g
Sdia by the C &% a p for the of rates for
o p rate on ice, carloads, minimum w imila iy in the state of Iowa.

u,m ‘nt?aptr dred ds from Dubuque to De'
e oks Nevamntar 1. JA%1, wilbes _ : Filed June 1, 1921. Closed August 26, 1921
or extended and to apply in lieu of the present class rate. = No. 9801, 1921 o
B ARGRS 1A, 10H, Cho Batrd adviseé the snghioast INRE FCSN " C. M. & SLP. Ry. Co. Chicago, Illinols.
o cbjection to- the of the emergency rate requested. Emergency rate on fce, carloads, from Dubuque to Cedar Rapids, Tows.
'rl: appiicant was advised that these emergoncy rates would mot b On August 12, 1921, the C. M. & S P. Railway Company petitioned the
i S for the establishment ot Board for permission to publish rate on ice, earloads, minimum
fales: for in the state of Towa. weight 60,000 pounds of e per 100 pounds, from Dubuque, lows, to Cedsr
Piled July 1, 1921. Closed August, 16, 1921. Raplds, lowa, such rate to expire November Zlat, unless sooner cancelled,
E— changed or extended. On August 16, 1921, the Board wired Mr. T. W.
Ne. 360, 1931, Proctor, General Frefght Agent, C. M. St. P. Rallway Company, Chicago,

C. M. & Bt P. Ry. Co., Chicago, 11 as follows:

Emergency rates on lee, C, L, from Dubuque to points h'n lowa, “Your letter twelfth, Approval of C isslon not ¥

On May 31, 1921, the C, M. & St. P. Rallway Company requested per. in case of reduction below lowa distance tariff stop. However,
mission to publish certaln emergency rates on lee. T Board has no objection to proposed rate on lce carloads outlined

On August 16, 1921, applicant was advised that the Board h!’ in your letter and will not consider same as precedent for rates

between other etatlons In lowa."
Filed August 15, 1921, Closed August 16, 1921,

bjection to the eutablish of emergency rates on lee as follows;

From

Dubuque, / v

Towa. No, 9802, 1921

To Rate Minneapolis & St. Louls R. B. Co., Minneapolis, Minn,
Readjustment of rates on sugar beets in lowa.
C. II.C::%. P. Rallway. . On September 20, 1921, the applicant filed request for authority to
= ar Rapids, lowa ......... R T T publish the following emergoncy rates on sugar beets, effective on one
D::::n. IGI;I“. ......... PR, day's notice, and Lo expire December 21, 1821:
port, Rate In cents per ton

IR, ToWh i AT D vavisipnaT .~ 000 1., eiidemesaansraadinanine e
Maguokets, JOWR .....ccovvencinianinincsscacel DN 0000 B0....ieeiss

DO, JOWN 25l i i i e iha sy e ila A5
Worthington, lowa f

C R & L C. Railway,

Towa City, Towa ..........occ00s e
C.&N. W. Rallway Company.
C.R. L &P, Rallway.
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On September 27th authority was granted to publish these rates
the following conditions:

{1) These rates to be published as emergency rates and Lo he Classification, Rates and Rules
applied until the close of business, December 31, 1921, i lien
of resent rates
E :.anr\l'n ‘m'lﬂ' N: :::rldod in M. & St L. Taritt 0 On May 25, 1921, the Commission took under consideration the cases
@ Butes to be. sulect: 10 atiniin ok 56000 ) beard st the General Rate and Classification Hearing held May 24, 1921,
as now provided for existing rates. ber ar- and made the following rulings thereon:
(3) Eighty per cent of these rates to be applied as a basis for Purlington Shippers’ Association, Burlington. lowa:
constructing joint rates on lowa Intrastate trafflic. f Application for reduction in rate on china closets, Granted.

Filed ember 28, 1921, Closed Se
Sept plember 27, 1921, Harrah & Stewart Mg, Co, Des Molnes, Towa:

Applieation for specifie rating on broom-clamps, iron or steel. Granted.

Greater Des Moines Commiitee. Des Moines, Jowa:
Application for adoption of Western (lassification description and
rating on walnut, cherry and holly lumber or veneer, Granted.

ften Biscult Company, Clinton, Towa:
Application for reduction in rate on erncker cans or eracker boxes,
returned. Denied.

wWalter H. Prier Company, Marshalltown, Towa:
Application for Western ifieation L. C. l. rath on brass and
copper serap. Granted.

Anchor Fesd & Milling Company, Des Molnes, lowa:
Application for specific rating on black strap molasses in barrels or

drums. Granted.

White Line Transfer & Storsge Company, Des Molnes, lown:
Application for (nation of prepald requl ta on 1

goods, Denled,

Western Silo Company, Des Molnes, Towa:
Application for Western Classification rating on silos, wooden, K. D,

= Granted. "

Rubber Association of America, New York City, New York:
Application for Western Classification description and ratings on
tires, N, 0. 8. Granted,

‘ Shippers’ A o ey Towsi
Application for adoption of Western Classification descriptions and
mupnmm:u“mum:muﬂmmdm
bullding blocks from Item 312, Supplement No. 25, lowa Classification
No. 15; and llation of building blocks, or artificial
mmm—m.mwtmn.mmmmm
Mmuw.u-nmummlmmmul
dlation of blocks from Item 312, Supplement
No. 25, lows Classification No, 16 Denled application for cancells-
unotmmm-rmlmma-m-ua.
hwx&lﬂwﬂum
»

Bur
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Application for classification of swest polatoes in by
* Uk h..mm
| tight tops. Granted. -

Iq Herring Motor Company, Des Molpnes, lown:
Application for Western Classification deseription and rati;
moblle tops, C. L. Granted,

J ]; Lagomurcino-Grupe Company, Barlington. lowa:
|
]

I
ng -ﬁ ||

# i Railroads operating In 1 ]
| own, by K. C. Fyfe, Chalrman, W MI‘I-
’ | | tion Committee, Chicago, 1ilinols: —— 2
I | Application for adoption of Rule 15 of Western Classification, Granted |
t Theo, Drake, Fruitland, lowa: i
Application for reduced rate on manure, C. L. 3
| and gravel rates for distances up to 100 miles.
| i' Minneapolis & Bt. Louls Rallroad Company:
| Applieation for publication of Rule 185,
1 No. 10, In Tow “_“ 5 w.l"‘“‘"" Tk
. ; u Classifieation No. 15. Granted, ]
| J. G. Oherry Company, Cedar Rapids, lowa:

h | Applieation for adoption of Western Cla
“lnsaificati iption
egg-case fllers, C.L.  Cranted, o 4

Board granted sang

| Rochond Compuny, Cedar Raplds, Towa:

Applieation for classification of exter '
I for buildin y
| carloads with erushed stone, Withdrawn by lppli:n::.um i

Chicago & North Western Rall
gl way Company, on behalf of railroads op

| Applieation for chan 1
| Walch Oranted, | " deseription and rating on besr and b

Lolgh Banana Case Company, Chieago, 11.: L
| Application for rating on new banuna carriors, nested. Granted,
] The Hull:umbeu Company, Now York City, New York: E
Application for Western (lassification description and rating o
dates In packages, in boxes, Granted, i
’ m-:’u Oo‘:lrmr. Bloux City, lowa:
Application for classificat a
= oty an of bananas, loose, In lots of 5,000 po

4. W, Bdgerly & Company, Ottumwa,
" Towa:
Application for adoption of Western escription
Classi 1
ratings on sulphuoric acid in carboys, Grnt:l.m’“ r

Fort Dodge Commereial Club, Fort
Daodge, Towa:
Application for * .
emmuudmmtmonh| ot

Fort Dodge Commereial Club, Fort Dodge, lowa:

Application for adoption of Western 4
retings oo blletn, tron or steel. Granted T derriotion ded

o
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Burlington Shippers’ Association, Burlington, Tows:
Application for Western Classification description and ratlngs on

candy or confectionery, N, 0. 8 Granted.
Burlington Shippers’ Association, Burlington, lowa:
Application for Western Classification description and rating om
toothpleks, wooden. Granted,
lington Shippers’ Assoclation, Burlington, lowa:
Application for Western Classification description and rating on
cartridges, loaded, for small arms. Granted.

Bur!

Burlington Shippers’ Assoclation, Burlington, lows:
Application for Western Classification description and ratings on

cereals and cereal products, N. 0. B, Granted.

Burlington Shippers’ Associstion, Burlington, lowa:
Application for Western Classification description and ratings om
paint, N. O. B Granted.

Burlington Shippers’ Assoclation, Burlington, lowa:
Applieation for Western Classification demeription and ratings on
taploca and sago. Granted,

Chamber of Commerce, Sloux City, Towa.
Applieation for cl fon of erude rubber, C.L. Granted.

Underwood Candy Co., Oskaloosa, Iown:
Application for commodity rate on fee, C. L. Dismissed.

Fort Dodge Commereinl Club, Fort Dodge, Towa:
Applieation for adoption of Rule 10 of Western Classlfication on Iown

intrastate traffie. Granted,

National Sales Company, Dos Moines, lowa:
Application for cl of corn popping machines, Granted.

Burling Shippers' A {atlon, Burlington, lowa:
Application for classification of wtock food Ingredients In mixed
carloads, Dismissed, account taken care of by adoption of Rule 10
of Western Clamsification No. 57,

Supplement No. 26, lowa Classification

Thc(fml.uhndim«dthmlnpmrilsumlw
Jows Classification No, 15, and embody therein all dered above,
such Supploment to be known as Supplement No. 26 to lowa Classification
No. 15, dated May 25, 1921, effective July 15, 1921, except as noted.
On July 12, 1921, the Board changed the effective date of this Supplement,
by request of carrlers, to August 1, 192L

Inmumwuhmmunnummmmw
was prepared, promulgated and published, as provided by law:

.
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SUPPLEMENT NO. 26

Cancels Bupplements 20 and 25, Bupplements 16 and 26 In effect and
contain all changes to lowa Classification No. 15 and Schedule of Reason-
able Maximum Rates of Charges for Transportation of Freight and Cars.

Dbt May 25, 1921 Effeciive Auguet 1, 1921 (exoept as moted)
My ovder of e Board of Rallread Commdslonsrs of e Slate of Jows,
GBOBGE L MeCAUGHAN, Seersiary,
Des Mobnem, lows, May 25, 1921
INpEX
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RULE 41,
3 . T Fllreboa o betble- Faced  Corrugated  Siraw.
Thsiira m. Ko bk Contntners |
194 Ratings—S8ee ortions 1, 14, 18
Cancels Index 57, Supp. Material—Sse Sections 2, ¥, . 14 and 10,
10, whi n LE Bectusig 4, 18 and 17
14-B, page 5 ol Fastening—Ses Sectiona 10, 11, 12, 18, 14 and 14
Tuterisr Packl

Gypsum A
Tire chalns, automobile .
Tires, rubber, poeamatic

breboard, Pulpboard or Seotion 1, (a)  Unless eolbwrwise -
s T, Srticics In Waets Barm. will she sboly on. 150 ot Aol
Fibreboard, Faced

i .
Hash : O Tires, rubber, solid e s or Doable- W w-
Rera v or cooper Tomgue o i, 5. T S e e e

!d!-u;npﬂliu velibole bodies Tooth phcke, wooden .. L w
Hhiewp Tops, automobile .. [b)  Rabject to the proviskons of Kule 14 and unbes ofherwis
Fractor Atachimanls, provided In weparate desriptions of wrtiches, or in G Tnber-
T ke B e e D
Trucks, g . o ] s iy L
Trunk racks (sen Rule 40), whet the requirements snd spocifioations uf
g Hule 41 are not fully complied wilh, the frelght taies an artioles
Butter, wooden in Fibrebosrd, Pulpboard or Doubis-Faced  Corrugsisd  Straws

Wooden, N, 0. board Boxes, with or withoot woodm fn

Type casting ‘machines
Type setting machino .

L
Tndertaker bodies, self-propelling vehicles. 253
v

L3
& minimum Increase of 2 eenis per 100 pounds, Above (e
rabes applicuble on such articles n boxes that do comply with
e requirements and specifications of Rule 41,

Spocifieations for Thres- Seetion 2.  {a) Fibreboard or Pulpboard wsed in making
brebiaar: board or T

Yeneer, N, O, K

kT B34
Vehicls bodles, wolf-progel 58

Tbm. (b} When th
‘Welght Limit 40 S 3

:
L
i
|
i:-i
i
i

i
L

P s
=
2
2

Welght Limit 08 Ybe te]

Welght Limit 00 Tow. i

Tndex  Date

N, 'ﬂ':l.' ARTICLE - o

201 } Steel Cooling Trueks, K. D,
CReimae—1a o, Ho. e jo dwdana Y

A7) Specifieations for Double-
Caneels Index 247, Supp. faced Corragated making Double-Faced Corragated Strawboard Baxes, without

16 Strawbeard with- fratum,

ot Frames, and foner facie
202 July 2, 1017 Becond column, page 152 of Chssification reads:
(Blome—In Supp, No. | Vehleles and parts of—Cont'd.
tig toan obiles—Continued,
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RULE 41—Continued
fel  When o eoter lacing la not lew than 018 of an
tldehmess, having & resbstans ot less than 85 pownds
sguare ek, Mullen Test, and the inney faring b not o
Bt

Weight Limit 63 e

5f
173

O1N of i Inch in thicknes, having =
than A5 pounds to the square inch, Mullen Test, the com
board having & reslitance of not lew (han 200 pounds
square inch, Mullen Test, and the outslde dimensions
box, length, whith and depth alded. do not eveeed 65
the gross welghl of the box and its contents shall not
60 prunds; or

£

ifez

Welght Limit 50 Da () When ot outer facing s not Jes than 030 of an

;
i
4
i
i
i
?
£
s

S
2
£
H
H
H
i
£
¥
iy
H
i
af
iies

i
It
4
£l
il
L
IE;’
ll"
e
£
i 4
r!l

bew, Jemath, wilih wnd depth sddet, do met excest T8
the groms welghi of the box amd s conlenis shall pol sueesd
B8 pounds; or

i

reslstance of not less than 270 pounds to the square
:Ma:w‘zﬂﬂldmﬂmm.kl::}ﬁ
depth not exeesd TO Inches, groes weight
mmmummmnmnm *
Specifications for Ringle- Section 4. (a)  Bingle-Ply Pibroboard or Pulpbosrd used In mak-
:'.:,‘ |“rm luuthn:‘:-'hu mmm = In
'““‘"".‘ i o 3
wE B B s
W When the singie-ply board fa not lews than 060
mnm_nm-mummnmsusﬂ““
to the squate inch, Mullen Test, all olges of the sides, top
anil bottam of the bax belng reinforced by & wooden [rame
maile of strips not Jew than % by % inch, or % by 1%
ineties, with cfom strips not Jess than % by % inch, or %
by 1% inchies, and not more than 14 bnches apart, the grom
welght of (he bor and Ws contents shall not exoesd 5O
poninid; or
Weight Limit 100 I fe}  When Ahs singleply board is not Jow than
inch in hie knew, Baviog & resstance of not dess than 256
vounds s the wquare ineh, Mulln Test, all edges of the
sides. top am] bettom of the box being reinforced by & weodes
frame made of srige but lews than % by 1% inches or %
by 2 inches, with croes strip Bot ess than B by 1% fnches
o S by I} inches and nol more than 14 incles apart
the Sulht of the o and s contests shall mot exceed
peands; o ]
Welght Limit 200 e ) When i board b wol lew than G850 .
:mﬁfm«mumn’-’ow
ﬂh_l“muﬂ-ﬂh“b
I-:unnuuu:mu..mm
BRI A N Y S i
W 2U fakem and not teare than 12 lnches spars e ool

-
:
:
|
¢
1
i
i
1
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RULE 41—Continued

Soctéom §, () Theee-Ply or more Fibreboard or Pulpbosrd, of
Dovible Farsd Corrmgated Ntrswhboard may be used in the con-
sruction of Fibrebosrd, Pulpposrd or Strawboard Boxes. with
wonden  frames  provided

Sywcifications for Straw-
teard or ThreeTly o0
More Fibrebonrd of
Puiphoard  Prozme  with
Wooden  Frames.

Weight Limit G0 e inl  That threegdy or more Fibreboard or Pulpboand as specl-

Sed in Section 2 (a) wed (h). or Double-Faced Corrugated
Frawhoand s wecifol in Section 3 (2] and (b}, s wend in
waking wooden fraime buies ss secified in Section 4 (s s
(b} of this Huia The gress weight of the baxr and fis con-
tents shall pot exored 50 pounds.

Weight Limil 100 Ja fe) ‘That theeo-ply o mwore or Tulpbosrd s ek
fed in Mection 2 (a) snd (¢), or Dembie-Faced Corrugsisd
Srrawbeard s 3 in) wnd (e}, s weed in
making weodet frame bones as sperifinl in Section 4 (a) and

[rlﬂ(hhm.mcmmdmhu.ﬂh
eoutents shall not sucesd 100 pounds

1 dl  That Usres or more Fibeeboard or Pulpboard s speci-
MRS, L300 ROY 1%, IC-I - w‘?'ll and (d}, or doabls thicknes of Double-
Facsd Corrugsied Strawhosrd s specified in Section 3 {a)
and () M used in making wooden frame boses s specified in
4 (a) and () of thin Hule The gross weight of

the box and its contents shall not evcesd 200 pounds

Sperifica fection 8, (a) ‘Threeply or more Fibreboard or Pulpbosrd mitist
u.-:'r l‘m be used du the of W d Fi d Boves
Boxes.

(b} There musi be four wood eloats nol less thai 11-16 by
15-16 inel, with mortised jolnts, making s tight-Btting frame
b end of K

i

i

srageal

I,
il
il
:
g
i
g

;
i
£
i
]
|
£
;

i
;
i

£
i

i
%

Welght Limit 50 Tba. e

Weight Limit 100 Ha L

[ |
|
l

Weight Limit 130 e "
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RULE 41—Continued

Eseh such gliss or earihenware

RULE 41—Continued
(1) Three-ply or more Fibreloard or Pulpbosrd must be el g

for Brons

the construstion of lronbound Fibeeboard HBoxes

of  DyublePaced  Corrugated

wooted  shell

There must be four wond cleais ol les than 13.3,

1% ik, with mortised jolnts, making a tight
st each el of box,

sl

_.‘_g

of

dmmcriteed

Dunbie Faced
in Bectiom 3 (a) and ie)

When two somplete

Packing Reguirements
Fragile Artichs, not
vcending

: u.u-__

i SRR AR
W_E “W i bt , :: _._"m
r m. .uwu,“mmn _mw L wm uw u,n
i il el ﬂf
RO u_

m“mmwm il MMMWW“umwwn Mm :mmm:wu : .“h_ﬂ_
st s il u.m . r
_“m i mm‘-mmWw mmmwuummm w mmm -wn u-unw m
i Tt bl e iy _m“
i pitfedin ik it __mrm_ : ghiids _M__E.__.

. R

Myt ‘Wm Wﬁ .mh

I

Weight Limit 30 s

Welght Limit 100 Ibs

Welght Lumit 1060 (b

m

m“ Nu-u &

nm mmmmm m_ N m m unww

i mu mwh i .m ummwa .m,m

| A e
3 Lidhy B n, m PHstred 1
1 WWWWMMMWﬁM m“m_mm ik Sl mmn i
mmmMW,mmWMm:m ..mﬂ-u «g332 wum mm -m. m.
i mm. Bt §
mmmumwmmuwmwuw i _m s m nmm ; HiE
AT L i mm HE

M_ wz.

._.n
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RULE 41—Continued

= Bectlon 9, (a)  AD Fibreboand, Pulpboard o

Cortifieats of Bou Maker. oatod Bermvbsard Hyom, i h“:‘::";""‘ Car-
or Ironbound or  Wirehows —
o conform Lo the wments and feati
must bear certil « an maker, ;m.qr',.ﬂ:.:'m
i ik, showing that the botes do o conform; ia cortiimte !
o be not dess than 2% by 4 lnches, snd be a l“ {
the following tn form and siyle of type and wording:

RULE 41—Coutinued

For Daxes complying
with Section 8 (s} sml CERTIFICATE OF DOX MAKER
(o) of this Rule. Thin b & donbla box

Each box 6 made of double faced corrusated strawboard

Thicknes | Outer face nururv:uhd ...... 0186 fnch
(Name and sddress of box maker, and figures showing mot less than | Inmer face . . /018 inch
st e e S g ko Sl ‘-“:h." ookl Outer face. .. .65 Ta per aq inch
. ) nee 4
" Inner face, . 65 The per sg. inch
i Mullen Test)

'la-debmﬂ 20 o178 Jm per s dnch

rimension
Length, '!-Hll and depth added .70 imches
ivi
“‘-::‘:-:l:l'; :l tu Cirom weight Hmit cne . Do peounds
Bule. CERTIFICATE OF BOX MAKER ®ireanaanes

This box s made of Thres more  fbreboard
palphoanl,  oater plr -nwm?u = s -
wach ply

“insert box waker's name and addres

Thidman,  JESR irecsiciaesssadains ety
o Jan han combinad board S
Rsistance {Mullen Test)
e el vog Do mest
Déimansion Hhnil no. CERTIVICATE OF BOX MAKER
8 (s} and (1)
Lengih, wilth and depth wdded. ..........cp. DS el This double strength box is made of double facel ‘cor-

yigated strawboard and single faced corrugated
strawbourd glued together

Thicknms of each facing not less tham,....... 018 inch
Outer face

.
L]
| [
et box mAker's name and address. Masiatanre Barch facing...,.... N5 I, per sq. inch
(Mullen Teal) Combined board, , . . 275 lbs. per sq. Ineh

P ——
Length, width and depil wibded. . .iiinen 4o 70 Inches
Por Boxss aomplylng 1 Groms welghh Hemlk, 0 ooeoovis T T 1 4

CYHS Baecen 3 (0),
b, tel and (a1 of CERTIFICATE OF BOX MAKER

*lnsert box maker's name and addres.

board o Puipbosd CERTIFICATE OF BOX MAKER
nh-ﬂ-mmmlwdmmlmlu




130 RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS' REPORT
RULE 41—Continued
For Corragied  Straw.
board  Weoden “""'m CERTIFICATE OF DOX MAKER
section & (8}, (b) and This wooden fr box "
ie) of this Rl : i agy ‘:u:“-un’m':l' fouble taced morrapaiat
Thicknes "
uet low (hen i'::'.: tf:: p m.*.if‘.,o’d'
Beduionss Outer tace..........
(Mullen Test) 7 Innec face IR
L Comblned board. . . .
l";::. IL Firigs wol less Uhan . 1
Crosm plecsn spaced nol mers than. ., .., .
G wolght Mot .. ......oes ik eosivinesri
*inaert bex mabker's pame snd sddres.
For_ ThreeTly or mote
|
lnctopr it ol CERTIFICATE OF BOX MAKER
m‘u, “l'.} This woolden frams box ls mad
'um.nﬁ-i.f' bbbl

For Double  Thickues
'Illt!.m
L-h_ﬂ Woenden
Betion 8t e
) of this Ruie

bosrd or pulybodrd, outer ply waterproofed

Thickness

Tinen (B oy Fo serund b

........ v e nes il

Gros welht Wb, , .. .00.. 97—.:

R R
sessivaseenaiaanian

lusert box wmaker's name and address.

CERTIFICATE OF BOX MAKER
This wooden frame bor S made of twn thickness
donbde facel corrgated strawbord

Farh thiekuoss  ( Outer face ;

CLASSIFICATION, RATES AND RULES

For  Wirshound  Fibre
board Boxes complying
with Section 0 of this
Halbe.

i
i
i
i

I
i
x
E

P

RULE 41—Continued

CERTIFICATE OF DOX MAKER
This wirsbound Sbeeboard box b made of thres-ply or more

reboard or paipbesrd, culer ply walery

Thicknems { Warh ply . .Inch
not lew than | Combdond bourd . - -lmch
Kedstance | Mallen Tesl)

ombdned  bmard ldm per wq inch
Poamarnsbion Tim

Length, wilih sod depth added. ... . - ik
End frame

Bivigs mol fess Lhan. . fock by .. Imeh

Dlding  wire . Enuge
Gross welght lUmit veundy

*lsert box makar's name aod sddres.

CERTIFICATE OF DOX MAKER

Dimenaion Fmit:
Length, widih and dopth added. oooooenr-isen Inche

Eod frame:

mtlpumh-mu.....‘....lmh R Inch

Trom band ...
Giross  welght
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RULE 41—Continued

ihe frefght rates on articles In Fibreboanl o

or Pails with fbreboard, pulpboard or metal fops snd
shall e increased 2075, with & minimum incresss of s ~
per 100 pounds albuve the rates applicable an such .
firums or Palls Uhat do comply with the w‘“
scifications of Hule 41,

{1} Al Fibeshoard or Palpboard  Droms or Palls with
o pailpshard

Certificate of Drum or #lal tops and bottoms
Pull Maker, e iy that are

|

m&' .................... o made of *. ... ...,
etoard of palpboand, ouler surface or ply walee-
proafed

CERTIFICATE OF DRUM OR PAIL MAKER

Tho body of thi (. iovevioodds made of .. o0.n
fibreboard or or ply water-

Packing Requiremenis
gt

CLASSIFICATION, RATES AND RULES 137

wifting or leak-

Fibrebuard or  Puipboard

Barrels or Drums

flrehoard  or

and
e

board or woudm besd.

Mortion 15,

Bection 10, ()
with wesodem

RULE 41—Continued

Artieles liable to loss from sifting or Jeakage must be
in bags, cans of eartous or the Drum or Pail must be lined with
tough paper or cloth: articles mut be so pecked in the Thvum
or Pail s to completely Al it

Unless otherwis providel, ratings on articles i
Barrels will apply on the mme articls in Fibrebourd

fitted with wooden hoogs and
or  wolden

)
Z
[
i
3
i

sEped

!‘l
g
i

‘th\n—h’hnunﬁmb—dm
Tiners muat be fastesied (o body by staples Srmly clinched.

(d) The gros welght of Harrel or Drum and its contents shall

[{

i

"

f

vol eveenl 300 pounds.

Limuids and articles that are not dry will not be accepted
oe in thess

)} Subject to the provisions of Bule 14, and unies otherwise
ided n separats description of articles, when the require-
misnts and specifications of Ruls 41 are not fully complied with,
Fibreboard or Pulpboard Har-

or wooden heads. shall be Incressed 206, with a mintmum ine
erenss of 2 eenfs per one hundred pounds, abore the rate aj-
plicable on sueh articles in conlainers that do comply with
the requirements and speelfications of Rule 41

) Al Fitweboard or Polpboard Darrels or Drums fitted with
wooden hoops &nd  fbreboard o pulpbdard or wooden hesds,
that wua-lm the requirements and specifica-
tans
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RULE 41—Continued
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|
t.!‘:‘ Efective ARTICLE LeL
“M--—' ey “"SO- Gh‘:i:u.hc otber tham Plate, not framed nor lesded :

l 1 i e Colored, ehipped, decorsted, stehed, ground or sand
Cuncels fom §, page 59, blasted:

of Clamifiention, and Bent:

Flaln:

B
55

2
i
E

i
:

i
£

U
o ftam 1
yes 0, pagn 01

202 Fov, 1, 1017
Bupy,

b = -.12.- i Elimination

Packed in boues . - .
Packed in Boxes, C. L., min. wt 30,000 b, .

Classifiration. Window, other than PPlate, not framed nor lesded :

Colored, chipped, decoratel, etcbed, ground or snd-
l et
Not bent:

Packed in  bixes. . . ot SR
Packed in boxes, ¢ L., miu, wi. 30,000 Jba,. .

Bant
e 1
Packed in boaes, C. Lo min, wi. 80,000 D

FH
I
i
B‘::
i

iif-
4
§
E

!

i

i
i
i

%
;

i
i

261 Ner, 30,1017 Ty Casting

i

i
:

“wmﬂ OF RAILROADS AND APPLICATION

CLASSIFICATION, RATES AND RULES

ety Thate
Na, Effective
g63 Nev, 20, 1817
[ Relsne—In  Supp. Na.
1

Camerls jtem B, page 111
of  Classification.

204  Nov, 20,

item 1,
v lanalfea thon.
205  Nov. 20, 17

(Belssue—In  Supp. No
)

2684 Now, 20, 101T.

i In o
11 1]

Cancels  “Chaine, Tire™
from Inder 20, Sugp.
No. 16 which eancelled
Heom 0, page 158 of
Clasification.

207 Nov, 20, 1017
{ Rolwne—In  Bupp.  No.

0% Nov, #0, 1917
tll-;u:vu.—ln Bupp.  No.

240 Nov, 20, 1917

Iln“—“ In Sopp. N
}

270 Ner. 26, 1817

& )

0.
Xa,

271 Wev. 20, 1017
{Rolssne—In  Supp, No.

mn)
Cancels “Hprings’’ from
Tndex 20, Supp, No.
which  oancelled
page 155 of

272 Nov, 20, 1117
( Rslssio—1In  Supp. No,

ARTICLE
Tullow:

Amimal:
In barrels with cloth toge
pails or tube .... avinn
metal enns or pails in orates .
metal enis or pail in barrels or boxes
bulk im terrels or boues. .
packages namad, . L, min. wi 30,008 iw
tank ears, . L., sotul weight (Subject fo
Rale 33) . R T T T T =
Vegetable
In babw .icurnania . campumayn sl
T baden, €. Li, miln, wi. 30,000 B, .. ...

Vehicle, Parts

of 1
Automobile Bodim [Ree  Note)
Puasenger, finished or in the white:
Boxed or orated
€, L., min. wt, 1

Hattans:
In boxes or double Mo

Weighing each less than 060 s, wrapped. . ... +1
Welghlng each 00 lhw, or over, Joose or wrapped .2
bones orates. i 3
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I' CLASSIFICATION, RATES AND RULES
Indet Date ARTICLE LeLn
Na. Fffective E . I
a73 Nev 30, IMT  Vede PRCE o Fffective ARTIOLE X
(Rolsene—in Bups Anle Housings, fron or steel, unfinished : Nov. 20, 1917 Instrument Boards, wooden, in botes or erates. . .1

1w

288 Nov. 20, 1913 Lampa and Fiatures:
(Reimoe—In  Bapp, No In barrels or boxes. .

%)
Cancals fem 3, page 155
of clamification.

250  Nev. 20, 1017 Shock  Alworbers:
iBeimas—In Hupp, Ne In barrels or boues .. ...
19) In barrels or boves,, C. L. min. wt 30,000 =
288 Nw.'zi,hllll'l' Steering Wheel Rims, In boxes or erates......1
. { Robmae—In . No.
1.7 Brake Dyuwma:
,lﬂ x-rhlo._: % Locss or I6 parkeges ... .. 3 1
19) looss 4z in packages, O. L, min, wi. 30,000 T, 280 Nev. 20, 1917
Cuncels “Brake Druma” (Relwae—1In Supp No. .
from. Indes 20, Sap. 19) mamed, €. L.,
No. 18, which cancelled (Subject to Rule 8-B).......

200 Nov. 20, 10T Tronk Macks, in boxes, bundies or erates......
mn-u-—‘ In Bupp. Ne.
)

276 Nev. 20, 11T

| Reimne—in Bupp. Noo
19)

237 Nev, 20, 1017

; 19

201 Nov. 20, 1017 Whesl Flanges, whesl WRims or side or locking
! In Bapp. No. wheel !
No, 19
Cancels iam 20, page 157 i
af clamification. Waighing each 25 I or over, loose or in
bundies welghing 26 lbs or over..........3

202 Nov, 20, 1017
{nﬁ:u-!u Bupp. No.
Cancels ftem 31, page
167, and (tema 30,
88 and 2D,

278 Nov, 30, 1617 a7,
(Relssue—In  Supp, No, L page 160 PACkRES s ksunvsriavanbassand

278 Nov. 20, 1017
lw—h Supp.  No.

280 Nor. 20, 1017
llr"-—_h L

203 Nev. 20, 1017
(l“—lr--ln Swpp,  No.

282 Ner. 0, 1017
Bupp. No.

t 294 Nov., 20, 1017
1 | Belmne—Ilu  Sapp.

rri a".-':rf

it '

e.t';é-ni.'iu.um

;rf

ﬁ Nar. !l..g{:h.
1w
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1
| L 8 ARTICLE
I 206 Nov, 20, 1917 A st} I'nhli:. ‘Mhr b we wpovified :
1 Alminum, an. ange or copper:
| L e In barrels, boves or erstes ..... o
Hams 6 and T, In packages mamed, . L., min. wi 2
| pags 155 of Clasifics: iw,  (Subject to Rule 0-Bj....,...,
ton, snd el
| cels Tndex 20 of Supn.
14,
| fem G, page 155 of
Babbil matal or white melal alloy:
In burrels, boxes of ovales ...........,
Loote or in parkages, O. L. min. wi 34,
000 . (Subject to Rule &-B)......
Iron or steel:
In barveds, boxes or erales . ... .. senoasnyd
Loowe or in packapes. . L., min. wi, 30
000 tw.  (Sabject to Rule 6-Bi.....,
07T Nev, 20, 1017 Mised enrbsads of twn or more artiches as sgecifind
[1 Bupp. N nndéy Awtomobile Parts; loose or in packages s

i

Diate

Effective

a04  Nov. 20, 1017

(Melwue—In  Sapp. Ne.
21}

Tmdex
Na,

305 Jau. 31, 1918

| Rebsne—ln  Bupp.
2)

Cancels Index 81 Bupp
16, which caneelled In-
dex 45 Bupp. 2, which
rancellal churna, jar.
jags, milk  pans  and
erocks from Jlem 12,
Page 30 of Clussifica-
thonn. Include in brack
oted Nems 14 to 16,
Page 18,

308 April
| Beissne—In

No

1, 1018
Ruigpr.

No.

=)

Cancels Index 55, Bapp,
16 which  eancoelied
Rule 27 of Clasmifios-

Marking Freight.

Marking Specified.

200 Noe, 20, 1017
| Betssue—1In  Bupp,

1]
A eancels item B,

184 cancels
1%, nu.-' 10
cation,

Tem & two (2} Inch round perforation, will clansed

page 168 of Bchedule  pes and alsck. e 3

and Classifeation,

201 Nov. 20, 1017 MHoes (Mem No. TH) €, L.:

1 Mebssnp—Ln No.  Hingle Deok: In single deck cars minbmum carfosd
. 1w welabil 16,000 Ihe, exvept when ears of smaller di-
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ARTICLE LOL 4L
Cravker oan crates may be slipped in mived carlosds
with Misouits, Mread, Cakes, Crachers, Matem, "
veli, or Toast. not oltherwise specifind, subject to Rule
21-R, at d4th Clam: minkuwm welght 20,000 I

Crockery
Blonyware (mlt of common brown or bristel gloed
mrthenwarel vie . Churne, jars, jugs, milk pans

and erocks:
Tn bones, bmrrels, ceabes, cmska or hinke

Welghing 1.000 fw or les . Min.
Weighing over 1,000 Me ...............3¢ Wt
To hisdi, bhis, or tierom with choth tops .s 1] 24000

RULE 27-R,

Becthon 1, Freight, when deliversd to carviers to be transported
at bews than earioad or any gquantity ratings, must be purked in
!l with the and i

v -
cept a8 provided in Section 2 (b} of this Rule or stherwise provided
i specific itema in e Classificat) wr in the Le
LE lon's K for the T of Articles
other than Exphwives by Frelght. If these requirement and speel-
Arations are ot complied with, freight will not be sccepted for

thon,

Beethn 2. fad  Each package, bundle or loose plece of Freight
mist be plainly, legibly snd durably marked by brush, steneil,
marking erayon (ool chalk), rubber type, metal type. pustad label
(see Nate 1), tag (see Note 3}, or other method which provides
marks equally plain, legible and durable, showing the name of only
oim ponalgnes, and of only oo stalion, town or city and state to
which destined,

When conslgned 1o & place of which thers are two or more of
e sane pame o the sane state, the name of the county mwt also

e _shown,
When conslaned to a not Joested on the loe of & earrier, it
mitat also ba marked with the nams of the station st which eon-
wgnen will aceept delivery,

o ""Ta Order,” Iluiﬂhnwm.mm
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'.II":.’ ”’“::" 0. 8 ml:‘.ﬂl"—l! Wi ARTIOLE .
M o e " SR v i e e e o e B, B
ot k10 BT5 o, G, o b odend by a4 ot )3 g, S S0 s it o

ltem 35, page 58 h’?.;"m: “{ﬂl h.-uu. or mote -u-,.m m"m:.':o:{;’n:- ‘I."ﬂl‘:"‘: l‘.nn“;b:; e

b marked capacity of the car will be the mini-

menm welght,
ﬂ'rnJ; l'1‘|l| in stralght carlesds. minimom weight

" 9 30,000 Tis.
Elevator n-.n Enchsure Doors, Gates, Lattice Work or Tollow Ballding Tile or Blocks in straight car-

368 May 1, 1918
I

(Rebme—ta” S0 N s, or frem or seel and wood comblued: SIS N A
bundles of OFEbES. . ... covcccanaas
Caneels Nam 10 page 90 b e s, 0. & 315 May 3, 1918 Coment, Lims, Balt, Biuceo (Hem Xo. 58). C. L.:
8 Helowne—In  Bupp.  Noo minbmum weight on e, ster 1 stmees,
tocrade #n bracksied Ttoms (Sabject to Rule 6-B) 1 ' L = Sraleht oe mived cariouds. will be 24,000 fhu.:
1 to 8, page B0, I Cancels Tem 124, whish :::u- o l..' weight on Cement, 40,000 T :
PO SRRSO, | - Ly el Index @9, mm O L. welght on Phater Board and
360 May 1, 1018 Asbestos uingles or Blale 3 e gy v e Phastar Btndling, $0.000 1oa: mistwsm 0. I
f - » C eelied Jtem 8, page 108 weight on Salt, 370500 e
ats T 13, ese o s T &
. B e Lo
115 of Clasification. A, which caneflel
Tem @, page 108 of
10° 1, In Balt “lasmdflea
3 aear . Commen_(Sodium Chleride) ‘ e
241 ‘ham " Sheep, 8. D, (Tem Xo. 717, O L.: (See Note) Sheep
May 1, 1ME e in
. "Illu 34, page In fibre «—Nm (Melsne—TIn  Rupp. No.
g“ pockita, Teem 18-A cancels Tiem
= oth I’“’“"-. o 10, page 170,
In bk n utn or P
bioekn.  mac B18 May 1, 1D1A
U--I:h 00 I or e (Reimne—In  Supp. No,
11 May 1, 1018 Polish, Btove (Stove Mlacking) : 210 May 1, 18
lm—h“l Supp, No, : :'l:: o -ﬂhﬂ"‘:'» packed In barrels or oz, . (Retmne—1In Bupp, Mo,
Caneels Ttem 4, page 140 In caken 0
of Classification, T il
T el 321 May 15, 1019
n bulk (Relmue—In  Supp. No.
Tn bulk
In packages Cancels Ttem 1 in part,

page B, Tows Classifi-
318 May 1, 1018 Vehlchw, Parta of: mtion No. 15.

{Relsns—In Supp. No. I'oles or Tongues:
Sh.:}h Tem 28, *."l:nr I'::m— e } ) 222 May 15, 1010
168 of g Ly Bk . e =
with
trees,
min
ik . ImIR Drick (Hem No, 843, © L
tpi-;‘:h-u.. Mirick (excepd Math and Ensmeled).
L1 Mocks (Cement, Conerete, Artificial Stone). Build-
Cancela Index No. 209, ing or Paving, Plain or Orsamental.
Supp. No, 10, Mem 4. Miocks (Hollow Building).
B cancels 4-A  Mocks (Kegment Sewer).
which cancelled Toem  Mocks (Halid Rulkding).
.‘”mlﬂﬂ- Clay Conduita.
u-hn:t?‘. :
Fifs oy, tn sicalght ‘cariads, or mixed with Fire
o

|

i

L
|
i
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hltl Iﬂ'l:::u ARTICLE Lo L
24 May 15, 1810 Machinery and Machines s

Relwas—In Sogp.  No Wood Sawing Machines (Engine and Saw comblined)
[ul » portable, 8 U, H

Loose or In packages .......cco.cvvinienl
Lome or in packages, C. L min. wt 24,000
Tbow, sobject to Rule &0 .........,

RULE 15

225 Ang 1, 1931 @ Section 1. Kuowpt s provided in Sections 2 and 3 the
Usncels Bule 15, page 8, for & bew than mriesd shipmenl miist not exoeed the tharge
Jows Ulsssifiestion ¥o. minlmum carload of e sme froight at the oarbd
16, charge for u cor filly loaded must not exceed the
same lob of frelght If taken as & less than earload

i

Meetion 2. 1f & shipment tendered as less
and Josded by earvier or ansported and
ia fonmd to be subject (o the carioad rate, and
o pot provide that the cost of leading or unloading s
the carlond rate, & charge of two and one-half
lndeed  (100) will s made
vhargs for unlosding. wuch charge o
weight of the shipment. The carload ml
plisd om smch shipments will be that
size required for the shipment in
rtation,
Bection 3. When frelght is Joaded in a ear by
dored a8 n carload shipment, anid
other freight therein, the shipment will be charged
A28 Ang 1, 1921 Fool Preparstions:
Canetls Tlem 6, page 29, Cemb, X, 0. K,
lows Clasifiestion No. bulled or rolled
18, hrman bt pesquirl
T fnmer containets in barrels or
@ In inner containers in barrels or boxes, O.
Wt 40000 e . ...oaaans
4 In balk in bags, barrels or
In bulk in bags, barrels o
40000 B ...iacenvingina
33T A l,'?:;‘ B Arkids
page 80, Tows Clamsi- In glas
femtlon  Xao, 10, In glam
o
& In carbagy,
In earboys
In earboys,
In fron or
In frow or
In tank cam, O, L., mbject to
AN Amg 1, 1921 9 Candy or confectionery, X, O,
?hﬁ_ ) r-w.
e W sndatiunery
uw hm—nﬁ—--ﬂu
whieh Insbex of in baskets packed In barrels or baxes. .. .2
?.-rn-.u_ In bulk in woolden stave or lron or steel
: L “'2 %M_anmlml-mdf.
o AI = m‘ . he asseyday
bexes, or In tin gl
In ik in barrels, botes
In packages mamed, . L.,
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Inlax Thate

No, Effective

520 Amg. 1, 1921

Cancals ltem 42, page 40,
lows Classification N,

330 Awg 1, 1821

Cancels ltem 32, page 08,
Jowa Clasification N,
1k

ant  Awg 1, 1821

Cancels Tiem 1, page 84,
lows {lassification No.
15.

333 Ang 1. 1921
Cancels Tiem 14, pages 07,
lows (lassifteation No

ARTIOLE LGL QL
A Dates:
In glass ur ssribesware packed ln barrels or bogesd
In glass ur sarthemware packed (0 harrels or houes,
C L. min, wt. 30000 Ba .. .ccoenees a3
In bulk n barrels or boves, or in inner conlaliery
other than glass or mrihenwars in barrels of
In bulk in barrels or boxes, o In inner contalners
other than glam or earthenwars in barrels or
boxes, . L., min. wi 30,000 M ........

Purniture, L O L:
Closets, China
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)
Poden e ARTICOLE R

287 Ave 3, 1021 el Paints. N. O A, incloding Chembenl, Karih or
Cascels Ttem 37, pase Metallie Taints:
TE1, Tows Chessifica-

tisn No. 15, In glass or ssrihenware parked lu burrels or boe. 1

In cakes in bozes ... .
In balk in dosble huss . s e N TR
In palls or metal enos in barrels, Boues or crates. 4
In bulk fn boTe .. .oooeeoe
in bulk in kits or pail .. . e
In paper packages in barrald or boses. .,
In bolk in barrels .
In palls or matal eane in barrels, boxes or orates;
in paper packages in barrels i n
in double bags, barrels, boy
€. L., min, wi, 36,000 i

-

Thquid or paste:
In glass or earthenware packed in barfels or boxes 1
1

In metal tabes in boxes '

ey St e
In metal cans completely jncketed: I
wqmlnhn-huhuu:lnhlllhhr-

Kits o pails, . L., win, wi 360,000 e,

B0 Ang 1, 1021 L1 Artificlal
Cancels ltems B, 9. 15, m.m,u-m.mumu
16, 17, 15, 20, 26, chiselnd, dresssd, bammersd or sand rabbed
27, 28 and 20, pese natural stone:

156 T 1, 2, 3 Lotes or in yuckages

and 4, pagn 137, Towa M-:h_

f
;
:

161
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Dhate
Neo. Effective ARTICLE LOL GL
Stone, Natural, other than Bituminwms Awdal Rock
Biocks, Ploces or Shin X. 0. &
Granite. Jusper, Marble or Omyy

il
i

U

It
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ARTICLE

oL

form with strands of No, 18 d-ply cotton yarn, or its egual

in strength, or wire, spaced not more than 1 fnch apart,

LOL

ARTICLE

Thate
Effectire

Irden
Nas,

Vireproofing, Gypeum

Waikting

Fiue Linings and Fire Clay

Chimney Pipe {exclsive of chimney tops):

Tibe,

a Tee

paper baving

sistance of mot lews than 60 peunds per square inch, Males

Test, ov

the

3 mmmm
RIgH
Jgiads
i
gadn
o ¥ 1 b
Hjriag
nnnmmwm
235233
mmhdm i
risnils
s m..“.

Tn bampers with tight legs

Pt |

Ll
@ Tncresses.
Autemobile Parts

Tudex 281, Sugp.

1, 1831
to Them 24, page
150, Jrws Classifiution

Ne. 15.
343 Awe 1, 1021

Canctls

2 Aws
A

a-ma

K

-wuww m—
il i,

i

&

2
!
£

1031
43, m

Towa
Ne. 15,

243 Aug 1,
Cancels  Ttem
103,
L

mmmmruwum

2

snlansussssiavansaneell

L, min. wt. 40,000 fbe.. .

347 Awe L
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Index
LIl

Thate
Effective
Aug. 1, 1921

Aug. 1, 1921

ARTICL

e Carviers, New, Empty:
Hansna, sheet VYeneer or sfabve venesr

¥

'l;lwiﬂl:
K. I, wheels and legs off, orated,
L., min, w

subject to Rnle OB ..

Ang. 1, 01
n barrels or
In packages nam

Avg 1, 1921

E

it
f
Eig

i

|

:

|
s

:
:
2
i

|

E
;

i
il
i

:
]

E
|

i

FE
!ir
]

|

£
£
i
'

j

!
;
E

i
]
£

!
i

3
i
£

!;’i

*Ilnllu-u. Black Btrap:

druma.

|

el,

i
i
i

;

&
5
g
£

i

!

li:i

i

L2

L
5
H

RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS' REPORT

L5 8

L min Wt 10,
s 0B e g

A%
b

253 Ame 1.
of Nale 10 of

acing.

uncels 1u-°n, g :::.
and ftem 82, page .

v iamifontion Mo, tracts ar Syrigs)
SR — Water, Plain, Minersl

Minimum  weight,
Fffertive August 1.

Coteal Beversges, Nob-Intouleating.
Baverages, Carbonated, Flavorsd or

CLASSIFICATION, RATES AND RULES

ARTIHLE
RULE T-A

above the car nat more than tWesly-
work iaust alo be protected from fre by
The stoves aidl
may be returned At onedalf fourth clas rates

T har

COMMODITY RATE
ilu eents per 100 Jba)
Effective Angust 1, 1021,

ar  Carbenaisl,

Concentrated or Fortifisl
20,000 ponnds.
1921

ned

periahiable progerty s

Phasphated  (¥ot Including Bx-

Tnehuding

shret
in ftting

LCL GL

Hable to be

Mineral Waler,

MILES
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COMMODITY RATE
MANURE, €. L MINIMUM WEIGHT
20,000 L,

(ln cents per ton of 2
Effective August 1,

MILES RATE MILES BATE
& a 1]
10 AT.S o
15 s2s an
20 87.8 0
] s W
a0 are (4]
a L0 L)
40 T1.s L
45 Ly 03
50 L] 100
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In the matter of minimum welght on live stock shipped in Towa.

At & meeting of the board, on December 10, 1920, the following ruling
was entered of record:

It appearing that the tariffs issued by the carriers containing the lowa
Distance Tariffl Rates prov jde for minimum weights on Live Stock which
are in contravention of the minimom welghts which were found by this
Ci jon to be r ble and,

It also appearing that the minimum welghts published by the carriers
were not submitted to this Commission for consideration or approval by
the 1. 8. Railroad Administration Officials as was required under the
ruling of the Director of Service and Director of Traffic, and

It further appearing that there is a i derstanding live stock
shippers and packing house industries as to the application of minimum
weights on lowa Intrastate traffle moving on and =ince September 1.
1920, In view of our anpouncement at the August hearing that the in-
creases In rates were Lo be based on the original lowa distance rates and
subject to the Towa Classification.

Therefore, we find It our duty to request the carriers to correct their
tariffs to show the minimum welghts as publi hed in Suppl t No. 26
to lowa Classifieation No, 15, namely,

HOGS (Item No. 70) C. L.:

SINGLE DECK: In single deck cars minimum carload welght 16,000
Ibs., except when cars of smaller dimensions than 36 feet long,
inside t, are furnished, the mini carload weight
ahall be 16,000 1bs,

DOUBLE DECK: In double deck care, when both decks are used,
minimum welghts will be as follows:

Length of car, inside measurement; Min. Wt Lbs,
Not over 46 feet 7 Inches. ... Vs Ty e RN
Over 3G feot 7 inches and not over 40 feet 6 inches........ 24,000
Over 40 feet 6 Inched. ......o.oivivisnvansines 26,000

and sald minimum welghts shall be considered as being effective Beptem-
ber 1, 1920,

This action 18 not to be considered as being our final conclusion as to
the reasonableness of such minimums for the future and this Commission
will entertain an application for a revision, which apolication will be set
down for hearing In order that all Interested parties may appear and
present their views.
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GENERAL CASES CLOSED BY CORRESPONDENCE

No, 9809, 1821.
Ge ose City of Des Moines, lowa, v. Des Moines City Raflway Co., Inter Urban
ueral CIISES c‘ d By Correspondenee Railway Co., and lTowa Terminal Co. Viaduct on University Avenue, af

Main Btrect.
After some correspondence,
sipigteen the Board on April B, 1921.
Ashby & McGoe, Lucas, lows, ¥. . B. & Q. R. R. Co. Inadequate Stock Commission announced that they would view the site st two o'clock P. M.
ZNE Fosiitey. of that date, in company with attorneys for both sides, after which a
satisfactory to all parties, would be named.

this case came up for formal hearing before
After hearing the City's testimony, the

The stock yards were repaired by the Raflrond Company and roa(": i date for further hearing,
over one pen. Hearing nothing further from the complainant, file clossd Subsequent thereto, Marshall Miller, Superintendent of the Department
without prejudice. Filed July 3, 1816, Closed February 19, 1921. ] of Sireets and Public Improvements, advised that it had become im-
| perative for the City to improve this street by paving and curbing and
No, 8804, 1921 . ' that so far as his Department was concerned the case might be aban-
J. F. Melberg, Marshalltown, Towa, v. C. G. W. R. R. Co. Bod Condition doned. Therefore the fle was closed without prejudice. Filed July:S,
of Highway Crossing wear Luray, lowo. 1919, Closed October 28, 1921.
After iderable corr A this file was closed without preju |
dice. Filed October 9, 1916, Closed April 12, 1921 No. 9810, 1921, ;
City Conncil of lowa City, lowa, v. C. R. & 1. C. Ry. Co. Condition o]
Ne. 3806, 1321 : Brw;:' over West Jowa Avenuwe. .
George Morgan, Pat Linnane and A. W. Stodgel, Olmitz, lowa, v. €& After some correspondence, Mr. H. 8. Phelps, Electrical Engineer for
R. L & P. Ry Company. Possenger Service, : the Board, made an inspection of this bridge, after which he reported
This case was taken up with the Railroad Compuny, and, after con. that the bridge, with a few suggested changes, would be safe for all
siderable correspondence, was referred to the Commerce Counsel Depart: purposes for perhaps a year or more. There being some question as to
ment. On April 15, 1821, the Commerce Counsel wrote us, stating that the jurisdiction of the Board in this case, it was suggested to the com-
Inasmueh as he had heard nothing from the complaloant for some time | plainants that they proceed under provisions of Section 770 of the Code
he could see no reason why the complaint should not be dropped from of Towa, which would give the Board jurisdiction over the complaint.
their ealendar. Accordingly, the file was closed. Filed July 19, 1017, Later complainants advised that they had been informed that the Rallway
Closed April 14, 1921, Company had let a contract to construct o new bridge. Not hearing
No. 9808, 1921, from the complainants for more .I.dhll'l. a year, we wrote l.::m, aﬁm
Farmers Elevitor Com . ot al, ‘ s : ; Agh the status of the case, and they advised the matter had been sat
e e e Dot TN A adjusted. Filed January 27, 1919, Closed April 15, 1921,
After iderable correspond and hearing held at Ritter, Towa, No. 9811, 1921,
the Railroad Company agreed to construct a new depot and install an Callender Graln Company, Callender, Towa, v. M. & St. L. Rallroad Co,
agent at that point. The depot was completed and agent installed, and Discrimination in Distribution of Grain Cars.
complainants advise that conditions are satisfactory. Filed September 3, Investigation disclosed s serious car shortage wus existing at this
1917, Closed May 4, 1921, time, but that the complainant was being furnished more than his share
No, 9807, 1921. of the available equipment. Not hearing further from the complainant,
Council Bluffs Concrete Company, Council Bluffs, Towa, v. C., B. & i .nle was closed, Filed November 14, 1919, Closed February 19, 1921.
Railroad C fusal to Inatall Sswitch Point for Industry - No. 9812, 1921
Satistactorily adjusted. Filed August 7, 1918, Closed July 30, 192L Thomas Stephenson, Delta, lowa, by Willeockson, Hamilton & Updegraff,
No, 9808, 1921, Sigourney, lowa, v. C.. R. 1. & P. Ry. Co. Petition for Farm Crossing
Citizens of Martensdale, by A. M. Dunn, Martensdale, Towa, v. O, R L ot Della. "
& P.Ry. Co,and C. B, & Q. R. R. Co. Station Service—Petition for Complainant falling to reply to letters from this office, this file was
Agent, 1 closed. Filed January 2, 1920. Closed February 24, 1921
Rallroad Companies advised they would not be justified in ineurr
the expense Incideatal to {nstallation of an agent. Complaiuants s ¥ Mesa s Hawkeye, Towa, v. C. G. W. R, R. Co. Refusal to
asked If they desired formal hearing and they advised that they did Biop Dassmper vl St Onolde Jumction,

= R—




r

The Rallroad Company advised that the train involved in this pae o
a through train, scheduled to stop ot only a few stationg “h :
Mississippl River, and not scheduled to stop at any of the stationg
Oelwein and Dubuque. This case was referred to the Commerge !
who adviséd, on April 15, 1821, that he had had some corres Tz
with the complainant, who told him it was not advisable 1o e
‘ glaim. Therefore the file was closed. Filed February 27, 1999,
April 16, 1921.

-
No. 8814, 1921,

James C. Jenson, Weston, lows, v. C, R. 1. & P. Ry. Co. Satign hﬁ:!
—Petition to Reopen Depol. ] ¥ 1
The Company advised that they had a caretaker at this statios, g
that the maintenance of an agent would not be justified, in :
of the small earnings. The papers were later referred to the .
Counsel, who advised us he had not heard from the compiainant for some
little time, and suggested that the cuse be closed. Filed March 18, 18 |
Closed April 16, 1921. T 1'

No, 8§15, 1621,
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L. B. Hulsebus, Meservey, lowa, v. C. G. W. K. R. Co. Btation Bersic

Refusal to Bell Tickets for Train No. 11. ; !
The complainant falling to reply to letters from this offiee, fils

closed, Filed July 15, 1920, Closed March 4, 1821, )

No. 9516, 1921,

lowa Farm Bureau Federation, Ames, Towa, v. C., B. & Q. R.
Application for Additional Stock Pens at Lockridge. =

The Company advised that they would not be justified in
thelr stock yard facilities at this point. The complainant was
he desired a formul hearing, but failing to reply to our letters,
was closed. Filed July 1, 1920. Closed March 4, 1921, -

No. 9817, 1821,

Idenl 8and & Gravel Company, Mason City, lowa, v, €, R 1,
Co, and C., M. & 8t, P. Ry. Co, Petition for Track Connection af 8

¥

The Rallway Companles ndvised no necessit [

: y for track cont

Spirit Lake. The complainant was asked if he desired the case
formal hearing before the Board, but not replying to letters

office, the file was closed. Filed June 14, 1920. Closed March 4,

ER

::‘uu.un.

Farm Bureau Federation, Ames, Towa, v. C., B. & Q. R. R. (

: .ﬁ.mml«um“m«mnmuzm -

¥ Raliroad Company vised that they considered their

| llrﬂu:hﬂr-m Copy of the Railroad Company's
malled to the complainant, and he was asked if he desired that

| _.W:hhx“mmmm Complainsnt
a m‘.lll. office, the file was closed. Filed
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No. 98189, 1821,

3. A. Alkire, Carlisle, Jowa, v. ", R. L. & P. Ry. Co. Petition for
ing Protection.

Crossing bells Installed.

No. $820, 1821.

F. W. Hughes, Mayor, Elgin, lows, v. C, R. L. & P. Ry. Co. Reguest for
Additional Grade Crossing,

The complainant falling to reply to letters of inquiry {from this office,
the file was closed. Filed August 5, 1920. Closed December 3, 1921,

Cross-

Flled July 2, 1920. Closed October 7, 1921

No. 9821, 1921,

Lion County Farmers Mutual Creamery Assn., Coggon, lowa, v. Ilinois
Central Rallroad Company. Application for Additional Team Track.

Rafiroad Company advised they could not see their way clear to install
additional track facilities, as req d. The inants advised, in
reply to inquiry from this office, that they did not desire that the case
be set down for formal hearing., Filed July 30, 1920. Closed April 14,

1821,

No, 9822, 1821,

Oakland Commercial Club, Oakland, lowa, v. C., R. L. & P. Railway Co.
Train Bervice—Inadegquate Mail Service.

Rallrond Company ndvised thelr trains were so scheduled as to get
the maximum results from them und to make connection with certain
main line tralns. We asked complainants if they desired the case set
down for formal hearing, and not hearing from them for mearly a Year,
the file was closed. Filod July 31, 1010. Closed March 4, 1921,

No. 9823, 1821,

E. B. Gundrum, Mayor, Casey, Towa, v. C,, R. I. & P. Ry. Co. Regquest
for Removal of Obstructions at Grade Crossing.

Satistactorily adjusted. Flled August 28, 1920, Closed July 11, 1821,

No, 9824, 1921,

John E, Talbott, Brooklyn, lowa, v. C, R, 1. & P. Ry. Co. Bad Condition
of Road to Stock Yard,

Satisfactorily adjusted. Filed August 23, 1920, Closed May 20, 1921,

No. 9825, 1921,

L. E. York, Urbandale, Tows, v. Inter Urban Ry. Co. Discontinuance
of Freight Service.

Complainant falling to reply to letters from this office, the file was
closed. Filed September 27, 1920. Closed July 26, 1921,

No. 9826, 1921,

J. C. Heltsman, Attorney, Oskaloosa, lowa, for Citizene of Mahaska
County, v. M. & 8Bt. L. R. R. Co. Application for Undrrgrade Crossing.

After considerable correspondence, complainant advised that the Board
of Supervisors and the respondent Railway Company had come to a
satisfactory agreement regarding this crossi Septem
1820, Closed July 30, 1921, e ol -



1820. Closed April 26, 1921,

162 RAILROAD COMMISSIONERS' REPORT

No, 5827, 1921

W. L. Hart, Otho, Towa, v. M & St. L. R. R. Company. Failure tg g,
Right of Way Fenoe.

Fence repaired. Filed October 20, 1920, Closed April 13, 1821,

No. 9828, 1921.

Farmers Lumber & Graln Co., Dunlap, lowa, v. Illinois Central ld‘-
road Company. Eszcessive Rental Charge for Elevator Bite. =

Complainant advised that flle might be closed. Filed May 13 u
Closed April 14, 1921, " el

No. 9829, 1921,

W. L. White, Walnut, lowa, v. C, R. 1. & P. Ry. Co. Failure 15 Grast.
Eievator Site, 3y

The G 1 M of the r dent Railway Company 'ﬂwﬁc‘t
he had this complaint up personally with the petitioner, and he :
they would be able to adjust it. We wrote the complainant twa
asking the of his fations with the Railway Company, )
not recelving replies thereto, the flle was closed. Fled September 23
1620. Closed April 26, 1821, i

No. 8830, 1921,

Board of Trustees, Eariville, lowa, v, Illinois Central R. R. Co,
to Stop Certain Trains on Flag. ki

Satistactorily adjusted. Filed July 24, 1920, Closed April 13, 1871,

No. 8831, 1821,
Farmers Co-operative Creamery Co, Waupeton, lowa, v. C., M. &
, i . Cu ML
P. Ry. Co, Freight Service—Failure to Ice Cooler.
After considerable correspondence, and not hearing from the tol
:Olmml t, the file was closed. Flled August 24, 1820, Closed m b

No. 9832, 1921,
Town Furm Bureau Federation, Ames, lowa, v. Illinofs Central R R.
Co, Use of Btock Bcale at Rockwell City, Jowa, '
The Board suggested to the complainant that while they felt they

no jurisdietion in the matter, they would make an effort to Impress
the Illinois Central Railroad Company the desirability of main

company seales. Not hearing further from the complainant, the file
closed. Filed September 20, 1920. Closed July 26, 1921, k
No. 9833, 1921,

Commercial Club, Dyersville, Towa, v. C. G. W. R. R. Co.

Satisfactorily adjusted, Filed .
2, 18%0. November 22, 1920. Closed Dec

alm. 1921,
__Bert Jewett, Ames. Tows, v, C. & N. W. Ry, Co. Wing pum-n"_

, Desired wing fencos and cattle guards installed. Filed No
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No. 9835, 1921

fowa Farm Bureau Federation, Ames, lowa, v. C.,
Bcales at Oreston, Jowa.

Satistactorily adjusted,
1921

No. 9838, 1921.

Malvern Cold Storage Co.,
Co., Tabor, lowa. Refwsal lo Bwitch Car.

Adjusted, Filed November 29, 1920 Closed April 13, 1921

B. & Q. R. R. &tock

Filed November 20, 1920. Closed April 13,

Malvern, lowa, v. Tabor & Northern Railway

No. 9837, 1821,

Loveland Farmers Unlon, Loveland, lowa. v. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. Request
for Opening Depot Before Arrival of Morning Train.

Satisfactorily adjusted. Filed November 8§, 1820, Closed December 6,

1920.

No. 9838, 1921,

1. R. Beck, Ft. Madlson, lowa, v. O, B. & Q. R. R. Co. Construction of
Bridge.

Board having no jurisdiction over this complaint, the file was closed
withont prejudi Flled October 28, 1920. Closed December 3, 1921.

No. 9839, 1921,

Farmers Cooperntive Grain Co. Klemme, lows, v. C, R. L & P. Ry.
Co. Elevator Site.

Satisfactorily adjusted. Filed November 10, 1520 Closed March 11,
1921,

No. 9840, 1821,

lowa Farm Burean Federation, Ames, Tows, v, C, B. & Q. R. R, Co.
Stock Heales at Cuwmborland, '

Scales re-installed. Filed November 19, 1920, Closed April 13, 1821,

No. 8841, 1821,
J. €. Hempel, Elkader, Towa, v. C,, M. & St. P, Ry. Co. Stock Yards.
Adjusted. Filed December 2, 1820, Closed August 12, 1921

No. 9842, 1921,

David Juergens, Honey Creek, lowa, v. C. & N. W, Ry. Co. Howrs of
Agent,

Satisfactorily adjusted, Filed October 30, 1920, Closed March 4, 1921,

No. 0843, 1921.

H. E. Halverson, LeGrand, lowa, v, C. & N. W, Ry. Co. Moving of Depot.

Complainant failing to reply to letters of inquiry from this office, as
to whether or not he desired the case set down for formal hearing, the
file was closed without prejudice. Filed December 3, 1920. Closed
March 4, 1921,

No. 8844, 1921,

Trimble Brothers, Omaha, Neb, v. Wabash Ry. Co. Car
Ry. Refrigerator
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Closed without prejudi Flled I 1
1921

No. 9845, 1921,

Leland Farmers Elevator Co., Leland, Iowa, v. M. & 8t. L. R G
Distrivution of Cars.
1| Falling to hear further from the complainant, this file was closed, e
December 5, 1920. Closed March 4, 1821, ﬂ

3, 1820, Closed Apri

No. 9846, 1921

Board of Supervisors of Dallas County v. C, M & 8t. P. Ry. Co. Allors.
tion af Overhead Highway Crossing One Mile West of Bouton. B

Pursuant to notice, the Board held hearing in this case, at Perry, lowa,
on March 28, 1921, at which time an agreement was entered into by ang.
between the complainants and the resp railway |
satisfactorily took care of the plaint. Filed Dx L
August 8, 1921

No. 9847, 1921.
0. C. Horminghausen, Ft. Madison, lown, v. C. & N. W. Ry. Co., and ¢,
R. I. & P. Ry. Co. Tvain Connections at Cedar Rapids.
Satlsfactorily adjusted, Filed December 9, 1920. Closed April 18, 1

No. 9848, 1921, .

Sjostrom Bros, LeMars, lowa, v, 1llinols Central R, R, Co. Su
Bervice, . ]
- ::w.mmy taken care of., Filed October 23, 1920. Closed April 13,

No, 8849, 1821,

Edwin B. Wilson, lowa Clty, Towa, v, ¢, R, 1. & P. Ry, Co. Ap
River Junotion. '

Complainant fafling to reply to letters from this office, Inquiring
‘whether or not he desired case sot down for formal hearing, the file
closed. Filed December 11, 1820, Closed December 3, 1921, =

No. #8560, 1921,

. Postville Commercial Club, Postyille, Towa, v. C., R. L. & P. Ry.
Adjusted.  Filed Decembor 13, 1920, Closed October 7, 1921,
xm;l.’l.

_ Farmers State Bank. Lanesboro, lowa, v, C. G, W. R. R. Co.

and Healing Depot at Lanesboro,
m,m-nd. Filed Decomber 14, 1920, Closed A
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pressed thelr willingness to handle shipments which were not offensive,
put stated that their rules were such that they could not handle this
refuse after it was beginning to decompose. Filed November 5, 1920,
Closed April 13, 1921,

No. 9853, 1921,

Farmers Co-operative Assoclution, lreton, lowa, v. U, & N. W. Ry. Co.
Private Bide Track. -

The Rallroad Company advised that their superintandent would confer
with the complainant in an effort to select a location for the desired track.
Complainant was asked to advise us the outcome of lls conference with
the representative of the Rallway Company. Not hearing from him for
a period of more than ten months, the file was closed. Filed October 13,
1920, Closed March 4, 1821.

No, 9854, 1921

Cltizens of Luther, lowa, v. C., M. & St. P. Ry. Passenger Train Service
Between Madrid and Dex Moines, [owa.

Satisfactorily adjusted. Filed November 2, 1920, Closed April 13, 1921,

No. 98565, 1921,

Hobert R. McBeth, Keosauqua, lowa, v. C., R. I. & F. Ry. Co. Discon-
tinuance of Agent at Kilbowrne, Iowa. "

Dismissed without prejudice. Filed December 17, 1920. Closed June
21, 1921,

No. 9866, 1921.

G, Allbee, for Citizens of Montpelier, lIows, v. C, R. I. & P. Ry. Co.
Estadlishment of Agency at Montpelier,

In reply to this complaint the Rallroad Company advised that the
receipts nt this station would not justify the establishment of an agency.
We asked the complainants if they desired that the case be set down for
formal hearing, but falling to hear from them within s reasonable length
of titm. the file was closed. Filed December 18, 1920. Closed March 4,
1521,

No. 9857, 1921,

W. C. Tegtmeler, Mayor, Westgate, lowa, v. C. G. W. R. R. Co. Station
Service.

Closed without prejudi
1921,

No. 9858, 1921

Tama County Farmm Bureau, Toledo, lowa, v. C. G. W. . R. Co. Steck
Scales at Lincoln.

Satistactorily adjusted. Filed December 28, 1920. Closed May 23, 1921,

No. 9569, 1921,

Citizens of Charleston, lows, v. C., B. & Q. R. R. Co. Inadequate
Yard Pacilities, pre
lmmm service installed. Filed January 11, 1921, Closed May 10,
12

Filed Dy ber 27, 1920. Closed July 26,
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No. 9860, 1921,

Glen Richards, LeGrand, lowa, v. O. & N. W. Ry. Co. Train gg

Complsinant falling to reply to letters of inquiry trom this offfes
whether or not he desired that the case be set for formal :
file was closed. Filed December 21, 1020, Closed April 13, 1921,

No. 9881, 1921

John H. Bale, Ruthven, lowa, v. C., M. & 8L P. Ry. Co. Constrag
New Depot.

Company advised that new depol would be constructed as soon
finaneial conditions would warrant the expenditure of the necessary fy
Complainant advised that file might be closed. Filed January 14, y :
Closed April 13, 1921 -

No. 9862, 1921,
Frank Griftie, Mayor, Grand Junction, Towa, v. M. & St. L. R. R 0y,
Lights in Depol and on Platform. ;
Lights installed. Filed January 15, 1921. Closed April 13, 1821,

No. 9863, 1921.
B, A. Kenney, Purdy, Tows, v. C., R, I. & P. Ry. Co. Condition of Sfeck
Yards. '
mﬂmwﬂf adjusted. Filed January 14, 1921, Closed Oetober
1921,

No. 8864, 1921,

A. W. Harris, David, lowa, v. . G. W. Rallroad Co. Discontin
Agenoy.

The Rallrond Company filed a of earnings at this st
the year 1920, which would indieate that they would not be ju
maintaining a full agency at this point, The complalnant was so
but failed to reply to letters from this office asking If he desired
hearing. Therefore, the file was closed, Flled January 24, 1921, ¢
Aprll 26, 1921,

No. 9866, 1921,

Lamon! Commercial Club, Lamoni, lowa, v. C.. B. & Q. R. R. Co. D
gerous Crossing at School Grounds.

Adjusted. Filed January 25, 1021, Closed October 7, 1921

No. 0866, 1821,
m’-ﬂﬂl w“'“ Club, Lamoni, lowa. Dangerous Orossing.
! January 27, 1921, Closed May 16, 1821,

No. 8867, 1921, g

Citizens of Dow City, Towa, v. Illinois Central Railroad Co.
‘and Ticket Service for Train No. 11. ol

MM Filed February 1, 1921. Closed April 13, 192%

Citizens of Dow City, lown, v. C. & N. W. Rallway Co. Station.

| sk 'A..?!a.m‘“""'““""" D
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No. 98698, 1921,
E. M. Phillips, West Union, lowa, ¥. ¢, R 1L & P. Ry. Co.

on Decorah Branch. 4
Satisfactorily adjusted. Filed February 8§, 1921. Closed April 13, 1921

Train Bervice

No. #5870, 1921.

Farmers Co-operative Exchange, Leighton, lowa, v. C., R, L & P. Rail
way Co. Closing Station at Leighton,

Raliroad Company advised that they did not intend to close this sta-
tion. Therefore, the file was closed. Filed February 10, 1921. Closed

April 13, 1921,

No. 9871, 1921.

Elwood & Tourgee, Sae City, lown, for F. W. Weed, Herring, Iowa, v.
C. & N. W. Ry. Co. Private Crossing.

Adfusted. Filed February 11, 1921. Closed May 16, 1921

No. 9872, 1921.

Citizens of Lee County, by W. P, Ryther, Primrose, lowa, v. C, B. & Q
R. R. Co. Agency at Warren,

Company advised that the expense of maintaining an agency at this
station would bo out of all proportion to the business done. We asked

plainant If he desired that the case be set down top formal hearing,

and recelving no reply to letters of inguiry, the file was closed. Filed
February 11, 1921, Closed July 6, 1921

No. 9873, 1921. .

Citizens of Rex No., 4 and Sheriff, by Mark W. Duncan, Albia, Iowa,
v. Wabash Rallway Company. B8tation Service.

Company advised that certain trains would stop at this station. Not
hearing further from the complainants, the file was clesed without preju-
dice. Filed February 14, 1821, Closed Decomber 3, 1921.

No. 9874, 1821,

Senator T. O, Cessna, Grinnell, lowa, for Sam Mellrath, Laurel, Iowa.
Connecting Tracks al Laurel.

Company advised that the expense of Installing this conneeting track
would not be justified, but that if the complainant desired to pay the
expense of huch track they would be willing to put the track in. Com-
plainant advised that he would not prosecute the cese further. Filed
Pebruary 15, 1921, Closed May 23, 1821,

No. 9876, 1921,

A. M. Butler, Mayor, Alexander, Towa, v. M. & St. L. R. R. Co. Bad
Condition of Crossing.

Satisfactorily adjusted. Filed February 21, 1921. Closed April 13, 1921,

No. 9876, 1921, &

Grocers' Wholesale Co., Des Molnes, Tows, for N. Jacobs Estate, Hawk-
eye, lowa, v. (', M. & B P. Ry. Co. Freight Bervice Des Moines to
Hawkeye.

Company advised they would devise some plan whereby better service
would be furnished for Hawkeye and stations in that vielnity. Not hear-
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Ing further from the complainants, the file was closed. Filed P
23, 1921, Closed December 3, 1921.

No. 8877, 1921

Fred W. Joues, Spirit Lake, lowa, v. C., M. & St. P. Ry. Co. a8
Handling Shipment of Btock. eley fn

The Rallway Company advised that delays were unavoidable
toraiiment. Complainant was advised that his only
to le elaim for the amount of damaze sustained, but that this Commjssi
would have no jurisdiction thereof. Filed February 21, 1821,
April 18, 1821

No, S878, 1821,

Mt, Arbor Nueseries, Shenandoah, lowa, v. Wabash Rallway Co, §
ing Service,

Satlsfactorily adjusted, Filed March 3, 1921, Closed March 12, 192

No. 9578, 1931, -

Citizens of Rex and Sheriff, by Mark W. Duncan, Albia, Towa, v. 0, B
& Q. R. R Co. Statlon Facilitics and Service at Rex and Sherif.

Company advised that inasmuch as the points in question were less
two miles wouth of Lovilla, where they were at present mu
stution, with usual facllities, and In view of the very small income v
would be derived from this station, they would not be justified in gras
the request of petitioners. Complainants were ndvised of this and
If they desired formal hearing. Failing to reply to our letters, t
win closed. Filed February 14, 1921. Closed October 7, 1921,

No. 9880, 1921,

fowa Falls Community Club, by Commerce Counsel, Des Moines, |
v, Hlinols Central Rallroad Compuany. Petition for New Depot

After some investigntion of this complaint the Commerce Co

Towa Farm Bureau Federation, Des
54" Block Yore oty Molnes, lown, v. M. & St

Iy adjusted. Filed March b, 1821, Closed April 26,

No. 9882, 1921,
_ Farmers ' . Co-operative Exchange, Chariton, Town, by
:%;:.Amaum» C, R, I & P. Ry. Co. Lease for I
‘which, we assume, were satisfactory, Inasmuch -':l::.
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to letters from this office asking if they desired to proceed to formal
pearing. Filed March 7, 1921. Closed December 3, 1821.

No. 9883, 1821,
E. (. Guy, Spencer, Jowa, v. C.. M. & 8t. P. Ry. Co.

on Cars.
Fire extingulshers installed. Filed January 3, 1921, Closed April 13,

1821,

No, §884, 1821,

Farmers Elevator Co., Plainfield, lown, v. [llinols Central R. R. Co.
Lengthening of Side Track to Btock Yards, and Opening of Waiting Room
at Night for Accommodation af Stook Loaders,

Company advised they could not jengthen this side rrack. They stuted,
however, that thelr agent would leave the walting room open on nights
when stock was to be loaded. Complainants were ndvised of the reply
of the Rallrond Company and asked If they desired a formal hearing.
They did not reply to our ingquiries and the case was closed. Filed March
11, 1921, Closed May 18, 1821,

No, 9885, 1921 »

Citizens of Latty, Iowa, by Frank Walker, Burlington, lowa, ¥v. C.
R. I, & P. Ry. Co. Establishment o] Apency at Latty,

A representative of this office éalied on the complainants and looked
over the situation at Latty. It was disclosed that the business at this
station which would acerue to the respondent Rallway Company was very
small and would not justify the maintenance of an agency at this point
The Raflway Company maintains a caretaker at this station. who meets
all trains, handles freight and express, and sells tickets, and it would
soomn that this would be all they could reasonably expect, Complainants
did not desire formal hearing, and the file was closed. Filed March 26,
1921, Closed December 3, 1921,

No. 9886, 1921,

Hawkeye Fi " O y Co, Ep h, lowa, v. Tllinois Central
R. R. Co. Refrigerator Car and Train Bervice,

Adjusted. Filed March 28, 1921. Closed April 26, 1921

No. 9887, 1921, .

Citizens of Benedict, Tows, by Jowa Federation of Co-operative Live
Stock Shippers, Des Moines, Towa, v. M. & 8t. L. R. R. Co. Watering
Facilities in Stock Yards.

'I‘ho‘-‘.' t Railroad Company advised us that they were submitting
to t a plan wh by they hoped that the situation would be
taken care of to the satisfaction of all parties. We so advised the com-
pininants, und they wrote us that the file might be closed. Filed March
20, 1921, Closed July 28, 1821,

« No, h888, 1921,
1. F. Hardln, Eldora, Towa, v. €. & N. W, Ry. Co,, and M. & St. L. R. R.
co.mrmu Connections at Marshalltown,
Isfactory train connections established, Filed March 31, 1921, Closed
May 14, 1921, :

Pire Extinguishers
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No. 9859, 1921,

Citigens of Beacon, lowa, by MecCoy & McCoy, Oskaloosa, lowa, v. g
R. 1. & P. Ry. Co. Recatablishment of Agency at Beacon. .l

The Rallroad C y filed a stat t of total earfings and pay rop
expenses at Bescon for & period of five years, which showed thay i
station was belng run at a loss. We asked the complainants jf they, !
sired, under the circumstances, that the case be docketed for -
hearing. They did not reply to our letters, and the file was closed,
March 31, 1821, Closed December 3, 1921. s

No. 9890, 1821.
lows Farm Bureau Federation, Des Moines, lowa, for Co-operative Lj
Stock Shippers Assoclation, Jamison, lowa. S8ite for Stock Scales,
The lowa Federation advised us that it was their understanding
the people at Jamison were negotiating with certain parties with a v
to buylng the scales owned by them at Jamison. They told us to |
this case open pending advice as to the result of these negotiations. 1
Inter advised they had heard nothing from the people at Jamison
that we might close our file, Filed March 26, 1921. Closed July 28, 1931

No. 9881, 1821,

L. N. Wilson, Marble Rock, fowa, hy Hon. J. 8. Garber, v, €, R,
B Ry. Co. Dangerows Crossing on Brudford Street,

Electric bell Installed. Filed March 8, 1919, Closed April 15, 1921,

No, 9892, 1921,
Henry Saberson, Des Molnes, lown, v, C, R. 1. & P. Ry. Co. Poor |
dition Passenger Egquipment on Goery-Sibley Branch, -
Rallroad Company advised they had arranged to have these curs
sufficient attention to malntain them In proper condition, Filed
19, 1821, Closed May 16, 1821,

No. 9893, 1921,
€. A. Colyn, Runnells, Jows, v. Wabash Raflway Co.

sdvise us If they were satisfactory, Not hearing from him for
period of time, the file was closed. The matter of drainage was
_m-mmmm:owmm The complainant’s rece
would be In the courts. Filed April 25, 1921, Closed December 8, 1
No.

R S,
—r Carpenter, Towa, v. C. G. W, R. R. Co. Caltle
 Satistactorily adjusted. Filed April 16, 1921, Closed September

No. 9595, 1921,
 E. Welnkoets, Afton, lowa, v, C. G. W. R. R. Co. Right of
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No, 9846, 1921,
Joe Funk, by Benator W. H. Scott,
Railroad Co, [Imadeguate Pacilities for Sioc

Nashus, Towa, v. Illinols Central
k Shippers Accompaniing
Shipmoents of Htock.

Upon investigation the Company advised that stock drovers' cabooses
were being operated on stock trains, which would provide proper facilities
for live stock attendante. Filed May 11 1921, Closed July 26, 1921

No. 9897, 1821,

Business Men of Paris Station (Bunch Post Office) v.
Ry. Co. Protest Againat Closing Station at Paris.

Complainants advised that the Company placed & custodian at this
station to handle freight, express, etc., and that the file might be closed.

Filed May 25, 1921. Closed September 2, 1921,

No. 9898, 1921,

West Hamlin Creamery Co., Elk Horn, lowa,
Co. Refrigerator Car Service,

Adjusted. Filed May 26, 1921, Closed December 3, 1921.

No. 9899, 19821,

Inglls Bros., Cambridge, lowa, v. C., R, I. & P. Ry. Co. Watering Facili-
tien in Stock Pens.

Satisfactorily sdjusted. Filed Jure 4, 1921. Closed December 3, 1921,

No, 9900, 1921,

Finnell & O'Halloran and West Union Co-operative Commission Com-
pany, West Union, lown. Bad Condition of Stock Pens.

Company advised they would make repairs to the stock pens which
would meet the | diate d ds of the lainunts, pending such
time as they were finnncially able to make per o
Hearing nothing further from the complainants, the file was closed. Filed
June 10, 1921. Closed Decomber 3, 1821,

No. 9901, 19821,

E. D. McWillinms, Chester, lowa, v. ., M, & St. P, Ry. Co. Watering
Facilities in Btock Yards at Bonalr,

Properly taken care of. Filed June 25, 1921, Closed August 17, 1921,

No, 8902, 1921,

W. J. MeVinna, Corning, Tows, v. O, B. & Q. R. R. Co. Poor Condition
of Btock Yards,

Company advised they would put sheds in three of the pens, make other
general repalrs, put on roofs, and clean the pens generally. Complainants
were advised of this proposal and, hearing nothing further from them,
the file was closed. Filed June 27, 1921, Closed December 3, 1921,

No. 9803, 1921,

L. Collins, Agent, ., R. 1. & P. Ry. Co., Cambridge, lowa, v. C, M. & St
:.'Ily.ce. Refusal by C., M. & 8. P. Ry. Co, to Allow Unloading of Tank

This difficulty arose through a misunderstanding of Instructions on the
part of the defendant company’s agent. The Milwaukec advised that their

C, R 1. &P

v. Atlantic Northern R. R.
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|| agent at that point had been instructet p permit of such unloading gy,
that they anticipated no further troubw. Filed June 27, 1831, gy

q | Oectober 7, 1521. ol

N No. 9904, 1921,
Joseph Wagner, Davenport, lowa, v. C, D. & M, Ry. Co. Dingrroes
Condition of Overhead Crossings in Seolt County,
! The Company advised the repairs necessary were made on this hride
and they would see that it was maintained in a safe condition,
| plainants were so advised and, not hearing further from them, iiif
| was closed. Filed June 28, 1921. Closed December 3, 1921, 4

No. 9906, 1921.

Marsh Farmers Elevator Co., Marsh, Iowa, v. M. & St. L. B R(ﬂ 1
Two Grode Crossings over House Track. T

Company advised they could not see their way clear to Construct these 1
crossings. We s0 advised the complainants and asked them If they e

1L sired formal hearing. They failed to reply to two letters of inquiry feam

this office, and the file was closed. Filed July 31. 1921. Closed BM%
3, 1821, o

No, 9908, 1821, y

Chamber of Commerce, Oulwein, lowa, v. C, R. 1. & P, Railway Co,
Refrigerator Car Bervice Cedar Rapids to Decorah,

Limited refrigerator service was provided so long as an averag
approximately 12,000 pounds was handled on this run, This was explined
to the complainants and, not hearlng further from them, the file was

{ closed. Filed July 6, 1921, Closed December 3, 1921, '

No. 0907, 1921,
Chas, ¥, Shaw, Ottumwa, lowa, v. C., R. L. & P. Ry. Company. Spalting

rmm Too Close to Crossing at Avoca, Towa, )
A representative of this office visited the premises and reported f
stalements of complainant were true and that he had found eo
even more dangerous than set out by the complainant. The matter
taken up with the Rallway Company, and they assured us
would be instructed not to set cars close enough to these cre
obscure the view of approaching trains to people using the o
Question. Complainant was so advised. Filed Junc 22, 1921
October 7, 1921,

No. 9908, 1921,
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pridge in question was not In any immediate danger of failure, yet it

was likely to go down with the first high water or fiood that might oocur.

Mrs. Savage was unable to tell who the men were who had given her this.
information or where they could be located. In view of this the Engineer

could do nothing more than make a general inspection of the bridge,

with the specific ldes in mind of determining whether or not it was

subject to fallure in high water or flood conditions, Later, W. H. Bremner,
President of the defendant Railway Company, advised us as follows:

“Our Chlef Engineer, Mr. R. G. Kenly, made a personal inspection
of this bridge and advises that he found it in good condition but
that the east bent is about In the condition reported by your Mr.
Campbell in his letter of August 24th. The two outside piles are
sound while the Intermediate piles are d d but the bank bent
carries only fifty per cent of the load compargd with the other benis
in the trestle.

“To avold any possibility of further eriticism, supports have been
placed under the bents, blocking up under the cap to aid in carrying
the load.”

Copy of this statement was furnished to Gov. Kendall, with the advice
that Mr. Campbell, who made the original pection for the C: issi
believed that the bridge “is now in safe condition.” Filed March 25, 1921
Closed December 3, 1921,

No. 9909, 1921,

0. H. King, Fairbank, Iows, v, C. G. W, R. R. Co. Dangerous Crossing.

The Rallroand Company advised us that one of their representatives was
golng to appear at o mecting of the Town Councll, in an effort to work out
an arrangement that would be satisfactory to all concerned. We advised
the complainant of this and told him that unless we heard from him to
the contrary, within ten days, the file would be closed. Later the com-
plainant wrote us that negotintions were pending which would probably
remove the cause of complaint, Not hearing further from the complainant,
file was closed. Filed July 7, 1921, Closed December 3, 1921,

No, §010, 1921,

Citizens of Ralston, lowa, v. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. [Inadegquate Station
Bervice,

Investigation disclosed that this complaint arose from the fact that
the agent of the Rallway Company did not meet train No. 6, due at 5:57
P. M. The Raflrosd Company advised that they would arrange to have
the limited of freigh Ing In on this train taken care of, and
:r;lnhlm were so advised, Filed July 8, 1921. Closed December 3,

No. 9911, 1921,

Lytton Parmers Elevator Co, Lytton, Towa, v. C., M. & St. P. Ry. Co.
Watering Facilities at Stock Yards.

Company advised that satisfactory watering facilities would be In-
stalled. Filed July 13, 1921, Closed December 3, 1921,
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GENERAL CASES CLOSED BY CORRESPONDENCE

No, 9912, 1921,

wa Federation of Cooperative Live Stock Shippers, Des Moineg, £ No. 9918, 1821, -
.M::ﬂ City Shipping Association, Albert City, lowa. Walering Fasijs, City of Des Moines, lowa, v. C, M. & St. P. Ry. Co. Signal on West
in Stock Pena, @rand Avenue Crossing.
3. 1921, Closed An investigation on the part of the Rallway Company developed the
Satisfactorily adjusted. Filed July 1 21, Closed July 26, 1421 o m:‘“”{ at this crossing was exceptionally clear and that the
No. 9913, 1921, vehicle traffic over same was heavy. The Company advised that to avoid
Citizens of Ralston, lowa, v. C. & N. W. Rallway Co. Train Bervipe— the possibility of an accident they would issue instruetions that all trains
Request That Train No. 3 Ktop at Ralston. s reduce their speed to not to exceed ten miles per hour over this crossing.
This complaint was Investigated und report made to the This Information was transmitted to the complainant, with the request
In making this report we asked them If, In view of the position taken byt (hat they advise If the action taken by the Railroad Company was satis-
the Hallroad Co . they desired to proceed to formal hearing h tactory, or if they desired to proceed to formal hearing. Receiving no
celving no reply to thix inquiry, the file was closed. Filed July 13, j331 reply to this letter, the file was elosed. Filed August 22, 1921. Closed
Clesed December 3. 1821, December 3, 1821
No. 9914, 1821, e No. 5920, 1921
lowa Farmers Grain Dealors Association, Ft. Dodge, Towa, v. Illingls Wm. Z. Snyder, Alblon, lowa, v. M. & 8. L. R. R. Co. Crossing on Main

Central Railroad C y. Diseri tion in Ivatribution of Grain m Street.
Investigation disclosed no diserimination, Filed July 16, 1921, Closed Crossing installed. Filed August 22, 1921. Closed December 3, 1921.

i i No. 9921, 1921,
No. 8915, 1921, Jolley Farmers Elevator Co., Jolley, lowa, v. C, M. & St. P. Ry. Co.

Northeast lowa Shipp A iation, Dy h, Towa, v. C., M. & S Rentad for Elevator Sife.
P. Ry. Co. Btock Train Service from Northeastern lowa to Chicags, E Adjusted. Filed September 6, 1921, Closed September 20, 1921

Complainant advised, after an investigation by this office, that the No. 9922, 1921,
company had treated them very fair in the adjustment of this m Webster Bros. Mfg. Co, Waucoma, fowa, v. C, M. & St. P. Ry. Co.
and the file might be closed. Filed July 12, 1921. Closed August 31, 1521, Delay in Transit at Catmar, [ows.
No. 9916, 1921 Investigation disclosed that the delay occurred through error in loading
John Rie'hud‘ Kel the ship The Rallroad C y advised they would take such
son, Kelley, Iowa, v. Ft. D, D. M. & 8. Ry. Co. Bad actlon ns would prevent a repetition. Filed September 15, 1920, Closed
dition of Crossings in Story County. December 3, 1921,

Company advised they would rebulld these crossings and place them
good condition just as soon as they could secure the necessary
Complainant was so sdvised and, not hearing from him further, the

ing Signa on Highway, Des Moines to Ames.

was closed. Filed August 5, 1921. Closed December 3, 1921
Investigation disclosed the Rallroad Company was complying with the
No. 9917, 1921, statutes covering crossing signs, Filed September 20, 1921. Closed
H-la-‘ Shipping Association, Perlee, lowa, v. C., R. I. & P. Ry, 0o December 3, 1921,
Re-open Station. 1
M gt Al studstuind with s office which clearly Ind oSt
it ten businoss 4 th - Township Trustees of Clay Township, Rubio, lowa, v. M. & St. L. R. R,
- ::.: st this statlon was not sufficient to justify Co. Dangerous Condition of Crossing.
maintenance of a agency, Later the Company wrote us ti Crosst : 2
Trepressniative of thelr G had Vith the picpie skl hl]l'la‘pl::;'d in good condition. Filed September 20, 1921. Closed
mmwhnuﬂmmim%um' .

No. 9923, 1921,
W. F. Haneen, Des Moines, Iowa, v, Ft, D, D, M. & 8. R, R. Co. Cross-

custodian. Not hearing further from the complainants, the file was No. 9925, 1921.
Filed August 8, 1921. Closed December 3, 1921, ' P. B. Lowry, Ira, lowa, v. C. G. W. R. R. Co. Hog Tight Fence.

No. oy Fence constructed. Filed September 20, 1921. Closed December 3, 1821,
__dohn Richardson, Kelley, lows, v. C. & N. W. Ry. Co. 0 L No. 9928, 1921.
' Crossing South of Kelley, F. W. Weed, by Elwood & Tourgee, Sac City, lowa, v. Illinois Central
 Crossing put in good condition. Filed August 17, 1921. Closed Oeiober et s v bt ke bims

7. 1931, i d Fence repalred. Filed October 4, 1921, Closed December 3, 1921,
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No, 9927, 1921,
7. R. Golden, Des Moines, lows, v. C., B. & Q. R. R. Co,

Crosging at Agency.
This complaint was investigated, and the Railroad Company

that the train was stalled on this crossing, due to an alr hose }

and pulling out draw bar. This was an accident that was unayg =
and for which the Company was not responsible. Filed October 7, 19!

Closed December 3, 1821,

No. 9928, 1921,
Curnes Grain Co., Osceola, lowa, v. C., B. & Q. R. R. Co. Use of B

Tracks for Btorage.
Railroad Company advised that their men had been “A ltle o

elevator company. We do not want to use the facilities to such an &
as would interfore with their business.” They also advised that g
instructions would be fssued so there would be no further cause for
plaint. Filed September 28, 1921, Closed December 3, 1921

Express Company Cases Closed

No. 5929, 1921.

Adams Express Company, et al.
Jowa.

The correspondence In this file was begun on May 25, 1916, when we
received a telegram from T. B. Harrison, attorney, 61 Broadway, New
York City, representing express companies, in which he asked for an
informal conference with the Ce issi After iderable corre-
spondence, this case was set down for hearing on June 22, 1917, at ten
o'clock, A. M., in the office of the Board, at which time the express com-
panfes operating in the state were Lo present their evidence, When the
testimony of the express companies had been introduced, the hearing to
be postponed, to & date to be named later, for the purpose of cross exami-
pation of the express companies’ witnesses and for the introduction of
testimony on the part of the shippers or othér interested persons. Par-
suant to notice, this case came on for hearing on June 22, 1917. After
bearing the tostimony of the express companies, the case was continued
to July 2, 1917, at ten o'clock A. M., in the office of the Board, at which
time a date was to be named for cross Ination of the exp: com-
panies’ witnesses and for the taking of the testimony of the shippers.
On July 2, 1917, the matter was set down for further hearing on September
18, 1917, at ten o'clock A. M. in the office of the Board. Om July 16,
1917, this hearing was again postponed to September 25, 1817, same hour
and place. By request of the express companies, this hearing was later
postponed to November 2, 1017, to be held at the same hour and place,

Pursuant to notice, hearing was held on November 2, 1917, and the case
submitted, The express companles were given ten days' time in which
to investigate the so-called long and short haul clause, and as to whether
or not, under the provisions of that clause, they would be permitted to
put in a system of xone und block rates in lowa without violation of the

In the Matter of Express Rates in

law. If the Board declded that the zone and block system could be
legally established in Jowa, then date for the ar to be d
later, On December 3, Mr. Branch P. Kerfoot, General Solicitor of Wells
Fargo and Company, advised us

“Mr. Harrison and I have gone over the sections of the statutes
bearing on this point and feel that they do not prevent the going into
effect of the block system of express rates in lTowa.”

Arguments were never filed, and no decision was rendered in this case,
On December 24, 1918, in connection with this case, record was entered
directing the Commerce Counsel and Attorney General of the State of
lowa to bring an action in the Courts of the State to prevent and emjoin
the establishment of certaln express rates as promulgated by the American
Railway Express Company, which were announced to become effective on
January 1, 1919, .
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On June 19, 1920, the American Rallway Express Company filed, i g
office, an. application for authority to increase express rates
change its classification, with the request that no formal action
on this petition pending decision of the Interstate Commerce Compm:
in similar proceedings instituted before that body.

August 81, 1920, at ten o'clock A. M., at the office of the Board st e
Moines, was named as time and place for hearing of this application,
all parties were duly notified, Pursuant to notice, this hearing wag j
at the close of which Chalrman lLewis made an announcement, the y
of which may be found at Page 81 of the Report of this Commj ;
the year 1920. On October 1, 1920, Charles E. Elmquist, of St p
ep ing the exp y, filed pl 1 appli .
further Increase in express rates of 131 per cent in all of its rates, sy
on milk and eream, In addition to the 121§ per cent advance
authorized by the Board. The petition was subsequently set down for
hearing on November 23, 1920, at 10 o'clock A. M., !n the office of the
Board. The hearing was held on this date and the outcome of .
ghown on Page 82 of the Report of this Board for the year m.__" y
May 26, 1916, Closed December 3, 1921 —=

No., 9930, 1821. ;

F. E. Marsh & Co,, Jefforson, lowa, v. American Railway Express Gom
pany. Erpress—Free Delivery Limits. 1

Investigation developed that the complainant’s office was not
the free delivery limits. We asked complainants if they desired to fis
petition for extension of the limits and have the matter heard forn
by the Board. Not recelving reply to our inquiry, the file Was Closs
Filed November 24, 1020, Closed May 16, 1921

No. 9931, 19821,

Citizens of Almont, Iowa, v. American Rallway Express Col
Establishment of Express Office,

After we had taken this complaint up with the express compa
complainants advised us that the President of the Express Company
adjusted the complaint satisfactorily, Filed December 30, 1920. Cl
May 20, 1921,

No. 9932, 1521,

U. 8. Rubber Company, Des Moines, lowa, v. American Railway
Company. Delay in Shipment, Des Moines, lowa, to Ackley, Tows.

Superintendent of express company advised that he had
delay to the attention of all employees, and assured us that
be no cause for complaint In the future. Filed February 28, 1921 C
October 7, 1621,

Earl Ferris Nursery Co, Hampton, lowa, v. American Rallway
_lmdm.mopmuuum !
arrangements satisfactory to Mr. Ferris were made. Filed April

-
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No, 9934, 1821,
Marshalltown Baking Co., Marshalltown, lowa, v. American Railway
Express Company. Routing Skipments of Bread via Tama, lowa,
{sfactory arr ts made. Filed March 16, 1921, Closed May
16, 1821

No. $835, 1821,

American Rallway Express Company. [In the Matter of Application for
Adoption of Officlal Express Classification No. 27, Intrastate. in Jowa.

This case came on for hearing on June 9, 1921. On November 17, 1921,
the following ruling was made:

“It was determined by the Board that inasmuch as the changes
proposed by Classification No, 27 would result in the advancing of
very many express rates, and, that, in their opinion, there should be
no further advances in express rates al this time, the application of
the American Rallway Express Company for the adoption of Express
Classification No, 27 be denied, und it was so ordered.”

Filed April 28, 1921, Closed December 3, 1821,

No. 8936, 1921,

Citizens of Livermore, lowa, v. American Rallway Express Company.
Free Delivery of Erpress.

The Express Company advised that conditions were such as to not
permit of establishing free delivery at this point. The complainant fail-
Ing to reply to letters from us, asking as to whether or not he desired a
formal hearing, the complaint was closed. Filed May 2, 1821. Closed
Detober 7, 1621

No. 9837, 1821,

Citizens of Latty, lowa, by Frank Walker, Burlington, Towa, v. Ameri-
can Rallway Exprees Company. Handling of Express by Rock Island
Agent at Latty.

Express Company advised there was not sufflcient business, either
existing or prospective, at Latty, to warrant the opening of an office at
that point. We asked the lal if he desired that the case be set
down for formal hearing, but receiving no reply to our inquiry, the file
was closed, Flled May 25, 1921, Closed October 7, 1921.

No, 9938, 1821,

The Felner Fish Company, Davenport, lowa, v. American Railway Ex-
press Company. [Inadequate Express Service at Transfer Points.

The Express Company advised verbally that they would investigate and
give prompt attention to this claim. Subsequent letters were filed by
the complainants, in which they advised they were bringing action in
court for loss sustained. Therefore, the file was closed, inasmuch as this
Board does not have jurisdiction of claims. Filed June 1, 1921. Closed
October 7, 1921,

No. 9939, 1921,

Waterlop Laundry Co. Waterloo, lowa, v. American Railway Express
Company. Express Bervice, Arnolds Park to Waterloo,
Satisfactorily adjusted. Piled July 1, 1921. Closed October 7, 1921,




b Claims

: 'I No. 9940, 1921.

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rallway Company, for Sinclajr p
Cedar Rapids, lown. Application for Authority to w

Company,
[ Approved, Filed March 4, 1920, Closed July 8, 1921,

Interlocking, Signal and other Safety Devices

construction of, or for changes to be made in, the

Plans for original
to inspection:

following named interlocking plants were approved, subject

- Town or City Rallroads Iuvelved
g eveseses, Wakaah and C., B & Q.

., B & O (End of double trask}

. M. & St P (Junciion)

B & G yanh

1 Se T oand O & St L

and M. - & C L

lllu

R

. W,
N. W.
X. W. 3
. L& P
. W, G, R L an
. and O, R L
N, W, and
N. W
. & Q.
& Q.
, W, and O, B L & P.
L & Poand C, L &P
P, M & O and C, R L & P.
. W.and O, R L & I
w O N
Watarlog F. & N

Plants approved provisionally, subject to future inspection:

3 Town or City Rallronds Involved
Albls ., Wakash and ¢, I & Q.

o ML & ML P (Tuwethon)
l.&&-l“lnﬂil & St L,

M River
L & I and M. & St L

‘,M‘F:‘U M
¢, oand O, B ‘l!t.l'
o B & Q. C, I.lll' and O, M, &8, P,
I.IR.I'MC L&D
The following named phnh baving been modified, or having been re-

paired in accordance with suggestions of the Commission, relnspections
lut- of approval fesued:
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General inspections were made of the following named plants ang INTERLOCKING, SIGNAL AND OTHER SAFETY DEVICES

defects as found reported to the muintaining company :

Tows wr ity Mailrosds Tavolved

y bullronds v 3, W. and FL D, D. M. & &
Town ar iy Rallrosds Invoived 0 W and SRR
¥ | . M & Loand O, R L & I
T & F. yards
. & F. yaris
I P, O.s0d O, R L &ED
| . M & and M. & St L.
L& G w & B L
| ::.l“; ;‘l‘:’" s & unction, Maxon L‘H‘-:T
~ » [Eaat yurds) Tror - { + )'IL : < l-:' Iﬂ‘nlll: "III"
. W. yunds w, : P L L.
0, Missdasippl Biver - “‘nu: :ﬂ w O ; :nd. :
. yanls Water e O e R
‘n‘u’:-.-mnaml ‘. Waterko -.‘:l.‘l; .tgwer.a\
. (Gasiint Fracka) - o b T AT R o o o P
P, oand C., I & Q Wheatiand . & N. W, and ., M. & BL P
I : Whitebrmast b B & 0 (Own tracks)

C.RL&P .

nd M. O & O L
Misabsaipga Hiver

P (End of double track)
! & I

Riuffs
Connell Whafls .
Counei]l Ninfls {Tower 190A) .

1
Des  Mulnes . . .
1
[rabuque
[ramont
Fagle Grove
Fatherville
Estherville
Fuirfleld
Fr Dodge
{25
Guwrle
Eranid and M. & Bt L.
Gresn. Bt I (Junstion)
oty M & B oand L O
Gypeem | A
Tiamplon and M. & Bt L.
Hamtptan Cy RL & P, oand M, & 8t L
Yerndon B P, (Own tricks)
ik W,oand O G. W
Ind O, W1 &
o .« W. and O, M, & BL P,
s D, DM & B snd G, & N. W,
Lal O & N. W. and M, & 8t L
AR L AP asd O, B &Q
Co, M, & BL P.oand O, B, & Q.
O, B & Q. (End of doubls track)
CO W, M &St L asd O.. RL &P
L oand O, LL&P
C 8N W, C O W and M. & BL L.
L AR W, 0, M &R P, C G W
C&N W oand M O & O L
WO G W oand O & X W
oM & Q sod M A B L
LB & Q Cromover
WO G, W, and Mo& B L
Wilsh and C., M. & 5L P.
bk and 0. B & Q.
G W.ssd O, R L & P.
& N, W, and M. & B L
O. W, C, M & St P and M. & O.
DD M & B and C, & N. W.
& N W, {Junction}
BigEEran s
o o,
B aq of doubls track)




Interstate Cases Handled By Commerce
Counsel of lowa

There Is herewith submitted the report of the Commerce Counse] for

the year 1921. A number of matters have been presented. ‘There
been some genersl cases, such as the live stock case, the grain and
cases, and the general investigation ordered by the Commission sty
the reduction of rates, generally—the latter one ordered begun just befory
the close of the year covered by this report. -

In all of these cases the Commerce Counsel was represented and par
ticipated In the various hearings. The report simply gives the title o
the causes, general nature, and the decision, or a notation where the
cases are yet pending. : 1

Chamber of C: ce of Cedar Rapids, Towa, v. Wm. G. MeAdoo, Db
rector General of Railroads, et al., 1. C. C. No. 10231, rates on coal from
lilinois mines to Codar Rapids, lows. Complaint filed with L. C. €,
8, 1918, Hearing at Cedar Rapids, November 21, 1918. Decision of
C. C, 59 1. C. C, 824, rates found not unreasonable, unjustly dise r
tory or unduly prejudieial, and laint dismissed.

Board of Rallroad Commissioners of Iowa and Greater Des
Committee, Ine., ¥, Director General of Railronds, et al, I. €. C. No.
rates on graln and other commodities. Petition filed with I. C. C,
ber 5, 1019, 1n 63 1, C. C,, 406, Commission found rates not unre
or unduly prejudicial, and complaint was dismissed.

1. ¢, Hubinger Bros. Co. v. Walker D. Hines, Director General of
roads, et al, I 0. €. No. 10086. Rates on fuel oil. Hearing at K
January 16, 1920, With this cuse were protests filed for Keok
Fort Madison on fuel oll, C, C. No. 208, consolidaied. Original »
declded June 18, 1920, 58 1. €. €., §3. Pending on items of reparati

Chicago Live Stock Exchange v, A, T. & 8. F. Ry. Co., et al,
Na, 9977, live stock loading and unloading charges. Decision in
case was rendered February 11, 1919, Complainants asked for
which was granted, and upon thelr request, the Commerce Counsel
peared at hearing. Decislon rendered June 15, 1920, 5% T €. €., 164

Wheeler Lumber, Bridge & Supply Company, et al, v. Walker D.
Director General of Railroads, et al, 1. C. C. No. 10894, lumber
Complaint filed 15, 1819, Decision rendered Sept

Fort Dodge Commereial Club v. Director General of Railroads, @
11261, class rates between Fort Dodge and Minnesota, §
al. Hearing at Fort Dodge, April 26, 1920. Dech

b
o
n
2%

1. €. C. No. 10741, eoal from Kentucky mines to Cedar Rapids. Hes
it Cedar Rapids, Towa, April 26, 1820, Decision rendered July
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Mason City Brick & Tile Company v. Director General of Railroads,
et al, 1 C. C. No. 11672, rates on common brick, ¢iay hollow building
tile and drain tile, Hearing November I, 1820, Pending.

Greater Des Moines Committee, Ine., v. Direetor General of Railroads,
et al., 1. C. C. No. 11046, rates on flaxseed, carloads. Hearing at Des
Moines, February 6, 1920, Decision December 29, 1920, 60 I, C. C., 403,

Intermedinte Rate Association v. Director General of Railroads, et al,
L C. C. No. 10826, Petition of intervention for Greater Des Moines Com-
mittee, Ine., filed April 21, 1920. Hearing June 29, 1920. Pending.

Greater Des Moines Committes, Ine, v. Director General of Railroads,
et al, I C. C. No. 11047, grain ‘rates from South Dakota. Petition filed
with 1. C. C.. December 9, 1819, Hearing at Des Moines, February 6,
1920. Pending.

Board of Raflroad Commissionfre of South Dakota v. Director General
of Railroads, et al, L. C. C. No, 11140, Commerce Counsel filed petition
of intervention for Board of Rallrond Commissioners of lowa. Hearing
at Sioux Falls, South Dakota, March 22, 1920. Pendinsg.

William Alter, et al, v. Director General of Railroads, et al, L. C. C.
No. 11296, proportional class rates and reparation. Complaint filed with
I. ¢, C. February 27, 1920, Hearing at Mason City, April 29, 1920,
Pending.

Fort Dodge Commerelal Club v. Director General of Rallroads, et al.,
I. ¢, C. No. 11673, rates on fuel ofl. Hearing at Fort Dodge, October 27,
1920, Decision rendered August 22, 1921, 63 I. C. C., 357; rates found
anreasonable and prejudicial; remsonable and nonprejudicial rates pre-
seribed for the future; reparation awarded,

Farley & Loetscher Mig. Co, et al, v. Director General of Railroads,
et ul, 1. €. C. No. 11824, rates on sash, doors, ete. Complaint filed with
I 0. C, September 8, 1920. Hearing at Des Moines, October 25, 1920,
Decision July 16, 1921, 62 1. C. C, T721; rates found to be unreasonable
and prejudieial and r ble and nonprejudicial rates prescribed for the
ll'uture. Reparation awarded. Application for re-hearing granted. Pend-
ng.

Lodwick:-White Coal Ci , ot al, v. Di General of Railroads,
et al, L €. C. No, 11232, coal rates. Complnint filed with I. C. C., Febru-
ary 5. 1920; submitted July 1, 1920, Decislon 68 1. C. C., 530, August
10, 1820, -

I. & 8. Docket No. 1287, Rates on iron poles, pipes, and connections
between Mississippl River crossings and lowa points. Application for
saspension of advances filed with I C. €\, January 11, 1921. Hearing, at
Des Moines, February 17, 1921, Decislon of 1. C. C. rendered May 4, 1921,
61 1. C. C, 530, p A In d propositional rates found not justified.

Corn Belt Packing Company v. Ann Arbor R, R. Co., et al, L. C. C,
:‘;‘”“- rates on fresh meats and packing house products. Complaint

with 1. C. C., December 17, 1920. On April 25, 1920, recelved advices

that complaint in above case had been satisfled, and complaint, therefore,
dismlssed,

unl;‘ul We:"; l:.. switching between industries and connecting

Mason . Hearing at Mason City, February 10, 1921: oral
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argument at Washington, March 23, 1921. Decided Apri) g3, u'_:|
1. C. C., 479, proposed |nerensed switching charges found not 4 gy

Greater Des Moines Committee, Ine., et al, v. Director g
Railroads, et al, L. C. C. No. 12506, rates on petroleum gas ang g
Complaint filed February 24, 1921. Hearing at Dee Moines, June 3, 159
Pending.

Interstate rates on Grain, Grain Products, and Hay, in carioy
tween pointa in the western and Mountain-Pacific Groups, 1. g o
12620, August 8, 1821, hearing begun before 1. C. C. Opinion, 64 1
85. Carriers file application for re-hearing. ;

1. C. C. No. 12845, In the Matter of Minimum Carlond Weight on S
ments of Hogs in lowa. Hearing at Des Molnes, October 31, 1921, Pug
ing. .

Keokuk & Hamilton Bridge C Yy v. Wabash Rallway
et al, 1. C. C. No. 12008, toll charges. Hearing at St. Louis, Ma_ A
13 and 14, 1921, Set for oral argument at Washington, November
1921, Pending. B

The American Farm Bureau Federation, et al, v. Aberdeen & Ry
R. R Co., et al, I. C. C. No. 12699, complaint against the §2.00
at Union Stock Yards, Chicago. Hearing, Chicago, September §
Pending.

Natlonal Live Stock Shippers' League, et al, v. A, T. & B. F.
et al, I C. C. No. 12146, rates on Live Stock. On Junc 2, 1621, i
Denver. Petition of intervention filed by Commerce Counsel
at Chieago, June 6, 1921, Brief of intervener filed July 5, 1921,
in 68 1. C. C., 107, 20% decrease in rates not to be below 60 cents
decision does not ald Towa. Petition for re-hearing filed, and orally

8, 1921. Pending on re-hearing. i

Board of Railroad Commissioners of South Dakota v. C. & K,
Co., et al, 1. C. C. No. 12268, rates on live stock. Hearing at
Colo., June 2, 1921, Board of Rallroad Commissioners of Towa, by Com
merce Counsel, intervener, On July 20, 1921, brief of intervener M

Omaha Live Stock Exchange v, ¢, M. & St. P. Ry. Co, et al, L
No. 12048, ear switching charge on live stock. January 27, 1821,
of intervention filed for Corn Belt Meat Producers’ Association.
at Omaha, February 14, 1921. Pending.

Towa Malleable Iron Company v, Director General of Railroad
L C. C. No. 12330, rates on fuel oil. Hearing set for May 24, 1!
poned at request of defendants, and ease consolidated with and
connection with L C. C. No. 12304. Pending.

Ottumwa Chamber of Commerce v. The A., T. & 8. F. Ry,
1. C. C. No. 12384, rates on fuel ofl. Hearing at Ottumwa, May
in conmection with L. C. C. No. 12320. Pending.

Burlington Shippers’ Amsoclation, et al, v. Director Gen
mcmt-e.u.mummmunmml-l
at Chicago, February 7, 1921. Brief filed, March 7, 1921 F

Corn Belt Packing Company, et al. v. Ann Arbor R.’
C. C. No. 12625, rates on packing house products, fresh m
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plaint filed with L . C., March 12, 1821, Hearing at pubuque, July 18,

1921, Pending. =
National Industrial Traflic League V. Aberdeen & Rockfish R, R. Co.,

gt al, 1. C. C. No. 11545, This sction was begun by the Natlonal Industrial
Traffic League, asking that the Commission prescribe uniform liability
or contracts, for construction, maintenance and use of
industrial or private sidetracks. It involved a matter of such importance
to the shippers and owners of spur tracks or private sidetracks that
attention was given to It Not necessary to file any pleadings. Finally
held that the Commission was without jurisdiction to prescribe the uni-
form liability clause, which was the position that was taken by this
office. Decision, 61 L. C. C,, 120.

Minimum Weights and Double Loading of Grain and Grain Products.
No docket number was given. During the rallroad administration cer-
tain emergency minima and rules were published by the railroad ad-
ministration. These were known a4 emergency reguiations, Complaints
had been made, and finally the Interstate Commerce Commission ordered
an investigation, or, rather, a conference of carriers and shippers. There
were two of such conferences held, both at St. Louis, one in May and the
other in November, 1920. As a result of these conferences minimum
welghts and rule as to double loading were agreed to by all of the parties,
and tariffs and rules were ordered by the Commission in accordance with
the recommendation of Mr. W. V. Hardle, Director of Traffic, who repre-
sented the Commizsion, as agreed to and approved by the earriers. These
were published early in the year 1921. These conferences and the issu-
ance of the orders thereon disposed of these matters,

Ex Parte No. 80, This was an investigation by the Commlission as to
the payment of reparation during the period when the railroads were
under Federal Control, the contention of the Director General being that
the Director General, or the Government, was not llable for reparation
on & lower basis prior to June 25, 1918, than on and after that date.
A number of these clalms wore prosented from Town. It was assigned
for oral at Washl on October 6, 1921. To protect the
Interests of the state, the C ca O 1 nppeared at the oral argu-
ment and joined with Mr, Benton, and others, in the presentation of the
case, and, so far an advised, no determination has as yet been had of
the case,

I. & 8. No. 966, Is a matter concerning demurrago. The last report
made was that the tariffs had been suspended. Final determination has
been had thereon, and the caso may be marked closed.

Proportional Commodity Rates between Mississippl River Points and

that
the

clauses in leases,

lowa Polnts. This Is an old file, and constantly matters come in
requirs settlement, though the main gquestion has Leen settled in
Mississippl River and Interior lowa Cities cases. A number of these
have been taken up by pond and adjust bas been had.
I report the case as now closed, and If there are any matters that need
o be corrected they will be handled by separate proceedings and reported
hereafter as new cases.

Commodity Rites between lows Polnts and Des Moines and Intermediate
with Illinols Points, including St Louls. A like rase to the one just
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preceding, which was taken up with the Rallroad Administragion. CASES HANDLED BY COMMERCE COUNSEL
meretofore reported, but entirely disposed of. ton;

Thers were a number of cases pending in the courts in which tha a The Minneapolls & St. Louis Railroad Company;

The Chicago, Rock Island & Pacific Railway Company;

The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Company;
Wabash Railway Company;

Waterloo & Cedar Falls Railway Company;

Chicago, St. Paul, Minneapolis & Omaha Rallway Company;
Chicage Great Western Railroad Company;

Ilinols Central Railroad Company;

moree Counsel appeared with the Attorney General. They are as §
Jows Bouthern Utilities Company:
Clinton, Davenport & Musecatine Rallway Company;
lowa Railway & Light Company .
Mason City & Clear Lake Railroad Company;
Codar Rapids & Marion City Railway Company,

These cases were begun in 1918, to restrain the state authorities Inter-Urban Rallway Company.
onforcing the twocent passenger fare. Judge Wade appointed Hon, B A restraining order was issued, pending hearing for a temporary writ
Faville Master In Chancery, The Master In Chancery repartid, of Injunction. These cases are still pending on this nrder.
e e et el wad f SN Thore have been during the year many matters presented from Chambers
RIS NN Th e ™0 sepied hnd the AN of (Tu.mrnnru and Shippers’ Assoclations and from individual shippers,
Fgiqpte which were taken up directly with the respective railronds by corre-
Boa.nlln 20, (s Jaliowing Iuilionts Dot e e I spondence, and where it was thought advisable to Ale complaints, they

R s T oo (I were so filed; but in many instances it was not thought advisable. It is

B N e v belleved that these Interstate cases received the attention which the

rate and to restrain them from interfering with the three-cent q e Mk Vet
rate which had been ordered by the Director General during the | Svaind eyl WLy Wy Y S TR -
PRIV s e Irhlehl m' the rate prevailing at the time of the by come to the office, and which have been presented to or filed with the
oy A, 10 ) Board of Railrond Commissioners, in all cases where It had jurisdiction.

Inter-Urban Railway Company;

Chicago Great Western Railroad Company;

The Chicago, Rock Island & Pacidle Rallway Company;
Wabash Rallway Company;

Great Northern Railway Company;

Minneapolis & St. Louis Raliroad Company;

Chlcago, Burlington & Quiney Rallroad Company;

The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway Company;
Chieago, $t. Paol, Minneapolis & Omaha Rallroad Company;
Fort Dodge, Des Moines & Southern Rallroad Company;
Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rallway Company;
Chicago & North Western Railway Company;

Illinols Central Rallroad Company.

These cases have not yet been determined.

After the Interstate Commerce Commission had, upon hearing,
that the intrastate rates in Iowa should be 3.6 cents per mile, as
charge of G0 per cent. of the regular rate on Pullman and
charges, the following railroads instituted proceedings against
ernor, the Board of Railroad Commissioner, the Attorney
the Commerce Counsel, to restrain them from interfering with t
foreement of the order of the Interstate Commerce Commission:

Great Northern Rallway Company;

Chicago, Burlington & Quiney Rallroad Company;

Chicago, Milwaukee & St. Paul Rallway Company;

Fort Dodge, Des Moines & Southern Rallroad Company;

Chicago & North Western Railway Company;
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The ATCHISON, TOPERA & SANTA FE RAILWAY m‘ﬁ, I

Directors: Edward J. Berwind, New York, New York; '
Engel, Chicago, 11L; Frederic A. Juilliard, New York, N. Y.; A
Jobes, Merriam, Kansas; J. E. Otis, Chicago, I1l.; William B. Storm
cago, 1IL.; T. DeWitt Cuyler, Philadelphia, Pa.; Arthur T. Hadley, X
Haven, Conn.; Charles Steele, New York, N. Y.; Henry S, Prit
York, N, Y.; Howel Jones, Topeka, Kansas; H. Rieman Duval,
N. Y.. Ogden L. Mills, New York. N. Y.; S. T. Bledsoe, Chic
Warren E. Brown, Wichita, Kansas.

Prineipal Corporate Officers: President, W. B. Storey, (
Vice President, E. J. Engel, Chi 11l.; Vice President, Ed
bers, Chicago, 11l,; Viee President, A. G. Wells, Chicago, IIL
dent, W. B. Hodges, Los Angeles, California; Secretary and Tr
E. L. Copeland, Topekn, Kansas; General Counsel, 8. T. Bledsoe,
1IL; General Solieitor, Gardiner Lathrop, Chicago, TIL.; Co
L. Gallup, New York, N. Y.; General Auditor, W, E. Balley, Chi
General Manager BEastern Lines, F. C. Fox, Topeka, Kansss;
Manager Western Lines, R. J. Parker, Amarillo, Texas; General
Coast Lines, I. L. Hibbard, Los Angeles, Cal.; Chief Engineer,
Felt, Chicago, 111,

ATLANTIC NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY

Directors: 8. C. Pederson, Elk Horn, lowa; John Liestad,
Iowa; Bertel Christensen, Kimballton, Towa; Hans Nissen,
Towa; L. H. Lauritzen, Kimballton, lowa; Andrew Kroman,
lowa; Thomas Christensen, Elk Horn, Towa.

Princlpal Corporate Officers: President, S. C. Pederson,
Jowa; Vice President, John Liestad, Elk Horn, Towa; T
Spar, Atlantic, lowa; Treasurer, Bertel Christensen, Kimb
Attorney or General Counsel, W. A. Follett, Atlantie, lowa
ager, C. B. Bpar, Atlantie, lowa.

CHICAGO, BURLINGTON & QUINCY RAILROAD CO

Directors: Ralph Budd, St. Paul, Minn.; Howard EIli
N. Y.; Louis W. Hill, St. Paul, Minn.; Charles E. Perki
lowa: Frederick H. Rawson, Chicago, 11l; Charles W.
Minn.; Claude G. Burnham, Chicago, IIL; Hale Holden,
‘Thomas 8. Howland, Chicago, 111; Jackson E. Reynolds,
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Robert J. Dunham, Chicago, 111.; Oliver M. Spencer, Chicago, 11L.; William
W, Baldwin, Chicago, 1.

Principal Corporate Officers: President, Hale Holden, Chicago, IIL;
Executive Vice President, €. G. Burnham, Chicago, 111.; Viee President,
Chas. E. Perkins, Burlington, Iowa; Vice President, Hecretary and Treas
arer, T. 8. Howland, Chicago, 11L: Vice President, E. P. Bracken, Chi-
cago, [1L.; Viee President, C. E. Spens, Chicago, I1l.; Vice President, E. A.
Howard, Chieago, 11L; Viee President, W. W. Baldwin, Chicago, IlL.;
Assistant to the President, H. R. Safford, Chicago, II1.; General Counsel,
0. M. Spencer, Chicago, lll.; General Solieitor, Bruce Scott, Chicago, Im.;
Assistant to General Counsel, E. M. Shelton, Chicago, 1iL.;: Comptroller,
C. I Sturgis, Chicago, 1ll.; General Auditor, H. D. Foster, Chicago, m;
General Manager, L. B. Allen, Chicago, 11l.; General Manager, W. F.
Thiehoff, Omaha, Neb,; Chief Engineer, A. W, Newton, Chicago, Il

CHICAGO GREAT WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY

Directors: John A. Spoor, Chieago, Ill.; Milton Tootle, Jr., St. Joseph,
Mo.: C. T. Jaffrey, Minneapolls, Minn.; G. W. Wattles, Omaha, Neb.;
E. F. Swinney, Kansas City, Mo.; B. A. Cudahy, Chicago, IlL; S. M.
Felton, Chicago, TIL; Charles Steele, New York, N. Y.; E. N. Hurley,
Chieago, 11L.; Clyde M. Carr, Chicago, 11l.; A. A. Sprague, Chicago, m.;
E. C. Pinkbine, Des Moines, lIowa; Charles H. Thorne, Chicago, Il

Principal General Officers: President, 8. M. Felton, Chicago, IIL;
Secretary, W. G, Lerch, Chicago, Ill.; Treasurer, J. F. Coykendall, Chi-
cago, 11l.; General Counsel, Ralph M. Shaw, Chieago, 1lL.; General Solici-
tor, W. H. Jacobs, Chicago, 111.; Comptroller, Com W. Krebs, Chicago, TIL;
General Manager, C. L. Hinkle, Chicago, 111.; Chief Engineer, C. G. Delo,
Chicago, 1L

WISCONSIN, MINNESOTA AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY

Directors: 8. M, Felton, Chieago, 1Il; J. W. Blabon, Chicago, IIL;
J. H. Rich, Red Wing, Minn.; B. Sommers, St. Paul, Minn,

Prineipal Corporate Officers: President, 8. M. Felton, Chicago, IL.;
8 ¥, J. F. Coykendall, Chicago, I.; Tr , J. F. Coykendall,
Chieago, 111.; Auditor, Con F. Krebs, Chicago, 11L

MASON CITY AND FT, DODGE RAILROAD COMPANY

Directors: 8. M. Felton, Chicago, 1L; J. W. Blubon, Chieago, IIL.;
Luther Drake, Omaha, Neb.; George A. Harmel, Austin, Minn; C. H.
McNider, Mason City, lowa; W. H. McCord, Omaha, Neb.,

Principal Corporate Officers: President, 8. M. Felton, Chicago, TIL;
Secretary, J. F. Coykendall, Chicago, Ill.; Treasurer, J. F. Coykendall,
Chieago, I1L.; Auditor, Con F. Krebs, Chicago, 111

CHICAGO, MILWAUKEE & ST. PAUL RAILWAY COMPANY

Directors: Samuel H. Pisher, New York, N. Y.; Donald Q. Geddes,
New York, N. ¥.: William Rockefeller, Naw York, N. Y.; John A. Stewart,
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New York, N. Y.; J. Ogden Armour, Chieago, 1ll.; Btanley
fiL; L. J. Petit, Milwaukee, Wis.; P. A. Rockefeller, New Yo
. 0. Mason, New York, N. Y.; A, J. Earling, Chicago, 111:
Harkasen, Now York, N. Y.; H. E. Byram, Chicago, Iil.: Jﬂ'." D
New York, N. Y, E
Principal Corporate Officers: President, H. E. Byram, Chisses 5!
Vice President, G. G. Mason, New York, N. Y.; Vice President, e !
Calkins, Chieago, I1L.; Vice President, B. B. Greer, Chicago, Ij- 1
President, B. D. Sewall, Chicago, 11l.; Vice President, H. B,
Seattle, Wash.; Assistant to President, W. W, K. Sparrow, Chig
decretary, E. W, Adama, Milwaukee, Wis.; Treasurer, A, @ |
Chieago, 11l.; General Counsel, Burton Hanson, Chicago, IiL i
Solleltor, H. H. Field, Chicago, IlL; Comptroller, W. V. Wi
1ll; General Manager, J. T. Gillick, Chicago, 11L; Chiet Engineer,
Loweth, Chicago, 11l

CHICAGO AND NORTH WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY

Directors: Frederick W. Vanderbilt, New York, N, Y,; H
vanderbilt, New York, N. Y.; Cyrus H. McCormick, Chicago, lk;
coy Keep, Chicago, 0lL; William H. Finley, Chicago, 1lL;
Sheean, Chicago, 11L; Chauncey M. Depew, New York. N, ¥;
Kimball, Boston, Mass.; Childs Frick, Roslyn, L. I.; James A &
New York, N. Y.: Samnel A. Lynde, New York, N. Y.; Gordon
Boston, Mass.; Marvin Hughitt, Chicago, 11L; William K. Vander
York, N, Y.: Henry C. McEldowney, Pittsburgh, Pa.; Oliver As
ton, Mass.; Edmund D. Hulbert, Chicagn, 111 |

Princlpal Corporate Officers: Chalrman of Board, Marvin
Chieago, 111,; President, William H. Finley, Chicago, 111; Vies
Samuel A. Lynde, New York, N, Y.; Vice President, Marvin H
Chleago, 11,; Viee President, Hiram R. McCullough, Chicago,
tary, John D, Caldwell, Chicago, 1ll.; Treasurer, Arthur 8. P
York, N. Y.; General Counsel, James B. Sheean, Chicago, IIl
Solicitor, Fred W. Sargent, Chicago, T1L; Comptroller, Lewls A R
Chicago, 11l.; General Auditor, Charles D. Brandriff, Chicago, II
eral Manager, Frank Walters, Chicago, I1.; Chief Engineer,
Towne, Chleago, 1L

CHICAGO, ST. PAUL, MINNEAPOLIS & OMAHA RAT
COMPANY

Directors: Chauncey M. Depew, New York, N, Y.;
Chieago, Tl; David P. Kimball, Boston, Mass.; Harold
New York, N. Y.; William H. Finley, Chicago, 111.; Oliver A
Muss.; James T. Clark, St. Paul, Minn.; Marvin Hughitt,
Til; James B. Sheean, Chicago, 111.; Fredorick W. Vauderbilt,
N. ¥.: Willlam K. Vanderbilt, New York, N. Y.; Chauncey ¥
11L; Swmuel A. Lynde, New York, N. Y.
~ Principal Corporate Officers: Chairman of the Board
Chicago, Ill.; President, James T. Clark, St. Paul, Minn.;
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and Assistant Secretary. Samuel A. Lynde, New York, N. Y¥.; \m:e Presi-
dent, Arthur W. Trenholm, St. Paul, Minn.; Secretary, John D. Caldwell,
Chicago, I1l.; Assistant Secretary, Charles A. LegEo, gt. Paul, Minn.;
Treasurer and Assistant Secrefary. Arthur S. Plerce, New York, N. Y.§
Assistant Treasurer and Assistant Secretary, Thomas W. Arundel, New
York, N. Y.; Assistant Treasurer and Assistant Secretary, Harry W. Rush,
New York, N. Y.; General Counsel, James B. Sheean, Chicago, T1L; Gen-
eral Bolicitor, Richard L. Kennedy, St. Paul, Minn.; General Manager,
John J. O°'Neil, St. Paul, Minn.; General Superintendent, Frank R. Pechin,
8. Paul, Minn.; Comptrolier, Charles Jensch, St, Paul, Minn.; Local
Trensurer, Charles P. Nash, St Paul, Minn.; General Traffie Manager,
Hiram M, Pearce, St. Paul, Minn.; General Frelght Agent, Albion M.
Fonton, St, Paul, Minn.; General Passenger Agent, George H. McRae, Bt.
Paul, Minn.; Chief Engineer, Harry E. Barlow, St. Paul, Minn.

JOWA SOUTHERN RAILWAY COMPALNY

Directors: Marvin Hughitt, Chicago, 11L; Willlam H. Finley, Chicago,
111.; Marvin Hughitt, Jr., Chicago, ill.: Josiah F. Cleveland, Chicago, n.;
John 1. Caldwell, Chicago, ML

Principal General Officers: President, Willilam H. Finley, Chicago, .
Viee President, Marvin Hughitt, Jr. Chicago, Ill.; Vice President and
Traffic Manager, H. R. McCullough, Chicago, Il.; Assistant Secretary
and Assistant Treasurer, E. F. Brown, Buxton, lowa; Secretary, John D.
Caldwell, Chicago, 11l,; Treasurer, Arthur B. Jones, Chicago, 1ll.; Assist-
ant Treasurer, Frederic Mates, Chieago, 111} General Counsel, James B.
Sheean, Chicago, 11l.; Comptroller, Lewin A, Robinson, Chleags, TIL

THE CHICAGO, ROCK ISLAND & PACIFIC RAILWAY COMPANY

Directors: N. L. Amster, Boston, Mass.; M. L. Bell, New York, N. ¥.;
Henry Bruere, New York, N. Y.; G, Watson French, Davenport, Towa;
J. E. Gorman, Chicago, Ill.; Charles Hayden, New York, N. Y.; J. A. Pat-
ten, Chicago, 1lL; A. C. Rearick, New York, N. Y.; William Z. Ripley.
Newton Center, Mass.: F. W. Scott, Richmond, Va.; John G. Shedd, Chi-
cago, 11l.; James Speyer, New York, N. Y.; P. G. TenEyck, Albany, N. Y.

Principal General Officers: President, J. E. Gorman, Chicago, 1195
Vies President, M. L. Bell, New York. N. Y.; Vice President, L. C. Fritch,
Chicago, 11L; Vice President, Frank Nay. Chicago, 11L.; Viee President,
T. H. Beacom, Chicago, I1L; Vice President, 8. H. Jol Chi 1L;
Viee President, L. M, Allen, Chicago, 1lL: Vice President, F. D. Reed,
Chicago, 111.; Secretary and Treasurer, Carl Nyquist, Chlcago, Ill.; Assist-
ant v and A to Tr . W. Vanderpool, Chicago, IIl.;
Asslstant Secretary and Assistant Treasurer, F. A, Smith, New York,
N. Y.; Asalstant Treasurer, W, Hodson, Chl M. G il 1
M. L. Bell, New York, N. Y.: General Solleitor, W, F. Dickinson, Chicago,
11L.; Comptroller, Frank Nay, Chieago, 111.; General Auditor, W. H. Burns,
Chi m,; G 1M T. H. B Chicago, NL; Chief Engi-
neer, C. A. Morse, Chicago, 111
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~ Seward Prosser, New York, N. Y.; J. E. Reynolds, New York,
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8T. PAUL AND KANSAS CITY SHORT LINE RAILROAD COMPANY
Xy

Directors: M. L. Bell, New York, N. Y.; Carl Nyqulst, Chicagy,
W. H. Burns, Chicago, m.; J. E. Gorman, Chicago, IIl.; L. @
Chicago, Il Bt |

Principal General Officers: President, J. E. Gorman, Chicago, T,
Vice President, M. L. Bell, New York, N. Y.; Treasurer and :
Secretary, Corl Nyquist, Chicago, 111.; Secretary and Assistant 7
Wm. La Venture, Davenport, Towa; Assistant Secretary and Assf
Treasurer, W. Vanderpool, Chicago, 111 General Auditor, W, H, B
Chicago, 1L .

COLFAX NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY |

Directors: Thomas W. Griggs, Davenport, Towa; W. A,
Moines, Towa; Robert Ryan, Des Moines, lowa; J. B. Ryan, 00‘;“"‘“-'. N
F. G. Ryan, Des Moines, Jowa; W. L. Ryan, Des Moines, lowa; M, . ¥
Seevers, Des Moines, lowa. 3 I

Principal General Officers: President, Thos. W. Griggs, D

i

Jowa; Vice President, Marion B. Seevers, Des Moines, Towa; et
W. Blakely, Colfax, lowa; Treasurer, Marion B. Seevers, Des Molnes, Jo
General Manager, W. Blakely, Colfax, Jowa.

THOMAS W. GRIGGS RAILROAD PROPERTY

Principal General Officers: Individual Ownership, Thos. W. Gri
Davenport, lowa, y

COLFAX CONSOLIDATED COAL COMPANY

Directors: Not organized.

Principal General Officers: President, W. A. Seevers, Des Moines,
Viee President, Robert Ryan, Des Moines, lowa; 8!4!;"'-",, J;
Coltax, fowa; Treasurer, J. B. Ryan, Colfax, Iowa; General
J. B. Ryan, Colfax, Jowa.

DAVENPORT, ROCK ISLAND & NORTH WESTHRN RAILWAY
COMPANY 1

Directors: D. L. Bush, Chicago, 11l.; B, B, Greer, Chicago, TiL;
Holden, Chicago, 11l.; E. A, Howard, Chicago, 1ll.; J. C. Hutching
cago, 1il; A, W. Newton, Chicago, 1L; E. D, Sewall, Chicago, Tl
Principal General Officers: President, Hale Holden, Chicago, 11,
J. C. Hutehins, Chicago, TIL; Secretary and Treasurer,
M nrichs, Davenport, Towa; Auditor and Assistant Treasurer,
Davenport, Towa; General Manager, C. B. Rodgers, Davenport, To

'GR‘IA‘I‘ NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY

Directors: Ralph Budd, St. Paul, Minn; P ]
alp ! : P. L. Mowe,
E. T, Nichols, New York, N. Y.: A. D, Thompson, D
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Ordean, Duluth, Minn.; Lo W. Hill, St

Lindley, St. Paul, Minn.;: A. L.
F. E. Weyerhacuser, St. Paul,

Paal, Minn.; W. B. Dean, St. Paul, Minn.;

Minn.; A. B. Hepburn, New York, N. Y. I
Prineipal General Officers: Chalrman of the Doard, L. w. HilL, St

Paul, Minn.; President, Ralph Budd, St. Paul, Minn.: Viee President,
G. R. Martin, St. Panl, Minn.; Viee President, L. . Gilman, Seattle, Wash.;
Vieo President, E. T. Nichols, New York, N. Y.; Viee President, E. C.
Lindley, St. Paul, Minn.: Viee President, C. 0. Jenks, St. Paul, Minn.;
Vico President, W. P. Kenney, St. Paul, Minn.; Sccretary, ¥. L. Paetzold,
8t Paul, Minn.; Treasurer, F. L. PFactzold, St Paul, Minng General Coun-
gel, K, O, Lindley, St. Paul, Minn.; General Sollcitor, M. L, Countryman,
S, Panl, Minn; Comptroller, Geo. H. Hess, Jr., 8t, Paul, Minn.; General
Auditoe, A. B. Fisher, St. Paul, Minn.; Chief Engineer, A. H, Hogeland,
St. Paul, Minn,

JLLINDIS CENTRAL*RAILROAD COMPANY

Directors: Len Small, Springfield, IIl.; Charles A. Peabody, New York,
N. Y.: John G. Shedd, Chicago, IlL; william A. Harriman, Arden, N. Y.[
walther Luttgen, New York, N. Y.; John W. Aucrincloss, New York, N.
Y.: Robert 8. Lovett, Locust Valley, N. ¥.; Cornellus Vandarbilt, New
York, N. Y.; Henry W, De Forest, New York, N. ¥.; Chas. H. Markham,
Chicago, 11L; J. Ogden Armour, Chicago, 111.; Phillip Stocktcn, Boston,
Mass.; Robert W, Goelet, Newport, R. L

Principal General Officers: President, C. H. Markham, Chicago, 115
Senlor Vice President, C. M. Kittle, Chicago, 11L; Viee President, L. W.
Baldwin, Chicago, Ill.; Viee President, F. B. Bowes, Chicago, Ill.; Viee
President, M. P, Blauvelt, Chicago, 11.; Viee President. A. C. Mann, Chi-
cago, T1L; Viee President, A. 8. Baldwin, Chicago, n1.; Secretary, D. R,
Burbank, New York, N, Y.; Ti . R, B, G ily, New York, N. Y.;
General Counsel, W. 8. Horton, Ch 1. o BT R V.
Fletcher, Chicago, 11.; Comptroller, W. D. Beymer, Chicago, I1L; General
Manager, A. E. Clift, Chicago, 11.; Chief Engineer, F. L. Thompson, Chi-
cago, 111

DUBUQUE AND SIOUX CITY RAILROAD COMPANY

Directors: J. T. Adams, Dubuque, lowa; J. W. Auchincloss, New York,
N. ¥.: D. R. Burbank, New York, N. Y,; Henry De Forest, New York,
N. ¥.: R. W. Goelet, New York, N. Y.: W. A. Harriman, New York, N, X
Blewett Lee, New York, N. Y.; A. R. Loomis, Fort Dodge, Towa; C. M.
Kittle, Chieago, TIL; Walther Luttgen, New York, N. ¥.; C, H., Markham,
Chieago, 111.; Charles A. Peabody, New York, N. Y.: Phillip Stockton,
Boston, Muss,; Cornelins Vanderbiit, New York, N. ¥.; R, E. Connolly,
New York, N. Y. *

Prineipal General Officers: President, C. H. Markham, Chicago, Il1.;
Viee President, €. M. Kittle, Chicago, I1l.; Vice President, L. W. Baldwin,
(hieago, I11.; Viee President, M. P. Blauvelt, Chicago, 11l.; Vies President,
F. B, Bowes, Chicago, I1l.; Becretary and Assistant Treasurer, Miss F. E.
Couch, Dubuque, lowa; Treasurer, R. E. Connolly, New York, N. ¥.;




‘Viee President in Charge of Traffie, F. B. Townsend, Minn

.G.A.hllli Bt Joseph, Mo.
Prineipal
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Assistant Secretury, D. R. Burbank, New York, N. Y.; Assistant g :
Burt A. Beck, Chicago, 111 ee

MANCHESTER & ONEIDA RAILWAY COMPANY

Directors: E. M. Carr, Manchester, lowa; Charles J. Seeds, Manghy
fowa; E. H. Hoyt, Manchester, lowa; George W. Dunham,
fowa; W. H. Hutehinson, Manchester, lowa; L. Mathews,
Jlowa: F. G. Blair, Manchester, lowa; Hubert Carr, Manchester,
Joseph Hutehinson, Manchester, lowa; W. M. Hockaday, gl
Jowa: A. R. LeRoy. Manchester, lowa; A. D. Long, Manchester, |
Charles McCormick, Manchester, Towa; R. W. Tirrill, Manchester,
J. 8, Jones, Manchester, lowa.

Principal General Officers: President, Joseph Hutchinson,
lowa; Vice President, E. H. Hoyt, Manch . lowa: S
Math h . lowa; Tr
Auditor, Chiarles J. Seeds, Manchester, lowa; Traffic Manager, C, J.
way, Manchester, lowa; Superintendent, J. 8. Jones, Manchester

Passenger Agent, Hubert Carr, Manchester, Towa.

THE MINNEAPOLIS AND 8T. LOUIS RAILROAD ODl.lP NY

Directors: Charles Hayden, New York, N. Y.; F. H, Davis,
N. Y. P, P. Prazler, New York, N. Y.; H. E. Huntington, New Y"‘n
J. 8. Bache, New York, N. Y.; Newman Erb, New York, N. Y.;
Thayer, New York, N. Y.; W. H. Bremner, Minneapolis,
November, New York, N. Y.; F. C. Litts, New York, N, ¥.; F,
berlaln, Minneapolis, Minn.; ¥, E. Kenaston, Minneapolis, Minn,

Principal General Officera: President, W. H. Bremner, M
Minn.; Vice President, F. H. Davis, New York, N. Y.; Vice
J. B. Bache, New York, N. Y.; Vice President, L. €, Friteh, Chic

Secretary, W. B. Davids, New York, N. Y.; Treasurer, F. H. D
York, N. Y.: Genoral Counsel, M. L. Bell, New York, N. Y.
Solicitor, M. M. Joyce, Minneapolis, Minn,; Comptroller llll
Seeretary, A. E. Smith, Minneapolis, Minn,; Auditor, W. C.
neapolis, Minn.; Genersl Manager, E, E. Nash, Minneapolis, Mi
Engineer, R. G. Kenly, Minneapolls, Minn.

MUSCATINE, BURLINGTON & SOUTHERN RAILROAD CO

Directors: E. H, Ryan, Davenport, Iowa; . J. Van Maur
Towa; Aug. E. Steffen, Davenport, lowa: John L. Zeidler, St. J

! General Officors: President, E. H. Ryan, Daveng
President, C. J. Van Maur, Davenport lows; Secretary,
. m;l:mm.,um Dave!
eneral Auditor, ‘Dean, Musecatine, lowa; General |
‘Krein, Muscatine, lowa.
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THE TABOR AND NORTHERN RAILWAY COMPANY

Directors: R. . Laird, Tabor, lowa; W. W. Glynn, Tabor, lowa; R.
Weatherhead, Tabor, lowa; A. 8. Bloedel, Tabor, lowa; F. C. Gonzales,
Tabor, lowa.

Principal General Officers: President, R. C. Laird, Tabor, lowa; Viee
President, R. Weatherhead, Tabor, lowa; Secretary, F. . Gonzales, Tabor,
Jowa: Treasurer, Ira McCormick, Tabor, lowa; General Manager, R. J.
Mawhor, Tabor, lowa.

UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY

Directors: Oliver Ames, Hoston, Mass; Robert W. Goelet, Newport,
R. L: Carl R. Gray, Omaba, Neb.; K. R. Harriman, New York, N. Y.}
W. A. Harriman, New York, N. Y.; Marvin Hughitt, Jr, Chicago, IlL.;
Otto H. Kahn, New York, N, Y.; Hobert S. Lovett, New York, N. Y.
Charles A, Peabody, New York, N. Y.; Willinm Rockefeller, New York,
N. Y.: Willlam G. Rockefeller, New York, N. Y.; Mortimer L. Schiff, New
York, N. ¥.; C. B. Seger, New York, N, Y.; Charles A. Stone, Boston, Mass.;
Frank A. Vanderlip, New York, N. 1.

Principal General Officers: President, Carl R. Gray, Omaha, Neb.;
Vice President In Charge of Opérations, E. E. Calvin, Omaha, Neb.; Vice
President In Charge of Traftle, H. M. Adams, Omaha, Neb.; Viee Presi-
dent, W. A. Harriman, New York, N, ¥,; General Counsel, H. W. Clark,
New York, N. Y.; Comptroller, F. W. Charske, New York, N. Y.; Secre
tary, Thomas Price, New York, N. Y.; Treasurer, E. G. Smith, New York,
N. Y.; Genernl Manager, W. M. Jeffers, Omaha, Neb.; Freight Traffie
Manager, F, W. Robinson, Omaha, Nob,; Passenger Traffic Manager, W. 8.
HBasinger, Omaba, Neb.; General Solleitor, N. H. Loomls, Omaha, Neb.;
Valuation and Commerce Counsel, H. A, Scandrett, Omaha, Neb.; General
Auditor, 6. ¥, Bossommet, Omaha, Neb.; Auditor, H, J, Stirling, Omaha,
Neb.; Chlef Engineer, R. L. Huntley, Omaha, Neb,

WABASH RAILWAY COMPANY

Directors: Willlam H. Williams, New York, N. ¥.; Robgrt Goelet, New
York, N. Y.; Henry K. Winthrop, New York, N. Y.; J. Horace Harding.
New York, N. ¥.; Alvin W. Kreck, New York, N. Y.; Winslow 8. Pierce,
New York, N. Y.; Henry K. Pomeroy, New York, N. Y.; Guy E. Tripp,
New York, N. Y.; John N, Willys, Toledo, Ohlo; J. Leonard Replogle, New
York, N. Y.; William A. Jamison, New York, N. Y.; Geo. W, Davison,
New York, N. Y.; T. E. Wilson, Chicago, 11l.; J. C. Otteson, New York.
N. Y.; ). E Taussig, St. Louls, Mo.

Principal General Officers: President, J. E. Taussig, St. Louis, Mo.;
Vice President, W. C. Maxwell, 8. Louls, Mo.; Vice President, Heury R,
Winthrop, New York, N. ¥.; Vice President, 8. E. Cotter, St. Louls, Mo.;
Viee President, L. G. Scott, St. Louls, Mo.; Secretary, J. C. Otteson, New
York, N. Y.; General Counsel, Winslow 8. Plerce, New York, N Y.; Gen-
eral Solicltor, N. 8. Brown, St. Loule, Mo,; Comptroller, L. G, Scott, St.

:n:?m-mm J. W. Newell, 8t. Louls, Mo.; General Mana-
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ger, 8, E. Cotter, 8L, Louls, Mo.; Chief Engineer, A, 0. Cung
| Louls, Mo,

OF RAILWAY BRIDGE COMIPANIES
CORPORATION REPORTS

DUNLEITH AND DUBUQUE BRIDGE COMPANY,

Directors:  C. H. Markham, Chicago, 11L; C. M. Kittle, Chicag
M. P. Blauvelt, Chicago, 11l.; W. 8. Norton, Chicago, IlL; Burt A
Chieago, 111
Prineipal General Officers: President, C. H. Markham, Ch
Viee President, C. M. Kittle, Chicago, 11l.; Vice President, L
Chicsgo, T1L.; Viee President, F. B. Bowes, Chicago, IIL; Viea
\ 3. P. Blauvelt, Chicago, 11.; Secretary, F. E. Couch, Dubugus,
Treasurer, Otto F. Nau, Chicago, Il il

KEOKUK AND HAMILTON BRIDGE COMPANY

Directors: Joseph J. Asch, South Norwalk, Conn,; 0
New York, N. Y., Millard A. Mitchell, New York, N, Y,;
born, New York, N. Y.; David Paton, New York, N. Y.; James
New York, N. Y.; Henry E. Smith, Philadelphla, Pa.; Theo
New York, N. Y.; Theodore Gllman, Jr.; New York, N. Y.

Principal General Officers: President, Theodore Gilman,
N. Y.; Viee Prosldent, Millard A. Mitchell, New York, N. 6 Y
Theodore Gilman, Jr., New York, N, Y.; Treasurer, Theodore
New York, N. Y,

.

MISSOURI VALLEY AND BLAIR RAILWAY AND m 0

© Directors: Marvin Hughitt, Chicago, T1l; David P. K
Mass,; William H. Finley, Chieago, 11l.; Marvin Hughitt,
11L; John D. Caldwell, Chicago, 11

Pr 1 General Officers: Presldent, Willlam H.
r TiL; Vieo President, Marvin Hughitt, Jr., Chicago, 11l.; Viee

; Manager, H. R, McCullough, Chicago, IiL; .

E. F, Brown, Buxton, Towa; Secretary, John D. Caldwell.
, Arthur B, Jones, Chicago, 11l.; Assistant Treasu
Mates, Chicago, 1Il.; General Counsel, James B. Sheean,
Comptroller, L. A. Robinson, Chicago, 111,
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Omaha, Neb,; Treasurer, Otto F. Nau, Chicago. I1L.; Assistant Secretary,
D. R. Burbank, New York, N. Y.; Asistant Secretary, Burt A. Beck,

Chicago, 1L
SIOUX CITY BRIDGE COMPANY

Directors: Marvin Hughitt, Chicago, IIL; William H. Finley, Chicago,
1L; David P. Kimball, Boston, Mass.; James T. Clark, St. Paunl, Minn.;
Marvin Hughitt, Jr, Chicago, 11.; Josiah F. Cleveland, Chicago, IIL; John
D, Caldwell, Chicago, TL

Principal G | Officers: Pr James T. Clask, St. Paul, Minn.;
Viee President, Wm. H. Finley, Chicago, I1L; Assistant to Secretary, E. b
Brown, Buxton, lowa; Assistant Treasurer, Frederic Mates, Chicago, IIL;
Secretary, John D, Caldwell, Chicago, 11l.; Treasurer, Arthur B. Jones,
(Chicago, 111.; General Counsel, James B, Sheean, Chicago, 11l.; Comptroller,
Lewis A. Robinson, Chleago, L

OF TERMINAL RAILWAY COMPANIES
CORPORATION OFFICERS

DES MOINES TERMINAL COMPANY

Directors: F. M. Hubbell, Des Moines, lowa; H. D. Thompson, Des
Moines, lows; F. 0. Thompson, Des Moines, lowa.

Principnl General Offlcers: President, F. M. Hubbell, Des Moines, Towa;
Viea Presid H. D, Th Des Moines, lowa; Secretary nnd Treas-
urer, . O, Thompson, Des Moines, lown; General Aunditor, T. 8, Ford,
Des Moines, Iown.

DES MOINES UNION RAILWAY COMPANY

Directors: F. M, Hubbell, Des Moines, lowa; . C. lfubbell, I’es Molnes,
Towa; H, D, Thompson, Des Molnes, Towa; F. 0. Thompson, Des Moines,
Towa; J. L. Parrish, Des Moines, lown; J. B. Taussig, St. Louis, Mo.;
D. L. Bush, Chicago, 11l.; B. D, Sewall, Chicago, 1Il.

Prineipal General Officers: President, F. C. Hubbell, Des Moines, lowa;
Vice President, H. D. Thompson, Des Molnes, lowa; Secretary, F. M.
Hubbell, Des Molnes, lowa; Treasurer, F. 0. Thompson, Des Moines, lowa;
General Counsel, J, L. Parrish, Des Moines, Towa; Auditor, T. 8. Ford,
Des Moines, Town; General Manager, J. A. Wagner, Des Moines, Towa;
Chief Fngineer, A. L. Morgan, Des Molnes, lowa. :

DES MOINES WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY

Directors: F. M. Hubbell, Des Moines, lowa; H. D. Thompson, Des
Moines, Towa; F. 0. Thompson, Des Molnes, Towa: o.r.numu:n-
Motnes, Towa; J. W. Hubbell, Des Molnes, Towa.

: General Officers: President, F. M. Hubbell, Des Moines,
lowa; Vice President, O. P. Thompson, Des Moines, lowa; Secretary and
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Treasurer, H. D. Thompson, Des Moines, lowa; General Auditor 1 n
Mobley, Des Moines, Iowa. uditer, 3

I0OWA TRANSFER RAILWAY COMPANY :

Directors: C. W, Jones, Des Moines, lowa; F. W. Sargent, @
m.; W. L. Park, Chicago, nL; F. H. Ustick, Burlington, lowa;
Hubbell, Des Moines, lowa; J. A. Wagner, Des Moines, lowa, -

Principal General Officers: President, F. (. Hubbell, Des Moines. foss
viee President, F. H. Ustick, Burlington, lowa; Seeretary, J, A, W
Des Moines, Towa; Treasurer, J. A. Wagner, Des Moines, Iowa; A
T, 8, Ford, Des Moines, Towa; General Manager, J. A, Wagner, el
Towa.

SIOUX CITY TERMINAL RAILWAY COMPANY

Directors: F. L. Eaton, Sioux City, Towa; Wm. Milehrist, Sioux
Jown: F. B. Brooks, Chicago, 1l.; A. G. Sam, Sioux City, lown; @
Silknitter, Sloux City, lowa; W. H. Benn, Sloux City, lowa.

Principal General Officers: President, F. L. Eaton, Sioux City,
Viee President, Wm. Milchrist, Sioux City, Towa; Viee President,
Brooks, Chicago, I11.; Secretary, G. F. Silknitter, Sloux City, lowa;
urer, A. G. Sam, Sioux City, Towa; Traffic Manager, W, H, Benn, §
City, lowa.

OF EXPRESS COMPANIES

AMERICAN RAILWAY EXPRESS COMPANY

Directors:  J. 8. Alexander, New York, N. Y., W. M, Ba
York, N. Y.; B, D. Caldwell, New York, N. Y.; H. W. De
York, N. Y.; J. N, Harding, New York, N. Y.; Charles Hayden,
N. Y.: G. A. Peabody, New York, N, Y.; J. O. Milburn, New
¢. D. Norton, New York, N, Y.; Mortimer L. Schiff, New
G. C. Taylor, New York, N. Y.;: A. H. Wiggin, New York, N.Y.

Principal Officers: Chairman of the Board, Burns D. Cald
York, N. Y.; President, George C. Taylor, New York, N, ¥.; |
dent in Charge of Operations, R. E. M. Cowle, New York, N.
President in Charge of Operations, E. A. Stedman, Chicago, It
President In Charge of Operations, C. D. Summy, St. Louls, M
President In Charge of Operations, E, M. Willlams, Atlanta,
_I'I'I_lulnl. in Charge of Operations, A, Christeson, San Fran
Vieo President in Charge of Traftic, D. 8. Elliott, New York,
President In Charge of Accounts, Charles A, Lutz, New York,
tary, F. P, Small, New York, N. Y.; Vice President and Tres
Halbrook, New York, N. Y.; General Counsel, T. B. Harriéon.
N.Y.; General Auditor, J. F. Brizzie, Chattanoogs, ‘Tenn.;.
tor, Richard Burr, Chicago, 11l.; General Auditor, H. D.
(delphla, Pu.: General Auditor, T. Burroughs, New York,
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OF ELECTRIC INTERURDBAN RAILWAY COMPANIES

ALBIA LIGHT AND RAILWAY COMPANY

Directors: Albert L. Fowler, New York, N. Y.; Merl R, Walker, New
York, N. Y.; Ray M. Walker, New York, N. Y.; M. A. Day, New York,
N. Y,

Principal General Officers: President, Albert L. Fowler, New York,
N, ¥.; Viee President, Merle R. Walker, New York, N. Y.; Secretary and
Treasurer, M. A. Day, New York, N. ¥.; Acting Manager, Bert C. Dunkin,
Albln, lowa.

CEDAR RAPIDS AND MARION CITY RAILWAY COMPANY

Divectors: Glenn M. Averill, Cedar Rapids, Towa; Frank T. Hulswit,
Grand Rapids, Mich.; Richard Schaddelee, Grand Raplds, Mich.; B. J.
Denman, Davenpart, lowa; S. G. Armstrong, Cedar Rapids, lowa; Beldin
Hill, Cedar Raplds, Iowa; E. C. Allen, Cedar Raplds, Iowa.

Principal General Officers: President, Glenn W. Averill, Cedar Rapids,
lowa: Vice President, Richard Schaddelee, Grand Rapids, Mich.; Viee
President, B, J. Denman, Davenport, lowa; Secretary, E. G. Allen, Cedar
Rapids, lowa; T L. H. Hinke, Grand Rapids, Mich.; General
Counsel, Barnes, Chamberiain and Hanzlik, Cedar Rapids, lowa; General
Auditor, C. Fred Meyer, Cedar Rapids, lowa; General Manager, E. C.
Allen, Cedar Rapids, Tows.

CHARLES CITY WESTERN RAILWAY COMPANY

Directors: E. M. Sherman, Charles City, lTowa; E. R. Ernsberger,
Charles Clty, Tows: G, C. Blunt, Charles City, Jowa; W. E. Frudden,
Charles City, lowa; F. W. Fisher, Charles City, Towa; H. M. Walleser,
Charles City, lowa; F. E. Gates, Marble Rock, lowa.

Princlpal General Officers: Presid E. M. 8h Charles City,
lowa; Viee President, E. R. Ernsberger, Charles City, Towa; Vice Presi-
dent, F. E. Gates, Marble Rock, lowa; Secretary, C. H. Parr, Charles City,
lowa; Treasurer, M. W. Ellis, Charles City, lowa; General Auditor, J. F.
Christiansen, Charles City, lown; General Manager, E. R. Ernsberger,
Charles City, Towa.

CLINTON, DAVENPORT AND MUSCATINE RAILWAY COMPANY

Di s: B J. D Davenport, lows; J, G, Huntoon, Davenport,
lowa; H, E. Weeks, Davenport, lown; H. E. Littlg, Davenport, Towa,

Principal General Officers; Presid B. 1 D D Tt

¥ L P lowa;
Viee President, J. G. Huntoon, Davenport, lown; SBecretary, H, m? Littig,
1 port, lowa; T_.. , H. B. Weeks, D port, lowa;
Counnel, J, R, Lane, port, Town; G M 1. G. Huntoon,

Davenport, lowa.
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COLFAX SPRINGS RAILWAY COMPANY

gu'
|

Directors: Homer Loring, Boston, Mass.; C. Sldney Shepard, New ‘|
Haven, N. Y.; Parley Sheldon, Ames, lowa; J. J. Bodell, Providence, R, 1..
C. H. Crooks, Boone, lowa.
Principal General Officers: President, C. H. Crooks, Boone, Tows;
Secretary and Tre » . M, Joh Boone, Iowa; Genernl Coungs
8 R, Dyer, Boone, lowa; Auditor, F. M. Johnston, Boone, Jowa; General
Manager, C. H. Crooks, Boone, Iowa; Chief Engineer, R, L, :
Boone, Towa. Cooper, ,.

Directors: James P. Donahue, Colfax, lowa; E. 8. H. Donahue, 3
lowa; Dick R. Lane, Davenport, lowa. % x,
Principal General Officers: President, James P. Donahue, Colfax, Tows;
Vite President, E. S. H. Donahue, Colfax, lowa; Secretary, E. 8, H, m

ahue, Colfax, lowa; Treasurer, James P. Donahue, Colfax, lowa N

FT. DODGE, DES MOINES & SOUTHERN RAILROAD COMPANY

INTER-URBAN RAILWAY COMPANY

Directors: A. W. Harrls, Chieago, 11l.; M. H. MacLean, Chieago,
8, O. Harris, Chleago, IIl.; Homer A. Miller, Des Moines, lows; F
Chambers, Des Moines, Jowa; W. H. McHenry, Des Moines, lowa; F.
Haurrls, Des Molnes, Towa, g

Principal General Officers: President, F. C. Chambers, Des

Town; Treasurer, F. M. Harrls, Des Molnes, lowa; General
H. McHenry, Des Moines, Iowa; General Auditor, 0. H, Bernd, D
Moines, Iown; Chief Engineer, W. L. Wilson, Des Moines, Iowa,

IOWA RAILWAY AND LIGHT COMPANY

Dl_nuhn: Willlam G. Dows, Cedar Rapids, lowa; Isaac B, 8
Cedar Rapids, lowa; John A. Reed, Cedar Rapids, Jowa; C. 8.
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JOWA SOUTHERN UTILITIES COMPANY

Directors: David G. Pisher, Davenport, lowa; Ray Nyemaster, Daven-
port, Towa; E. Jacobsen, Davenport, lowa; E. F. Bulmahn, Centerville,
lowa; Frank 8. Payne, Centerville, lowa.

Principal General Officers: President, David G. Fishor, Davenport,
lowa: Vice President, Ray Nyemaster, Davenport, Jowa: Secretary, E.
Jacobson, Davenport, lowa; Treasurer, E. F. Bulmahn, Centerville, Jowa;
General Auditor, Edward L. Shutts, Centerville, lowa: General Manager,
K. F. Bulmahn, Centerville, lowa,

MASON CITY AND CLEAR LAKE RAILROAD COMPANY

Directors: W. E. B