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THE D R G S ANSWER

before the interinker state commerce cocornm
mission the salt lake chamber of
commerce plaintiffplain riff vs the union
pacific railway et a
answer of the denver rio grande

railroad company
comes now the denver ario grande

A
railroad CoMcompany in the complaint
Adesignatedge gnatek as the denver akio grande
railroad and makes its separate an-
swer to thothe complaint herein filed

1 this defendant denies that the
rates specified in its schedules or tar-
iffs and forced by the defend-
ants for the transportation of freight
between missoura alver common points
on the one handband and salt lake city
utah on the other are unreasonable
or uunjust alleges that the line of this
defenddefendantantisis an intermediate link in
routes between said missouri rivrivere r
common points and said salt lakelake
City that this defendant has no knowl-
edge in regard to the cost of movement
of freight over the lines of the other
defendants herein and that this de-
fendant does not participate in any
traffic between san francisco and salt
lake city which originates or termin-
ates in said salt lake city and this
defeLdefendantdant denies that the actual cost
of movement of freight over its lines
for traffic between missouri common
points and salt lake city doesdes not ex-
ceed i of 1 per cent per ton per mile

2 this defendant denies each and
every allegation in the fourth para
graphaph of complainants complaint con

ined
3 this defendant denies that the

circumstances and conditions affect-
ing rates between missouri river
common points and salt lake city
sze substantially similar to the cir-
cumstancescumstances and conditions affecting
ratesfates between missouri siver common
points and the city of sanban francisco
and denies that theratusthe rates between said
Mismissourisotiri common points and the said
saltbait lake city utah are I1inn violviolationatio n
of the provisions of the act to regulate
Atomcommercemerce and denies that the de-
fendant charge excessive or unlawful
rates for the transportation of various
kinds otof freight or that its said charges
constitute a violation of the act to
regulate commerce

II11
and for a further answer this de-

fendantfendant the denverdeliver rio grande
railway company respectfully states
that it operates a line of railway be
tween denver in the state of
colorado and grand junction in said
stateat to its railway line being construct-
ed through a rugged and mountainous
auntryou with sharp curvature and

heavybeavy grade and at great expense as
to construction and operation that in
connection with certaincertainer tain of the other
defendants herein named it engages
I1inn the transportation of freight be
ttween missouriurl common points and
points east thereof on the one hand
and salt lake city and the city of san

francisco onOB the other but alleges
that it doesdo not engage in the tratransna
por tation of any freight between san
francisco and salt lake city the
shipment whereof be ins or ends in
saidmid salt lake city

that said salt lake city tois an in-
land city not situated or near any
navigable stream and is too far re-
moved from any river or coast point to
have the advantage of water transpor-
tation that all traffic between
missouri river common points and
points east thereof and the said salt
lake city is transported by rail alone
and that any competition affecting
traffic beginning at pror destined for salt
lake city isin rail competition alone and
is conconfinedfined to the competition between
certain of the companies made parties
defendant herein

that asaa between points on the
missouri river and east thereof and
points on the pacific coast including
said city of san francisco traffic is
transported not only by rail but also
and to a very large amount by water
that the circumstances and con

traffic between points
on river and east thereof
and points such as sanban francisco on
the pacific coast therein designated
as through trafficstraffic are not at all
similar to the circumstances and con-
ditions affecting traffic to and from
said salt lake city that by means of
transportation partly by water and
partly by railroad through agencies
not affected by or within the
control of the actignact to regulate
commerce 2 there exists competition
controlling in characteroter and amount
as to such through traffic which
fixes and determines the rates at
which this defendant and the com-
panies associated with it in the carri-
age of such traffic shall transportport the
same and that such competition com-
pels this defendant and its associates
to make rates as to fucheuch through
traffic much below what would be
reasonable and just for this service
rendered if computed boftosofto afton the
cont of such service and with a reason-
able profit on the capital hinvesinvestedted in
the railways and facilities by means
of which said service tois rendered s
that the rates charged by this de
fondant and its amso clates on traffic
to and from salt lake are reasonable
and just and are less than what might
be justly charged except for the rail
competition existing at said saltbait lake
city

this document further alleges that
the rates charged upon traffic between
missouri river common points and
pacific coast points are unreasonably
low aad are soBO unreasonably low by
reason of circumstances and condi-
tions which do not exist iu like
traffic to and from salt lake city
that while the defendant and
its associates are engaged in
transporting to and from salt
lake city and to and from other local

situated between the missouri
riverlver on the one handband and the pacific
coast on theotherthe other at reasonable rates
abia defendant and its said associatesassoriatee
can also ovar the same tracks and
largely with the same facilities trans-
port through traffic pawpassingI1 ng over its
linehue en route to and from the pacific
coast and can derive some revenueresende
from such through traffic without a
corresponding increase in outlay that

by reason of transporting suchbuch through
traffic even at the low rates caused by
the competition aforesaid this defend
ant and its associates are enabled to
transport traffic to and from said salt
lake city at lower rates than if the
revenue of this defendant and itsif associ-
ates were not increased by virtue of
such through traffic and that the
plaintiff herein derives the benefit of
the reduction of rates to and from salt
lake city resulting from the additions
to the business of the defendant and its
associates by the carriage of such
through traffic

that if this defendant and its as-
sociatessociates did not make their rates on
such through traffic correspond with
those made by water competition vala
afoaforesaidrepaid the said railway lines would
be compelled to go out of such business
andaad abandon participation in such
through traffic and such abandonment
of such through traffic would necessi-
tate an increase of existing rates to and
from said salt lake city

this defendant further alleges that
under thetherratesatea fares and charges now
in force upon its line for all kinds of
traffic which it handles it tois unable to
earn in the aggregate a reasonable com-
pensationpensa tion for the service performed
and that no substantial reduction frumfrom
existing tariffs can be made upon any
part of said traffic without depriving it
of its right to charge reasonable rates
for the use of its property thereby in
substance depriving defendant of its
property itself without due process of
law and in violation of the constitution
of the united states and depriving it
of that equal protection of the laws
to which it is entitled under the con-
stitutionution

and this defendant alleges that the
rates and charges asan shown upon the
tariffs of this defendant and its associ-
ates upon traffic transported between

I1 missouri river common points and the
said salt lake city utah are not un-
just or unreasonable in any particular

I1 and that the said rates are not and do
not constitute a discrimination against
the said salt lake city as compared
with any other city whatsoever

wherefore the defendant prays that
the complaint in this proceeding be
dismissed

VALE
attorneys for said defendant

STATE OF I1 so88county of arapaho J

A S hughes being first duly sworn
upon his oath deposes and saysbays that he
isii traffic manager of the saidbald defend
ant the denver fc riobio grand railroad
company and asaa suchauch hashag authority
to make thisthia verification that he hasbaa
read the above and foregoing answer
and that the same is true of hishia own
knowledge except aa to those hattemmatterfr
and things which are therein statedelated
upon information and beliefsbelief and asa to
those he believes itic to be true

signed A 8 HUGHES
subscribed and sworn before me this

ath day of april A D 1892
signed COLM A

notary public
my commission expires july 10

18951896

new york april 17 it waswaa re-
ported in jersey city late tonight that
there would be a strike on the phila-
delphia reading road today


