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APPENDIX

LAk Carco CoAL SHIPMENTS, 1009-1931 (IN MILLIONS OF TONS)
(Figures from U. S. Bureau of Mines)
Southern Southern

Year Pennsylvania  Ohio Fairmont High Volatile Low Volatile Total
1900 ouvannn 8.055 2,018 1.277 2.026 1.035 15.331
1910 ....... 10.442 3.768 1611 2.946 1.397 20.267
191X o.venee 10.228 4.110 1.784 3.499 1.063 21.62
1912 ....... 10.053 4.318 1.687 2.607 2,611 21.310
b {+) & S 12.562 5.646 2.162 3.941 2.486 26.830
b {+) 7 SN 10.640 1.247 2.214 4.952 2.204 21.384
b {+) . SRR 9.620 2.484 2,030 4.832 2.515 21.507
1916 ....... 8.768 5.302 1.618 6.008 2.986 24.693
917 ....... 7.548 7.821 1.029 7.263 3154 26.829
1918 ....... 8.149 9.537 1.317 7.142 2.011 28.157
b £} { JNPI 7.080 5.840 328 5.133 2.851 21.756
1020 .....ns 7.270 7.607 1.285 4.540 1.668 22.301
1021 ....... 6.661 5.538 1.015 6.502 2.640 22.364
1022 ....... 5.201 3.386 1.370 6.524 1.938 18.578
1023 coonens 9.560 5.953 3.170 8.262 2895 29.840
1024 ...onn. 4.281 4.004 1.404 10.247 2.984 22.981
1025 iveunn 2.481 1.452 2.384 16.205 3.692 26.333
1026 ....... 3.033 1.421 2.469 16.079 4.116 28,162
{177 AP 3.613 346 4.605 18.736 5.410 32.858
1928 ....... 6.631 1.053 3.600 15.642 6.209 33.324
1020 «invnnn 7.874 3.209 2.085 16.830 7.655 37.772
1930 «..e... 8.573 3.362 1.482 15.659 7.180 36.399
1031 veeren. 7.272 2.979 990 12.697 5.728 29.805

Note: Fairmont figures include Moundsville; Southern Low Volatile includes
Winding Gulf. These two are not included in the chart. Small shipments
from Cumberland-Piedmont and Tennessee and Virginia are included only
in totals. )
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APPENDIX

CHRONOLOGICAL STATEMENT OF LAKE CARGo CoAL RATES FROM PRINCIPAL

Boileau Case
War Increase
1917 Case
War Increases
Ex Parte 74
Reduced Rates
Docket 15007
Southern
Reductions
Northern
Reductions
Compromise
Rates

Disrricts 10 LAKE Erie Ports

Effective
Date

Before 1912
May 1, 1912
Apr. 16, 1917
Aug. 13, 1917
June 23, 1918
Aug. 26, 1920
July 1, 1922

Aug. 10, 1927 .

Apr. 20, 1928
June 18, 1928

Apr. 18, 1920

(per net ton)

Pittsburgh Ohio

$0.88 $0.83
78 .75
03 .go
93 9o
1.30 1.27
1.86 1.83
1.66 1.63
1.46 1.43
1.46 1.43
1.26 1.23
1.46 1.43

Fairmont Kanawha Pocahontas

$0.0634

00
1.0§
1.08

1.45
2.01
1.81
1.71
171
151

1.66

$o.97
97
LI2

.18

I.55
211

1.91
1.01
.71

1.71

1.81

Condensed from exhibit in I. C. C, Docket No. 23240.

$r.12
1.12
1.27
1.33
1.70
2.26
2,06
2.06

186
1.86

1.96



BIBLIOGRAPHICAL NOTE

The monumental Report of the United States Coal Commission (5 vols,,
Washington, 1923 ; reprinted as a Senate Document, 1925), furnishes most
of the material for later studies of the coal industry. A summary was
published by the Coal Commission’s staff, E. E. Hunt, F. G. Tryon, et al.,
What the Coal Commission Found (Baltimore, 1925). Hamilton and
Wright, in The Case of Bituminous Coal (New York, 1925), use this
material suggestively. The 1927 strike led to hearings before the Senate
Committee on Interstate Commerce, on Conditions in the Coal Fields
(70th Cong., 1st Sess., 1928), 3500 pages of undigested testimony, and
to a Research Bulletin of the Federal Council of Churches of Christ in
America, The Coal Strike in Western Pennsylvania (New York, 1928).
Authoritative figures on the coal industry, with a commentary, are pub-
lished by the Bureau of Mines in the chapter on “ Coal” in its annual,
Mineral Resources of the United States. The figures are made available
more promptly in the Bureau’s Weekly Coal Reports. The trade journal
of the industry, Coasl Age (New York), provides a valuable current
review,

Labor conditions in the coal industry are treated historically by A. E.
Suffern, Conciliation and Arbitration in the Coal Industry (Boston, 1915),
and with regard to the post-war situation by I. Lubin, Miners’ Wages
and the Cost of Coal (New York, 1924). The union viewpoint is pre-
sented by J. L. Lewis, The Miners’ Fight for American Standards
(Indianapolis, 1925), chapter 5 of which, “ The Burden of Uneconomic
Freight Rates”, deals specifically with lake cargo rates among others.
Anna Rochester, Labor and Coal (New York, 1931), is more radical
in its indictment, H. W. Laidler, Concentration of Control in American
Industry, ch. 4 (New York, 1931), deals with coal in somewhat journal-
istic fashion. Frankfurter and Greene, The Labor Injunction (New
York, 1930), and E. E. Witte, The Government in Labor Disputes (New
York, 1932), discuss the legal aspects of governmental intervention in
the labor troubles of the industry.

Material on the war-time history of coal will be found in Bureau of
Mines, Mineral Resources of the United States, 1918, “ Coal ”, especially
in Part B, “ Distribution”, and in the Report of the United States Fuel
Administration, 1918-1919, Distribution Division (Washington, rg20).

News and views of the railroads are contained in their trade journal,
the Reilway Age (Chicago and New York). The shipper’s viewpoint
is reflected in the Traffic World (New York), which reports’ important
rate cases in detail and also supplies political news affecting the carriers,

265



266 " BIBLIOGRAPHICAL NOTE

The work of the Interstate Commerce Commission is best studied in
its own Reports of its decisions, to which Interstate Commerce Acts
Annotated (Washington, 1930), is an invaluable guide. I. L. Sharfman,
The Interstate Commerce Commission, two volumes of which have thus’
far appeared (New York, 1931-32), is a comprehensive review of the
Commission and its work. The records and briefs filed in the docket of
each case provide the materials upon which the Commission bases its
decisions. John Dickinson, Adminisirative Justice and the Supremacy of
Law (Cambridge, 1927), is a thoughtful study of the relations of the
Commission and other administrative bodies with the courts.

+  The Hearings before the Senate Committee on Interstate Commerce

on the Nomination of Thomas F. Woodlock (69th Cong., 1st Sess., 1926),
on the Nomination of Cyrus E. Woods (6oth Cong., 2nd Sess., 1927), on
the Confirmation of John J. Esch (7o0th Cong., 1st Sess., 1928), and on
the Confirmation of Clyde B. Asitchison, Patrick J. Farrell, and Claude
R. Porter (70th Cong., 2nd Sess, 1929), together with the Senate
debates in the Congressional Record, contain the sources for political
comment on Commission appointments, The Pittsburgh newspapers re-
ported the lake cargo controversy in detail,

Secondary accounts of the lake cargo dispute are brief, and frequently
deal with it in connection with the Hoch-Smith Resolution. D. P.
Locklin, Railroad Rate Regulation Since 1920, ch. 12 (New York, 1928) ;
G. H. Robinson, “ The Hoch-Smith Resolution and the Future of the
Interstate Commerce Commission”, 42 Harvard Law Rev., 610 (1929);
K. F. Burgess, “Conflict in Legislation Respecting Railroad Rates”,
7 and 8 Harvard Business Rev. (1929) ; H. C. Mansfield, “ The Hoch-
Smith Resolution and the Consideration of Commercial Conditions in
Rate-fixing ”, 16 Cornell Law Q., 339 (1931) ; “ Consideration and Con-
trol of Commercial Conditions in Railroad Rate Regulation”, 40 Yale
Law Jour., 600 (1931); a series of notes and comments on the con-
troversy by T. W. Arnold and R. P. Holland in 34 West Virginia
Law Q., 202, 272, 365, 404 (1928) ; D. F. Cavers, “*“ Questions of Law’
in Lake Cargo Coal Rate Regulation”, 37 West Virginia Law Q., 391
(1931); A. S. Howe, Jr.,, “ The Lake Cargo Coal Case”, 7 Harvard
Business Rev., 452 (1929).
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