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In Dteision So. s^rvod Maren rc . • .. w« p«ra:tt»i 
applicants to U8« i9?C as t.-i* stad^ y«ar ior tr.e mi t ia ; 
applieatior and! to use r»tir»Bent-r»plac«ment-bttter!:ent (F^F' 
accounting. W« also directed prot»sta.nt8 to use '.'E aeoo-- • 
f'ir their opposition evidence but tc use devreciatior. 
accounting. anJ '99? as a base year, fcr tkeir redpor.s:ve 
aprlications. Ir Oeclsion No. ir adiltion to reiter*t.ng 
t.lese instructions, we req>ured that ary traff ic st-.ii.es ar.l data 
aurai'ted in oppcai'*.ion tc the prlaary application use ,";aleniar 
ye ." ' •'ata. 

; requests ".hat it fee pera.'tT*^ tr use t.'.e baj:.' 
for its opposition studies. Ir argues that use of '̂ ^2 as tr» 
base year would present a distorted and unrealistic picture ;f 
its syste-. Ir. Ncveaber 1982, MKT re,«uned oper«tion of the 
Oklahona-Kansas-Texaa Railrjad Cospany .OKT). after that line's 
operations had ceased ir log'. OK? '.s vhclly owned br 
operated wit.i it as a .single systea. Ir. '967. CK? sont.-ibute.i 
f.'C.* Bil l ion of the fK? systea's '.otal of $?'̂ 5.2 t i l l i c n gross 
revenues. In addition, in January las'*. Mv? tegar rre'H':, 
O'.'er trackage rights required in L'nior. Facif lc-"or,rr;:-
Missouri Pacific: Wegtern ra.-ific, ?tc I . r . c . .i^J .'9--.. . • 
re-.-rT,̂ *"? f;r eve-'•.ri-s tra-sa^e sacur.teJ tc ?9.? t i l l i j n . 
"SKT enphasiies'tr,at its oproaition studies * i l l te<»* :*•- ? 
adjust ai- necsssary f;,r e:>sting and revers^e i ; f f » - -
froc i.sp of '3-* ir.p'cH^ of '3?- as tr.e .it-vidy y»-»r 

»• ... i-.- • -,, We recog! , 
MKI'a cperaticns in ij>6; waa considerably great*.- t.'-.a- , 
The addition of OKT and the trackage rignts operations 
effectively extended the MKT systea froa Dallas. TX, t.irv^g-, •• , 
Worth, TX.'Enid, OK, and Wichita. KS, tc Saiir.as. .KS; free Ka.-.ŝ ^ 
C:tv, yc, tc •̂ naha. NE, and T:pe'>ta; and elsewhere In Cklahcr.^ v 
Nebraaica. Use of 198? data w i l l more accurately reflect the 
changed nature of the MKT systea. However, as i t has offere-i. 
MKT Shall adjust for costing ari rev̂ 'nvie differences resulti-,, 
froo u8in;» '96"* ..d the study :,<=!- T i e r for the aar-i to be 
cooparabl- with applicants'." 

^ Ve have reCwgr.icei a siai l a r situation wit.', respett tc r.̂.e 
lilwRukee Road, whe-e that carrier's scope of operations had -̂'•̂ r-, 
greatly reduced to i t s present conf i g i r a t ior, as a "core" syster,. 
F.nance Dcc-et No. 30000, "nion Facific Ccr^._- 'rcrtrol -_ 
Miascurl Pacific Corp. ' • . s-rv»i .o-^^r^- , 
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MKT alsc req-aests waiver of the requireoent that i t use 
depreciation acoourtmg for ;ts responsive applications. I t 
argues that there is now no prescribed foraula or staniard aetr r.i 
for cottp-ting the v a r i a b i l i t y percentage for certain accounts cr. 
Sail Pore A using depreciation accounting, and that therefore 
each railroad could use a different approach to creating Rail 
Form ^ costs, resulting in a lack of coaparability. I t contends 
that use of a new, untested costing systea in such a oorsplicatei 
proceeding would cause prob>T<5. and that tee expenditure of i t a 
tiae and ef f o r t on usir..- -lation accounting would be , 
burdensose. 

We w i l l also grant this request. : , 
data based on depreciation accounting, IKT's arg-aasr.rs .-seKe . t 
clear that insistence or the application cf depreciation 
accounting would cause unnecessary probless. We recognise thu-' 
the methodolo&j- for creating Hail Pora A costs using depreciat; .̂n 
accounting has not been standardised, and 'hat railroads have 
experienced d i f f i c i l t y converting to depreciation accounting in 
preparing their 1967 annuai reports, Fors S-'. Moreover, while 
railroads have the f l e x i b i l i t y to adopt their own aethocologj-, •«(; 
have not yet reviewed or approved ea.->h individual approacn. In 
the interest of avoiding later disputes over these natters, we 
w i l l percit MKT to use HHB accounting for i t s responsive 
applications. Tc ensure cocparability, we w i l l also require 
applicant* t ' use HSB acccuntini L--. . - -•> 
MKT's respons-ve applications. 

J r;.i ̂  . . - ' . •". - - .:r -, - - r. t , '.. ..e e \: r •. • t .„ ', ; _ - ^ .. " - sep ara t 
inforaation o.* data tc be f i l e d with respect to the OKT, which, 
while a .«epar?ii,e corporate ent i t y , is operated and canagei b,. "• 
as an integral part of i t s system. OKT's operations are to I -
included i i thf V\Z figures in MKT's ow.i annual reports be(̂ :r.r.. 
with '96^ The reque?' ia granted. The aubaia.sitn of separate 
data regard;ng the two raii-oads would be needless ana turder?:--
both to MKT and OVT and to the Coraission. The f i l i n g of da* . 
a syste: ^s.^i? '••c;".r-3Vide a Bore accurate, nor.-dupl i cat i ve 
an: 

~'-.if action '«iil rot s i g r i f i cant ly affeo* 
• ' husar, environment or er.ergy oonservati -

waiver or C i i i r . .-at i;:. ..3 grar.tei to tr.e exte.-it set :'ort.-. 
this decisior;. 
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