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By BWtlon eile<l Nova.mbar 18, 1985, Santa • Southarn Pa c i f i c 
Corporation, tha Atchiaon, Topaka and Santa <.• Railway Co^any 
and southern Pa c i f i c Tranaportatior Company ( c o l l a c t i v a l y 
applicants; riquaat a protactive order to anabia thaw to angaga 
i n certain pra-margar planning a c t i v l t i a a to e-Aaura that tha 
pfopoaad merger, i f approved and conaummated, w i l l ba implamantad 
promptly and e f f i c i e n t l y . Applicants assart that such 
pre-merger planning w i l l r e sult in savings of around SIO inxllion 
in operating expenses and w i l l advance by more than four months 
t h a i r plaonod service and marketing changea. The 
Nissouri-Kansas-Texas Railroad Company, Kansaa City Southern 
Railway Company, the United States Department of Justice, and 
Danv^ar and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company re p l i e d I : , 
opposition to applicants' request. 

Ifi order to implement t h i s advance planning, applicants 
propose to use a t r a f f i c team to integrate t h e i r marketing 
a c t i v i t i e s and an accounting and information systems team to 
develcp a comDined computerized waybill system. Confidential 
shipper information and other sensitive marketing and policy 
information would oe availaoie to both teams. 

Applicants have proposed a detailed ith^^hanism to protect tha 
co n f i d e n t i a l and sensitive information, frort being -sed 
improperly. The mechanism seeks to ensure that team memoers 
cannot use the information thay acquire in an anticompetitive 
manner, or in such a way ss to vioxate the terms of the voting 
t r u s t agreement or the I-rarstat> Commerce Act, 49 a.S.C. 11343 
cr 11910, during the p,lan.iing process or subsequently i f che 
merger is disapproved or not consummated. 

While we recognize applicants' inte-est tn 
t h e i r merger promptly, i f apf-rcved, we conclude 
an abuss of co n f i d e n t i a l and senaitive informat 
competition, deliberate nr irad'/ertent, outweig 
the public of the alleged savings of resources, 
s i m i l a r requests in certain circumstances, f c r 
parties intend to f i l e an application and must 
another to do so, the t s n e f i t s anticipated by a 
outweighed b' potential anticompetitive e f f e c t s 
therefore deny applicants' request at t h i s time 
Comm." ..sion approves the consolidation, the appl 
s i m i l a r request prior to consummation. 

This decision w i l l not s i g n i f i c a n t l y a f f e c t the q u a l i t y of 
the huuian environment or energy conservation. 
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Financa Oockat No. 30400 

It ia orderedt 

1. The raquast of applicants for a protactiva ocdat is . 
denied. 

2. This decision i i effactiva on tha data of service. 

By the Conoalasicn, Chairman Gradison, Vice Chairman Simmons, 
CoiMilsaionars Taylor, Starratt, Andra, Lambolay and Stranlo. 
ronaisaionar Andra diasantad. Commisaionars Taylor and Stranlo 
eld not participate. 

(SEAL) 
James H. Bayna 

Sacratary 
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