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BYTORE TSR RAITROAD COMMISSICN OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

GILAORE OIT COMPAXNY, & corporation,
FANCOCK OIL COMPANY, & corporatioxm,
YARTNE REFINING COMPANY, & corporation,
PIRNARD F. ALFS and ROSE E. ALFS, a co-
partuership doing dbusiness as such
under the Tirm neme and style of
CRESCENT REFINING & OIL COMPANY,

Complalnants,

et N W e

3

¥S.

108 ANCELES & SALT LAKE RAIIROAD
COMPANY, _
Defendent.

L R Bt e Bt S e e o gt

. T. Turcotte and E. H. Carmichael, for complainants.
E. E. Benmett, E. B. Ellison and J. L. Romnow, foxr
defendant. )

EY TEE COMMISSICON:

Complainents are engaged in the business of producling,

refining and merketing petroleun and petroleum products. By com-
plaint filed Mey 31, 1839, 1% 1s alleged that the charges assess-
ed ant collected on DURErous cerloads of petroleum and petroleum
products woving from Burmeti end Rioco via the Los Angeles & Salt
rake Reilroed to Los Angeles for delivexry to Industry tracks on
mre Atchison, Topeks apd Sante Fe Railway, were during the two-
yeer period fmmediztely preceding the filing of this ccmplaint
and spow are unjust, unreasonabdle, inapplicable, unduly preferen—
+iel ond prejudicial in violation of Sections 18, 17 ard 18 of
the Pudblic Ttilities Act and iz violation of the long and sbhort
haul provisiocns of Section 24 of the Act and of the State Con=-
stitution.

The Vernon 0il Relfiniag company intervened in support

of the complaint. Complainants and intervenexr seek reparation

L.




on past shipments and lawful rates for the future.

L public hearing wes held before Ixexiner Geery at
Los ingeles September 17, 1929, at waich time exhibits showing
the tonnege movement were introduced. No other evidence wes
presented as defendant stipuleted 1t would de gulded by the
Compission's Decision No. 21098, rendered May 1S5, 1829, in

Case No. 2629, Seaboard Petroleum Corporstion vs. The Atchison,

Topeke and Senta Fe Rallway et al. In that proceseding we held

thet under the tariffs of the Los Angeles & Salt’ I.z.l}e Rellroad
i

Company the total cherge assessed shipments ol pefrolemi end
petroleun products from Long Beach O industries on The Atchi-
son, Topeke and Senta Fe Railwsy at Los Aﬁzseles e~s‘ta.‘o'lishad’ the
waximm cherge at the intermediate polnts, end axy cherge col-—
1ecfed in excess thereof was in vieclatlom of Sectlion 17 of the
Act. Burnett and Rioco are intermedlate to Long Beach on the
movement to Los Angeles. Subsequent 10 the hee:ring conplain=-
ants notified the Commission that the charges assessed and col-
Jected rfrom Burnett snd Rioco to Los Angeles in excess of those
from Long Beach to Los Angeles had been refunded as straight
overcharges.

In view of the foregoling we zxreé of the opinion and sO
£4ind that the complaint should be dismissed.

This case boing at issue uUpon complaint and enswer
on file, full imvestigation of the matters end things involwe
ed heving been had, and dasing thls order on the findings of
foct conteined in the preceding opinion,




IT IS EEREEY ORDERED that Case No. 2701 be and the
same is hereby dismissed. gy

Dated at San Franelseo, Califormla, this 42 day
of Decenmber, 1929.
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' C'o;(mis sioners.




