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DecisIon No. Vol 

~a.cific Portland. Cement Company •. ) 
Consolidated. a. corporation, ) 

COIlll>la1na:o.t. ) 
) 

vs. 

Southe~ ~aci~ic Company, 
a corporation. et 81., 

DefeIld.an.ts. 

BY 'ite c.; COlWIssrON': 
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CAS; NO. 1447. 

O?DTIOO: O~ ?E~~Icm PO? RE'SAARL"m 
.A..'1> MODIFICATION OF ORDER 

On ~ay 12.192~, t~e Railroad Co~Saion made 1~8 order 

in Case No. 1447, and by Deeislo~ No. 896Z dismissed the proeeedtng. 

On tAe 2nd day of June. 1921 a.pplicant filed a petition 

tor rehearing based upon alleged errorg in the findinga of the 

Commlasion In its decision. On page 16 of the typewritten copy of 

the opInlon. the following statement was made, to w~eh applicant 

makes objection: 

"~h1~ dete~-ination is neoessarily ba.sed upon 
.. the record presented in this es.se, which. ws.s 
completed and submitted on ~guat 26. 1920. 

* * * * * * * * * * 

"I mnst conelude. however, from the record be­
,fore me that not only 1s a. rata in e%cesa of 
70 ce:c.ts per ton charged and collec~d S.1nae 
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\'tSepte:nber 1. 1920 unreasonable. but tha. t the 
creaaonSb1e rate is 70 oents per ton for tha 
fUture. In ree.ohing thls concluSion I am 
not ~ of the authority granted the 
carrier in Decieion No. 7983. App1ioat1~ No. 
5728, August 17, 1920 to inorease the entire 
fa brIo o~ ~reight rates. but that authority 
was granted ~ithout oonsideration of ~ 
s~clfie rates, they being subject to future 
adjustments as ap~eared necesS8r1. C1earl1 
the record in this proceeding shows that a 
ro.te higher than. 70 cents ~r ton would a.t 
this time an~ for the future be excessive and 
'tlIlreasonable • " 

Counsel tor the petitioner alleges that the evidence 

d.oes not justUy the tind.i.ngs b the de ciS-ioll. ap:pear1Ilg on page 16, 

quoted. above, and. aJ.so tha.t the ComcU.ssion had no jurisd.iotion upon. 

the raeord to ~G any ~~~ ac to the r&&sonab~enesa o~ & rate 

o~tabllshed sub:::oquent to tho dste upon wh.1oll. the osee wa.::l subm1tted, 

There is nothing ~ the deaision in this proceeaing which 

in any way oon!licts with any of the princ1ples or procedures of 

this Co~ss1on in other oases. ~he reoommendations of~ered are 

no different from thos~given in many ~e proceedinga and we fail to 

find where1n the Commissian was in error. 

~he CommiSSion fin~3 no reason to change its opinion aa 

expressed in the deelston. and counsel's co~tentlon is without merit. 

~he petit10n will be denied. 

ORDER Dn:znl:G ?3~ITIOJir E'OR ?E:E:EARING 
.A..'m Xo:ODIFICA:IOX OF OEDER 

The Southern ?aei~ic Comp~ having filed ~tltion ~or 

a rOAC1lring herein, ana. tho Railroad CommisSion f1lld.1llg that no good 
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rea.son exists w'by So rehes.r1ng should bo held. or th.e order 

modified. 

I~ IS :s3?3BY O:?DE?3D that the petition be snd the 

same is hereb;v denied. 

Da.ted at San Francisco. CalifOrnia.. this ,I?tf day 

of June. 192.1. 
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