Decislon Xo. ¢/ g6

3ZF0RE TEE RAIIRCLD COLIMISSION OF THE SRATE OF CALIFORNIA.

In the Liatter ¢2 the Apylication
of Southexn Zacific Company fox
read justment of switching charges
st San Prancisco, Oskland améd Les
Angeles, Califoxmiz.

) .

3 AFPLICATION XQ. 639Q.
)

)

ZElner Vestlake, for Southerr Pacific Coxpsxny,

Sapxborn & Roenrl, by A.B.Roehl, for South ...a.n DTrsncisco
Chamber of Commerce,

Seth loxnx., Lor San Frencisco Chaxmber of Commerce.

-

Z. W. Eolllizgswortk, f£or Oalklend Chamber of (ommerce.

BENEDICT, Commispionoxr:

CRINICK ON APPLICLTION FOR REEEARING

On June 1, 1921, the Southern Racific Company, defeniant
in this proceeding, filed with the Railroad Commisscion a petition
for & rehearing on Decislon Xo. 8966. Application Xo. 6390, issumed
¥ey 12, 1921. | "

2z1z proceoding involves the owitching charges and the
switening limits st Sax Franclseo, Osklend and Lo Angeles epd ic

gupplienental to and & part of Cases 1149 end 1435, the first of
wkich, after raving been submitted, wes dfsmissed without prejﬁ@ice
on October 2, 1919 because of Fodérél control, and the second wo.s
dleposed of October 11, 1920 (Decision ¥o.8221). By Decilsifon Xo.
8221 tris defendont was ordered 0 romove. among other'a&justments,

on or bafore December 10, 1920, tho discriminstions found to exist
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in the Intrayard switching cherges at San Franciseo, Opklend and
=0s Axgeles. This gppilestion To make the Intrayard switching

ad justments wes presented upon an informsal petition December 2,1920,
wt by resson of proteste from interested s-hi;ppera was placed on
the formal docket uwrder Ko. 6390, sumd hearings were neld at San
Frenclaco and Los Angeles.

Tkhe effective date of our order in Deaision No. 8960
was, wpon request of tﬁe defendant, extended to Jure 13, 1921, |
and further extended to July 11, 1l9zl.

Orel argu:ments upoxz the petitiom for & rehesring wore
presented vefore Commissioner Beredlet on June 27, 1921 by the
defendent, complainant and the interveners and the matter is now
ready Lor Lfinal action.

Tke potitioner presents nire ressons why & rehearing
should be gremted, but it will not be hg.cessa.ry to deal with each
contentlor, the main objection being fh&t-ﬁmbeciaﬁ.on Xo.8960,

Loy 12, 1921, it unlewful on the grounds thst it is. mot supported -
by evidence; that the rates prescribed sre coxfiscetory: thaf thexre
was no evidence before the Commission upon which to predicate the
proyosed rates; ‘thet the ordexr is in viclatlion of the State Con-
stitution end of the Public Utilitles Aot, and that 1t would imber-
fere with aimilar traffic In conmection with interstate and forelgn
commerce.

The South San Francisco Chember of Commerce f£iled a

wmotlon seeking modifications of the discs.s:._on exnd order In coxrectlion

with the minimum csarload charges. snd alleged violatlion of the lbng

and saort naul provisions of the Stete Constitution and the Pudlic

Ttilities Act. The metters referred to in this motion have re-
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calved oux comslideration and wo See no reason why the suggested
changse should be made In the order as ouilimed by the complainant.

The controversy luvelving thls switching situation has
been before us tince Septeubser 19, 1917, when original Case No.
1149 was £iled. There have veexn four submissions - first, in
Cose 1149; second, in Case 1433; third. in Application 6390 amd
fourtk, oa this axg:ument for o rehearing. 4 total of Z1 exhibits
wore Liled by the complainent, 1 by the S.n’tfr'ﬁaners and 41 bj the
defexdants.  The tramserlpt of 2ll testimony cbvers J&27 pages.
Cer't-ainlj the j:etitioner hag haod every opportwadty to present its
side of the situwatioxn.

In the light of the whole record, whkich has been csare~
fully reviewed omd recoxmsiderad, we adhere 1o our original con-
clusion as to the justiress snd ressonsblenszs of the rates oxrdared
Ix.

Wo See no merit In the zpplication for rehearing.

.

ORDER DENYING APPLICATION FO2 REEEARTNG

The defendant raving, on Jume 1, 1921, f£iled an sapplic~
ation for rehearing hereln and the Commissicn having .‘nea.rd. the oral
arguzents on Jxme. 27, 1921, and being o2 the opinion that there is
no mexit to applicant's contention, |

I7 IS EZREZY ORDERED that the applicationm for a rehearing
be end the seme 1S hereby denied.

IT IS IEREEY TURIHER ORDERED that the adjustment of the

switching charges azd the swilching limits as set forth iz




Declaion No. 6260, Application Xo. 639C, May 12, 1921, be

published in proper toriff and become effective July 11, 1921.
Dated at San Francisco, California, this 3Qd- day of
l9z21.
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