
Dec1sion No. 

BEFORE THE P.A!tRO.AD CO!eoaSSION OF TEE ST~E OF CALIFORNIA. 

ROLLY SUGAR COEPOP~TION, ) 
) 

Complainant, ) 
) 

vs. ) 
) 

THE ATCHISON, TOPEKA Jl.;1) S..u.'"T.A FE ) 
RAIlWAY COMPANY, CHR!STENSON~HAMMO!\'IlI ) 

Case No. M36 • 

LINE, LOS ANGEI.'ES STEAMSHIP C OU?.A:."cr , ) 
LOS .&.NGELES lW"'D SJJ..T IJ.XE IU.:n.p.OAD) \_ \\ ~ ~~, ~ 
COMP.blrr, LUC~"BACE STEAMSEIl? COM- ) "~\\ n\ ~~, \ j,-.\;' \' \ ,i 
'O .. '.~l\TV', TTTC~'r'O'\Ctt "'""IT~ ST"t:I~~~~"I"'I"> ) ,.,-..• , I" I ...... \ .:,' ~;:.,,,\" 

A.I..~ J. ,""",v A.JJ."J;)A oW. v-V.wJ: ~~_"J,."I: .; I' I : ... . ' t, .. " . i ~ HI ~.~. 

C O!a'.AJ:."'Y, L~C ., nccc OP.M!CK STEJ.JlSEIP )\;1 '1'\ ".,l ,\. .' ',', 'J \~;.;: ~ .. "-
C011P..u.."'Y, ~":ELSON S~ COMP A!x"'Y J ) a~ .. ·~ ~ "'" .::;.<t.v, wit. 
PACIFIC ELECTRIC P.AII.WAY COMP.c.'"Y, } ~ 
PACIFIC STEAMSHIP COMPA1~ and ) 
SOOT:a::ERN PACIFIC CO!Vjl>~-ry, ) 

) 
Defendant s. } 

J .. E. Lyo:c.s and A. I.. Wh1 ttle tor Southern 
Pacit1c Cempany, Los Angeles & Salt Lake 
Ra1lway Co~pany and Pacitic Electric 
Railway Company. 

BY TEE CO~aSSION: 

REPORT O~ CO~SSION ON REHEARING 

OUr Decision No. 25973 1n this pro1:eed1ng was issued 

under date ot May 29, 1933. We found that the tariff rates 

published by the detende.:lts in Pao1t'1e Coastwise Fre15ht T3r1tt 
Bureau Local Joint ~d Proportional Freight Tariff No. l-B, 

C.R.C. N'o. 4, applyille; to susar between San Francisco and Long 

Beach-Los Angeles Harbor, Los Angeles and San Diego, of l5 eents 

and 20 eent:> respectively e.ne. certain :proportion~ rates ,ot 
l2i cents and 17t cents applying when the s~1pments originated 

at Crockett, also certa1n abso~t1on allowances permitted at San 

Francisco, d..le1. not in tact establish ~ unreasonable or unla"lVt'Ul. 

preferences or advantages ane. did not subject the complainant to 

unlawtul prejudices or disadvanteges. The co~plai~t was ordered 
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d1=1"sed. On September 2, 1.933, at complainant's reqt1c~st, the 

ease was reopened tor turther hearing. The rehearing proceeding 

was called betore Examiner Geary at San Francisco October 26, 

1933, but with the exception 01' a representative on be halt or 
the de!endant railroads no one appeared at the hearing. Com­

plainant and detendant water carriers, however, t~~arded 

i~tormation by !etter and by telephone to tbe effect that they 

had d1seusse,d the now ex1st1ng rates eftective .June 20, 1933, 

publ1sheC'\ subsequent to our Decis10n No. 25973, supra, and would 

f11e a stipulation 'upon which the proceeding could be dis­

missed without the pre3entation 01' turther testlmony. The 

det'endants pc.blished the new rates in Pacific Coastwise'Freight 

Tariff Burea'a l-B, C.R.C. No. (~, Itetl 870-D, modity1ng tho,se 

from San Fr~ne1sco and creating a rate or 12~ cents to Los 

Angeles Barbor and 16:' coan ts to San Diego, :t>ased on minimum 

weight of ZS,OOO pounds in l1eu or 15 cents and 20 ¢onts and made 

the new reltes applicabl(~ regar~.less of the point at which the 

augar originated. The ~,t1pulatio:l specified th.at the adjo.stment 

made by t.he carriers was satisfactory to both compla1nant and 

defendant. It appears that the issues having b!len satisfied, no 

turther action 'J.s neeessa:-y on the part of this CoImn1ssion and 
1t therefore follows that ~he petition tor rehearing will be 

d1s:.1 ssed. 

o R D E R 

Th1s ease hav1D.g ~ee:l duly heard and submitted, full 

1nvestigation or the matters and th1nss 1~volved having been ,had, 

and basing this order on the findings of tact and the concluSions 

eonta!ned 1n 'I:he preceding report, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the petition tor rehearing 

.. 2-



10 Case No. 3436 is hereby dismissed. 

Dated at San Francisco, California, this /~~ 
day or December, 1933. 

~_~~Jlj - . I 

fIJI /1 ~~ \ 

Co:cr:nls'sioners. 

-3-


