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Declsion Noe. L0

BEFQORE TEE PRAILROAD COIAIXSSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA.

HOLLY SUGAR CORPORATION,
Complainent,

VS Cesge No. 3438.
THE ATCHISON, TOPEKA AND SANTA FE
RATLWAY COMPANY, CHRISTENSON-EAMMOND
LINE, LOS ANGELZES STEAMSHIP? COMPARY,
L0S ANGELES AND SALT LiLXE RAILROAD
COUPLNY, LUCKENBACE STEAMSHIP COM-
PANY, LUCKENBACE GULF STEANSEIP
COMPANY, INC., McCORMICK STEAUSEID
COMPANY, NILSON STZAMSEIP COMPAXY,
PACIFIC ELECTRIC RAILWAY COMPANY,
PACIFIC STZAMSHIP COMPANY and
SOUTHERN PACITIC COMPANY,
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Defendants.

E. Lyors and A. L. Whittle for Scouthern
Pacific Cempany, Los Angeles & Selt Lake
Rallway Compeny end Pacific Electric
Railway Company.

BY THE COMMISSION:

REPORT OF COMOITSSION ON REEZARING

Our Decision No. 25873 in this proceeding was issued
under date of May 29, 1l833. Ve found that the tariff retes

pudblished by the delfendants in Paclfic Coastwise Freight Tariff

Bureau Locsl Joint and Proportionsl Freight Teriff No. 1-3,
C.R.C. No. 4, applying to suger between San Francisco and Long

Beach-Los Augeles Earbor, Los Angeles and San Diego, of 15 cents

and 20 cents respectively and cersain proporvional rates of

12% cents and 17% cents applying when the shipments originated

at Crockett, also certain absorption allowances permitted at San

Franelsco, €1id not in fact estadblish any unrcasonadle or unlevwful
preferences or advantages and did not sudject the complaizant to

unlawful prejudlices or disadventeges. The complaint was ordered
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dismnissed. On September 2, 1933, at complainant’s request, the
case was reopened for further heering. The rehearing proceeding
was celled before Exeminer Geary at San Frencisco October 26,
1933,'but with the exception of a represexntative on behsl? of
the defendant rallroads no one appeared at the hearing. Con-
rlainant and defendant water carrlers, however, frrwarded
informetion by letter and by telephone to the effect that they
hed discussed the now existing rates effective Jure 20, 1933,
pudlished subsequent to our Decision No. 25973, supra, a;d would
file a2 stipulation upon which the Proceeding could be dise
missed without the presentation of furthe- testimony. The
defendants published the new rates inm Pacific Coastwise Freight
Tariff Bureau l~B, C.R.C. No. &, Item 870-D, modifying those
from San Frauncisco and créating a rate of 12% cents to Los
4pgeles Harbor and 163 conts to Saxn Diego, Yased on minimum
wolight ol 36,000 pounds in liew of 15 ceats and 20 cents and mamde
the new rates applicadle regardless of the point at which the

sugar originated. The stipulation specified that the edjustment
nade by the carriers was satisfactory to both complainant and

defeadant. It appears that the issues heving beex satisfied, no

further setion is Deécessary on the part of this Commission and
1t therefore follows that %he petition for rehearing will be

disticsed,
O RDER

This case baving been duly heard end submitted, full
investigation of the matters and things izvolved kaving beern had,
end basing this order on the findings of fact and the conclusions

contained iz the Precedirg report,

IT IS EZRERBY ORDERED thet +he petition for rehearing
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in Case No. 3438 4is heredby dismissed.
Dated at San Francisco, California, this /£7¢2£
day of December, 1933. |
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Cormmissioners.




