Decision No.

BETORE TEEX RAILROAD COMMISSICN CF TE=

In the lMatter of the Application

of Southera Pacific Compeny and

Fo Ve GOMPE, as 4gent for =nd on

behalf of The Atchison, Toneka &

Senta Fe Raflway Company, Visalise

Electlic Railroad Compsny, Sunses A cn No. 19046,
Raillway Compeny, Bey Point and k o
Cleyton Reilroed Company az

Yocemite Volley Reilroad Cbmpany

for permission to inerease certein

freizht rates on cement {rom Red-

wood City, Cowell, Kentuecky House

and Davenvort.

Jazes Z. Lyons, Gerzld E. Duffy and Berme Levy,
for the Applicants.

“Z. Guthrie, Tor California Portland Cement Compeny,

WeCutchen, Olney, llennon & Greene, by ¥. W. Mddlelke,
for Yosemite Portland Ccment Corporacion,

7o Do Burnett, ror cnolith Portland Cemexnt Comgany,

-

Senborn & Reehl, by E. E., Saxnborn, and N. E. Xeller,
Tox Pecific.:o*t end Cement Comzany,

Ralph Mitchell, Tor Eenry Cowell Lime & Cement Company.

ZY IEE COMMISSION:
ORDZZ OF DISLISSLL.

This is en application on behald or the Southern Pacific Com=
pany and F. 7. Gomph, s dgent for end on behell of the Atchison,
Topeka & Sarnta Fe Rodlwey Compary, end tihe coacurring short line

rallroads for permission to lncrease certain freight retes oz

l.




cement in carload lots frox Redwood City, Cowell, Kentucky Housze

and Davenport, as set forth in Exhibits "A" ani "B" attached to

and made & part of tie ayplication.
The application origicated by reason of our Decision
Yo. 25068 in Case 307X, Monclith Portland Cement Compeny vs.

Southern Pscific Company et el., dated May 2%, 1933. The deci~

siop found that certain cememt rates from Monolitk were not uu-
just ¢xr unreasoneble, but that they were unduly prejudicizl. The
Jefendsnts were ordered to remove the prejudice. This could be
ecoomplizhed either by reducing the rates from Monolith, ox in-
creasing the rates from the Northern cement mills by amovnts nem-—
ed to specified key points. This arplication recites that the or-
der in Case No. 3071 from a literal and tractical stamdpoint could
‘not be satisfactorily compliel with. At the request of the inter-
ested parties the effective date of Decision No. 25968 was extend=-
ed to July 29th, then %o September 29tk apd finglly, by Decision
No. 26423, was extended uvntil the further order of the Commissiom.
The instant aprlication was called for hearing before
Eraminer Geary at San Framcilsco January 4, 1934, and this entire
&ay wes consuwed dY the discussions among the representatives of
the many cement mills without reaching an agreement. At the heare
ing oxn January Sth part 1es indicated that they could reach mo
agreement, whereupox applicant proceeded  in the regular zanner
through its witnesses to attempt to jusiify the rates proposed by
1t and as set forth in Exhibits "A" and "B" sttached to the appli-
cation. A4n esdjournment &t the réq_nest of protestants was then ta-
ken utntil Jenuary 12th and the case called on that date. After
soms further discussion applicants stated that they had made earn-
est efforts to caumpromise the differences existing between the




conpetirg cement mills, dut could reach no satistfactcry bacis of
rates.

Lttorreys representing the railroads ennounced that they
desired to withdraw the application and heve the ssme dismizsed,
also thet it was their intention &s quickly as possidle to comply
¥ith Decision No. 25968 in Case No. 3071, dated lMay .29, 1933, |
reducing the rates from Monolith. This suggestion met with the
approval of the Monolith Poxrtlend Cement Company, who requested
that the original order iz Case No. 3071 be inmmediately complied
vith, |

The apPplication will be dismigsed.

e =t-y = B

Applicants in this proceeding having Iim open court moved
that the same be withdrawn and dismigsed, and good cause appearing

therafor,
1T TS EEREBY ORDERED that the said application be and it

is hereby dismissed.
Dated at San Francisco, California, this S Fieetl day

of Jenuary, lo34.

E’ /’JI Y
¢ ey

71 // '/,’/{ o
/
7.5 e

co sloners. s

3.




