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BEFORE THE RATLROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALLFORNIA

SWIFT & COMPANY,
Complainant,

TS case No. 3834.

SOUTHERN PACITIC O MPANY,

L L L W L N NP L v

Defendant.

Lo e nnn a ﬁ'
. - R R R R I A1 9.4
O SRR TR V- T E N

By complaint filed May 14, 1934, ard as amended it is al-
leged that the charges assessed and collected on pumerous shipments of
sheep transported in double deck cars from stations on the Southern
Pacific Coxpaay, Redding on the north, Bakersfield om the south, Sen
Francisco on the west (excep? main line points Sacramentb t0 Qakland
via DPort Coste and Niles), and Colfax on the east to San Frencisco
and South Sen Francisco during the two-year period immediately preced-
ing the filing of the complaint were unjust and unreasonable in viola-
tion of Section 13 of the rublic Utillties act.

Reparation only is sought. uWestern Meat compeny, James Al-
lan & Soms, H. Moffat Company, Xoth Blum racking company, uu. Taaffe
& Compary, unfon Sheep Company, Washburn « Condon, Sevier Commission _
Company end =Holm Commission compeny, BY petition :iled iiay 22, 1934 |
{ntervened in behelf of complainant and seek like relief.

7he movemeats here in issue are similar o those involv

1.



Case 3110, Jemes Aillen & Sons et al. vs. Southbern Pageific Company.

In that proceeding the Commission found that the applicable charges
were unjust and unrzaesonable to the extent they exceeded those that
would have accrued on basis of rates prescribed in the decision. KRep-
eration was awarded with interest and retes established for the future.
I% is on basis of the rates estadbllished in that proceeding that com-
plaeinent and interveners here seek reparation.

Deferdent origirelly denied the ailegations of the complaint
but later withdrew its denlel and signified its willingness 10 make a
reperation adjustment. ‘[herefore under the issues as they now stand
g formal hearing will not be necessaxry.

Upon consideration of ell the facts of record we are of the
opinion and find thet rates assessed and collected on complainant's
shipments of sheep in double deck cars from stations on the Southern
Pacific Compeny, Redding on the north, Bekersfield om the south, San
Frencisco on the west (except mein lime polnts Sacramentc T0 Cexlend
vie Port CQSta end Niles), and Colfax on the east to Sen Francisco and
South Sarn Fremecisco, were unjust and unreesonable to the extent they
exceeded those established in Case J1l10, supra. ue further £ind that
upon proper proof that they pald and bore the charges on the shipménts
involved, complairant and Interveners are entitled to reparation with
interest at six (€) per cent. per annuu.

The exact emount of reparation due is not of record. Com-
pleinant and lnterveners will submit to defendent for verification &

statement of the shipments made and upon the paynent of reparation de-

tendant will notiny %he Commission the amount thereof. Should it mot

be possidle to reach an agreement as to the reparstion award the mat-
ter may be referrsd to the Commi ssion for further ettention and the

entry of a supplexental order should suck be necessary.
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Declicsion no. 2’75}:09 .

BEFORE TEHE RATLROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALLFORNIA

SWIFT & COMPANY,
Complainant,
V3. case No. 3834.
SOUTHERN PACIFIC DNMPANY,

Defendent.

Nl Ml et e B MaF P S lt Vs

BY LEE COMMISSION:

By complaint filed May 14, 1934, and as amended it is al-
leged that the charges assessed and collected on numerous shipments of
sheey transported in double deck cars Ifrom statioms on the Southern
Pacific Company, Redding on the north, Sakersfield on the south, Sen
Trancisco oa the west (excep’t main line points Sacramenté to Oakland
via Port Costa and Niles), and Colfex on the east to San Francisco
and South San Francisco during the two-year perliod immediately preced-
ing the filing of the complaint were unjust and unreasonable in viocla=-
tion of Sextion 13 of the rublic (tilitles Act.

Reparation only is sought. iestern Meat Compauy, Jameé Al=
lan & Sozne, H. Moffat Company, Xoth Slum racking sompany, Wm. Taaffe
& Company, Union Sheep Compeny, Washbura & Condon, Sevier Commission
Company aad Holm Commission company, by petition filed kay 22, 19%4,
intervened ia behelf of complainent end seek like relief.

The movements here in issue are similar Yo those involved in




Case 3110, James Allern & Soms et al. vs. Southern Pacific Companvy.

Irn that proceeding the Commission found thet +the applicabdble cherges
were unjust and unreasomable to the extent they exceeded those that
would have asccrusd on dasis of rates prescribed In the declision. Rep~
aration was awvarded with interest and rates established for the future.
T+ 4s on basis of tac rates estedlished in that proceeding thet come
plainent end interveners here seek reparation.

Defendant origirnally denied the ailegations of the complaint
wut later withlrew i{ts denial and signified its willingness 1o make &
reperation adjustment. ‘herefore under the issues &s they now stand

g formal hearing will not be necessery.

Upon consideretion of all the facts of recard ve &re of the

opinion and find that rates assessed and collectod orn complainant's

shipments of sheep in double deck cers from stations on the Southern
Pacitic Company, Redding on the north, Bakersfield on the south, San
Francisco on the west (except main line polints Sacramento to Caxland
via Port 0gsta end Niles), and Colfax on the east to San rrancisco and
South Sen Fremcisco, were unjust and unreasoneble to the extent they
exceaded those estadlished Iin Case 3110, supra. Wé further find that
upon proper prool taat they paid and bore the charges on the shipments
involved, complainent and interveners are entitled to reparation with
interest at six (6) mex cent. per anuum.

The exact amount of reperation due is not of record. Com=-
plainant and interweners will submit to defendent for verification &
statement of the shipments made and uwpon the payment of reperation de-
sendant will notify the Commission the amount thereof. Should it not

be pocsidle to reach an agreement &S to the repaeration award the mat-

ter may be referred to the Commission for further attention amd the

entry of a supplementel order should suck be necessary.




fhis case deing at issue upon complaint and answer on flle,
full investigatior. of the matters and things involved having been had,
gnd basing this order om the findings of Lact amd the comclusions con-
tained in the opinion which precedes this order,

TT IS ZEREEY ORDERED that upon propexr proof that they paid and
bore the charges, defendant Southern faciric Compary be and it is heredy
suthorized and directed to refund to complainent, Swift & Company, and
to interveners, Western Meat Company, James Allen & Sons, H. Moffat Com-
pany, Koth Blum Packing Company, m. Taaffe & Company, Union Sheep Com~
peny, Washburn & Condon, Sevier Commission Coxpany and Holm Cormission
Compeny, according as thelr Interests may appeer, with interest at,ﬁgg
(6) per cent. per emnum, all charges collected in excess of those.ﬁgéép
would have accrued on basis of the rates found reasonable in the oPiﬁién
which precedes this order, for the trensportation of the shipments of
sheep involved in this proceeding. A

Dated at San Francisco, California, this DZ 7

Qly/ﬁ/(x/m«&M , 1934.

7

Commissioners.




