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SEFORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF TEE STAIE OF CALLFORNIA

SWIFT & COMPANY,
Gomplainant,
vs.
SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY,
o Defendent.

BY THE COMMISSION:

By complalat filed May 14, 1934, and as amended, it is al-
 leged that charges assessed and collected on numerous shipments of
sheep transported in double deck cars from statlions on the line of the
Southern racific Companyl t0 Los imngeles during the two-year period
irmediately preceding the filing of the complaint, were unjust and un-
reasonable in violation of Section 13 of the rubliec Utilities Act.

Reperation oaly is sought. =he Cudahy racking Company,
Standard racking Company, Coest gacking Company, bistridbutors racking
Company, union rackdng Company, ierchants racking'cdmpany, Globe Pack-

3 Specirically the origin territory embraced by the complalnt is a&s

follows: *“Main ané bdranch line points, Redding on the north, Rose-
ville on the east and Bekersfield on the south, excepting and exclu-
ding rrom such territory as above gemerally describved origin points
losated on defendant’'s lines as follows * * * 3
Davis 70 EKlmirs Avon to gadum ‘
Elmire to xumsey Hedum to edal
slmire to Sulsun-rairfield rort Costa to Sen Francisco via Oakland
Suisun-rairfield to Nepa Jet.- San Francisco to Alvarado
Calistoga=-Ssnta Rosa~Wingoe slvarado to Kiles (via delvexn and via
Suisun~i‘airfield to Avon (via Newark
rort Coste) . Blmhurst to Halvern
Avon to Janney niles ‘o rleasanton®

-




ing Company, Newmarket compeny, Heuser racking Company, Associlated
Meat Company, reerless racking Gompany,‘wilson & CO. Inc. of Ceall-
torpia, Cormelit.s Brothers, Ltd., Washburn & Condorn and D. J. Metz-
ger, by petition filed May 16, 1934, intervemed in behalf of com-
plairnant and seek like relief.

The movements in issue are similar to those inwvolved in

Case 2900, Woodwerd-Bennett Packing Co. et al. vs. Southern Pacific

Compeny et al. In that proceeding the Commission found thet the
applicedle charges were unjust and unressonablie to the extent they
exceeded those %hat would have sccrued on basis of rates prescribed
in the decision. Reparation was awarded with interest and rates es-
tablished for the future. It is on basis of the rates established in
thet proceeding that complainant anéd intervepners bere seek reparation.

Deftendant originally denied the allegations of the complaint
but later withdrew its denisl and signified its willingness to make
a reperation adjustment provided coxpleinant and interveners furnish
proper proof that they were demaged by the assailed ratves. Therefore
under the issues as they now stand 2 forme) hearing will not be nec-
essary.

Upor consideratior of all the facts of record we are of the
opinion and find that the -ates assessed and collected for the trans-

portetion to Los Angeles of complainant's end interveners’ shipments

of sheep involved in this proceeding were unjust anmd unreasonsble to

the extent they exceeded those that would have sccrued on basis of
the rates prescrided in Case 2500, supra. We further £ind tbat upon
proper proof that they were demaged Dy the collection of the assalled
rates complainsnt and interveners axrs entitled to reperation with in-
terest at six per cent. per annum.

s he exact emount of reparation due is pot of record. Com-

plainant and interveners will submit to defendant for veriftication &




statement of the shipments made and upon the payment of reparatibn
defendsnt will notify the Commission the emount thereof. Should it
not be possible to reach an agreement &s t0 the reparation award the
matter may be referred to the Commission for further attention and the

entry of a supplemental order should such be necessary.

This case being at issue upon complaint and answer on file,
full investigation of the matters and things involved having been bed,
and basing this order on the findings of fact and the conciusions con-
tained in the opiniom which precedes this order,

17 1S EEREBY ORDERED that upon proper proof that they were
damzged by the &ssalled rates defendant Southern Pacific Company de
. and it is herebdby authorized and directed to refund %o complainant
Swift « Compeny and to interveners ihe Judahy recking Company, Stand-
ard racking Compeny, Coast radking Compeny, pistridutors racking Com=-
pany, Union racking Compeny, xerchants radecing Compeny, Globe Packing
Company, Newmeriet Company, Hauser Packing company, assoclated Meat
Company, Peerless Packing Company, wilson & Co. Inc. of Callifornia,
Cornelius Rrothers, Ltd., washburn & Condon and D. J. Metzger, according
as their interests may appear, with interest at six (6) per cent. per
anpum, all charges collected in excess of those that would have accrued
on basis of the retes found reasonable in the opinion which precedes
this order, for the tramsportetion of the shipments of sheep involved
in this proceeding. s

Dated at San Franclisco, Celifornle, this A day of Octo-

bor, 1934. £
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