Decision NOoe ~ 9 £
It WD as A

BEFORE TEE RAILP.OAD COMMTSSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
o (N A ang O
""h"" ‘*“ :-\' x&»’i "’\ ,i
In the Matter of the applica.tion of L Ai el w.a.? fﬁg\\ "
TEE ATCHEISON,TOPEKA AND SANTA FE ,__»' , fm ..,,'h BNGi AL
RAILVAY COMPANY, GREAT NOBTHERN RAIL- d
WAY CONPANY,LOS ANGELES & SALT LAKE Supplemental
RATILROLD COMPANY ,NORTEWDSTERN PACIFIC Application
PAILROAD CO’JIBANY SAN DI=EGO & ARIZOXA No. 19610
EASTERN RAILWAY COMPANY SOUTHERN
PACIFIC COMPANY =nd TEE WESTEEN PACIFIC
RAILROAD COMPANY, on behalf of~themselves:
and all other carrier« similarly situated,
Tor an order authorizing ar Increase in
certain freight ‘zates md charges.

B7 TEE COILISSION:
E :EQZH SUPPTM QLS'T‘AL ORDER

By .,upnlemental ap*:licat.‘.on filed June 20, 1936, qpplicant.,_
eeez: 2 order authori..mg them to contmue in effec* af‘ter June 30, léfe
to and .’mclud:!.ng December 31 1936 upon one d.ay's notice, .the emer~
ge:;cyj‘ ¢harges now in ef:eet on California int:astate‘.;tzfeifi_fic‘ under.
authority of the original and prior supplemental orders In the above
eatitled proceeding, with the same incidental relief us previo@sly
granted; sebject tov the additiom;.l ezcebtion., contained :Ln deci fon of
the Interstete Commerce C-ommission of June 9, '7936 authorizing similar
continuance o.. eyistmg .x.nter"‘cato energency charges.

Upon “urther consideratl on. of the rccord and ofqthe sup-
plemental application *‘iloc. June 20, 1936, c..nd :I.n view or said decision
Qi‘ the ;gfeer tate Commerce Commission, we e.re of the opinion 'chat thi«
Is 2 matter in which a public hearing is not necessary and th.at the
*e'lief sougb.t Shou.'l.d be granted‘ subject tof 'the 'condition’é a:n.d eﬁ:ceptions
set .;.orth :I.n the origina.l order :Ln the above numbored ‘..pplication, as
modified nere..n or by prior ...upplemental order.

By Sixth Supplemental .r.oplication, _filed Fcbmary 26 1936

1 Report on Further Tearing in Ex Parte No. 115, 216 1.C.C.. 492.




248 held in suspense ax applicants’ request pending action of the
Interstate Commerce Commiqsion in Ex Parte 115, applicant sought
to continue the Calirornia intrastate emergency chargee in cffect
after Jme 30, 1986, without an expiration date. In view of the
oecision of the Daterstate Comme*ce Commission aereinberore rererred
to~and upon cqnsideration of the supplemental appl;cation fiIed |
June 20 1966, it appear¢ that said Sixth Supplemental Applicﬂtion
\should be denied. |

Thererore, good cause ppearing, _

T IS EEREBI ORDERED that thc above supplemental appli—
cafion, filed June 20 1936 bc and it is hexr cby granxed subject to
the conditions anafwith the same Incidental relief from Sections 15
2nd 24 (2) of the Public Utilities Act and from the provisions of
thisupommiss;onfs Tariff Circular No. 2 as provided invthe‘or4§;na;
and pr;or supplegenzal ordo:s in thi; proceed;pg;'and;rurther suyjeet
to ohe nodifications and exceptions providee in.Repo:t”or thellhtér-
state Commerce Commission on Purther Hearing inﬂEx_Par#e_IlS; decided
June 9; lééé‘ and only for the period ending December 31;'193é,

IT IS‘HEREBY FUR&EER ORDERED that the supplemental applica—
tion filed FebruaryA26, 1936 be and.it io he*eby denied. f

Dated 2t San Francisco, California, this _________day of
June, 1936

Commissioners;:~f




