- Decision Noe 35624

BEFORE TEE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of tre Zstablishment of )
maximum or minimum, or maximum and mini- )
pun rates, rules axnd reguletions of all )
Radial Highway Common Carriers and Eigh- )
way Contract Cerriers operating motor )
vehicles over the pudblic highweys of the ) Case No. 4088
tete of Californie, purswant to Crapter )

223, Statutes of 1935, for the transpor- )
tation for compensation or hire of any )
axd all commodities and accessorial ser- )
vices inclident to such tramspoxtation. )
)

)

)

)

)

In the Metter of the Investigation and
Establishment of rates, c¢harges, classi-
fications, rules, regulations, contracts
and practices, or any thereof, of Common
Caxriers of propertye

Case Noe 4145

LQ45itvional Appearance

Chaarles Lederer, for Alturas-Fort 3idwell Stage
Linc and Surprise Valley Stege Line .

3Y TEE CQAISSION:

(Case No. 4088, Paxrt "P"
SECOND SUSLPLEMENTAL OPINICN (Case NOe 4145, Part “C»

(Case No. 4088, Parte "O™ and "7
NINETZRITE SUPPLIMZNTAL OPINION (Case No. 4145, Parts “F" emd "G"

At ax adjourned hearing held at Sen Freancisco before
Examiner E. S. Williams, evidence was received relative to peti-
tions filed by interested perties seeking various modifications of
the ninimum rates, rules and regulations established by Decisions
Nose 30370 and 30738, as amended, in tae above entitleld 'pmceedinss%

end seeking to have zuch suggested modifications carried forward in the

1
Declision No. 30370 was issued in Pexts "U" and "V" of Case No. 4088
exd Parts "FT and "G" of Case Noe. 4145, axnd established minimum
rates for the transportation of generxel morchandise , in shipments
weighing 20,000 pounds or less ( and Lixed the charge for 20,000
pounds as minimum for heavier shipments), (a) betweer points in the
gexeral territory lying north of Gaviota Pass and the Tehachapi
Mountains, and (b) between certain édefined terxitory in southorn
Celifornie o1 the.one haond znd points lying north thereof bdut
south of the couwnties of Madera and Monterey on the other hand.
Decision No. 3073 was Lssued in Part "P" of Case Noe 4088 axnd
Part "C" of Case Noo 4145 and established minizmm Tates for the
trensportation of camned goods end dried frult, in shipments weighing
(Continved)
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.Commissionts decision in Case No. 4246, in ro Rates of all Common

and H;ahw_y Carriers. Tails opinion axnd oxrdoer disposes of the veti-

tions insofar as they involve modifications of outstanding oxders.
The Propriety of carryving the modifications forward in Case No.
4246, supre, 15 considered in the opinion and order issued in that
proceeding (Decision No. 31606 o December 27, 1938,.)

Petition for Total ITverntion of Uhnroccssed Dried Fruit

Dried frult, moving from poirt of growth to packing
cheds or processing facilities, 1s exempted from the apvlication of
the minimum rates established by Declsions Nos. 30370 and 30378,
supre, a5 amended. Dried Fruit Assoclation of Californiz sought the
tOv&l exenption of ell ummenufectured and unproces*ed dried LTruit.

In wunpo_v o this reguect it was cstated +that ceveral
movements of dried frult in its original condition freguerntly teke
place »rior to the processing operation. These movements may be.
from point of growth 10 & receiving_shed, warehouse, reilroad de-
p0T, packing or processing facllity; between recelving sheds, ware-
Touses or railroad depots; Ifrom 2 receiving shed, warehouse or

railroad depot to a vaczing or processing faclility; or from one 1o

L {Concluded)

20,000 pounds o mo*e between points iz the San Joaguin Valley on
the one hand and 3 oca*on, Sacrasento, San Jose, Sante Clare and
San Francisco 2oy polints on the other hand.
2

"Onprocessed™ dried fruitv was dlstinguished from "procoessed™
dried fruit as follows: Tzprocessed dried frult is the so-czlled
matural conditiored frult as from the grower and not prepared fox
huzen consumption but which mey be stermmed or uns emmed, graded
or ungraded. 2rocecssed dried frulit iz the dried frulit waich has
beer prepared .o, human consumption and wiich mey be packed or uu-
packed. The processing ooeratﬁons necessary o vrepare dried fruit
for human con umnt;on difTer with the kind of Truit. Seellecs
reisins are run through ecuipment waich thorougzhly washes ard o=
moves all forezgn matter suck ac sand, dust, rocks, neils, etc.,
and the small stems which are aititached To each berry wiaich is xuown
as c2p stemming. Secded reisins are dried, cap stemmed and the,
seeds rexmoved. Cut frulvs, viz.: “n,icouU, Peackhes and Pears are
culphurized 22d washed 0 remove Impurities. JApples are wasied and
Tesulphured. 2runes are washed and cooked in hot .water or steex
Tor e short period of time.

-2




enother packing or pxoceszing facility. It wes asserted that all
T vhese movements are competitive To0 some extent in that paékers
ovtaining vheir unprocessed drlied Truit at points other than poizt
of growth compete with packers ovtaining their unproéessed dxied
fruit direetly from point of growth end that, likewise, growers
selling thelr unprocccsed dried frult from ¢ warchouse or a poirt

other than point of growth coxpete with growers selling directly

from point of growth. It was contended that umder these circum-

stancos the present basic of exemption results in discriminetion.
In further support oF this requect 4t was contended

that unprocessed dried frult is escseztlially a product o7 agricul-

wure, the rates on wihlch droducts are now the subject of a szeparate

invesvigation by the Comuission in Case Yo. 4293, in re Zsteblish-

ment *** of wptes ¥*¥ for the trensvortetion Tor commensation or

hire of any &nd 2ll eczicultural nroducts.

The evidence indicetes thet there is o distinet dlfference
between processed and unprocessed dried L:uit, vh as to the nature
of the commodily and as to Tyves of movemenvs. It shows, moreover,
that tac exexption from the zpplication of the esteblished minlizxum
rates 0 dricéd fruit from voint of growth, whlle at the came time
making those rates applicable to movements from warenrouses and othor
points of origin, at times disadventages packers or growexrs who buy
and sell dried frult at other them the point of growth. TUnprocessed

ried frult will be exexmpted entirely from the application of the
minimuen rates established by the orders in gquestion, pending a

determination of »roper ratec therefor in Case No. 4293, supra.




Petition of Leland H. Dose and Gordon L. Doss for
exemption fLrom tho minimum rates, rules and regu-
lations established by Decision Noe H0I70, sSuprte

- Lelend H. Déss, doing dbusiness as Surprice Valley Stage
Line, a common carrier engaged in the tramsportation of passengers
and n'eisht by motor vehicle botween slturss and Cedexrville, Lake
City and Fort Bidwell, and Gordon L. Doss, doing business as Cedar~
ville=Zagleville Stage Line, a highwey common carrier engegod in
transporting rreight' between Cedarville and ZEegleville, Treguested
ﬁhat thelr operetions dbe exempted from the application of Decision
No. 30370, suprae. Potitioners asserted thet their routes traverse
& rurel distTict, that no other common cerriers operate over such
routes and that no for-hire caerriers nolding pemmits from this Com-
_n_xission compete for the tralfic which they handle. 'I'hey contended
thet the maintenence of rates lower then those_éstablished by the
declisions mentioned 1s necessary if they are to retain and atiract
business in competition with shipper-owmned vehicles.

Petitioners te3tified that practically all shippers In
the territory served are rench ownmers und bave thelr own trucks or
have other vehicles with which they can transport their own freight.
Leland E. D0ss stated thav since the establisament of retes dy De-
cision No. 30370, supra, he had 1ost an appreciadle portion of his
freight business and had been threatened with a further substantial
diversion to shipper-owned vehicles of the dusiness now bdeixng handled.
Gordon L. Doss stated that virtually all of his freight business had
been lost anéd that this dusiness is now being hamdled dy shippers in
their own vehicles. Both of these witnesses asserted that numerous
shippers bad assured them that upon the reinstatement of the rates

Previously charged, or rates somewhat In excoss of those rates dut

lower than the esteblished minimum rates, they would use pevitioners?

services.

Xo one opposed the granting of these petitionse




While it has not been shown that the estabdlished minimum

Tates exceed the full cost of performing the service here involved, it
has been shown that the continued charging of such rates by peti- |
tioners would divert a large part of the traffic to shipper-cwned
trucks and would not leave sufficicat traffic Yo Jjustify the mainten-
ance of service by thex in the future. Petitloners' operations

eTe mot competitive with other carriers. The petitions will be grented.
Petition foxr MNodification of Rates Provided

by Decision No. %0670, supra, Lor Dock-
to=Dock Trensvortation by Vesse

Hobds~1all & Compery, a cozstwise common carrier by vessel,
gought modiricetion of Decision No. 30370, supre, (1) to permit
common ¢carriers by vessel 1o publish and mairntein rates for the trens~
portetion of property in coastwise dock-to-dock sexvice between San
Francisco and Crescent City lower than those provided for pick-up
and dolivery servico between the same points by lend carriers by
amounts 2ot to exceed those by wiich thelr retes in effect on Novembder
29, 1937, were less than the pick-up and delivery rates of land commox
carriers between these ports, and (2) dy exempting from the application
of sald decision rates carrying minimum weight of less than 20,000
pou.nds, zelntelined by common carxiers by vessel for c¢oastwise dock-to~
dock service between Saxn Framcisco and Crescent City, where the minimum
weight t0 which the rates are subject are also the minimum weights %o
which the cerloaéd ratizngs provided in the Western Classzification or

$
Exeoptlion Sheet for the same commolities are subject.

e

) \ ‘

Declsion No. 30370, supra, =3 mmenled, permitted common carriers by
vessel 1o esteblish, for the tremsportation of property in ccastwise dock~
to-dock service, rates lower tian the depot-to=-depot retes provided for
lend carriors by amounts not o exceed those by wkhich thelir retesz pre~
viously in effect were less than tiae correspording rates oL common carriers
by rallroad for depot-to-depot tramsportation betweez the sexme ports. Tre
decision also exempted coastwise vessel carrier rates carryine: ninimm
weights of 20,000 pounds or more but 4id not exempt constwise vessel retoes
cerrying lesser minimam wolghtse (It 414 exempt Tetes carrying minimux
wolghts of less than 20,000 pounds, meintelined by vessel cerriers opereting
on the inlend weters, m instences where the minimum welghts to whick the
rates are sublfect are 2lsd the minimum welghts to waich the ¢arload ratings
provided In the Western Classification or Exception Skeet are subject)e..
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In support of the petition it was asserted that the in-
toriority of corvice by vessel as compared to that offered by land
common cerriers reguired the malnrtenscnce of n differextial basis ot
rafes by vessel carriers and that the differentials proposed were based
on e careful study of the amount of the differentisl Tequired to place
petitioner on a proper competitive vasis. It was furthor asserted that

the proposed totel exemption of Mearload" Ictes of coastwise vessel

cerriers would be consistent with the exemption of "cerload" rates of

rail carriers and of inlexrd vessel carrierse
No one opposed either of these proposals.

Upon the effoctive date of the revised baesis of land cerrior
Tatos provided by Decision No. 31606, supre, in Case Noe. 4246, the

differenticl basis established for coastwico vessel carriers by Declzsion
No. 30370, supre, will be withdrewn and the justificetion and neéd Lor
the authority here sought will no longer existe However, suthority o
estebliskh the differentiel basis sought will be granted Lor the Inter~
venling period.

Petition‘or Automotive Purchasing Co., Inc., for

Tellelf from the mininum rates, rules and regu-
lations ectablished by Decision No. 30370, supre.

Automotive Purchasing Co., Inc., Tequested that its frelight
forwarder operations be exempted from the application of Decision XNo.
4
30870, supre, and that it be permitted to malinteln charges for such
&

Petitioner's prixcipal dusiness comsists of purchasing automotive
parts and supplies Iin San Francisco and Oeklend as agent Zor jobbers,
other supply houses, garages and service stations, throughout northern
Celifornia. A4s an adjunct t0 this busimesz it yerforms service as &
Ireight forwarder between certain points and as a highway common carrier
between otherse The freight forwarding operations here sought to be ex-
empted include tie picking up of automotive parts and supplies Lfrom
wholeselers, warehouses and other sources of supply in San Francisco and
Oskland, the cerxrying of thc property 4o petitioner's terminsl in Sex
rrancisco, or the recelpt of these comodities at ivs San Francisco
torminal, and the forwarding of such property to destination (eitker irn -
irdividual or consolidated lots) via comuon carriers (including the high-
way common cerrier service it rernders between certain »oints) or via the
United States Karcel Posta




services on substantially the came basiz as tzat which was in
S
effect prior to the issuance of that oxder.

In Justificetion of the proposed exexption, it wes stated

that petitionexr's Irelgnt forwarding operations are confined +to the

transportation of small skipments of autonotive parts and supplies,
thaat the tramsportetion caaracteristics surrounding the movement of
thece shipments are unigue, applicadle only to the automotive paxts
industry, exd are so distinctive as to warrant separate considera-

tion by tre Commission. It wez claimed, also, that the rates yre-

seribed by Decision Mo. 30370 are excessive for this scrvice and

if maintained, will ceuse it to lose practically all of its busi-

ness tarovgh the diversion taereof to the United States Parcel

)
The charges vetitioner proposes to meintein for freight forward-
ing service in the future are those nmow on file with the Commission
in Freight Forwarder Tariff No. L, C.R.C. No. 2, and Locel Freight
Teriff No. 2, C.R.C. No. 3. Thesc charges differ both as to formm
and volume depending upon whetier the line-haul transportatien as
betweon voints betwaen which petitlioner operates only as 2 frelght
forwerder. or whether it is between points between which petitionex
also operates & highway common carrier service. IFreight Forwardexr
Tarift No. L names retes Tor a combined purchesing end froight
forwarding service, ranging from 12 to 30 centsc per oxder (or plcek-
up), the exact charge being determined in accordence with a scale
of. montaly guarenteed charges and with the metrod of ordering, f.e.,
“yhether the order is received by telephone, teletype Or by mail.
Tnder the tarif’ there must be added to these cherges the charges
assessed by the carrier transporting the individual or consolidated
shipment from petitionerts Sex Franclisco terminal to destination.
Tocal Freight Tarif? No. 2 names charges for a combined purciase
ing and freight forwaxding service, ranging from a charge of £$300.,00
for a meximum of 3,333 orders (9 cents per order) with a charge of
14 conts for each order over this maximum where cornsignee gueranteed
e monthly peyment of $300.00, to a charge of $5.00 for a maximum of
20 orders (25 cents per order), witkh a charge of 30 cents Tor eaca
order over this maximm wieTe concignce gueranteed a monthly payment
of £5.00, or a charge of 30 cenits per order whero 20 guaranteed
monthly vayment is mede. To these charges xmust be added the cyarges
applicadble under the same tariflf for the movement of the individual
or corsolidated zhipment Irom petitioner's Sen Franclsco teminel to

destination.




Dost, thereby depriving metitioner, es well 25 the common carrTiers

now performing vae line-haul transportation, of the Tevenue now
veing recelved Irom this tralffic.

It was asserted that the bulk of petitiorex's business
is picked vy in an ares in San Francisco immediatély adjacent to
Devitioner's terminal and generally consists of smell lots of
automopéve parts and supplies usually weighing less than 100
pounds, and thet Dy reason of the large wolume of dbusiness pick-

ced uwp in a limited ares and the specialized nature of vetitiorexr's
operdtions, the service Linvolved couwld be performed at & cost
materially less than the rates ﬁeretorore estavlished by the Come-
mission for transportation of these commodities ﬁy carriers general-
ly. A& study of the cost of purckesing and picking up automoti;e

- parts and supplies in San Francigco ené Oakland (Zxalidvit No. F-l)
wa.t presented in support of this claﬁn.7 an exhivit (No. F-3) was
also presented showing & comparison of petitioner's costs for e
combined service of purchasing, Picking up, coﬁsolidating, forwerd-
ing end line-newl transportation, betweex the primcipel points it
serves with the charges resulting under the rates estabvliched by

the Commission for »ick-u» and delivery t:anﬁgortation‘between the

6 :
Tae testimony showed that the average weight of individuwal pick-
up is 26 pounds and that 49 ver cent or more of such pick~ups weigh
less than 10 pounds.

v .
mis study was based on costs experienced by petitiorer in con-
nection with its purchasing and freight forwarding operatlons. They
were arrived at by use of actual cost per mile of truck operatlons
in pick-up service for the period July 1, 1937, to Jume 30, 1938,
end 47 21l other particulaers on the records of petitioner Tor the
pericd Januvary 1 to June 30, 1938, general overhead ¢osts being al-
located as between the services hnere involved and otner sServices
performed by pevitiomer, on & percentege basis predicated or gross
~aveaue Tor the period iavolved. The study showed that the cost

for picking up, consolidating end forwaxding services amounted o
7.331 cents for vick-up, end that the cost Lor purchasing service
amounted o 4.5596 cents per order (or »ick-up) or a total charge
sor the combined purchasing end freight forwarding services of
11.8906 centce.
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same pgints, and with those resulting under the rates hore pro-
Posed. On shipments of less than 40 pounds the charges by Parcel
Post were sald to be iower than the niznirmm retes estadlisned by
Decision No. 30370, swore, and tze opinion wés expressed that the
Loss To that forx of txansport of at least 80 per cent of the
shlpments of tals slze would result unless the rellie prayed for

was granted. DPotitioner's witness admitted that no study hed been

made to determine the reesoncbdlencss of the particular retes sought

to be maintained, dut asserted that these retes had proven compen—
savory In <he paszt and chould continue to be 50 in the future.
Several witnesses revresenting cutomotive varts jobbers
using petitioner's purchasing and freight forwarding services tes—
tTiflied that pevitioner!s services were generally cmployed In con-
nection wita small items consisting usually of motor varts and
averaging from 5 to 15 pownds, end that the consolidated shimments
;&rely exceed 300 pounds. They stated that these items were ordin-
arily of smell velile and could zot stand high roates and that if +he
charges established by Deciszion No. 30370 were mainteined, the dis-
tribdutors would saip practically all of these items by the TUrnited

~ Statec Parcel Post.

g

The ¢oste showa by thls exhidit were arrived at by adding to thre
charges epplicable on the shipments forwarded from petitionerts San
Trancicco terminel to the destinations shown abt the pick-up and de-
livery retes establisked by the Commission for such service, the
eggregate cost of purchasing and freight forwarder se;vice 2s devel~
oped in Zxhivit No. F-1l for the one or more lots In the forwarded
shioment. The proposed charges were computed in like manner, excedt
+hat charges for purchasing and freight forwgrding servicg were at
an average rate of 15 cents Iz lieu of the charges aggu&l;g rgsult—
ing under the varying schedules »xoposed. The exzibdbis ;nd¢c9ues t?at
natitioner's costs for the combized through vraasportatlion (;nc}ud;ng
vurchasing) ezceed the estedlisked minimum rates where no‘cogso_id&-
Tiop is verformed or where dut two pick-ups are included in the for-
werded shlpment but that in otrer instances pctitipner's cos&s are
generally less then those resulitizg under the osteblizhod raves where
the Zadividual vick-ups included iz the Tforwerded chipment are 40
pounds and less.




Certain common carriers by reil and by vessel pointed out
thet sbould petitioner be granted permission to maintain a single
achedule of Trates for a combined éervice of purchasing ead freight’
forwarding as proposed it would be impossible for competing cerriers

not rendering a purchasing service 4o determine the exact measure

of the competitiqn they would heve to meet in order to particinate in
the trzmsportation of the comxodities involved.

The Tecord indicctes that by comsolideting sxell shipments
and tendering them %o common carriers as & single shipment, petitioner
is able, in some Instenses, to obtain a rate which, when added to
its pick-up cost, produces e lower aggregate charge than ic provﬂ.ded'
in Decision No. 30¥70, supre, for the through trensportation of each
sh.ibmen‘a mdividual;j'. This i= true particularly where the individual
shipments would be sudbject ¢O the estedblished minimum chargee Eowever,
petitioner Lz not merely seeking exemption iz such instexces. It is
seeking complete cxemption with euthoxrity o substitute a beasis of
retes which is set forth in a form entirely different Irom that In which
the esteblished minimum rates are stated. To the extent the basis pro=
posed by petitioner results in higher charges tvhan would aceruc under
Decislon Noe 30370, supra, exexption therefrom 1is not necessery. The
instancesz in which it will produce lower charges skhould be called
specificelly +¢ the Commissionts sttention and the showing and justi-
ticetion confined to that tramsportation. A

On the existing record the most that can be seid is that
the Declsion Noe 30370 rates produce higher charges in some Instances,
and lower Iin others, then the cost to petitioner of picking up the
shipments, consolideting thom and shipping them beyond via COIIOR cer-
riers, and that, also, the rate structure proposed by petitioner is

higb.er in some instances, and lower in others, then that provided as
pinimum in Decigion No. 3037C, suprae It cannot be sald that the in-

stences in which the costs are less than the esteblished minimum rates
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coincide with the instances irn which the pToposed basis is lower than
tae estebdblished minimum basis ox vhat the rate.s. sougkt o be charged
in lieu of tho established minimum retes are properly relateld To the
cost of porforming tﬂe sexrvice.

The minimum retes 2eretofore established were preseribed
2ollowing extonsive heerings end were besed uwpon +the evidence introduced
at such hearings. No Justification appesrs Iln this record for a modl-
fication of such ratess. Nor has It Veen shown that the exemption of
applicant?s freight forwerder operetions from the rates heretofore es-
tablished 1s justified. The potition will be donied.

Tpon comsideration of all the facts of record, the Commission
is of %he opinion and finds that the changes end modifications sought
are Justified only to thre extent shown in the ordor herein and that all
other proposels have not beer Justified on this record.

An adjourned pudlic hearing 2aving been held in the above
entitled proceedings, and baszsed upon the evidence Tocelived at the
hearing é.nd upon the conclusions and findings set forth in the pre-~
ceding opinion,

IT IS HERSEY ORDERED that Decision No. 30370, dated November
29, 19%7, as emended, in Case No. 4088, XParts "U" and "V, and Case
No. 4145, Parts "F" and "G", be and it is hereby further amended to
permit Zobbs=Wall & Company to pubdblish, foTr +he transportation of
property in dock-to-dock service between San Francisco and Crescent
City, rates lower than provided in ALppemndix "i™ of sald declsiom, by
emounts not to exceed those by which rates for this service in effect
on November 29, 1937, were less than the corresponding rates of common

‘ carrierz by land for pick-up and delivery transportetion between the
seme porisa

I? IS EEREBY FURIZER ORDERED that Section 1 of Appemdix maw

- -
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to seld Decliszion Noe. 30370, as amended, be and it is hereby further
amended és Tollows:
la Change sub-'-pe.ragrapb. (w) of Rule Noe 20 %o read as Tollows:

“(w) Truit, dried, unmanulactured and umprocessed
(Appliez only a3 to dried fruit in its netural state
exd which has not beer cleaned, weshed, stemmed,
fumizated or otherwise prepered or nartially prepared
for human consumption.)™

2. Add +0 sub-peragreph (o) of Rulc No. 20, the following:

"Shipments transported dy Leland Z. Dosz, doing busi-

ness as Surprise Velley Stage Line; and by Gordon Le

313223’ ”&oins business as Cedarville=Eagleville Stage
Ce

3. Add the'follmvins sub=naragrarh $0 Rule Noe. 20:

?(bb) Carlioad Tstes of common ¢arriers by vessel bee
tween Sen Froacisco and Crescext City. (For the pur-
rose of this paragrepk, cerloed rates Of Common ¢alrw
riers by vessel shall de understooé to be rates sube-
Ject to a minimum weight of 20,000 pounds or more, o
gubject to o leosser miniaum welght 1L suck lesser
ninimm weight is also the ainimum weight on the szme
commodity in the Current Classification or Current
Exception Sheet.)" :

IT IS ZEREREY TURTEER ORDERED taoat the note in Item No. 20,
Appendix "A" of Declsion No. 30738, dated Merck 20, 1938, as amended,

in Case No. 4088, Part "P" and Case No. 4145, Part "C", be and it

iz hereby amended to Tead as Lollows:

“NOT=.- Rates Iin thiz apperdix 40 not apply for the trans-—
orxtetion of Fruit, dried, uwamanufaectured and unprocessed.
applies only as to dried fruit in its natural state and
whick has not been cleaned, washed, stemmed, fumigsted or
otherwise prepered or partially prepered £or human com~
sumptione}” :

IT IS EERERY FURTEER ORDIREZD thaet in all other Tespects

the petitions referred to end comsidered in the preceding opinion be
and they are and each of them is hereby dernied.

In all other Tespects sald Decision Noe. 30370, a3 amended,
and Declslion Noe. 30738, as smended, shell remalin im full force




and effecte

This order shall become effective twenty (20) deys from
the date hereof.

Dated at San Francisco, Califoxnia, this L;?’*"’J day
of Jeauary, 1939.
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