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Decision No. /24 2/

In %ke Mzttor of tho Application of )

FRANE ZAWK for tho epproval -and 24~ )

option of schodules of faroes or rates ) » SR
ond times of srrivals at, and depart~ ) Application No. 8472.
wre from, difforont point betwoen EL ) ,
Contro sné San Diego snd intermedisto )

p0ints. )

/

2Y TEZS CQUISSION:

CRDER

In this procooding Frank Eawik poﬁitidns thé |
Ruil*oad Commiusion *or on order authorizing him to filo
tarif? of rate tine wcnc&ules and *ules and regulamions :
covorinv-the opor vion o sutomotive ﬁtage uerv;ce .3 a
common corriexr of na songers beltween tho . term¢n1 ot El
Contro omd San. Diego and intormed;amo no;nxv in Califoxnia.
Applicants cla.im~ “tho right 0 oner te betweon tho above
' montionoa »ermuni unaor tha proviaionu of Section 5 0aaptor
213, Statutes oh 1917. o

This claimed right has been ully ad.jud.a.c ated o f
tze COmuius;on un&er Docision No. 12166 in Caso No.. 1902
datod Jwme 2 L, 1923 bcing an ;nvcwt¢gation on tao Commi: Ion'*'
owma initistive into mothodu, precticos and oneraxion° o‘ 0.,'
D. Eadloy and others. Tho above numbore& &ociuion haz. bcen =
recenuly con_irmed by tho state uunremo Cowrt (s,¢.10794) an&

it 1z accordingly uwnmecessary to review the ovidonco in dotailﬁ




in this vroceeding.
In viow of tho findings wd oxfor of tho Rallrosd |
Cormission in. Caso 1902, avove roforrol fo,- the present
appiic atiom must bo donicd. |
oI IS EERESY OEDZRED thot Yo above eatitled
gpplica ion be, and the samo’ .aeroby 18, donled. !

“~

3a‘tod. at Sen Francisco Ca.li"’omia ‘t:u.., fzf -

dey of Septomber, 1923.
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Commi 31 onoers




