
Dooision No. l" ~ ? a J 

EEFORZ TEE ~:cr..RO.A:D C01mSSION OF ~ ST~E OF CALlFOlmIA 

Eishop & Bahler. a Corporation. ) 
COnlJ)le.1nant. ~ 

) 
} VB. 

Sout2lem Pnei:f'i e Oomp~, et nl., ~ 
Defendants. ) 

In the Ma.tter of the Amendmente. ) 
to the M1n1m.um Ola88 :RG.tes and ) 
M1ni~ car Charge Schedule as ) 
set :forth in tarU:ts o:! ean-iers ) 
operating under the jur1sdiction ) 
of the Railroad Commission of the) 
State of california. ) 

BY THE CO~SSION: 

CASE NO. 2070 

ORDER 03' DISMISSAL 

It appearing that by an order dated. November 18.l924 

and as supplemented March 5.1925. this Commission entered upon 

a hearing ~ Case No.2070 concer:1ng the lawtUlnesa of the regu­

lations and practices stated in the schedUles enumerated and 

described in said o:rderf.~:, which involved the minimum. weights o~ ... 
the Western Classification in connection With commodities moving 

1lllder the m1n1mam class rate eca.l.e. end.. suspended the operation 

o! said schedule8 until September 18.1925; 

It ~her appear~ that a hearing was held Janucry 15. 

1925 ana the prooeeding ~bm1tted; 
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It fU%ther appearing that the Interstat& Commerce 

ComQission in a parallel proceea~. lnveet1gat10n and SUSpens10n 

Do~et 10.2266, involving the same issues, concluded b~ decision 

rendered February 27.1925. that the carriers had not justified the 

proposed schedules nnd ordered the same cancelled on or before 

April 13,1925. The Interstate Co~erce Commission. 1n 1ts order, 

set forth that if any eharges ~d been assessed by the de~endant8 

on the b~sis of min~ class rates and miD1mum weights provided 

by the classificat1on·when the1r except10ns provide different 

~~ weights. they have been doing so 1n disregard of the pro-

Visions of their tariffs. 

It fttrther appearing that the defendant carriers. through 

their Agent. F.'W .. GoItph. notified this Commiss10n tulder date M.ai-ch 

17,1925 that they would put into ef~ect on intrastate traffic with£n 

California a rule corresponding witA that called for by the Inter­

state Co~erce Co~ssion's decision PebruAr.r 27.1925; thiS Tolun­

tary action of the carriers :nak1l:l.g mmecessary an opinion and order; 

It further ap~artng that Case No. 2055 involving the 

same tariff 1tems is likewise disposed of by th& order of the 

Interstate Commerce Commission ~d the voluntary action of the 

defendant cnrr1erB. and the COJ:l!)lo.illa.:c.t 1n this proceeding he.ving 

notified the Cor:m.SS1011, 1:c. writing. l:arch 19,1925. that ·it haS 

no objection to dismissal of Cnse No. 2055; 

IT IS HEREBY ORDEP3D t:b.at the defendants herein be 

and that are hereby notified and re~ired to cancel said sChedules 

on or before April 13. 1925 upon notice to this Comcise1on and to 

-2-



the genozoal. pubUc by not 1e88 than one (1) day's ~i11ng and 

posting in the manner preseribed in Section l4 of the Public 

Utilities Act. 

IT IS HEREBY iO~TBER ORDERED that Cases No.2055 

and No.2070 be snd tho same horeb:?, are dismissed. 
1"-

I>ated at Sen Fre.nc1sco,. California,. this 1 't 
dQ of March,. 1925. 

Comm1ssioners 
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