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BEFORE THEE RATIRCAD COXMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Bishop & Bahler, a Corporation,

Coxplainant,
vs. CASE ¥0. 2055

Southern Pacific Company, et al.,
Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

In the Matter of the Amemdments )

to the Minimum Class Rates and )

M:Ln:!.?o.m Car Chaxg‘ Schedule sas g

get fortha in tariffs of carrierxs

operating under the jurisdiction ) C4SE TO. 2070
of the Railroad Commission of the)

Stete of Celifornia. )

BY TEE COLZIXISSION:

ORDER O DISKISSAL

It appearing that by an order dated November 18,1924
and a8 sapialemented March 5,1925, this Commission ent‘orod upon
a hearing in Case J0.2070 concerning the lawfulneas of the regu-
lations and practices sta'tec‘i in the schedules enumerated and
described in said ordert, which involved the minimum weights of
the Western Classification in connection with commodities moving
wnder the minimmm class raste scale, exnd suspended the operation
of said schedules until September 18,1925;

It further appearing thet & hearing was held Janwery 15,
1925 and the ﬁrooeedfms gubmitted;

-l-




It further appearing that the Interstate Commerce
Commission in 2 parallel proceeding, Investigation and Suspension
Docket No0.2266, involving the same iséuea. concluded by decision
rendered Febrnary 27,1925, that the carriers had not Justified the
proposed schednles axrd ordered tho same cancelled on or before
April 13,1925. The Interstate Commexce Commission, in its order,
set forth that if e.ny' charges hed been assesaod, by the defendants
on the basis of minimmm cless retes znd minimum weights provided
by the clessifiocation.whem their exceptions provide different
minimom weights, they have been doing 80 in disregard of the pro-
visions of their tariffs.

It farther appearing that the defendant carriers, through
their Agent. F.W.Gompk, notified this Commiselon under dste March
17,1925 that they would put into effect on intrasstate traffic within
California a rule corresponding witz that called for by the Intex-
state Cormerce Commission's decision February 27,1925; this volux-
tary ection of the carriers making unnecessary an opinion and oxder;

T+ further apvearing that Case No. 2055 involving the

same tariff items is likewise disPoaed_of by the order of the

Interstate Cormerce Commission and the voluntery action of the
defendsnt carriers, and the complainant In this proceeding having
notified tre Cormission, in writing, Yarch 19,1925, thet it hae
no objection to dismissal of Case X¥o. 2055;

TP TS ETREBY ORDZRED tkat the defendants herein be
and they are horeby notified and required to cancel said schedules
on or before April 13, 1925 upon notice to +his Commission and to




the general public by not less than ore (1) day's filing snd
posting in the mamner prescribed in Section 14 of the Public
Ttilities Act.

IT IS EEREBY FURTEER ORDEEED that Cases No0.2050
and Yo0.2070 be and the same khereby are dismissed.

Dated at Sem Frencisco, California, this zfz /A

day of larch, 1926.
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