
Decision ~:o. j(P..{ ~ ./ 
BEFO?E TEE ?.A.ILROAD, COMMISSION OF TEE STA~ OF CALIFOP.NIA 

In the l!B.tter ef the AP'21ico.t10n ,of A. H. ~T'".J'.Alr . 
to. eperate a special trucking service within e 
rsd,1us e:! SO miles of the Oity"of San Joao~ C!il1f. 

BY TEE CO~~:rSSION: 

ORDER OF DISMISZll 

) A,plicat10n 
) No. 12344 
) 

7~?AS, the spplicant in the aoove-ontitled proceeding 

has :lot taken advantage of the oppertuni ty offered. by the ?a.ilroo.d. 

Commie,Sion and amend.ed zaid applic at i-on by substituting ier the op

e::-ation h\~rei:a propes ec1, e. service betweeln fixed. termini or over eo 

rego,lar route or routes, thus bringing said. application W1 thin the 
, ' 

:::leaning ef the Auto Truck end Transportation Act; and 

:iJ"EE'!REAS, said applicant bas been duly advised. by the 

:as.ilroad. ~Ommission under date of Februo.ry 3, 1926,. that unless 

said amendment was tiled within a peric;a of thirty (SO) de.ys the!e-
" 

after said a.pplicati~:::t would 'be diz:xr.1ssed Without prejudice for the 
. ' 

:reason that the Commieaion T S jurisdiction docs not cover the c'har-

acter of service :herein proposed in that the serVice is not 1'ro1'o$-
..... I· 

&d to be conducted "between fixed termini or over a regular route.w 

Now, therefore, good cause a~pea.ring,. 

IT IS E:E?EBY OP.!>:s:?3D that this a.pplica.tion 'be, and the 

same is herebyd1smi$.sed Witheut prejudice. 

:O~ted at' San Francisco, Oalifornia, this'trot#:. de.:v of 

'rn~~, 1926. 

.' 


