
Deoision. NO •. dvtf/ • 

BEFO?3 THE' ?.AILROAD COMMISSION 0'3' T:s:E 

) 
In the Matter of the A~plie$tion of ) 
?OMON1:. VAL'IZY TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAl'H ) 
UNION" ONTARIO ~1D UP~ ~ELEPRONE ) 
C01!PANY, and TE:E ?ACIF IC ~ELE!>E:ON.E ) 
~'D TELEGRA...."OR COMP.UrI for au.thorize.- ) 
t10n to discontinue so-oalled free sor- ) 
vioe now being rendered between ta.e ) 
exohange systems of Pomona Valley ) A~p11oation No. 11,480. 
Telephone and Telegra~h Union and ) " 

Onta.rio ana.,Uple:nd Telephone Compe.l:lJ", ) 
and to make effeotive in lieu thoro- ) 
of standard interohange rates as now ) 
on file with the Com:iss1on for the ) 
sorvioe involved. ) 

--~--~-----------------------) 

?'. t::. Pitzer 1.md Erneet Irwin, for !>omona Valley Telephono 
a.I:.d. Telograph Union, one of tho appliesnts • 

. James G •. Marehtl.ll, for Onta.rio and Uplllnd. Telephone 
Com:9SollY, a.nd for Paoific Telephone and Telegre.ph 
Com~sny, algo np~liesnts. 

E.·E. Jolliffe, City Attorney, :for Cit,. of Onta.rio, 
protestant. 

Ral'ph C. B:oIllt).n, Ci til Attorney, for City 0'2 Chino, and '2or 
Chino Chamber of Commerce, protestants. 

Isaac Jones, for Chamber of Co~orce of Ont~rio, ~d for 
OntariO Eusineea~enrs Association, protostants. 

Ernest Irwin, for California Indopendent Telo~hono 
ASSOciation, an intere3ted party. 

Vincent G. Luces, for O~t~rio Chacber of Commeree and 
certain Agricultural Intorests. 

BY TE:E COMMISSION: 

o :P I N ION -----..-.---_ ... 
On'February ll, 1926, this Commission issued its Docision 

No. 15984 in the above entitled mAtter ordoring tho .:Pomona. Valley. 

Tele~ho~eand Telegraph Unio~ and the Ontario and Upland ~elephono 
'Company to discontinuo on and $ofter March 1, 1926 the furnishing 

o! tAe so-callod free toll service between Chino n:d Ontario and 
•• ' I 

CAino and. Upland and th.o.t on s%ld. afterhtc.rch 1,1926:Th"" :~" 

-1-



~a.c-i'!'ic Telephone and ~elosra.:ph COr:l:Pe.ny sha.ll furnish toll, eer-

'vicebetween Chino and Ontario and between Chino and U~land and 

charge and collect the initial rate of five cents (5" per mes~ 

sage. 
O:c.Peb::"".;J.e.ry' 27, 192t5, the Commission receivod's. potitio:l 

from t:o.o City of OntariO, Chamber ot Commerce of Onta.r10 and 

othors requesting tl rehea.ring of this COmr:liss1o:c. 'I s' Deoision a.bove, 

referred to. ~h1s Commission then issued its Order settiIlg ,s,sid.e, 

the Order in J)ocisioll No. 15984 and re-o:peued the' l'l'ocooding for, 

the :purpose of receiving further testimony. 

The rehee.r,1ng in this matter was then held. before Exam-

iner Williams in the City of ~omona.. on Y~rch 15. 1926~ at ~Aich 

time and:place the matter was submitted. 

It is the contention of the City, and tho Chamber of 

Commerce of OntariO that the 'esta.blishment of the five cent (5~) 

toll ra.te betweon OntariO and Chino would :place Ontario iu.an un-
fa.vorable position rel~tive to Chino as compa.rod with _?omon~ a.:c.d 

that the telephone service ~etw~en OntariO ~nd. Chino should be 
, , . 

furnished, upon the SD.me basis a~ telephone service oetwee:o:~omona 

s.nd. Chi:lo •. . ' 
There ap~ears to the Co~ission at this time to 00 ~ 

number of questions regarding the tele~hon0 .service·to the various 

commun1tiesservod by the utilities involved in this. :proceed:1.ng 

that should be investigated 'before the d.iscontinuance of ,the, eo-

called free service existing between Chino and Ontari~, an~ for this 
, , 

reason we·are of the o~inion that tho Order in DeCision No. 15984 

should "00 sot asid.e and the.t s:p:Plicants f request for· the dis¢OX;-: 

tiuUAnce of this service shculd"oe denied. 

ORDER ............. ---
The Ro.11road Co:mr.!.ss1on on Febrtlary 27 ~ 1926, having 

:tsS'Ued. its Supplemo::lts.l Order .s.etting a.sid.e the O:-dor as conto.1n-
, . 



ed in Decision l~o. 15984, dated. Pob:ru.s.ry 11, 1926, in tho above 

entitled proceeding ~~d having re-o~ened this ~rocaeeing for the 

::9Ul"l'ose of receiving fur,thor testimony, a. public rehea.ringhaving· 

been held sud the m$tter hAving been submitted and now ready,for 

decision: 
Tho Railroad Commission of tho State of C~lifornia.here

by finds as a fact that the Order in this Comm1seion'sDecieion ~o~ 

15984 in APplics.tioXl.N'O. 11480, d.ated February 11, 1926, should. 'bo 

vacated and. set asid.e, and. that a~plicat1on of the?omoDa Valle~ 

Tele:phone and 'Xe1egra.;ph Union, the ontariO and Upl~nd Telephone . . . 

company and ~he Pacific' Telophone and Tolegraph CompaDYrequesting . 
the diacont'inu$Jlce of the eo-called free toll service between 

Chino and OntariO Exchanges should bo denied.. 

:Basing its Order on the'foregoing:findings of fc.ct and 

upon s'C.ch other findings. of fs.ct as are set, forth in the ". Opinion' 

preceding this O~do~~ 
, . 

IT IS E:EREEY O?DERED tha.t tho urdor of the Railroad C,om-

:niss1o:c. in its Decision No. 15984 in Application NO': 11480 ,. datod 

Febrt:/.8.ry 11" 1926~ be and it is hereby vacated·and. sota.side. 

IT IS :s::E?.EBY ],'O'STHER ORDERED that the e.:pp11cationof 't he 

~omonaValley Telephone s:c.d. Telegraph Union, the OntariO and U~ . 

ls.nd Te'lophollC comparuand. Tho ?Mific 'J:elephono a.nd Telogrs.phCom- . 

:p~', requesting o.uthor1 ty to d.iecolltinue the so-ce.lled froe toll 

... .' 

·1>1,___ . 

zervice between Chino and onta:::i0 Exche::lge3. 'be s.nd. theswne !S-:-hore-

by denied. 
Da.ted at San :i?ro:c.cisco, California, this 

~<L, 1926. 

u , . .... - . 

commissioners. 


