
Decision No'. I' t 9 I 

BEFORE TE3 ~!LROAD COr:.maSSION 0:2 TE:E STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
FLOD E:. AlrnERSON for certificate of ) 
public convenience and necessity to } 
operate freight service consisting 'of ) 
the movement of prodncts and implements ) 
of husbandry and other farming necessi- ) 
ties from f~rc to farm, and from and ) 
to farm to and from loading point, ware- ) 
house ~d othor initial points, in Yolo. ) 
Col~sa and Sutter Counties in the vicin- ) 
ity of Knights Landing. } 

Application l~o .ll3,70 

C.C.Mc Donald for applicant and S.A.~thews, 
Floyd E. Anderson in propria persona, 
Neal Chalmers for Wm. ~ Dermott, 
:a.B.~uther, C.L. lAdue, E.1!. Cave and Pierce Eros., 

and Mc Intyre and Anderson, 
J. E. Z4ngenour for C. Agard and. :Bailoy eSc :Bowen, 
E.W.Ar=nf'ield and L.I. Me Aim, Sacramento ltorthern aailroad Co., 

Protestants, 
John W. Johnson for a.Z.W!lles and F.Y"f.Walee, ::?rotestante, 
C.E.Spear for Southern ?!lciiic Company, Protestant, 
A.J.Watts for Central California Traction Company,Protestant, 
1V.~.ilarner, Sacramento .k.uto ~ruck and Winters Auto Truck Line, 

Protestants, nm. E. 3ulkeley for Liberty Trcnsfer Company, and Consolidated 
Purniture Moving Corporation, Protestants. 

ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

Floy~ R. Anderson ~s petitioned the E~l1road COmmiSSion for 

an order declaring that pnblic convenience and necessity reqnire 

the o~er~tion by him of an a~to trucking service 1n the Counties 

of Yolo, Col~sa and Sntter in the vicinity of Knights Landing. 

A ~~blic hearing was conducted by Zxaminer Satterwhite at 

Woodlan~ and the matter submittad. ~nder date of ~rch 9, 1926, the 

lmilroad C,ommiss ion advised the applica.nt. in wr 1t1ng, that the 

service proposed was not an operation within the meaning of the 

A~to St~ge ~d Truck Transportation Act in that it was not an oper-

~tion between fixed points or over a regular route or ro~tes, and 

that unless with~ 30 days said a~plication was amended so as to 

propose a service within the purg1ew of the Act, it would be d.is-

missed withont prejudice. The 30 days have elapsed and no smendment 
hs.s been filed. 



Now~ therefore, good. oause appear1ng. 

IT IS :~:REEY ORDERED that this applic~t1on be and the same 
hereby is diSmissed w1tho~t prej~d1ce. 

:Dsted at San ~ra:ncisCQ' • california, thie ~ ~~ dq of April. 
1926. 
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