
Decision Uo. J t t 2. V 
; 

BEPORZ To."Z :aAILRO,b,j) cO'7:lrrSSIOr OF TEE STA~E OF CAr..!Foru~a 

In the ~tter of the Application of 
!!A3.~J:~ :E3.0S., a. co-pa.rtnership, for 
certificate of public convenience and 
necessity to operate general trucking 
and hauling service in Sant~ Clar~ 
County and from said Sant~ ClaxaCounty 
to the following Counties: alameda, 
S~ Eenito, S~n !~teot Sen Francisco 
and Contre Costa. That with regard to 
Contre Costa County limited to hau11ng 
of walnuts to end from said county for 
Ce11fornia Walnu.t GroVl0rs .A.ssociet ion. 
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Barry A. Rou.ser, for A~plicants, 
Gwyn E. Bakor for Oakland-S~n Jose Transportation 

Com,any snd ~ioneor Gibson Express, 
~rank A. Genson for'Z.C.Merrill, 
C.~.~hompson for Kiso Yasaneg~. 
J .. 3.Me Curdy for J. D. and J .';'I.U:lynard, 
M'J.rtin S. Vla.lsh for S .R.l'Aynard, 
L.!r • Bradshaw for Southern Pac i:f10 Company, 
E.G.Shoup and L.N.Bradshaw for ?eninsular Railway Co., 
Edw. Stern a.nd. A.S.'v/eston for American Railway Express Co., 
Spencer G. ?rime, for S. & G. Transport Co., J...G.Witt, 
and S~n Francisco and Sen Jose Pruit and ?roduce 
Transportation Co.~ 

!!a.rry a !'i:itcnell for Sa.n .Francisco-Sacra.mento Railroad Co. r 

Jemes Snell for E.J.Loonard. 
Reed J. Eekins for.Eakins Fireproof Storage, 

California Highway Z~ress and Consolidated . 
Purniture Y~ving Corporat1on. 

EY ~EZ COM]nSSION -

~. P. Martin and E. C. ~rt1n, as Martin Erothers, 

co-partners, have petitio~ed the Railroad Commission for an order 

declaring that public convenience and necessity requiro the oper-

st10n by them of an auto trucking service in and between the 
Counties of San lklteo, Santa Clara, S~n FranCiSCO, Contre Costa 

A p~blic hear~~ was conducted by Examinor Satterwbite 

at Sun Jose and the matter submitted.. under date of March 5,1926, 

tho Ra.ilr6ad CoQroission advised the applicants, in writing, that 

the service proposed was not an operation within the'meaning of 

t~e ~uto Stage and ~ruck Transporta.tion Act in that it ~s not an 
operation between fixed points or over a re~lar route, or routes, 
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and that unless within SO days sa1d a~plic&tion was amended 

so as to propose a service within the purview of ~he Act, 

it would be dismissed without prejudice. The 30 'days have 

elapsed, and no amendment has been filed. 

NOW, therefore, good cause appearing, 

IT IS ~~~3EY OP~EEED that this,application be and the same 

hereby is dismissed without Frejudice. 

Dated ~t San ~rancisco,Culiforn1a, this 3elc day of 

---'4...,.. ~{4~~ ____ ' 1926. 

00r:lml.ssionors. 
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