
Dec1sion No. '2 " ..... (\ ~ 
, .......... o:;)v 

BEFORE 'mE: R.~ILROAD COMMISSION OF TEE ST .. ~TE OF C .. U!FOR.~...A 

-000-

MOTOR FREIGHT TERMINAl. C CUP,ANY. s. c or
poration, and SA..~ .TOJ;~UIN v.tI.I.i'Y TRANS
PORTATION COMPANY, a corporation, 

C oml'la man ts • 

vs. 

C. Soo TABER; C. Roo TABER; W. J. TABER; 
Coo Soo TABER, C. R. TABER and W • .Too TABER, 
as co-partners doing business under the 
tirm name and styl e or TABER BROS., 

Detendants. 

BY TEE COMMIssrON: 

) 

) 

) Case No. 2881 

ORDER DlsassmG ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 
FOR L~aK OF JURISDICTION 

On 1uly 18, 1931 an "App11cation for Order to Show 

Cause and Affidavit or Serv1ee~ was ti1~d with the Commission, 

asld.Ilg that Coo S. Taber, C. Roo Taber, and Woo :roo Taber be or'dered 

to ~.ow cause w~ they should not be punished for contempt tor 
vio1atton ot our Dec1sion No. 23327, directing the cessation 

or certain caomon carrier trucking operat10ns. Such order 

to shoW' cause was issued on August 11, 1931. By their answer 

defendants allege that the "Application tor Order to Show Cause 

and Mf'1daVit ot Serv1ce~ is 1Its~r1e1ent to give the Comm1sslon 

a'JJy jurisdiction to issue a'fl'Y' judgment or order of' contempt 

upon the ground, among others, that the allegations relattng to 

the alleged v1olations ot the order by defendants are conelustons 

o"r law and not statem.ents or tact. 

1. 



The Commission being ot the op1nion that the "App11ca

tion tor Order to Show 'Cause and Afridavit of se~ice~ upon 

which the above order to ~ow cause was based is tnsurtic1ent 

u~on its face to conter jurisdiction to issue said order to 

show cause in that eVidentiar.y tacts are not therein alleged, 

and express£ng no opinion and not passtng upon the merits ot 
the contempt alleged, 

IT IS HEREBY OP~ERED that said order to show cauee 

issued 011 AUgust ll., 1931, is hereby dismissed solely tor tl:e~ 

reason or la~ or jurisdiction. 

Dated at San Fr~e1seo, California, this 

of J'anuary, 1932. 
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