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Zarry See, the Brotherhood of 
Railroed ~r~i~~en, by FAr~y S~e, 
its St~te Representstive, 

Co:::n.plc.1nant p 

VS. 

Southern Pacific Company, 

~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

) 

( 

) 

( Case No. 3360. 

) 

( 

Earry See, for ~ne eo~?16inc.nt. 

Henle~f C.Booth, for the c.c:Cende.nt. 

BY ':'EZ C O:.:aSSI OX: 

~he co!n?:~ :~ne.ntz :"'!.ere!in reek en order f::om th1 s Com-

::c.is::;ion esai::..st defendant in ticcords.nce v::~h the law and the racts 

concerni~g the r~~ing of e pa~s~nser train of tou= Cars O~ 

def~ndent~s ~ain line desi&~~ted ss the Coast Division ~etween 

Sa~ Jose end S~~ FranciSCO on the 17th dey of Se~te~er, 1932, 

vii th a train crew ccnsi stins ot one co nductor, Olle engineer, 

Olle fireman and one brakeman, in violation or Section 1 or the 

Defenc.a=. t in its o.."levrer sr-.rts up c. first defense that the 

co~~1~in6nt is seeking an orde~ beyond end in excess o~ the powers 

o~ this Commission, n~ely en o~der en~orcing the Full Crew AC~ 

and intlict:i.ng e penulty und.o::' soid stc.tuto .. 1..3 a second d.e~ens".) 

the de:re~d:.tnt cle.i:::.~ thct this Cornn:.iss10n is asked to :lake c.n 

order in excoss 01' its jurisdictio~, end as 5 third defense the 

defe:'.dent c3..ein:s that the cO:i-:ple.inent is ~ot authorized to com-

,lain under Section 60 ot t;"e ?1..:blic Utili ties ; .. ct. 

1. 



A public hesri~g u,on the issues as joined was held OJ 

EX~ner ~oh~zon at S~n Fr5n~isco on Nove~ber 22)19~2. At th1s 

heering the fe.cts alleged in the co:~plcin t were stipulated ~s trJ.e, 

the cttorney :or the Southern ?~c:i.fic Com,ar.y, Eon.ley C.Eooth, pre-

se:. ting e. c O?y of e. letter 'f:rc:n. F .L.3U!"ck hal ter, General Ivbnager) 

to Guy 't.Sho'.;.p, Gcnerc.l Solicitor of the Cc:::lpe.ny, e.0!l!it"t1ng the 

viol ation 0 f the Full Crew Len es charged.. It we.s stipuleted. 

S!ld orde:-ed that this letter be l::troduced end filed in lieu o"r 

per3Greph 2 of t~0 an.swer of t~e Southern ?~citic Company. 

The 'f:acts theroto:-e being ad.ci tted 8:'l.d the ve.nous plees 

as to jurisdiction. hav~ng been p~viously ruled on by this Com-

~iss~on in ruvor o~ the jurisdictio!lel rights to decide the ~ues-

t10n involvee here, there ~ust be c finding in fe.vo= or the com-

!'la.i ne.nt s. 
We therefore find ~s e. tact th~t said defendant dia on 

the 17th dey ot September,1~32t run end pe:o.i t to be run, e. l'~s:sen-

ger train of fo~r cers O~ its ~~in line deSignated es the Coast 

Divizion, between stztions on th0t reil~oad deSignated as San 

Jose and Son. Pre.nci seo, e di:;'t8:..ce o'! approxi::mtely 46.9 mile s, with 

s. trsin ere71 consisting of one co:-:.ductor, one e=-sineer, one t1re-

:!len end one br::l~<e~n, such tre.in be:i.::.g desig!18 ted as train 

No.107, lecving San Jose zt O~ 3~Out 5:40 c.m. anc arriving at Szn 

Francisco at or about 7:15 a.m., seiQ operst10n being in viol~t1o~ 

0: Section 1 o~ the lew known as the Cslitornie Full Crew La~, 

Statutes ot 1911, acd the statutes ~ffiendatory thereo~ and sup-

ple~~!ltal thereto. 

O?.DER - - - --
Comple~~t h~ving been ~3de to this Co~ssion os cbovo 

enti tled, e pu"'J11c r.ec.rir.g ::av:' ng been held thereat, the :aa tter 

hcving been duly submitted end the CO!:'ll!lission being fully cdvised 

in the p remses: 



IT IS EEP.E3Y FCU~D AS A :FACT thet on the 17th clay ot 

Septenber,193Z, in t~c ODer~tion of a passenger trein 01' ~ou= 

cars, detendant did "liolate the p:-ovisions of' the full cr.;lW b.w, 

ell as more pe.=tici1la:::-1Y set torth i:::l the foregoing opinion; 

cnd 
IT IS EZ?.EBY ORDZ?SD that the Secreter:r ot the Rllilroec. 

Co~ission fo~erd to the District Attorney of Sent3 Clare County 

c certified copy of this Opinion end Orde=, togetner with the 

:::-equest that ePP1'Opriate p:ocl'Jedirl.e;s be instituted against 

dete~dcnt or its :::-esponsible cffice=s under the provisions o~ 

the Full Crew Law. 

Dated e.t Sen Fr:;;'!ICi seo, Californitl, thi s //}#o.ay ot 

Dece:llber, 1932. 

3. 


