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Decision No. 25032,

BEFORE TEE RAILROAD COMMISSION & THE STATE OF CALIFORNTIA

UNITED PARCEL SERVICE OF LOS ANGELES, INC.,
& corporation,

Completnant,
vs. |

i
20tk CENTURY DELIVERY SERVICE, INC., & cor- ;
pora‘ciog; LOTIS M."T'GOODMAN;I doing business ; \
under the firm name aad style of "Coodmexn ‘

Delivery Service," Phil Jacobson, ; Case No. 3239
BenJamin Fullman, Joseph H. Noyes, 4
George Be. Gidson, Harry EHusted, 5
George Sloan,luther Marshall, L. Hemiltoxn, )
First Doe, & corporation, Second Doe, & )
corporation, Third Doe, & corporation, )
Pouzth Doe, Fifth Doe, Sixth Doe, Seventh )
Doe, Eighth Doe, Ninth Doe and Tenth Doe, )
)

Defendants. T e

Douglas Brookmern apd Fred G. Athearn, for Tt “ “"“
~United Parcel Service of Los Angeles, Inc.

Fraok P. Doherty, for Respondents.

CLRR, COMMISSIONER:

OPINTON ON ORDER TQ SHOW CAUSE WEY
w5 -

N ROU
- el

-,

On December 2lst affidevit in proper form was filed
with the Commission, Iin which it was alleged that 20%th Century
Delivery Service, Inc., Benjamin Fullman apd Joseph H. Noyes
bad violated the terms of the Commission's order herein, of date
O¢tober 24, 1932, and on Decoembder 27tk, by order, the corporation,
Fulloan and Noyes were cited 10 Show cause on J'amza::j 31, 1933 way
they should not be punished fer contempta

A pudlic hea::iﬁg ivas hed on the return day.

Violations of the Commission's order were charged to have

occurred on November 29 snd 30 and on December L, 25 Siand~6, 19324




It appeared that the 20th Century Delivery Service, Inc.v, on
De‘cem‘ber 1st, filed, effective or Decemder 2nd, an express terlff.
In the process of transition from the operations condemnod by the
order to those of &an express company taere may have beén technical
violations of the order, elthough the evidence 1s not clear that
evepn such oceurred. AT sny rate, the evidence presented 1odicated
thé:: the 20th Century Delivery Service, Inc. and the respondents,
its officers, mede e real offort %o comply with the Commission's
6:&0:‘ and to operate within the law.
| The power vested in this Comission by the Comstitution and

by the Public Utilities Act to punish for contempt is one which
should be used sparingly and only when and t0 the extent necessary
2o insure & resﬁect o= and &n observance of its lewful orders.
The Tecord &s here developed does not show this to be a case calling
for the exercise of this POWeT.

The following form of order is recommended:

OQRDER

A pudlic hearing‘ on the Order to Show Cause herein having
deen duly had and the matter subnitted,

I7 IS EERZBY ORDERED that the said proceeding to punish
for contempt be sad it is hereby dismissed.

The forogoing opinion ecd order on Order %o Show Cauge are
heredy approved and ordered filed as the opinion and order of the
Railroed Comﬂéssion of.' the State of Californic.

Dated at San Francisco, Celifornia, this éxf/ day of
. Februeory,. 1935




