
Decision No. 
''l -"... n. b 1', ..... 1-' .,." • V 

BEFOBE TEE BAII.ROAD CO!~SSION OF T"Zl: STATE OF C J~IFCIUrIA. 

-000-

. SOUTHERN PACIFIC COUPJ.JrI, e. corporation, 
TEE WES1ZRN PACIFIC BAII.F.OAD Cor!Pl..:N'!, e. 
corporation, SACR.A1~TO NORr2RN RA1LWAY 
C O!f.P ANY, a C orpo re. t ion, . TEE ATC EISON' , 
TOP':EXA. lJm SAJ.~TA FE FJJ.L7iAY COMPA1"Y ,a 
corporation, CENTRAL CA.tIFO~"r!A 'ffiACTION 
COMPA.~, e corporation, RP..!.LWJ.Y ~SS 
AGENCY, INC., a cQrporetion, S001EEBN 
P AI:, !FIe GOLDEN GATE FERRIES, L Tn _, e. 
corporation, end. It. W. ROGERS, eo1ng 
business as Sacrem.ento Motor Transport, 

Complainants, 

vs. 

) Case No. 3042 

C. P. STANBROUCH and JOHN DOE STJ.J>.'!BROUC£, ) 
C. I.. FItEEm', FIEST DOE, SECO~m DOE, 
THIRD DCE an~ DOE COMEAN'!, a corp-oration, ) 
dOing business under the tirm name and 
styles ot San hancisco-Stockton ~xpress ) 
C O:ll;P any , 3ols,O Stockton-Se.::. Fre.ncisco Express 
CompaD1, ~d Truck Transportation Com~any, ) 

Deten'ant. ) 

) 

BY TEE COMMISSION: 

Decis10n 25369 a~judged C. P. St~brough end C. L. 

Filbert guilty ot contempt and. <r'dered that each be :punished by' 

a t1ne o! $500 and by !1ve days' ~pr1sonment, and in ~etault. 

of :9ayment o! s:.eb. :tine) ordered. that they be comm1 tted to the. 

County J"e.:tls o't the City :?nd. County of Sen Franciseo and o't 

the County ot Sacre.mento, :respectively. On J'anue.ry 11, 1933 

end pursuant to the above decision, ord6rs t~r the attadiment 

o~the bodies o~ the respect1ve respondents were sent to the 

sb.er1tts of the above counties, which co:nm.1tment or'e:-s C1rect

eO. that each respondent be camn1t~ed and. detained fer a period 

ot rive' days. 
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On ~anuery 20, 1933, neither or the tines hav.tng ~een pe1d, 

the Commission issuedturther orders tar attachment, d~eet1ng that 

each respondent be committed and detained until he had paid ~ 

satistied his tine, ~pr1s~ent not to exceed one day tor each 

ti ve dolla.rs ot the ti.na that should rem.ain unpaid. 

On March S, 1933 respondents tiled. a. Petition ta: M~ !1ca

tioD. and the Co~ission, in accor~anee with Section 64 of the 

?ublic Utilities Act, issued its order setting hear1ng on petition 

tor modif1cation ot Decision 25369. At the hearing affidavits by 

each ot the respondents were introduced in evidence. Each attid.avi t 

states that the ett1ant has been and s till is una.ble to paY' a'i..l 

or etlY' pe.rt or .the :='ine imposed; that he does not noW' oVln, c·Olltrol 

or manage, directly or indirectly, e.ny motor vehicle utilized in 

·transportation or property tor h~e 1n common carriage outSide tba 

·11m1 ts or incorporated mun1cipali'ties; end e.vows that he Will 

not engage in eny truc~1ng "ous1::less in contre.ventio::l ot the orders 

ot or ~he laws administered by this Co~1s$ion. 

Goo~ cause appear1::l.g, IT IS E'EREBY OR!E?ED that Dee1s1..on 

25369 is hereby amended in part by reduc~s the amount oe the tine 

tmposed upon each respondent trom $500 to $275, and the Sacret~ 

o! the Commission is directed to issue an Amended Order tor tm 
,Atte.cllment, ot the Bod~ ot c. P. Sta:l.brough direoted to the Sheri!! 

o'!' the C1 tye.nd County ot Sa:c. Franc1 seo, and an .Amended Order ta: 
the Attachment 0: the Body ot C. L. Filbert directed to tAe Sher.tt: 

o'!' the County of Sacremen to, mod1ty'.l.!lg in accordance :te rew1 tl t!:le 

prior commitment orders directed to the above Sheritts and dated 

~anuary 20, 1933, and to attach to each ot se.1d Ame:ded Orders tor 

Attachment a certified copy ot this o=der, wh1dl shall ~e made a 
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part t:::J.ereo!'. 

In all other =ea?ects said Decision 25369 shall re-

~n in ~ll foreeand eftect. 

Dated at San hanci seo, Cali~or::lia) t1l1 s 14th dey· . 

or March 1933. 
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