
Dec1s1on No. 

BEFOBE TEE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF '!BE STATE OF CALIFOINIA. 

-000-

SACRAME:Nl'O NORniERN RAILWAY, e. 
corporation, SOOTaERN PACIFIC COMPANY, 
; i~*1~r;¥.2ij fI!9U*~ ~91'9~ ~~ 
CO'MPANT. a corporation; !I!aE ATC'BISON. 
'I'OPEKA.. J.NO SANTA 1!'E RAILWAY C OMPA'NY, a 
CO!'po~e..t1.ou; :RAILWAY EXP'RESS AGE~'rCY, 
INC., a cor~orat1on, TEi RIVER lINES 
(~e Cal.1:rornia Transportat1on Company. 
Sacl'em.ento Navigation COlll!)8.ny, and 
Fay Transportation Company), 

Complainants, 
va. 

FR.AN.K McMANN, J'R., an individual doing 
business Wlder tl:le tin name end style or ACME TBANSFER COMPANY, 

Detendant • 

) 

~ 
1 

) 

) Case No. 5~ 

.Tou O. Moran, Roy G. R1ll.ebrand, Robert Bre:nnan, 
Wm. F. Brooka, Edward Stern end L. N. Bradshaw, 
tor Complainants. 

T. C. McGettigan, for the Defendant 

Reginald L. Vaughan and Willard S. J'obnson, by 
Willard.- S. Johnson, tor Regulated Ce.r.riel'B, 
Inc., intervener on behalr or Complainants. 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

OPINION 

The complaint herein tiled on October 18, 1932, charged 

defendant with conducting c:cmmon carrier truck operations be-

tween Oakland, Ca1irorn1a, on the one hend end Walnut Cre~, 

Concord, Clayton and Pittsburg, Ca:L1torn1a,. on the other hand 

in violation ot Chapter 213, Statutes or 1917, as amended. 
The matter was submitted on December 29, 1932, atter 

hee.r1ngs had berore Examiner Johnson. 

l. 



Although detendant's operations ~or a period were 
~ 

a~1ttedly in violation or the statute, it does not appear 

that they were in anr m~er unlawtul at the tlme or the 

til1ng or the canple£nt herein or tmmed1ately preceding such 
tiling. 

The complainants have railed to prove a ease against 

the detendant and the c c:mpl a. in t should be dismissed. 

ORD:ER 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the canpla1nt in the above 

matter be and the same is hereby di~ssed. 

Dated at San FranCiSCO, Cal1torn1a. th1S«e~day 
ot AprU 1933. 


