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Fred. Msrtin .. Attorney for Petaluma. Chamber of 
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On April 16, 19.20~ Pa:ria P. Lawson p filed $Jl a.pplication ' 

eNo,. 5581l With the Railroad Commission a,skillg permission to 

este.blizh sorv~ce tor the transportation of light freight, express 
, . 

and. parcels by au to tra.ck b'etween Sa:a.sa11,to and Santa., Ross. and a.ll 

intermedia.te points., At the hesrilJg on this applica.tion, represen-



tativea of the American :Railway Express Com:pe:c.y a.nd . the N'ortb.- .. 
. . . 

western l>aeifi,cR8.ilros.a. Company were present s.nd offered no 

objection to the form of servi,ee proposed. to be carried. on ,b:,v 

te.weon s.sd.eeor1bed. in hie tl.:ppl1oat:1'oll.. On June 8, 1920, the 

'aw11cat'10nwae granted. (Dee. NO'. ,'l694) '~e order of the 
• • • H 

COmmission, ~n.nt1ng ~uch s.ppl1Cs.t1.0Xl. 'contained: the follOWing 

ltm~ge: 

"~eRa1ir.oad Camm1ssion hereby deelares't~t public 
co~veDienceandnecess1t.1requ1re the operation by 
Pari,s P., La.wson, of !lon sutomob1le e:r.:,press service as 8-
common .earr1er of expresz ,'s:c.a. 'light :O:e1ghtbetween 
Santa Roea and Sausalito .and. intermediate po~ts.~ 

On December :8" 1920, the 3a.1lros.d Comm:1SSio11 authorized. 

the trs:o.sfer by said., Paris P. Lawson of such ,opers.t1ve rights 

as. were covered.''b,- said eerti!ics.te to F. J .. M¢She::r:r:7~ (;.'PP~ . 

. 
on/Ms.y' 2, 1921, es.1d F. J. McSher:-y made application'to 

" ," • , .... ' 1'1 ~ • 

the Comm1ss10n (No .... 6.56S,) for permission to trs.nsfer~ue:o. opera-

tive rig:htss.s he possessed, b:y virtue of said. certif:tcate, to 
, , 

the San Rafael Freight & ~ansfer Company. A public heor1ng 

was. ~eld. on tbia'appl1cat1on and ~e Xorthwester.n Pec1t1c Ra11-

road. Compe.ny, and. the .Petal:w:na. & Santa. :Roea :Railway Company' 
\' 

s.ppe~ed tmd protested against the transfer.. ~e ;protest o~ . 
theso ra1lro!J,ds'wae based. on the alleged facts that the original . 
cert:tficate of Lawson was intended to perm t only the trsnspor-

, . , 

ts.tion of newsp~:pere, 'sm.a.ll 'pareels or pa.eka.ges s:nd some '48.1%7 

pl"od.uets, wherea.s, }.to-Sherry ~as ca:rryil'lg :f're1gh t of ever,:!' 

description. Protestantaeought to, have the, or1~1 eort1:f'1-

ea.teamend:ed: 0:0 m.odified a.n6. the term "J.igh~ fre~ghtrr defined. 
• • 'j • • ~' 

as :c.es.n1ng' newspa.pers, parcels a.n,d, da.1r~, prod:a.ote. The 8opp11-

eatio:c.to' ,transfer the operative rights :o:om McSherrY to the 

S8n Ra.fael ,Com,panywas' granted. a.nd in the Commission's d.ecision 
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.. , 

(N-o.91.26) the folloWing statement WIlS ~de. 

"T'.a.e eontent1'o:c.e of protestants have no status in 
this proceeding the protests of the Northwestern 
Pacifi0 Railroad Cor.npt:J.IJ:1 and tho Pets.lumo.& Sante. 
Ross. Railway Comps,ny being ma.tters to be properly 
brought before the COmmission by formal complaint 
or .pet1:t1orJ. :for a.,re~open1llg of the proceed1lle;s in 
appl.icat1on No. 558l.," 

,0:0: 'MfJ.y 14th aud' 'M/J."3' 24th .. 1921, respectively, fo~ 

eompl.e.1n'ts were' filed by 'tile Peta1UIllZl &: Sant:9- 'Rosa.' Rai1wll"3' 
\ t '.' 

Company and. the Northwestern Pa.C1f:t:O F.a.:1.lr,oad ComPS,ny, ask1ng 

tbit the ori'g1:c.al perDl1t gra.nted to Paris p~ lIaws,;n, in re':' 

sp'ollse ~ Applica.tion No. 5581, be ~end.ed to perm1tonly' the 

operati<>ll of, ,an "'express and. pa.l'c-el d.e11very" sernee as 
,. . .. 

contemplated. in that app11ea.ti'on and. as intond.ed by the 

Com:1ssion when the, pe.rm1t was is&uod. It was also a.sked. that 
, . 

the term "expreee nnd parcel delivery" ~e define~ /lato woight 

and. 81zo ~:f'pa.rcels and. expr~ss packages to b~ handled.' On 

J'aJ.'y" U,,' and.' Augo,et 17, 1921', resPeot1vei:r,' the said. oomplaints . , 
were amend.ed. and. on Sept~mber 19th the eases were oonsolid&tod 

. . ,... ... 
for hear1:c.g before Ex:e:m1ner GearY' e.t santa Ross.. ' 

.', ' -- ".. . ~ , . ....., " 

, ... , 

Before it can be d.etermined whether pls.1nt1:f:ts are en-
I • c' .' 

titled to "the' r'elie:f theY' a.sk or to' tJ.D:1l"elief, we thillk'i,t 

.rira.st first be d.eterminea. what' was meant by the term "light 
.. ' '. ,,...,.., ." " . 

:f!:re1ght'" ,1;' thcor1g1na.l oertif1cate issued ':to' L~wson and now 

held. bY' the San Rafa.el company. This cs.u o~. be determ1ne4. by 

s.:c. 1napeot1on of the pleadings and. re'oords in App11catio,n' 5581. ..~ 
+ '. ". ' 1"1' •• 

, ' . , ' , ,.,' '" , 

We believe ths.t when" cl.oub:t or u.ucerts.~ty existss.e to the 'me~-
'.' - '. 

ing of a preVious decision, or order, t~e Commissio:::l. may' consult, 

the' plead.ing2 and. rocords in 'the proceeding. ,to e:oa.bJ.e' :11 t to settle 
" . '.' , '. :', 

the doubt. Certa.1:cJ.Y wher e a. compl8.1llt is mad.e sPeei:f! cally 
'I' . , '. ~ ... 

asking ths.t1a. preVious ,ord.er be cbaxlged ,or amended to 'show its . . " ,~ . . 

tra.e meaning theCommisS1 on ma~ consult the' record on which the 

ord.er thus a.ssailed. wa.s predicated. , .' 
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In the original. .e.ppl1C8.t1on of Paris P. Lawson :for a 

eert1ficate,the following statement appeared:' 

"~.c.e petitioner proposes to take light freight and 
express and parcele to be delivered at pOints ~long 
the.road'as above setforth nnd along the route pro-
pose~ herein. 'No other tr~sportation comp~ wil1 
handle the work proposed to.be done along the l~o, 
between the points herein named~. . 

At the hearing of this applica.tion, Mr. Lawson test1-

fiedas follows: 'C~anseript. A:pp,l. 5581",p •. 3.) 
~I ~opoee. to. ca.~·express and light packages, 

$ueh. e.s ex.press. paekages, where :vou take a.n order" 
they give you an order and you fill it along the 
roa.d at those pla.ces a.s you come to',' and. :!11J. it. '" 

.. 
The repr~sentative'S of the Americs:c. Railway Express Company 

and. the .No:::'.thwostern Pa.cific Ea.ilroa~ CompaIG" were present. e.t, 

t:b.is. hear1:agand after Mr. Laws.on had sta.ted the kind of service 

he, intended. 'to engage in, the fo11owi%lg. statements were made: 
~ . 

(Transcr1pt, Appl. 5581, p.. 10) 

. ~. Rogers: (Attorney for American Railway Express 
compan:v) Mr. Commissioner, the American :Railwa.y :E!x.lires8 
companY'. ttlke no· exoeption to the serVice. l.t is a. 
service that we do' not give to FJJlY extent. As I tlnder-
etano., it is simpl:v a. :paroel delivery in this par:t1cular.. 
territory.": 

Mr .. Msggs.ra.:(Genera.l Ma.nager of the Pet8.l'Qlll.S. & Santa. 
Rosa. Ea.11way', Transcript, Appl. 5581, p. 15) I would. likQ to 

s.sk the Commission if the a.pplico.tion could be conf1ned. 
to pareel deliveI7 serVice, excluding expresz, the' term , 
'ex:Press'? ~he :tdes. of that is this, th$t if this 8.pp-l1-

. ca tion should be granted ana. lim1 ted wherebY' the service 
can. not be extended, nnd. the fra:c.ebise oannot betra.ns-· 
fcrred or d,i,sposed. of for a. . different ld.nd. of serVice' 
W1 thout another hea.riIlg before ,~o CO:nm1&eion~ . . 

, ' 

EXAMINER GEAEt: Mr. ... M8ggard.. the 8.pp9-icat1on simply . 
requests authority ·to .transpor~t . small .a.rti·cl.es. expressage. 

Ma. w.. F. GEARY: CA ttorney for the PetalumA & Sa:o:ta' :Ross. . 
Railwt7.7)., n.a.t you"mean 13, if the· appl1cat1onwere granted 
for the, l1mi ted. p'C.%'pose, perm! tt!ng him to he.nUe the' 
%ltJ.t"a.re of pa,ckS.ges ,thc.t ho hils test1~1ee.he 1a now hnneJ.ing, 
and. without 1ncrea.s1ng his equ1ptlcn t or 1ncreasing his' 
sohedu.le, and. .g1VitJ.g Mm., - limitillg and. :prevent1~ the 
trsnsfer of the franchise ~ st:.eh s. lim.i ted franch1ee as tho 
C?:nznss1on might grant Mm., ,"ou wottl,d. have noob.jeetion"l 

A.. ZoAt is the' POiD:t. 
E:X:AMINERGE&cr: . Wel~,. !lll:'.Ge~, the a.pp:J.i oati on is limiteCL 
to juzt thet .. thing, t.o express' pa.ckagese . 

I'" _·w·-
~.',.' ,., 

,11##11 ....... '-' 



!m. w. F. GEARY: Eight here, for instance, this is the 
point, :Mr. Examiner, that the CompanY' he runs runonc 
round t:r1,l) 0. da:,r at s. time when ,the ,companY' that; r:,opre-
sent a.nd. Mr. Maggard. is'1:c.terested.1n docs not rend.er 
senic.e. Xe sho'IIld. not .. howeV'er, Wi tJioUt. :o.s;.ving to a:p:ply 
for a new :perIni t, be. e:r.J.a.'bled to increa.se his. business so·· as 
to. , put: on, . .o.-p.d1 t10nal earriers and' oper.a. te: 's.:o: extended schod.ule; 
then we would. obj eo t. . 

• 't, • 

"='.xJ..'Ml1\~,',G7A:s:Y:, ?lell •• tha.t canno·t 'be done w1 thout mak:tIlg 
a. ne.w applica.tion. unless, more . 'business is d.eveloped.,·,more 
express b~1nos.s. ' 

. . 
TE:S 'NITNESS:: In ,other., words, thenp~ l:Gr. Exs.miner. this 
a.pplication'might be limit'cd to the schedule shown ib.ere~ 
and ·mad.e non-t:r&:l.sfers.'ble',· Wi t".a.ou.t another formal hear-. 
ing and. we could then make our objections. . 

EXAMINER G.E.A3Y: Well, 'thoze c'ondi tiona ~e 1nco:rpors.te~ 
in every' -order o~' the Commission. thoY' emmot be tra.:c.sterred 
imlose' on s. .formal order, of, the Commission.". 

In the, ord.e:'o:f' theC~mm1ss1on gr:s.nting Mr. Lawson the 
, . ' 

certifiea.te ~or :which he asked,. the follOWillg statements appear~ 

'''Itms not t4o' intention ,of appliea:o.:t to cha:lge. the. 
'cb.a:'s.ctor o:f' the business 'being d.one, but ra.ther to , 
plAoe tho opera.tions ,within the 1'SW~ and. by tariff yub11~, 
cation establisA fixed. rates to be collec,ted for j:he . 
service performed whi¢h.:appesrs to be no,th1:og more nor 
less than the delivery ot news;papere and small paeka.gc2 

. of merc:b.a.nd1se, ieo'crea:n:,and dairy prodJ:z.ets~ .. 
. .. 

~~hc Nortbwestorn ~aci!io Bailwa7, Petaluma & Ss:c.t~ Ros~ 
Ra1lmz.y, and. tile ,American ~a.ilws.y Express e:c.teredappes.rn.:c.ces~ 
but introd'C.ced no test1mony'in opp5e1t10ll to the s.pp11c.s.t1on. 
1 t 'bc1ngthe ,general opinion ths.t Mr. LawsO:c,T s serVice: d,td 
not ,s'C.!f1ciently interfere mth"any business wh1oh:ws.~ or' 
could.be, handled. 'OJ the regularly established. tr$Jl$ports.t1,on, 
compall1,es. , . , 

"Atter' oO:rlZ1.derat1on of. the ev.1dence in tbie proceediXlg,. 
we are of the opin1on that there is a ;publ1c convenience 
and. necessity for tbe opera.t1o::l '0,. PariS ? ,·Lawson of ,an' 
automobile "express ~d. parcel d.eliver,- ,.se:l:V1ce hetween, 
Santa. RosS., and. ~n.11to and the 1ntermed~te :pointe.·" .. .. ' 

, ' . 
. It will 'be seen !:rom the ·a.bove that Mr. Lawson llimself , . 

intended. to carr) on an express and psr:cel delivery service 'and t'h....a.t 
all the parties ,to the hearing 'C%l.deretood tbAt that 7WS.S the :na.tare 

of the bus:1ll.Qez •. ,The Comm1se~on then defined. in the opinion the 

service ,whioh :rf.r.' Lawson 'vms to be permitted. to cl3:r'1:'J'· on "s.n40 

describe~ it, as an "s:c.to::no'bile express a.nd.,paroel delivery eervice" • 

. Only ~Aen it oame .to the o~der itself did the.Commdss1onuse 

the e~ression "ezpreeea.nd. lignt"freight" • 
.... : 

-s-, 



In View of these fa.cta, we think ':1 t is entirely' clear that 

the term$1fexp:res~ and. light freight" were intended. to mean ,.A<' • 

> • .." - • 

the,,, same' a.s t:~e terms "express and parcel delivery" Which ' 
I' • ,. . 

were used. in the opin1on of ~.a.e Comm13a10n preceding the , 

order i tzolf. 

When Mr. Lawson ob-ta.1ned hie certif1es.te he \"las operat-. , , 

:1:og a one-ton truck with s. thousand. pound trs,iler. (.~a:o.scr1pt 

Appl. 5SSJ., p. 6). At the h,e.e.:t"ing on the' complaint now under 
, . , 

cons:1d.ers.t1on., Mr. Marks, Managing partner of the San Re.fael ., ~ . . ' 

Freight &, Tr~sfer ,Comp~, testified.that'the compa~had 

tbree two-ton trUcks, one two and. one-halt-ton trUck" besid.es. 

a Ford that'wa.ssupposed to carry two tone under So b1g1oad ' 
, . ' 

e.:o.d.a, one~:c.S.lf-ton truck. 'Cp.,lO), Mr. Mm-ks also test1f1~ 

~ t they were' hauli:og every-th1llg they could' get, inClud1l:lg , . , 

groceries, ve~ota'bles, :proV1sio~ of all kind.s, and. t'bAt they 

placed no limit' 'upon the weight of art1ol,eswhi'ch thqea.rr1ed, 

, exoept that they haa. not hnd. anything e;cept one-ms.n ~08.ds. It ~ 

wa.s tllso,ehown 1nthe eVidence that the San' Rafael 1reight & ' . . , .. 
Transfer Comp.a.n:ywae hauling regul8:'~ large quantities of' 

cbickene. <1!llo'se ohickens were :packed. in cre..tes or coops'4f :teet 

lo:ag andlS' 1nOhes high and. 30 inches across, we1gh1:o.gfrom 200 , 

to 250, pounds~ ,It was shown that for loads 'of this 'character, 

a.n extra ma.:o. was used to ass1st in the loadiIlg and. unloading of 

the chicken eoops~ 

From ·tb1s eVid.ence we ~e satisf1ed the. t the defenQAnt is 

ea:ceet1ngthe rights granted to its pred.ecessor, Paris P. Lawson. 
r ~, " . ' 

to operate an:a.utomob11e express s.nd. p8.roel deliver,. service. 

~e rights which the San P.afael· Comp!lJ:l.Y now possess" b,. . 

rea.son of its ,.certifica.te' are, of eo'tlrs'9', id.entical. with thoso . 
or1g1:o.a.llr granted. t,o Paris P. Lawson. '!he'pe'rmi t granted to· , 

I,awson s.uthor'1zed, as we have sai'd, only .... an express and parcel 

d.e11veX7 service. Regardless of, what the' Ss 'Ss.:fael· Company m.s.y 



. . 
this l.imi ted. right poscezsed. b:y I..e.wson. s.ud. later b:r MoSherry. 

We do not 'beUeve it can be sa1dthat the Ss:o. Ra:tael 
. .' 

Company is $Jl 1:anoeont purchaser nnd.ha.e :pa:rte~ with a. valua.ble . ' 

oOllsidere.tion which ,w111.,' 1n part, be taken aws.:r from 1 t if its 
. , 

operations are now limited. to expreis s.ndpe.reel delivery .. '. 

The Ss:c. Rafael ,COm:pa~ muet be, :presumed. to h8.ve known what the 

, ord.er, grantiX1g Lawson permission to' opera.te his servioe pro-

v1d.ed ~or. .uthough the ox:der d.oes use the somewhat: indef:tn1 te 

expre8sion. "light ~re1ght":, the opinion of whioh ~t, is part. 
. . . 

and. upon':wh1ch'thc' order is based, gives a.·~clearind.1ea.t1onof 

the na.ture of tbie pennt. It d.eseribes the operat1on:Laweoll. 
.' , . 

was preViouely:'·c8.l."rying ·on; states that it is ::lot the 'intention 

o! app110an t to chang,ehis ex1s:t1:o.g serviee'but to' make 1 t .. lavr.eaJ. 
, ' , 

by obta.1ll1ng' a eertH10a teo and. f11i:c.g tar1fis,~. ete. ,and dec~B:I:'es, 
" " 

that the eerv.1ee is "no more nor lese than the' d.elivery o~ -11e\!S-
... , ' 

pa.pers end. smo.ll paekagesof merchand1ee~· :tee cream and dairy. 

produets".It is then stated., that publie convenience a:a.dneeeaa1ty' 

requ1l"e "an expre.2s and .pareel dell vcry ·servioe". We th1l:Ik :tb1e 
. . 

description of. the right aetually. granted. b:y the ord.erws.s ·sut:r1-

c1ent~, olear to adVise the defendant what it was aoqUiriDg when' 

it' o'b·ta:tnod the' operative right from MoSherr.r. 

Asid.e i'rom this :presumption,i t· a.ppears thS.t theSa.n 

:Rafael, Company had-aotuAl .. ," notioe of the fae·ts' that th&compla1n- . 

ants here ~onteated the right of UcSherry and. would con~st its 

right to' operate more. than an expre,3S and. paroel delive~so~o~. 

~etra.u3!er ~omMcShel'rl" to the .. San . :Raf.e.o~ Comps.;oy, waanoj;. 
. . 

~d. eou:Ld. .not have .been consumm.a.tcd 'tU'.l.til the Co:m:aisx:1on m.o.d.e· 

i tsorde~ .a.u:thoriz1ng: such· transfer., ~··negot'ia.t10ll3ha.d.,·b-o:tween. 
.... " 

the :parties·look1:lg .to atranafer .. eould. only ha.ve been eontingent 
.... , 

on final approval" by the Conm:dssioXl. F1:l.al a:pprovaJ. '!las' 'not . 

given, until, June. 21, 1921. A hoari:og' on the applioation to, '. 

,mtJ,ke the transfer was had May .. s.. ~921. At tb1s. hesl"Ulg both 



,. 

present 'compla1'n:mts ,were represented and ,the question of the, . 
I:leaniDg.of th~ term., "'light :f:r:eig:b.t" wa,s discussed. 'n.e order 

,~ .. . 
gra.nting~ t".o.e origine.lpermi t to I,awson··was 'read in ful~ b,. the . . '. 

a.ttorne:y for ,the Santa. Rosa. & Pe'ttlJ.uma. R6.1l-:ra,:v Compa:a.y· and. it . I' . .'. 
, .' 

was: po1ntea.', out tha.,t· the term "11ght freight'"' could. onl:v :tp.ean 

smD-ll packages ofmerchtl.ndise. newspa.pers, iee ere~ and ,dairy . . ' 
~ , , , '" ' 

:products as, deseribed .in. the op1n1o~ (~a.nscr1pt, A:ppl •. , 6:06S. 
p. 46). ~hisoeeu:rred a month and, eighteen days before the .. '. . '~ , ' . 
san ,Rafae1COIn:pe.:t:lY aotuallY', acqUired the oper~tive, rights, here 

. • " \" •• .1 '. . ...,. 

in'que:s:tion:-- In,no eense~ therefore, csn that co:np~~b~,?o~~ 

s1dered an .1:zmoeent purch?-ser. 
,If the San Ra.fae1 Company actulJ.ll:v believed that· it wa.s 

• ~' • i 

getting·a, greooter right than that desoribed in the original 

Lawsoll order, i,t mAde the, dea.l with :ta.11 lolowledgc t:bD.t the 
... ", .. " ...- 'lI' • 

e,onstruction. of' tbtl.t order which it. contended for ,would be 

attacked, and. that compla.ints would be filed. bY' the:present 
" . 

oomplD.1naJ?.~S agains,t which it would b'G eaJ.led. upon ,.to defend'., 

itself • 
. ' Section .64. o:! ,the FtLblic Utili ties Aot authorizes the' COm. __ ,·· 

, . 

mission s..t any time, ,upon notice to the utility, and af~ hear-

ing, to rescind., alter or modify any-order or. decision. ~e 
defendant herein has had notice, and a hearing has been held. We 

• * '. 

are of theop1nion .that the original order should be :nodif1ed :for .. 

the. :p'tlX'pose o:! eorrectly e.nd. cle~l,.de.fin1:cg the n8:t'ttt~ of the 

per:nit as d.escribed. in ·the opinion preced..1D.g such ord.er. In 
• • ' I ' ~. ~ ~ , 

modif:ving this order. we are nei ther addi:ag to or taking," away from 
" ',~ ... .. . , -

the' ope:r:at1ve rights gra:o.ted or1g1nall,.· to Law3011 and. ,now"beld b~ 
. " . !,.. .. ..... " 

, defend.e.n t.., but are,simply Diking cl.~a.r whs. t . is mea.:l t by the term 

"light freight'"'as usee. in sa.1d order and. restrict1:cg defendant 
< • ~ l' • • 

to the operat:tve rights as or1-g1no.l,ly, granted. 
we are . 

Indef1n1ng the op~rat1ve riStJ,tsjof. the opin1on that there 

should. ~& a: weight 11m1 t 'tIpon pa.ckagos_ .. In the eVidence taken 
.-s-



a. t the original La.wson hearing" it a.ppears ths. t I.awson was ,then 

carrying, articles wh1ch weighed 50 or 60 :pounds. There is no,th-
, , . 

ing to: show that he~vel" hauled. an7thing of greater weight. We 
fit . , • 

th1xik 60 po-ands is the proper limit forSil:Jgle article,s' 'of package 
merchandise .. 

Itwasa.lleged in the complaint that, d.ef~nds.nt, ws.g sub-

stituting 'other freight term1~8le ~or those ~ed 1n the eert1!1e&te 

,and. waf: -~extend.ing, 1 te service to- new, territory' not described. in 

said cert1~ieate~"i.;:We think the eVid.ence did not establish,' the truth 
I" .. •. • 

• '. ~ . , _. ,J' 

of tiiese contentions and no ord.~r will be mo.d.e 're:s;:peoti:cg them. 

o :R D' E R 

For the reasons above set forth: 

IT IS:BEREBY ORDEPJIDthat the ord.er in Dec1e10nNo.;7.694. 
, ' ' 

A:ppl1ee.t1on No:~ 5S8l" d.s.te~ JlmO a, ~920, be amendeCl ana. modified. 

by adding to it the' follO'N1Dg: 

The terms "express: and light fre1ght~ a.s used. in tb.1s orde:r 

shall be deemed. to mean; nevlspape:-s, ice cream, d..e.1ry prod.ucts" and. 

paokage' merchs:c.d.iee. No single article t,ermed "pa.eka.ge merohand1ee" 

shall. lls.ve So weight in excess o:t 60 potlllde. 

IT, IS HEREBY FURTB:ER ORDEF.ED, that the San Rsfa.el A're:tght 

a.nd Transfer Oomr>~'Shall oarry. on its Opera.tions a.s s."trs.nsp01"ta..tion 
, ' . 

Co!npSlly 1:l.,oonto~ce 'with the term::: ot DeciSion No. '2"694'~ as Xllod1fied 

herein.' 

I "I "~ ..... " 
0' 
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