Decisidn Fo. (» ?? 2

BZFORE TEE Ré.IIcRO.&ZD COMISSION OF THE STATE OF C.A.I.IFORNIA.-

SLY FRANCISCO CEHAMBER OF COMMERCE,
CQmpla.inanu,

va. | CASEZ TO. 417.

)
SOUREERL .?ACIE‘IC COMP.&;W et al.,
: :De.fendan'ts.

0 T8 MATTZER OF DEE COMMISSION'S )
INVESTICATION INTO TEE IUNEER RATES )
OF IEF ATCEISOXN, mom& SLNTA T2 )
RAIIWAI COIE'.ANI, ET AI:. )

BY THE COMMISSION:

ORDER OF DISMISSAL

These proceedings have been consolidsted by stipulation
of the interested parties, all of the testimony and exhibits pre-
sented g_:t .the d.ifferent hearings are applicsble %o both'cusea.

Case No. 417 was f£iled June 24, 1913 by the Saz: Franomco
Cheaxbver of Commerce a.sa.i.n@t the uo-a.them RPeclific Compa.ny ant ca.‘L:Led.
into question carload. lumber rated applying between Sexn E‘rancisgo
828 gll points withinm tke Stete of California, ‘on the allegetion
thet they were wnjust, unrea.son.é.‘ble 'a.nd.l excessive snd in violation
of Section 13 of the 2ublic Ttilitles Act. | _

Case No. 475, .fi.led October 7, 1915 is an investigation
on tkis Commission’s own motion into the rea..onablems ot all oL
the mtraate.te l'amber ratee of 'che .u:bch.iso:a., :Eopeka. & Santa E‘o
Ra.ilway Comps:oy San 1='e¢3.r:c: 08 Angeles & Salt I.ake Railroad COmpa.ny
No*bn.westom Rocific R Jxoad. company Sou:thern Pacific COmpaw and
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TWestern Pacific Reilwey Coxpexny.

There were s xumber of interveners in both proceedings.
The cases were submitted Februery 20, 1918, after s mumber of
hearings had beer held, & great amowut of testinony taken and
nemerons exhibits presented. The final briefs, however, were
never file&.. |

On Mey 17, 1918 defendants presented a supplemental
sxnswer to the conrpla.int wherein they alleged that thies Commission
hed lost jurisdictior over the canse of sction and,therefors, could
exter no lawful ordex; this based on the allegetion that on
December 28, 1917 the President of the United States, as a war
émergency Deasure, took possession and econtrol of the opersting
properties of these defendsnte, snd thet such a.c't:ion was a.uthor—
1zed and confimmed by the Congress of the United St"'tes Mprek 21,
1918, Law S.2752, emtitled "in aet to provide fLor %the operation
of transportstion systems while wier fodera.l con:trol for tm Sust
compersation of their owmers and for other ynrposaa"

The Supreme Court of the United States, on. Juze 2, 1919,
in the caso of Northern Paéiﬂc Ra.ilway Company, et al, vs. The
State of North Bakota, et al, decided that t.ae power of the
foderal goverrment it supreme ovexr tae intrastate rates of £ederal
controlled railroads. |

In view of the decision of the U.S.Supreme éomrt ond

‘because of the redical chenges in the circumstances and corditions

since the testimony and exhibits were presented, no good would be




eccomplished by continuing the cases in the Suspense Docket.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that the above entitled proceed-

iﬁg& be and. t]ﬁe éamo a.i-e heréby dismizged without prejuiice.
Dated gt San Framcisco, California, this Z& _ &ey

of W 1919..,‘




