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ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

on June l~ 19Z1. the Petalu:na « Santa Roas :aa1lroM. 

Comp8.%lY, a corporation, made complaint to the Ea1lr0a4 Co=iss1on 

against Frallk G. l!e Sh~r%7. who operated 8 OOIlll:1on carrier auto-'-. ::not1ve express and. pareel de11v9X'Y' service between Santa 3.0ea. 

and sausalito under cert1~1C8te of public convenience ana 
necessi ty gru.te4 him in this Cora:n1ssion f s decision No.84ZZ·. 

~cember 8, 1920, on Application ~0.0351 ~i1ed byPar1s? 

.Lawson to transfer operative rights. to ?ra:ok G. Me SheX'17, 

the defendant in this proceeding. 

By thi8 .Commiss1o.nTs. Decision ~o~9126, ~e 26th, 

Frank G. Mc Sherr:r. the d.efendant 1:::1. thi8 procee4'"g.' was, 

gra:c:ted authority to sell and transfer his operative righte 

for the conduct of automotive transportation 'be twe on Sausa11to 

and Senta Eosa to the san 3s,faellre1ght Be ~l'lS!er Company 
,.""' ... 

1llld. the said San ~f~l Fre ~t & Tranzfcr CompaIIY hav1l:lg 

co~11ea Wi~ all the conditions of the Co~ssionYs decision 

in ths.t proceed1ng , is now the sole owner of the operative 

rights referred to 1n this proceed-1ng an! tho de:!end.ant. 

FraJ:lk.G. ~ Sherry'.has n.o further interest 1n the matter • 

.. s .... ..;. .. I 



For the reasons stnted above. we believe thAt this 

compla:1:o.t should be d.ismissed.' 

IT !3 3RE3I ?W~ that for. good cause appearing, 

and the COmmission being full:r advised ..-rthis eompla1nt 
be and the same' 18 hereb:r dismissed. 

Dated at San l'ra:cciseo. California. th1s 11../~ c:.a:r 
of August. 1921. 


