Decision No.

REFCRE T=% RAILROAD CCMMISSION OF TEE STATE O0F CALIFORNIA.

In tkhe M=tter of the apnlication of
NORTEWESTERN PACIFIC RAILRNOAD COMPANY
t0 incresse one=wzy cnd individuszll
monthly commutation, and other felres,
Yetween Scn Francisco snd noints iz
the County of Marin, California.

Applicetion No. 19333

(P T P DY NPT L

C. Y. Iurbrow, for Lpnlicearnt.

Curloz 2. Freiltas,
Jerome A. Durfy,
Thomas F. Xeating,
David E. Fyle,
Senson Wright,

N. J. Zolly,

or Mervellous Marin, Inec.,
d for the City of Zelvedere,

Protestunts.

s s

Jordan L. Maxtinelli, City of San Rafagel,
- City of Lerkspur, and
City of Feirfax.

E. C. Symonds, City Attorney, for the Toma of
Bi1l) Velley.

s

Henry Ae Greer, District Attorney,
for thke Board of Supervisors,
Marin County.
Reith Ferguson, City Attormey, for the City of
Corte Madera.
BY TEX COLISSION:

CROZR OF DISMISSAL

In the adove entitled proceeding upplicant asks
authority %o increase feres on 1ts combined ferry and electric
lines so &8 to provide a revenue which Will be sufficleat to
cover the cost of providircg the service.

2 public hearing wes conducted in this matter by
Commissiomer Whitsell at San mafael orn May 22, 1934, 2t which

time epplicant made its skhowing in support of the application.

-t




Rule VII of the Commission's Rules of Procedure,

Section 3, provides that in ceses where an increase in rates
{s sought, epplicent chall subnrit evidence showing "2 schedule

of the present rcies, feres, tolls, rentals or cherges in effect,
and tle increases which 1t Iis desired to make™ ané Section 5 of
thls se2le rule prevides that epplicant skhall submit "e statement
in Tull of the reasorn why ¢the increasc is desired so that the
Commission may clesarly see the Jjustificatioz therefor."” There
is nothing in the apvlication or the evidence presented to the
Commissica to show whet new schedule of feres applicent desires
to put into ellect. Certain interests opposing the grenting of
tois cpplication moved that Lt be dismissed on the ground that
it does not conform 4o the Cormission's Rules of Procedure in =z
nuxber of Tespects.

The preciding commiscsiconer kas referred the matter
to the entire Comxission for determinztion and cfter considera-
tion of the cortents of the cpplicetion, together with the show-
ing by applicant, it has been conmcluded thet this abp_ication

has not presented and supported a proposed fare structure Lfor

<t

he Commlission’™s consideratioz, es prescribed oy its Rules of
srocedvre, therelore,

IT IS EEREEY ORDERETL that the ebove entitled matier
1s lereby dismissed without prejudice. .
Deted ot San Franelsco, Celiforniz, this 4

day of June, 1934.
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;omml ss ioners.




