
• 
Decision No. ____ ·_)_~_·:_-<_.-_·.'_-: __ _ 

BEFORE 'lEE RAII.ROAD CmeaSSION OF THE STATE OF CJ.LI!'CRNIA 

REGv.I..ATED CJI.RRIERS, INC., a corporation, ) 
) 

Complainant, ) 
) 

vs. ) 
) 

C. I.. CONROW, doing business as Arroyo ) 
Grande Truck company, First Doe, Second ) 
Doe, Third Doe, Fourth Doe, Firth Doe, ) 
First Doe Corporation, Second Doe Corpor- ) 
at1on, Third Doe Corporation, Fourth Doe ) 
Corporation, Fifth Doe Corporat1on. ) 

) 
Defendants. ) 

Case N'o.3561 

Reginald L. Vaughan, Scott Elder, tor Complainant. 
Sorence M. Street, for detendan'ts. 

BY ~E COMMISSION -

OPINION 

By c~plaint riled on Septe~oer 26, 1933, complainant cnarges 

defendant with unlawful cocmon carrier operations by auto truck 

between Arroyo Grande etc. and San Francisco, Oakland, etc. 

Public hearings were had cetore Ex~~er H~dtord on 

November 15 and 20, 1933, on which latter date the case was sub-

:n1tted. 

The tacts as developed at the hearing may be ~arized 

briefly as follows: 

Defendant Conrow operates under the name Arroyo Grande 

Truck Co., with headquarters at Arroyo Grdnde. The testimony 

presented by co~plainant reters to ~ovements ot products of 

agriculture and horticulture only and during the season 0: April, 

May and ~une, 1933, though there were one or two sh1p~ents in 

July. The cargoes originate in the tields and orchards at 

Oceano, Pismo Beach, Arroyo Grande and Sen LuiS ObiSpo. One Slip

ment originated at Car:p1nter.a and one r.onsignment from Mecca 

in Imperial valley. 



Witnesses testified that detendant had solicited the business 

and had been served by detendan t tor as many as three years. No 

written contracts exist. The compensation was paid by the 

consignee. Transportation bills made out by detendant 

(Exh,ibi ts Nos.l to 12), show the names of the consignors and 

apparently consignment to de~endant was made at Arroyo Grande and 

the movements made between that pOint and San Francisco and Oakland. 

Twelve co~ission hous$s, of which tou: were in Oakland and 

eight in San Francisco, through witnesses and waybills, established 

the ~act that detendant had made deliveries !'rom the Arroyo Grande 

consignors .. The rates appear uniform. Only empty contai:re rs 

were returned by defendant's trucks. 

Defendant o~fered no testi~ony in his own behalf. He was 

not called to the stand by complainant. Tbe palpable tact 13 

that defendant did of~er service, solicit business end did perform 

service tor all who tendered shipments between Arroyo Grande and 

San Francisco e.nd Oakland for compensation and as a CO'Cllllon carrier 

of fruit and ~ld produce. He possesses no certificate or other 

authority to do so. 

A cease and deSist order Should issue. 

An order o~ this Co~iss1on tind1ng an operation to be 

unlawful and directing that it be discontinued is in its ettect 

not unlike an injunction issued by a court. A violation ot such 

order constitutes a contempt ot the Commiss1on. The California 

Constitution and the PUblic Utilities Act vest the Comm1ssion With 

power and authority to pur.ish tor contempt iIl. the se::ne manner Clld 

to the s~e extent as courts 0: record. In the event a party 

1s adjudged guilty of contempt, a f1ne ~ay be ~posed in the amount 

or $~OO.OO, or he may be imprisoned for five (5) days, or both. 

C.C.P. Sec. 1218; Motor ~re1sht Terminal Co. v. Bray, 37 C.R.C. 

224; re Ball and Hayes, 37 C.R.C. 407; Wermuth v. St~er, 36 

C.R.C. 458; Pioneer Express Com~any v. Keller, 33 C.R.C. 571. 
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• 
It should also be noted that under Section 8 ot the Auto 

Truck Act (Statutes 1917, Chepter 213, as amended), e porson who 

violates an order ot the Commioc1on is guilty ot a misdemeanor 

and is punishable by a tine not exc~cd1n~ $1000.00, or by ~prison

ment in the county jail not exceeding one year, or by both suoh 

t1ne an~ 1mpr1sonm~nt. LikeWise a sh1p~er or other person who 

a.ids or abets in the violation ot an order ot the Comm.i,ss10n is 

guilty or a misdemeanor end is punishable in the s~e manner. 

ORDER 

IT IS EZREBY FOUND ~T C. 1. Conrow is operating as a 

transportation company as det1ned 1n Sect10n 1, Subd1vis1on (0) 

ot the Auto Truc~'Act (Chapter 213, Statutes 1917, as amended), 

~1th common carr1er ste~us between A=royo Grende ~d San Fr~cisco 

end Oakland and without a cert1ficate of public convenience end 

necessity o~ prior right &uthoriz1ng such operations. 

Based upon the finding herein and the opinion, 

IT IS ::EREEY ORDE..'i\ED that C. L. Conrow shall cease and c1 esist 

directly or indirectly O~ by any subterfuge or device ~rom cont1n-

ui~g SQch operations. 

IT IS SEREBY F~~TEER ORD~D that the Secretary of t~1s 

Commiss1on shall cause a certified copy of this deciSion to be 

personally served upon C.L.Conrow; that he cause certif1ed copies 

thereot to be ~ailec to the District Attorneys or San Lu1s Ob1spo, 

Kings, Alameda, Monterey, Santa Cruz, Santa Clara, San Mateo, 

and San Franc1sco counties, to the Boerd of Public utilities end 

Transportat10n or the C1ty 01' Los Angeles and to the Department 

of Pub11c Works, D1 vis!. on of B:1gb.we.ys, at Sacramento. 

IT IS EEREBY FDR~~ ORDERED that in all other respects the 

compla1nt herein be d1smissed~ 

'!he Ei!tective date ot th.is order shall be twenty (20) days 
atter the date of service upon ~etendant. 

Dated at San Franc1sco, 
1934. 


