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BEFORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATZ OF CAtIFO:&''''r.U 

REGUI.A.TED CARRIERS,. INC., 
e. eorporation, 

Complainant, 

vs. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

~TEOP. s. LYON, FIRST DOZ, SECO}t"D ) 
DOE, THIRD DOE, FOURTH DOE, FIFTR ) 
DOE, FIRST DOE CO:RPORA'I'ION,. SECOND ) 
DOE CORPORATION,. THIRD DOE CO:RPORA- ) 
TION FOURTH :003 CORPORATION,. FJl'TR ) 
~OE COBPO:aA.TION, ) 

) 
Derendants. ) 

Case No. 3523. 

Reginald I.. Vaughan tor Regulated Carriers, Inc. 

Inman and. West, 'by ;r. M. Tnmen,. -ror .A:rtb:ur S. I.yon. 

WA.~, Commi3s1o~er: 

ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

In Mayor 1934 respondent was ordered to desist common 

carrier t=ucking ~eration 'between Sacramento and Placerville. 

tater appro~riate attidav1t was filed and respondent was ordered 

to shew cause why he should not ~e ,unished tor contem~t. On the 

return date eounsel tor respondent, Who had just been consul ted. the: 

day 'be:o:::-e, stated that he had advised respondent to quit all 

operation 1mmed1ately. Respondent admitted that he had continued 

eertain opera t10n atter the d.esist o::-c.er, "out had now stoppedupo:::t 

the aclvice or his present counsel. The matter was temporarily 

dro:p:ped. trom the calendar. .tt~ia.nt' S cOilllsel has advised that 

the desist order has been com~11ed with and that ar~ant doe$ not 

Wish to p::-ess the matter turth~r. UndeI" allot the c1rcumst13.llces,. 

and in view or the tact that respondent was a small operator, ha$ 

'been 'badly advised in the past, and has now complied with the 

-1-



prior order~ I am ot the opinion that the ~resent proceeding 

should oe dizmis$ed. 

IT IS ORDERED th3t the Order to Show Cause ot October 

22, 19~, herein 1s dismissed. 1;""'_' 

Dated at San Francisco, Calitorn1~, this / 1 da7 

ot March, 1935. 


