Yl
. LI I LI
Decisior No. SR T

BZF0RE TEE RALLROAD COMMISSION

Certificated Highwey Carriers, Inec.,
- Complalinant
VEe

Case No. 4265

-

T. T. Sekermi, EZ. %X. Sckemi, John

. - - -0 -= L)
Block, Williem Block, Zédward Zlock
ead L. 2. Setitlemire,

Defendants

E. J. 3ischofl, Zfor Certificated Eigmwey Carriers, Ine.,
Complalinant, '
Je Marioxz Wright, Fo T4 Saxexi, X. K. Saken?,
hn Block, WillZem Block, Zdward
e2d L. R. Settlemire,
Defendents.

37 TEE COMMISSION:

Q2INZIQ

This proceeding was Instituted by the above nemed complalrent
agalnst L. 2. Settlemire, F. 7, Sakemi and T. X. Selzexi, Joﬁn Block,
Williem Block and Zawerd 2loek.

Fudllc hoaring was held before Zxamirer Cemeron at indilo, on

December 21st and 22nd, 1937. H. X. SaXemi, Williem Block ond o. R.

e b

Setilemire appesared persozally and testifled, =11 o2 the defendants

being represented by counsel.
Tor reacsons that will hereafter anpesr, we sheall coasider:tho
evidence agelinst the above nemed defendants as follows: (1) F. 7. Sakems

e

and E. X. Sexemi; (2) Jokr 2lock, William Block anéd Zdward Block:

(3) L. R. Settlexmire.

{1} F. T. SiXZTI and Z. X. SAXWIT. E. Z. Sexemi is the son ol

Fa To Sekemi and hoids e Contract Carrier's memmit which was 4ssued 4n

by it gilae




1925. They have beer exngaged Iz -the trucking business since 1932
and are using wwo Trucks iz the conduet of szaid business. It appears
that since the first pert of October, 1937, they have beer maxing
trins between indlo and vicinity irn the Cosachella Valley, and Los
sageles, over Public Eighway Ko. 99, ir the delivery of Zerm droducts,
congisting chielfly of beans, équash, tomatoes, eggplant and zpinach;
that seld produce Ls picked up in +the Coachella Valley, in vhe vicinit
of Indlo, ené delivered to commission houses in Los Angeles practiceally
every day, except Saturdey; thet from Los ingeles to the Coechells
Talley, “he properiy irensported consists of groceries, petrolew:
products, fertilizer =znd seed. I. X. Sexemi stated that he end

the trucking business, all of al
testvimony rererzing o vihe busizess operated by himsell wnd F. T
Saxeni. This fact is sﬁbstantiatea by the Yestimony of
“they cntered into transportatlion contrzets with Tk
Saceni.

Taese defenlents are rexdering transportia
Gemerel Petroleown Corporation, We Do Sickey, T oxel, T. Shidata,
Xe SoXxeni, M. Nishemito, Z. Naxomurs,

_est seven named deling procduce larpers.

L. 2. Clouse of Indlo, represeanting the Ge“eru_xgct Toleux
Corporation, stated that these defendants zad been hauling for him
since 1934, at verious times; <that he mew theze defenlents were
meking freguent trips to Los Angeles and arranged with them to purchase
thelr gas znd oll from the Senerzl Petrolews Corporation, i exchenge
for the trensportation services; nat tihe trucking services were
readered at the highwey common carrier rate, and that the Genersl
Tetroleunm Corporetion wes not dound to employ sald defendents, hub
vhat they did give them vreference when possidle. Mr. Clsuse fuxther

thet the shlipments varied in welgat from a Jow pounds %
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fourtoen or fifteen thousand pounds.
We P. Dickey testilfled that nho was In the feed and Lfertilizer
that he s0ld seed %o F. T. Sekeml for use on the ranch
and thot the seame was paid for by the trexsyortation services
rendered by these defendants in hauling seed and fertillzer for hinm
Trox Log Arxzeles to points In the Coachelle Velley.

Tae other witzesses testificd to the cflfect that saild dofendants
commenced transporting taelir produce around the first part of Octobver,
in practically all Iixzstences under contract, either oral or written;
that they approached crne or the otzer of tiaece delendantz 1o trans-
port wheir produce +o Loz Argeles and oriang back groceries, lug boxes,
etc., when needed, because tihey kuew ticse delendoxts were in the
trucking business.

Five of the witnesses, nocmely: S. Nagats, . Nagaté, T. Shibate,
E. Nakerure and P. E. Sexal, sigred writter contracts with seid
defendants for thelr heuling. These contracts are dated Qctober 27,
1937, Octover 29, 1937, September 7, 1937, September 7, 1937, and
October 29, 1937, respectively. The coztracts are form coniracts,
practicelly identfcel, including rates, with names and dates inserved

in blank spaces provided for that purpose. Two O The contractic

provide +hat tho produce be shipped o the Verice Celery Distridutors,

los Angeles, z2nd “he others provide vhat the produce be shipped o
points Ln Los angeles designated by the shipper. Zack written con=
tract contalins e provision vrovidizg, in sudbstexnce, that any other
freight will e carried by cerrier at the rate of 50¢ per cwt. Irom
the stebtements of the witzesses wao sigred the contreacts, it appears
thet propexrty was hauled from time to time and that the witnesses did
2ot kxnow what rate was cherged. Then groceries c¢r other itexs were
aceded, %the shipper would give imstructions to secure the same axd

when recuested In this menner, the Lvems were purchased axnd upon
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deliveny to the saipper were sSold &t a price over and above the
purchase price. This was called o "commission®™. H. Nagate testified
thet there was transported by these deferndexts, fifty thousend laths,
et the rete of $5.00 per ton. S. Nogete testified thet these
defendants heuled roofing moterial for him oz November 26, 1937, frox
08 Axngeles, znd that there was = £60.00 charge made Zor the meterial
and the trensportation service. 3 very evidenm that the provisionms
of the contracis regerding rates for the treaasportation of propexty,
other than produce, were completely dlsregarded. There wag also
testinmony by the shippers that they cmployed other carriers, in
violation of the provisions of the contract snd that the carrier
had knowledge of these violetions vut nmade 1o comment or objection
vo the same,
It was Impossidle froxm the evidence to determine the zature of
the orsl contrects under waich these defexdants were transporting
propexrty. There was, however, c¢vidence to show thet there was an
understending betweezn the shinpers and the cerrier as to rates.
Defendent EZ. X. Sekemi testifled tret he had no regular route,
20 cexrtaein hours or time irn which he operzted his truck, dut that
in most instences Tudlic Eighway No. 99, fram Indio to Loz Angeles,
wes used; +that he arrenged his schedule ©o deliver p:oduce of the

shippors et the markets ir Los Angelcs before three 0'clock A. L.

that the same price wes cherged o cll skippers end that he had uni-

Torm wayovllls; *tzat he protected iz shippers By carrying cergo

insyrence, and tzet If dusiness Lncreascd axnd was steady e would
leasze odditlionel cquipmont 1f necessary, svatizg thet he would not
texe dbusiness from any other salippers uniess they cztered Znto
convracts with hime. ZIZe furthex steted that he thought e h&d a right

To contract with anybody whexn hauling was To be done; <thet ke relused
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& tramsportation service Two or threc weexs prior to the heering.

Tho testimony of otker witnesses, however, weS to the effect that
these defendants have never rofused to rendexr & trangportation service
when called upon to do fo. It ocppears that delenldant Z. X. Sakemi
asgisted the shippers, in come imsvences, by giving them market
cuotations and susgesting vo vhat commissioz house the produce shouid
bo 30léd. On the skipmente of produce from points iZr the Coachell
Velley %o Los Angeles, the tronsporiatiozn cheargesz, Iin practicelly all
instances, were pald by the commission house direct Lo these defend-
anvs and the commissiorn house deducted the sald transportatiorn clarge
when remitting the cost of The produce to the sziprer.

It thus eppears that the acgreements, elther written or oral,
waich were exntered into witkh the verious saippers by these defendants,
the time at which they were made, tze lack ol performence in accorlence
with the provision of the agrecments axd the uziform nature of the

etes, could be rnotalinz more thean agreements $0 cherge certeliz
that these delendants were attempiting to get business wherever 1t
be ovtalined, and secured as ruch a3 their equiyment would aexdle.
The testimony Lfurtier siaows thet 1L new business could be szecured
additionel equipment would be leased Lo hendle the same. This, 4n
conjunciion with the regularity of the trips mede frox Indio an
vicinity,in the Coachellz Valley, to Loz Angeles, clecrly must de

held to ve a aighwey common carrier operetion.

(2) JOEN BLOCX, WILLILM ZLOCK end FDWARD BIOCX. Johm Block 4is

vhe Tather of Willlex 2lock ané Zdward 3lock. 4 Contract Carrier's
permiv was lssucd to Johx 3Blocik, end according to William Block,

the three are conducting o transportation dusiness as partners; <hat
all of their carnings go into the same accoun®t axd the reverues are
distributed. The evidence also shows +thet in the conducet of the

transporietion dusiness, they use two trucks, a Chevrolet 4=+ ion,




used as a pick=-up, and a G.M.C. 2-torn, used in transporting proveriy
betweeﬁ points In the Coachella Velley mnd Lot Lngeles; that +
transportetion dusiness Iis under the active maxegement of derendant
Williem Block. TFrom the testimony, Zncluding thet of Willlem Block,
it appesars that these defexncdents have %rexsported proverty, chlelly
farm products, including egsplent, dbeans, veas, spring tomatoes,
peppoers, squasi and dates, froxm the Coaczells Valley, in the vicinity
of Thermal, to tae markets in Los Angeles, daily, except Saturday;
since the first parxrt of October, 1937; <hat groceries, laths, lug
boxes and other matericis requested by siippers sre transported Irom
L0s Angeles to Thermsl end vicinity, 4z %he Cozchella Valley, an d
taat these back-ieuls everage adproximetely two a weeX.

X. Dolbatexe, = grower in the Coachella Velley, vtestified thet
2e was & member axnd head of the OQasls Growers ZTxchange of Oasis,
Ceilifornisa; +that this wes an uninéorporated essocliation of growers
who hed mutuel interests, and thet oz September 20, 1937, the Oasis
Growers Zxchange, through sald X. Doibateke, entered invo & contract
with defexdant Jobz Blocx; +this was 2 form contrect with blank
speces left for dates and numes, and was sigred by X. Dolidbatexs,
Shipper. It was elso sigred, however; oy J. X. Yano, il. Tirete,

X. Tsunola, G. Zirose, X. lietsu We Watenebe arnd M. Xitsunai.

Tals contract was supplemented by a conitract dated Novexber 28, 1937,

whlich was in every particuwier identlcel witha the contract deted
Sepvember 20, 1937, except that there was writtez Lz "lugs 1l7,
erates 32¢". There was also entered in evidence a contract dated
September 7, 1937, betweezn John Blocx and =Z. R. Sugimotg, waleh

wes Ldexnticgl with t2 ntered Invo with the Qasis Crowers
Zxchonge, except for names exd dates. The retes Ln this latter
coniract were ¢ per lug aend 25¢ per crate. This contract was
supplemented oz the 22ad dey of Nowvember, 1937, by a cimiler contract,

o/ pivsart dret gy

except v2at tie rates were chonged to 10¢ por lug =né I0¢ per crate.
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All of these contractis "ére vractically %
contracts ¢ G into vetween delendants 7.
énd vaelr shippers, cxcept a&s to ratesg, Inciuding & provision in
substanée vagt any other ZIrelght will be carried Py tae cerrier at
vae rate of 0¢ per cwt., This provision of the contract was dicregarded,
és property other thon produce was transported and cnﬁ“~e" other
then those provided by the comtraciz were mede. Sroceries were heuled

m time v time oz order of the shippers, Zor which these defendents

recelived from 20% to 25% over and above the cost o “he merchandise.
e

=t wos contended that this was mot & transortation cherge dut &
comzizsion for buying and selling. ZIZowever, the Lfacts showed that

wacn merchandise was neoded, a shipper would zive defendent Williem

[ (St 05444
nt

»

brovacr, defendex
secure tiae sgxe in Los
2 dellvery the shiprer da elfendants
purchase price and Iz additior ax emount which defendant WALl
Block contended was a comuission arnd not a transmortation crarze
The testimony showed +thet In zome instances tho saippers employed
Otaer carriers to transport thelir proverty, incozsistent with thef
provisions of the conitracis; thet these defendants hed mowledge of
roevico end made 2o mention or objectlon %o Lhe shi 5 »pers lor
doing, This iz also true regzarding +the DProvision in meference 4o
the rate charged Zor p:opertﬁ other then nroduce. It 4is clear/that
The contracts vetweer these defendants end 4helis “h‘ppe*v we*e notking
more than agreements Yo charge certaln retes if and when < shippers
requested these defendarnts o tranéport Taelr property. On the zhipe-
ments of produce Irom points in tie Cozczelle Velley to l0s Angelesz,
the transportetion charges were Peid by tze commission house Gimect
to vhese defendants, in most instences, end %he cozmission house

deducted such itransportation cherge in remitting the cost of the nroduce




t0 the shizyper.
zhlippors who sigred contractie stated they were not sollcited

they rxnew tizese defendants were In the tremsportation

making reguler Yrips to Los anpgeles, and asked these

defendants ©o do vieir hauling; thet the contract was sigmd et
the recuest of cac or the other ol these defendants.

Defendant Willlem Rlock testlilfled in this particular that they
would haul for enyome who would cign a comtrect but that they would
2ot contract to reul for zay other shippers et the presexnt time

or the Teason that Tthey dad all the dusiness they could Sandle.

e furthor testified thet there wes 2o Teguler route, no schedule

or retes estebilishred, but the testimony of other witresces conciusive-
1y shows that In practically all Instences Public Zighway No. 99,
from Thermel to Los Angeles, wzs used, and +that he arrived at <ho
commigsion houses iz Los angeles at approximately the same time every
morning, about three o'clock A. M.

It taus appears Irom the mazmner in which the coxztracts were
executed, the time at whicz they were executed, the mutusl violetion
of the drovisions of the coatracts, except as to rates, “ogether
with the fact that these defendants would teke dbusiness from any
shipper would would sigzn a contract amd that they would teke no
additionel busiress at the present time decause of Lnsufficient eguip-
ment vo hazdle the same, In addition to the regularity of their
trips bvetween Thermal and points in “ihe Coachella Velley, and Los
Angeles, that these defendants must be held to be conducting & highwey

common caxrrier operation.

(3) L. R. SETTIENIRE. This defendent has been engaged iz tae
‘trucking business for the past seversl yeers and holds e Contract

arrier's permit, Iissued by the Rwailroad Commissior 4in 1935. TFor

- -




tae past year he has beern using three trucks in conductizg his truck-
ing business, sxd has dbeex qperating between Indio and points in

the Coschella Valley, and Los Angeles, since September, 1937. In
this service ke has been using two, axnd some times three, trucks dailye.
He vransports cklelly Zigs, grepes, tangerines, spinech and farm
products Irom Indlo ard vicinlity, in the Coackella Valley, to Los
axngelos, snd on the back-haul trapsports & variety of commodities,
includizg pipe, stoves, water heaters, refrigerators and house:old
suppilies. These chipments range Irox e few Dounds Lo severzl %ons.
Some of the chlppers heve beer using the defendent's transporitetion
service for a number of years, vhc testimorny indicating 4aet this
defondan tained A service between Los Argeles and the Coachella
Valley and when the shippers had property t0 be <remsported between

these points they would contact this defendent and arrange for the

“aurlow, leneger of the Southeastern Service Corporation,

estified that the services of this defendent were used %0
trensport merchendise Irom Los Angeles to Indlo, comsisting chielly
of pipe, stoves, water hcaters and relrigerators; +4hat the price
ordinerily charged was 40¢ per cwi. and +het the extent. of +ho 2auli~
~ng dore by this defendznt for the Southeasterz Service Corporation
was detormined , Iz mozt instances, by the aomount of zeterizls pur-
chasol,.
In the spring of 1937, L. R. Zayword begen using <he services
2 this defendznt in the ¢ ransnpor uﬁu-o“ ol nroperty vetween Los Angeles
sxd Indlo and vicinity, in the Coachellsa Velley; <+hat the extent ol
the trancporvation sorvices rendered by this deforndent were determined
largely oy vae purckases he mede; that during 4the months of Apri

and ey, 1937, this defondant averaged Ifrom twelvo to fifteen trips




o zonth hetween o3 Angoles ond points in the Coachelle VTelley.
Trencis A. Xoexhler, representing Xoealer & Sons, steted that
2e exployeld the services of this defendant becsuse he xmew seld
defendant was in the tremsportevior dbusiress, oporating dbetweex
05 Angeles and points In the Comchella Telley. =TZeo further stated
thav the services of thls delendent were employed on an average
of from 25 ©o 30 tixes a year, the chipments ranging fraz a few
pounds vo several tons; vhat tie rate ordinarily charged was 25¢
per 100 pounds Zfor merchandise hauled from Los Angeles vo the
Coachella Velley. Ze also testiflieé thet wher he had heuling o

e done he attempted to locate this lefendant, dut In the event

ae was unsuccessiuvl, ne would then contact this defendentts drliver;

that he pald practically the same rate Tor all cormodities transported.

Jakxo end Andy Lolmough, who operazte separate renches in the
Coscrelle Valley, testifled somewhat similerly, in substexnce Lo the
olfoct that they employed defendant to heul tangerinecs, grupes,

Tigs and other products produced on vheir ferms, frox thelir ranchos

in the Coackella Valley to tae commisgion houses Lz Los Jageles.

Zach testified that in zome instances they inztructed the defendant

to celect the commission house vhere +thce best markel prevelled, dut
taat in nmost Insvences cdefendent wes instructed to deliver the com=-
moditles to certain cammission nouses; that the price crarged was 10¢
per lug for grapes and 9¢ per lug for tangerinés. Jeke Lolmeugh
testifled that he often saw the propenty of other shippers on the. truck
which came to nis Tanch 4o make the pick-uD.

Lee inderson, representing the Coveldo Date Coxpany of Coackells,
stated thet the services of this defendaxnt wevre used practically every
day from September 0 January of eack yeer, including 1937, end thet
in meny instences there were household supplies delivered Zrom 1os
dngeles to the Coachelle VTalley on the back-heul. Ze stated also that

-




heuling was t0 be done from time to time, arrarngements were

wita tals lefendert to do The same.

The testimony of Frenk 2arker of Cooclhella, who used the
services of this defendsnt to trensport dates and bring cnything

cck that was reguested of the carrier frox Los Angeles, anl te
testimony of Franx Winters, Maneger of the Tnitedld Date Growefs; we.s
To the same effoct. There wat no cvidence theat exy attexmpt was
ever made ©o require the siippers T0 exnter into written contracts
for the trensportetion services of this defendant.

Zclendent contexnds trat he hed an oral contract with each
shipper and tihat he would not trensyort rproperty for azy oxne unless
he zad such a verbel contract. When askxed 1T ke ever refused‘to haul
for a chipper when recuested so to do, this defendent stated he ned
refused on occasions becuuse hLe had other work to do. Tue record
shows thet said defendent cérried carge insurance &nd agreed to
nrotect the chippers from way 105s or dexege 4O thelir» nropery
occurring in tronsit; “that for ell services rezdered ne was elither
paid by the shlipper who called him or by the¢ comxission house,
and Waex peid by the lLativer, the transportation charge wes deducted
ITom +the zmount returned to the shinper.

It 1s evident from the foregoing that the transportation service

renderel by this defendont Zs a hlzhwoy common ¢carrier service.

Recuesv nes been made by trese defen‘ants,rthrough thelr counsel,

Tor the Rallroad Cormisslion %o clearly outline, deline and dis-
vae disvinciions Detween the <ilflerezt types of carriers
“hav they may de apprised of the type of service they moy

Vo

render under the asutzority of o Cortract Ceorrier's nermit.

00 umnccessery aere to Aiscuss tho dLziinctions in fetell

iy ot o i b

bes alresdy beexz doze In the cese of Rumponc v. Leonerdinf

g s




Deeision No. 28526, 39 C.R;C.'SBS. Sce algo Haynes v. iacrarlano,
(1929) 207 Cal, 529; Ceorge v. Rallroad Commizsion (1933), 219
Cal. 43%.
An order of this Commiscion finding zn operation to bo unlaw~
Ml and directing that Lt be dilscontinued Ls In Zts olflect not
wlike an Injunction Lssued by a court. A violation of such order
titutes o contompt of the Commiszsion. The Californfa Constitutlion
¢ Public Teilitlics Act vost the Commicslion with power and
for contompt Ln the some manner 2nd 0 the zame
oxtont ac cowrts of rocord, n tac event o party Lz adjudgel suiley
0f contempt, a fine may be imposed In the amount ol $500.00, or e
may D6 Imprisoned Tor Iive 2, or dboth. C.C.P. Sec. 1218;
rotor Freight Torminal Co. v. 2ray, &7 C.E.C. re Ball and Hays,
7 C.X.C. 407; Viernmuth v. Stamper, 36 C.R.C.
Company v. Xellexr, 33 C.K.C. S71.
I% shoulld gl3o be notved that vnder Section 79 of the Publi
Utilities 'Act a peorson who violates am order of the Commicssion
L a mLzdemeanor s punishable Dy a fine not excoeding
w:000.00, or by Lmprisommicnt all not excocding one
vear, or by botz fino and LIm Likewhse a shinper or
other merson wio or abets violation of an order of
and Lo punlichable in tko

manner.

A public hearing naving been held in the above cntitled pro-
ceeding, cvidence naving been recelved, the matter having been duly
submitted and the Commisafon being now fully advised,

IT IS HEXEZY FTOUND LHAT

(1) Defondants 7. Sakexmi and E. K., SakemZ, and each of

rr

nave engaged In the transportation of property for compensotion




H.

the public hAighways of the State of Californie by motor vehicles
botween fixed tormini or over a regular route, to-wit: botween Indio
anc viecizity, In the Coachella Valley, and Los Angeles, ¢s a highway
common carrier as definmed in Section 2-3/4 of tho Public Titilities
Let of the Stave of Californis, without Zirst havizg secured from the
Rellroad Commission a certificete of public convenience ond recessity
Or & prior rignt suthorizing the conduct of zuch operation.

(2) Defendents Jorn 2lock, Williexm Block end Tdéward 2lock,
and each oX them, have engeged in transporting pProportly Ia compensation
over the puvlic highweys of the State of Cglifornisz by motor vehicles
between fixed termini or over a regular route, to-wit: between Thermel,
Znéio exd points in tae Comckella Telley, and Loz Angeles, as & bighway
cormon carrier =5 defined in Sec: 2-3/4 of the Public
of the State ol Celifornis, without 2irst heving secured Zran 4h
Rellroed Commission & certificate of pudlic cozvenience end necessity
or without a prior right euthorizing such service.

(3) Defendent L. R. Setilemime nos been exgeged Lo transporiing
property for compernsation over the pudlic nighweys of the Stete o
Califorrnia, vetween Tixed termini or over a resular route to-wis:

between Coachella, Indfo and vicinity iz the Coschells Vali lley, &nd
Los Angeles, es z highwey common carrior, as defined in Section 2-3/4
of tae Public Ttilities Act of <he Stete of Colifornie, without 2ixst
having odtained from the Reilroad Commission a2 cert"icate ol »ublic
convericnce end necessity, or without = Prior right euthorizirzs such
operation.

2y zeason of tihe foregoing opinion and Tirndings heroin

IS ZEREZY CRUERED TEAT

(1) Defendants F. 7. Sgkeni and T. X. Sakemi be, axd each of

’

thex Is hereby rezuired end directel o cesce and deu-uo, iroctly or




indirectly, or by eny sudbterfuge or device, Zrom conducting or
continuing any and all operstions 2oTr the transportation of property
Tor compensation &s e highway caumon carrier a3 definmed in Section
2-3/4 of the Public Tiilisles Act of <he Stato of Calllomliea, by

any motor vehlcle or motor vehicles, over <he Duvlic highweys betweon
Tixed termini or over a reguler route, to-wit: Detween Tniio and
vicinlty, In the Coachella VTalley, exd Los angeles, withou®t 2irst hav-
ing obveined Crom *he Rellroed Sommission = certificate of pudlic
convenience end necessiiy, or withous s prior right suthorizing such
operation.

(2} Defondents John Bloek, William Block and Sdwexrd Zlock Ye,
enc ¢ach of them Is hereby recuired anld directed <o ceaze and desist,
directly or Indirectly, or by eny subterfuge or device, Irom conducting
Or convinuing any anéd all operatlions Tor he trensporvetion of propers
for compensetion as a highwey cemmon carrier ized in Seectlor 2-3/4
o the Public Utilitics Let of the Stete of Coi e, bty any motor
vehicle or motor vehlicles, over <ho Public hwaye detween fixed e
Or over o regular route, to-wit: Hetween Tzermel, Indio and points
in the Coazckella Valley on tue one 2end, énd Los Angeles, withous fir:
having obtzalined from +tue Rwilwoad Commission & certificate % purblic
convenience and mecessity, or withous 2 prior »Ight suthorizing such

operatiozn.

(3) Defendent L. R. Settlemire be and Ze i3 heredy regquired snd

dirccteld 4o cease and Gecligt, &irectly or indirectl y O by any

subterfuge or dovice, rom corducting or continuing any and a1l operctilions
for the trencportation o proporty for compensation a5 a hiehﬁay cozzon
arrier es defined in Section 2=-3/4 of the Public Utilities Act of

the State of California, by cay motor vericle or motor vekicles, over

publlc 2ighweys betweern 2ixed “ermin’ Or over & reguler route, to-wii:




’.

vetween Cozchelle, Indlio end visinity in <he

Tae one hand, zad Los Angeles, without first -

the Railroud Commission a cersificate of puvll

Coachella Valley, oz
raving ovteined Ifrom

convenience and

necessivy, or withouv & prior right suthorizizmg suck operation.

Thae effective date ol tals owder zhell e twonty {(20) deys

after the date of service upon sald delfendenss.

Dated av San TFrancisco, CaliZorznia,

(fg;LTTFQ/QAtzdiaﬁfQ;EEaXQZiﬁ;ﬂé?j?[

Commissiorers.




