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TEE STATE OF CJ-LIFORNIA ~ 

~~ 

BEFORE THE RAILROAD COM1!ISSION OF 

In the Matter of the App11c.:?tion 1 
of W.. L. xilORGAJ.~ for authority to 
charge less th~n minimum rates. 

BY'TB:E COMMISSION: 

Applic~.tion No. 21444 

Q£llrIQ.N 

B:r his applic:,.t1on: filed August 30, 1937, Vl. L. Morgan, 

who then held. o.nd no'."1' holds permits issued by the COmmission 

authorizing hi~ to operate ~s ~ ci~ carrier and as a highw~ 

contrcct cDxrier, sought authorit1 under section 12, Highway C~rricrs' 

Act and sectior. 10, City C~rrierst Ac~ to transport propert,y by d~ 

truck at a r~te below the minimum rates est~bl1shecl by the Commission 

~or such tronsport~tion, pursuant to DeciSion No. 28836, dated Moy 25, 

1936, in Case No. 4087. 

Specifically, applicant requested permission to maintain 

a rote of $2 .. 13 per hour for the operation of his 3-cubic-yard dump 

trucks in the removal o~ Slide mo.t~rial at various locctions in Santa 

B$.l"bo.ra COi.lIlty, pursuar..t to a contr'act entered into betv/een applicant . 

and the Department of Public Worle:;;, Division. of Highway::;. By 

the terms of this c.greemcnt, tlpp11c3.nt und.ertook to continue the 

performance of this work during the period ending December 31, 19.37. 

The proposed rate, so applicant alleged, wO.s reasonable and eom!)en-

satory, and would create no unjust or unre~son~ble discrimination 

against other sim1l~r tr~nsport['.tion. The consider.:::.t10n of this matter 

has been delayed pending the determination of litigation arrecting the 

Co~ssionls power ti prescribe minimum' r.:::.tcs for carriers eneaged ~ 

transporting property by d'l.lmp trucks for the St;;.te Depo.rtment of Public. 

., - ... -



Works. Such authority 1'12.S been upheld (Fntr~;nont y. ilfhitsell 

97 Cal. Dec. 505). 

Since it appecrs from the applic~t1on itself that the 

tr~n:;:.oort:::.tion concerning ,vhicn a pplicant sought relicf vms hot 

of a conti~u1:ng nature, the tCl"m during which it was to be performed, 

as provided 'by the contract betv:een o.pplicant and the Dep,lrtment, 

h.:::.V1ne expired December .31" 19.37, there 1:s nothing now before the 

Co::mt1ssi'~n' requiring its consideration. Accordingly, the application 

~ll be diSmissed. 

ORDF.R ---_ ...... ...-

The COmmission having duly considered the application in 

this matter" and being no~ tully advised: 

IT IS ~ ORDERED that the above entitled proceeding be 

and it is herea,r dismissed. 

This order shall beco~e effective immediately. 

/ /!-. Dated at San FranCiSCO, California, this _ .... ~~ ___ d.:;y ot 

June" 1939. 

COMMISSIONEH.S 
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