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-.,Decision'No; 55&) '
BEFORH TEB RAILROAD COMMISSION OF mI-IE S"ATH O: CALIFORNIA

.} OR U@HNAU.

Caee No.‘4244

'In;thexmatter“of,the"Investigation,;on the .
Commission’s own motion, inte the-operations,
- rates, charges, classifications, rules, reg-
ulations, contracts and practices, or-any
thereof, of ANZERICAN TOLL ZRIDGEZ COMPANY, -
SAN FRANCISCO BAY TOLL BRIDGE COMPANY and
DUMBARTON BRIDGZ CQ., toll bridge corpora-
g%gns,gas:defined by Statutes 1937, Chapler

GEORG» HERRINGTOV and . GARR:T Mb NERN“Y of
ORRICK, DAEIQUIST, NZIF. & “MnRIhGTON, for
San’ :rancisco Bay ;oll Bridgﬁ Company. '

BROBECK PHLEG:R & dARRISOu, by JAMES S. MOORZ,
JR., for Dumbarton ridge Company.

AIXEN,. KRAEWER.& AIK:m by BgNJAMIN R. AIKEh :
“and B. E. KRARMER; SREED =T & ROBINSON,
by HAROLD C. HOLMES JR., and‘THELEN'&-MARRIN-
by MAX TEELEN, for American Toll Bridge
Company.;‘ L o

_ RILEY, Commissiomer:

. OPiNI_QE AYD ORDFR .

| The above-entit’cd matuer was inwtituted by the Commi sion
to aucertain the *acts regpecting the operations, rates and nrac--'

: tices of toll bridge corporations subject to ito jurisdict*on.

. Public hearing was held in San PFrancisco. "hé“respondents_
named in tho ord@r i tituting investigation appea*ed and.,ubm.tzedi

‘.,evidence, aq_did eeveral members of the. Commission' aff. At tﬁe '

".'time of The hearing Ame*ican Toll B*idge Companf owned and Operatedl

vthe Antioch and Carquinez Bridges., ”hore were: uubsequently acqu_rpd_
1;by the Stauc of California.. S |
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‘ "vidence .,howcd 1:"13.1: the two other respondent.;, Sa.n |
“‘ranci.,co '.Poll Bridge Company a.nd Dumbarton Bridgc Company, did
not have p:.*oper tariffs on file. Howevcr, they recently filed :
ta.. ir.fs. T"ze purposc of the ,.nves‘cigation has‘ been satiafied.

: Theréforc, good"‘caus'e appcaring,
1 :cs on::mn that Case No. 4244 is di.,m:.ssed.

Q/Da‘ced at San Francisco, Califor*.ia, this _4__ day
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