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2$2 	DECISIONS OF THE PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 

(a) Infringe upon a field of regulation which has been exclu- 
sively delegated to, and exercised by, the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission under the provisions of Section 25 of the Interstate Commerce 
Act. 

(b) Result in a lack of uniformity in the operation of the cab- 
signal apparatus on respondent's system. 

(c) Be an unwarranted restriction upon, adversely affect and 
unduly impede the interstate movement of passengers and property 
in cab-signal territory. 

The power of the several states to enact safety measures for railroad 
operations that may in some manner affect interstate commerce has 
been reviewed by the Supreme Court of the United States. See South- 
ern Pacific Co. v. Arizona Ex Rel. Sullivan, Attorney General, 325 
U. S. 761 (1945) where at page 767 the Court speaks as follows: 

"But ever since Gibbons v. Ogden, 9 Wheat. 1, the states 
have not been deemed to have authority to impede substan- 
tially the free flow of commerce from state to state, or to 
regulate those phases of the national commerce which, because 
of the need of national uniformity, demand that their regu- 
lation, if any, be prescribed by a single authority." 

It is apparent that the subject matter of our order of March 17, 
1.952 has been vested in the Interstate Commerce Commission and has 
been and is being exercised by that Commission; THEREFORE, 

IT IS ORDERED: That the motion of The Pennsylvania Rail- 
road Company to discontinue the complaint docketed at C. 15670 be 
and the same is hereby granted. 
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Interstate Commerce—Jurisdiction—Federal and State Power—Railroad Com-
panies—Safety Measures—National Uniformity. 

The power of the several states to enact safety measures for railroad operations 
that may in some manner affect interstate commerce has been reviewed by the 
United States Supreme Court which held that the states have not been deemed 
to have authority to impede substantially the free flow of commerce from state to 
state, or to regulate these phases •  of the national commerce which because of the 
need of national uniformity, demand that their regulation, if any, be prescribed 
by a single authority. 
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§ 136. 568 Dityrrnce between speeds anthorized by road- 
way signal and cal) signal, action required.—If for any reason 
a cab signal authorizes a speed different from that authorized 
by a roadway signal, when a train enters the block governed 
by such roadway signal, the lower speed shall not be ex- 
ceeded." 

4. That respondent's operating rules Nos. 686F and 686H which 
the Pennsylvania Commission's order of March 17, 1952 seeks to 
revise or annul are in accordance with the orders of the Interstate 
Commerce Commission and said rules and regulations adopted by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

5. That the changes proposed by the Pennsylvania Commission in 
respondent's rules 686F and 686H would impose an undue and un- 
reasonable burden upon and interference with interstate commerce, 
in that if the state authorities are permitted to regulate and prescribe 
railroad operating rules, respondent will be subject to regulation which 
is not uniform in its application. 

6. That the Interstate Commerce Commission having authority and 
jurisdiction by law and having assumed and exercised such authority 
and jurisdiction over respondent and its operations and rules, the 
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission is without jurisdiction to 
make, issue or enforce its order of March 17, 1952. 

The power of the several states to enact safety measures for railroad 
operations that may in some manner affect interstate commerce has 
been reviewed by the Supreme Court of the United States. Sec South- 
ern Pacific Co. v. Arizona Ex Rel. Sullivan, Attorney General, 325 
U. S. 761 (1945) where at page 767 the Court speaks as follows: 

"But ever since Gibbons v. Ogden, 9 Wheat. 1, the states 
have not been deemed to have authority to impede substan- 
tially the free flow of commerce from state to state, or to 
regulate those phases of the national commerce which, be- 
cause of the need of national uniformity, demand that their 
regulation, if any, be prescribed by a single authority." 

It is apparent that the subject matter of our order of March 17, 
1 . 952 has been vested in the Interstate Commerce Commission and 
has been and is being exercised by that Commission; THEREFORE, 

IT IS OR DI RED: That t he motion of The Delaware, Lacka- 
wanna and Western 11 ailroad Company to dismiss the complaint, 
docketed at C. 15672 he and the sante is hereby granted. 
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