Ex¥S

Dec!;sion ﬁo. VA . i %7@ |

BEFORE TEE RMIPO.&D COMSSION OF 2EE STATE

In tze Matter of the Applicatiqn of )
C. C. WILLIS, foxr tio approval and )
adoPtionrof,schednles.of fares or . ) -
retes ond times of arrivels to amd ) Application No. 8471.
departure from different yoints de- )
tween San Diogo and Loz, Angelcu, , g
Sentse Aus and Los Angeles mnd Buens
°ar£ ani HOH Anselou. . )

_BY TES COMYTSSION:

CRDER

In this procoeding C. C. Willfs sad . 2. Willis,

co—pﬁrtncrs. petition the Rallrosd Commicsion for an ordor
anxhoriziﬁg #hqpto 2110 tariff of ratos, time scheduvles and
Tolos résuldmions covoring thoe operation of anxbﬁotive.
stage. sexrvice as 2 common corrior of ﬁamsengors betwéen the _
termini of San Diogo and Tos Angeles end 1nxormediaxo pointu
in California. Applicants claim the right to‘ogeraxe botween
' the above mentionmed termini wader the provisions oF Section 5,
Ch#pter 213, Statutos of 1917.
Tbis claimed right has boen fully a&gudicaued by

the Commizsion un&or Decision No. 12166 in Case No. 1902,
Gated Jwne 1, 1923, being an investigation on the Commiszion’s
own initiative in to tho mothodu, pracuiceG end oPeraviqnﬂ ot
O. 2. “adley and others. Tne dbovo numbered decision hos been
rocontly confirmedl by the ststo Supreme COurt CS.F 10794) end

it 1s‘accor&;ngly unnecoasary to'roviow “Che ev;&gnce‘in-detail‘,




in this proceoding. |
Lo view of the findings oud oxrder of the Rallroad

Commission in CaseIIQOz, ebove roforred tg, the yprosent ap-
nlication must be aenied.

IT IS EEREBY "owzm that tho above emtitled
applicamion be, =mb thc same neroby iz, denlied.

Dated at San Frencisco, Celifornis, thfe_ 40 ~

day of Sontomber, 1923.

COmm;ssionors.

-




