Decision No. ?2?5’7

SEFORE TEE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNILL

=000=

in the Matter of the Application of )
L. 4. THCRNEWILL for a certificate of
pudblic convenience and necessity to. )
enlarge operations fLrom San Francisco

% Sante Cruz cnd Capitolsa.

ZY¥ TEE COMMISSION:

OPINION AND ORDZR ON LFPLICATION
TOR_REHESAR NG

Iv tae Commission’s Decision No. 21474 4in the
above~entitled ﬁroceeding renderéd. on the 20th day of August,
1929, 1t wes ordered that the application of L. L. Thornewsill
for certificete of public' convenience and necés.sity' to on-
large his existing operating right be denied, the deniel
being placed upon the grownd that applicant was violating thg
terms of his oxisting certificates and the law. L petition
for rekearing wes duly filed by epplicant, ané oral arguwaent
thereon kel before the Commission on the 8th dey of October
1229. XNo action has deen taken elther granting or denying
sald petlition for rehcaring.

On the 14th day of March, 1930, sald applicant
£1led his supplementel petition for rehesring rec':.ting thet




the Comission in 1ts said Decisilon No. 21474 &4d not pass
upon the questlon of pudlic | convenlence and noecessity

other thon o conclude thet the coxtificate should not be
granted in view of the evidex;ce %0 the effect that Thornewill
had’ essamed, without authorfty, to conduet the 1&entical
Sexrvice for whica a certificate was sought. Said petltion
Turther recited that in a.n action subzequently brought in

the Superior Court, the Commission hed cought to impose

uponr applicant & monetery ‘peml'cy for the seme wrong doing
exd that epplicant had made an offer for the eatry of a
stipuleted judgment therein. Since the Tiling of sald
swpplexentel potition fox Tehearing Jjudgment has been entered
in sald Court actien, and the Commisszion on this dey, in
enother order, has rescinded its finding and oxder in
Secision 12473 in Cease 2561 revoxking Thornev:il}.'s"ekistmg
éer’cii‘icate. | | )

" Waile there is no temable 3roun;i 2or gfanting
the petition for rehesring, the order denylng the sexe
should not be deemed to be o determinstion tﬁat the effect
oL tie payment of the Peralty referred 40 ha= not relieved
applicant ¢f the effects of his wrong doling on accownt
oX whick the present appllcation 'm.s deniéd should = new,
application for & certificate be Tiled. | H

TEZZEFORE, IT IS EERERY ORDERED that the




petition for rehearing herein be denied without pre-
Judice.

Dated at San Francisco, Californie, this

_Z,ﬁday oZ March 1930.
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