MeS

Decision No. /O N

=-000=-

Tn the Matter of the Application of

C. J. RUPIEY to sell and C. W. GANOW

to purchase an automobile passenger Application No. 8005
and freight lire, operated bdetween '
Andburn and Georgetown, California.

BY THR COMMISSION,
SUZPLEMENTAL OPINION
Tn this proceeding C. J. Rupley applied Jointly with

C. W. Ganow for an order authorizing Rupky to ‘sell and Gapow to
purchase & certain automobile stage line operated beiween Aubuwrn
and Georgetown, Californis, and & decision isg’aed on August 10th,
1922, being Decision No. 10838. |

In the above entitled procedding the application to
trensfer wae denied on the grouwnd thet the Bill of Sele entered

1070 DetmBEN GppllsantE Was mot mede subject to the spproval of

the Commismaion and that undexr =sald transfer agreaement Rupley

had sbanioned sexrvice and Ganow had operated this service since
Jly 1st, 1922. The application to transfer was filed on June

30th, 1922 and contained & copy of the .Agraemeht of Tranafer,

which Agreemernt contained = paragraph reading as follows:

"Yow, Therefore, It is mmtually understood and
agreed that the paxty of the secomd part shall forth-
with meke application to the Railrosd Commissiorn of the
State of California for am order suthorizing the transfer
of said property and rights from the party of the first
paxrt t0 the party of the second part.”

On August 21, 1922, spplicants through their attorney,
filed & petition Lor rehearing calling the Commission’s attention
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to paragraph hereinadbove cuoted contained in the Agreement of Sale
entered Into between appllicants herein.
| In view of the fact that the application to tramafer

was filed prior to the i:ime Mr. Ganow commenced operation of this
line end in further view of the fact that sexrvice had not been
entirely abandoned, dut that Ganrow merely continmued the operation
of this sexrvice pending action upon their application to transfer
the cexrtificate, we zre of the opinioxn thatvbecision Xo. l10858.

girould be revoked and the application granted.
~ ORDER

IT IS EEREBY ORDERED that Decision No. 10838, dated
August 10th, 1922, in Application No. 8005 be, and the sams hereby

is, revoked ‘and apnulled, and
IT IS EEREBY PURTEFR ORDERED that spplication No.
8005 be, and the sams heredby is gra.ﬁted; subject to the following

conditions:

l. That the consideration to be paid for
the property herein mmthorized to be tranzferred shall
never dbe urged before this Commission or amy other
rats fixing body a3 a measure of wvalune of sald pro-
pexty for rate f£ixing or any purpose other than the
transfer herein aunthorizeld. ‘

2. Thsat spplicant C. J. Rupley skall immediately
cancel all tariff of rates ard time schedules now on
£4le with the Railroad Commission, such cancellation
to be in sccordasnce with the provisions of Gexeral
Order Ko. 51 of the Railroad Commission.

3. That applicemt C. W. Gomow shall immediately
£4le, in duplicate, in kis own nams, or adopt &s hia
own the tariff of rates and time schedules filed dy
applicant Rupley, 2ll tariff of rates and time schedules
t0 be identical with thoses as £iled by applicant Rupley.

4., Thet the rights snd privileges herein authorized
40 be tronsferred shall not be discontimmed, sold, leased,
trensferred nor assigned unless the written comsent of
the  Reilroad Commission to such discontinuance, sale,
lease, transfer or assigmment has first been secured.
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5. That no vehiole may be opersted by applicant
Ganow unless suach vehicle is owned by said applicant
or is leased by him under & contract or agreement on
8 basis satisfactory to the Railrosd Commission.

"~ 'Dated st San Francisco, Califormia, thia'Z"”JLday

of

U

-Commigsioners




