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2EFORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION.CF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Mattexr of the Application

of TNITED STAGES, INC. %o cell,

and of 0. R. FULLER t¢ purchese,

certain franckize xlght° t0 oOp~- Applicetion No. 5735,
erate an sutomobile stage line

between Los Angeles end San Diego,

Celiforniz.

BY TEZ CQIISSION:

OPINION ANT ORDER DENYING REEEARING

By 1ts prior order heorein (Decision¥o. 9981),
the Commission suthorized the'transfer,by the zpplicant to
0. R. Fullex, of its operetive xights as an suto stage £ransS~
portation compeny between Los Aageles end Sen Diego, 28 de-
fined by the terms of tae Commissioﬁ"s Decision No. 9930 in
Ssse No. 1473. Applicent hed cleimed three altermative
routes botween Ios Angeles =nd the intermediate point, Santa
ine, and authorization wes sought herein fox the t:aﬁéfer of
the overative rights between Los Aﬁgeles and Ssm Diego ovex
all +three of these slternative rowies. By the decicion in
Cace No. 1473 (Decision No. 9920) sbove referred to, it was
dotermined thet the. soplicant kerein had no operative rights
ac to one of these alternztive routes, ncmely, Sante Ana to
Ios Angeles via Long Beach. The prior order in this proceeding,
thercfore, suthorized the transfer of the operstive rights over
the two other routes, nemely, viw Whittler Rosd end via Tele-

grapk Roaod, subject o certain conditions and Limitations con-

cistent with the Comuission's f£indings in its decision in Csse

No. 1473.




An application for rehesring wes filed -herein
January 13, 1922, by 0. R. Fuller both &5 to the Commiésibn;s
decision in this proceeding (Decision No. 9931) =nd the decis~
ion in Case No. 1473 (Decision No. 9930). . among the ground§
gpecified for rehesring, it was set forth thst the ?nited |

Stages, In¢., pursuant to authorization granted by this Com-

missior ir its Decision YNo. 8290, on Application No.6262, disQVI‘

continued service and cencelled its time schednle sxd taxif£s 1:
covexing operaetions vetween Los Angeles snd San Diego, "via
Thittier Ro=d and vis Telegreph Rosd," which were the two sal- |
tornctive routes a5 to which the transfer of operative‘:ighxé
wes suthorized herein. It would sppesr, therefore, that
applicant hed no operstive xights betweoen Los Aﬁgeles and San
Diego which it could trensfer underythe authority granted by
our vrior order in this proceeding. However, the orxder £lso
authorized the trunsfer of certsin stage equipment snd other
porsonal property used in connection with spplicent’s stage
operations, and for this purpose, at lesst, tthe ordor is
effective. |

| In order that no doubts mey crise in the future
concerning the effect of the order herein on operdtive riéhts
of spplicent, it is proper to 2dd that nothing therein shall
be deemeﬁ as recognizing or esteblishing =ny rights different
from, or inconmsistent with, those fixed by our Decision No.
9930, in Case No. 1473, nor ss s besis for rovivael of ény‘opé
erative rights which were recognized in thet decision but heve.

1ater been trensferred, sbandoned or otherwiss chenged o

terminated.
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An spylication heving been filed hezeinnJanﬁazy~‘

1%, 1922, by 0. R. Fuller for s rehesring on Decision No.99%L
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rendered herein December 27, 1521, and the Sommission, after

ceroful consideration of said sprlication and being of the

opinion thet the metters set Loxth therein do not constitute

sufficient grounds ILor the granting of s rehesring;
IT IS EERSBY OBDERED that said application for

rehearing be, ard the same is hereby denled.

Deted et Sun Francisco, Californisa, this 205

day of nHecembor, 1922.

conmissioners.




