
,Decision No_ /1 t i' .3 

EEFORB THE EA.ILROAD CO=ISSION ~OF TEE STATE OF C'AtIPORNIA 

In the Y'~ttel' of the .8;o-olicat1on' 
of U11"ITED STAGES, I1rc." to zell, ) 
and o:f O. R. FULIZR to -ourchese, ) 
certain franchise rights to op- ) Application No. 5735. 
erate gn automobile stsee line ) 
between Los Angeles gnd San Diego, ) 
Celi~or:o.ia. ) 

.BY TEE' C OOllSSION: 
.,' 

Ey its :prior order he.lxei:o. (Decisioru·;o. 9931), 

the Com=i5sion authorized the t=ar~sfo~ by the Dpp1icant to 
, 

O. E. Fuller, o:f its operative rights as all ~uto st:J.ge trans­

portation company between Los Angeles and San Diego, AS de­

fined by the terms ot the Commission ws Decision No. 9930 in 

Case No. 1473. Applicant had cla.imed. three $.1 term.t1ve 

routes botween ~os Angeles and the intermediate point, santa 

~a., and authorization waz sought ,herein for the transfer of 

the operative rights between Los Angeles and Ssn 1)1ego over 

all three of these alternative ~ou~es. By the deci~ion in 

Case No. 1473 (Decision !~o. 9~'ZIO) :::.bovc referred to, it \,,:85 

determined tha.t the .. applicant herein had no operative rights 

a.~ to one of these alterDStivo rontes, n~ely, Santa. Ana to 

L03 Angeles via Long Beach. The prior ordor 'in this pzooeeding, 

therefore, autho~ized the tr~s~et of the operative zights over 

the tv.-o othor routes, na.r:o.ely, via\'v1littie:r Road and via. Tele­

graph :p.oac1, subject to ccrtsi:o. conditi,ons and. limitations con­

Sistent with the Com:aission T s findingEI in its decision in Case 

No. 1473. 
. ~, ... '," 
',,:-,,) '.f 



kn application £or rehearing w~tiled·here1n 

J~ueiy 13, 1922, by O. R. Fuller both 8S to the Commission's ' 

d.ecision in this :proceeding (Decls ion llo. 9931) e.nd. the decis­

ion in Ca.se ~ro. 1473 (:I)ecision 1\0. 9930}. , Amons t.he grounds 

specified fo~ reheaxing, it was set forth that the United 

Stages. Inc., pursuant toauthorizstion granted by this Com-

=':'ssio!:. ir:. its Decision lJo. 8290, on App11 cst 1 on No. ~252, a.1s~ 

cont1nued service and. cancelled its tim.e schedule and tn:riffa 

covering operatiOns oetween Los Angeles sad San Diego. "via 

Whi ttiel' Rosd anel via. Telegraph Rosd., Tf which were the twoal­

ternst1ve routes as to whiCh the transfer of operative rights 

was ~utho~ized h~roin. It woul~ ~pesl', therefore, thst 

spplics-ut had, no operative :cigb.ts between !ros .Angeles s:c.d San 

Diego which it could trsnsfol' undor the authority granted by 

our ,rior 01'0.0: in this p:oceeding. Rowover, the order also 

authorized the transfer of certain stage equipment ~d. other 

pe:sonal propert~ u~ed in connection with applicant's stage 

operations, s.nd. fo: this !'u:rpose, at lea.st, 'vthe order is 

effective. 

In order th~t no doubts mcy ~1se in the future 

conce:ning the effect ot the order herein on oyerative rights 

of applicant, it is proper to ~dd thst nothing therein shall 

be ~ee~ed as recognizing or estsbliShing ~ rights different 

:from, 0: inconSistent v;i th, those fixed b~ ou: Decision No. , 

9930, in Case No. l473 t nor as a be.sis fo: revival of $:fly op­

erative rights wbich we:e recognized in thst decision but have 

later been transfel':ed, abandoned or otherwise changed or 

termin:a.ted. 

OB-DBR 

An application heving been filed herein January 

1~, 1922, by 0 .. ~ .. Fuller £0: So rehearing on Decision, No..;.9951 

,., .... 



rena.ared hel'ein DeC0I:lbe:r 27, 1921, and. the Commiss1on, after 

c~re!Ul consideration of said application and being o£ the 

opinion thst the matters set forth therein do not cODSt1tute 

sufficient grounds for the grant1:cg of a l'ehec.riI18; 

IT !S HEREBY Ol1DEBED tbat said application £03: 

rehearing be, and. the same is hereby ~enied. 

Dctod at San Fl'ancisco, Ca.11fol'ni$, this 2~A 

d~y of ~cccmbor, 1922. 

3. 


