
\ .:. ' ...... , ': "'11. ' 

,.I f. , ..... ' Decision No._. __ _ 

"':." " ..... -."~". '~ ... ' '~ .. 7",: '-:, ~:, :,"1 
• ",. ,"" " \ ~ I. . , 

.::~~~ j4'~ ~; . ~..;;.~ ~.;\ ~~: ~~ ll~ ~ ~ 

BEFORE TEE R~ILROAD CO~SSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 

In the Matter of the Ap~lication of 
(1) L. B. Breese for certificate of 
public convenien~e and necessity to 
operate (2) passenger bus service as 
a common carrier between Brisbane and 
City ~im1ts of San Francisco. 

Application No. 19625. 

c. L. Thomason ~nd L. H. Breese~ for applicant. 

Ivo~es ~. Da1r.s , for Market Street Ra1lway. 

Ramsay Moran, for Richards &: ~~oore, protestants. 

H. C. Lucas and T. F1nkbohner, for P3.cific Grey-
bound Lines, interested p~rty. 

BY TEE COIDiISSIClN: 

This is a petition of L. R. Breese to establish service 

as a co~on carrier tor transportation of passengers between 

Brisbane and tht~ c1ty limits of San Francisco. Tbe matter came on 

re~ly for hearing in San Francisco before Examiner Jobnson on 

October 17, 1934. 
The n~~0d for a public carrier service was fairly well 

established by the evidence herein, some of wbich was offered by 

protestants to the application. The matter was particularly pro-

tested by Messrs Richards & ~oore, ~hose application was heard on 

September 18, 1934, by Examiner Johnson. (Application No. 19564.) 

The tact was brou.ght out at the hearing that L. H. 

Breese had been operatins an unlicensed and unauthorized common 

carrier service since Marcn 5, 1934" Mr. :9reese having orig:1nally 
applied for and secured a license fro~ the State Board of Equali-

zation tor an on-call service. In spite of being advised by the 

1. 



R~ilro~.d. Co~j,ssion, as appe~.=ed from his own testimony, he 

nelJ"lected to !')ccu:rc :;. ce:-tl' fl' C:=1,te ~ ... "' ... o"'" thl'S CO'''''':al' "''''l' on d,. ... i ..... .... ;;;>" ~........... ,"">;:' ................ f!) 

the eight months of his p:.-esent operation. Ee filed this 

application s1losequent to the hearing on the application of 

Ee established a scheduled service ~s 

appea.:s f:ro!n ~:he card schedules i::.t:.-oduced ~t the hearing, 

although he denied having been =esponsible for the publication 

There is no doubt, howev~r, of his =unning 

So =egular ~~d scheduled se:rvice between the came points for 

which he desi:::-es a. ce:rt ific~::e f:ron: this Co:nmission. There 

being no evid.l~nce 'bei'o::.-e the Commission tho.t there is need 

for two servi,::es i::1 thi 8 vicinity, the proof only going to the 

fact of the n,e0d for some :::ort of public car=ier ce=vice, 

this application will h~ve to be denied. 

The Richa=ds ~~d ~o~:re cpplication is entitled to 

priority by reason of cein~ the first ~pplication before thic 

Co~mis~~o~' ~~ .. ~ ce~ ... • .. a.i~ly t~i~ applicant ~p' no~ entitled to i" ... "' ........ , ...... \.0. _.... r.> _ _ -

be concidered as ~ ,referred petitioner here by reason of the 

fact that he has operated illegally for the ,ast eight months 

unc.er 0. zo-ca,lled. Eoe.rd of ~u.::.li=c..tio:c. pc=r:.i't. The Co:mI:li s-

sion is satis:fied as to the need ,for a common carrier se:-vice, 

and th!lt ser't'ice b.o.~ing been covered 'oy the ol'der heretofore 

e:ltc:-ed in f~.vor 0:. :Rich~=d.s a:lc' Moore, th::'s application '''1';'.11 

have to ·oe d~:nied. 
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T'.n.e Ro.tlroad Co:-crt.i ssi on of the State of Co.lif'ornia 

being sntisfJ,ed fro::l the e·lidence in-:roduccd i~ this o.ppli-

cation, 
IT IS ::U~?EBY ORD~.ED that this o.pplication be denied. 

Dated :;~t So...'"l F:rancisco, Co.lifornia, this ,,::2-1!i.day 

of Octo"oe r, 1934. 

CO:':lT:lissioners. 
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