
Decision No. 27 J. f·H~ • 
--"';;;"~-"';''''';''''--' 

BEFORE THE: RAILROAD COMraSSION OF TE:E STATE OF CAI.IFOBNIA 

) 
In the Matter ot the App11cat1on ot ) 
JOHN HAROLD HARRINGTON tor a Motor ) 
Carrier Transport~tion Agent's L1- } Application No. 19549. 
cense. ) 
---------------------------) 

Malcolm Davis, tor Applicant. 

William ~. Brooks, tor The Atohiso~, Topeka 
and Sante. Fe RaUway Company, Protestant. 

BY THE COI&ISS!ON: 

OPmION AND 0 RDER mr .;;,;REHEJ_=li-.ffi,;,;;;ING= 

By Dec1s1on No. 27364, dated September 17th, 1934, on 

the above ent1tled app11cation, ~ohn Harold Harrington was denied 

a motor carrier transportation agent's l1cense. App11cant t1led 

a petition tor rehearing, which rehearing was granted on the gen-

eral allegatiotL that extenuating Circumstances, which were not in-

tro~uced ttt ev1~ence at the original hearing in this matter, would 

justity a conclUSion ditrerent than that contained in the Coom1s-

Applicant alleged that, wh1le he was employed by the 

Motor Transit Company in 1933, he secured a motor carrier trans-

portation agent's license; that at that t~e he was advised by a 

representative or Pac1fic Greyho~d Lines or the ehange ~ the 

law which requ:Lred the procuring ot a motor carrier transportation 

agent's license; and that the application was p=epared tor h~ and 

t'iled by Paei:f'~Le Greyhound Lines a:l.d, at the same t1:l.e, he con-

tinued his dutie3 as a tieket agent. Applicant further alleged 
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that on June 2lst, 1934, he prepa.red and. signed an application in 

the ortice ot Union Pacitic Stages ot calirorni~, was advised by 

representatives ot said company ·;b.at the details or secur1ng a. 

license woul~ be taken care or by them and was ordered to report 

tor work at its Lo~ Beach office on Jane 22nd. On or about 

July 13th, applicant was notitied by an inspector ot this Commis-

sion that he was selling or negotiating the sale or tickets over 

motor carrier lines without first haV1~ secured a l1cense. 

Representatives ot Un10n Pae1t1c St~ges ot Californ1a 

testified that Mr. Barrington had prepared the application on 

June 21st and. tb.e. t he was advised by them that they would tile 

same w1th the Commission ~ed1ately. It a~pear3 that the appli-

cation was negligently handled by said representatives and the 

same was not tlle~ with the Co:cm.1ssion tmt11 .;ru1y Zrd. Said re-

presentat1ves also averred that, in their opinion, Harrington was 

incorreetly adv:Lsed by them. 8.:l.d they accepted the full responsi-

bility tor the negligence 1n tiling his application. 

Mr. F. E. Hc~ell, President or the Motor Carriers Asso-
Ciation, testified as to the character, 1ntegrity and ability or 

applicant. He stated that applicant was or very high character 

and exceedingly well qualitied tor the poSition or motor carrier 

transportation agent. He apparently was ot the op1nion that a~

pl1cant was ill advised by representatives or the Union Pacif1c 

Stages or calitorn1a and that, inasmuch as applicant had been the 

so-called employee type ot agent and was pe~itted to continue his 

work es transportation agent ~hi1e his original application was on 

tile, there was so~e justir1eat1o~ tor applicant to accept the 

position with the Union Pacitic Stages or Calitornia, inasmuch as 

he did not realize that conditions were somewhat dirterent at the 

time ot making the instant application compared w1th the conditions 

at the t~e he made t~e original application. 
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The Atch1son, !opeka and Santa Fe Ra1lway Company op-

posed the granting or e license to app11cant, without stating 

any particular grounas for its protest. 
Atter carefully consider1ng all or the evidence in 

this :lAtte:-, we are of 'tlA€t 'cp1nion that applicant was ill advised. 

by representatives or ~~1~n Pac1fic Stages or California and 

there appe.us ~o be no :t~A"emedi tated desire on the part or appli-

cant to evad.e 'che law and, in view of the extenuating circumstances, 

1t would appear unreasonable to deprive app11cant or a means ot se-

curing a live11hood tor himself and family through employment as a 

motor carrier transportation agent. 

ORDER ... -_ ......... 
A rehearing having been held on the above entitled pro-

ceeding, the Inatter having been duly subc.itted and the Comm.1ssioD. 

be1Ilg tully advised; 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the Commiss1on's Decision 

No. 27354, dated September 17th, 1934, on Applicat10n No. 19549, 

be and the saJne is hereby revoked and the Secretary of this Com-

mission is hereby ordered and d1rected to 1ssue to applicant a 
license to e:c.ge.se in the business ot motor canier transportation 

agent, as such is defined by the Statutes of 1933, ChApter 390, 

at the following loeation - 49 American ~venue, Long Beach - sub-

ject to the following provisions: 

(1) 

(2) 

That applicant shall first rile a bond in the 
sum required by law and 1n the torm prescribed 
by the Railroad Co~1ssion or tne State or 
California; and 
A copy or this Order, and supplements thereto, 
shall be kept open at all t1~es tor public in-
spection; and 
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• 
(3) The lLuthor1ty he=e1n conveyed is tor the sale 

or transportation over the lines or the Motor 
Carriers named in Prov1s10D. (4) below; 

(4) Un10n Pacific Stages or California; 
Paciric Greyhound tines; 
Inland Stages. .tf' 
De. ted e. t San Franc 1sco, California, th1s J - day 

"h _ #_ J' or /f~~ , ~934. 

CoIr.ID.iss10ners. 
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