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:'.WASHINGTON 'SIGHTSEEING‘TOﬁRs, INC., APPELLANT
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BLUE LINES, IN,O., AND WHITE HOUSE SIGHTSEEING CoRpP., APPELLANTS
‘ e No. 20978 .
: - DO. TRANSIT SYSTEM, 1N¢;, AEPELLA&T

, APPELLEE , ‘
- Before: FAHY, Senior Circuit Judgé,ﬁ and DANAHER -and: ROBIﬁ$0N,‘ Circmt "
~ ~ Judges, in Chambers - : '

ORDER -

Whereas a majority of the court are of the opinion -that the vari’ous relevant
of the physical Tocation of the Mall in the Metropolitan area of the District of
Columbia, do not afford authority to ‘the appellee Universal Interpret‘ive"‘Shuttle
Corporation validly to. engage in such tran.s‘portation;for hire in the Mall area

appellee dated March 17, 1967, more fully described in the complaint, without
a certificate of public convenience and necessity issued by ‘the ~Washington
Metropolitan Area Transit “Commission authorizing such transpOrtatin‘,»-’and ‘
Whereas it is deemed that the interests of the parties and of the public would
be better served by this prompt disposition of the appeals rather than to delay .
decision pending the vformulati‘on,and issuance of elaborating opinions; though .
each member of the court reserves. the right to file later, in opinion’ or state-
ment form, his more detailed reasons for hisposition;, T
The order of the District Court of the 1st day of May, 1967,“‘diSmissing ‘the
_complaint and denying the petition ifor,‘injunction*and declaratory relief is -
peversed, and the cause is remanded so that ‘appropriate further proceedings

L nd relief consistent with this order may be granted.

Tt is so ordered.

‘should be affirmed, dissents.

 Mr. Gray. Thatisa very good point. A Ty
Mr. ScaweNceL. Mr. Avery, you have given very interesting testi-

. mony here. R o T el Gl

Y also followed the controversy in the newspapers. 1 can appreciate

~ the fact that you, as Chairman of the Commission, certainly are obli- -
~gated and dedicated to uphold the public interest. T am keenly aware of
 that. But here we have the 'Seer‘e'tary"of«theilnterior, through the Park

- Service, whowants to promote the publicinterest. Coimhie
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UNIVERSAL INTERPRETIVE SHUTTLE CORPORATION, (A CALIFORNIA CORPORATION),

statutory provisions, construed 1n relation one to the other, especially in view .

as is contemplated by the contract between the Secretary of the Interior and

~Circuit- Judge Robihsoh, being of op’inibn ‘the order b‘f ‘the ‘VV,Dis,»ﬁri"ctj'fGqu‘t,u' Vo




