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OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS

AUSTIN
Clul.b- C. Mann
Aﬂ!_nan GENERAL
Honorable Ned MoDaniel
County Attorney
wiohita County
¥ichita Falls, Texas
pear Sir: Opinion Ko, 0-1932
Re; ¥hether or \riolated
Artiecles ment's Civil
8tatute 4 1690a,\ Yernonts
pase

Penal Code, 3
nger from wWichif

In your letter of Fe
the following faote;

“A passenger on B

1ays wee ground-
& in Wichita F &

g beocause of bad weather, He

2al taxi owner to

1n Kew HQ:’-,OQ

for the-regu~
true that the

¥ transport passen-~

hold himself out as so

he Pr ns of Artiole 9lla, vernonts
Civil @ % Or _Article 1690a, Yernon's Penal Code.

3 1490a, Penal Code, provides a penalty
olpte Article 9lle, Vernon's Civil Stat-
w'tigle $lla provides for the regulatioen of
rengrortation, gection 1l (o) of the last men-
sxfis in part as follows:

motor dbus
tioned Aot

"The term *Motor Bue Companyt when used in
this Aot {(art. 9]la; P.C. 16902} means everg
gorporation or persons as herein defined, their
lossees, trustees, reseivers, or trustees ap-
pointed by any court whatsoever, owaing, eon-
trolling, operating, or managing an{ mn&or pro-~
polled passenger vehicle, not usually operated
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on or over rails, and engaged in the business
of transporting persons for compensation or
hire over the publiec bhighways within the State
of Texas, whether operating over fixed routes
or fixed schedules, or otherwise; . . ."

Section £ of sald Artiocle $lla provides that:

*411 motor-bus companies, as defined
hersin, are hereby deslared to bs toommon
sarriers® and sudject to regulation by the
State of Texas, and shall not ogerate eny
motor propelled passenger vehiele for the reg-
ular-transportation of persons as passengers
for compensation or hire over any publie high-
way in this State except in scoordance with
the provision of this Act . . ."

Other parts of Artiele 9lla provide for the
issuance of ecertificates and permits under proper ¢ircunm~
stances,

In the scase of Hoffman vs,. State, 20 S, ¥, (24)
1057, 1t was hald that this lew is not viclated by an
agent 0f a company who hires a service o¢ar one time to
transport over & pudlic highway of this state passengers
who had been bdrought to our state line upon a vehicle
operated outside the stete by such company.

In ths case of Commercial Credit Company vs,
Groseclose, 66 8, ¥W. {24) 709, the El Paso Court of Civil
Appeals held that Article 1690a of the Fenal Code was not
viclated by a person who, in making an isolated trip from
Il Paso to Bilg Spring, acocepted ecompensation from a person
who accompenied him on the trip,.

Under the facts submitted dy you, the above ques-
tion 48 znswered in the negative, ,

Yours very truly
ATTORNEY GENERAL OF TEXAS
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