
Decision No. /1q 7 ~ , 
BEFORE THE RAILROAD CO!I'lMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
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of Cousins Launch & Lighter Comp~y ) 
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~blie Co~vcnience re Oper~t1on of ) 
Five Vessels for the Tran~ortation ) 
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sation, between pOints upon the ) 
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ornia. ) 

) 

AP?LIC~ION NO. 13282 

J.F.~inn, Attorney for Applicant. 
Pierce it.Ryan, .A.ttorney for Pl'otestant. 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

This is an application under the provisions of 

section 50(d) of the Public utilities Act, by Cousins Launch 

&: Lighter ComllMY, seeking a certificate of :public conveD.ience 

and necessity covering the o~er~tion of vessels on the inland 

w~ters of Rumboldt Bay so as to ~uthorize applicant to engage 

in the t~nsport~tion of all employees and property of the 
Little River Redwood Lumber Comp~ between Eureka and F~1rh~ven. 

The Coggeshall'Launch & Towboat Company protested the 

granting of the ~pplication upon the grounds that it is now and 

h~s been for the past severcl years operating ~s a common carrier 

on a daily schedule be~een ~Ureka and Fairh~ven and is ~ble ond 
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willing to su~ply sufficient e~~ipment to ~de~uately care tor 

~l the nee~s of the public be~leen these two points. 

A Dublic hearine was he1~ before Examiner Ge~y ~t 

Eurek~ Nove~be= 19,1926 ~~ the application h~ving be~ duly 

submitte~ is now re~dy for our o~inion and order. 

The record inQic~tes that for years ~pplicant or itz 

pre~ecessor h~s tr~sported the employees ~d ~ro~erty of the 

Little River Redwood Lumber Com~any between Eureka ~~ Little 

River \~arf. The lumber oomp~, however, is now moving its 

plant and equipment to Fairhaven and the major portion of its 

business will be, within a fevl months, cond.ucted :lot the latter 

:pOint. 
The plea for authority to operate from and to 

Fairh~ven is predic~te~ solely upon the desire to continue 

in effe~t the service heretofore rendered from an~ to Little 

River Wharf and the only evid.ence and. testimony su.bmitted in 

support of the apDlication W~ trom employees o~ the Little 

River Redwood. Lumber Company, who indorse~ the past and. ~resent 

service 'between Eilreka and. Little River \Th.a.rf and. expressed ,a 

desire to have applic~t perfo~, in the future, a similar 

service oe~le~ Eureka an~ F~irhaven. 

A stu~ of the recor~, however, shows the testimony 

suomi tted. is without pro'bati ve vo.l.u.e, tor in the )tast o.:p:p11cant 

~as t~po~ted and now is t~-ns~ortine the employees and 

p=operty of the lumber company ~t co~tract rates, but not as a 

common carrier. From 50 to 75 employees of the lumber compaDY 

are transported daily, morning and. evening, except SUnd.:lY, 

oetween Eureka and Little River Wharf and occasionally consign-

ments of lumber are transported. For the passenger service a 

278 



na.t monthly charge of $100.00 is collected and for the freight 

a charge of ap:proxir:la tely $1.50 per ton. 

Likewise, applicant trans:ports the employees of the 

Dolbeer-Carson Lumber Company be~{een ZUreka and Little River 

rrAart at ~ flat charge of $20.00 per month. The reason a lesser 

monthly charge is assessed. ago.inst one comIJe.Dy than tb.e other 1s 

oeeailSe of the smaller !lumber of men. There is no written con-

tra.ct between tb..e ps.rties, tAe service being rend.ered und.er a. 

verbc.l. understanOing, and tb.e pra.ctice has been in effect for 

some lS or 16 years. 

There was testimony to the effect that the special 

passanger and freight tran~ortation bUSiness be~teen Humboldt 

E~ :points represente~ but a very small fraction ofapplicantTs 

total business, which consists of tOWing, lighterage and steved-

oring. 

It is clearly proven by ~is record that applicant 

has d.evoted. its transportation service almost entirely to the 

use o'! mill employees between Eureka and. Little R1 ver VJharf at 

flat S'lltllS per month, verbally agreed. to by the applicant and the 

interested. mill co~panies and, therefore, that applicant has 

never, in genuine pra.ctice, performed a common carrier service 

~ defined by, the :provisions of the Public Utilities Act. As 
he~etoforo s~ted, applicant's desire is to trans:port only the 

em~loyees an~ ~roperty of the tittle River Red.~ood Lumber Comp~. 

During and for a perio~ following the war Fairhaven 

W~ a com:unity of several hun~re~ people, but now it is practic-

ally abe.naone~. With the retloval there of the lumber mills 

!rom Little River the community vrill be revived to some ext~t, 

althO~ tne majorit,y of the mill employees will commnte from 

Eureka. 
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Protestant, Coggersh311, now ren~ers a common carrier 

sel"Vice 'between Eu.reke. and ]'airhaven, .which service has been con-

ducted at a loss during the gre~ter Dart of the Dast tew years. 

The testimony Shows tdere is not sufficient traffic for 

two ferries and that the best common carrier service can be given 

by t?0 protestant now furnishing the service to all the ~ublic. 

Atter consi~or~tion of ell the tacts of record we are 

of the opinion and find there is no public convenience and necess-

i ty fo-: a serv'ice o.s o'O.tlined. by a~plic~t 'betneen Eureka $,lld. 

Fa1r~ven and t~t the application sAould be denied. 

o R D E R 

This o.::t:plic~tion having bee:::l d.uly l'leo.:rd a.hd submitted, 

tuJ.l investigation of the matters and. things involved. having been 

had and o~sing this order on the find.ines of fect contained in 

the opinion prece~ing tais order, 
IT IS EERE3Y ORDERED that this proceeding be ~n~ the 

same hereby is denied.. 

S::.n F:-mlc1sco, California., this _.=.~ ___ day 

, 1927. 
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