
:Decision No. 21 O~6 

BEFOSE THE R.tILRO.A.D cOWCtSSION OF THE STATE OF CA.LIFOmn", 

In the Matter ot the Application o~ the ) 
) 

V'~ COAS~ TRANSIT COMP,,~, Ino. ) . ) 
to ~urchase. and B. P. ~cConnaba. F. P. ) 
Nel11st ~d D. C. Nel11st, dOing business ) 
under the" tirm' name ot Nel11st Bros. p ) 

Walter Maxwell, Thomas B. Riley, ~. L. ) 
zahne~, Earr,y Anderson, ~s L. Peterson, } 
C •. E. AOss, ~. G. Boyd and ~S. B1tten~t ) 
to sell their several ~d respective ~to- ) 
mobile passe~er, e~reSs ~ ~re15ht ) 
lines in the Counties of Del Norte,Enmboldt, ) 
Men~oc1no, Trinity, Siskiyou, Shasta, Tehama J 
s.nd Sono::a;. a.lso of the West Coast Transit ) 
Company tor order a.uthoriz.ing the issue ot ) 
stocks. ) 

-----------------------------------) 

George P. Wasson. tor Applicant. 

:BY THE COMMISSION: 

OPINION 

A:p~lica.t1on 
No. 9807 

(StLpplementa.l) 

West Coast Transi t Compa.~ ~d 1 ts successor in 

interest. ?ickw1ck Stages System, by the above Dnmbe~d ap­

plieation, ask an order correcting ~cis1on No. 13,435 on 

A~~11eation No. 9807 by inserting transter trom 3. P. Me 

Conna,ba. of ~re1ght operat1ng rights between Eu.reka. and. 

Crescent City and. Enreka and Orleans. 

A p~bl1c hearing thereon was conducte~ by Examiner 

W111iams at San ~-nc1sco. 

By its order in ]ec1s1on No. 13.435 this Co~ss1on 

authorized the transfer to West Coast Transit Company o~ various 
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nghts of B .. P. McCon'Caha and others. Among the rights 

sought to be trans!erre~ were preseriptive rights tor the 

trans~ortation ot freight between Enreka and Orleans an~ 

Eureka and Crescent City, and such operations a.l'e cited 

in the op1nion preceding the order as ~roposed tor trans­

ter. The O~in1on containe~ this :paragra~h: 

nAs noted tro~ the description of the individual 
rights, as a.bove enumeratect, while all of such rights 
carr,y ~erm1ssion to transport passengers, they do not 
all have authority to transport freight or express,and 
the blanket certificate as applied tor by the corpora­
tion will provide solely for the transport~tion ot 
passengers and tor the transportation ot such e~ress 
matter as can be conveniently han~ed upon passenger 
ears, no single shipment to exce~ 100 pounds 1n weight, 
with the exception of EUreka-Red Bluft route.~ 

~he order was likewise silent as to the two rights 

heretotor& mentio~ed. It is the contention that the omis­

sion was aJl inadvertence in the :pl"e~are.tion ot both the 

opin1on and. order, 3.lld. shoul<t 'be corrected. 

In support of this contention, Barr P. MeConnaba, now 

Regional Marl.a.ger 0:£ Applicant a.t Etlreka, testified that the 

operations tor freight ha~ been established by him in 1902 

with horse-drawn vehicles se=ving termini an~ all intermedi­

ates, and that ~eh service continued until 1914. when auto-

motive trucks we~e snbst1~te~. In 1917 he t11e~ rates with 

this COmmiszton, and ~ch =ates have been on file ever sinoe , 
an~ the service has been co~tinue~ without interruption ever 

.' 
since. The::-e is nor. on file with this COmmissjLon ?1ekwiek 

Stages System C.R.C. No.5 tor its class and commOdity rates 

between the pOints involved, ~~ this applicant is conducting 

service now unde::o the belie~ that the rie;hts so to do hele!. 

by its predecessor, West Coast Transit Company and E. P. 

UcCo'Onaba had been inelu~ed in the group of rights authorized. 

to be transferred by DeciSion No. l3,435. McConnaha test1-
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tied that as soon as the omission was discovered the instant 

a~~licat10nwas tiled. 

The context of the opinion indicates no intention to 

disapprove the transter of these services other than the 

paragraph quoted.. In View of the tact that the tre.nsters 

were not opposed s. t the orig:tna.l hearing. and f'a.:rther, that 

the ri~ts now before us were, and now are, non-co~etitive 

an~ have been long established. there appears no goo~ reason 

tor tAeir omission, except i~d.vertence in listing. 

It is our opinion that applicant is properly in possess­

ion of these rights an' that they should. have been included. 

in the original order in Decision No. 13.435, transferr1ng all 

other r1ghts involved. and t1:lat a.n order correcting this order 

should be entered. 

ORDER 

I~ IS t;1<:::>.E.BY ORDEP.ED that the ord.er 1n Decision No. 

13,435, dated A~ril 18, 1924. on Application No. 9807. be 

amenQe~ by adding to paragraph two (2) ~e follow1ng: 

rtand between Eu.reka. and. Crescent City and. inter­
.mediates, v1a Orick, and between orick and. Orleans, 
v1~ Weitehpec and inter~ed1ates.n 

For all other purposes the eftective date of this 

o~e~ shall be twenty (20) da~s from tate hereof. 

~ted at.San Frs.nc1sco, ca1i:forll1a. this L# day 

. of May, 1929. 

3. _________ ~:=~~~~-----CommIssioners. 


