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., .;. ~ '- ~ ~': ' Deois1on No. __ ' _' ' ... ).;.;1/...;'_' _' __ _ 

BEFORE TEE RA.ILROAD COMMISSION OF THE STA.TE OF CJ...tIFCRNIA 

.ALFRED R _ EELI.Y~ JR.» 
Comp.leinan t ~ 

vs. 
A. HARWOOD, 

. Defendant. 

Case No. 3487. 

Reginald L. Vaugh~ tor Com~la1~ant. 

Edward Stern tor Rail way Expres:s Agen cy, !..c.c., 
an interested party. 

H.W. Hobbs tor Detendant. 

BY TEE COMMISSION: 

OPINION ... -~-~---
By complaint t1led on January 30. 1933~ canpla1nant 

charges A. Harwood with abandcai~g certifioated operations by auto 

truok between W1llits and Garberville and the intermediate pOints 

or OUtlet~ Arnold, Longvale, Laytoavi1le, Twin Rocks, Cummings, 

Leggett Valley. Rockport, Redwood. Flat. A:c.dersOll.ia, Richardson's 

Grove and. Piercey. 

The comple.1lL t turtl:l.er charges that the detelld.a.c. t has, 
without author1 ty ~ this Commission abandoned the service authorized 

by Decis1.ons Nos. 20188 and 20239,. dated Aue;ust 31» 1928 and 

September 21, 1928, respectively, on Application No. 14687. 

A publlc h ear1ng was had bet'ore E:cam1ner .Tob.D.sOll. on 

March 8, 1933~ on wnicn date the case was ~bm1tted. 
The t'aots as developed at tae J::e aring my 'be summarized 

br1 etly as follows: Detendant A. Harwood testitied th.at h.e was 

forced to ~it operation or such service on October 25, 1932~ due 

to unreguJ.e.ted truck canpet1 tion; that he belgan operat1.c.g again on 
January 25, l~;;3,. beceu.se or a subsid.y furnished by Elllotb.er carrier; 



• 
bu.t that since resum.1ng such. operation., he had not carried any 

oonsequential amount or tre1ght c,r express. Harwood test1f1ed that 

the unregulated carriers had all the bus1ness and that the shippers 

Will not support a carrier starting at Wil11ts as the unregulated 

oarrier rates t'ro:l Sen Frenc1s:co right through to th1s territorY' 

are cheaper than the rail rates to Willits alone; so shippers are 

us1.c.g the throu.gh service, a.c.d the w1'tnoss s:cated that he co uld 

trequently carry wnat little treight there Woas on the tront seat 

or h1s limousine. Defendant further ate. ted 'that he had used e. 

oonpe or 11mousine 1nstead or his truck on many of the trips Since 

January 25~ 1933~ and sometimes there was noth1ng to haul at all. 

Detendant det1n1tely admitted abandoning operations tor a ninety 

day period rro~ October 25, 1932. to ~anu8ry 25~ 1933~ and stated 

that he 'WOuld not now 'be in operation 1t ac.otber carr1er '\18.8 not 

guere.n teeing h1m a det1n1 te amoWlt tor each trip whether he operated 

wi tb. a oargo or not. The test1'C.on.y clearly Sl owed an abando.cmen t 

by the testimony or the defendant, without the necessity or calling 

another witness and tully just1fies finding &s a tact by this 

Comm1s$ton that detendant did a'bandon his operating rights. A 

stmilar case was recently decided by the Commission in Decision 

No. 25645 in Case 33l5, (Frank Davies VS. Alyba Hardware & Supply Co.) 

ORDER .... ---- .... 
This prooeedin.g he. vl.o.g been. duly b.eard end submitted. 

tull 1llvest1gat10!l or the Ill1tters involved hav1ng been had,. and 

basi.ng th1s order on the fineting or tacts &ad O:>.D.clusions oonte1ned 

in the o:p1:c.1on, 
IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the ol'erative righ ts heretofore 

gran ted to A.. Harwood by Dec1s1a;s Nos. 20188 and 20239,. on 

Application No. 14687 be a.o.d they hereby a.re revoked s.o.d e.D.nu1led. 
, 

IT IS EEREBY FURTHm ORDERED that A.. Harmod be ec.d he 

here'by is ordered to cease and desist trom. opexst1ng as a common 

carrier or persons and property ~~~ween Wi1111ts end (;.e.rberville 



-. 
end intermediate points including Rockport and Branscom's. 

IT IS HEREBY FURTHER ORDERED the.t the tariffs and time 

tables now on tile with this Comm1ssion in the name or A. Harwood 

The etteot1ve d.ate ot th1 s order shall be twe.o. ty (20:) 
days t'rom tb.e date hereof 0 

Dated at San Fre:.c.c1sco, California, thi8 l.:1J:.... daY' or 
____ >n ... 1~ __ ....,;l933. 

g~~zz--~COmmlS~ 


