
Decision No. ----_. 
BEFORE THE RAILROJl.D C01!1!!SSION OF TEE ST1..TE OF C.A1IFOR.~IA 

In the 1!atter of the Ap"Olic3.tion of 
THE RIVER LINES (The California Tr211s-
port~t1on Company ~d Sacramento & San 
Joaquin River Lines, Inc.), (a) for 
leave tempor~rily to d1scontinue the 
local passenger service now being ren-
dered by the vessels :r.Delt~ KingTf and 
"Delta Queenrr on the Sacra:l.ento route 
of applicants, ~d by the vessels rrport 
of Stocktonrr ~~~ "Fort Sutter" on the 
San Joa~u1n River route ofapp1icunts; 
(b) for an order authorizing such dis-
continuance of service on less than 
thirty days' notice. 

App11cation No. 20158 

~:cCutcb.en, Olney, Aannon & Greene by F. W. Mielke, 
for The River Lines 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

FOL'"RTll SUPPLEM.'EN'TAL OPTh"'ION 

By supplem~~t~lapp1ic~t1on filed March 21, 1938, The 

River Lines seeks authority to suspend its service tor the transpor-

tation of passengers by vessel between San FranCisco and Stockton 

~d intermediate points, and frot: mld to P.io Vista (an intermediate 
1 point on the San Fra~cisco-Sacr3mento route) until iay 1, 1939. 

A public he~ring was had at Sm FranCisco on April 14, 
1938, betore Examiner DaVis. 

1 
The River Lines is a unified operation of The Califor.c1a Trans-

portation Company and Sacracento & San Joaquin River Lines, Inc. 
By DeCision No. 28257 of October 1, 1935, The River Lines ~s auth-
orized to suspend passenger service until May 1, 1936. Thereafter, 
on a showing that conditions had not changed substantially, the ex-
piration ci.::Lte of the suspension was extended to May 1, 1937, then to 
June 30, 1937, ana. a;ain to May 1, 1938. 
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The only witness to testify was J .R • .Anderson, traffic 

manager ot The River Lines. Th.is wit!less stated that the 'Wlstable 

labor ~"'l.d business con.ditions whi'ch precipitated the or:1.gina1 re-
~uest for suspension still exist, that little improvement is in 

sight an~ that the heavy expenditures necessary before passenger 

service coul~ be res~ed are not warranted at this time. He ex-

plained that only tour boats (the Delta Queen, the Delta King, the 

Port of Stockton and the Fort Sutter) are available. The Delta ~ueen 

and the Delta King are to be placed on th.e Sacra:ento run commencing 
~~y 1st of this year. The other two boats are steam-?ropelled stern 
wheelers which do not comply v:ith the re~uj.rec.ents for passe!lger 
vehicles co.."lta1ned in the Federal Safety-at-Sea Act, in that they are 

not exuipped with collision bulkheads norautom~t1c sprinkler 5.1stems. 

To so e~uip these bo~ts would cost at least $15,000 each. Even if 

this were done it v:ould be doubtf'ul., according to Anderson., whether 
an unlimited p~ssenger cert1f1c~te could be obtaine~, inasmuch as the 
boats .are wooden-hulled. .Anderson stated, however, that The River 
Lines has had in mind for some time the construction of a steel-hulled 

diesel operated vessel capable or carrying 500 tons of fre1sht and 
100 passengers and rendering a round-trip service bctr.een San Francisco 

zn~ Stockton each 24 hours. Such a vessel would cost app~oximately 
~~200tOOO. No definite pl:ms in this reg:lrc. have ~s yet been made. 

In so far as Rio Vista is concerned, Anderson testified 

that the wharf at that point is still unsafe and. that the cost of re-
building it wouJ.d. be about $15,000, whereas not more than siX dollars 

of passenger revenue daily could be expected. Se pOinted out, however, 

that should freight operation to Rio Vista be resumed it would become 

necessary to repair the whari'" ,anel passenger service cou.l~ then be 

afforded also. 

Anderson also testified that in the month ot February, 1938, 
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The River Lines sustained an operating loss of $18,000, not including 

depreciation, and that while traffic appeared to be picking up slight-

ly it was not expected that the operating loss would be e11~~nated 

entirely in the near future. 

No one opposed the erantL~ of the application. 

As pointed out in the Third Supplem~tal Opinion in this pro-

ceeding, repeated and lengthy sus~ensions are ord~rily not in the 

~ublic interest. However, in view of the circumstances here, ~d the 

apparent impracticability of resuming service under existing conditions, 

the application for ~ further suspens10n will be granted. 

The gr~~ting of thisappl1c~tion will not deprive the public 

of ~eans of tr~sport~tion as the territor,y is served by other carriers. 
Uoreo~er, the fact that applicants have tailed to provide service un-

der the operative rights w.hich they hold will be given consideration 

should ~ certificate of public cor.venience and necessity be sought 

by another carrier ready, able and willing to serve this territory. 

QRnER 
Public hearing having been held in the ~bove entitled applica-

tion ~~d the matter having been subc1tted, 
IT IS h~ ORDERED that applica.~ts be ~d they are hereby 

authorized to continue the suspension of passenger service to and from 

Rio Vist~ and between San Francisco and Stockton and inter~ediate 
points until MAy 1, 1939, 9rov1ded they immediately sup~lement their 

tariffs on file with the Cocmission on ~ot less than one (1) day's 

notice to the Commission and to the public, to show that their service 

ha= been further suspended as authorized herein. 
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Xhis order shall become e~~ective on the date hereo~. 

Dated ·at San Francisco, California, this .2 ~ ~-day of 
April, 1938. 

Commissioners 


