Decision No. 2225 ﬂ '

BEFORZ TEE RAIIRQAD CO»M‘-.-.SSJ.ON OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

=000~

SOUIEERN PACTFIC COLPANE,
| complainant
Via
L. 4o THORNEWILL,

Defendante

ZY TEE COMMISSION:

OPINION AND ORDER ON FETITION
TOR REEEARING

In the Commission’s Decizion No. 21473 4in tho
above=ezntitled pm ceeding rendored on the 20th da':r of August,
1823, 1t wac found thot the defendant L. 4. Thornewill had
violatod the provisions of tho certificates theretofore granted
bim o opexate 2 Woter truck sorvice between Santa Cruz and
Sexn Trancisco, amd oxdered that said certificates de revoked.
Thercafter o petition for reheering was filed 2xd oral argu=-
ment thereon held defore the Cormission on the ‘Btb. day of

vober, 1929. No action has been taken either granting oxr
denyinz saild petition for rehesring.




On the $th day of November 1929, an cetion wos
begun In the Superior. Court of the City and County of San
Francisco by the Commission on behalf of +he Decple of the
State of Californie against =eid Thornewill to collect the
Penalty provided by the Auto Staée and Truck Tramsportation
4ct Lor the violation of law of waich the Commission in the
ebove=proceeting had found the defendant to have been guilty.
dn agreed Judgment in said actior 1n the sum of sever hundred
Lifty dollars (3750} has since been entered and has been satis—
Tied by tho defendsnt. The Commission iz of the opinion that
the revocetion of the defendent's operative certificate re-
Presents a penalty more drastic then Justified, and that the
peralty whick hos been pald as eforeseld is an e.cieq,na.te Puniche-
ment for the offense committed.

Therefore, IT IS ORDERED that Decision No.
21473 rendered in the above‘enﬁi tled proceed.iné on the 20tk day
ol August 1922, be revoked, ennulled end set aside, and that
the camplefnt therein be climis'*ed. =

Dated at San Francisco, '“.a.liromia this ZZ
de.y oA March .'I.930. w
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