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Decision No. /, t !i) I. t. ._ ............... -----

B"='..J'ORE TEE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CAtIFOF.NIA. 

REGULATED CARRIERS, INC., a corpo~at1on, 

Complainant, 

VS. 

c. L. BOCK, ~u DEREMO, CLAY (WEITEr) 
MOBRIS, CE:AP.LES INKS and C. L. BUCK, FRED 
DEP.EMO, CLAY (":lEITEr)' llORRIS and CBAF.LES 
INKS doing business under the fictitious 
na:ce :::nd. style or Buck Forwarding Company 
aJld! or D &:: M Tru.cking ~ Compm:::.y, FIRST DOE, 
SECO~'"D DCE, THIF.D DOE, FOURTH DOE, FIF'l:E: 
DOE, FIRST DOE CORPORATION, SECOND DOE 
CORPORATION, THIRD DOE CORPORATION, FOUP..TH 
DOE CO?~RATION, FIFTH DOE COP~ORATION, 

Dercndonts. 

Case No. 3879. 

Ree~ale L. Vaughan and Scott Elde~, by Scott Elder, 
fo':: comple.~t. 

c. L. Buck, 1n propria persona. 

CARR, Commissioner. 

By complaint tiled on July 31, 1934, eomplc~t charges 

C. L. Buck" Fred Deremo, C13.y (Vlh1tey) Morris .:md Charles Inks, 

individually, md the S3-me parties 3.S dOing business under the 

fictitious name of Buck Forv/ard1ng Company or D & M Trucking Company, 

with unlawful common carrier operations by auto truck between Oak­

lond, :aer~eley" A13,med.3., Sc.n Leandro, Richmond and Son. Francisco 

~ the one hand and Stockton, Lodi, Sacramento ~d intermediate 

po~ts on the other. 

Public bearines were had on J$nuary ord, on which date· the 

case was submitted. 



• 
Tne facts as developed at tbe hearing may be summarized 

'briefly a.s follows: 

By Decision No. 26826~ of date February 26, 1934~ 1n 

Case No. 3337, C. L. Buck waz ordered. to c(ease and. desist operations 

between Coal~~ga, B~kersfield and Clovis ~~d San Francisco and 

Ventura. Fol16~~e service ,or this order Buck, accord~g to his 

testimony, did discontinue these o~erat1ons but immediately instituted 

similo.r operat1onz'bet"ll"cen Oakland 3Jld certa:i.n East Bay Cities and 

Sacramento, Stockton and Lodi, operating under the fictitious· name 

of Buck Forward1ng Company. These operations heco~t1nued until 

carly :i.n July, when the 'business was t:lken over 'by. the, defendant 

Fred Deremo, sometimes kn07m as G. F. Deremo and G. Fred Dere~o~ who 
<. 

continued the operations but under the fictitions'name of D & ~ 

Trucking CO:r:lP~Y. Deremo, v/ao also test1i'1ed as a vt1tnesz~ owned a 

couple of trucks :3lld 'by ::leans of these and somet1:nes through :!nde­

pendent truckers carried on quite an extensive trucking business 

'between Oal'"..ltm.d, Berkeley, Alamed.a and San Leandro on the one hand. 

and Stockton, Loo.i and Sacramento on the other. .... Trips were ·run 

al::nost daily :me. a substantial volume of treizhtwas handled. , It 

is not even claimed toot there VIas a special contract or-arrangement 

for the transportation. Be got such business as he could. There 

can 'be no quest'ion whD.tsoevcr that Deremo was operating as a trans-.. 
portation company be~cween the pOints speCified. 

Under the record it must be concluded that the defendant 

Buck had discont:1nu€ld business prior to the date the com:!tla1nt was 

filed. There is no";hmg in the evidence to support ,a cease and 

desist order as aga~st any of tho defendants named except Dere=o. 

A cease and desist order should issue as agaL~st him. 

2. 



,~ order or this Commission finding an operation to be 

unlaYItul and. directing tlnt it be discont1:llled is :i.:'J. its ef"i"eet 

not unlike an injunction issued by a court. A violat~on or zllch 

order constitutes a contempt of t~e Commission. The Ca11fo!"nia 

Constitution and the Public Utilities Act vest the Commission with 

power and autbor~ty to punish for contempt in the same manner and 

to the same extent as courts of record. In the event a party is 

3.dj'tldgl~d. guUty of conte!llpt, a fine may be imposed :tn the amount 

of $SC.O.OO, or he may be impri:soned for five (5) days, or 'both. 

C.C.? Sec. 1.218; i~otOt FreiZUt Tetmm~l Co. v~ ~, 37 C.R.C. 224'; 

re Ball and ECyes. 37 C.R.C. 407; Wf~h~. S1~e~ 36 C.R.C. 458; 

F;tonl!!;r mress COWanY v. K~llet, SS C.R.C. 57l. 

It should also be noted that under Section a of" the Auto 

Truck Transportation Act (Statutes 19l7, Chapter 213, as amended), a 

person 7lhov1olates an order of the CO"il:o"ission i:: .guilty of" a. :n1s­

Cle:leanor and is punishablo by a fine not exceeding $lOOO.OO~ or 'by 
>,,1,' ,", ' 

imprisonment in the countyjall not exceeding one year, or ~ both' 

such tine a.~d im~risonment. Likewise 3 sb.i:9per or other person 

w~o aids or ~bets in the violation of an order of the Commission 

is guilty or a misdemeanor .:ll'ld is pun1sl'la blo :1n the ,same :naJ:.lncr. 

QR:Q.:ilR 
A ,ublic hear~g having 'b~en had 1n the'above ~t1tled 

~tter, 

IT IS EEREBY FOUND t~t·~~ DEPJrmO, zo~et1mes known as 

G. F. Deremo ~~d G. Fred Deremo, is operating as a transportat!on 

comp~y as defined in Section l~ Subdivision (e) or the Auto lruck 

Transportation l~¢t (Chapter :213, Statutes 19l7, as amended), 'With 

com::x.on ~rr1cr status oetween Oakland, Berkeley, Al3.:neda and San 



Leandro on the one bznd ~~d Stockton, tod1 ~d Sacra~ento on the 

other, and without a certificate of public convenience and necessity 

or p~ior rizht authorizinZ such o~erations. 

Based upon the finding herein and the'opin1on3 

IT IS EEF.EBY ORDERED that Fred Deremo, sometime$ known as 

G. F. DereI:lo and G .. Fred Deremo; shall cease and desist directly 

or indirectly or by any subterfuge 'or device from cont~uing such 

operations, either 1lnder his own name or under the fict1tious name 

of D & M l'ruck1ng Co~c.ny .. 

IT IS EEP~BY FURTHER OP~ERED th2.t the complaint as 

~eainst the named defen~ts other than Deremo be and the same 

is hereby dismissed. 

n IS EEP.EBY ~'ORTEER ORDERED tmt the Secretary of this 

COmmission shall cause a certitiedcopy of this decision to be 

personally ser'ved upon Freel Deremo, sometimes knO'W:l as G. F. Deremo 

and G. Fred Deremo3 that he cause certified copies thereof to be 

mailed tc- the District Attorneys of Alc.meda, San J'oaq:u'~3 Sacramento 

and Contr~ Costa Counties, to the Bocrd of Public Utilities and 

Tr~sportation of the City of tos Angeles and to the Dep~rtment of 

Public Works~ Division ot Highwayz, at S~cramento. 

Tbe "effective date or t~z or~er s~ll 'be twentY' (20) 

days after the date of service u~on defend3nt. 

D~ted. a,t San Fr3.!'l.cisco, California, this 1$4 ~ day o! 

J311uary, 1935. 


