
In t.he ~':atter o'f the !nvest.iga tion on 
the Cornmission T s 0,';11 ::':otion into the 
o~erations, rates) charges, co~tracts 
and practices of VICTOR GJ~~BALDI and 

) 
) 
) 

J. GA.~BALD!, doing business as GA.~- j 
E.Al.D! BROT~'RS; ;;. E. ::rAR.:.US; CEORGE J. ) 
B1~1~, doing businesc as SAt~ Llv~ STOCZ ) 
T~~S?ORT ... ;::IO!\; :EUGZ1"Z ~~ .. STE?r?~S; and. ) 
C. 1{. \\'XL!.IS, dOing business as ~:lZSTE....:u~ ) 
LIVE STOCA S}lll'~~. ) 

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

Case lJo. 430;. 

iH. R. Williams, for Ca:-ibaldi Brothers 

';;allac e L. ·:!are, tor Jo~ :r. :Harris 

DOll Petty, tor C. K. ~i[illis, dOing business 
as Western Livestock Shippers 

BY TE]; CC:EaSSION: 

This proceeding is an investigation by the Commission 

on its o~m ~otion, into the operations of the above respon~ents, 

to determine whether or no~ any o~ the said respondents are en-

gaged in rendering a transportation service as a highway co~on 

carrier, without first having secured a certiZicate ot public 

convenience ~d necessity as required 'by the Public utilities Act. 

A. public hea:-ing in this :t:l2.t~er was conducted -oy Examiner 

Gorman at Los Anseles and, the matter being du~y submitted, it is 

now ready tor decision. 

Garibaldi Bros., J. E. Zarris & 
~ul Livestock Tian50orta~ion 

The Commission havi~g already adjudicated the matters 

involved in this case by DeciSion Ko. 32673) dated Decamber 19, 

1939, in so far e.s Garibaldi Eros., :. E. Barris and Saul Lives'cock 
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T~ansportation are concerned, the case may be dismissed as to 

said responden~e. 

Eugene N. Stenhens 

~Jge:e ~. Stephens, possessing a Radial Siehway Common 

Carrier per.mit issued by this Commission, ope~ates two trucks 

an~ trailers for the transportation of livestock. 

1!r. W. D. Stephens, who testified in :Cehalf of re­

s:pondent, Eugene Z'r. Stepllens, stated that 90 :per cent of all 

transportation ot livestock performed by respondent was within 

five zi1es of tne Los Angeles Union Stock Yards; that 75 per cent 

ot all his livestock transportation was intra-city in Vernon. 

:E~Jlibi t x;o. 5, introduced in evidence in this proceeding, sh.ows 

the origin and destination of all transportation of livestock 

perfo~ed by responaent during the :onths of December, 19J7, and 

j"anuary, 1930. 

A careful reviev: of all of the eVidence introduced. in 

this proceeding would indicate and we so tind t~t the operations 

condUcted by respondent, Eugene H. Stephens, are not those ot a 

highway COc::lon carrier requiring a certificate of public conven­

ience and necessity. 

c. Z. \'/i111s 

c. E:. ':li11is, it. Application No. 22207, applied for a 

certificate ot public cot.venience and necessity to o~erate as a 

highway coa~on carrier tor the transportation of livestock, which 

application was denied by this Co~issionts DeciSion No. 32940, 

dated. March 20 , 1940. The record in that proceeding inaicated. 

that C. K. Willis was ::10 longer in the livestock transpo:-tation 

business, so that the instant proceeding, in so tar as it relates 

to h~, may oe diSM-issec. 
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In. View of the foregoing, the above entitled proceeding 

should be dismissed. 

Good Cause Appearing, 

IT IS ~RE:SY CBDEP.ED that the above entitled proceeding 

be and the same is hereby ~i~isse~. 

'7;:1 day D~ted at ~ P=ancisco, Calitornia, this 

or .Lf £:_l...v , 1940. 

COrr'Jrli ssi one:-3. 


