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'Decision No. 

In the ~~ttcr of the In 
Co~i:sion's OVnl ~otion 
rates, charges, contra 
PETER RA,V.A.LIN and SAL 

PETER 

SkLVADORE 'J 

EY THE CO~~ISSION: 

, . 
I 

I 
i~at1o~ on the ~ 
oTtthe'operatio~, ) 

fand ~raetices of ) 
JI!;II!~ ) 

Persona 

inPro~ria Persona 

Q.z, I ~r.1 Q. J:! 

Case No. 4,90 

On April 1, 194 1, thi:proceeding waz ir.stituted'by the 
" 

Commission on its, own motion to determine whether or not Peter 

Ravalin and Salvadore Jiminez, co-partner:, ar~ engaged in the bus1-

ness of transportation of property asa highway co=zon carrier 

oBtween Sunnyvale and territory proxi~te thereto, on the one hand1 

and San Francis~o, on the other hand, without a~ertificat~ o~'pub­

l1e co:wen1e=".ce and ne"essi ty or other o~erati ve right th~!'efor" and 

in violation of theirpc::nlts to o:ocrate 0.$ a~ontract, radial, and. 

city carr1er~ A public 'hearing thereon was had befo:-e·,Exa.::iner Paul 

on ~y 26, 1941, and the matter having been to.ken u.."\dl?!' s\:'o:l1ssion 

1s now ready for decision • 

?ava11n and J1minez appeared in 6e:-son. Ji:inez testified 
... ~ , ... , .. 

t:~t he was never very active in th~' fi!"fu:~.~:r-.:;·P.aval!n and Ji:::linez and 
, .' .. 

that. the partnersh1?was d1zso1ved on March 1, 1941, when he with- ' 

drew from the 'ou:iness;ane requested that the inve~t1gation as to 

himbo dir:rn1::::cd. Tho cviclence shows tM.t the Co=i~~io%'l; . on ,!J~rch 
, . 

5, 194 1, r evoked the perci'ts held by the p&.rtnershi~ because of its 
, (1)"..' ',,',.,,' , . .' .. 

d1::::o1ution,' and on Ir!.9.rch· 1'), 194 1 1szu~d I' tJ.d ia 1 'h1Shway CO:::lon ' 
, , ,. .' .,.,' . 

(1) The~ermits revoked were az follows: Radial Highway Common Car­
riorPermitNo. 43-175, Ctty Carrier ?e:-rnit No. 43-176 and High­
way Contract Carrier Permit No. 43-743 • 

.. -... -

,1 



carrier and highway ~ontractearrier perQ1ts to Eavalin. Sinee 

March 10, 1941 the business has been conducted by Ravalin as an 

individual .. 

The record r.learly sho ... ,s that the operation fOl':lerly, con­

ducted by the partnership was that of a hitaway co~~on carrier and 

that Ravalin, one of· the =cr.'lbers of 'tho former partnership; 1s now 

undertaking to s~rve tr.e s~~e shippers betw~en the sa~~,points. The 

record also shows that the current ship~ing season of:ost of the 

witnesses who testified at th~ h~ar1ng r~s not'startec; that!or 

some of' them it is just begin..."'li!",g, and that for the re:nainder' it 

began only a short tiee before the hearing of this =atter and it 

=aywell be that if Ravalin provides thesa~e service as that !or­

merly provided by the partner=hip without a highway co~~on carrier 

certificate, it woulo be in violation of Section 50-3/4 of the 

Pu'olic,Ut1l1t1es Act. 

The evidence sho·r.ingthat t!'le re=pondent partnership' waz 

discolv~d and it~ ,ermits revokee by the Co~ission beforetheinzti-

tution of this'. proceeding to deter!:lin~ whether the' partnership of,.. ... ~, 

operating az a highway co::.mon c~rrier ·;'11 thou~ a..."l operati ver1ght 

therefor, and in violation of its permits, the investigation zhould 
, . 

be dismissed~ 

C R·D 'F. R 
---~ ..... -

A public hearing having .oeen held in the above-entitled 

?:'oceeding, evidence having been received, a.""ld the ~tter having' ' 

been duly sub~itted, . 
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!T IS ORDERED·t~~t the above-~nt1t1ed investigation i: 

d1s:lis:;ed. 

Dated at San Francisco, California, this . 

~~c·' , 194 1. 

U ~ .. 
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