
Decision No.. .37819 

BEFORE l'RE RAILROAD cOr.r'ISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the l!atter of the Applic~tion of' J. ) (i"ilW' '" ~l I. n, ~ n &n@1T 
GARIBALDI7 V. GARIBALDI and D. GA.~IBALDI,) . m U ~ U U~ W t1. 
JR., certlficated highvlay common carriers, ) 
contr;)ct operators, r$dial high~',ay common ) 
carriers and city carriers, for an order ) Application No~ 26612 
authorizing and approving leese with Armour) 
and Company, a corporation, of certain ) 
property of appliccnts. ) 

BY TI-m COt~!ISSION: 

This 1S an applic~·tion in which J. Garibaldi and 

V. Garibaldi, copartners, and D. Garibaldi, Jr., an individual, 
reoucst from the CO~ission an order authorizing and approvir~ an 

'. , 

agreement under which said J. Garibaldi, V. Garibaldi and 
D. Garibaldi, Jr., are lee zing certain automotive e~uipment to 
Armour and Company, a corporation. 

The application sets forth that J. Garibaldi and 
, . 

V·. Garibaldi, two of the opplicants, are highv18Y COlDl:1on carriers 
engaged in the transportation of livestock over the highways of 
California by virtue of the authority grznted them by the Comcission 

in DeciSion No ... 32673, dat'cd December 19, 1939. It is also stated 
that D. Garibaldi, Jr ... , another of the ap:011cants, is similarly 

engaged in the trcnsportation of livest'ock 'lnder authority of the 

Commission's Decision !';o .. 32781, dated February 6, 1940. 

The opplication alleges that 'the applicznts, and each of 

them, regC1rd all 'of the er.:.uipment involved as being disassociated 
from any of their cO!llI:lon cerrier operations; th2t all,. of the common '. 
carrier ope:::-ations of sai':1 'appliconts, and e~.c~ of them, ere 
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A. 26612 .~ 

adequately implemented with truck a.nd trail.er equip):1ent vlholly 

d1sassoci~tedfrom the equipcent involved in said le~se arrangement; 

, and that the lease of such equipment will in no way i~pair, 
" " , I 

diminish or jeopardize the coomon carrier services to which. all of 

the said applicD-rits are dedicated. 

After due consideratio~ of the app1ic~tion, and of all 
. . . 

the facts alleged by the p~rties thereto, we D-re of the' opinion. too. t 
• '.. I 

the Commission's authority is not necesscry to lecse or otherwise 
, , 

'dispose of the property referred to in the ap!,11cati;m. ,For that 

reason the applict,tion will be disI:l1ssec.. A. public hearing is not 

necessary. 

ORDER 
,.....", ......... --

Upon due consideration of th~ a,boveentitled nlt'tter, 

IT IS ORDERED that the apolication herein'is"hereby . . ". .. . 
" 

d1s111·iss ed •. ' 

The effecti vo dote of this order shall be tylenty (20) 
... .' 4 

, .,' 

, . . . 
days from the d2tc hereof. 

~ated at2-Lus:;&:Lb 

~ ,.194 5. day of 
.' 

-2-.- . 

, California, this _ ~ ~-.. 
, , 

'~."'. ""." '.' ." ~ 

(~~~ 
.~ 


