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54107 Decision No. _______ _ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~ISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
RALPH PANELLI'"" dba RALPH PANEtLA. ) 
TRUCKING, to oper~te a highway ) 
common carrier service. ) 

Application No o 36044. 

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

OPINION ...... ----- ... 

Ralph Panella is engaged 1n the transportation of property 

in California purouant to permits issued by this COmmission. 

'Applicant seeks an order authorizing him to conduct 

ser-lice as a highway common carrier tor the transportation 01' 

general commodities, including forest products and rough sawn and 

finishod lumber; fresh and frozen fruits and vegetables, including 

tomato plants and nuts; fresh and ~rozen meats, carcaszes and 

packaged; and bulk wine, vinega:-, molasses, sugar and other li~,uid 

:ood products moving in t~ers; generally statewide. 

Notice of tiling ot the application was given all com~on 

carriers subject to the jurisdiction ot this Commission. 

This o.pplicat1on was tiled pursuant to Decision No. 50448,. 

in Case No. 5478 7 dated August 17, 1954. In that decision, the 

Co~~ission enunciated a policy under vmich it may consider operation 

so a highway permit carrier up to and including September 10, 19$3, 

as evidence of public eonvon1~nco an~ necessity, it it appears that 

such operation may be found to cor..sti tute common carriage under 

the terms of the Nolan deCision (Nolan v. Public Ut1lit1e: 

Commission, 41 C (2d) 392). The allegations or the application 

and the repreoentations tiled in this matter indicate, however, and 

the Co~~is~ion finds that as of September 10, 1953, applicant was 

conducting his operations within the scope of the permits heretofore 
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1ssued by this Commission. Such operations not hav1ng constituted 

highway common carriage, the sought certificate of public convenience 

and necessity is not a requis1te for continuance of applicant's 

operations as conducted on the said date; and the application will 

oe denied. 

The applicant 1s heroby placed on not1ce that the 

ComrA1ssion~ by thic deeis1on~ makes no finding and expre~ses no 

opin1on as to whether applicant has or has not 'been conducting his 

operat10ns within tho scope of his per.mitted author1ty s1nce 

September lO~ 1953; and that the prov1s10ns of Sect10n 1063 or the 

Public Uti11ties Code w1ll be str1ctly enforced. 

o R D E R 
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The Commiss10n has cons1dered the applicat10n and 

representations filed herein~ Now Therefore 

IT IS ORDERED that Application No. 36044 is denied. 

The e~reet1ve date of th1~ order shall be ninety days 

after the date hereof. 

Da. t ad a. t So.n Fr=ulci3c0 ~ Ca.11forn1a, this 

day of ___ N_O_VE_M_B_E_R--___ _ 


