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Decision No. ___ 65 ....... -..... 9,...;;,5;.;;1 

BEFOP~ THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMIlISSION OF THE STAXE OF CALIFORNIA 

Investization into the operations 
and practices of Associated Freight 
Lines, a California corporation. 

Case No. 7520 
(F:Lled February 2, 1963) 

Marvin Handler and Raymond A. Greene, for res~dent. 

Elinore Charles and Arthur I. Winston, for the 
commission staff. 

OPINION ... 1IIiIIIIII....- ____ ~ 

The Commission instituted this investigation to determine 

wbetber Associated Freight Lines, a California corporation and a 

certificated highway common carrier, has operated to violation of 

the Coramission I s rules as promu1.zated by General Order No. 99 with 

reference particularly to Part 3, l'Equipmentll ; Part 5, "Brakes" j 

Part 6, "Inspection and Maintenance of Vehicles H i Subsection 7.10, 

"Certificate of Physical Examinationt, and Subsection 11.01, 

"R.eportable 1l.ecident". 

Public bearings were beld in San Francisco on March 28, 

May 28 and 31, and on August 20, 1963. 

Inspections were made of respondent's operative equipment 

in its Los Angeles terminal on September 28 and October 1, 1962, 

in the Modesto terminal on October 26, 1962, at the Fresno terminal 

on September 17, 1962, at the Oakland terminal on October 1, 1962, 

at the MOuntain View terminal on October 3, 1962, and at the San 

Francisco terminal on October 13, 1962 • 
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Out of respondent's total equipment, consisti1l3 of 

approximately 30C pieces, 97 vehicles wer~ inspected and the inspec

tors detc~~ed that thirty three should have some repairs made before 

they sboul~ be again used in the transportation se~Lce. These 

repairs were all made, some requir:tng several hours but: many only an 

hour or an hour and one half. Taere was insuffieien: evidence for 

the Commission to ma!<e a finding tbat any of the equipment was 

operate6 in an unsafe condition over the public bi~1ways. 

l'he Commission, however) is of the opi.nion and finds from 

a careful study of the evidence that at the time of the staff's 

inspection the car=ier had not adequately instituted systematic 

inspection and maintenance p~actices, that seventy-one drivers did 

not have physical e:~tion ce=tificates on file and tl,at eleven 

reportable accidents had not been :eported to d,is Commission. 

Basee upon ~1C above findings the Commission concludes that a fine 

of $l,OOO should be imposed on respondent. 

IT IS ORDERED that P~sociated Frei8h~ Lines, a California 

corpora~~on snall pay a f~ne of $l,OOO to ~,is Commission on or 

before twenty days after the effective date of t~his order. 

11,e Secretary of the Commission is directed to cause 

pe=sonal servlce of this order 'i:o be made upon respondent. Tbe 

effective date oi this order shall be fifteen d~ls after the 

completion of suCh servlee. 
Dated at _______ S&n ___ ~ ___ ~_~ ___________ , California, this 

...3' M day of _~~~..,.;;;.~==....:; 

Co::c1 ::.:;1one r ..:F..:..:r:::,:cc:::c:.:,!'.:.1 e:,:k:....:,B_. _P._o_lO_"o_o._f'f __ 
pro~ont b~t not voting. 
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