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Decision No. 67202
BEFORE TEE PURLIC UTILITIES COMSSION CF THE STAIZ OF CALIFORNU.

Iovestigation O the Commission’s
own 2otion into the operstions, |
ates, charges, and practices of
CLAYTON GREEN, an individual, Case No, 7739
doing business 25 G.L,M, EXPRESS.
] )

Rorald L. Joknson, Robert Marks and
hariles paxxete, for the Commission
steff.,

Dy oxder dated Movember 26, 1953, as azended on February 4,

1964, the Commission instituted an investigation into the operatioms,

rates, charges and practices of Clayton Green, doing business as

G.L.M. Express.
A public hearing was held before Examiner ?orter‘on
- February 25, 1964, at Los sArngeles, on which date the matcér was
submitted,
 Respondent has conducted operations pursuant to
Highway Contraect Carrier Permit No. 30-3791 which was suspended’
Januazy 28, 1964_for failure to pay tramsportation rate fund féeé,
and has been served with Minimum Rate Tariff No. 2, Distance'Tabie
No. & and-appliéable supplements thereto.
The Commission staff pxesen;éd evidence covering a
pexiod of the carrier's operations from July L, 1962 through
- January 31, 1963, The underlying documents relating to 12 shinments

were taken from respondent'’s f£files and submitted o thevLiéense-aud
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Compliance Branch of the Commisszon s Transportation Division. Based ,
upon these data.axate. s.udj wa preparcd and xntrdduced'in evidcnce'uz’//
as Exhibit 7. Sald exhibit reflects undercharges in the amount of
$1,091.63. “
The primeory causes for the undercharges were the appl_ca- u/’//
tion ol the wrong commodity classification rates 2md lack of
documentation when performing split pickup or delivery.
Neither Clayton Green nor anyone réprescnti@g.him,appeared
a2t the hearing.
Zvidence was 2iso presented that respondent was mot in
Caiifornia and various methods were used to apprise thc respondent
as ©o the faet of the investigation and the time and plzce of
nearing.
Evidence was alco presented thet respondent &es‘not 3s
of the date ¢f hearing engeged in the transportation businesé in
Californiz,
After considera:xoﬁ the Comuission £inds that:
1. Respondent operated pursuant to a highway contract carriex
wernit,
2. Respondent was sexved with appropriate taxiff, distance
table and applicable supplements thereto.
3. Respondent cherzed less than the lawfully prescribed “////
ninimum rates in the instances set forth in Exhibic 7,‘resultiﬁ3
in wvodercharges in the amount of $1,091.68.
Based upon the fbrcgo.ng £indings of £act, the Comxilss

concludes thet responden“ vxolated Sections 3664, 3667 and 3737 of
The Public Utilities Code.




9RDER

IT IS ORDERED that respondent'’s Highway Conmtract Carrier
Pexmit No., 303791 is revoked, |

The 'Secreta'.\:y is directed to cause sehrice of a certified
copy of this ordexr to be made upon respondent or to mail a ceri::i.fied'
copy thereof to him at his last lknown address as showvm in the
Commission's records. The effective date of this order shall be
the twentieth day after such sexvice or after the above mailing to
xrespondent, as the casc may be. ,

Dated at San Pronetsco , California, this gﬁ
day of MAY .« » 1964,
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C?missioners !

Commissioner Froderick B. Holoboff, being
necesznrily absent, did not participate
in the d&ispoesition of thi...; p:ococdinz.




