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Decision No. 701 52 DRlfUIA[. 
BE...'I1'ORE TEE ?'0J3tIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE S~A'1!E OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Investigation 
on the Comm1ssion" s own motion into 
the operat10n$~ rates and practices 
of DENIO BROS. 'l'RUC1Cl:NG, CO ~" a 
Nevada corporation.' 

Case No. 8124 

ORDER AMENDING DECISION NO. 69907 

Am:> DENYING REHEARING 

Denio Bros.. Truek1ng Co., a Nevada corporation .. , having 

petitioned for rehea.ring" and good eause'a;ppea.rins, 

IT IS EEREBY ORDERED that Decision N~::~;;:'69907 is amended by 

modifying ordering paragraph 1 to rea.d as follows: 

"l. Respondent shall pay a :f'1ne of $3,52l .. 76 to 
th1s Comm1ssion in twelve' eq'Ualpayments, the 
first to be due on or before the' twentieth 
day after the effective ~ate ot' this order, 
and each suceeed1ngpayment to be, d'Ue one, 
month after the due date of the preceding 
payment # If , ' 

Rehearing ol"Dec1sion No .. 69907, as amended herein, is denied. 

Dated at 'Smn FrancisM • California, th1S.rl, 

day of ' JANUARY ,1966 .. ' 
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COMMISSIONE~ PETER E. MI'l'C~L CONCURRING: 

The Petition for Rehearing by the respondent emphasizes the 

concern I have repeatedly oxpressed over formal transportation ,in-

vestigations by this Commission (see my dissent in Case No. ,8306" 
11 

d.~ted November 30, 19(5). The'eonsequences to the carrier 'are not 

always "a fine for tho infraction and forgiveness untilthc' future". 

They may be %:lore grave, as this carrier indicates in his petition: 

"The doc'UI'Qontation further reflects that gross 

rovenues from for-hire transportation for the 

year ended May 3l~'< 1965, have plmmnetod to a 

level of $45,l5l.3S. Further, because of the 

steep decline in earnings it no longor·operates 

four tractors and trailers, but presently 

op~rates only two tractors and twotrailors. 

M<lnifes~ly, an extreme economic penalty has 

already been imposed and paid by the respondent 

as a direct result of these proceedings. ' As,re-

fleeted in the transcript of the' hearing, as a 

11 "The Commission should consider also the consoquence of its ac
tion on the customers of the carrier~ Irrespective of the ulti
mate outcome of an investigation, the carrier suffers. a diminu
tion of business from accounts who fear future involvement in 
Commiss.ion investigations. Indeed, a rospondent carrier maybe 
found innocent or receive a de'minimus fine as a result of Com-· 
mission proceedings,; yet, because of the adverse reaction'of 
shippers, the carrier,will lose its employers: and encounter, 
financial hardship ... It ' 
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result of the Commission investigations, 'the' 

carrier has gained the reputation of having 

the Commission "down on it", and shippers do 

not want to use it for that reason. ('1'r .. 76)" 

This Commission should exert its best efforts to insure 

compliance with minimum rates but in a manner designed to promote 

the confidence of carriers and shippers alike in the paternalism 

of the Commission. 


