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Decision No. 71291 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Investigation on the COmmiss1on's 
o~n motion into the operations, 
r~tes and practices or WAlNUT 
TRUCKING COMPANY, INC., 0. 
corporation, and HARRY D. RILEY, Jr., 
an individual doing bus1ness as 
RILEY & SON TRUCKING CO. 

Case No. 7897 

(Contempt Proceeding) 

ORDER AMENDING DECISION NO. 71388 
AND DENYING REHEARING 

1>lalnu t Trucl<1ng Company, Inc., a corporo. t:1on, William L. 

Tho~s, and Davia R. Rydbom, having petit10ned for rehearing 

of Decis10n No. 71388, and the COmmission having considered each 

and every allegation thereof, 

IT IS ORDERED that Decision No. 71388 is hereby amended by: 

1. Deleting therefrom the first t",O :::entences of F1nding 6 

on page 6 of the m1meo~raphed dec1sion, \,lhich sentences state 

tha t vla1nu t Trucldng Co., Inc. did not revie\'l :1 ts records as 

requ1red in paragraph 2 of Decision No. 68623, and that there 

is no evidence of compliance other than the statements of 

respondents Thomas and Rydbom; 

2~ Amending the second paragraph on page 7 of the mimeo­

craphed deCiSion, \'lh1ch paragraph immediately precedes the 

':Judgment and Q1"der," to read: 

liThe evidence in this record is clear and based on 
the f1ndings here:tn set forth, we conclude that Walnut 
Truck:tng Co., I.."'lc., vI11l1am L. Thomas and Dav1d R. 
Rydbom l and each of them, have not filed the report 
required by order:tng paragraph 4 of Dec1sion No. 68623 
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and '~hat such failure was and is in contempt of the 
Public U~ilities Commission of the State of California 
and. its said order;" 

3. Deleting therefrom the f.irst and second ordering para­

graphs, which paragraphs taken together adjudge Walnut Trucking 

Co.> Inc., William L. Thomas, and David R. Rydbom guilty of 

contempt for failing and refusing to examine the records of 

Wa.lnut Truck.inG CO.;t Inc. and ordc~' each of them to pD.y a fine 

on One Hundred Dollars ($100). 

The respondents are warned, however) that the Commission is 

not satisfied that they undertook an examination of the companyts 

records with the intention of discovering and paying all the 

amounts due purported subhaulers pursua.nt to DeCision No. 68623. 

The question of whether they have done so, and the further questions 

of what such an examination would have dicclosed and of what further 

action the Commission should take will be the subject of a further 

inquiry by the CommiSSion. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that rehearing of DeCision No. 71388, \' .. 

as amended, is denied. 

De. ted eo t San Fra.ncIsco J Caliio rnia., this -2..f ~ day 

of 
--------------------- > DECEMBER 
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COmr.lissioners 

Comm1 S 31 OllO~.~~~:.~~.~ •• ~.~ •• ??!.~~.~!.t did 
not ~~rt1c1~te in tho d1s~os1t1on of 
this proceeding. 

CommiSSioner W11118m X. Bennett, being 
necessar1ly absent, 414 not pnrt1eipate 
in the 41sposi tion ot t.h1s J)rocee41Z)g~" -


