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pDecision 89 09 054 SEP '7}989-‘3
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Investigation on the Commission’s *L'!Q“

own Motion into the Refusal and SULEIL
Failure of Sonship Entexprises, Inc. 0IIX 88-03-043
to conply with Deczsxon 88~-09=035. (Filed March 23, 1988)

QRRER_REQPENING INVESTIGATION
B

Noel Andrew De Gaetano, dba SONSHIP ENTERPRISES, hereinafter
referred to as “Respondent De Gaetano”, whose mailing address is
14930 Calvert Street, Van Nuys, CA 91411, is engaged in the
business of transporting property over the public highways of
this state for compensatidnrpurSuant to 2 household goods carrier
permit, an agricultural carrier permit, and a highway contract
carrier permit. Sonship Enterprises, Inc., hereinafter referred
to as “Respondent Sonship”, whose mailing address is also 14930
Calvert Street, Van Nuys, CA 91411, is engaged in the business of
transporting property over the public highways of this state for
compensation pursuant to a household gqods_carrie: permit.

It appears that although respondents De Gaetano and Sonship
are separate legal entities holding separate household goods
carrier permits, both respondents show the same ‘address and the
owner of one is the president and designated responsible managing
officer of the other, and therefore as noted on.page 10 of
Decision 88-09-035, both respondents appear to be one and the
same carrier, : , .

Respondent Noel A. De Gaetanec dba Sonship Enterprises, Inc.
was oxdered in Commission Decision No. 88- 09-035 to pay a fine of
$2,000 to the Commission pursuant to Public Utilities Code
Section 5285.  Decision 88-09-035, personally served on'company
preszdent Noel A. De Gaetano, 1nd;cated that the fine was due on
fJNovember 21, 1988 and that, Mx. De Gaetano has since 1n£ormed the
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Commission staff that he will nepgpay the fine (see attached
' affmdavxt), -

IT IS ORDERED, based upon the statements in the attached
affidavit, that OII 88-03-043 be reopened to determine whether an
additional fine should be imposed and/or whether the operating
authorities of respondents De Gaetano and SOnship?should be
revoked. In addition, based on the fact that respondents De
Gaetano and Sonship are one and the same carrier, we hereby
suspend the household goods carrier permits of both these
respondents for failure t0~comply‘witn the provisions of D.88-09~
035, pertaining-to-payment‘otﬂa.tine of $2,000.00 to the
Commission pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 5285.
Respondents. are placed on notice that durzng the period. of
suspension 1t is unlawful for a household goods carrier to

conduct: operatmons as such a carrier. (Public Utilities Code
Section 5286. ) . -

Public hearings on this mat er shall be. held before an
Administrative Law Judge at a time,’ date and place to be set at
which time respondents may appear and show cause why their
pernmits should not be cancelled or revoked for failure %o conmply
with the terms and provisions of D.38=0 9-035. The Executive
Director may order the suspensmon £0 not he lnvoked it the

respondent has paid the $2, ooo r.ne before the eftect;ve date of
this order. '

The Executive_birectoz{is directed to cause a certified copy
ot this order to be personally served upon respondenthoel A.
‘De Gaetano. -

This order is e::ectzve 45 days from the date tnat personal .

service of this order is made on the respondent,,"

’ at San Franc;sco, Callfornxa.
o G AMTCHELL WILK -

President
FREDERICK R. DUDA
STANLEY: W HULETr
JOHN- B, OHANIAN"- -
PﬂﬂmCMLM ECKERT"Q

cmnma

! cemmﬂau‘m DECISION.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITXES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Investigation on the Commission’s
own Motion into the Refusal and OII 88~03-043

Failure of Sonship Enterprises, Inc. (Filed March 23, 1988)
to comply with Decision 88-09-035. '

My name is Paul Wuerstle. I am a supervising transportation
representative for the Comﬁission.

Respondent SOnship'Entefpfihés, Inc., was ordered by CPUC
Decision No. 88-09-035, to perform certain acts. Specifically,
‘SOnship Enterprises, Inc. was ordered‘to:.

1. Pay a fine of $2,000 to the Commission under Public
Utilities Code Section 5285 on or before the 30th day after the
effective date of the order. The decision-was effective October

22, 1988 and therefore the fineﬁwas due on November 21, 1988.

2. Cease and do-iit‘from,violating}thelrat@s and rules of

the Commission.

Records maintained by the Executive Director of the
Commission indicate that service of Decision and Order 88-09=-035%
was made by personal delivery o£ a’certi:ied copy on Noel A. De
Gaetano, the President of Sonshipfﬁnte:priseé,‘Inc. on.Septqﬁber
22, 1988. |

By telephone, on January 31, 1989, PUC staff‘advised Noel A.
De Gaetano, of Sonship Enterprises’ failure to comply with the
Decision. Mr.:De'caetanéfresponded«ﬁh&t he did not intend to -
oay. L
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By letter dated February 2, 1989 the PUC staff again advised

respondent De G&etano‘ot his failure to comply‘with the Decision.
Mr. De Gaetano has not'rospondod to staff’s ‘letter.

A thorough review of th§ records of the Commission indicates
.that no payment of fiﬁe has been roéeivcd‘by the Commission.

I hereby declare undor pcnalty of pcrjury that the

statements in thxs atzidavit are true to-thn best o: my xnowledge
and beller.

gaul Wuerstle
Suporvising Transportatzon
Repreaentative




