Decision No- .§§§.Z_Q__MAR 21 1978 ®Rﬂﬁn NA“‘

BEFORE THEAPUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE SIATE OF CALIFORNIA

Investigation on the Commxssxon s )

own motion into the status, rules, .

regulations, equipment, and ) Case No..10246 o
practices of AMERICAN TRANSFER co., ) (Filed January 25 1977)
a California corporation... )

Handler, Baker & Greene, by William
D. Taylor, Attorney at Law, Tor
respondent.,

James R. Foote, for Aqsociated Independent

Owncr-Operators, luc., interested. party.
James S. Rood, Attorney at Law, for the

Commission staff

I N X O h

On Januwary 23, 1977 the CommLSSion instituted this
iavestigation to determine,_among,other things, what steps should
be takea by American Transfer Co..to comply with the laws, rules, _
and regulations governing safety and adequacy of its. operations,‘;,‘
sexvices, facilities, and equipment and what order or orders should
be fssued by the Commission to assure such’ compliance.‘i‘ Ll
| In interim Decision No. 87068 issued Mareh 9 1977 after ‘ie"

public hearing held February 10, 1977, respondent was ordered to )

Y. ..comply with the—requirements of its stipulated agreement w1th
the Commission staff and the California Highway Patrol directed at&'l‘
upgrading rolling equipment and operating practices to-levels that'"p
satisfy applicable safety regulations " At the further hearing “',
held December 1, 1977 a witmess from the Califbrnia Bighway . Patrol_”
(CEP) testified that inSpections of respondent s rolling.equipment:
and operating practices were conducted during October and R S
November 1977; that needed improvement had been\made by'reSpondent-‘**‘l
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and that each of respcndent's terminals, except San Joae, was -
rated "B". A "B" rating denotes that the terminal, its mi.nte- |
nance practices, its driver logs, and :l.ts veh:i.clea are in reeson- :
ably good condition. : :

‘San Jose was rated "C". It is respondent 8 mlleat
terminal ({.e., responsible for only six of respondent s 150 un:!.ts)
and is expected to improve, Tbe fmprovement should come about
through the continuation of programs to which respondent is- com- -
xitted which assure its equipment and practices satiafy appl:lcable
safety regulations -~

The CHP, the Commission staff, and the respondent have
indicated their agreement to a d:!.apocit:[on of this mtter wh:’.ch :l.s
consistent with:

(1) A Comnission staff recomendation for a
$5,000 fine, payable in one year \mlesa
) suspended for past safety violations;

(2) Respondent's acquiescing to the above
staff recommendation;

(3) CHP's dintention to file a summary report.
with this Commission by eer].y December 1978
indicating whether respondent's terminals
have maintained theilxr ratings; and «

4)(a) If no terminal is downrated in that s
report, the $5, 000 fine 18 automtically
suspended.

(b) If ome or more terminals are downreted the
investigation is automatically- reOpened

Discussion Lo :
The respondent allowed :Lta eqﬁpment and operating prac-
tices to deteriorate below minimm safety requirements. ‘Such
practices jeopardize public safety on the highways and gives us
great concern. We coumend the highway patrol for its efforts,
and for bringing the serious problem to oﬁr attention. 'It"‘appeers ,
positive steps are umder way to resolve the mtter., The respond-

ent should be put on notice, however, that if :(ta operati:ons again o
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pose a serious safety hazard, we will 'be prepa.red to impose more
stringent penalties (e.z. suspension or revocation)
Findings o
1. The CHP administers motor carr:(.er safety‘régulations '
(Article 2 of subchapter 6 of Chapter 2 of the Califomia Adminis-
trative Code). To momitor compliance with: the law, it conducts
inspections at terminals, weigh statioms, and- elaewhere. The ine
spections are part of its motor carri.er safety program, which 'ha.s
as its o'bjective the safety of the motoring publ:l.c and safe move—
ment of goods in’ ‘California. | O

2. In Decision No. 87068, supra, we’ foutid" ”th‘a‘t ‘the r‘esp"o'n- |
dent has conducted highway carrier operat:ions in. repeated viola="
tion of applicable safety regulations.”

3. Respondent has taken appropriate corrective act:ton and
_asserts it is committed to a continuation of progrm to asaure
cozpliance with applicable safety regulations.

The Commission concludes that a $§5, OOO :Eine shou,..d be
levied pursuant to Public Ucilities Code Section 1070 ‘that- pro-
vision be made for suspending the ':Eine, and that this investa.gat:ton
be terminated as set forth in the order wh:[ch follows., SR

IT IS om)mn that' ’ '

1. American Transfer Co. shall pay a f:’.ne of 85, 000 to tb:!.s
Cocxeission pursuant to ?ubl'!.c Utilities Code Secti.on 1070- on o
February 15, 1979. Said fine shall automtically be su3peuded a.f
the summary report by the California Highway Patrol on :!.ts o
October/November 1978 iaspection of ree.pondent s operations and
practices is filed (In tr.[plicate) with' th:!.s Conmiss:’.on on or
before Jamuary 2, 1979, and the rat:[.ng of each of. respondant 8
terzdnals is "B" or better in the sunmaxy report so f:l’.ledv_




2. This investigation is terminated R
The Executive Director of the Comission shall cause ,
personal service of this order to be made upon. American Transfer“ S
Co. The effective date of this order sha.ll be" thirty days after SRR
completion of the serv:tce. , . T S
Dated at __ san ramasco Ca‘l:l’."fomiaj;:i‘_._‘thj‘_“s;‘ Q[ g I el
day of P MAKCH oy 19-7&_ ' e RSN




