WASHI NGTON METROPCLI TAN AREA TRANSI T COWM SSI ON
SI LVER SPRI NG MARYLAND

ORDER NO. 13,115

IN THE MATTER OF: Served January 11, 2012

PARAVED MEDI CAL TRANSPCORTATI ON, ) Case No. MP-2010-015
INC., Trading as PARA- MED, WVATC )
No. 206, Investigation of Violation)
of Regulation No. 61 and Operation )
)

of Unsafe Vehicl es

This matter is before the Comm ssion on respondent’s response to
Order No. 12,802, served April 8, 2011, granting reconsideration of
Order No. 12,723, served February 15, 2011.

Order No. 12,723, assessed a conmbined civil forfeiture of $1, 750
agai nst respondent and placed respondent on probation for one year for
knowingly and willfully:

1. Violating Order No. 12,326 by failing to tinmely produce a
vehicle list, wvehicle registrations, and vehicle safety
i nspection certificates — $250.

2. Violating Order No. 12,326 by failing to tinely present all
vehicles for inspection - $1, 000.

3. Violating Regulation No. 62-02 by failing to tinely file a
| ease for a 2004 Freightliner — $250.

4. Violating Regulation No. 63-05 by displaying “WATC 206" on
a vehicle registered as an anbul ance — $250.

Respondent thereafter filed a tinely application for
reconsi deration under Article X II, Section 4, of the Conpact
requesting, anong other things, that the Conmission “annul” the
forfeiture or reduce the forfeiture and approve an installnment paynent
plan. The Comm ssion granted the application in Oder No. 12,802 for
the limted purpose of receiving evidence of respondent’s financial
results of operations “conducted during the time period in which
respondent committed the violations found in Oder No. 12,723” before
deci di ng respondent’s request.

The record shows that the first two violations listed above
occurred in 2010. The third occurred in 2004 through 2010. The fourth
occurred in 2007 through 2010.

Respondent has produced copies of its federal tax returns for
2009 and 2010. Respondent has produced no records show ng financial



results of operations for other years. The returns produced show that
respondent nade profits of $5, 760 in 2009 and $29,643 in 2010,
notwi t hstanding the use of accelerated depreciation allowances in both
years.

The civil forfeiture provision of the Conpact serves at |east
two functions: deterrence of future violations and disgorgenent of
unjust profits.' Considering the size of respondent’s profits in 2009
and 2010, especially the nearly $30,000 in profit in 2010 when the
bulk of the violations took place, we find that respondent has not
shown cause for elimnating or reducing the anount assessed.

W will, however, grant respondent’s request for an install nent
pl an. Respondent may pay the $1,750 in two installnents of $600 each
and one installnent of $550.2 The first two shall be due on the first
of February 2012 and the first of March 2012, respectively. The third
shall be due on the first of April 2012.

T IS SO ORDERED.

BY DI RECTI ON OF THE COWM SSI O\, COMM SSI ONERS BRENNER AND HOLCQOVB:

WlliamsS. Mrrow, Jr.
Executi ve D rector

Y I'n re Skyhawk Logistics, Inc., No. MP-09-044, Order No. 12,242 (Dec. 2,
2009) .

2 See In re 1st Choice Invest. Goup, LLC, t/a It’s About U, No. MP-08-013,
Order No. 11,746 (Dec. 11, 2008) (same).
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