
BEFORE THE PUBLIC' UTILITIES: 'CO:1:ISS!OH ·CF'.'TBE' ,STA!E' OF, CALIFORNIA:, 

; '~94' Decision No.(- '. ' , 

In the' Matt,er:: ot",the: AP'p.lic'8tl~n 'of' )' 
BRADLEY TRUCK c'm,rPA'N'Y', S.?:nta' ?:ar'1a,,: ". 
California., ,tor:'a 'pe!?it'\ot;o ope:r:~,~as, ): 
a Radial' Highway Common Carrier" of, ) , 
property' for c'omp'ensat'ion over" the-, ) Ap,plic~tion for, 
public highways of the Sta,te of: California,), Permi t, r~o., 42-1262 
under the }:>rovis'ions of' Chapt'er' 223, . ) 
Statutues of 1935, S~t'ete' of California., ), 
as amended. 

In the Mat:t'er of' the, .A:pplicat"ion of" B'RADLEY)' 
TRUCK ,COMPANY,: Santa Maria ~, C~lifor'nia" for') 
a permit! to operate as a Highway Contract' ) 
Carrier.").t¢f propert'y for compensat'ion over )', 
,t'h~public highways of'. t'~e State of Calif.- ) Appli.cat'ion f,or ,. 
ornia ,:' under ,th.e prov~'5ions of Chapt'er 223,); Fer~it No. 42-1203 
Statutes of 1935,., state of California, as ). 
o.cended.' ) 

PAUL- E e' BRADLEY, Pre$i~ent., Bradley Truck Co. 
JOR}: M .. GP.EGORY" for Field Division" Tronsportation 

Department, Public Utilities 
CommisS1'on. 

This' proc'~d'1ng was instituted' by t!'le Commission for 

tne purpose of' determining whether or not :Bradley Truc1.;: Company 

should. b'e granted permits as radial highway common ca:Tier and 

highway contract carrier. It. public hearing was held by :Examiner 

Gannon at Sarita Maria on October 29, 1946. 

The record shows that Bradley Truck Company, on April 

1, 1946, heid radiai highway common carrier permit ~!o" 42-454 

and highway contract permit !Io. 42-455; that said permits were 

revoked on Aprii i6, i946, because of failure to keep on deposit 

continuous adequate insurance, as provided for in Section 5 of 

the HighvJ8Y Carri'crs' Act (Chapter 223, Statutes 1935, as amended) 
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and that notice ·of suc.h revoc.ation was :ma;1.1ed to the carrier "on 

.A~il 25, 1946.. T.herec·ord £.ur.ther sbow.s that Bradl~y Truck 

Company conducted transportati.on opc·rations subsequent to revo­

cation of said permits without f~rst having on deposit with the 

Commission evidence of public liability and property damage 

. insurance,. 

The testimony .of Paul E. Bradley, President of Bradley 

Truck Company, is that the appl1c~nt continu9d operatins more or 

less continuously after receiving notice of'rcvocation of its 

permits, then ceased s~ch operation for a time, but resumed 

again in September 1946. The Secretary of the company test1f~ed 

that he personally received notice of revocation but had no 

communication vnth spplic&nt regzrd1ng such notice. The record 

is clear, however, that applic~,nt kner. of the revocat ion. 

Floyd McColl, Supervisor of Permits and Fees of the 

Commission, testified that ·his dc'partmcnt received notice of 

cancellation of insurance on April 6, 19~6, ~nd 1o.c.edi~tely 

notified applicant, Bradley Truck Comps~', that such insurance 

would be cancel,led as. of' Ap~il 16, 1946, and tl~.t the permits 

would ·oe revoked unless: ne~7' insurance VIas deposited. In its 
. , . 

communic.e.t10ns with the Com:::J.issioD a.pp11cant, seE:I:lcd to hevc 

indulged the hope trom day to day thet t.he insurance company 
I 

would restore the policies to good: stznd'ing, but t~c C.orn!7liss·ion 

.t:lcvcr rac·civ~d' n,otice of any.· re·storat:ton" a-nO: h2d not at the . 

time of the J.?~arlng here1n.... . 

A tI:~nsport~tton r.cprcs€:nt'~t1.vc· of the Comm1ss10n. , 

testU1ec:1 . thet he ha~· made 8.: cheek or. app11·e~·nt "05 opcret1ons 

and, that the compal'l3" ha·d: operated: between S.eptecber 4> <!nd' 
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September 12, 1946,~ . ~~a,ries of shipping doc'Ur.'lents were 1ntro-. 

du.ced in evide,Dcesupporting such test1m,ony. Repor-ts of gross' 
. t.'·' • . 

operatiJ:?g revenues were a'l'so introduce'd, showing that Bradley 
• ' ., u 

Truck COl!lpany had an, operating income of $701.,6.5, for ~(ay' and . 
. . (1): 

$314.75 for June. , . 
This is not app1ic~nt' s. i'~rst ,,..io18t ion of the prov1~. 

sions of theHig~way Car!;iers'. Act an~, o=: the rules ~Ind regula-, 

tions of the Comm1s:sion in rel;;tion' to se·id' t .. ct. T' IG company· 

has heretofore, oeen, cr~rged, by the Commission with having 

assessed and collected. rates less than the minimum in connec·tion 

"'Jith shipments. ,of sugar. by Union Sugar. Company, a corporat1·cn •. 
• t '. 

The Commission riled a civil: penalty. action 'against said carri'cr 
, . . . .. . . .. 

and compromise judgment was enter.ed· i'n Novem·ber 3, 1944, in. the 
. ". " '. (2) , J 

sum of· $4200 aga~st..Bradley T:r:W:k Company_, 

On ox: about Auc:ust 29,. 1946,. a 'war.rant of' ~rrest Vias 

issued· in t.he Justice ',$. Cour.t of sar.ta, Ba.:-oerCl County against· 
" . . "- . '.' 

Bradley and, the com.pany., chargi~g them, i'iith. viol(ltion of Secti,on 

3,', of the Highwa:l Carri~rSt' Ac·t, in th~t oper~t'iol1s, were conducted' 

as a highway car.r,ieI', without hsving first 'obt'ained fl'·om t11e 
., (3) ~ 

C~mmissi,on. permit,s of. ~nthor.i.ty· so to o,per.;lte~Appl,ic~,nt· pl(3aded' 

guilty. and was f,ined: $15.0. 

S~~t.1c.n, 14~' (a.)~ of. the. Highway:, Carx;iers.' Act. provides-

(1)' This:' :tncludeS:~·Clt~"Ca~r1er:··Rev.enue·~ ". ' . '. '.. ',.' . :' . . 
(2).. People v.s., Br,adley. Truck Compaily.., et~ s.l;, , Santa Bar,bar.a County'. 

No •. 34447 '. ~hibi~ NO .. , 1 i~ the: instant, proceeding. 

(3) Exhib,1t No-.3· -" Tr~ns.cr,ipt, of:· p;roc.e,ediIlgs ,in Just-ice Court •. 
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in p~~t th~t the Co6missi¢n 

II,. • • • • tlay in its discretio:i c~ncel, revol-ce 
or. suspend the oper$t1ng permit of on"v highvJay 
carrier ,\,,;,hencver ft shall ~l'ope~r that' SD.id lugi':-
way carrier has conducted any !1ib'hway' c~rrier 
operati'ons illegally, o'r has vi'oltted s~r of, 
the provisions 'of t:u:s ':A.ct '. • • • • or h.~,d been 
cOrlvlc'ted o'r any misdemeanor u..ndor this Act; or 
has ,suf.fered a ,judgment for a'oy penalty imposed 
under tnis 'Act;" 

Section l4~. (b~ provides, th~t 

"Aft~rthe cance11~tion or rcvoc~tion of'said 
permit •. • • • • i"t 'shell 'be unlo">7ful for such 
carr'1cr to conduct a'ri~roperD,tie:ls as said ,c~rrier; .. 
The ',Co~J':lission may, in ,its disc:'et1o'n, either 
grantor deny anapplicction for ~ nerl peroit or 
'Pcrc1t's \~hen~vcJ:' 1 t ~,!"pCCtrs tiwt tt prior percit 
of 'the ~nplicant ~~s ~een c~neel~ed or revoked 
;pllrsuont·'to ,pdreg'rcph 'Cc.) hereof • • • • '." 

Ea.'sed 'on the eViclerJ.cc'of 'record hcrc1n,thc Cot'l"J:liss,ion 

!,'Iinds tM't ippllcant oper::ted in viole'tion of the Highway C~r:ricrs" 

iAct by :trarisport1ng 'property tor c'ornpcnsetion w'i'thout r.r,ving 

obta1nediuthority.'from this C6ciniss'1on. The ~pplicc:t1ons V:,il1 

therefor 'be den:1ed. , 

" , •. I,'t I . • '." • 

'proceeding:', 'evidence, h~V'ingb~en received, the m~,tter hzv:tng . " . '. 

'bcensubniittcd irid 't'hc' C66rni!:s'1on 'beir~ 'fully ~dv1sed, 



IT ·IS ORDERED that App11cct1o'n No. 42-1262 ~.ncl 

Applic~ti'on ~o. 4'2-1263 be, 8:ld 'tney hereby a're, denIed • 

.. 
The effective d~te cif this order S:1:: 11 be 20 'd~.ys '. . . 

from the 'd~te hereof·. 

Deted at J:L L~. ,'Cal1:for~ia, this 

..?--S ~ . day of ... ~A~... ,·194k .. 

. . . 

;: ':C- ... 
"'oJ ~ 

a,J..~ ... :-... 
. C OM!J.1:SS1 0 !·T:RS 


