
Decision No. 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFOru~IA 

I~ the Matter of the Application ) 
of VALLEY MOTOR LINES, INC., a : 
corporation, for autho~ity to ) 
execute a note in the amount . 
of $67,000.00, and a Mortgage ) 
of Chattels securing the same. ) 

-----_ ... -.---------- .... ..-

FIjlST SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER 

Application 
No. 31742 

(Peti tion fo r 
Extension of Time) 

By Decision No. 44833, dated September 26, 1950, the 

Co~~ssion authorized Valley Motor Lines, Inc. to execute a condi­

tional sale contract on or before December 31, 1950, providing for 

deferred payments of. not exceeding $67,000, for the purchase of six 

tr~ctor chassis from Getchell Truck Sales. 

The comp~y has advised the Commission that the vendor was 

~~ablc to complete delivery of the equipment prior to Dec~ber 31, 

1950. Accordi~gly, it hus asked the Commission to extend the time 

i,'i thin which it might execute the contract. 

The Co~.ission has conSidered this matter, and is of the 

opinion that the company's re~uest should be granted; therefore, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the time 'Wi thin which Valley 

Motor Lines, Inc. may execute the conditional sale contract author­

ized by Decision No. 44833 1 dated September 26, 1950, be, and it 

he:'cby is, extended to and including June :30" 1951. 

This first supplemental order i s effective upon the date 

hereof. 
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Dated at San Francisco, California, this 3rd day of 

Jruluary" 1951. 
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.9.t no time have possessed, nny certificate or prescriptive 

r1eht to operato as a hiehw,~y cor.mon c~.rr1er; tha.t, since 

:.:l.rch, 1948, they havo owned, controlled, opel"a. ted, or l1Ul.no.ged, 

one or more Ruto trucks used in the business or transportation 

of property for compensation over one or more public highways 

in Cn.1ifornia; tha.t respondent::! h~.ve their principal otfice in 

tho City of Oxnard, County of Vontura, State of California. 

~'J. T. r:lari11i, a. rEI-to export with. tho Field Division 

of the Commission, testified that he called at respondents' 

orrice in Oxnnrd on Sopto~bor 1, 19$0, and had a conversation 

with respondent Don MacKenZie. Don I,:ac:(enz 10 s tn to d thf.', t 

the partners had been in bUs1ness for four years, and that they 

had two trac tors, two semi trCl.ilers" and two bobtail trucks with. 

v:hich they served from Los ;\nc;elos to Goleta, and intermedio.te 

!"oints, on Highwo.y 101, Ventura to Ojai on I-ligb.vlD.y 399, and 

Oxnard to Camarillo on HiC;hwC'.y 101. All voh1010s are us ed in 

0.11 portions of the operations, and all books and records are 

kept 1n the sa."'!'le office. The respondent further stated that 

respondent~ had 50 oral contracts a.nd no written contr~cts. 

r:;:'hose oral agreements provide tor pickup one day and delivery 

the follo'v"ing day; a.re tor no de1'ini te period; provide that 

nei ther part~r 0D.n be sued in the event that party cea.ses to do 

bu~1ness without notice to tho other party, do not provide that 

any siven amount of freight is to be tendered to the carrier 

during any given period; ~d do not involve any l1a.bility. 

Tho witness asked for, and received from respondent 

Don j,IaoI\enzie, respondents' records, including tre1cht bills, 
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