
.'~'<>'<~ ~~p~·:r:~·if~:·I:: ·O~ :w..~;.~~':;::- ,'~:, c-:. ~.J .. ~ ~ c~'e ~~' ·~~~i·. S~ _ ... -.._ ......... -
By this _appl,i~atio~ MdiiiJ~Md~~h,."~!;;:ari~~6f;ta~e·~""b~;'Iri~~.~X:1 .... <"",-:-.,:'.'::',: 

seeks a certificat~ ~~f:~~~~ii~'·~J.~~~~;~';iatid·:;~~c:~~fK~~;;~~suddt> t~ 
Sections ~063 and ;1064::O:f ~,the;;publtc:. ue:tf::teies::: Co'de: ~;and:See~:r:.on206(a)(6) 
of the Interstate· ·Commerce.:,Ac:t:'authorizing''':t1:1e ;tran:spo~t~a:t;ton (0:£,: ~ene:cal' , 

·,"r,"· :'-, .... ,~ ''''''":'"··'~'''·'''''\·C'''''' I.~"",:':"I":"" .... ,. .... ~.-"'~,~.".,~.-r.' .. '~. ~,..,'II ", ", .I,' 

commodities, with certaiitex~e,p:t:l?~,~ ~~~~e~:~~~F.,)>.·C?·:r..tf~J;J:~(yplaces, " 

wi thin the San Fran~~s.e;o: ;:r~r~~_~~ • .:. '~'e't>):,~~~~.!= :.~~~:~~S~~7::~ rza1;f:a.l,. 
highway common ca.rri~;?erm:it~:-~:rre: N<» ;T.-:lt6;;,2'l6¥ -:oa: coeeem~er. 29',., , 

• "'~'~, ,., ,~I'" ,...." ... ,':J,.; ..... ,.,",. --, 11"0 ,-. ·~(".,.,..,..,t·i"'" 11"', C:' ..... ,_·r~·t.. ,=,.or' ~' '"':' ,., ... ",' 
1976 authorizing ; ehe·t~.a.nsp.O:t:tat:r.:on··~f' 'gen-er~r"co~6oi t.(e-s';' wit:h. certain ..•.. 

:.,.~\, ••. ~ .... ' •. " " •• ', "'," "'. _ •• ' ~I .... , ,~,."...:~~ ...... ",,,_. ~ ••• .,.. "'~"""'."" ~ , ... I, ( ..... ~ ~" l .'.,'\ ' 

exceptions ~ .betWeenall: 'po.mts_,.wi-thi-ri', ~:t.l:ie' :st:,iiee'.:of, :Ca:I:rfom,ia.> "''The 
. • •.. __ . _., ..... 'r' _ ' ..... .' " .... ~ ... ,~! , .. ...,JJ .. "'_",,., ........ :, ........ ,,,,;"'. _'. ':.....-'!, ... : ·:.1.,,; ....... .1 .. ,.;.1\:1 <';' .. ' , . J ' 

proposed serVice: 'would ·be·'··on~;:.a ,da'i.iy;?(on--Ca)l:~l\'b:asli's,Z ~seven:':d'ays ' a· 
~-." •• _'. ', ..... ~.~.',,,.' •. '.'~~I.~-"'~ j'"' ,- ,-"'" i .""";"'~".""" ":-"<~.;. ~ ..... ~"''''''''~'''~I''''''''''':',.'~''~''' ,'" . 

week, and would be' performed -in·'iri~~t~a~~.:~n~,:~t:.~~s~~~t.~~~~~ foreign 
commerce wholly within the State of Californi:a., Appli~ant was' formed:; 

.' ~ ,,' 

in December 1976. Prior to that time,. since 1967, Ronald' C,f.Moran~'., ' 
. ,\. " I 

doing business as Ronald 
_a.uthority No. 1'-93,070. 

C. Moran Trucking,. operated under: penrii.t'ted·, 
R,ichard 3. Morgan, cloingbusiness·::f··3;s '" ' . 

,~ 
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_ ~ t.... "",' ~ ~ i';l,'\ ~: ~';. ,~, . ••• 'It I;: ~ ~,~, '." /.; ,:',. ~ {.' : ~ ::, ~. . 

~~~;;~ :.;s;.1M~fgan; Trucking, had operat~d since l~7l' under permitte~' ", , 
authority No. T-lOl,14S'" It is alleged tMt \as :.eAresa-:ctOfCtheecrum.-ge.;::;;':'C: 

r - ._., ..... -._.-..-. I ." • 

in management,,-and grow:th -in .;ope:z::at iOXlS;.~".ap'plican.t.,now",£ind:s,.,that,._the..,. >""'" 
.-..',.'.~.".,I , •.. ~ .. _ .. ,.- ,·"of ••• ~".I· ... ......... '. "".i Ifi .... ~,.I .... J".j, .. ·,.~.I..;....J ,,..,.-..,_ ..... \,~I.I. ..... '...,; ..,;_'....;.,,;' ... ;;, .. ;; ... ', __ ,,-,"i·,:;., ... ;4'~"'~~\~J~ 

volume of bUSiness in less than truckloa.d shipments : has increased to 
such a point and that its operations- hav:e, expand'~4", t,o the, exte~t::.~~~t,~,_ ,,~, 

, ... ......'-" ,i,., .... t • .-A~ ... .;,,_CI.I.A'"\ ,.,1A,'"", ...... v ... , ... 'l~,..,. ... ;.r." ... ,.),.,.;!..;, ... ,1101\+ 

it should obtain certificated author"ity to :,.conttriue-::t'~cper:fo'rm i:t:b.~~<;;':i",j\~·:~0Y" " 
service and"~s.a.tis,£y" the ~d~ds of theshipp'ers) ~~ow:~~;!tig("S:irvetJ,;;r.c,~.~,;:'~:)J';' " 

~ ~ '" ," '. '"', ....... _e>C .. " N ~ ... ...I ... ~ .... "". _I" '. " _ .... I"~ ) .. ; ~!.~.:" 'ti ,.~.,\)v ..) ...... ,..i~:1 .. ~.I;) ';J.! ~:'~',:.: ~~.::: ~~:~~~ ' . 
.- ':nie ,applic:a:ti.on;.was protes:ted' by PetLi:C:sU'l;a::'A1;xj:rDe,J~iv.~~~~:.iO!)}1 .orr;,r.·· 

r ' ~"'("""'rlt""il.,)"':'"'' ':'~'JI"~ Jl'fo·!o. .... ,~·~' ..... ':-·r.(;.,.·tr--' .. (PAD) _ \, ...... ,1/ " .... ~I>,.j, .':," o-A.. .... " ,\J. ... ", . .",.JA."I •• ,,,,,I~'''~\kl •• ,~~...,', 

( t;>,,:~· :6.:; 1: ,:¥' :'.~:1'.~,~ o·c;'·" ',::to ~,t",,!j.'~:i({', ~~ ' .. 41:.:; ,1;, ~~c,rr:mo~' 
Duly noticed hearings were' held:onr:'July.;:l~,:,.a:o:d:.~p.t~'r2&~:,::;),G 

1977 before Administrative Law Judg~ Bernard A.Peeters· ;:i;.~'jSiitF~arl.e·{*o:~~' 
\ ' ' 

Discussion ----
At the,.end. ~o;.,;;the."secol.!-~/ .. dai, .. o.~~ b.~,ar:i.nS·r.P~:;,m~ye~<.tpAiSnuss· 

~ .... .,. ... • ...... ..;'4 v ~:', .>11. 01+"0'", 'Ok, I., .. ~ ........ ), ....... , I~J"""';.'" ,,,,..'.,...... ~ ....... ;f .. f'-... .u'lI-, • '-" .... ,' )"".l1".oo • .J .... "'. ". ,. , 

the application. The motion was taken under s.\lom£$:Sr~cll7.ra:7crirection' 
to PAD to reducec:i:~·~:·riiot:fo;2~owr:tt:&ii;:,·~d):s~~l:ye:s:(2iu~~pp;i.:t~antby' 

......... ~.'.'_ ..... ,,).... ..... ....... .. ~ ..... l -..I ... , ~" ··Jr·.J. ..... , ..... ,. ,," . 

October 3:t 1977. Ap.pli:c:ant'v.a:s:,:givein ';unti:~'~OctobeEi~..=:~~zz:!'~e.spondw' 
The 'tlatter was then adjourned to a date to-be set.. , 

" ' 

PM>' s motion to' dismiss) is :base~d ,:upon the evidence of', record' 
-- - - ....... - -- "'- .. 

which it cla~, demonstrates the following: 
.. ",'~ .. ," ....... A .... ........ :Cl~ .:~.~:;. '~:,-:~~"' .. -;; ... \~! ~\;'~~ r--'J":~I'~:): ~"j::rl\ :',,.7:·:<~~ ::~ 

(l? ' APp.l~~~~, ri~. "un~i,;l~g :3?-~/e,:: ~~,apabl,e~ 0f~'" ", '," '" ~,~"." '" ' 
, , comp.,.:y1.ng'W"l..thth'l.s' ·Commiss'.ton '5 'Rules ('0 '\'"'~""" "." '-, ">-'~"">:~" 

'" ~" Practi-e:e :,and,:' I>:r.oeed:u:r:e; an:d·(Co;de.,:<>:f':E:tMc::s:;, ,)''';;:' i>::',:' ,::"):':;;:~:'~~ 

(2) '"Applicant;"has£aed,,::,uno:e:z:: :p~a,.l;ty>::of:\~.~rjury;,: ;,:":':~:,:::< "::':; '?:; , 
, ". ,~, ap.p_1i~eti~n ,wd" ?i,S~ .con::~~.s: ... ~~,~~<?~~ .. "",~ .'_, .... ,. ..,,', '. ""',.,. ~ l.naccuraC'l.es "anml.sstatements;- .. , "- -~"'., ,..~' .. '" - '"." ',"j ~-:.-.. 

, . '. (3Y Appticanth3:S 'Wi'fi~l:.iY fal~eo': ·:fo,.·:serv<!:::a::;·,";:' .'~' r.:' ~~ .• , .. ':, ,.:,~: :~'= ;' ~,;r 
copy\~o f;,:.1 t:s! ;app.l:icat ipp-'. upon::'?t:o:te:S:t.~t,:;~ ~~ ;~ :' :';~:, ,'~:~: ':', '~, ",'; ~., ">:,' > ,.: 

, : ,,, '" ~,or:. ?P;~:~~~~~iB:~~ ~ <:,~?n; ,::c~~~;~~ .~~~~~~ ~;t~~~; ,,:~~: ': ::'~":t ;', -;"" ,:';', ,~'~':~ .!: 
. (4) Applicant -has, :i.mproperly and willfully_ refused 

" to' ::I>rc,duce' '-'cer'ta-:tn ;fn:form.a~':ron:,;~req\1este\:l :t1'ir<)~8h ' ;. ,~r;:,,::: r:":; ~~,:~', 

"r' ... ~ • .­, . , .~~ . . ~ 

informal ;dis,eov:el:~ -p'r.oc,cd:w:-e:, ;:as::(wel,l ::a:s,~et::t;al.,n:.) :;' '" ':,. ~~ 0 ,~,::. '::: ':;' 

~;~1:,g.~~·ie;:~~;~gu~ie}~: ;P~~~~~:,~r~:o~:~ ,)~h~~c: ":-;.,: lx>\,r ::,~~'~ ,::~. ,~' 
.. ',.; :: :':::~~::;.: :~\;",~.\ . r:.) !"I"~>:J~.; ~ ["j:) ,~,.~.i ~"'<' ;.:..::'2 ~~,:;~ \"":".~.,~;':~ ,~';" ,\.~:::.,:,r 6:"'~,~;.' ~)~:r~i'1~~;;C~ 
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(5) 

(6) 

Applicant has attempted to frustrate this 
Commission's duty to. develop a full and, 
complete record; 
Applicant has failed to, prosecute its 
application in good faith; 

(7) Applicant has~ through its officers who 
appeared as witnesses,. demonstrated' a total 
lack of credibility; an~ . 

(8) Applicant has failed to comply with instructions 
issued by the Administrative Law Judge. ' 

, . 

PAD's m~tion was timely filed on October 3, 1977. Applicant's~ 

reply was filed on October 14, 1977. 
We have reviewed t'hemotion and rep,ly to the motion and are 

of the opinion that' no good reason exists to deny the motion., There- ':ts 
ample support in the record for the allegations upon which t~e motion 
is grounded. Applicant had every opportunity to prove its: ease. In 
fact~ the matter was specifically adjourned after the, first day of hearl.ng~' .'" 

. ' 'I' . 

.cor two. months, to give applicant an opport\lIlity to get its case , 
«sanized to the fullest extent before: being required, to go' forw-ard . , 

again. On the second day o.f hearing applicant' scasewas in, nO'",beeter . " 
shape than on the first. In fact, it ~as admitted byapplicant."s' offic'ers.' 
that the exhibits subm.itted were unreliable; . its witnesses were' 

" 

contradictory and had to be admonished. several, times to 'answer quest:tori!s'.' 

In short, applicant not only failed to carry its burden:, of,'pro?f",after" 
ample opportunity to prepare its case,: but also disregarded various , .' 

instructions,. cautions, and directives' of the Adrilin:tstrativeLaw :~udge:. 
We cannot, and will not, condone such cavalier and disrespectful 

,~ , 

in preseutin~ a case before us. 
, .' 
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e 
Findings of Fact 

1. Applicant was given 8mplet:iJne to fully pret>are its case. 
an.d present i~ to the Commission. 

2. Applicant failed to carry its burden of proof. 
3. Applicanc's exhi.bics are un~eliable accord:tngto its OW'l'l 

officers' testimony. 
4. No good cause has been shown to deny the motion .. 

Conclusion 

The motion should be granted:. 

ORDER 4iIIIIIiI_' __ _ 

IT IS ORDERED that the motion to dismiss is granted. 'Ihe 
application is dismissed. 

The effeetive date of this order shal1 be: twenty days after 
, ' <.:, . 

the date hereof.·;" ' 

Dated at San Frandsco :' California,. this _..,..f-,2_.;'.o::;tA __ ·~_· _' _ 
&.~ of ___ J ..... A_N-...UA.;.;.;.R ...... Y ___ , 197.]:,." 

.. ,'., 
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