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Decision No. __ 8-.0..-,4_8_5 __ ®,E'~f&[I~l 
BEFORt; TH£ PUB.LIC UTILITlt:S COMMISSION OF 11iJ:; STATe·' OF CALIFORNL\. 

Investigation on the Comm1ssion f s ) 
own motion to determine its ) 
jurisdiction over security issues ~ 
over passenger air carriers. ~ 

Case No·. 92&7' 
(Filed' August 31, 197'1)' 

Grah.sm & James .. by Boris H. Lakustll .. Attorney aC 
Law, for M..r earifornia; Mark f. Gstes£ Jr.) 
Attorney at Law) Ilnd Paul c. Barkley, or 
Pacific Southwest Airlines; Cohen, Oster & 
Mlllard .. bY'Ro~xt M. Qste~, Attorney at Law .. 
for Colden West Airlines, Inc~; Loughran, Berol & 
Hega~ .. by Marshall C. Berol, Attorney at 
Law .. for BOrrego Springs Airline; Cadit:z.,. 
Hows'1:'d & Ga:rcis, by Glenn A. Howard, Attorney at 
Law, for Gold~n Pacitic Airlines, fnc.; respondents. 

Scott K. Carter, Attorney at Law.. for the 
COmmission staff. 

ORDER DISCONTINUING ~iSTIGATION 

The Commission ordered this investigation on August 31, 
1971 for the pUTPQse of determining whether the respondent, pa'ssenger 

air carr:ters are public utilities under Article XII of the Consti-
, " 

tution of the State of Caliform.a and under the Public Utilities 
Act. 

A prehearlng conference was held on, January 12, 1972 in 
San Francisco in which seven. of the twelve named respondentsmacle 

appearances. On May 12, 1972 the CommiSSion granted the- respondents 
an exemption from Article 5~ relating to stock ancl security issues~ 
and from Article 6, relating to the transfer and incumbrance of 
utility propercy .. of Chapter 4, Part 1" DiVision 1 of the Pub11c: 
Utilities Code until the issuance of a final deCiSion in this 
pX'oceed1ng":' .• (01:'de1:' Granting Zxemption During Hesrlng, Deeis:tonNc>. 
80097 ~ dated May 12, 1972.) 
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Upon reconsiderat1on of our o:-c:!er 1nst1tutingehis 
investigation" the Commission has concluded that further proceedings 

I, 

in this matter are not in the public interest. Therefore,. we 
conclude. that a final deeision discontinuing this proceeding should 
be issued" and that Decision No. 80097 should· no· longer be 1n' 
effect. 

IT IS ORDER:£D that the invest1gat1on in Case No. 9267 
is diseontinued without prejudice to the institution of astm11sr 
proeeecl1ng. at a later time" and that Decis10n No. 80097~ dated May 

12, 1972 no longer has any effect. ri 
Dated -at S&n rmngecn this _.-1.2 ___ _ 

day of ~E'T~Nq~~ 

COt:101:s~.onC'r J. P .. VuI-:tt~1n .. Jr.~'be1ng 
ncee:':l:lrH~:* :'lb:-:~:'lt, cli4> nO't."art,1c1pa.te· 
1n QO" 41::opos,1 t.1on o~, th:f.s procee4.1:le •. 
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