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Decision No. 83003 ‘ - @ {0
BETORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OP THE STATE OF:
Application of LOREN E. PEARSON,

(PEARSON CHARTER SERVICE), for a

Class *B" certificate to operate : Appl;cat;on.mo. Suu23

as a charter party carrier of - (Filed October~30 1973)
passengers, Uk;ah (Fxle TCPASOB).

OPINION AND ORDER
DENYING REHEARING

In Application No. 54423, Loren E. Pearson has filed a
petition for rehearing of Decision No. 82674. Mr. Pearson 15 the
applicant in Application No. 54423 for a Class B«charter-party car-
rier of passengers certificate to operate out of his home term;nal
in Ukiah, Mendoczno County. In Decision No. 8267u issued Aprzl 2,
1874, the Commzsszon found that Mr. Pearson had not made the reqnmred_
showings that the exzstzng servmce is inadequate or that the public
convenience and necessity require his proposed serv:ce. Accordmngly,
the applzcatzon was denzed. : -

Chapter 8 of D1v1510n,2 of the Publzc Utllltles Code sets
forth the provisions regulating charter-party carrzers of passengers.
Specifically, Se¢tion 5371 requires such a carrier to obtazn from
the Commission a certificate that the public conven;ence and- neces-
sity require the proposed servxce. The ‘applicant. mnst alsorshow
~that he "possesses satlsfactory fitness and financial . responszbzlzty
to initiate and conduct the proposed transportation servxces".
(Section S375.) Sec¢tion 5375.1 requlres, where the proposed
service area is presently scrved, that the appl;cant demorstrate
that present service is not adequate.

As discussed in Decision No. 82674, applicant s;mply aid
not make the necessary showlng to warrant grant of a certxf;cate of
public convenience and necessity. It is clear from the record that
four charter operators are-presently authorlzed to serve the-pro-
posed service area. It is alse clear from the record that applzcant
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has no experience in connection w:th charter operatlons and has not -
worked as a bus operator since 1953. )

We affirm our earlier decision and thereforé,deny'the
petition for rehearing. Petitioner is, of course, free to file a
new application at any time that he delieves he can make the neces-
sary showing of public convenience and necessity. ' -

In order to state more specifically our basis for denylng
this petition for rehearlng and afflrmzng our earlier deczszon we
will make oertaln changes in’ the fzndzngs and concluszons set forth
in Dec&szon No. 82674. '

IT Is ORDERBD that Decmszon No. 82674 is amcnded by subst1-~
tuting the following findings and concluszons.for those set forth 1n
said decision: : '

"EINDINGS: -

- "l. Applicant has dppl;ed for a Class B
charter-party certificate.

"2. Applicant does not have any exper;ence ,
in the field of charter operat;ons.

"3. Appl;cant proposes to drive the bus.
himself but has no recent experience -
driving buses.

"y, Applxcant would operate the charter
business on & part-time bas;s.

"5. Applicant would do the: maln:enance 2
of the bus himself.

"6. Applicant owns the 1963 G-MmC, bu*
outright.

"7. Applicant has not made any projection
of costs or revenues for his proposed
chartexr operatzon.

A minimum of four charter operators

are presently authorized, wlllzng,
and able to Serve Uk;ah. ‘ ,
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"CONCLUSIONS:

"l. Applicant has failed to show'that
publ;c convenience and necess;ty
require an additional certificated
charter-party carrier of passengers
in the area he has applied to serve.

There has deen no showing that the
existing charter-party carriers of
passengers serving the _terxitory
are not providing service satis-
factory to the Commission and
adequate for the public.

"3. The application should be denzed "
IT IS FURTHIER ORDERED that the petxtzon for reheartng of
Decision No. 82674 is hereby denied.

The effective date of thzs order shall be the date hereof..

Dated at  San Franciseo 5 Cal:x.form.a, this - ﬁ da.y of .
June, 197)4. : - .




