
Decision No. '86459 
------------------

:s~OR.E 'IRE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF 'l"IiE Sl'A'!E OF CALIFO~"IA 

In the matter of the a?plic~tion of ~ 
ASSOCIATED Ln'.cOtTS!NE OPERATORS OF 
SAN, FRANCISCO INC., oS California. 
corporation, for a Certificate of ) 
Public Convenience and Necessity to ) 
operate as 3 Passenger S~8e ) 
Corpora tion, pursuant to the " 

Application No. 56228 
(Filed January 23, 1976; 
31r.ended April 13, 1$76, 

oS~d June 30, 1976) 
provisiot:.S of Section '-031, et, seq. ~' 
of the California Public Utilities 
Cot!e. 

--------------------------) 
Dooley, Martin, Anderson & Pardini, 

by David DOOltf, and David F=ankliu, 
Attorneys a: w, for ASsoci&:ea. 
Limousine Operators of San FranciSCO, 
~nc .. , applicant. 

James B. Brasil, Deputy City Attorney, 
for City ana. County of San Francisco; 
Ivan MeWh5.nney, Atto:rney at Law, for 
.~~port=ansit of California, Inc., 
dba Air?Orter; Paul E .. Rabin, Attorney 
at law, for Luxor tabs and california 
'taxicab Industry Association; Victo~ 
Meneses, for A. C. cal .. Spanish To~z 
Service; and Handler, Baker & Greene, 
by 'Qaniel W. Baker, Attorney at Llw, 
for Yellow cas Company; protestants. 

Eldon M. Johnson, Attorney at Law, 
zor LOrr~es Travel & Tour; interested 
party_ 
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OPINION ... ____ a.- ......... 

Associated Limousine Operators of San Francisco, Inc., 
a corporation,seeks a certificate of pUblic convenience and necessity 
to operate as ~ p~ssenger stage corporation pursuant to the provisions 
of Section 1031, ct, seq., of the california Public Utilities Code, 
to prcvide on-call ~trans?Ortat!on of passengersand'baggage in 
fourteen passenger udnibuses and in eight pesse~ger limousines 
be1:Wcen points in San Francisco, sp~eifieally prl.ncipal hotels, 
on the one band, ana. the San Frar:.cisco Intcrnatioz:ml Airport (A:trport), 
on the other hand, e,ver the follw-ng route: 

Fro~ various points in the city a~d county 
of San Francisco via Interstate Highway 280 
and U.S. Highway 101, to the San Francisco 
Ineernational Airport, a~d returning over 
the same route # 

Tae fares to be charged by ap?licant for the prop~~ed service zs set 
fo::'th in the application are as fo,llows: 

One-way far'! - $4 .. 50 for each passenger, 
$4 .. 00 for each passenger when 
passengers traveling togethc=. 

In response to protests applicant, in its second ~endment 
to its application, increased its proposed fares to $10 per passccger, 
one-way) with a minimum charge of $18 And proposed· se=vice only in 8· 
passenger limousines .. 

Applicant is":'the holder of a charter-party permit, (File 
No. 'I.C.P~-24), and:conducts operations thereunder. 

~. , 

Public: hcai-ing was held before Examiner Mallory at San 
Francisco on April 12, 13, 26, and 27, 197&. !he proceeding was 
submitted upon receipt of the second amendmen~ to the application and 
a stipTJ.lation between Ilpp1icent and protestants on June SO, 1976 .. 

Protestants are San Fr~nciseo (City) as the operator of the 
Airport) Airportransit of California, Inc .. ,. dba Airporter, which 
provides a scheduled passetl8er stage service between the Airport a.nd 

the airline term.inal in downtown San :F.ranciseo; Yellow Cab Company and 
L~r Cabs,. which furnish taxi service between the Airport and all 
points in San Francisco; and A. C.. Cal Spanish 'tour, Service,. which 
o?e".cates as a charter .. party carrier and as a passenger stage 
corporaticn. 
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The protest of Airporter was removed upon the filing of the 

first amendment which deleted applicant's request to operate 
14-pOlssenger minibuses. A. C. Cal Spanish Tour Service protested the 
application, but presented no evidenee. 

YelloW' cab and Luxor Cabs protest the application because of 
the potential competition between applicant and the cab e~anies 
for traffic from the Airport to points in San Francisco- other t~n 
the Sac Francisco Air Terc~l. 

The City protests the application because of the potential 
reduction in cab revenues for operations from the Airport to 
S~n Francisco. The City~ throu~~ its Airports Commission~ lieenses 
cocmon carriers transporting passengers fro: aed to the Airpo~t and 
e~cts fees based upon potential or actual numbers of passengers 
carried by the licensees. The City's fee arrangement with Yellow Cab 
is based on a percentage of the total number of airline passengers 
de~lened at the Airport whether or not such passengers actually use 
cab service.. Luxor cabs is 3 sub-licensee of Yellow Cab" and pays a 
fee to Yellow cab based upon the actual number of paying trips from 
the Airport .. 

Protestants (except Airporter and A. C .. cal Spanish :::OZ 

Service) joined in a stipUlation with applicant, which resulted in 
the filing of the second amend.:nent to the application after the 
evidentiary hearing was closed. Yellow cab, Lwcor Cabs, and City ~dll 
remove their protests if the second amendment to the application is 
~a:lted. 

Applicant's Evidence 

Applicant's president testified concerning the organization's 
financial ability, present operations, and proposed operations of 
a~?lieant.. Applicant is a eorporation formee by owner-operators of 
nine-passenger limousines. '!'he owner-operators receive all revenu(:s 
from present charter-party and sightseeing operations, and pay a portion 
thereof to applicant.. Applicant also owns additiocal vehicles which 
are operated by union drivers. Each stoekholder of applicant 

-3-



e 
A.. 56228 dz 

holds a permit from the City to perform sightseeing and limousine 
service within the confines of the City. Appliean~ ~lso holds 
a che.rter-party carrier 1>ermit from this Co:omissien.. rae City has 
issued a permit to applicant which authorizes applicant to perform 
charter-party operations from locations in each term;nal building 
in the Airport and to use curb-space in the unloading areas of the 
ter.:c.inals for the operations of that service.. '!he permit requires 
that a fee be paid to the City.1/ 

1/ Exhibit 6 is a copy of 1:he pe::mit l:$sued to Associated Limousine 
Operators 0= San Francisco, Inc .. by the Airports Commission of 
th~ City and County of San Frencisco.. Perti:lent ?o:rt:ions of t1:.:::: 
document are as follows: 

'~ermittee is hereby authorized and permitted by the 
City and County of San Francisco, a muniCipal 
corporation, hereinafter referred to as 'City', 
acting by and through its Airports Commission, 
hereinafter referred to as 'Commission' to oper~tc 
its bUSiness or a phase thereof at the San FranciSCO 
International Ai~port, ~creinaftc= reie:rec to ~9 
, Airpo:t r, for the following purposes only and 
subject to the terms and conditions hereinafter 
set forth.. 'Whenever the word 'Director' is 
used herein it refers to the Director of Airports. 

* * * 
tt2.. tsc ~·"zp£c.e '!)cfi:led 

''Provide an adequate limousine service to accommodate 
passengers a:-riving on all air carrier flight 
schedul~s.. 'L~ousine' is hereby defined ~o mean 
a self-propelled chauffeur operated luxury :ype 
motor vehicle designed to carry not more than 
nine passengers and for but not limited to the 
transportation of airline passengers and the public 
between the Airport and other points outside the 
limits of said Airport at an established and 
posted rate per limo1.1Sinc .as set: forth oclC'il1. 
The rates from the Airport to other points shall 
be on a 'per limousine' basis and shall not differ 
regardless of the number in the party using that 
limousine.. Permittee shall not group or consolidate 

(Continued) 
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The service applicant proposes to perform is substantially 
the same as its charter-party operations f~om the Airport, except 
that service would be on an individual-fare basis.. Service simi!.ar 
to thet proposed herein is performed by Airport: Limousine Service of 
Sunnyvale. That carrier operates as a sub-pe~ttee under the permit 
for use of the Airport issued to applicant; and it shares the two 
booths maintained by applicant at the Airport. 2/ Airport: Limousine 
Service of Sunnyvale also operate:;) in ~rt, with cromer-dri vcrs .. Y 

. ~/ (Continued) 
loads at the Airport but: sball transport e:lch 
customer and his party, if any, in a separate 
vehicle. However, Permittee shall not be 
precluded from grouping or consolidating 
loads when off-Aix-port arrangements therefor 
have been previousl{' made. Rates shall be as 
shown on Exhibit fA attached hex-eto and made 
a part hereof. 

* * "/( 
"4. Consideration for Permit 

"A consideration of 'two Dollars and Fifty Cents 
($2.50) for each passenger-carrying limousine 
departing from the Airport termin£l.l. .. ... " 

~/ Tnc passenger stage certificate issued to Airport Limousine 
SerVice of Sunnyvale was granted in Decision No. 81684 (1973) 
75 CPUC 361. That decision discusses in some detail the 
overlapping regulatory authority of this Commission and 
municipally owned airports over passenger carriers, and the 
eypes and scopes of operation of various c~tegorios of 
carriers serving san Francisco Air?ort. 

1/ ~e~ Exhibi; 1 ~ ~plieation No. S52~S (Decision No. 84272 
~ssu~e Apr~l 1, 1975) in ~hich feres were increased . 
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Applicant's president testified that, on advice of counsel, 
~ separate corporation called Associated San Francisco Limousine 
Op~r~tors' Cooperative was formed to provide services to applicant. 
Each limousine owner·operator to be used by applicant in p~rfo~ 

service under the authority sought herein is a ~er of 
the cooperative. Each owner-operator, th=ough membership in the 
cooperative, guarantees to applicant that the services of the vehicle 
and its operator are avaiLable eo applicant upon demand and that 
certain ap?earance ane. safety stan~rds will be mainUlined. Tee 
cooperative assertedly was formce to insure the c~ntinuous 
availability of services of the owner-drivers to applicant. 

Financial data submitted by the witness indicates that 
applicant owns a building in San Francisco where office anddis?atch 
services a::-e ;>erformed and where vp,'b.icles ~re g~::3g~d 8!lc1 serviced. ~~ 

also owns three limousines and several minivans. The corJ?Oratio:l 
e:ploys office help and dispatchers. 

Estimates of the number of passengers to be transported 
if the certificate is granted were developed from d3~ $up~lied to 
applicant by Airport Limousine Service of Sucnyvale and froc. data 
concerning applicant's charter-party service from the Airport. 
Applicant estimates that it would t=ansport 29,200 passengers annuclly. 

An ~?loyec of the Stanford Court Hotel testified in sup?Ort 
of the application. He seated that clientele of the hotel often 
'IJ,SC ap!,)lieant' s cba.rter-party service from and to the Airport, fer 
wl4iCc. a charge of $24.00 per trip is made. '!hat charge is too high. 
"..;ob.en only one passenger is transported. Applicant cannot group ~r 
consolidate loads at the Airport as a ebarter·p.arty carrier. 
P:earranged service on an indi~~dual fare basiS wo~ld pe%mit t~e 
hotel's clientele to enjoy a luxury limOUSine service to and fr~ 
the Airport at a reasonable fare. 
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Protestan~s' Evidence 
Witnesses for Luxor Cabs aud Yellow Cnb testified 

concerning their arrangements wi~h the City to provide service to 
and from Airport, the amount of traffic handled annually, and the 
fees paid to the City. 

The Taxicab Transportation Service Agreement - ~n Francisco 
Inter.cat~onal Airport (Exhibit 54) is a contract between the 

Airports Commission and Yellow Cab.. Among other thi'O$s, the agreemen~ 
provides that Yellow Cab shall pay an annual consideration to the . 
City of $300,000, or a som eq'Ual to $0 .. 0455 per "off-passenger" at 
the Airport, whichever is greater.. 'I'b.e evidence shows tbat t!le 
latter basis provides the higher annual charge. ~ 1975 Yellow cab 
~.::id $369,548 to the City (Exhibit 55). 

According to the witness for Yellow cab, that company is 
in a precarious financial eo~dition. Its airport service is a 
substantial part of Yellow cab's total business; any loss of traffic 
for that segment of its o?erations would seriously jeopardize 
Yellow Cab's ability to contiuue operations. 

As heretofore indicated, the financial health of existing 
passenger carriers licensed by it to serve the Airport is the 
?=in~ipal conce=n of the City. The City the~2=ore oppoze$ ~~e 
granting of the ap9lication to the extent that suffici~t traffic 
would be diverted from. Yellow Cab to applicant: to have a harmful 
effect on Yellow Cab's operations .. 

In other applications the Ci~y opposed requests for 
additional regular route and charter-party operatio~ because the 
applicant was not licensed by the City to serve the Airport, and 
the City objected to the addition of new carriers at an already 
ove:crowded airport. The objection was not made herein because 
applicant is already licensed by the Ciey and currently serves the 
Airport .. 
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Amended Application and Stipulation 
The taking of evidence in opposit:ion to the application 

was suspended upon notification that the principal protestants and 
apr;>licant had re.:tchcd agreement as to the manner in which the 
application could be amended to elim;nate the protests. The ?art!es 
were granted leave to file a stipu!ation which would serve·as'a b.;:sis 
for an amendment to the application revising the authority sought. 
Zhe stipulation and amendment were fi12d on June 30, 1976. 
As set forth in the amend::ler..t, the authority sought by applicant is 
.;lS follows: 

1. Applicant seeks to operate as a passenger 
stage corporation to provide on-call 
transportation of baggage in luxury sedan 
licousines with seating capacity of one 
driver and eight passengers between Class 
A hotels in that pOZ'tion of San Fre.nci:;co 
generally east of Laguna Street and north 
of Mission St~eet, on the one hand, and 
Airport, on the other band. The proposed 
service would be performed via Interstate 
280 and U.S. Highway 101. 

2. The proposed one-way fare is $10.00 for 
each passenger, with a minimum. charge of 
$18.00 .. 

3. The proposed service would be operated 
2~ hours per day, seven days per week, 
and must be preal.-ranged on an individual­
trip basis at least two hours before 
commencement of service from an 
"off-airport" location, and during 
applicant's office hours of 7:00 a.m. 
to 10:45 p.m. 

4.. Service shall be provided only in 
vehicles owned by members of Associated 
San Francisco C~eratorsr Coo?erative, 
or vehicles owned or leased by applicant 
and operated by chauffeur union meQbers 
employed by applicant.. Applicant sball 
not sUb-contract to other carriers to 
provide the service. 
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5. All vehicles shall be described according 
to year 7 make, and license and serial 
numbers, and such descriptions ~hall 
be filed wit!). Airport. 

6.. Applicant ackn0".l71etigcs tb3.t issuance 
of the passenger stage corporation 
certificate shall not authorize 
applicant to conduct on the property 
of Airport any operations which require 
additional authority fro~ such airport 
ttnless any such o?eratio~ is authorized 
by the airport authority involved. 

7. Applicant requests that the requirements 
of Sections 10.01, 10.02, 10.03, and ~O.04 
of General Order No. 98-A, relating to 
display of company na.me, signs, and. 
ntlXllbers, be waived as inconsistent with 
the prOvision of the proposed l~~y 
service.4/ -

':if '!'he pertinent sections of General ereer No. 98-A are as follO"As: 
"PART lO--SERVICE REGOLATIONS 

"lO .. OO. Requirer:'lents as to Display of Company Name, Sigas, 
and Numbers. 

"10.01.. Vehicle Numbers Required.. Every passenger stage 
corporation, and passenger charter-party carrier shall assig: 
an identifying number to each passenger or trolley coach. Such 
number s~lll be painted on or otherwise permanently attached 
to the rear and each side of the exterior of each such 7ebicle 
in figures at least four (4) inches in height made with a 
3/4 inch stroke. 

"10.02. Name of Carrier to Be Displaycd on Vehicle. A 
passenger stage or a trolley coach shall not be operated in 
service unless there is painted or displayed on the rear and en 
each side of each such vehicle the ~ o~ trade name of the 
pass~e= stage corporation, or passenger charter-party car=ier 
in whose service the vzhiclc is operating. The letters of t~c 
:a~e shall be sufficiently large as to be eaSily readable at a 
distance of not less than 100 feet. However, the provisiocs 
of this section shall not ap9ly to vebicles temporarily leased 
by carriers for ~ period of less than 30 days_ 

(Continued) 
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Protestants Yellow Cab, Luxor Cabs, City, a!ld ap?"lica.ut 
stipulated that upon the filing of the second amendment to the a,pl~cc­
:ion the ~rotcst.ltlts woul(l· "..r..~dr.aw their pA:otezts ana. change the:!: 
appearances to interested parties. The parties further stipulated 
that if a certificate is issued in this proceeding by the Commission 
that does not s?ecifieally eonfo~ t¢ the authority re~uested by the 
at'?liC.'ltion, as amended, including all restrictions!O conditions, c.:1c1 
11mi~tic::s and ?roposec r.::te et:d minim".:m d::a.rg~, the applicant and 
protestants agree that, at the request of any party hereto,· the order 
gr.3.nting the certificate shall be SUyed and the authority shall not 
be acce?ted unless and until the Comm1ssio: reo~ the =etter fer 
receipt of evieence to be offered by the 3pplicant and the pr~tcs:enta. 

~I (Continued) 
"10.03. Route ane Destination Sigos Required.. Ever,' 

?3Ssenger stage and trolley coach shall dis?lay a dest~~ion 
sign visible from the ~-rO:lt of e:lch such vehicle, and in 
addition" when oper3ti'Cg in urban service, shall display a 
route letter or number on both the front and the right-hand 
side of each of such vehicles near the entr~nce door. 

"10.04. Signs Required VJ'b.en ·Operating ~:on-stop. 
"(a) Except in t:rban service, pas~er 

st:;lges, operating in two or more sections 
on anyone tlchcdule with the loaded 
sections going through ~nd not stoppiDg 
to pick up waiting pass~ers, shall 
display a sign on each section, except 
the one w~iCh will sto~ and receive 
passengers, indiC<3tiDg .that- aD.other 
section is following. The pro"lisions 
of this sec:ion shall not ap?ly to 
passenger stages O?crating in tandcc 
and making sto?S generally, at alternate 
pickup points. 

n(b) Passenger stages operating through an area 
in which passenger stops are not scheduled 
shall display a Sign in close P~oximit7 
to the destination sign with appropriate 
word~ indicating that stops will not, be 
made. ff 

. 
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It should be pointed. out that ~he Commission is not 
bound by the foregoing stipulations and that ti~is Commis~iou ~lll 
exercise its statutory authority to grant or deny the requested 
certificate or to attach such requirements or restrictions to the 
certificate as it deems proper.. On the other band;, this Commission 
recognizes the concurrent ~utaority of the City ~o :egulate the 
use of Airport under wbicb the. City ~y ~tt3ch its own condit~ons 
over the entry byan<?- use of com.on carrier vehicles within the 
confines of the Airport, including· the exaction of B. fee for use 
of airport facilities .. .2.! 
Dj.scuscion 

Applicant proposes a common c.:1rrier service which is not 
offered by existing. passenger stage corporations. '!he service 
pr~?osed by ~??licant involves the usc of luxury vehicles. The 

proposed operations are between the Airpo:t and hotels in the 
dO'.om:o'W:l, Fishermen't W.narf, and Japanese '!rade Center areas of 
San Fran~isco. ~e proposed fares sUbstantially exceed tbese of 
Airporter and GreyhotrO.d Lines, Inc. and are c~rable wi~ taxi 
fares ~nd fares of Airport L~ousine Service of Sunnyvale, Inc. 

'rae record establishes that applicant will prOvide, on a"C. 
in~ividual-fare basis,a service required by the public that is 
differeOlt ixom· that provided by existing passenger seage corporations, 
different from that provided under its charter-party permit, and 
clifferer..t from. tba-e provided by taxiCJ.lb companies authorized to use 
the Airport. 

5/ - In ~~es Rannel Rollin 
DecJ.s on o. I ,. Q.8.te 
we stated as follows: 

"A munieipal airport o-:med and operated by a city in a 
proprietary capacity can regulate the ~ccess and coneuct 
of limousine operators at the airport regardless of what 
PUC authority they hold (City of Oakland v Burns (1956) 
46 cal 2d 401; United Sta1:es v Gra~ Line Tours of 
Charleston (4th Cl.r 1962) 311 Fed d 779)." 
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Applicant bas established that it bas the financ:ial 

responsibility and equipment to perform the p:roposed service. 
Applicant now provides a c!l.a.rter-p.erty service from the Airport and, 
as part of that service,' maintainS t"'NO locations withi:l the Airport 

for handling passengers and their baggage. !be same Airport facilities 
and limousine equipment and drivers will be used for the proposed 
J?assenger stage operation. 

The application should be granted. All of the conditions 
set forth in the amended application and in the stipulation between 
applicant and protestants are not appropriate for inclusion in a 
cert:t£ieate issued by this Commission.. For example, the ce:rt;.ficate 
chould not contain requirements that applicant fu.-nish data e~~ng 

5.ts vehicles to City. Nor should the certificate contain a reference ~ 

to union membership as a condition of employment. Also, the precise 
level of fares to be assessed sbould not be made part of the 
certificate. Applicant should be free to rsise or lower its fares 
subject only to requirements of the Commission's Rules of Praetice and 

Procedure and the Public Utilities Code .. 
Applicant 1 s request to waive the requirements of 

Section 10.01 through 10 .. 04 of General Order No. 98-A should be 

granted. Those 'l:equirements are inconsistent with cae operation of 
luxury limot:Sines and are not necessary to provide reasonable and 
adequate service to 8??licant's customers. 
F:tndinss 

, '. 
1. Applicant possesses the experience, equipment, personnel, 

and financial resourees to institute and maintain the proposed 
service. 

2. Existing passenger stage eorporations operating between 
San Francisco and Airport provide service only to and f%oma single 
eerminal in San Francisco and do not provide service directly f%om 
hotels within the city. Existing passenger stage corporations 
provide service with 40-passenger or larger bus'es and do not provide 
service to that segment of ~he pUblic desiring to use a luxury 
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limousine service. To such extent, existing passenger stage 
corporations will not provide service to the satisfaction of the 
COt::ill!.ssio'O. (Section 1032 of tile Public Utilities Code) .. 

3. Public eonvem~~ and necessity require tbat the 
application, as amended, be granted as set forth in the ensuing order. 

4. Provisions of Sections 10 .. 01 through 10 .. 04 of General 
order No.. 98-A are not necessary or required in connection with the 
type of luxury limousine service proposed by ap?licant and should be 
waived. 

s. It enn be seen with cer:ainty that there is no possibility ," 
that the activity in question ~y have a significant effect on the 

CO'D.cl~ions " 
1. The application, as amended, should be granted to the extent 

snd subj ect to the cotlditiot'lS provided in the order ·.4hich follows .. 
2.. Applicant should establish a :Care of $10 per passenger,· 

subjeet to .a. minimum of CWo. passengers per trip .. 
Associated Limousine Operators of San FranciSCO, Inc .. 

is placed on notice that o~rative rights, as such, do not 
constitute a class of property which may be capitalized or used as 

an clement of value in rate fiXing for any .amount of money in excess 
of that originally paid to the State as the consideration for the 
grant of such rights. Aside from their purely permissive aspect, 
such rights extend to the holder a full or partial monopoly of ~ 
cl.:lsS of business. This monopoly feat1.tl:c may be modified or 
canceled at any time by the State, which is not in .any respect 

litl:ited as, to the number of rights which may be given. 

ORDER ,..... - -,....,... 

IT':S ORDERED that: 

1.. A c~~ifieate of public convenience and necessity is gr~ted , 
to Associated Limousine Operators of San Francisco, Inc., a 
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corporation, authorizing it to operate as a passenger stage 

cor~oration, as defined in Section 226 of the PUblic Utilities Code, 
be~een the points and over the routes set forth in Appendix A 0: 
this decision. 

2. In providing service pursuant to the authority granted 
by this order, applicant shall comply with the following service 
regulntions.. Failu.re so to do may result in a cancellation of the 
authority. 

(a) Within thirty days after the effective c!ate 
of tlrl.s order, ap?licant shall file a written 
acceptance of the certificate granted~ Applicant 
is placed on notice that if it accepts the 
certificate it will be requi::ed, among o~her 
things, to comply with the safety rules 
administered by the California H~gbway Patrol, 
the rules and other regulations of the 
Commission's General Order No_ 9S-Series 
~xcept Sections 10 .. 01 through 10.04) and 
the insurance requirements of the Commission's 
General Order No .. lOl-Series .. 

(b) Within one hundred twenty days after the 
effective date of this order, applicant 
shall establish the authorized service 
and file tariffs and timetables, in 
triplicate, in the Commission's office .. 

(c) The tariff and timetable filings shall be 
mlde effective not earlier than ten days 
after the effective date of this order on 
not less than ten days' notice to the 
CommiSSion and the ~ublic, and the 
effective date of the tariff and tiMetable 
filings shall be concurrent with the 
establishment of the authorized service .. 

(d) '!he tariff and timetable filings made 
pursuant to this order shall comply with 
the regulations governing the construction 
and filing of tariffs and timetables set 
forth in the Commission's General orders 
Nos. 79-Series and SS-Series. 
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(e) Applicant shall :Io'li::.tain its accounting 
recor~s on a calendar year Oasis in 
conformance with :he applicable Uniform 
System of Accou:ts or Chart of Accounts. 
as prescribed or adopted by this Commission 
and shall file with the Commission on or 
before March 31 of each year, an annual 
report of its operations in such form, 
content, and n=ber of copies as the 
Commission, from time to time, shall 
prescribe .. 

The effective date of this order shall be t"I:enty days after 

the date hexoeof. 
Dated at San FranciscO ,California, this _......l\ ... ~ ___ '1"--_ 

OC1UdER ~ day of ________ , 1976. 



Appendix f... ASSOCIATED LIMOUSINE OPERATORS 
OF Sf~~ FRANCISCO~ INC. 

CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC CONVENIENCE ~"'D NECESSITY 

Original Page 1 

Show.l.:lg passenger stage operative rights, rest.rictions~ li:lita"cions, 
exceptions, ana privileges applicable ~hereto. 

All changes and amendments as authorized by the Public Utilities 
Commission or ~he State or California will be made as revised pages or 
added original pages. . 

Iss1.!cd. u""'lder authority or Decision No. S64S9 ,'~ 
dtl'ced PCI 5 ~97S , or the Puolic Utilities 
Ccmmission of theia~e or California, in Application No. 5622$. 
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Ap~endix A P..5S0CIATED LIMOUSINE OPERATORS 
OF SAN FRANCISCO) INC. 
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SEC'l'ION 1. GBNS'RAL AU'IHORIZATIONS 7 RESTRICTIONS, LIMITATIONS;t 
~~ SPECIFlCA1!ONS. 

Associated Limousine Operators of San Francisco, Inc., a 
corporation, by the certificate of public convenience and necessity 
gra.nted by the decision noted in the ma.rgin, is authorized 3.S a. 
p(;\$senger stage cor~or.3.tion to transport passe:!gers and their 
bagg~gc bctw~en Class A San F=~nci$co hotels as hereinafter 
desc::-ibed, on the. one hand, and the San Francisco Internatio::al 
~trport, on the othar hand, over and along the routes here~fter 
described, subject to the authcri:y of this Commissi~~ to c~;n8c 
or t:lodify said routes at any time and subject to the zollowiDg 
pro'\"l.sions : 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

'Ihe service shall be on call, 24 hota's per 
day, 7 days ~r week, and shall be ~:t"c­
arranged on an indiVidual-trip basis at 
least 2 hours i.."'l ~dvance of the corcnencemcnt 
of a service from an "off-airport" location 
3.nd during the certificate hOlder's office 
hours of 7:00 a.m. to 10:45 p .. m. eacb. day .. 

The service shall be provided in vehicles 
"."ith a seating eapacity of 1 driver and 
8 passengers. 

The service shall be limited to transportation 
between the San Francisco International Airport, 
Otl. the one. hand, and 1:he following 

:ssued by california Public Utilities Commission. 

Decision No. 86459 , Ap?lieation No. 56228. 
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name~ Class A San Francisco hotels an~ zuch 
othor San Francisco hotels as meet the samo 
sta.n~ard.s, on the other ha~d: Fairmont, 
Mark Hopkins, Shera~on-Palaee, St. Fr~cis, 
Sir Francis Drru~e, Clift, C~~heeral Apts., 
San Francisco, Hilton, Jack ,!'a,r, TowneHouse, 
Huntington, Holiday Inn - Civic Center, 
Holiday Inn - Financial District, Holiday 
Inn - Fishermo.n' s 't'Jhart, Holiday Inn - Golden 
Gateway, Holiday !:m. - Unior~ Squar~, The 
Sta.n!ord Court, Hyatt RegenC"J Hotel, Hyatt 
Union Square Hotel., !'-B.yako Hotel, Quality 
Motor Hotel, Ramcda I:n, and Sheraton-~t­
the-Wharf .. 

(d) The service shall be limitac! to trans?orUltion 
bet'neon the San. Francisco International 
Airport, on the one hand, and suc!'l ho~cls 
described in (e) above, on the other bane, 
as are wi thin that portion o! the City anci 
CountY' or San Francisco 'bounded by the 
folloWing: 

Commencing at the inte=section or The 
Embarcadero and Mission Street, south-,:es't,orly 
along the south-easterly side or ~..ission Stre~ 
to its intersection with South Van Ness Avenue; 
thence northerly along the western side or 
South Van Ness and Van Ness Avenue to the 
intersection of Van Ness Aven~c ~~~h Geary 
Street; thence westerly along the sou~hern zidc 
of Geary Street to its intersection ~lth Laguna 
Street; thence northerly along the western sido 
of Laguna Street to its intersection with 
Lombard Street; thence easterly along the 
northern side of Lombard Street to its inter­
section with Van Ness Avenue; thence northerly 
along the western side of' Van Ness Avenue and 
a hypothetical line wbich would directly extend 
said western sic.e o! Van Ness Avenue to an 
intersection ~~th the shoreline of San Francisco 
Bay; thence easterly and southerly along the 
shoreline of San FranciSCO Bay and the Emba:cadero 
to the point of commencement .. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 

Decision No. 86459, Application No. 5622e .. 
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The service shall be provicied only in vehicles 
owned by members or Associated San Francisco 
Limousine Opera~ors' Coopera-ei ve or vebielGS 
owned 0::- leased 'by Associated Limousine Oper­
ators of San Francisco, Inc., and operated 'by 
cooperative members or employees of 
Associa ted Limousine O?era tors of San 
F::-ancisco, Inc. The certificate holder shall 
not subcontract to other carriers to provide 
the authorized service. NothiDg herein, however, 
shall be construed to prevent members ot 
Associated San Francisco L~ous1ne Operators' 
Cooperative from entering into lease-purchase 
agreements for th~ vehicles in which th~ 
provide the service. 

The holder of 'this certificate is exenpt.ed 
from the requirements of SectiOns 10.01, 10.02, 
lO.O3', and 10.04 of General Order No. 98-A of 
the Public Utili'ties Commission of the State 
of California. 

SECTION 2. ROUTE DESCRIPTION. 

Via Interstate Highway 2S0 and U .. S. Highway 101 between 
hotels as described a.bove and. wi thin the portion of the City .and 
County of San Francisco described above, on the one hand, a:c.d ~lle 
San F~anci$co, In~ernational Airport, on the othe~ hand. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 

DeciSion No. 86459, Application No. 5622$. 


