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Decision 54 11. 070 NOV 7 1984 
BEFORE THE Pu:BLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF~HE STA~E OF CALIFORNIA 

In the. matter o~the application o!, ) 
William G. Murphy and . Gayle' M •. Murphy, ) 
doing business as· Door-~o-Door ) 
Airporter ~orcerti~ieate o'! public ) 
convenience and necessity to opera.te ) 
a passenger, and baggage' incidental . 
to,thetrallsportation of passengers..,. 
stage, service between Sonoma. County 
arid San :Francisco International 
Airport. 

o P'I N ION -------

Application 84-06-051 
(Filed JUJ:',e 15-", 1.984.; 

'amended Attgtlst', 9, 1984) 

William G. Murphy and Gayle M. Murphy (applicants), .doing 
bUSiness as Door-To-Door Airporter, request a certi~icate'o:rpublic 
convenience and necessity to operate tw'o VolkswagenVan.a.gon station' 
"agons as a passenger sta.ge corporation between an area in. southern 
Sonoma. County and San FranciSCO International Airport on a 
reservation-only baSis. Applicants concede that there are passenger .. 
stage services which provide airport shuttle service trom nearby 

. points on a scheduled basis. It is alleged tha~ applicants' o~-call 
service will serve additional cities, and intermediate points. . ' 

Notice o:t the application appeared in the Commissi.on~s 
Daily Transporta:tion Calendar of June 20,.19~. A protest· bySo,noma. 
Airporter, Inc. (protestant) was filed July 19, 1984. It cla.imed 

.,' " 

that· Sonoma. Airporter, Inc. (PSC-1146), Santa. Rosa. Airporter 
(?SC-971), and Sonoma County Airport Express (PSC-1120:) adequately 
serve the territory ill question. It is- claime,dthat. protestant would 
be adversely a.'!:f"ect·ed by 'the institution o'! service by another,· 
a.irporter. Protestant noted that the a.pplica.tion his· not allegedany' 

, '. ' oil,' .' 

need. ~or the serVice nor provided· any su;p;por'ti:c.gdocwnentat1'on to. 
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support. such an allegat.10n. It claimed that a~plicant.s have no,t' 
shown t17at a two-vehicle, car-ri.er can provide adeQuate,:serv1ce.·' The 

,pro,tes t . also alleged' tha t applicants do not· have the .financial . 
capacity to conduct t.hetran3portation for any prolonged. periO<1, of 
time. Moreover,. it is alleged"that app11cants· have not, demoostratec. 
any experieneeor f'itness to- conduct ,a transportation -servj,ee~ 

. . .' " " 

Finally, it is alleged that apl>licantshave not'shownthat,the. 
,proJ)Osed . o~rat10n . is reqtlirec by public' convenience' and,;.necessi ty. 

On: August 9, 1984,. applican.ts redueed>their'proposed .. 
service territory. On August 16-, 1984,., Sonoma Airpo.rter" In-c. by 
le,tter' withdreW its protest in consideration of the proposed 
reduction in service. Applicant can appl~, for an enlarged:,,~ervice 
territory, at a later date ·upon showing that public convenience a.nd 
nece'ss1 ty re<tuire- it .. 

.~. ' 

This<app11eation' i~· now unprotested:. ,.,We conelude::t'hat'"the 
pub:Lie convenienee andneces5ity ,require ·an ad.d'itional a,irporter. in 
the territory 10' question. Applicants have by-letter (Exhibit 1) 

providedadd1tional,eV!denCe on fitness questions~ 
Since applicants no 10ngerpro]X>se to 'serve in, protestant's 

terri tory, there is no. l<>nger a requirement under., Public Utilities 
CO<!e Section 1032 to deter-mine whethe'r' or, not protestan·t will, 
provide a ser·:ice to: thesatisfact10n of' the CODun1sS-1onL ,Santa' Rosa 
Airpor-ter,. and Sonoma County'AirportEXJ>resshave ser-vice territories 
that, overla.p. applicants' proposed, territory~, l'heyhave not':p.roteste<1 

,the -ap.plication ana· we find the presence,or'an a.dd:itional.:~rr:i.er 
should· 'provid'c increased travel options to the PUb11c,'andt:h~t 
authorization., of that service is in ,the public- interest .• ' " '"." .'. 

Fi~dings of Fact , _'" 
~ .. . 

1. Apl>licants' have the equipment, expe~ien~e·,.and. :rinanc1al 
resources t.o cond.uct. a passenger- stage service ,to the Commission f's .. , 

satisfaction. 
, 2. PubJ:ic convenience', and. necessiti'requ1r~ 'the illstftution of 

another air-porter servi'ce. 
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C onelusi on of Law 
The application as amended should be granted. 

, 

r 
I • 

. 1 

Only the amount pa.idto the Sta.te~oroperative rig.b:~smay , 
be used in ra.te :fixing. The Sta.te may grant a:r.:y number of" rights and 
may cancel or modi~y' the monopoly ~eature of these rights. ',at ," uY' 
time. 

i 
I 

ORDER 

IT IS ORDERW that: 

1. A certificate of public convenience and necessity is,:, 
granted to William: G. Murphy and G-ayle M. Murphy ~ authorizing them to 

operate as a passe~ger s.tage~ as defined in PU Code §226'" betw'een 
the pOints. and over the routes. set~orthin Appendix :PS~1}58~ ,<~o' 
tr8.1:spOrtpe~sonsand' baggage.' , 

, 2. Appl.ics.n.ts shal·l·: 
,. 

a. File a written acceptance of this eerti~ieate 
within 30 days after this· order is 
ef:fecti,ve .. 

b. Establish the authorized service and ~ile 
tariffs and timeta.bles within 120 days after 
this order is effective. 

c. Sta.te in their tariffs and timetables when 
serVice 'W'ill start; allow at least 10 days' 
notice to the Commission; and make timetables 
~d ~ariffs ef:rec~ive 10 or more days af~er 
this order is effective. 

d. Comply with General 01'ders Series 79~ 98, 
101 , and 104, and the Cali~ornia Highway 
Patrol safety rules. 

e. Ma.1ntain a.ccounting records. inconformity 
With the U:c.1:f'orm System of Accounts • 

. :f'. Rem t to the CommiSSion the ~ransl>orta't1on 
Reimbursement Fee required. by PU' Code§ 40}. 
'W'hennotified by mail to do. so • 
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3~ Prior to initiating service to ~y airport,. applicants , ~. 

shall notify the airport authori ty involved.· This cert·ifieate does 
not authorize theholde:"s to: conduc"t a;ny' opera.tions on the.proper~y.; 
of or iD:to ar.y airport. unless sUch operation is authoriZed'by.":both q 

, ' ., . 
this Commission and the air;port authority involved. 'I ' 

• " I ~ 

4- Appliea%):ts are autllorized tobeginopera-tions on the- date: 
, ' "1'. 

that the Executive Director mails a notice to· applicants, that,they' 
have evidence of insurance on :tile Vith the Commission and that'the 
Calii"ornia :S:i8h-vay Patrol has a.pproved the use or a.pplicants:' 
vehicles for service - , 

~. The a.pplication is gra.nted as set forth above'. 
This order becomes eftective'30 days fro~ tod~. 
Dated NOV 7, 1984 pat San, l'ra;ncisco,:Ca:fi:f'o~nia. 
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Appendix PSC--1.368lJILLIAM G. MD'RPBY & G.A:Y.LEM. Minum", orlginal.'T:Ltle'Pag~' 
, . ~. ' . ,! .t. ~'. • 

CERl'IFICAl'E 

OF 
PUBLIC CONVENIENCE.AND NECESSITY 
AS Ii. PASSENGER SXA{;E CORPO~Ol~ 

Show:i.ng passenger stage operative r:tghts~restrlcti.ons" 
limitations, exceptions" and privileges~ 

, All changes and amendments as authoriZed by 
the Public Utilities Commission of ,the State of Califo:aU.a 

will be made as revised pages or added orlgillaJ., pages. 

<i' , 

ii' ' 

:I.~~~ri \ 
" ,: Y: 
.,. "",,' 

, '" . 

Issued 1mder authority of Decision S~ 11 o·~o, ~ dEs.te,dlfoVI'· 1984" 
of the Public Util.ities Commission of the State of Cal:Lfo:rnia~" ,', , ".,' 
:in Application 84-06-051. 
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Appendix psc-,]363 "W'I.LLIAM G. MDRPBY &GAnE' M. MORP.BY' Original Page 1 

• 

SECTION 1. GEN.ERAI. AUTHORIZATIONS. RESTRICTIONS, I.IMIXATZONS, 
.AND SPECIFICAl'I01~S. 

'William G. Murphy and Gayl.e M.Mu:rphy, by the certificate: 
of public convenience and necessity granted by the decision noted 
in th.e maxgin, m:e authorized as a passenger stage co:rporation to 
operate between points :in Sonoma County, on- the one band, and 
San Francisco International Airport, on the other band, over and 
along the route desctibed below, subject, however, to the. authority 
of this Commiss:Lon to chaDge or modify this authority at any time 

and subject to the following provisions: 

a. Service w:r~l be rendered on a reservation 
basis ("on-call"). Carrier's tar.tffs and 
timetables shall state the conditions under 
which this service is provided. 

b. Service shall be limited to passengers who 
have as either a point of otigin or destination 
the San Francisco Intemational Airport. 

c. l'his certificate does not authorize the holder 
to conduct any operations on the property of or -
into my airPort UDless such' operation' is authorized 
by both this Commission and the' a:irport authority 
involved. - . 

d. Where xoute .descriptions axe given in one direction 
they apply to operation in either d:i.re~tion'1mless· 
otherwise, indicated. . 

:1 .. 

Issued by ca:tif'omia Public Utilities Commission. 

, • . Decision 54 :11. <nO , Appli.cation 84-06-051. \ 
. ". 
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, • Appendix PSC-1368 , WILLIAM G.:, MURPHY & GAn.E H. MURPHY Original Page 2 , 

SECXION 2. ROUTE DESCRIPTION 

• 

Route 1. Southe:rn Sonoma Co1mty - San Francisco Intemational' Airport ' 

Passengers may be piCked up 'Wi thin a service terri tor,y 
located in southern Sonoma. County 'With the followingbotmdary: 

BegiDning at the intersection of the Sonoma/Marin County 
line 'With Valley Ford Fra:Dklin School Road, folloldng Valley 
Ford Franklin School'Road. . to Valley Ford, then .following Valley 
Ford Freestone Road to the intersection 'With Bodega Highway, 
then follo'Wing Bodega Highway to the intersection with Bohemian 
Highway, then following Bohemian Highway to the intersection 
'Wi th Graton Road~ then following Graton Road to the intersection 
'With State Bi&hway 116, then follo'Wil;g Highway l16 to the inter
section 'With Guerneville Road, then following Guerneville Road 
to the intersection 'With Vine Hill Road, then follo'Wing Vine Rill 
Road to the intersection with I.aguoa Road, then following Laguna 
Road to the intersection 'With River Road, then following River 
Road to the intersection 'With Mark West Springs Road., then 
following Mark West Springs Road to the intersection 'With Riebli 
Road, then following Riebli Road to the intersection 'With Wallace 
Road, then following Wallace Road to the intersection with Badger 
Road, then following Badger Road to the intersection 'With Baird. 
Road~ then following Baird Road to the intersection with Harville 
Road, then follo~ Harville Road to the intersection with 
Calistoga Road~ then following Calistoga Road to the intersection 
'With St. Helena Road, then following St. Helena Road to the 
intersection 'With the Sonoma/Napa. Co'tmty Line~ then following 
the COtmty line to the point on the co'tmty l1ne closest to the 
origin of Santa Rosa Creek, then to the origin of Santa Rosa 
Creek by straight line, then following Santa Rosa Creek to the 
intersection w.L tb. State Highway 12, then by straight line to 
the peak of Bennett Momltain' in .Almadel State Park, then by 
straiiht line through the intersection of State Highways l21 
and 3' to the Sonoma/Marin CotrD.ty L:Ln.e, 

Then following .the County I.ineto the point of origin . 
and then transported via t:be most appropriate streets. and, highways 
to the passenger tenninaJ s at San Francisco Intexnational .A:ll:pOrt. 

Issued by California Public 'Utili ties Cozmnission. 

• DeciSion . $·1, 11. 0-:;0· :J Application 84-06-051. 
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support such all allega.-cion. It claimed ,that applicants have not 
, , , , 

shown that a 'tVo-vehicle "carrier can provide adequate serVice:. The 
protest alSo. alleged that applicants. do not have the,l,:t:1naneial 
capa.city to conduct the transportation '1:or 8.l:'J' prolonged, period of' ' 

,', ./. 
time. Moreover, it is alleged that applieantshave not de:monstrated 

s.:y ,exper:en:e or, fitness; to con~uet a tra.nsportat~~r:v1ce. " 
Fl.nall.y, l. t l.S alleged 'that appllcan'ts have not &)own ,that the 
proposed operation is req'llired by public conve,;r-ence andneeessity. i, 

On Augu.st 9, 1984, applicants reduced their proposed ' 
, ' , /" , . "," 

service territory. On AugllS't 16,,1984, SOl)'Oma Airporter, In,e~, by , ,"" ' 

le't'ter 'IrIi'thdrew its protes.'t in consid7e, a 'Oll"O'1: the' proposed 
reduction in service. ',' 

This application is r.ow Ul:p1"otested. That :f'act supports 

our conclusi.on that the, public 'ion" 'n1en~ and neeessi:tY ,reqUire ar. 
additiouJ. a1rporter .in~he terri ory in question. Applican,ts, have 
by letter (Exhibit 1) provid'ed • d1tlonal evidence, on fitness' , 
questions. ' '" 'j " , ' , ' , , 

Since applicants nO/longer propose to-serve in' protestant ~:s 
terri tory, there is no, '.~ongy a requirement under l>ubli,c Utilities / 

'Code Section 1032 to- de~ermd.ne whether or not protestan't will ':, 
provide a service to the ~tis:f'action o:f'the Commission. " Santa Rosa: 

'I, ,', , 
Airpor'ter? and Sonoma CO"llfnty ,Airport Express have, service territories' 
that overla.p applicants f proposed territory. T'hey have not protested 
'the' application and wefind the presence 0"£ an addi'tiona.lcarrier 
should provide increased travel options t.o the public and that ' 
authorization of thaJ service is in 'the' public interest~ , .. ,. 
Findings of'Fact / ' . . .' . ', .. :.,' 

, 1 •. App11can1iS ha.ve the eq,uipment, experience, and f'inancial 
I •. . ',. 

resources to' conduct a passenger stage service to the'Commission's 
satis:f'action. '. L,' .. . ' .. ', , .." 

,2. Public conve:c.:ie:cce and necessity requir:ethe institution'of' 
another,8.1rporter service. 

. . 
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