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Dec·· S2;,~Si,.,069 M 17 1982 ;l.s;l.on (,' , ",~., " r-· iay ~ , 

BEFORE r.m PUBLICUTILI'tIES CO:'fi{ISSION OF THE STATE"OF cAiIFORNJ:A " 

AFFILIA~,CAB DRIVERS, 
I' 

Co:nplainants, 

vs. 

K.'l"~I..' CO. L!..'10tJ'SIN!S {.SisT' 
ALLIEDLI..'!OtJ'SINES L!:..isL. ' 
V .S.1>. LI.."10USTh"ESLsi£l 
HILTON'HOTELS CORPORATION 
(Beverly Bilton) 
CIT.{ O;rBEVERI.Y HILLS' 
(DirCetOr ~f Zransport~tion) 
Jorm L~, 

Defendants .. 
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) 
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) 
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",:' V":", 
Case:10'902 . ',' '" 

(Filed AU9ust27;,:t9S,O), 

James E. Eethcri'lston, for compl~inants. 
David Gurewitz,.:JAttorncy at Law, for 

Allied Limousine Service, Inc.; and 
Mohamed Alabi Kettani, for K.!. 
Lil:lousine Service; d.ei"endar;t,s .. 

K. D. ';ial'Oert, for Department 0-: Transpo-rtation, 
City of Los Angeles, intervenor. 

~ililli;;un Austin and Owen Lee Miller , for 
the Commission staff •. 

o PIN I O,N ------..--
&tckground 

Complainant states that it represents ai;lproy.imately 300 
t3Xicab drivers er:t:p-loyed byei9'ht taxicab companies. Comp·lainant. 

alleges th;:l.t Allied Limousine Servic¢~ In'c.. (Allied), K.,T: • .iim·o~'~;:tne . 

11 David Gu:ewitz's request, by letter d<l.tcd Mzl.y 12, 1981, to.:' be , 
relieved. as attorney of =ecord for, v • s. P.. Li'tlo~sineComp...1.ny.. ' 
(V.S.P .. ) because hC'.~ca.."lnot contact Youn~Tac. Moon·.V • .s':P~'s>owne'r~ 
is granted. V .S.P. h~s volunt<l.=i1y suspended' ±tscharter;;"p?-=,.ty, 
operating permit. ' . " , 
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Service (X.T.L.), and V.S.P. have illeqallyfunctioned as taxicab 

operators and are in violation of Commission orders qoverning-their 

operations as Class Bcharter-party carriers ofpassenqers. 'COI'!'l.-' 

plainant dropped its request for a cease and desist orderfror. the 

Commission prohibiting these illegal activities. 

By Decision CD.) 92725- dated February 18~ 1ge1~ the 

Co=nission dismissed the complaint against the Hilton' Hotels 

Corporation,. the City of Beverly Hills, and John Lo9an .because 

these defendants are neither public utilities nor other rec;'.!latee ' 

businesses over which this Comr.tission has jurisdiction .• 

Sum.":'Ia:"\' 

Allied, K.'l".L., and V.S.P. illegally functioned as < 

taxica~s. They used vehicles reseI:1bling taxica~s-~ prima:ily 

throuC;h t..'leir use of top 1iqhts.. Allice and K~'l':~L, .. are ordereo 

to re::tove the top lights from their vehicles. They 'to1i11 be 
:eq".liree to' operate in c:on~oruity '\,dth the conc.itions at!ded ,to 

their permits in this. deeision. Similar requirements are %:\ade a· 
" , , 

p=econdition for liftin~ of the suspension ofY.S.P' .. "s !>emit .. 

Alleged Violations 

Paragraph 4 of thecocplaint a1leqes aetionsby the three 

charter-party defendants wb.ich show they essentially-operate as, 

taxic~ operators rat.."1er than charter-party carriers.: 

a.. Use of do::tes on the roofs of their vehicles; 

b. Use of taximeters in their vehicles.; 

c. Respondin~ to whistles or liqhts calling 
for a taxi at the Beverly H:i.lton Hotel;. 

d. Blockading- Coceupyin~) a private taxi 
stand , ... hieh prevents taxis from wai tinCJ 
for passenqers; and 

e. Defendants· drivers, operating at the 
Beverly Hilton Hotel, do not always 
possess a trip ticket showing the address 
of the person requestinq or arran~inq the . 
charter and the date the request was made. 
In addition, defendants.' charter-party trip 
tickets. do not show who paid for the trans
portation or how and when that payment was~de. 
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The complaint further alleqesnoncomp1iance'with Part 
10, Service Regulations, and Part 13, Passenger Charter-Party 
Records, of the- Commia.sion' s General Order eGO) 98-A..Y 
Preliminary Matters 

Gurewitz advised Administrative Law Judge (ALJ} Levander' 
that Allied would-prefer to enter into a stipulation to. satisfy 
the complaint to avoid the expenses of a hearinq. Complainant 

objected to that proceaure. At that: time, V.S .. p'. had voluntarily 
suspended. its charter-party operating permit and K. 'r;.L,. d'id not 
have insurance in force.. Therefore, v.S.P. ,ana' K. or .. L .. ,did: not 
have authority to operate as charter-party carriers of passengers. 

On May 13, 198:1 the AL'1 issuea a ruling which contained. 
the above-noted list of alleged violationsl' and set a prehearing 
conference on May 27, 1981. That ruling states in part: 

I -If Allied admits to certain actions but 
contends that it !lay perform such actions, 
resolution of the points in, dispute may 
follow oral argument. If Allied stipulates 
that it will not perform specific actions 
in the future and that it will operate in 
full conformity with the relevant p¢=tions 
of Sections 10 and 13 of General Order 9a.-A .• 
there is no need for hearing on. those. issues." . 

.", ... .", 

y S~sactions 10.00. lO.Ol~ 10.02, 10.05-,. 13.00,.. and 13·.01 oi GO' 
93-A pertain to chartar-party operations.' 

)/ Complainant aid not add to this list .. 

. . 
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·Complainant ana defendant Allied are each 
directed to prepu4!' a proposed atipulation" 
of not more than three paqes, for <:ons,1d
eration by the Commission at the prehearinq 
conference basea upon the specific actions 
or omissions set forth in the complaint. If 
Allied admits to certain actions set forth 
in. the complaint which. it believes to. be 
lawful, it should state the bases of its con
tentions. I will permit oral argument and 
possi:bly :briefs on any points in dispute. 
If Allied do-es not file a stipulation or 
argument on specific alleqations contained 
in the compla.int, hearinqs 'Will be schedu1'ed." 

Copies of the rulinCl were a1.,0 .sent to. the laat known address' of 

V.S.P. and K.T.L. with instructions to appear at the, prehearing 
conference ana make a presentation similar to< that described for 
Allied. 

On May 21, 1981 the Department of Transportatiod, 'Cit~{ , 
of Los Anqeles (Los Anqeles).. submi tted a ,petition to' interven~ 
in this proceeding. The petition states: 

"The Department of Transportation, City of 
Los Angeles, administers the passenger 
transportation laws and rules of the City. 
including franchised taxicab operations. 
The Department (and its predecessor. the 
Department of Public Utilities and Trans
po~tation) has participated in charter-pa~ty 
carrier of passC'ngers proceedin9'S before this 
Cor:tmission. 
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"The position of the petit10ner is in support 
of the compla1nants in that operations of" 
charter-party carrier of passenger permittees 
should not resemble taxicabs in their appearance 
or their mode of operations. It is not the 
intention of petitioner to unduly broaden the 
issues in this case, but petitioner seeks the 
right of full participation in the pr()ceedi.ng~~· 

?rehearing Conference 
At the prehearing. conference 1I1Ohamed Ala'bi Kett.ani 

doing business as K.T.L. entered: an appearance. He stated that 
X.T.L. had obtained insurance and that it, had valid operat.ing 
rights. Stat'£' coni'irmed that statement. 

Allied stipulated to' all of the alleged: viola'tions, 
except that i't sought to' continue using to'por domf lights on 
its vehicles. Gurewit7. agreed' to' an addition to, Allied ~s . 
stip1.:1etion to include compliance with Part 12.01 0:£ GO 9S'-A,Y 
which was proposed by starf. Its stipulation incl~des 

"12.01. DRIVER STATtS. Passenger stage cor.porationsand 
passenger c:n.rt.er-;,art.y e.rrier& SAe.llnot oper~te any 
~~e~nge-r atee;~ l'nlese the driver thereof is und4!r th~ 
complete superviSion, direction and control or the operat.ing 
carrier, and is; 

"(a) An employee or the operating. carrier, or 
"(b) An employee of a public transit. agency or·of another 

Commission-a~thorized carrier that. owns or possesses 
the vehicle by virtue of a bona !ide !ull-time lease 
arrangement of 30 days or longer. This agreement for 
the utilization o! th.e second carrier's vehicle and 
driver by the operating carrier shall be. evidenced by 
written contract between the two carriers, or 

"(c) An owner-ciriver who, himself, holdS Comcission a't:thority 
as a specialized charter-party permit ,carrier, pl.:rsuant 
to Public Utilities Code Section 53S'4(a).. . Such o-wner
driver permit shall be limited to. one vehicle.~ 
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an aqreement that Allied's trip tickets would be in. full 

compliance with Section 13.01 of GO 98-A.Y The compla:i:n.treferred 

to violations of provisions of GO 98-A in Beverly Hills. Allied 

aqreed to- the ALJ's recommendation that any stipulation involving 
a violation should govern all of Allied's operations. 

y "'13.01. CH1\l'ttER-PARtt CARRIERS 1'0 Mi\INTAIN RECORDS OF CHARTER 
TRIPS. All passenqer charter-party carriers shall institute 
a.."'ld ~aintain a set of records which will reflect the followinc 
infor.cation on each charter perfo~ed: ' . 

"l. Na.":'Ie and adCtress o£ person requesting or 
arran;inCJ the charter and date-the request 
was made. 

"2. Who 'Oaid: !or the trans'Oortation and' ho~"'a:'lc 
when~such payment was made. 

"3. How the charge I:'Iac.e for the trip wasco::lputed • 
• f";. Points o'! oriqin and destination.mileaQ'¢' 

of tri~ and route (listed for each day whc:l 
charter was overni<;ht or for'a longer period). 

H s. Total nu::ber of hours the driver ,.,.as on d~ty 
~d total driving time; identification of, bus 
or buses used. ' 

"6. Identification of driver and person, if any· •. · 
who had charge of the charter group. 

If 7 • Driver's itinerary, to be cot'lpleted by the 
driver, which will list: 

"Cal All s.tops, with the time of 
arrival and departure • 

... (b) Any supplementary service 
performed not provided for 
in the oriqinal charter order. 

nec) Driver's remarks, if any, re
garding' the conduct of the 
charter andperforr.tanee of 
the bus." 
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Allied and K. 'l" .L. challenged JUles.' Hether1nqton· s' ' .. 

riqhtto hold himself out as representative of a qroul> o·f taxi
cab drivers and contend that Hetherinqtonis not, .1n' fact, 
a taxicab driver. Allied souqht a six-month continuance to: 
permit discovery on whether A1".f11iated Cab Drivers existed' as an 
organization, whether Hetherinqton'could properly represent 

complainant; and on the issue of dome or top li~hts.Y K.'l".L. 

would not enter into any stipulation on any of the issues 
raised in the cor.tplaint. Complainant souqht a stipulation on 
all issues and an admission of the alleged, violations -froI:L' 
Allied. Los Anqeles proposed a stipulation which went beyond 
the scope of the issues raised in the- complai'~t,2/ which are 
summarized above .. _ 

Staff stated that: (1) the Commission. hadno,tspecif

ically banned top liqhts on charter-party vehicles-, but .had 

prohibited the use of the words "for-hire'" on top-liqhts; ("2") 

the banning of top liqhts or modifications to the use of top' 
liqh.ts was handled on a case-by-case basis: and (3) a substantial 

nur4ll::>er of charter-party limousine operators use top.liqh.ts. 

§I By rulinq dated July 9, 198:1, theALJ denied Allied's request 
for postponement of the Auqust 10, 19S1 hearinq to, proceed with -
discovery of the issue of top liqhts on its· vehicles and 'advised 
the parties that the Commission would not open an investigation· 
or rulemakinq proceedinq qoverninq the use of top· liqhts.at ' 
that time. 

Y Los Angeles souqht a stipulation. that complainants would comply 
with city ordinances and laws, seal odometers and speedometers 
as required by the California Business and· Professions Code, 
and not decorate their vehicles to be suggestive of vehicles 
authorized to operate as taxicabs by local ordinances. 
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Gurewitz stated that the siqnon the top lights of 
Allied's vehicles said -Allied" in front and "Limousine"" inbac:k. 
Be argued that he did no.t see the legic: ef switehing the-positiens 
of these words, but that no stipulation en that basis was possible 

given the participation of Los Angeles as an intervenor seeking 
to. ban top lights.. The AL:f everruled' Allied t s o.bjection' and ~rmi tted 
the intervention of Los Anqeles in this. proceeding. Hetherington. 
indicated that if the Cemmission would permit the use of ,top- li<;h.ts 
by defendants, he would advocate the switch in wordinq on the top 
lights, but he would prefer that the Commission ban top·li<;hts on 
charter-party vehicles. Staff and Los Angeles recommended that 
the Comcission epen an Order of Investigatien to· resolve .,the 

tep light issue.. As an alternate,. staff suggested~ banning tel" 
lights 'by a resolution modify::i.ng GO 98-A.. 

Hearing 

A hearing' was hela on AuqustlO, 1981 in Lo,s Angeles 
and was su~i tted en that date.. The scope of the hearing was 
to- take evidence en the use of top'· lights, which was applicable 

to. all defendants, and to.' all ef the issues relatinqto K.T~L.,t·s 
operations. Neither Allied nor staff appeared orpartic:ipated. 
at the hearing. Kettani appeared and participated for K.T.L. 

However, on Au~st )., 1981 Allied. mailed a trial. brief to the 
ALJ, Los Anqeles, and complainant. Complainant and Los Angeles 
called the follewing witnesses: Hans Kosrnali, a taxicab: owner
driver; Georqe Cuttrell, the chief' publie utilities inspector 
for Los Anqeles Department ef Transportation:, James Washingten,. 
a senior public utilities inspector for Los Angeles Department 
of Transportation: Attila Fenyes, the. owner ofa charter-party 
carrier; G. Vincent DeCasar, the ewnero·f a charter-party' carrier 
and of taxicab companies; and Kett.9.ni,. owner Qf K_T~L..Kettani 

was called as an adverse witness by Het.herinqton •. Kettani then 
called Hetherington as an adverse witness~ 
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Testimony of Complainant 
Several of complainant's witnesses testi'fiedthat 

taxicabs are qenerally recoqnizable both in the Un! ted s.ta tes 
and abroac! by their top lights, fla9gec! meters, and colors. 

These witnesses lookec! at a series of photoqraphs. Of. 
oncoming taxicabs and charter-party cars. They could identify 

charter-party limousines without top lights, but coul~ not dis

tinguish between top-lighted charter-party vehicles and taxic~s. 
They believed that members of the publiewould have difficulty 
i~ distinquishinq between taxicabs and top-lighted charter-party 
passenger vehicles. They described wi tness in9 top-lighted 
charter-party carriers being hailed down on a for.-hiX'e ba.sis 
or soliciting for-hire passenger business. 
Testimony of Los Angeles 

i. 

Cuttrell and Washinqton are employed by Los Anqeles. 
They are charged with investigation and enforcement work on 
complaints and complianc~ with city ordinances .• state laws,. orders 
of the Board or Transportation Commissioners, and- com-cliance ~"ith. 
the terms of franchises anc! pemi ts. Their responsibilities 
include operations of taxicabs, automobiles for-hirer public 
transportation vehicles. private ambulances, and thefilin~ 
0: complaints against illeqal operators. 

They testifiec! that top· lights on charter-party 
vehicles cause confusion. Los Angeles receives many complaints· 
believed to be aqainst taxicab services, which are actually 
complaints aqainst charter-party vehicles with top- lights. 
The public: £requ.ently complains about overcharges,. unsafe 
operation of vehicles,. discour,tesy rand/or Boliei tat ion by 

such charter-party operators. 'rhese witnesses, often find 
charter-party limousines with top lights at taxicab. zones,. 
large hotels. cruising at airports, and a.t all.placeswhere 
there is a high demand for t~icab service • 
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The wi tnesses contrasted taxica~ and ,charte.t:-party 
limousines. Taxicabs are equipped with top- lights, taximeters,. 

posted rates, color schemes,. and signs to-provide ready identi

fication of their for-hire status. Luxury limousines resemble, 

large family automobiles. They operate from garages or ,approved 

stands. Their drivers pick 'Ul> passengers on a prearranged basis. 

Their charqes, are based upon time or distance or a combination of' 
, , ' 

these two factors. Charter-party limousir~es, which, dO. riot, simulate 

a taxicaJ:> service throuqh the use of'top- lignts, cause'no,pro:Ole%:'.S 

for Los Angeles. 

Exhibit 3 contains two. photoqraphsshowintj atop-liqhted 
Allied station wagon parked in the red zone at the ene'! 0'£ a Union 

Station taxi cal> zone. Washington testified that Allied,' s. driver 

was outside of his car attempting to solicit business. The 

photoqraphs showed "Allied" printed on the front and rear of the 

top lights. In ExhibitS. tof'ashington provided two, photoc;rraphs 

of an orange charter-party'carrier station wagon atLos~ Angeles 

Valley Colle<Ze. The word '·ClmCKER" is on the front, top, light 

of the vehicle. 
CUttrell testified that use of liT:\ousines,with top' 

lights is a fom of consumer fraud because the cOr.lp-la:ints' he 
receives indicate that people wh~ paid charter~party charges 

believed that the vehicles they hired were taxicabs which 

charge rates re~ated by the city. 

.' 
I I", 

",' 
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Testimony of Defendant X.T.L. 

follows: 
Kettani, called as an adverse witness, testified. as 

1. Taxicabs. display the word(s) "Taxi" and/or 
a company name on their tOl> lights.' How
ever, the words ttK. T.L,. Limousine Serviee 
TCP' 1427" on the tOl> lights of his K.T.l.. 
station wagon distinquish his charter
party vehicle from a taxicab. 

2. Prior to this proceeding, he operated 
K.T.L. without keeping any passenger 
records. Exhibit 4 contains his charter
party records from January to July 1981. 
The basis of his charges for one trip 
listed in Exhibit 4 was anything acceptable. 
On another listed: trip he charged $·1 per 
mile, which is less than taxi fare, and 
he did n<>t charge for a two-hour. waiting 
period. ' 

3. He uses a taximeter which is kept in the 
glove compartment of his vehicle. 

4. He is not familiar with GO 98-A. 

5. He does n<>t have K.~.L.'s TC~ number on 
the side of his vehicle. 

6. After dropping off passengers, he will 
pick up other passengers waitin~ for a 
taxicab at that location. 

7. He generally obtains cus.tomers by waiting 
at the Beverly Hills Hotel until, hotel 
employees call him. That hotel has no 
taxicab zone. 

8. He distributes K.T.L. cards to customers 
and to doormen at the Beverly Hills Hotel, 
but does not advertise in the yellow pages, 
of the telephone directory. . 
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9. His station wagon is smaller than the . 
Allied station wagon shown on Exhibit 
S. His vehicle is painted: in more than 
one color. 

10. He has been able to distinguish between 
top-lighted charter-party vehicles and 
taxicabs since he has been in the charter
party business. 

Testimonv of Hetherincton 

Hetherinqton~ called as an adverse witness~testified 
that he was a taxicab driver at the time the compl~int was. filed. 
(He previously stated that he was no longer a tax'leal> driver.) 
In response to Kettani ~ s allegation. of ha.rassment,. Hetherington 
admitted that several taxicab drivers a.ss:istedbim in serving-
a subpena on Kettani at the area used by taxicabs at the Beverly" 
Hills Hotel. He denied that any of those drivers used. their· 

vehicles to prevent Kettani from leaving durin9'~ervice' of" the 
subpena.. He further testified that the actions o,f the taxicab 
drivers~ at the Beverly Hills Hotel,. were desic;ncd. to secure 
the relief requested in the complaint. 
Arauments of Complainant and Intervenor 

Kosrnali, acting as spokestila:'1 for cOr.lplainant, sta't~~ 

that a very large number of taxicab, drivers working for several: 
taxicab companies felt they were being forced out of business'by 
defendants·' limousines "playing taxicab"" i.e., parking up to 
eight vehicles in all of the spaces used for taxicab pickups 
at the Beverly Hills Hotel and at the Beverly Hilton Hote.l and 
keepinq taxicabs from picking up customers at those hotels ..... He
also stated that Hetherinqton actively worked·with other' taxi
cab drivers to get defendants out of the taxicab business: 
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by filing this complaint and by attempting to, aecur&:t,he 
cooperation of the hotel managements and the ,City ,of, Beverly 

Hills. He claims that until recently the- hotel manaqerswould 
not cooperate with the taxicab drivers and the' City of Beverly 
Hills would not act against defendants, on private hotel property. 

Xosmali claims that after the Beverly Hilton Hotel 
management banned defendants from the, taxicab a.rea on. their,' 
property, aefenaants transferred their operations ,to Los 

Angeles hotels. 
Xosmali stated that ltettani is usinqan.Arqo taximeter 

in his K. T .Ir. vehicle which records rni leaqe , time of occup'a.ncy, , 
and fares, but does not have a flag. 

Complainant arques. that if defendants' vehicles did, 
not look like taxicabs. they would lose most, of their business., 
Complainant does not want to take limousine businesS: from 
defendants, but the taxicab drivers, in turn, do not want, tOo' 
lose taxicab business to defendants. 

Los Angeles a.r(JUes that P\lblic Utilities (PU) Code 

Seetion S3S3Cq) reeoqnizes the differences between taxicab; 
transportation service licensed; and regulated' by a city or 
county and charter-party carriers. '1'0, preserve that difference , 
the Commission has found' that charter-party vehicles may not 
use top lights in metrOopolitan areas. 

Neither complainant nor Los Angeles seek a revocation 
of de!endants' operating authority at this time, but they want 
the Commission to require defendants to act as charter-party 
carriers. Los Angeles recOommends that' no, top lights be perini tted 
on charter-party vehicles except" in rural areas,. 

-13-
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Arguments of Defendants 

Kettani argues that K.~~L. desires top liqhts to. 
. . 

identify its vehicle and to. let custome~s know the vehicle is, 
for-hire. He does not believe that K.T:'~·!". woula lese business 
if he had to. remove top lights from his' vehiele. 

Alliea centends that at best,. a top- light is only a 
foX'I:l ef advertisement rather than an invitation to. the customer 
on the street to. hire the vehicle or limousine on the- spot,. 
and that public awareness that limousine serviee is ,to· J:)e 

arranged for ahead of. tir:te is not changed: by the signs,: on 
Alliea's, tcp- lights. 

Both Allied and K.T.L. stress that they should be 

allowed to. use t.op liqhts since most eharter;..party vehicles are 
equipped with top liqhts. 

Allied argues that the Com."nissio:l orde!"(',: 
the re%:1oval of top lights ~rc%:l eharter-partyvehicles where the 
words "for-hire" or "vaeant"' were en tep lights er incases 
settled by stipulation. 
Diseussien 

Status of Complainant and Hetherinaton 
PU Code Sectien 1702 states in part: 

"Complaint may be %:lade by ..... any corporation 
or person,. ••• by written petition or complaint,. 
setting' ferth any act or thing done or omitted 
to. be dcne by any public utility,. including 
any rule or ehar9'e heretofore esta.l:>lished or 
fixed by er for any public utility, in 
viola.tion or claimea to- be in violatien,. of 
any previsicn of law: er of any-order. or rule 
of the commissien.. • •• " 
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This text. with minor modir1cat.1ons,1sincorporated: ~n Rule 9 
of the Comm1$sion' s Rules or Practice and' PrO:cedure-.. PU 

Code Section 204 $tates. in part: "'Corporat1on'1ncludes a. 
corporation, 8 company, an association, ••• " ptr Code. Sectio·n 
205 stat.es in part: "'Person· includes an ind.ividual, ..... " 

A complaint may be 1"1led by an individual or asso,cistion 
against. a charter-party carrier o~ passengers based: on PU,Codes 
Sections 5381 and 53S2.Y There is no inconsisteney;between. 
Divisions land Z or the PU Code preventing the Commission frou. 
process~ a complaint against a ch&rter-partycarrierof 
passengers .. 

The answer to the complaint filed for Allied and V.S.P. 
dated Oetober 14, 19S0 alleges that Affiliated Cab Drivers. is a 
fi~ent of the imagination ofHetherin9ton~ attempting to' aet as 
attorney for a nonexistent entity. Tho·se defendants' reques:ted 
that the cooplaint be dismissed for lack of standin<]of com~' 
plainant who is not the real party in :interest. 

~53al. To the extent that such is not inconsistentwithth~ 
prOVisions of this chapter; the eommission may supervise and' 
regulate every charter-party carrier of passenqers in the 
State and may do all thin9's,. whether specifically designated 
in this part, or in addition. thereto, which are necessary 
and convenient in the exercise of such power and jurisdiction. ,t 

"5382. '1'0 'the extent tha't such are not inconsistent with the 
provisions of this chapter, all general orders, rules and 
regulations, applicable to the operations of carriers of 
passengers under authority of certificates of public con
venience and necessity issued pursuant to the' provisions of 
Article 2 (commeneing at Section 1031), Chapter S,Part, 1, 
Division 1 of this code, unless otherwise ordered by,the-c:om
mission shall apply to charter-party carriers" ofpassenqers .... 
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Kosmali 9 ,s. statement 1nd1eatee that complainant is an 
informal association of a large number of taxicab, drivers which 
seeks relie:r to prevent dei"endants :rrom continuing to operate 
as taxicabs. Affiliated Cab Drivers is an informal association or 
taxicab drivers with standing to file: this complaint., 

The complaint raises valid issues about defendants" 
failure to comply with GO 9S-A, the rules'and~ requlations 
governing their operations as passenger charter-party carriers,. . 
and of defendants' unlawful operations, as taxicabs,. ,Complain'ant' s 

witnesses testified they were losing taxicab bUsiness as a' result 
of defendants' actions. 

The- discovery issue on status is imr:taterial because 

Het."'lerin<jton could have filed the cornplaint~s, an individuCll .2!. ... 

as a representative of an informal association of. taxicab: drivc.rs. 
Hetherington's status as a taxicab- driver at any particular time 
is. irrelevant. If Hetherington, had filed; the'comp1aint' as an 
ineividual, the Commission would not have been required to:' <:1i$

r.Uss his complaint because of the absenca. o-f c:l:irectdama<J'~ to' 

him (see PU Code Section 1703). That issue was recently addressed 

by the Cor.oission in Paul K. Montgomery v James water<Comp~nv.· 

Inc. et <11 .. ,. D.93Sa5- dated October 6, 1981 in Case: (C~) 108'15" 

'\.:~i<:b. contains a concl\:sion of law that. eotnp-lainant',· Ca. ,fo-rmcr 

, " , 

. ~ .. 
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water COl:1pany. customer) hadstandinq to file a (pub1i~ u.tili ty' 

status) cOl:1plaint against that water company. Mimeo'.· page 11 
of D.93SSS states in part: 

"We are liberal in viewing' the construction 
of cOtlplaints due to our desire to- pinpoint 
and rectify genuine grievances· (Utilitv 
User's Assistance Lea eo v P.T-.&T. Co. et 
.!l.:... ..... D.60612 dated August 2 •. 1960 in 
C.6333). 

Status of Los Angeles' 

Los Angeles' petition to. intervene is consistent'with 
Rule S3. Los Angeles'did not unduly broaden the·issues raisee 

in the complaint. The ALJ properly permitted Los, Angeles' 
participation in this proceeding. 

Discovery 

In addition to the status issue. Gurewitz's,request for 
discovery- to e)..1>lore the motives o·f Hetherinqtonand/orcotl-.. 

plainant. Los Angeles. and staff appears to be designed to harass 

t.i.e opposition rather than to expedite the proceeding. 'I'he' 

Commission. wl.ll not allow use ot discovery to explore '1rrelevant 
issues. and to foster delay .. 

The issue of whether defendants Sh~uld'bepem~tted 

to use top lights on their vehieles is a vet)~ narrow issue not 
requirin~ the diseovery process.. This issue'waspo,sed in the 

cOI:1plaint and in the ALJrs ruling of May 13.1981. We affirm 

the AIJt $. rulinq in ne>t extending time for discovery on this 
issue. 

,~. , 
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Top Lights 

Complainant and Los Angeles established that taxicabs 

are equipped with top- lights,. taximeters, posted rates, color, 

schemes,. and Signs to provide ready identification of their for

hire status. Top lights may be the only feature: a potential 

customer could use to identify taxicabs in' an oncoming streaJ:'l 

of traffic. Many members of the public cannot <iistirl(JUish' 

between taxicabs and top-lig'hted charter-par,ty pas,sen~cr vehicles;. 
Los An~eles receives many complaints fro~ people enterin~ 

charter-party vehicles in the belief that· they were hiring 

taxic~s. 

Kettani's elaims that a'top-light sign· which shows 

his company name and TCP nur.U:>cr <iistinquishes his. vehicle" frott 

a taxic~ and that he can tell the difference ~twecn top-lighted 

eharter-~ty carriers and taxicabs are not convinci~. The level 
of rec~i tion 0: the meaning of a 'l'ep- nur.tber is .lil:ely to' be 

10waI:long california residents an': lower still in visitorsfro::'l 

other states or countries. There are hundreds of charter-part~~ 
carriers an<i ma:lY taxical) companies operatinCJ in the Los An~ele.s ' 

and Beverly Hills areas. 

'. 
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Los Angeles cited decis10ns ordering the removal of 
top lights £rom charter-party vebicles. Those decisions prohibited 

use of the. words "for-hire'" or "vacant'" or pertained· to cases, 
settled by stipulation. The testimony in this: 'proc~in9' demon

strates that use of top lights on charter-party p~ssenger vehicles 
blurs the public perception of differences between charter-party 

.' carrier vehicles and taxicabs. The use of top', lights, creates a 

potential tor misl@ading the public. It would be desirable 
to eliminate 'tOp lights :from, all cll9.rter-party passenger 

vehicles operating wi thin the franchised area of any taxi,cab 
company to eliminate that potential abuse. 

Los Angeles established that an Allied driv~r operating 
a vehicle eq,uipped with top light soliCited illegal taxicab or for
hire bUSiness next to a taxicab zone. Kettani t s, own: testimony 
establishes that he uses a X.'l'.L. vehicle,equippeCl. with top-
light 9 to conduct an illegal taxica:b·business. A charter-party 
may not conduct taxicab activities as described .inPtTCode,Section 
535-3. The resemblance of Allied and K.T.L. vehicles to .. taxicabs· 

due to their use of top liqhts should'be discontinued~ 

", '". ' , .-, ... 
,',. 

. . 
", , " ' 

" , 

." ',';;; .tI\,~~~,~ 
""·fo'··~ . 
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Required Allied Conduct 
Complainant and Los Angeles did not aqree to' Allied·s 

stipulation on top lights. Allied agreed to- certain modifications, 
of its stipulation on other issues raised in the complaint. 
Allied agreed that it weuld not respond to, whistles or lights 

calling for a taxicab at the Bev~rly Hilten Hotel and exter.ded 
the prohibition to any private or public taxicab- stand. Allied' 

aqreed not to occupy a private taxieab stand which prevents taxi
cabs from waiting for passengers and extended the limitation to. 
any private or public taxicab stand. 

Allied agreed that it weuld not use any taximeters in 
its vehicles although it will use odometers to keep 'track o-f 
mileagoe. The use of oQcmeters in Allied vehicles would, be 

;permissible. Los Angeles proposed that no taximeter 'or similar 
meter be used in defendants,· vehicles for the purpose of d'is
playing' to a passenger(s) the elapsed time and/or fare owed • 

Tbe testimcny supports the clarifications sought by Los Angeles 
and also supports prohibiticn 0.-:; flagqee taximeters. These', types 
0-:; taximeters should not be used in any charter-party'vehicles 
to maintain an important distinction between the appearances of 
taxicabs and charter-party vehicles. 

In light of Allied's operating as a taxicab just outside 
of a taxicab zone, the following. additional modifications are 
required: 

a. Allied's drivers should nct respend to.' 
whistles cr lights calling for a taxicab 
at any location. Its drivers should not 
solicitor accept fer-hire business. 

b. Allied's vehicles should not occupy any 
taxicab stand, area reserved for taxi
cabs., or adjacent areas not reserved 
for charter-party carriers • 

-21-
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This restriction would net preclude Alliec:l"s.' use ef a 
common passenger loading zone, limited t~ the time needed to 

drop eff or pick up pa.ssenqers who had made prior arrangements. 
with it. 

Based on the discussion on top.lights, we will reject 
the portion ef Allied's stipulation which would permit it to. use 

. , 

top lights. Allied will be :required te,remove top· lights from 
its vehicles. 

Allied's fu:rther stipulations. that (1) its drivers 
shall always possess a trip ticket showinq the name and address 
of the person requesting or arranging the charter,. the date the 
request was made, who paid for the transportation er how and 
when payoent was made, and (2) that it will operate in full 
confomity with the relevant portions. o·f Parts 10,12, .and 13. of 
GO 9S~ are reasonable and should be adopted. The Part 13.01 
record-keeping requirements apply to prearranqed. charter-party 
business not to for-hire business. A carrier and/or' its drivers 
cannot legally engage in both activities. 

Reguired K.T.L. Conduct 
Kettan1 t s testimony reveals his clear lack of under

standing of the differences between taxicab service and charter-party 

ser..rice. He wishes to operate as a charter-party carrier. However,. 
his testimony constitutes an admission that K.T.L. is not operatinq 
as a charter-party carrier or as a requlated t~icab service. 
He operates an unauthorized vehicle for-hire which resembles a 
taxicab. He does net assess charqes on any cons,istent :basis. 
PO' Code Section 5401 requires charter-party carriers.to compute 
and assess charges on· a vehicle mileage or time-o,f-u·se basis, or 
on a cotlbination· of the two. He has not complied with Part'l.lS 
of GO 9S-A which requires carriers to. have a copy of' GO,9~ 'anct 
a current Vehicle Code available to all drivers. His vehicle does 
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not meet the requirements of Parts 10.01,. 10.02,. and'lO.OS of 

GO 98-A for displaying a vehicle identification number,., name,. 
and assigned symbol and number on each vehicle. 

His recerds are incomplete and net in. cempliance with 
Part 13.01 ef GO 98-A. 

K.T.L. will be required to. remove the to}>' light from 

its vehicle. Its. drivers must not selici t or accept for-hire 

business. :tts drivers must not respond: to whistles or lights 
calling for a taxicab. 

K.T.L. will be required to. charter its vehicle" on a 

prearran~ed basis. Its charges, must be based on PO: Cede Section 

5401. Its vehicle must be dispatched from a qara9'e or stane no·t 

reserved for taxicabs. Its vehiCle may net occupy taxica~, 

sta."lds, areas reserved for taxicabs,. or aclj'acent areas not 

reserved for charter-party carriers. Its vehicular use o~ 

passenger loading zenes should be limited to. piCking u~and dropping 
off passengers. Its drivers should ha.ve a copy of G09S-A and 

a c~rent Vehicle Code. Its drivers should have a tri}> ticket 

containing the infermation required by Part lJ;.Ol.l o.f GO 98-A 

prior to. picking up a ,charter • The balance 0.£ the informa tiotl 

required ill Part 13.01 should be completed after the- trip has, 
ended. 

K.T.L.'s vehicle mu.st display an identification number,. 
.". ,01 

name, and assiqned symbol and number in compliaDce with I>art 10' 
of GO 9s-A. 

K.T.L. may continue to use a concealed taximeter in.' 
its vehicle • 
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R!gUired V .S.P. Conduct, 

Younq 'rae Moon,. V.S.P.ts owner,.. enqa9edcounSelto,file 
. . 

an answer to the complaint. V.S.~. ended communications with it$ 

attorney and abandoned its defense. The co~plaintdescribes 

illegal for-hire activities bein~ conducted by Allied., K.T.L .. , 
and V.S.P. Hetherington testified that the complaint pertained 

to the three def'!ndants. The alleqations aqainst· V.S.P'. found 

in. the compla.:i.nt are true. If V.S.P. Deets the usualrec:ruire
ments to release its certificate from suspension, its permit 
sho'lld be a.r.Icnded. The amenament would prohibit it from. use cf 

top lie;hts on its vehicles and from use 0''£ taxioeters.. V.S-. 1> • 
,,' 

drivers would be prohibited fror.t responding to whistles. o':'r lic;hts 

ca21inq for taxicabs. V.S.? would have to ~eet the sa~e 

vehicular occupanc:t restrictions as Allied and Ie.T.L. and it 

would have to co:tp1y wit..i. Parts 10 and 13. 0: GO 9r;.-.~ •. 
'. 

Findint:':'s o~ Fact 

1. Cocp1ainant is an informal association 0'£ taxicab 

~=ivers. 

2. Los Anc;eles filed a timely petition for intervention 

which did not unduly broaden the issues raised in the c0::t?laint .. 

,3. The use of top lights a:d/or taximeters. on charter~ 
party vehicles blurs the public perception of differences between 
coarter-~y vehicles and t6xicabs. 

4. Allied submitted a s.tipulation based on the issues. 

contained in the cO%:1plaint. Its stipulation would permit u~ 
of top. liqhts on its vehicles. Allied also stipulated that it 

would cOl:1ply with Part 12 of GO 98-A. Allied agreed,to certain 

modifications of its stipulation • 
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s. An Allied driver operating a vehicle equip~d with a 
top liqht :solicited illegal taxicab or for-hire business next to' 
a taxicab zone. 

6. Allied. t $ eharter-party pe~i t should be amended t~ 
ineoxporate Allied's- stipulations modified t~ conform, to the 

requirements described on pages 21 and 22. Allied, shOUld 
complete the recoval of top lights fro~ its vehicles within lS 
days after the effective date of this order. 

7. X.T.L. is not operatinq as a eharter-party carrier. 
It ~s operating an unauthorized vehicle for-hire. 

S. K. T.L. • s charter-party permit should be amended to, 
con£orI:l to the requirements described on. pages 2'2 and' 23:. 
K.'r.L. shOUld cottlplete the removal of ,top' lights fro'O its 
ve~icles within lS d.ays after the effective date of this order. 

9. V.5.:>. abandoned its defense. V.S.P'. has voluntarily 
suspended it& charter-party operating permit • 

10. The alle.ctations a.Q:ainst V.S".P. set out in the com:plaint 
are true. 

ll.. I:t V.S.P. meets the usual requirement& to release its 
penlit from suspension.# the pemit, and any subsequent renewals # 
s~ould be ~ended to conform to the requirements. described on 
page 24. 

• f'" 

~ 
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~,~, '-'cOnclusiOns-of Law 

1. Co~p10linan t has sto..'"'l.dinq to £i1o this' compl<l;in t~ 

2. Hetherinqton could. have filed th~ cOInp-laintas'an' 

individuOll. 
3. Discovc=y on the status of Hctherinqton or complain<mt 

is immaterial. 
4. The Commission is Zl.uthorizcd to process a complaint 

aqainst a charter-pOlrty cZl.rrier of passengers. 

S. Los A."'l.geles W\l.S properly permitted to participate in 

this p::oceeding ,. ' . 

'6. There would bc,':an unwarranted delay to explorc irrelevant 

issues if discovery to cXplore the motives of Hetherington <md/or 

complaina..'"'l.t .. Los Angeles .. and staff WZl.S !=:crmitted. ' 

7. The issue of Whether defendZl.nts should be, penni tted 

too use top lights. and/or taximeters on their vehicles is, a very 
narrow issue not re~uirin.lt the discovp,ry process:_ 

Soo '!'hc text of Allied' s stipulations on certain imper-

missiJ:>le actions is unduly limited in applicability. Other Allied 

stipulations require further explanat-ionor arnpli:ication. 

9. Allied .. K.TooL., andV.S'ooP: .. vio,latcd PU Co<l.eSection ·5;35·), \'. 
a=.d GO 98-A provisions 'governing charter-p'arty operatio·ns., They, 

, ',i 

provided illegal for-hire services. K~T_L.did not comply with 

PU Code Section 5401. 

-26-
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10. The existing: permit authority of" Allied and K. T.L .. 
should be amended to conf'orm to, the requirements of' Fi'lld'ings 6 
and S, respectively. . 

11. The requirements tor lifting the suspens'ion"of V.S.P'.' s. 
permit should conform t.o the requirements. of Finding 11. 

12. Charter-party authority issued: by this Commission should 
include a restriction prohibit.ing the use o~ 'tv]> lights and/o~ 
taximeters on all charter-party pa~senger vehicles. 

ORDER 
--~--.-, 

IT' IS ORDERED that: 
1. The existinq charter-partyper'ltit authority of Allice 

Li:lousine Service, Inc. (Allied) shall be amended to' ineorporiltc 
the following cond.i tions. Allied shall operate in confomity 
with those conditions. 

a. Top' liqhts of any configuration cr 
color shall be rettoved from. all Allied 
vehicles. 

b. Allied's drivers shall not respond to 
whistles or lights callin~ for a taxi
cab at any location. Allie<:1's drivers 
shall not solicit or accept for-hire 
business. 

c. Allied's vc-hicles shall not occupy any 
taxicab stand, area reserved for t~~i
cabs, or a.djacent areas not reserved for 
chart~r-p~rty carriers. 

c. Allied shall not use flagged taxime'ters 
or taximeters which arc ~se~to display 
to' a passenger(s) the elapsedtice and/or 
fare- owed. 

c. Allied' sdrivers 5hall' always possess a 
trip. ticket showing the name and address 
of the person requesting or arranging 
the ch~ter, the date the request was 
mad~, who paid for the transportation, 
cr how and ,·then pa.yment was made • 
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f. Allied shall operate in full conformity. 
with Parts 10.01, 10.02, 10.OS-, 12.01. 
and 13.01 of General Order 98~. 

q. Allied vehicles shall not occupy passenqer 
loading zones, except for picking up and 
droppin~ off passengers. ' 

2. The existing' charter-party permit authority 0,: K.T. 

Limousine Service (K.T.L .. ) shall be amended to, incorporate 
the followinq conditions. K.T.L .. shall operate in confo,mity 
with those conditions. 

a. To? lights of any confi~ration or 
color shall be reI:lovee frot\. a~~~ K. T'.L. 
vehicle. 

b. K.'l'.L. IS drivers shall not respond to 
whistles or lights callin~ for a taxi
c~ at a.."'l:::~ location. R.T'.L.' s drivers 
shall not so-licit or accept =or~hir¢ 
business. 

c. K.T.L .. 's vehicle shall not occup:;t a."l~ • 
taxicab stand, area reserved ~or taxi
c~s, or adjacent areas· not reserved for 
charter-party carriers. 

d. K.T.L.·s drivers shall always possess a 
trip ticket showing the- naneand address 
of the person requestin~ or arran~inq 
the charter, the date the rcques·t was 
made, who paid for the transportation, 
or how and when payrnen t \~as made .. 

c. K.T.I.. shall operate in full confomity . 
with Parts 1.lS, 10.01, 10.02,·10.05, 
and 13.01 of General Order 9S~ •. 

f. K .. 'l'.L.'s charges shall be based upon 
P'O' Coae Section 540l. 

<;. K.'l".L.'s vehicle- s~all be eispatehce 
!rott a garage or stand not reserved for 
taxicabs. 

h. K.T.L.' s vehicle shall not occupy 
passenqer loadin~ zones, exce~t for 
pickin<J up and droppin~ off passengers • 

-2$-

" 



• 

• 

• 

,. 

C.10902 ALJ/EA 

3. The suspended charter-party permit author~ty of v.S~~. 
Limousine Company eV.S.p'.) shall not be'released from· suspension 
unless the permit is amended to. incorporate the fo.llowinq 
conditions. Any V.S.~~ operations shall be in conformity with 
those conditions. 

a. Top liqhts of any configuration or . 
color shall be removed from all v.S.P. 
vehicles. 

b. V.S.P.'s drivers shall not respond to 
whistles or lights calling for a taxi
cab at any location. V.S.P.'s drivers 
shall not soli<:i t or accept for-hire· 
business. 

c. v .S.P.· s vehicles shall net occupy any 
taxic~ stand ~ area reserved for taxi
cabs, or adjacent areas not reserved for 
charter-party carriers. 

d. V .S.P. shall not use flagged taximeters 
or taximeters which are used to. display 
to a passengerCs) the elapsed time and/or 
fare owed. 

e. V.S.P. ' s drivers shall always possess 
a trip ticket showing the name and 
address o.f the person requesting or 
arranging the charter. the date the 
request was made, who paid for the 
transportation, or hoW' and when paymen.t 
was made. 

f. 

q. 

V.S.P. shall operate in full conformity 
with Parts 10.01, 10.02, lO.OS~ and 
13.01 of General Order 98-A. 
V.S.P. vehicles shall not occupy 
passenger loading zones, except for 
picking up and droppinq off passen~ers • 
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4. .Allied and K. T.L. shall complete the removal of top·, 
lights from all of their vehicles within 15 days after the': 
ef'f'ectiYe date of" this orcler. 

S. The staff shall include a restriction prohibiting 
the use of' top lights an4lor taximeters in all future Charter
party permits 8ubmitted for Commission approval and in all 
existing charter-party permits when subject to annual renewal. 

This order becomes ef'f'ect1ve )0 days £rom today. 
Dated May 17 t 1982 , at San Francisco-, Cal1!ornia. 

I will file a ~itten dissent. 

/ sf RICHARD D. GRA.VELLE 
Commissioner 

.' 

JOHN E. BRYSON 
Pres1clent:. 

LEONARD, M •. GRIMES,.· JR. 
VICTOR: CALVO." .. 
PRISCILLA., C~GREW:" , 

Commiasionex-s- " 

,,'it, 
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D .82-05-069' 
RICHARD· D. GRAVELLE, Commissioner 

I dissent. 
The majority opinion today extends C~\p.u. C. regulation. 

of charter-party carriers to use of such things. as "stop. lights" 
and "taximeters" and intimates that the~pat:Crtt:;, scheme 0·£ charter
party,carriers may also be subject to our regulation~ I do, not 

. ! . 

believe the C.P.U.C. should concern itself with such questions. 
Here.defendants operated as taxicabs without req,uisite authority 
from the local jurisdiction. These local communi ties should 
ilave'proeee<:1edin a court of law to seek sanction. against defendants 

1 , < 

and our action should ilave been restricted to. suspension or revocation 
of the charter-party carrier permits. By taking. the . course' of action 

. "" . , 

set forth in the deciSion we have created more problems f~r ourselves·" 
legitimate taxicab operators. and the charter-party carriers' .. We have 

... . -,I,.: .,It .• ·• 

done so at a time when our resources to enforce our orders,. ~a:%:'€.:'~'t:'l;:an,' 
all time low . 

San Francisco, California 
May 17, 1982 

'-, 

. , 
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Decision 52 05 003 MAY17S8f' 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Complainants, 

VS. 

K. T .1.. CO. LIMOUSINESC ~ /..:J 
ALLIED LIMOUSINES·ZSiil.· 
V.S.P'. LIMOUSINES· siS! 
HZL"rON BOTELS.CORPOAA'l'ION 
(Beverly Hilton) .. 
CITY OF BEVERLY HILLS 
CDirectorof Transportation) 
JOEm LOGAN, 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

,' •. 1- .~~ 
,,I, .~';I' .,. 

- . Case 10902' . 
(Filed' August ,27, 1980)-

----------------------------) 

Background 

James E. Hether!75ton, for co~plainants. 
David Gurewitz, Attorney at Law, for 

Allied Limousine Service, Inc.: and 
Moh8Jned Alabi Kettani,. for IC.! .. 
Limousine Service; defends4 ts. 

K. D. Walpert, for Department of Transportation, 
City of Los Anqeles,\intervenor. 

Willi~ Austin and Owen Lee Miller, for 
the Commission staff. 

o PIN' ION------_ ...... 

.. . " 

Complainant states that it represen s approximately 300· 

taxicab drivers employed by eight taxicab comp ies.o Comp,lainant 

alle(Jes that Allied Limousine Service, Inc _ (All' ed) # K. T.LiJTIou51n~ 

1:1 David- Gurewitz's request, by letter dated May 1 198'1, t<> be 
relieved as attorney of record for V .oS.P·. Lir.tous~ e Company 
(V .S.1>'.) because he cannot contact Young Tac- lw"JOon. V.S.P-. '$ owner. 
is gran ted. V .S.P". has voluntarily suspended' its harter-party 
operating permit. 
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,', 

Conclusions-of Law 

1. CoDplainant has standinq to fil&:this complaint. 
2'. Hetherington could have filed" the complaint' as an 

individual. 

3. Discovery on the status of Hetherinqton or complainant 
is immaterial. 

4. The Commission is authorized t~ process a complaint 
against a charter-party carrier of passenqers. 

5. Los Anqeles was properly penni tted te> participate in 
this proceeding. 

6. There would be an unW'arrante~ delay to, explore irrelevant 
issues if discovery to explore the mot~ves or: Hetherington and/or 
complainant, Los Angeles, and staff was \permi ttecl. 

7. The issue of whether defendant~shoUld be permitted 
to use top lights and/or taximeters on their vehicles, isa very 
narrow issue not requirin.% the discov~ryp~,cess • 

8. The text of Allied's stipulations \on certain impcr-

l:li~Sible . actions ~s unduly limited in. apPliCaeil~ t~. ~ther Al,lied 

st.l.pulat.l.ons requl.re further eXPlana~~2.r0~ l.l.z..;~~n • .$-3&-..$ 
9. Allied, K.T.L., and V.S.P., , e 

~ Code and K GO 98-AJro"~~nCJ char,ter-party 0 erations. irhey 
providEXl illeg-al for-hire services. K.T.L. did n t c'omply with 

PO Code Section 5402_\ .' '. '. 

I 
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J.... Allied and K. T .L. shall complete the removal of" top 
lights from all of' 'their vehicles Within 15' days, a.f't.erthe 

" effective date of this. order. \" 
5. The' staff shall include a re.triction proh.ibiting 

the use of top lights and/or taximeter in all future charter-
\ 

party permits submitted for Commission pproval and in all 

existing charter-party permits when subj ct to annual renewal. 
This order becomes effective 3 days from today_ 
Dated MAY 17~82 California. 

"'.~ 

I will file a written dissent. JOHN F.: nItYSON 
Pr~i nt 

Richard D. Gravel le A 

Couzm1ss1oner ". 
LEONARD M.CR1MES.;,JJl 
VICTOR \:0, 
PRISCILLA .. CREW' 

COMMISS NEBS, 
-c' 
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