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52 06 047 JUN 21982 Decision ________________ __ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMYJ.SSION OF THE STATE OF CAtIFORNIA 

!n the 11atter of the Application oi' ) 
Abbey Transportation System, Inc. ) 
for certificate of ~ublic convenience ) 
and necessity to tra.nsport passeneers ) 
and their baggage in passenger stage ) 
sightseeing service between Fresno ) 
Co-.:.:.ty a!ld San Francisco, Oakland, ) 
Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Monterey! ) 
Carmel, Sacramento, YoseI:ite, Los ) 
Angeles, -Anahein4 San Diego, and ) 
San Ysidro, california. ) 

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

Application 82:",01-29 
(Filed January 15, 1982; 
arnended rftarch 12',_ 1982') 

INTERn:. OPIN:;:OX AND "ORDER 

This is an application in which Abbey Transportation 
System, Inc. (Abbey) seeks a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity to oper.;).te as a passenger stage corpor3.'tior. fo-r sight­
seeing purposes. 

As originally filed, the applic~tion requested reeu1ar 
(nonsigh,tseeing) passenger stage operating 3.uthority. A timely 
protest 'WaS filed and it was calendared for hearing.. On March 12,. 
1982, Abbey filed an amended application limiting the request 'to 
sightseeing a~thority. The protest ~~s s~bsequently withdrawn. 

1:1 We-stern Travel ?laz<:l, Ine. and companion C3S~S. 

(Decision (D.) 93726 in Applica'tio~ (A.) 59810,. A .. 60174, A.60181. 
A.60221, and A.60286, entered on Novem'c>er 13, 1981) the Co mmiss ion-

concluded that: 
"2. Sightseeing-tour service,. originating <lnd 

terminating at. the same point, is not 
public utility or passenger stage 
corporation service • 
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1t3. Sigh.t.seeing-t.our carriers should not be 
regulated as public utilities. f" 

Under the holding of the West.ern Travel Plaza case, this application 
should be dismissed for lack of jurisdiction. 

The W~st.ern Travel Plaza decision is not final. It 
stated 'that ''1-ie anticipate some parties. will seek rehearing of 
this decision ~nd, if rehearing is· not granted', seek review of: this 
decision by t.he calii"ornia Supreme Court." (Slip Dec .. p. 15,.) 

Timely applicat.ions for rehearin& were filed and D.93726 has be'en 
stayed until r~t.her order of the Commission. 

D.93i26 also provided that: 
'''In the meanwhile, until judicial review is 
completed, we will process signtseeing­
tour carrier matters as follows: 

"1. Pending and new applications for 
operat.ing authority ~~ll be granted 
ex parte with temporary certificates 
upon a showi::g t.he ap~licant has 
liability insurance prescribed by 
GO 101. This will be done by interim 
deciSions and orders,.ft (D .. 9.3726, 
Slip Dec. p. 16.) 

This applicatior.. falls under the provision just cited. 
Findings of Fact 

1. The proposed' operations are sightseeing services over 
a loop. 

2. This application falls under the doctrine set forth 
in D.93726 .. 

3. It can be seen with. certainty that there is no' possi­
bility that the activity in question may have a Significant effect 
on the environment • 
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Conclusions of Law 
1. If D.93726 is not alt.ered or annulled, this proceeding 

shou~d be dis~issed for lack of jurisdiction. 
2. Abbey should be granted temporary operating authority 

~e::ding the final disposition of D.93'726. and consistent with o·ther 
Sightseeing-tour certification decisions the following order should 
be ~ffective tcday. 

IT IS CRDEP£D that: 
1. 1f D.93726 is. not altered or ann~lled. this pro,ceeding 

is dismiesed for la-ck of jurisdiction. Penaing such occurrence, 
the rextainder of this order shall remain in full force and 'effect. 

2. A tecporary certificate of public convenience and necessity 
is gran.ted to Abbey Transportation System, Inc. (PSC-1122}, a corpo­
ration, authorizi!'lS it to operate as a p~ssenger stage corporation.,. as 
defined in PU Code' § 226. between the points and over the routes. 
set forth in' the <lI:endn:ent to tn.e applicatio,n 'to transport. passenger~ 
and their baggage for sightseeing purposes·. 

3. Applicant shall: 
a.. File a written acce-otance of this 

certificate within jo days after 
this order is efrect.ive. 

b. Establish ~he authorized service 
and file tariffs. and timetables 
within l20 days after this order 
is effective. 

c. State in its 'tarif!'s ami timet.ables· 
when service will start; alloW' at 
least 10 days' notice to the 
Comoission; ana make timetables and 
tariffs effective- 10 or more days: 
after this order is effective .. 

d. Comply with General Orders Series 
79. 9$. 101, and l04. and the 
California Highwa.y Pa:trol safety 
rules • 
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e. YAintain accounting records in 
conformity with th~ Uniform System 
of Accounts. .. 

This order is effective today~ 
Dated JUN' 21982 ,at San Francisco, california. 

"""' .. , 
JOE-xx:::, BRYSON 

l?res~dent , 
RICHAlu>D. cr~ VELLE 
LEONAruYM.' CRL\1ES. }R. 
V1CTOlt'C\LVO: 
PRISC.n:..LAC'CREW 

C¢mt:lliss1onccs. ' 
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Decision 82 06 e'l? JUN 2 1982 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter o~ the Application o~ ) 
Abbey Transportation System, Inc. ) 
for certificate of' public convenience ) 
and necessity to transport passengers ) 
and their baggage in passenger stage ) 
sightseeing service between Fresno ) 
County and San FranCiSCO, Oakland, » 
Santa Clara, Santa Cruz, Monterey! 
carmel, Sacramento, Yosemite, Los ) 
Angeles, Anaheim, San Diego, and ) 

Al'plication 82:-01-29 
(Filed' January 15, 1982'; 
amendea Y~rch l~, 19S.Z) 

San YSidro, california. ) 
------------,,).. ~ 

INT£~ 
This is an application in which Abbey Transportation 

System, Inc. (Abbey) seeks a certificate of' public convenience and 
necessity to operate as a passenge stage corporation for s.ight­
seeing purposes. 

As originally filed, the a lication 'requested regular 
(nonsightseeing) passenger stage oper ing authority. A. timely 
protest was filed and it was. calendared for hearing. On March 12, 
1982, Abbey filed an amended application limiting the request to 
si~tseeing authority. The protest was su se~uently withdrawn. 

!n Western Travel FIla za, Inc. and companion case's 
(Decision (D.) 93726 in Application CA.) 598 S, A.60174, A.601S1, 
A.60221, and A..60286, entered on November·13, 981) the Commission 
concluded that.: 

"2. Sightseeing-tour service, originati g and 
terminating at the same point, i$ no~ 
public utility or passenge~ stage \ 
corporation service • 
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