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BEFORE THE .PU:BLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAT}~ OF CALIFORNIA 

I~ the matter of the a~~lication ) 
of Matthew J. Kehoe and Donald L. ) 
Rees, DEA Pederal Shuttle Systems, ) 
for authority to o~erate as n ) 
passenger and baggage stage ) 
between ~oints in Stanislaus County ) 
s~d the San Francisco International ) 
Airport. l 

In the .matter of the applic~t:on 
of United Shuttle Systems, Inc. for 
authority to operate as a passenger 
a~d baggage stage between points in 
Merced County and the San Francisco 

~ 
) 

~ 
) International Airport. 

!~ ~he matter of the app:ication 1 
~o! United Shuttle Systems, Inc. for) 
"authority to operate as a passenger ) 

and baggage ztage between points in ) 
San Joaquin County and the Sa~ 1 
Pr~~ci$co Inter~ational Airport. 
----
In the m~tter of the application 
of United Shuttle Syst0mo, Inc. ~o~ 
~uthority to operate as a pa~senge: 
and baggage ~tage between pOints in 
San Joaq~in County and the San 
Prancisco International Airport. 
Manteca ar.d T~acy. 

~ 
) 

~ 
) 

~ 
--------------------------------) 
In the matter of the application ~ 
of Matthew J. Kehoe, DBA Pederal ) 
Shuttle Systems, for o.uthori ty to ,) 
operate ~e a pazecngcr ~nd baee~ec ) 
stage between pOints in Me~ccd ) 
County and the San Francisco ) 
Inter~ational Airport. ) 

------------------------------) 
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Application 82-02-21' 
(Fi10d Pebru~ry 11, 1982; 
Petition for Modification 

filod May 21, 1982) 

Application 82-04-32 
(Fil~d April 15, 1982) 

Applic~tion 82-04-33 
(Fil~d April 15~ 1982) 

Application 82-04-42 
(Filed April 21, 1982). 

hpplication 82-04-60 
(Filed ApriJ 26. 1982) 

/ 



A.82-02-21 et ala ALJ/km/k~ 

In the matter of the application 
of Matthew J. Kehoe, DBA Federal 
Shuttle Systems, for authority to 
operate as a pas~enger and baggage 
stage between points in San Joaquin 
County and the San Franoisco 
International Airport. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

--------------------------------) ) 
In the matter of the applioation ) 
of UniteQ Shuttle Systems, Inc., for) 
authority to operate a$ a passenger ) 
and baggage stage between point~ in ) 
Stanislau~ County and the San ) 
Franeisoo International Airport. ) 
-Turlock, Modesto, SFO- ) 
---------------------------------------) ) 
In the matter of the applioation ) 
o! United Shuttle Systems, Ino., for) 
authority to operate a~ a passenger ) 
anQ baggage ~tage between points in ) 
Alameda County and the San Francisco) 

.. In:ernational Airport. -Livermore, ) 
"Pleasanton, Dublin, SFO- Ro~te ) 

No. 105, ) 
--------------------------------) 

Applioation 82-04-61 
(Filed April 26, 1982) 

Application 82-05-36 
(Filed May 12, 1982) 

Application 82-05-31 
(Filed May 12, 1982) 

Calvip Moorad, for United Shuttle 
Systems, Ino., applicant. 

DouRlas N~1ba~~r, for Matthew Kehoe, 
dba Federal Shuttle Systems, applicant 
and protestant. 

Richard Brozosky, for the Commission 
staff. 
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.Q.l..Ilil.Qli 
Pioe~dural Eaekgiound 

By Application (A.) 82-02-21, Matthew J. Kehoe and Donald 
L. Rees, doi~g business as Federal Shuttle Systems (FSS), sought a 
certiricate or public convenience and necessity to operate as a 
passenge~ stage corporation transporting passengers and their baggage 
between Turlock/Modesto in Stanislaus County and San Francisco 
Inte~national Airport (SFO). 

On April 15, 1982, Rees, on behalf of United Shuttle 
Systems, Inc. (USS), filed A.82-04-32 and 82-0U-33 seeking authority 
to operate as a passenger stage corporation 'oetween Atwater/Me~ced in 
Merced County and SFO and between Lodi/Stockton in San Joaquin County 
and SFO. 

On April 21, 1982, Rees, on behalf ot USS, tilea A.82-04-42 
seeking authority to operate as a passenger stage co~poration between 

exanteca/,:racy in San Joaquin County and SFO. On the same da.y, the 
Co~~ission issued Decision (D.) 82-04-105 in A.82-02-21 authorizing 
Kehoe and Rees, dba FSS, to otfer their proposed se~vice between 
Tu~lock/Modesto and SFO. 

On April 25, 1982, Kehoe, dba FSS, filed A.82~4-60 and 
82-0U-51 seeking authority to operate as a passenger stage 
corporation between Merced and SFO and between Lodi/Stockton and 
SFO. The proposed service involves authority si~ilar to that 
requested by USS in A.82-04-32 and A.82-04-33. 

On May 12, 1982, Rees, on behalf of USS, tiled A.82-05-36 
a~d A.82-05-37 seeking authority to operate as a passenger stage 
corporation between Turlock/Modesto and SFO and between 
Livermore/Pleasanton/Du'olin and SFO. !he proposed service in 
A.82-05-36 involves authority similar to that granted to Kehoe and 
Rees, d'oa PSS, 'oy D.82-0U-105 in A.82-02-21. 
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.e 
By petition filed May 21, 1982', Kehoe reque3ted the 

Commission to modi~y D.82-04-105 by deleting the name of Donald L. 
Rees, the eo-holde~ of the authority granted. By letter dated May 4, 
1982, and received by the Executive Director, Rees re~uested that 
D.82-04-105 be modified to delete his name from the ~reviou3ly 
authorized certif1eate~ 

On May 19, 1982, Kehoe, dba FSS, filed protests in USS~= 
A.82-04-32 and A.82-04-33. On May 24, 1982, Kehoe, dba FSS, filed a 
,rotest in USS's A.82-04-42. On June 9, 1982, Kehoe, dba FSS, filed 
protests in USS's 1.82-05-36 and A.82-05-37. In its various protests 
to the applications filed by USS, FSS maintained that the authority 
sough.t by USS was duplicative of that sought by FSS and that two 
si~ilar shuttle services could not economically operate' over th.e 
requested routes. 

On July 16, 1982, the presiding administrative law judge 
.. ~eceived a letter from Eastbay Airporter, Inc. (Eastbay) which 
"objected to those portions of 1.82-05-37 which propose to offer 

service between Dublin and SFO. Eastbay stated that it currently had 
an application pending, A.82-02-20, to provide on-call service 
between Dublin and SFO and further that it did not belie·/e that the 
community of Dublin could economically support two similar shuttle 
services to SFO. 

On July 19, 1982, pub1ie hearing was held in consolidated 
applications, A.82-04-32, A.82-04-33, A.82-04-42, A.82-04-60, 
A.82-04-61, A.82-05-36, and A.82-05-37. The matters were submitted 
upon completion of the hearing. We will further consolidate the 
above-refe~enced applications with A.82-02-21 and the pending 
petition for modification and issue one decision resolving the 
~rocedural and substantive intricacies raised by these applications. 
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·e 
Piscu=sion 

This tortuous procedural entanglement, involving 
applications, competing applications ror duplicative authority, 
protests, allegations of wrongdoing, etc., has its apparent 
beginnings in an ill-fated joint business venture between Kehoe and 
Rees. For reasons unknown to the Commission and irrelevant to our 
consideration of these matters, the plans of Kehoe and Rees to 
provide a shuttle service between SFO and various pOints in Merced, 
Stanislaus, and San Joaquin Counties neve~ ~eached fruition. 
Instead, two entities, FSS and USS, were formed; and each now seeks 
Commission approval of its request to essentially provide the same' 
service. 

As a consequence or the consolidated applications and 
various related pleadings, the Commission is presented with the 
following circumstances: 

,. Kehoe and Rees, dba FSS, have ~eceived 
authorization to provide shuttle service 
between turlock/Modesto and SFO; Kehoe 
has petitioned the Commission, with 
Rees' concurrence, to delete the name of 
Rees as a co-holder of the granted 
authority. 

2. USS' requests Commission authority to 
provide shuttle service between SFO and 
the following points: (a) Atwater and 
Merced in Merced County, (0) Lodi and 
Stockton and tracy and Manteca in San 
Joaquin County, (0) Livermore, 
Pleasanton, and Dublin in Alameda 
County, and (d) Modesto/turlock in 
Stanislaus County. 

3. Kehoe, doa FSS, ,has protested all 
applications by USS to provide shuttle 
service to SFO • 

.. ' Subsquent to filing the various applications on behalf of USS, Rees left 
"its employ; and USS is now operating under new management. 
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·e 
4. Eastbay objects to the ~equest of USS to 

,~ovide ~huttle '~e~vice ~etween Dublin 
ana SFO. 

S. Kehoe, dba FSS, ~equests Commission 
authority to proviae shuttle service 
between SFO ana the tollowing pOints: 
(a) Merced ana (0) Loai/Stockton. 

It is our responsibility to review the various applications 
and pleadings to cetermine whether the requested services are 
required by wpublic convenience and necessity~ ana whether the 
respective applicants are tit to provide the service. 

With respect to whether the proposed shuttle services are 
requirea to meet a perceived public need, the testimony and evidence 
ot recora com,els an affirmative answer. The evidence indieates.that 
in the aftermath of airline deregulation commuter air service from 
Stockton/Modesto and other locations in the Central Valley to SFO has 
not satisfactorily met customer demand and expectations. Letters 

~from travel agencies locatea in the Central Valley were received in 
evidence for the purpose of showing the need for a reliaole shuttle 
service to SFO in light of the instability of the commuter airlines 
serving the area. Furthermore, petitions, which contained the names 
of several hundred Central Valley resiaents and which were tendered 
to the corres~ondence file, enthusiastically supported the need for 
alternative transportation to SFO Similar to the proposed serviees. 

The record clearly indicates a public need for the proposed 
shuttle service from pOints in the Central Valley to SFO. We must 
now address whether USS or FSS or both are fit to provide the 
service. Therefore, we will analyze the ~ualifications or the two 
entities. 

If authority is granted, USS intenas to begin immediate 
service between Modesto/Turloek and SFO and within two to three 
~onths after the g~ant of autho~ity to commence service between SFO 
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.e 
and toe other ,oints, i.e. Manteca/Tracy, Loci/Stockton, 
At~ater/Merced, Livermore/Pleasanton/Dublin, for which it seeks its 
authority. USS proposes to perform a regularly scheduled, reserved 
seat service on a seven-day per week basis. Only those passengers 
originating at or destined to SFO will be carried. The one-way tare 
from Turlock/Modesto will be $17 for adults. and. $10 for children. 
Fares from the other pOints will vary slightly in relation to their 
distance ~rom SFO. 

USS will use. the following vehicles in providing initial 
service between Turlock/Modesto and SFO: 

"Two (2) passenger type, U.S. made Vans. 
Ford, Chrysler, or General Motors products. 
Fully AutomatiC, full power steering and 
brakes. Air. conditioned, with low sound 
interior. Vehicles comply with all P.U.C. 
and C.H.P. regulations.'" 

One vehicle will be a van conversion based on the above-referenced. 
4tvehicles. The vehicle is a 21-passenger model based on a Ford 

vehicle cab and chassis; it is made by El Dorado, Inc. USS maintains 
that it has more than adequate luggage space and. that tne interior is 
highly suited for airport feeder transportation. Items such as 
individual reclining seats, air vents, and reading lights, in 
addition to an overhead luggage rack and center aisle, give the 
~assenge~ the sa~e comforts he has COme to expect on major air 
car~iers. The vehicle is currently in production. USS· alleges that 
it passes all Commission ane California Highway Patrol roadworthines~ 
tests. 

USS states that it will have its vehicles, or any other 
vehicle it uses, covered by liability insurance in amounts that 
exceed the minimums required under the CommiSSion General Order 
iOi-C. Further USS's vehicles will be garaged., serviced, and 
maintained at its present vehicle service facilities lo¢ated in Tracy 
and ~anteca. Servicing and maintenance will be perfor:ed by USS's 
employees with the assistance of outside firms for major items as 

enecessary. 
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.e 
USS assert5 that its assets as of April 15, 1982, consist' 

ot $25,000 cash on deposit in the oank. Further=ore r evidence was 
submitted by USS indicating that individual shareholde~s of USS would 
~e willing to pledge assets valued in excess of $500,000 in support 
o~ USS's operation~. 

In support of its application, USS contends that it is 
~amiliar with the air transport industry and the feeder-type service 
desired. Its long-range plans include a feeder network to the 
nation's ~ajor air hubs using airline management strategy and 
operational policy ~or surface-type vehicles. By incorporating ideas 
such as interli~e ticketing agreements, gates at major air terminals~ 
and interline freight contracts, USS maintains that the public will 
~enefit from a comprehensive network of low-cost transportation that 
is quick, reliable, responsible, and safe. Due to the tenUOU$ nature 
of current commuter air carrier operations, USS feels that its 

~proposed service 1s an attractive alternative and is positively in 
"the public interest. The stated purpose of USS's application is to 

transport those persons wishing to go to SFO from the various areas 
who require a dependable and good quality transportation service 
alternative. USS is willing to compete with FSS and did not protest 
FSS's applications for similar service. 

If its requested modification and authority is granted, 
FSS, like USS, intends to commence immediate service trom 
Turlock/Mocesto to SFO with gradual ex,ansion of service between SFO 
and the othe~ authorized pOints, i.e. Lodi/Stockton and Merced. The 
one-way fare from Turlock/Modesto to SFO will be $16 for adult= and 
$iO for children. Fares from Lod1/Stockton and Merced'will be 
slightly higher. 

FSS will use the following vehicle3 in providing in initial 
service between Turlock/Modesto and SFO: 

"Two (2) passenger type, U.S. made vans. 
Ford, Chrysler, or Ceneral Motors products. 
Fully Automatic, full power steering and 
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.e 
brakes. Air co~ditioned, and low sound 
interior. Vehicle~ comply with all P.U.C. 
and C.H.P. regulations." 
At hearing, FSS testified that it had recently purchased a 

new ii-passenger Ford van and a used Ford van to be employed as a 
backup vehicle. FSS states that it will have its vehicle~, or any 
other vehicle it uses, covered by liability insurance in amounts that 
exceed the minimums required under the Commission's General Order 
iOi-C. FSS's vehicles will be garaged, serviced, and maintained at 
its present vehicle service facilities located in Merced. Servicing 
and =aintenance will be performed by FSS's employees with the 
assistance of outside firms for major items as necessary. 

FSS presented information in its various applications 
representi~g that Kehoe who will operate and control FSS has total 
assets of $371,617. 

In support of its application, FSS maintains that the 
~ervices offered by it are different and distinct from any public 

transportation system currently being offered to the public in the 
proposed areas. While the concept of airport bus transportation is 
cot unique, FSS feels that there is no comparable alter~ate method of 
ground transportation from pOints in the Central Valley to SFO at the 
proposed fares and with the regularity and convenience proposed. 

Richard Brozosky of the Commission staff appeared at the 
hearing and presented testimony. He sponsored an exhibit 
representing the various ground transportation services offered to 
and from the various Bay Area airports. Brozosky also indicated his 
opposition to a blanket policy granting any and all requests for 
certification as a passenger stage corporation. Brozosky concluded 
that granting all requests is equivalent to deregulation and that 
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such an action will discourage investment capital and encourage 
unreliable operators. Brozosky had no recommendation regarding the 
applications at issue in the hearing. 

Based upon our review of the record we can find no grounds 
to distinguish between FSS and USS on the basis of "fitness to serve 
the public". Both applicants appear willing and able to provide the 
services proposed. in their respective applications.. Both FSS and USS 
possess sufficient financial resources and expertize in the 
transportation field to offer reliable and economical shuttle 
services to SFO. Further=ore, evidence of public demand for the 
proposed services preclud.es us from concluding that the potential 
traffic is adequate to support only one service. Based upon 
information presented to the Commission, there is ample reason to 
believe that sufficient public interest in reliable ground transport 
from pOints in the Central Valley to SFO exists to warrant our 
approval of the applications of both PSS and USS. e In substance, we will grant the petition of FSS and modify 
D.82-04-105 to delete the name of Donald. L. Rees from the passenger 
stage certificate granted to Matthew J. Kehoe and Donald L. Rees. 
This 'Will be accomplished by issuing a new certificate in the name of 
Matthew J. Kehoe. Furthermore, based upon the record, we will grant 
all of the operating authorities sought in these consolidated 
applications. We are cognizant of Eastbay's objection to USS's 
proposed service ~etween Dublin and SFO. However, since USS p~oposes 
a ~egula~ly scheduled se~vice with its attendant convenience for the 
public as opposed to Eastbay's p~oposed "on-call" service, we feel 
that the services are sufficiently diSSimilar to wa~rant our approval 
of USS's re~uest to serve between Dublin and SFO. 
Fipding: or Fact 

1. USS re~uests the Commission to grant it autho~ity to serve 
as a passenger stage corpo~ation between SFO and Modesto/TurlocK, 
Atwater/Merced, Lodi/Stockton, Manteca/Tracy, and 

~Livermo~e/Pleasanton/Dublin. 
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2. FSS ~equests the Commission to grant it authority to zerve 
as a passenge~ stage co~po~at10n bet~een SFO and Modesto/Tu~lock, 
Lodi/Stockton, and Me~ced. 

3. USS has the financial ~esou~ces and equipment to p~ovide 
the proposed se~vice. 

4. FSS has the financial ~e50urces and equipment to p~ovide 
the p~oposed se~vice. 

5. !he~e is a public need and demand fo~ the services proposed 
by FSS and USS. 

6. Prote~ts to the applications of USS were received and 
public hearing was held on the catters. 

7. It can be seen with certainty that the~e is no possibility 
that the activity in question may have a significant effect on the 
environment. 

8. Public convenience and necessity requi~e that the 
~applicatlons be g~anted. 
"Copelu:ioDS Qr Law 

1. PubliC convenience and necessity ~equire that the 
applications be granted as set forth in the ensuing o~der. 

2. Kehoe, dba FSS, should be granted authority to ope~ate as a 
passenger stage corporation to ope~ate between SFO and 
Modesto/!u~lock, Lodi/Stockton, and Merced. 

3. USS should be granted authority as a passenge~ stage 
corporation to operate between SFO and Modesto/Turlock, 
Tracy/Manteca, Lodi/Stockton, Atwate~/Me~ced, and 
Live~~o~e/Pleasanton/Dublin. 

4. !his orde~ should become effective today so that FSS and 
USS can immediately commence to meet the public demand for their 
se~vices. 

Only the amount paid to the State fo~ ope~ative ~ights may 
be used in ~ate fixing. The State may g~ant any number of ~ights and 
may cancel or modify the monopoly feature of these ~ights at any 

4Itti~e. 

- " -



A.82-02-21 e~ 31. ALJ/km/k~/vdl * 

o R D E R - - - --
IT IS ORDERED tha~: 

1. ',K cc~tificat0 of public convenience and necessity is 
6~~ntcd to Mat~hcw J. Kcho0, Gb~ Federal Shuttle Syetcms, auth¢~izing 
him to opc~at0 ~s a passenger st~ec co~po~aton, as defined in Public 
Utilitice Coce § 226. 'bctw'ccn the pOints and over th~ routes set 
~o~th in Appendix PSC-1247 to t~ansport pc~eons and their baggage. 

2. A certific~tc of public convenience and necessity io 
granted to united Shuttle Syotc~s. Inc. authorizing it to operate as 
~ p~ssenec~ et~ee corpor~tion, as defined in Public Utilities Code 
§ 226, between the points ~nd over the routes set forth in Appendix 
PSC-1248, to t~ansport pe~cons and their bageage. 

3. Matthew J. Kehoe and United Shuttle Systems, Inc. shall: 
n. File a written acceptance of thei~ 

certificates wi thin 30 ds.ys afte~ this 
o~der is effective. 

b. Establish the authorized service and 
file tariffs and timetables within 120 
days afte~ this o~der is effective. 

c. State in their tariffs and ti:etablec 
when service will start; allow at least 
10 days' notice to the Commission; and 
mak~ timetabl~o and tariffs effective 10 
or mor~ days aftc~ thic order is 
effective. 

d. Comply 'I.d th C'ene~al Orde~ $0:-i03 79, 98, 
101, and 104 and the California Righway 
r?trol safety ~ules. 

~. M3intain accounting records in 
conformity with the Uniform Syete: of 
Accounts .. 

- 12 -
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.e 
4. The certificate previously issued to Federal Shuttle 

Systems in D.82-04-10S is revoked and superseded by the authority 
granted ~y this deeision. 

This order is effective today~ 
Dated __ ...-;;.S.;;;E.;...?_2_2~198l....;..;;; ___ , at San Francisco, California. 
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CERTIFIC~ 

OF 

O.ri~-nal Title Page 

PU:SL!C CO~"i/E!-."'IZNCE AI.~ ~'ECESS!TY 

.AS A PASSENGER STAG~ CO:a:PO~ION 

?SC-1247 

Sho ..... ing passe:c.ge:- s.tage operative rigb.ts., :restrictions., 
l~itations, exceptions, and privileges. 

All ch'Bnges and ame:c.d::ne:c.ts as aut~orized "oy 
t~e Pu"olic Utilities Commission ot the State ot Cali!o~-ia 

will "oe made as revised pages or added original ,ages. 

Issued 'U:lde:- autho:-i tj" of Decision 82 O~ 072 ,dated Sf? 22 1982 
of the ?uolie Utilities Commission of the Sta~e ot C81i!o~a., 
in Applications 82-02-21, 82-04-60, and 82-04-61. 
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Appendix PSC-1247 Original Page 1 

I N D E X ..... ----
P,ge 

SEC~ION 1. G:cx::RAt A~E:ORIZATIONS. EESTIUC~!ONS, 
LIMITATIONS, .AND s?ECIFIC~IONS ......... 2 

SEC~ION 2. DESCRI?:CION OF S:::aVIC.E POL~S ............ ; 

SECTION;. ROUTE DESCRIPTIONS ••••••••••••••••••••• 4 

Issued oy California ?uolic Utilities Commission. 
Decision 82 O~ 072 , Applications 82-02-2l, 82-04-60, 
a:c.d 82-04-61. 
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Appendix PSC-124? Origi:c.al Page 2 

SECTION l. GEN"~ At'"THORIZAT!ONS, RES~ICTIONS, LIMITATIONS, 
Al'1"l) s?ECIFIC~IONS. 

Matthew J. Kehoe, by the certi!icate o! public convenience 
and neeessitj s=anted by the decision noted in the ma=gin, is 
autho:ized ~o operate as a passenger stage corporation to transport 
passengers ~d their baggage, over and along the routes described, 
between San Francisco International Airport (510), on the one hand, . 
and points within the city li:c.its o! Modesto, ':furlock, 1oo.i, Stockton, 
and r'..erced, on the other hand, subject to the !'ollowi:c.g provisions: 

a. Applicant must provid.e a mini:num ot two 
round trips over each route per day. 
Addi tional trips may be proVided on an 
on-call basis. 

b. The term "on-call If as used =eters to 
service which is authorized to be rendered 
dependent on the demands or passengers. 
Tari!!s and timetables sb.aJ.l show the 
conditions under which on-call se:vice will 
be rendered. 

c. All passengers will ::.ave either origin or 
destination at SPO and no passengers will 
be picked up or discharged at any point 
not speci!ied in this certi!icate. 

d. When route descriptions are given in one 
cii:=ectioll, they apply to operation in ei t:b.er 
direction, unless otherwise indi cated. 

Issued by Cali!o=nia Public Utilities Commission. 

Decision 52 OS 072 ,Ap:?lications 82-02-21, 82-04-60, 
and 82-04-61. 
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Original Page :; 

SECTION 2. DESCRD?TION' OF SERVICE :?OINTS. 

1.0 Route 1 Pickup Se!Yiee Points 

1 .. 1 City of 'fur-lock 

~h~ Gardens - Best Western Motel 
1999 North r=ontage Road 

1.2 eiy! o! Mod~sto 

'rb.e Soliday I:cn 
1612 Sisk Road 

2.0 Route? Pieku~ Se~ee Poipts 

2.1 Cia 0'[ Loci 

The Royal Host I:o.n - Best Weste=:c. l"..otel 
710 South Cherokee Lane 

2.2 City of Sto~kton 

Stoekton I:o.:c. 
4219 East Waterloo Road 

~ 0 R .. ':r. "C. ,--, ~- • "C' t ~. 9u~e 2 -~e~~p Qe~~ee .Olp 

Pine Cone Inn - Best t,/estern Motel 
F:-ontage Road 

Issued by Cali!o:-nia ?ublie Utilities Commission. 

e DeciSion 82 OS 072 , Applica.tions 82-02-21, 82-04-60, 
and 82-04-61. 
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SECTION,. ROUTE DESCRmIONS. 

Route 1. ~loek - Modesto - SPO 
3e~...DJling at The Gardens Motel in the Ci~ o! 
~lock, then via U.S. Highway 99 (north) to 
the Eo1iday Inn in the Ci~ of Modesto; then 
via u.s. Highway 99 (north), via State Eighway 
120 (west); via I-5 (south), via I-205 (west), 
via I-580 \west), via State Eighway 2,8 (west), 
via State Rie;b.way 17 (south), via State HighWay 
92 (San Mateo Eridge-west), and via U.S. Eighway 
101 (north) to San Francisco IDte~ational 
Ai:t1)ort .. 
Route 2. Lodi - Stockton - SPO 
Beginuillg a.t the Royal Rest I:c:c. in the Ci ty o~ 
Lodi, then via Cherokee Lane (south), via U.S. 
Eighway 99 (south), via Waterloo Road to the 
Stockton Inn; then via wate~loo Road, via U.S. 
HighWay 99 (south), via State HighWay 120 (west) 
via I-5 (south), via I-205 (west), via 580 (west), 
via State Eighway 2,8 (west), via State E:igb:way 
17 (south), via State HigllwSY. 92 (San Mateo Brid~e -
west), via U.S. HighWay 101 ~north) to San Franc~sco 
International Airport. 
?o~te ,. Merced - SPO 

Be gi:o.:cing at the Pine Cone Inn in the Ci ~ o! 
Merced, then via u.s. Eighway 99 (nortb.)~ via 
State Eighw~ 120 (west) via !-5 (south), via 
I-205 (west), via I-580 (west), via State HighWay 
2,8 (west), via State Eigb.way 17 (south), via 
State HighWay 92 (San Mateo Brid~e - west), via 
U.S .. Highway 101 (north) to San .:~ancisco I;c:eerJ:ational 
Ai::port. 

Issued by Cali!ornia Public Utilities Commission .. 
Decision ~:---8_2_0_S_0_7_2 __ , Applications 82-02-2l, 82-04-60, 
a:o.d 82-04-61. 
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UNITED SHUTTLE SYSTEMS, INC. Original Title Page 

CERT!FIC~E 

OF 
PUBLIC CO:NVE~~CE .L"m NECESSITY 

AS A ?ASSENGER STAGE COR?O~ION 

PSC-1248 

Showing passenger stage ol'erati ve rights, restrictions, 
limitations, exceptions, and privileges. 

All changes and amendme~ts as authorized "o~ 
t!le Public Utilities Co:mlissioll ot the" State o~ Cali!orm.a 

will 'be ~de as ~evised pages or added original l'ages. 

Issued U%lc.e:" authority o!'Decision @:' Ot .. 01t: dated SE? 22 1982 
or the Pu"olic Utilities Commission of the ~tate ot California, 
in Applications 82-04-,2,82-04-",82-04-42,'82-05-,6, and 82-05-,7. 

.., 



T/ct'b 

Appendix ?SC-1248 UNITED SHU~~LE SYSTEr'.s, INC. Original rage 1 

I N D E X .......... _--

SEC':r!ON 1. GE:NZRAL AUTE:OB.IZ~IONS, REST3.!CTIONS, 
LIMIT~IONS, ~~ s?ECIFIC~IONS •••••••••• 

SECTION 2. DESCRIPTION OF SERVICE POINTS •••••••••••• 
SECXION ;. ROUTE DESClUJ?TIONS ....••..•....•.....•... 

Issued 07 Celi!or~a r~olic ~tilities Co~ssio:o.. 

Page 

2 

; 
5 

Decision _____ S~2~O~~~O_7_2_, Applications 82-0'+-;2, 82-04-;;, 82-04-42, 
82-0;-36, and 82-05-,7. 
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Appendix ?SC-1248 UNI~ SEt1~LE SYSTEMS, INC. Original Page 2 

SEC~ION 1. GENERA-L. AMEOR!W!ONS, :RESIJ!R!CTIONS, LIMIT~IONS,. 
~~ SPEC!FIC~IONS. 

United Shuttle Systems, Inc., by the certificate o! public-
convenience and necessity granted by the decision noted in the margin, 
is authorized to operate as a passenger stage corporation to transport 
passe:c.ge::-s end their ba.ggage, over s:c.d along the routes desc=ibed~ 
'between San Francisco International Airport (S]"O), on the one ha:o.d~ 

a:od points within the city limits ot M.odesto, Turlock, Lo<!i~ Stoc=ao:c.~ 

Menteca~ ~rac:r, I-T..erced, At'Water~ Live::more, Pleasanton, and Dubli:c.~ 
on the ot~e= ~d, subject to the following provisions: 

a. Applicant must provide a :ni:c.i:::lntm o! two 
round trips over each route per day. 
Addi tional ~rips m~ be provided on an 
on-call oasJ.s. 

b. The term "on-call" as used. refer:: to 
service which is authorized to be rendered 
dependent on the demands ot passengers. 
Tariffs and timetables shall show the 
conditions under which on-call service will 
be rendered. 

c. All passengers will have either origin or 
destination at SFO and no passengers will 
be picked. up or discharged at ~ point 
not speci!ied in this certi!icate. 

d. When route descriptions are e;i ven in one 
direction, they apply to operation in either 
direction unless otherwise indicated. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 
Decision 82 09 072 ,Applica'Cions 82-04-,2, 82-04-;;, 82-Q4-L;.2, 
82-05-;6,-a:c.~d~82~-O~5-~'=7~.--
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Appendix ?SC-1248 UNI~ SE:C'~I3 SYSTEMS., INC. Original Page 3 

SECTION 2. DESCR~ION OF SEaVICE POI:t-."'TS. 

1.0 Route 1 ~ckup Service Points 

1.1 City of Turlock 

T~e Ga--dens - Best ~estern ~~tel 
1999 North Frontage Road 

1.2 City o! ngdesto 

The Holiday !:on 
1612 Sisk Road 

2.0 Ro"tte 2 Picku-p Se;:vice Points 

2.1 Ci t"7 of !..odi 

The Royal Host I:o.:c. - Best 'Western I-f~te1 
710 So. Cherokee Lane 

2.2 City of Stoekton 

The Stockton Bilton 
2323 Grand Canal Boulevard 

3.0 Route; ?1Cku~ ~rvjce roi;ts 

, .. 1 

3·2 

Cit;y 0: M~teca 
Brawley's Aes~aurant and Lounge 
1405 E. Yosemite Avenue 

Tracy !:c.n 
24 West llt~ Street 

Issued by California Public utilities Commission. 
8Z 09 'on Decision , Applications 82-04-32, 82-04-33, 82-04-42., 

82-05-36 ,-an~d.~82~-~O~5-~'~7~.--
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Appendix :5C-1248 U,NIT:E:D S:a:u~LE SYSTEMS, INC. Origine.l Page 4 

SECTION 2. DESCRIPTION OF SERVICE POINTS. (Continued) 

4.0 Route 4 Pickup Seovi9~ Poipts 

4.1 City 2: Me&c~d 
Pine Cone Inn - Best Western ~~tel 
Frontage Road 

4.2 Ci~ ot Atwat~¢ 

J-D eo!!ee 5):,0'0 
?ro:c.tage Road -

5.0 Royte 5 p;ekup S~rvi9~ Points 

5.1 City of Livermore 

The Holiday I:o:o. 
Eighway 1-580 at Los Flo=es Road 

5.2 Cit~ of P1easant9~ 

The Hungry Hunte::- Restaurant 
5104 HO~~ard Road 

5.3 Ci t"7 of Dublin 

The Howard JOll:o.soll Motel 
6680 Regional 

Issued oy Cali!o::-nia ?u'blic Utilities Co~ssio:c.. 
82 OS 072 Decision ____ ~~_""""'!!""--, A~plications 82-04-32, 82-04-;;, 82-04-42, 

82-05-,6, and 82-05-,7. 
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Appendix PSC-1248 UNITED SRO'~~IZ SYSTEMS, INC. Original Page 5 

SEC~ION ;. ROUTE DESCRJ::?TIONS. 

Route 1. Turlock-Mod¢syo-SFO 

3egi:c.:c.ing a-: .The Ga:dens Motel in the City o! 
Tu:-loek, then northerly via :S:igb.w~ 99 to ~he 
Rolida,:r Ixm. in the City ot Modesto, then via 
Eighways 99, 120, !-5, I-205, I-580, 238 to the 
San Mateo Bridge, then westerly along Highw~s 
92 and 101 to San P~ancisco International Air;po:-t. 
Route 2. todi-St9¢k~o!l-SiO 

Beginning at the Royal lost Inn in the Ci'tj of 
!.odi, then via South Hutchins Street and west 
~e:e (south), Via Hare::' Lane (west) to The Stockton 
Ei1 ton in the Ci ~ o'! Stockton, then via March Lane 
(west), via 1-5 (south), via 1-20; (west), via 
I-580 ,west), via State Ei~way 238 (south), via 
State HighWay 92 (west), via U.S. HigAway lOl (north) 
to the San P:-anciseo ::nternational Airport. 

Route 3. Ma.?teca-TraC"7-SFO 

3egilllling at B:-aw1ey's Restaurant and Lounge in 
the City 0: ~~teca, then via Ei~way 99 (south), 
via Highway 120 (west), and Highway 1-5 (southwest) 
to Tracy !:oll i:o. the Ci t:l ot Tracy, tllen via Higb.w~ 
1-580 (west), via Highway 238 (south), via State 
Eighw.ay 92 (west), via U.S. Eigb.way 101 (north) to, 
San Francisco International Airport. 

Issued by Cali!ornia Public Utilities Commission. 

Decision 82 09 072 ,Applications 82-04-32, 82-04-;;, 82-04-42, 
82-05-36, and 82-05-,7. 
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SECTION,.. ROtj'TE DESC:aI-~IONS. (Continued) 

Begi:oJling at Pine Cone !:c:o. i:o. the City of Merced, 
then via E:ig;way 99 (~rth) to ':-D Cottee 
Sb.o~ in the City of Atwater, then via B:igb:wq 
99 (no=th), via Eigllwq 120 (west), via 
Eig:o.w~ !-5 (southwest), via Eigb,wq I-5S0 
(west), via gi~way 2,8 (south), via State 
aig.1:lwq 92 (west); via U .. S. Eigb.w~ 101 ' 
(north) to the S~ ~ancisco International 
Airport. 

Live~or~-P1easanton-Duolip-SFO 

Begi:c.ning at The Holiday !:cn i:o. the City o! 
1ivermo::-e .. then via the :nost direct and :-easonaole 
ro~te to The Hungry Eu:c.ter 'Restau:ant in the City 
ot Pleasanton, then via a~~rop=iate streets and 
l:lig::.ways to T".o.e Eoward Joh:o.son Motel in the City 
o! Dublin, then via HighWay 1-580 (west), 238 (south), 
92-(west), and U.S. 101 (north) to the San Francisco 
International Airpo=t. 

Issued by California ?ub1ic Utilities Commission. 

Deeision 82 OS 072 ,;..~,lieatiollS 82-04-;2, 82-04-;;, 82-04-42" 
82-05-;6" a:c.d. 82-05-37. 



• ALJ/lo/ks 

Decision ~2 O~ 072 SEP 221982 
BEFORE THE ?UBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

) 
) 

I~ the matter of the application 
of Mat.thew J. Kehoe and Donald L. 
Rees, DBA Federal Shuttle Systems, 
for,authority to operate as a 
passenger and baggage stage 

) Application 82-02-21 

between ?oints in S·tanislaus County 
aoc the Sa~ Fra:lciseo Inter~ational 

) (Filed February 11r 1982~ 
) ~etition for' Modification 
, filed May 21r 1982) 
) 
) Airport. 

------------------------------) 
In ,the :atter of the application 
of United Shuttle System3, Inc. for 
authority to operate as a pas~enge~ 
and baggage stage between points in 
Merced County and the San Francisco 
International Airpor~. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

------------------------------, 
In th~ matter of the application 

.. of United Shuttle Systems, In~. for 
"authority to operate as a passenger 

and baggage stage between points in 
San Joa~uin County and the San 
FranCisco International Airport. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

------------------------------) 
In the matter of the application 
of United Shuttle Systems, Inc. tor 
aut.horit.y to operate as a passenger 
and baggage stage between points in 
San Joa~uin County and the San 
Francisco International Airport, 
Manteca and Tracy. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

------------------------------, 
In the ~atter of the application 
of Matthew J. Kehoe, DBA Federal 
Shut.tle Systems, for authority to 
operate a= a passenger and baggage 
stage between points i~ Merced 
County and the ,San Francisco 
International Air~ort. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

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

- , -

Application 82-04-32 
(Filed April 15, 1982) 

Application 82-04-33 
(Filed April 15, '1982) 

Application 82-04-42 
(Filed April 21, 1982) 

Application 82-04-60 
(Filed April 26, 1982) 



A.82-02-21 et al. ALJ/~/ks 

·e 
IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. A certificate of public convenience and necessity is 
gran~ed to Matthew J. Kehoe, dba Federal Shuttle Systems, authorizing 
him to ope~ate as a passenger stage corporaton, as defined in Public 
Utilities Code § 226, between the points and over the routes set 
forth in Appendix PSC-1247 to transport persons ane thei~ ~aggage. 

2. A certiticate of public convenience and necessity is 
granted to United Shuttle Systems, Inc. authorizing it to operate as 
a passenger stage corporation, as defined in Public Utilities Code 
§ 226, between the points and over the routes set forth in Appendix 
PSC-1248, to transport persons and their baggage. 

s~all: 

3. Federal Shuttle SysteQZ and United Shuttle Systems, Inc. 

a. File a written acceptance of their 
certificates within 30 days after this 
order is effective. 

o. Establish the authorized service and 
file tariffs and ti~etables within 120 
days after this order is effective. 

c. State in their tariffs and timetables 
when service will start; allow at least 
10 days' notice to the Commission; and 
make timetables and tariffs effective 10 
or more days after this order is 
effective. 

d. Comply with General Order Series 79, 98, 
101, and 104 and the California Highway 
Patrol safety rules. 

e. Maintain accounting records in 
conformity with the Uniform System of 
Accounts. 
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