AlJ/emk/ce *

ARRNIA
Decision &3 08 078  .uquse 17, 1983 Uu’L)L@LJ\_jm
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application )
of S.M.0.0.T.K., Inc., for
authority to operate as a
passenger stage corporation
between points in Santa Barbara
County.

Application 83-06~18
(Filed June &, 1983)
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ORDER CF DISMISSAL

Applicant S.M.0.0.T.H., Inc. sceks a certificate of
public convenience and necessity To operate a3z & passenger stage
corporetion ¢ver certain routes in the City of Santa Meria
(City), in Sante Barbara Coumty.

After analysis of this appiication and discussion with
applicent, ouvr Passernger Operations Branch hes zscertained that
the proposed sexrvice 135 %o be provided under contract with the
City. Fares, routes, and schedules arc estadblished by the City
and the vehicles are all owned and maintained by the City.
Applicant provides labor only.

This application parallels in all relevant aspects the
facts upoa which we based our decision in Decision (D.) 82~09~040
(xekearing denied by D.82-12-102), Cal Coast Charter, Inc. In
that decision we concluded that where runicimalitios under Public Utilities
Code Section 79209 possess and cxercisc jurisdiction over a vroposed bus systenm,
the system thereby becomes a public system over which our juris-
diction exists only if a specific statute grants us such
authority. iIn this instance there is no such statute.
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Findings of Faet

1. Applicant has entered into 2 contract with the City to
provide labor for the City's bus service.

2. The City possesses and has exercised jurisdietion over
the proposed service.
Conclusions of Law

1. As 2 result of the municipalities' exercise of juris-
diction, the proposed service constitutes 2 nublic systenm.

2. The Commission's jurisdiction over pudlic dbus systems
is limited to situations waere specific statutory authority exists.
None cxists Iin this case.

3. Because there {s no Comission jurisdiction over this matter
this order of dismissal should be effcctive orn the date it is signed.
IT IS ORDERED that Application 83~06-18 is dismissed
for lack of Commisgion jurisdiction.

This oxder is cffective today.

Dated  Augqust 17, 1983 , at Sen Francisco, California.

VICTOR CALVC
PRISCILLA C. GREW

DO\AHD VIAL
WILLIAM T. BAGLEY
Commissioners

Comrmissioner Leonard M. Grimes, Jz.,
being necessarily absent, 4id not
participate.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application ) -
of S.M.0,0.T.H., Inc., for
Application 83-06-18

authority to operate as a
passenger stage corporation (Filed/Jume 8, 1983)
between points in Santa Barbara

County.
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ORDER_OF DISMISSAL

Applicant S.M;0.0.T.H.;/Igé. seeks a certificate of
public convenience and necessity to operate as a passenger stage
coxporation over certain rogpé; in the City of Santa Maria
(City), in Santa Barbara County.

After analysisezf/ébis application and discusgion with
0

applicant, our Passeng/ perations Branch has ascertained that
the proposed sexrvice I8 to be provided under contract with the
City. Fares, routes,’ and schedules are established by the City
and the vehicles a7e all owned and maintained by the City.
Applicant provides’ labor only.
This appY&cation parallels in all relevant aspects the

facts upon whicﬂ’we based our decision in Decision (D.) 82-09-040
(rebearing denfed by D.82-12-102), Cal Coast Charter, Inc. In, .-
that decision?f; concluded that where 1223%5&36@%%3@n€“‘““*’ i
- POSSEss and,éxercise jurisdiction over a proposed bus system,

the system éhereby becowes a public system over which our juris-

diction exists only if a specific statute grants us such

authority. In this instance there is no such statute.
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Findings of Fact

1. Applicant has entered into a contract with the City to
provide labor for the City's bus service.

2. The City possesses and has exercised jurisdiction over
the proposed service.

Conclusions of Law

-7Gﬁaboaf:b;244ﬁf)f7"§
1. As a result of the Tocal-govermmental—entity’s-exercise

of jurisdiction, the proposed service comstitutes a ggblic system.

2. The Commission's jurisdiction over pub}fp/bus systems
is limited to situations where specific statutory authority exists.
Nome exists in this case.

3. Because there is no Commigsion jurisdiction over this matter
this order of dismissal should be effec“ibe on the date it is signed.

IT IS ORDERED that Applicatié; 83-06-18 is dismissed
for lack of Commission jurisdiction/

This order is effective/today.

Dated AUG 17 1983 /' ¢ sam Francisco, California.

TICTOR CALVO
PRISCITLA C. GKEW
DONALD VIAL
WILLILM To BAGIZZ
Coumizzioneds

Commissioner Leonurd M. Crimes, Ir,
being necessurily abseat, did not —
participate,




