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Dccis ion 83 OS 079 l"'\ugust 17, 1983 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSIO~ OF IRE S~!E OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Y~ttc~ of tbc Ap?lic~tion ) 
of S.M.O.O.T.R., Inc., for ) 
authority to o~raee as a ) 
passenger stage corporation ) 
bceween points in Santa Barba~~ ) 
County. ) 

) 

Ap?lic4eion 83-06-18 
(Filed June 8, 1983) 

ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

Applicant S.M.O.O.T.R., Inc. seeks A c~rti£ic4:e of 
public convenience and necessity ~o operate 4$ e ~4ssengcr seage 
corporation over certain routes in the City of San~a ~~ria 
(City), in Santa Barbara County. 

After analYSis of this 3?plieation ane discussion with 
applicent, ocr Passenger O?erations Br~nch bes ~scerta~ned t~t 
the proposed service is to be ~ovided under contract with the 
City. Fares, routc5, and schedules arc establishce by the City 
and the vchicles are all o~ed and ~intain~cl by the City. 
Ap~lieant provides lebor only_ 

This ~?plication ~arallels in all relevant as~ets the 
=~cts u?on w~ich we based our eecision in Decision (D.) 82-09-040 
(rche~ring denied by D.82-12-102), Cal Coast Char:eT.~ !~C. In 
that decision we concluded that where ~"lici%itics unde:- Public Ct.ilities 

Code Section 79209 !X'sscss a.."'ld exercise ju:-w-iC':.ion over a p!"Opr.:.CC. bus systc:n, 

the system thereby becomes a 9ublic system OVC'r ~·hich oer juris­
diction'exists only if a specifiC st~tute gran:s us such 
authority. !n this instance there is no such statute. 
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A.83-06-18 ALJ/emklec· 

Findings of Faet 
1. Applicant has entered into c contract with the City to 

provide labor fo= the City's bus scr~~ce. 
2. The City possesses and has exerci5ce j~~isdie~ion over 

the ~ro?osed service. 
Conclusions of Law 

1. As e result of th~ mu~icipalities' cxe~cise of j~~is­
diction, the proposed se=vice co~stit~tcs ~ ~ublic system. 

2. The Commission's j~~isdiction ove~ publie bus syste=s 
is li:lited to situations where specUic $t:~tutory authori:::y exists .. 
None exists in this ease. 

/ 

S. Because there is no Co:rcissio:1 jittisdiction over this matter 

this order o~ dismissal should be effective on the date it i5 signed. 
IT IS ORDERED that Application 83-06-18 is dis~issed 

for lack of Commission ju=isdiction. 
This order is effective today. 
Dated Aucrust 17, 1983 ,at San Fr~ncisco, California. 

V:rCTOR CALVO 
PRISCILLA C. G~~ 
DO~ALO VIAL . 
W!LLI~Y. T. BAGLEY 

Com.--ni s s i one r s 

Co~ssioner Leonard M. Grimes, Jr., 
being neces~arily absent, did not 
participate. 
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Decision . 83 08 079 AUG 17 1983 

BEFORE 'I'HE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

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

) 

/ 

APP11ca~83-06-13 ld/:JUQe 8. 1983) 

ORDER OF DISMISSAL 

Applicant S.M.O.O.T.H., ~c. seeks a certificate of 
public convenience and necessi~to operate as a passenger stage 
corporation aver certain rou~s in the City of Santa Karia 

/ 
(City), in Santa Barbara County. . 

After analysis of;lthis application and discussion with 
applicant, our passeng~Operations Branch has ascertained that 

/ 
the proposed service is to be provided under contract with the 
City. Fares, routes;! a~d schedules are established by the City 
and the vehicles a~ all owned and maintained by the City. 
Applicant provides labor only. 

This appiication parallels in all relevant aspects the 
I 

facts upon which we based our decision in Decisioa (D.) 82-09-040 

(rebearing denied by D.82-12-102), ca.l ~~;~2tx;;~.;, !~ ;~d"':5..; 
that decision/we concluded that where ~~t~1e~ 

/ 
....... \ possess and ;exercise jurisdiction CNtt a proposed bus system, 
( the system thereby becomes a public system CNer which our juris-

/ 
4iction exists only if a specifiC statute grants us such 
authority. In this instance there is no such statute. 
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A.83-06-l8 ALJ/~ec 

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 ~ossesses and has exe~cised jurisdiction over 
the proposed service. 
Conclusions of taw 

-7/~/·~/;;'/..-!i)7:~ ~ 
1. As a result of the 'l:oooa-l.-g.ov~!I1·nmetlta.l-e-nt-ity'~exerc ise 

of jurisdiction, the proposed service constitutes a pu~lic system. 

" 2. The Commission's jurisdiction over pu'bliC"bus systems 
./ is limited to situations where s~e1fic: statut~y authority exists. 

/ None exists in this case. 

3. Beeause there is no Commission 1ur1sd1et1on over this matter 
this order of dismissal should be e:fe~ve on the date it is signed. 

IT IS ORDERED that Applica~on 83-06-18 is dismissed 
for lack of Commission jurisdictiOn!' 

This order is ef£ectiv~oday. 
Dated AUG 17 1983 / , at Sac Fraccisco, California. 
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CO'r"'is~ionc:,s 

Com:nissionc Lco11<l.r~ Y.. Crimes, Jt.,. 
bein;: DCCess:uily ~~e:1t, di.d J)()t -
~clp:lte. 


