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BEFORE THE Pt1BLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application ) 
of WILMINGTON CAB· COMPAlff OF ) 
CALIFORNIA, INC., elba "THE ) 
STJPERSHUTTLE" for authority) 
to operate as a passenger stage ) 
corporation between points in ) 
Los Angeles County, on one hanel, ) 
L~d the Los Angeles International ) 
Airport, Long Beach Airport and ) 
the piers and docks in Long Beach ) 
and Los Angeles Harbors on the ) 
other hand. ) 

-----------------------------, 

Application 83-04-28 
(Filed April 11, 19S3: 

amended August 29, 1983) 

INTERIM O?I~nO~ 

tt Applicant Wilmington Cab Company of California, Inc., dba 
The SuperShuttle, seeks a certificate of public convenience and 
necessity to operate as a passenger stage corporation as defined 
in Public Utilities (PU) Code Section 226. 

Applicant provides an airport shuttle service to Los 

Angeles International Airport (LAX) from 17 communities under 
PSC-127S. It also holds a charter-party certificate under TCP-2061-P. 
In addition, applicant provides taxicab service in several eommunities 
wi thin its proposed service area and provides special transporta
tion service for elderly and handicapped persons in several 
communities. Applicant provides a door-to-door service on both 
its passenger stage and charter-party operations using 10 six

passenger vans. 
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A.83-04-28 ALJ/EA 

In this proceeding applicant seeks to use 12 six- and 
seven-passenger 1983 van wagons to provide (a) airport shuttle 
ser-.rice to LAX and the Long Beach Airport (LGB), and (b) service 
to piers and Clocks in the Los Angeles and Long Beach Harbors 
(lAILB Harbors) from the cities and communi ties in Los Angeles 
county listed in Exhibit A of the amended application. The 
original application contains rates from various cities and 
co~~unities to and from LAX but it does not contain rates between 
these areas and LCB or LA/LB Harbors. The amendment corrects this 
ocission. In addition, the amendment seeks to add Culver City 
to applicant's proposed service area. The proposed fares are 
contained in Attachment A to this decision. 

Applicant would carry two pieces of luggage per passenger 
at no extra charge and would charge 7S¢ tor each additional piece 
of luggage over that limit. Applicant's drivers will assist its 

~ passengers in loading and unloading if necessary, but generally 
it ~ill ask its passengers to handle their own luggage. Applicant 
proposes to operate the proposed door-to-door ser-.rice seven days 
a week between 6 a.m. and 10 p.m. using a minimum of six vehicles 
at any time. Applicant seeks to reduce the waiting period for 

passengers being picked up at an ai~rt to 25 minutes or less. 
Applicant requests establishment of a four-hour minimum advance 
notice for pickup from the cities and communities listed on Attach
ment A of this decision. It will endeavor to respond to pickup 
calls on less than four hours· notice, but it will turn down requests 
on short notice if vehicles are not available. Applicant will 
respond to telephone calls from an airport to pick up passengers 
at the terminal. 
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Applicant alleges that: 
1. Granting the proposed certificate would 

have no siqnificant adverse effect on 
the environment of the areas it would 
serve. 

2. Its service would reduce the number of 
private cars in the affected communities 
and reduce road and parking congestion 
at the airports. 

3. Aside from use of automobiles, present 
service between the communities it would 
serve and the airports and. har1x>rs 1s 
either costly, limited, or is less 
reliable than its proposed service. 

4. 40-50% of the 93,000 ai~lane passengers 
using LAX each d.ay live or work in appli
cant's proposed service areas. They would 
benefit by having the proposed service 
available. 

Notice of the filing of the application appeared on the 
Daily Transportation Calendar (DTe) of April 14, 1983. A timely 
protest was received from Airport Service, Incorporated (ASI). 
The dispute between applicant and ASI was resolved by the siqninq 
of a revised joint stipulation (received on September 2, 1983) 
which contains the following restriction on the requested certificate: 

-Applicant SuperShuttle will not pick LuEi at any 
non-LAX location at which Airport Service is 
authorized to pick up passengers unless a prior 
reservation is obtained by Super Shuttle at least 
30 minutes prior to piekup. SuperShuttle will 
not pick up at said locations within 30 minutes 
prior to an Airport Service scheduled departure 
from said non-LAX location. 

·SuperShuttle will not transport passengers 
between LAX and the Long Beach Airport. 
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·SuperShuttle may drop off passengers at 
any off-airport location of Airport Service 
if the drop-off is prearranged at least 30 
minutes prior to drop-off." 

Protest to Amendment 
Notice of the filing of the amendment appeared in the 

Me of September 2, 1983. On October 3, 1983 a protest was 
filed by Phil Brown for the United Independent Taxi (drivers), 
Inc. and by John Vallone for the Independent Taxi Owners 
Association. These organizations are cooperatives of taxicab 
owner-drivers. Brown and Vallone allege that: 

a. They have "documentary and testimonial 
evidence" that applicant is unfit because 
it has been operating in violation of 
its existing authority from the Commission. 

b. There is no need for the certificate. 
c. 'I'he proposed service is not unique. 

d. Members of their organizations have 
and will continue to provide satisfactory 
service similar to that proposed by appli
cant at lower fares than proposed by 
applicant. 

e. Applicant's competition would be unfair 
because applicant would not "meet the 
same time delays and per-trip costs· 
incurred by them in operating their 
taxica.bs. 

They request the Commission to deny granting applicant a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity "as set forth in Amendment 
No. 83-04-28.-
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Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) Levander issued an 
October 13, 19S~ rulinq which states that the protest does 
not contain a specific explanation of the nature of these 
alleged violations. The ALJ directed Brown and Vallone to 
file their proposed written evidence, a summary of proposed 
oral testimony, and a list of witnesses by October 17, 1983. 
Brown verbally requested an extension of time, until October 24, 

1983, to give the attorney they had recently engaged time to 
review their material before filing it. The ALJ directed pro
testants to file their request in writing and to serve copies 
of their request on the parties. He also direeted an October 17 
filing of the written material referred to in their protest. 
On October 17 protestants' attorney requested the ALJ to delay 

the filing date until November 11, 1983. 
Applicant's Petition 

On October 17, 1983 applicant filed a petition for inter~ 
authority to conduet the passenger stage operations proposed by 
it pending the final decision in this proceeding. This petition 
is summarized below: 

&. ASI was the only protestant who filed 
a timely protest to its application 
filed in April 1983. ASI's objection 
was met by applicant entering into a 
joint stipulation with ASI on or about 
August 26. 1983. 

1I This ruling followed up verbal requests by the ALJ for additional 
information from protestants. 
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b. The Commission advised applicant of 
a technical deficiency or ambiguity 
in its original application and appli
cant was requested to file an amenament 
to clear up the ambiquity and to add 
Culver City to its requested territory. 

c. The Commission agenda for October S, 1983 
indicated that the requested authority 
would be qranted. That proposed decision 
indicates that the Commission felt appli
cant had made a sufficient showing of 
proposed feasibility, financial ability, 
and public need for the service. 

d. There was no opposition to its application 
from regulated carriers. But for the 
extremely late-filed protest, applicant 
would now hold an enlarqed certificate. 

e. In anticipation of a favorable decision, 
applicant made major expenditures and 
hired additional employees to provide 
the service. It acquired van-type 
vehicles worth nearly $250,000, a new 
terminal ~acility, computers for dis
patching, and radio equipment. 

f. Applicant has been receiving requests 
for service from hotels and businesses 
in its proposed service areas since Hay 
of this year. 

g. The October 3 protest does not address 
the addition of a CUlver City territory, 
whieh is the substantive change in the 
amendment. The protest is a general 
attack based on lack of need for the 
service and makes oblique references 
to alleged violations in applicant's 
passenger stage operations. 
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b. Applicant requests the Commission to 
issue an interim or interlocutory order, 
based on PU Code Section 3738, allowing 
applicant to perform the service requested 
in its amended application pending a 
final order. There is precedent for 
such action in Decision 93717. 

i. Further delay in granting this interim 
authority would adversely affect appli
cant to a far qreater degree than any 
possible injury protestants would suffer 
from such action. 

Financial Data. 

As of January 31, 1983, applicant held assets of 
$735,544 and liabilities of $457,856 as shown on Exhibit F 
attached to the applieation. Applicant's revised pro forma 
estimate of operations for lZ months (Exhibit s to the amendment) 
shoW's a projected income of $981,120, projected expenses of 

$907,377. and net ineome, excluding income taxes, of $73,743 

for the new services. 
Background on Revisions to Applicant's Proposal 

The AI,;! informed. applicant anet ASI that since their 
oriqiual stipulation states applicant would not pick up passengers 
at scheduled ASI stops prior to 30 minutes before ASI departures. 
applicant could not pick up passengers at LAX due to the frequency 
of ASI stops at that location. He also noted omissions in 
applicant's rate schedule and errors in its pro forma operating 
statement. ASI stated that it was not its intention to preclude 
applieant from operatinq at LAX. Absent any protest, the ALJ 
suggested that the parties file a revised stipulation and that 
applicant file a letter-exhibit containing its complete rate 
schedule and revised operating statement. Subsequently, the ALJ 
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noted that applicant's letter-exhibit contained rates for a 
CUlver City pickup territory not listed in its applieation. 
He advised applicant it could either delete Culver City from 
its proposal or file an amendment to its application requestin9 
that authority and that applicant could incorporate its 
letter-exhibit in the amendment. Applicant filed its amend
ment consistent with those suggestions. 
Discussion 

The following excerpts from our Rules of Practice and 
Procedure are pertinent to the October 3, 1983 protest: 

"Article 2.S. Protests--Requests for Hearing 
PS.l (Rule 8.1) Definition. 

-A protest is a formal pleading containing: 
(a) an objection to the qran~inq in whole 
or in part, of the authority sought in an 
application or petition for modification, 
(D) a request for a public hearing, and 
(c) an offer of the evidence which the 
protestant would sponsor or elicit at a 
public hearing_ 

"S.2 (Rule B.2) Effect of Piling. 
"The filing of a protest does not insure 
that a public hearing will be held; the 
content of the protest is determinative. 
~he Commission may calendar matters for 
hearing on its own motion. 

"S.3. (Rule 8.3) Time for Filing_ 
·Unless otherwise provided by rule or 
General order, a protest shall be filed 
within 30 days after the latest of the 
following dates: 

"Cal The date that copies of the 
application or petition, or 
notices thereof, were mailed 
to- other persons, as evidenced 
by a certificate of service by 
m.a.il; 
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NCb) The date that notice of the 
filing of the application or 
peti tion first appears in the 
Daily Calendar: or" 

... ... ... 
·8.4. (Rule 8.4) Content. 

"In addition to beinq drafted to comply 
with Rule 2, 3, 4, 6, and 7, a protest 
shall state:" 

......... 
N(b) The facts constituting the 

grounds for the protest, the 
effect of the application or 
petition upon the protestant, 
and why the application or 
petition, or a part thereof, 
may not be justified. 

Nee) The facts the protestant would 
develop at a pUblic hearing, 
which could result in the 
denial of the application or 
petition for modification, in 
whole or in part. 1t 

The amenament added missing rate schedules and added a 
CUlver City territory but it did not chanqe app1icant·s proposal 
for service between various cities and communities and LAX, LGB, 
and IA,tLa Harbors. The protest period on the application ended 
on May 14, 1983 (see Rule 8.3). The protest period on the amend
ment was extended to October 3, 1983, since the 30-day period 
ended on Sunday, October 2, 1983. 
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Since the protest did not contain sufficient information 
to justify setting a hearing in this matter, the Commission could 
have issued an ex parte order granting the requested certificate 
on October S, 19S3. That decision could have noted that the 
protest filed by Brown and Vallone is deficient. The protest 
lacks ~ecific information upon which the Commission could act. 

The Commission is concerned about protestants' allega
tions that applicant is unfit because it violated its existing 
authority. The ALJ appropriately directed protestants to 
expeditiously support their allegations with the type of infor
mation which should have been incorporated in their protest. 
But protestants requested a further delay of four week~ to 
make that filing. The ALJ ruled that protestants could have 
additional time to make their filing. He also stated that he 
would draft a decision before the new filing date. 

At the time this decision was drafted, we considered 
that applicant had made a prima facie case which justifies 
qranting the requested certificate; applicant had resolved its 
dispute with ASI, the only competing passenger stage co~ration 
which lodged a protest in this proceeding; and Brown and Vallone 
had filed a protest containing unsupported alleqations. Further, 

applicant states that since it had resolved its dispute 
with ASI and corrected the deficiencies in its application, it 

1I The Commission office was closed for a holiday on November 11, 
1983. The next business day the office was open was on 
November 14, 19S3. 
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anticipated favorable Commission action on its application. 
Applicant ~lle~cs that it has acquired additional equipment 
~~d facilities and h~s hired additional personnel to be able 
to provide the additional passcn~er stage service when 
authorizee to do so. Applicant further alleges that it would 
be equitable to issue interim authority to it pendinq a final 
oracr dealing with its application and the protest because 
it stood to lose far more than protestants from further delay. 

We have rc~d and considered the supplemental protest. 
filed November 14 in response t~ the ALJ's direction. While we 
are concerned with the allegations contained in that protest, 
we eo not find them so compelling on their face that we should 
not consider the application further on an ex parte basis. 
~'le note that this application was filed in April 19S3 •. 
?rotestant did not file its first protest until October 3, 1983 
and did not file a complete protest until November 14, after.. '/ 
a request for a four-week extension was filed. The matter is 

almost 8 months old. Hearings ,hav~ been set for late January 

1984, adding another two mon~hs at a minimum, plus whatever 
briefing time, and decision preparation and review time will be 
~equired to bring the matter before us ~gain. By that time we 
estimate the cpplication will be a year old. 

" 
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Although neither applicant nor protestant came before 
us with procedurally perfect documents. we believe a compromise 
is in order. We will authorize operations on an interim basis 
limi tee. to applicant I S ori'ginal propos;J,l, with the stipulations 
enterec into with AS!. We will not authorize the CUlver City 
pickup territory at this time. We are concerned about the 
allegations of unfitness and will address them in hearing. For 
that reason, the limited operating au,thority we grant today will 
be interim only. It places applicant and protestant Brown and 
V~llonc in tha same relative positions they were in after the 
original application was filed but before either made subsequent 
filings. The original application was filed seven months ago. 
It was not timely protested by Brown and Vallone. Even after 
the amendment, Brown and Vallone did not immediately file a 
complete protest, instead asking for four weeks' delay. We will 
r.ot address transportation matters again until January 1984 
and we believe under these circumstances that it would be 

inequitable to hold up action on that portion of the application 
which could have been granted early last May. Since applicant 
has the equipment and is reccivinq requests for service, this 
order should be made effective today. 

" 
However, we have indicated ou'r concern about .:allegoations 

tbat applicant is unfit. We wish to determine if applicant. 

has operatee in Violation of its ope=ating authority. I 
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If applicant conducted unauthorized operations, we will seek 
to determine the extent of those violations and to determine 
what further actions would be appropriate. We put applicant 
on notice that these actions could include revocation of the 

temporary authority granted in this decision and imposition 
of penalties under Chapter 11 of Division 1 of the PU Code. 

Pindings of Fact 
1. Applicant requests a certificate of publiC convenience 

and nee~ssity to extend its passenger stage operations. Appli
cant possesses the equipment, the financial resources, and the 

ability to operate the proposed service. 
2. Applicant proposes to provide a needed on-call door-to

door passenger stage service between the communities listed on 
Exhi~it A attached to its amended application an~ LAX, LGB, or 

LA/LB Harbors. 
3. Applicant and protestant ASI signed a joint stipulation 

restricting applicant's operations at non-LAX locations served 
by ASI. The stipulation prevents applicant from transporting 
passengers between LAX and LGB. 

4. Applicant's proposed fares are summarized in Attachment 

A to this decision. Applicant's proposed fares are reasonable. 

5. Protestants Brown and Vallone filed an October 3, 1983 
protest to this application as representatives of taxicab owner
operator cooperatives. The protest alleqes that: 

a. Applicant is unfit because it has been 
operatinq in violation of its existinq 
authority from the Commission. 

b. There is no need for the certificate. 
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e. The proposed service is not unique. 
d. Members of their orqanizations have 

and will continue to provide satisfactory 
service similar to that proposed by 
applicant at lower fares than proposed 
by applicant. 

e. Applicant· 8 eompeti tion would be unfair 
because applicant would not ·meet the 
same time delays and per-trip costs· 
incurred by them in operatinq their 
taxicabs. They request the Commission 
to deny grantinq applicant a certificate 
of public convenience and necessity -as 
set forth in Amendment No. 83-04-28.· 

6. Applicantts amendment added rates missinq from the 

application, added a Culver City territory, and provided revised 
estimates of applicant's proposed operations. The amendment 
did not cha.nqe applicant's proposal for service between various 
cities and communities and LAX, LGB, and IA/LB Harbors. 

7. The protest did not mention applicant's proposed service 
to Culver City. The protest does not contain a specific explana
tion of the nature of applicant·s alleged violations. 

8. The assigned ALJ directed protestant to expeditiously 
supply the type of information which should have been incorporated 
in their protest. Protestants request a further delay of approxi
mately four weeks to file that information. Protestants filed an 
~~ended protest on November 14, 1983. 

9. Applica!'lt requests interim operatinq authority pending a final order 
dealinq W'ith its application and the protest. >.pplieant states it 1'as been 

receivin9 requests for its PJ:OtlOsed service fran hotels and b.lsinesses in its 

pro}:Osed service ~ since May 1983. 
10. Transportation matters 'Will not be o.:nsidered. by this ComIissicn in 

DecEmber 1983. 

ll. The application as originally filed could have been q.ranted :in 

May 1983. 

l2. BJ:o,.Jn and Vallone did not timely protest the application as 

origiDally file:3.. 
-13-



A.S3-04-28 ALJ/EA/ra 

10. It can be seen with certainty that there is n~ possibility 
that the activity in question may have a siqnificant effect on 
the environment. 
Conclusions of Law 

1. Applicant has provided a prtma facie demon$tration of 
public convenience and necessity for establishinq the proposed 
service on an interim basis. 

2. The revised stipulation between applicant and ASI is 
reasonable and should be adopted. 

3. 'l'he protest fileC1 by Brown and Vallone was defic'ient. 
It lacks specific information upon which the Commission could 
act. Due to the nature of their alleqations, protestants 
were given further opportunity to support them. 

4. Applicantts operating authority should not be delayed 
indefinitely t~ permit protestants to come forward with needed e information. Such delay penalizes applicant. 

S. The Commission is unable to act upon protestants' 
evidence in this decision because of protestants' failure t~ 
timely file needed information and if necessary, t~ test that 
information at hearinqs. 

&. Applicant should be authorized to provide service as 
requested in the original application on an interim basis. 

7. Applicant should not be authorized to pick up in the 
CUlver City territory as requested in the ~ended application 
at this time. 

8. ~he effective date of this order should be today in 
order ~hat applicant may begin interim operations of a needed 
service as soon as possible. 

9. A public hearing is not necessary prior to establishment 
of the proposed service on an interim basis. 

10. The supplemental protest:. filed by BroNn an<! vallone has been o:nsidered. 

Interim a\lth:)rity limited to the oriqinal. application \od.ll place au parties in 

the same p:>sition they wccld have been if supplenental dQC\.1t'lents had not been 

filed Oy ooth appli~t anO. pr'Otestant. 
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Only the amount paid to the State for operative riqhtB 
may be used in rate fixinq. The State may qrant any number of 
riqhts and may cancel or moctify the monopoly feature of these 
riqhts at any time. 

INTERIM ORDER 

I'l' IS ORDERED that: 

1. An interim certificate of publiC convenience and necessity 
is qranted to Wilmington Cab Company of California. Inc. <wo:), a 
corporation, as defined in PJ Code Sect.ion 226, between the ];Oints &ld over the 

ro\.'tes set for-..il in the attached revised pages to Appencllic PSC-1275, to trans-
1=0-""1: persons a.."').d baggage. This :i.nteri .. n autoority is restricted in accordance 

with the revised stipulation between applicant and Airport 
Service, Incorporated (ASI) as follows: 

wee will not pick up at any non-Los Anqeles 
International Airport (LAX) location at 
which ASI is authorized to pick up passen
qers unless a prior reservation is obtained 
by wec at least 30 minutes prior to pickup. 
wee will not pick up at said locations within 
30 minutes prior to an ASI-scheduled departure 
from said non-LAX location. 
wee will not transport passengers between LAX 
and the Long Beach Ai~rt. 
wee may drop off passengers at any Off-airport 
location of AS! if the dropoff is prearranqed 
at least 30 minutes prior to dropoff. 

2. Applicant sball: 
a. Pile a written acceptance of this 

interim certificate within 30 days 
after this order is effective. 
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b. Establish the authorized service 
and file tariffs and timetables 
within 120 days after this order 
is effeetive. 

c. State in its tariffs and timetables 
when serviee will start~ allow at 
least 10 days' notiee to the Commis
sion: and make timetables and tariffs 
effeetive 10 or more days after this 
order is effective. 

d. Comply with General Orders 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. 

3. This certificate does not authorize the holder to 
conduct any operations on the property of or into any airport 
unless such operation is authorized by both this Commission 
and the airport authority involved. 

4. Applicant is placed on notice that this interim 
authority may be revoked after hearing on this matter. 

This order is effeetive today .. 
Dated NOV 301983 ; at San Francisco; California. 

LEONARD X .. GRIMES. n. 
V:C':OR CAL-,tO 
PRISCIL!,t., C. CREW 
Wrl1r~ T. E~G1EY 

Co:mn;i=.:;;io:lo~:J 

Cor.:z1.~~~~-on,=,:t' ;)o:o.~!d Vi~l. "be'::'=., 
c0CC~~~~lly ~~oent~ did :ot 
~a~"~ic~'.:lto • 
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AttACl-::MEN'l' A 

Page 1 

Wilmington Cab Comp~~y of Cali£ernia, Inc. 
PROPOSED FARE SCHEDULE 

City or 
Cor.tr.lunitv L.B.X ~ 

.A:R'.t'ESIA $30 • .00 $20.00 

BE!.-Jl.:R ESTATES 20.00 35.00 

BELL 25.00 25.00 

BZ:.I.FLOWER 25 .. "00 20.00 

'SELL GARDENS 25.00 25.00 

BE!.MO!l."T SHORES 25 .. 00 20.00 

BEVERLY G!.EN 20 .. 00 35.00 

BE\"ERLY BILLS 20.00 35.00 

BIXBY KNOLLS 25.0C 20.00 

BOYLE HEIGHTS 25.00 30.00 

BRENTWOOD 20 .. 00 35.00 

CENTURY C:::TY 20.00 35.00 

CEP.R!'!'OS 30.00 20.00 

CITY TEP..tu1.CE 25.00 30.00 
,. , 

COl" .. ~RCE 25.00 25.00 

COMP'!'ON 20.00 25-.00 

CODASY 25 .. 00 25.00 

:DOWNEY 25.00 25.00 

EAST LOS ANGELES 25.00 30.00 

L.A./L.S. 
HAEBORS 

$20.00 

30.00 . 

20.00 

20 .. 0() 

20.00 

15.00 

30.00 

30 .• 00 

15.00 

25.00 

30.00 

30.00 

20.00 

25.00 

25.00 

20.00 

20.00 

20.00 V 25. 00 ~ 

~ .---,-'_ .... _--_ .... -.-.-."'.; .... -."~ . 
, 1 
·1 

I --~ ,---..-+.-.-~--.,-.--.-...... ,. J 



A.83-04-28 AI.1 /FA/ ec 
AT1'ACHMEN'I' A 

Page 2 
L.A./L.B • 

e .LaX LG.a BNmORS 

ECHO PARK $25-.00 $30.00 $30.00 

FLORENCE 20.00 2>.00 20.00 

HANCOCK PAU 20.00 35.00 3-0.00. 

HAWAIIAN GARDENS 25 .. 00 20.00 20.00 

BOLI.YDALE 25.00 25.00 20.00 

HOLI.YWooD 20.00 35 .. 00 30.00 

HUNTINGTON PARK 25 • .0()0 25.00 20.00 

HYDE PARK 20.00 30.00 20.00 

INGLEWOOD 10.00 30.00 20.00 

LADERA HEIGHTS 10.00 30.00 20.00 

LAKEWOOD 25.00 20.00 15.00 

e LA Y.IRADA 30.00 25.00 25.00 

L£l..'"NOX 10 .. 00 30 .. 00 20.00 

LONG BEACH 25.00 15.00 10.00 

LOS ALTOS 25.00 20.00 15.00 

LOS FELIZ 25.00 35.00 3-0.00 

LOS NEI'l'OS 30.00 25.00 25.00 

LYNWOOD 25.00 25.00 20.00 

MARlNA DEL REY l5.00 30.00 25.00 

MAR VISTA 15.00 30.00 25.00 

MAXFAIR 25.00 20.00 15.00 

KAYWOOD 25.00 25.00 20 .. 00 
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ATTACHMENT A 

Pa.ge 3 

L.A./L.B. 

e lAX lQ BARBQRS 

MONTEBELLO $30.00 $30.00 $25 .. 00 

MO!l.'"l"EREY PARlC 30.00 30.00 25-.00 

MORNINGSIDE PARK 10.00 30.00 20.00 

MT. OLYMPUS 20.00 35 .. 00 30 .. 00 

NAPLES 25.00 20.00 15.00. 

NORTE LONG BEACH 2S.00 20.00 15.00 

NORWALK 30100 20.00 20.00 

OCEAN PARK 20.00 35.00 30 .. 00 

PACIFIC PALISADES 20.00 3S.00 350.00 

PALMS lS.00 30.00 25-.00 

P~OUN'l' 25 .. 00 20.00 20.00 

e PARK !.A BREA 20.00 30.00 30.00 

PICO RIVERA 30.00 25.00 25.00 

PLAYA DEL REY 10.00 30.00 25-.00 

RANCHO DOMINGUEZ 20.00 20.00 15.00 

RANCHO PAAK 20.00 30.00 30.00 

SANTA FE SPRINGS 30.00 25.00 25-.00 

SANTA MONICA 20.00 35.00 30.00 

SAW"l'ELLE 20.00 35.00 30.00 

SIGNAL BILL 25.00 20.00 15-.. 00 

SILVER LAXE 25.00 30.00 30.00 

SOO'l'B GATE 25.00 25.00 20.00 



A .. 83-04-28 A'LJ/EA/ec 
ATTACHMENT A 

Paqe 4 
L_A./L .. B_ 

LU ~ B.ABBQBS e 
Sl'ODEBAlCER $30.00 $25.00 $20.00 

TROOSDALE ESTATES 20.00 35.00 30.00 

VENICE 15-.00 30.00 25-.00 

VERNON 25·.00 25.00 25- .. 00 

VIEW PARK 15.00 30.00 2S.00 

WALNUT PARK 20.00 25-.00 20.00 

WAttS 20~OO 20.00 20.00 

WES1'CHESTER 10.00 30.00 25-.'00 

WEST BOLLYWooD 20 .. 00 30_00 30.00 

W'ESTT~E 2S.00 30.00 25-.. 00 

WEST LOS ANGELES 20.00 35-.00 30.00 

\t.'"ESTWOOD 20.00 35 .. 00 30.00 e lo."EITTIER 30.00 30.00 25.00 

;;! LLO'io."BROOK 20.00 25.00 20.00 

Wllo."DSOR HILLS l5.00 30.00 25_00 

(END OF .AT'l'A~ A) 



T/bey 

'WIIl1INGTON CAS COMPANY 
OF CALIFO~~, INC. 

First Revised Page 2 
Csncels 
Original Page 2 

SECTION 1. GENERAL AUTHOE:IZATIONS, RESTRICTIONS, LIMIT~IONS, 
AND SPECIFICATIONS. 

'Wilmingto:o Cab Compatly o! Cali!or:c.ia, Inc., by the 
ce=ti!icate o! public convenience and necessity granted by the 
decisio:o noted in the margin, is authorized to transport passengers 
and baggage between *Los ~geles International Airport (LAX), 
Long Beach Air:?ort (LGB) and the Los A:o.geles (LA.) aIld. Long Beach (LB) 
Barbors, on the ODe hand, and certain points i:o Los Angeles County~ 
on the other hand, over and slODg the routes deSCribed, subject, 
however, to the authority of this Commission to change or modify 
the routes at any time and subject to the rollowing provisions: 

8. Motor vehicles may be turned at termini and 
intermediate points, in either directions, at 
intersections or streets or by operati:og around 
a block contiguous to such intersections, in 
accordance with local trat!ic regulations. 

b. \Jb.e:o route deSCriptions are given in one 
direction, they apply to operation in either 
direction unless otherwise indicated. 

c. Service performed shall be door-to-door, 
on-call, seven days per week (including legal 
holidays), !rom 6:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. 

d. The term "oD-call" as used re!ers to service 
which is authorized to be rendered dependent on 
the demands or passengers. The tari!!s aDd time
tables shall show the conditions UDder which each 
authorized on-call service will be re:odered. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 

e -:ReVised by Decision 83 1: ~21 .' Application 83-04-28. 



T/ctb 

Appendix PSC-127S 
CD .. 83-01-042) 

WILMINGTON CAB COMPANY 
OF CALIFORNIA, INC .. 

First Revised Page 3 
Cancels 
Original Page 3 

SEC'l'ION 1.. GENERAL AUTHORIZATIONS, RESTRICTIONS, LIMITATIONS, 
~~ SPECIFICATIONS. (Continued) 

we.. No passengers shall be transportee except those 
having point of origin or destination at LAX, 
LGB or LA/LB Harbors. 

f. Service shall be rendered via a direct route 
from the point of origin to the point of 
destination of a passenger, except that when 
more than one passenger is to be transported 
in a single vehicle, service shall be rendered by 
the most direct routings possible, taking into 
consideration the various points of origin and 
destination of the several passengers. 

#g. No passenger shall be picked up at any non-LAX 
location at which Airport Service is authorized 
to pick up passengers unless a prior reservation 
is obtained at least 30 minutes prior to pickup. 
Passengers shall not be picked up at said 
locations within 30 minutes prior to an Airport 
Service scheduled departure from said non-LAX 
location. 

th. Passengers may be dropped off at any non-LAX 
location of Airport Service if the drop-off is 
prearranged at least 30 minutes prior to drop-off. 

#i.. No passenger shall be transported between LAX and 
I.GB .. 

#j. This certificate does not authorize the holder to 
conduct any operations on the property of or into 
any airport unless such operation is authorized 
by both this Commission and the airport authority 
involved .. 

#k. Authority for Route 2 is temporary, pending final 
decision in A.83-04-28. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 
c>":" .... ........ ~ 
Q.,.t ... ..::.. ..l..,,;;.. 

wRevised and iAdded by Decision , Application 83-04-28. 
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Appendix PSC-1275 
CD. 83-01-0"'2) 

WILMINGTON CAB COMPANY 
OF CALIFORNIA, INC. 

SECTION 2. ROUTE DESCRIPTIONS. 

Route 1 

First Revised Page 4 
Cancels 
Original Page 4 

Co~~encing at LAX, then via the most appropriate route 
to the following cities or communities: 

Carso:n 
El Segundo 
Gardena 
Harbor City 
Hawthorne 
Hermosa Beach 

#Route 2 

Lawndale 
Lomita 
Manhattan Beach 
Palos Verdes Estates 
Rancho Palos Verdes 
Redondo Beach 

Rolling Hills 
Rolling Hills Estates 
San Pedro 
Torrance 
Wilmington 

Commencing at LAX, LGB or LAlLB Harbors, then via the 
most appropriate route to the follOwing cities or communities: 

Artesia City Terrace Huntington Park 
Bel Air Estates Commerce Hyde Park 
Bell Compton Inglewood 
Bellflower Cudahy Ladera Heights 
Bell Gardens Downey Lakewood 
Belmont Shores East Los Angeles La M:i.rada 
Beverly Glen Echo Park Lennox 
Beverly Hills Florence Long Beach 
Bixby Knolls Hancock Park Los Altos 
Boyle Heights Hawaiian Gardens Los Feliz 
Brentwood. Hollydale Los Nietos 
Century City Hollywood Lynwood 
Cerritos Marina Del Rey 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 
S..... "I" 1.'10"'1: 

iAdded by Decision .j,.l.,":" ioJ...., Application 83-04-28. 
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Appendix PSC-127S 'WlLMlNG'l'ON CAB COMPANY Origina 1 Page S 
(D.83-0l-042) OF CALIFORNIA, INC. 

SECTION 2. ROUTE DESCRIPTIONS. (Continued) 

Route 2 (Continued) 
Mar Vista Park La Brea Venice 
Mayfair Pico Rivera Vernon 
Maywood Playa Del Rey View Park 
Montebello Rancho Dominguez Walnut Park 
Monterey Park Rancho Park Watts 
Mt. Olympus Santa Fe Springs Westchester 
Naples Santa Monica West Hollywood 
North Long Beach Sawtelle Westlake 
NO:Nalk Signal Hill West Los Angeles 
Ocean Park Silver Lake Westwood 
Pacific Palisades South Gate Whittier 
Palms Studebaker Willowbrook 
Paramount Trousdale Estates Windsor Hill. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 
c, ....... ~ "i?~ 
o..j ..:.~ _N .... 

Decision ________ , Application 83-04-2fs. 



A.83-04-28 ALJ/ra 

anticipated favorable Commission action on its application. 
Applicant alleges that it has acquired additional equipment 
and facilities and has hired additional personnel to be able 
to p=ovide the additional passenger stage service when 
authorized to do so. Applicant further alleges that it would 
be equitable to issue interim authority to it pending a final 
order dealing with its application and the protest because 
it stood to lose far more than protestants from further delay. 

We have read and considered the supplemental protest 
filed ~ove~ber 14 in response to the ALJ's direction. While we 
are concerned with the allegations contained in that protest, 
we do not find them so compelling on their fac~.that we should 
not consider the application further on an ex('~arte basiS. 
We note that this application was filed ~pril 1983. 

/ 
Protestant did not file its first prot~st until October 3; 1983 

/ 
and did not file 9 complete prote~st until November l4, after 

f ~~-~ k . £'1 d ~h . a request or a ~~-wee extenSlO was 1 e. ~ e matter 1S 

almost 8 months old. Hearings ~e been set for late January 
1984, adding another two mont~at a minimum, plus whatever 
briefing time, and decision~eparation and review time will be 

required to bring the matter before us again. By that time we 
estimate the application till be a year old. 

/ 
I 

I 

-ll-



A.83-04-28 ALJ/ra 

Although neither applicant nor protestant came before 
us with procedurally perfect documents, we believe a compromise 
is in order. We will authorize operations on an int~r±m basis 
limited to applicant's orig-inal proposal, with the/stipulations 

/" 
entered into with ASI. \>le will not authoriz~t:he CUlver City 
pickup territory at this time. We are concerned about the 
allegatio~s of unfitness and will addres~hem in hearing. For 
that reason, the limited operatinq au~ritY we grant today will 
be interim only. It places applica~t and protestant Brown and 
Vallone in the sa."rIe relative positions they were in after the 

/ 
original application was filed ant before either made subsequent 
filings. '!'he original apPlic00n was filed seven months ago. 
It was not timely protested ~ Brown and Vallone. Even after 
the amen~"rIent, Brown and V~lone did not immediately file a 
complete protest, instead;'Sking for four weeks' delay. We will 
not address transportat,on matters again until January 1984 

and we believe under these Circumstances that it would be 
inequitable to hold uP! action on that portion of the application 
which could have beed grantee early last May. Since applicant 

I 
has the equipment ~nd is receiving requests for service, this 
order should be made effective today. 

Howeve~ we have indicated our concern about allegations 
I 

that applicant ~s unfit. We wish to determine if applicant has 
! 

operated in violation of its operating authority. ·~otest8nts 
( 

-prov:i:d'e""'"d.-~-ci-en·t-bas.i-s fo]; set.t.i.n.g-a-neaL iIl~e--wt"l:J.-do-so--.;----__ ~ 

-lla-



A.83-04-2S ALJ/EA/ec 

A1"rACHKE.:N'r A 
Page 1 

Wilmington Cab Company of California_ Inc. 
PROPOSED FARE SCHEDULE 

City or L.A./L.B. 
Communitv 'BABBORS 

ARTESIA $30.00 $20.00 $20.00 

BEt-AIR ESTATES 20.00 35.00 /' :>0 .. 00' .-

2S.00/ 
..... , . . BELL 25 .. 00 20.00 

2ELLFLOWER 25:00 2/00 20.0'0 

BELL GARDENS 25.00 20.00 

BELMO~"'r SHORES 25 .. 00 20.00 lS.00 

BEVERLY GLEN 20.00 35.00 30.00 

BEVERLY BILLS 20.00 35,,00 30.00 , ,,-

e BIXBY KNOLLS 20.00 15.00 

BOYLE HEIGHTS 
2S"2: 30.00 25-.00 

BRENTWOOD 20.00 35.00 30.00 
/ 

CEN'l"ORY CITY r .. oo 3'S.OO 30.00 

CERRITOS 0.00 20.00 20.00 

CITY TERRACE 30.00 25.00 

COMMERCE 25.00 25.00 25.00 

COKProN 20.00 25.00 20.00 

omARY 25.00 25-.00 20.00 

)) '(;OLvER Cl'l'r 15..00 30:-0'0 ZS.1tO-- ----/ ... 
DOWNEY 25.00 25.00 20.00 

EAST LOS ANGELES 25.00 30.00 25.00 


