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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the V~tter of the Application 
of Richard G. Shehadi ~~d Robert M. 
Bellemore, dba T~~oe-Sierra Li~ousine 
Service for certif1c3te of public 
convenience and neces~1ty to operate 
a passenger stage service (express) 
between the Tahoe Valley Airport and 
points within El Dorado County and 
the City of South Lake Tahoe. 

Gray Line Scenic Tours, doa 
California-Nevada Golden Tours, L~c. 

Co:::lPlc.!.n~ t :1 

v. 

Richard G. Shehadi and Robert M. 
Bellemore, dba Tahoe-Sierra 
Limousine Service~ 

Dei'endants. 

Application No. 55951 
(Filed September 23, 

1975) 

Case No. 10041 
(Filed Februar,y 6, 1976) 

ORDER DENYING REHEARING AND RECONSIDERATION 
AND VDDIFYING DECISION NO. 86559 

A petition for rehearing and reconsideration of Decision 
No. 86559 has been filed by Richard G. Shehad1 and Robert M. 
Bellemore, doing business as Tahoe-Sierra Limous1ne Service (Pet
itioners). Petitioners also filed a petition to suspend the 
effective date of Decis10n No~ 86559 until a decision is made on 
their petition for rehearing and reconSideration. Decision No. 
86737 suspended the effective date of Decision No. 86559 ~n~il 
!urther order of this Commiscion. 
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~c A. 55951~ c. 10041 

After reviewing each ~~d every allegation presented in 
the petition for rehearing and reconsideration, the Commission is 
of the opinion that good cause for rehearing and reconsideration 
has not been shown to exist. However~ Decision No. 86559 should 
be modified in certain respects. 

THEF.EFOP.E !T IS ORDERED that: . 
1. Decision No. 86559 is hereby modified as follows: 
(a) Pindings 11 and 12 are $.dded to the findings 
Case No. 10041 to read as follows: 

1111. App1icants~ at all times sub~equent to 
the issuance thereof, have been able to comply ~~th 
the cease and decist order in DeciSion No. 85525. 

"12. Applicants have wilfully failed to comply 
with the cease and desist order in DeCision No. 85525." 

(b) Conclusion No.3 is hereby modified to read: 

't3. Applica.."lts are in contempt of this 
Commission. It 

2. The ef!ective date of DeCision No. 86559 is the 
efi'ecti 'Je date of th1s Order. 

3· Rehearing and reconsideration oi' Decision No. 86559, 
as modified hereina'bove, is denied. 

The effective date of tbis order is tbe date hereof. 
Da.ted at -:Osr, 'E:?}-;w.c;g , Ca11forn1a, thi:::: ~ (~a.y 

or __ ~IIIH~-o~'~-o.AA~P;~"--"";' 197£. 
O~''''~H;'~::' ii 
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COm:U!::::1onol" Robort &.t1~ov1c1l. ~1~ 
necez~r1ly 3b:::ont. 414 not ~1C1patQ 
~ tho I11spo;1, t.1on 01: 'tll1:l proeoo4iDs •. 


