. ORCHAL

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC U”ILIT*ES COMMISSION oF TP? STAT? OF CALIFORNIA

Decislon No.

Application of MELVIN’COMBS dba;

MELVIN'S CEARTER SERVICE for a. ' ' L

Class ™B" certificate %o operate Applization No. 57182
as a charter-party carrier of -~ (Piled Mareh 30, 1877) 0
passengers, Fre s00 (TCP— O—B) o

ORDER MODIFYING DECISTON NO. 88196
“AND DENYING R&”EMARING

Pet tions for rek zeariag of Decis*on No. 88196 have been filed .
by Greyhound Lines, Inc.; Amer can Buslineu/Continental Trailwayu,
Inc.; and by All West Tours, Falcon Cha ter Serv ce, F*anciscar '
Linés, Ine., Gray Line Scenic ¢ours, Inc., Peninsula Charcer Lines,
Inc., Scenic Highway Tours, Inc., Sequoia Stages, and’ Joanne: Smith.
The Commission has conside*ed each and every 2 legat‘on In said
petivions and Is of the onin;on vha* good caus e for grant ing- "e-‘ ‘
hearing has not been shown and that reheari ng. should ‘be denied. |
However, the Commission believeu that In orde" %o clarify cer*ain
area s of anbiguity which were raised by vhe peti*ioﬁs fo ehearing,
Decision No. 88196 ﬂecu&res some modl ricat;on. The following
‘éis ssion, addit;ona* ‘indiﬂgs,and conclu ‘lonsare. *ntended..o remove:
those areas of amdiguity. |

The applicant has veed granted a Class B Charter Pa‘uy Ce i’icate
and his ooera*ious pursaant o that authorit y cann0u ful;y compete

th Class A charter party carriers. For example, the Class A. caz rrier

can pick up ct artex parties in a range beyond a ko-mile “adius
and truly conduct” a statewide sexvice that- can avall itse¢f of
charter dackhauvls. The applicant ne*eﬁn could not carry a charte“'
group £o6 Los Angeles and from Los Angeles pick uo a different
group destined for ?“esno. wWithout backhaul flexﬁbility it L5
dLfficult to offer the same rates and operating cha*acteriutics.
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Unless the applicant SOneday acquires a Class A certificate,

he will be unable o pose 2 full and direct competi ive threat to
the operat 1ons of the protestan (all Class A charte*-operator»)

As we noted in Decision No. 88196, the applicant proposed to
use a 1959 vint age bus which will not. attract the same poteﬁ al ‘
charter groups as *he more modern equ*pment of the protestants.

We are of the opinfon that it is desiradle to encourase the public

to availl itvsell of energy ef:icienv transportation. The - applicant'e

relatively o0lé ecuipment, and antiéinated at endanv rates, may

atiract charter groups that would otherwise Lse private autos,(

anéd we think it is in the pub Lie interest o reasonably ﬂncourase

energy efficlent transportation for Cal ornia th rough our-*e*ulato“y
policy. We are, however, ol he opinion that 1t Iis: easonable to

restrict the applicant to a maximum of five buses . until such vime

2s he can demon strate that the public convenience and necessity in

_his area of ope*ationv would be bette“ erved_by remov;ng,the. ‘

restriction. _

The "petition for rehea:ihg"‘:i led on behal of A’l Wee* Tours,
Falcon, et al. cannot properly be a petition.fo* *eheariﬁg.because '
those parties did net particl pate in this p“oceeding. HOweve*,‘__
nave reviewed and cons ;de“ed it ir '“he convext of an amicus pleadins.,f
Additional Pindings v

1. The Class B charter party aut ho“ity *eque ted by che

she applican. will not pose direcs compet: ion to "‘"

the operations of the provesvant Class A “artg:;partyi
carntems. o R o B

The service p*ooosed by the app1¢cant may *easonab;y
result In the public hraving available an addi*ional opuion
of energy efllcient group transpor uat on ‘ 'ﬂ "

The service and ope a“ion o*opo¢ed by the app’icanf

1s of a subs antia’ly diffe*ent nature t an *hat B -
offered by the p“o vant s, in hat olde* le deqirable 

-

¥/ Under present stat Lvo“y, imivations, no new Class A authority
can be e*anued by uhe Commis “on. Persons Cesiring such authority.
must purchase Lt conditioned .upon Commission -2pproval. (Pudlic -
li les Code Sect cw* 5371 1, 537*.2 5377 1 5383. ) BT

2..
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equipment will be used (wi*h the p*obabil*ty of resulting
~ lower rates).
Conclusions: ' .

1. Applicant's proposed se“vice is substanuially d;fferent from':
that performed by existing cha*te* par*y carriers serving.the =
territory and the Comm_ss;Oﬁ concludes that the latuer service iu
no% sati«*‘f&o*y or adequate for the public | o

2. ‘;“4plican should be res tricted to opera iﬁg a max*mum o*‘
five dbuses until such time as he can. demo“strate,vhat vhe public
convenience and nece¢s‘ty in his a*ea of ope*a*ioﬂs would be bet te,
served by'remov&ng this restriction. 2

IT IS ORDERED that: _ |
1. Applicant's Class B Charter— Parvy Carrier Cer*if*cate,
granued in D. 88196, is limited to the operat*oﬂ of a maximum of.
ive buses. _ : ‘ - L o
2. The petitions for ehgaring'orQDecision’No;fBSIQG‘aréf
cdenled. ‘

The effective date‘or this order Is thérdaté hered:;‘v -
Dated at San Francisec RS célifbrnia, this__zzzaégday;of'
. BARCH , 1978. ‘ S




