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Decia101l No. _9_2_9_5_:1 __ APR 211m 

:aEltm.! mE PUBLIC Ol'ILITIES COMMISSION OF mE STATE OF CALIPCIUfIA 

In the Hatter of the Application of ) 
W. T .X. Enterpr1ses, Inc. for & ) 
cert1fic:ate of public convenience 
and necessity to operate as a 
passenger stage corporation. 

In the Matter of the Application of 
Hr. Val J. Newton dba Regal Airport 
Express for certificate of public 
convenience and necessity to operate 
passenger stage service bet:veeu 
OraDge County and Los Angeles ) 
Intematicmal Airport, Ontario 
Airport, Orange COunty Airport and 
Long Beach Airport. 

Appliea t1011 1'0.. 59240 
(Filed OceOber 25, 1979) 

Application No. 59329 
(Filed December 12, 1979) 

Garfield, Tepper & Ashworth, by Chr1st~r As~th, 
Attorney at LaW1. for W.T.H. Eiiterpr8ei, Iiic:; 
applicant in A.~9240. 

E. I.onald Xr?icek, Attorney at Law, and John Crawford, 
for val J.. evton, applicant in A. 59329 .. 

Bewley, Lasslebeu, X11ler & Satin, by Edward H. Hiller, 
Attorney at Law for 24-Bour Airport Express; 
John E. deBrauwere, Attorney at Lnv, for Luxe Livery 
£eiVic:e; ana lame s B.. laons, Attorney at Law, for 
Airport Service, Iiic .. , protestants. 

]C. D. Walyre, for Department of Transportation of the 
City 0 LOs Angeles; and James P.. JODes, for 
United Trans~t.&t1on Union, interested parties. 

William Austin, for the eo.u.ssion st&ff. 

OPINION --,-.. .... __ ... 
W. T .H. Enterprises, IDe. (W'lK) seeks a certificate of 

public convenience and necessity to operate as a passenger stage 

corporation in prOviding an on-call aervice with van-type vehicles 
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between points in Ora'Dge County anel Eastern Los Angeles Count,., on 
the ODe had, ad the _jar airport. 1D those eOUllt1.a (Lo. Angeles 
InternatiOD&l (lAX), Ontario, OraUSe County Airport, aDd LoQg Beach 
Airport), on the other hand. 

Val :J.. lIewton, c101Dg bu.1Deas as Regal Airport Express 
md I.egal Airport Lboua1De Service, (lewton) seeks e.sentially the 

same operating authoriey a. W'Dl. 

Protestants, 24-Bour Airport Express, Inc. (24-Bour) and 
Laxe Livery Service, Inc. (Luxe), are authorized to provide an 
airport service with van-type eCJ.1IiJ*m,t betvaeD the _jor airports 
and points in Orange Coanty, farsa.mt to Decision Ro. 89074 dated 
July 11, 1978. that decision It.its the number of vans operated 
in that service to 40 for 24-Boar and 15 for Luxe. 

larea proposed by W'1K and lCewton are on approxlMtely the 
same level as the existing fares of 24-8oar anel Luxe. 

Airport Service, Inc:.. withdrew 1 ts protest after recei v1ng 

4t a stipulation fro. both applicants that they would not (l) pick up 
passengers at an airport or off-airport bus stop of Airport Service, 
IDe. anles. a ODe-half hour reservation i ... de, excepting advance 
reservations of passengers completiDg round trips, (2) spot vehicles 
at airports or at off-airport spots of Airport Service, IDe .. , and 
(3) appur at any off-airport pickup/delivery point of Airport 

Service, Iuc. within lO aiDutes of &'tJ.y scheduled stop of Airport 
Services, Inc. 

the city of Los Angeles ~ appearing &s an interested parey, 
recOlllDe'Qded that the applications sbould be cleu1ed because of the 

inexperience of applicants, their lack of ability to adequately 
f1D&Dce their proposed operations, and because cOlipetition from 
applicants -.y adversely affect the financial ability of current 
operators to continue their present levels of service. 

PUblic hearings were held OIl a cOtlao11dated record before 

&11 adainiserat!ve law judge 1D Los ADgeles on JaDUJIrf 11 
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· A.59240,59329 ALJ/ec e 
and Mareh 24, 25, 27, and 28, 1980 and the matters were submitted 
upon receipt of letter arguments of counael on May 3l, 1980. 
Arguments were filed by WlM, 24-Bour, Luxe, and the city of 

Los Angeles .. 

W"l'M's Evidence 
the evidence adduced on behalf of W"lH was introduced by 

William Moran, WlK's president, and by four publie witnesses: 

~nee Ti.berling, an employee of Holmes, Barver, Inc.; 

R.obert Crotefend, a travel operations supervisor for Santa Fe 

International; Vanessa Geier, a divisional secretary of Yamaha, 

Inc., and Judy Hill, the executive travel eoordinator for Smith 

Tool Company, a division of Smith International. W'lH asks that 

we consider WIK and its president, Moran, as a single entity. 

Morb.n testified that at the present time, W'I'M is 
performing no transportation subject to the jurisdietion of this 

COIIKl •• ion. Moran operates as a charter-party carrier under hi. 

0Wtl DAme, using l~u.aines and vans baving a seating capaeity of 

less than 15 passengers. Moran intends to merge his charter-party 

operations with the proposed passenger stage corporation operations 
of W'lK. Moran's charter-party operations involve the transportation 

of passengers between residenees and businesses, on the one band, 

and airports, on the other band, on a reservation basis. 
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l'be ... jority of these operat1oa.a are far corporate clients. Horan 

endeavors to dovetail hiB airport operations to avoid empty trips .. 

Moran DOW multiple-loads, that is, he combines in one load 
pasangers picked up at ..,re than one location. Asaertedly, this 

i. to avoid service delays and to use his equipment 1D the 1I08t 

efficient manner. Although Horan plans to continue to 1IIIlltiple­
load, he is willing to confine the DUlliber of picmps or dropoffs 
to avoid excessive tiM spent aboard a vehicle. Moran 1s willing 
to accept a two-party per trip restriction and a restriction on 

the use of more than 12 vans.. Moran's past operations have been 
conducted at a loss. Moran clai7'..t.a tAat for the quarter ended 
Karch 15, 1980 his operations r~ched the breakeven point. 

ltenee T1mberling, an administrative secretary for Bolmes, 

liarver, IDe., located in Or&Z:l8~ O>unty, testified that her company 
bas a Deed on 4 CODtfnUtDg basis for expeditiOUS grOUDd transporea­

t10n to and frora airports. She believes additional sexv1ce is 
deairable because of asserted operational problems encouute:ed 
by her with respect to existing airport bus services. 

Itobert Grotefend, a travel operations supervisor for 

Santa J'e International, loeated in orange County, testifieci that 
existing carriers do not provide adequate service. Grote£end 
gave examples of the adequacy of the airport service provided by 
Moran. 

Vanes .. Geier, a divi8iO'QAl secretary employed by Yamaha 
Inte:rnat1onal located in :Buena Park, testified cOllcerning service 
defects of taxi operators anel other public airport transportation 
services. She also testified that protest&n~.' service w.s 
unsatisfactory because of loag wai~1ug periods needed to X'each 
them by telephone. 

Judy Bill, an executive travel coordinator for SlIith 
l>1v1sion of Saith Intema~iOll&l, located in Orange County, testified 

concerning the cont1nuiag need for tranaportation of cxecu~1ve. aDd 
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ataff peraOllDel to aDel from airports, anel the need for adciiti02lal 
limousine/van-type service. 

It was the consenaua of these public witne .... that 
exi.t1Dg carriers caUDot effectively meet their Deed. for public 
airport transportation beeauae they are already operating at or 
beyODd their capacity. 'lbey .upport Koran'. application. 
Newton's Evidence 

'lbe only evidence in support of Reg&l Airport Express 
was presented by Newton, its owner. Newton testified that he owns 

Regal L11Ioua1ne Service and Regal Airport Express.. Newton DOW 

conduct. operations as a charter-party carrier.. Be presently 
provides service between Orange County points and the regional 
airport... He est1u.ted that 60 to 65 percent of bis customera 
are corporate and the balance are resident1al.. Be testified 
concerning the neeel for talltiload1ng, stating that he seldom has 
a fully occupied vehicle on return trips from the airports .. e Newton verbally amended hi. application by stating be desires 
to .erve Orange County only and el1m1natiug his request to serve 
points in Los ADgeles County other than LAX. 

NeweOll presented aeveral exhibits designed to show the 
growth of population and business in Orange County, and the 
amount of air passenger traffic in aDd out of LAX. 

Bevton '. Exhibit 26 is a statement of financial condition 
for himself and his vife as of November 1, 1979. lbe exhibit .hows 
total a.sets of $365,133, total liabilities of $71,508, and a net 
Worth of $293,625. Included 1n the aasets is Mrs.. lfevtOll' s 
25 percent interest in ber father's business, Salvati Enterprises, 
of $156.250. Exhibit 27 is an updated fiDaDCial statement as of 
March 1, 1980. Exhibit 28 is a profit and loss statement of Regal 
LimousiDe Se1:V1ce (charter operation) for the year 1979, & pretax 
profit of $34,262 OIl total ulea of $104,927. 
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e Protestant's Evidence 
Gerald R. Friesen, president of 24~Hour testified as to 

the brief history of 24-Hour indicating that since 1978 his 
operation had become more efficient in that while his vehicles 
travel the same number of miles they are carrying more people than 
even before. He testified that 24-Hour has progressed from an 
average of 1.5 persons per round trip several years ago to an 
average of 2.4 persons per round trip currently. Friesen testified 
that in his opinion, the more carriers competing for a given market, 
the less efficiently they can operate and that higher fares would be 
charged to offset the inefficiency. He stated that in his opinion, 
if the market were to be saturated with carriers all competing for 
the same fares, the volume carried per carrier would decrease and 
such decrease would result in a less efficient operation. !be basis 
for 24-Hour's protest is t~t multicompetitors assertedly interfere 
with business efficiency which ultimately creates an adverse effect 
upon the public. Friesen testified that he was currently operating 
40 vans of which he averages at least 5 out of service for repairs. 
Friesen stated that he would like his vehicle restriction removed 
by the Commission.l / 

Friesen analyzed Exhibit 6 which was a copy of Moran's 
daily logs for the months of November and December 1979. He 
asserted that for the periods covered in the exhibit, Moran multi­
loaded about as much as he could have. 

Paul Murdoch, general manager for Luxe, testified that he 
has held that position for 1-1/2 years and that he has been employed 

1/ 24-Hour requested in Application No. 59614 and Luxe requested in 
Application No. 59545 that their vehicle restrictions be revised. 
Applications Nos. 59614 and 59545 are decided concurrently with 
these applications. 
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by Luxe since 1975. Pac testified that he spent lO years in the 
hotel b~siness as service manager for Del Webb Corporation and 
several hotels in Florida. He is responsible for all L~~c 
oper~tions on a daily basis ~nd t~t Luxe currently employs 75 
persons, 15 of whom work part-time from 25-30 hours per weeK. 
Luxe currently operates 15 Ford vans, of which 4 or 5 ~ve 
been ~ken from service pending replacement with new vehicles on 
order. Murdoch testified that often Luxe is not able to handle 
its demands for services with the 15 vehicles currently being 
operated and is required to supplement the fleet with limousines 
from a sister operetion, which is economically unsn.tisfactory. 
Luxe has experienced growth by virtue of its aggressive marketing 
and has increased its operating efficiencies to the extent that 
it is traveling approximately 39 miles per call in 1979 as opposed 
to 50 miles per call in 1978. Murdoch testified that in terms of 
reservAtion per round trip, Luxe is averaging about 2.4 reserV4-e tions which is similar to the experience of 24-Rour. Luxe has 
no: c~nged its fares for nearly three ye~~s. Luxe is protesting 
the authorization of additional carriers because it fears the 
result would lessen the number of reservations per trip. Luxe's 
economies of scale would be unable to keep pace with riSing costs 
and, to maintain the s~me earnings, fares would have to increase. 
Luxe is currently engaged in negotiations for additional service 
to governmental 4g~ncies and would support a lifting of its vehicle 
restriction. 
Arguments of Protestants 

The Commission has recently taken a different attitude 
toward the applicability of Public Utilities Code Section 1032, 
allowing essentially free access to competing service. In re 
American Buslines. Inc., Decision No. 91279; In re Mexcursions a 

Inc., Decision No. 90155; O'Connor Limousine Serviced Inc., -
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Decision No. 90154; In r~ Orange Coast Sightseeing Company, Decision 
No. 90936.) 

Protestants urged that a differentiation should be made 
between the citc4 decisions and the f~cts in this proceeding. They 
argue 3S follows: 

In the cited cases, there was only one protestant 
carrier which was rendering the service sought by 
the applicant. In two of these cases, the sought­
for service was sightseeing which the Commi$siOA 
found to be "less involved with that essentia.lity 
to the public welfare which we usually hold inherent 
in the underlying concept of public convenience and 
necessity. tI (In rc Mexcursions, supra (at mimeo 
page 19). In the present case, two existing carriers 
are opera:ing from the same area (lO-mile radius) and 
are performing an identical service. Both carriers 
are operating under a restriction on the number of 
vehicles they may operate which tends to curtail 
their economic growth. Two s.dditioMl CJlrricrs arc 
seeking the exact same authority and from the same 
lO .. mi1e radius. 
Protestants urge that the existing c3rriers' restrictions 

should be removed or similar constraints should be placed upon new 
entra.nts. 

Protestants also .rgue that market conditions do not 
justify the entry of two new competitors. They believe t~t such 
new entry will result in 3 round of destructive competition which 
will result in higher costs ~nd a degradation of service. With the 
approval of entry of two new carriers, the industry will euter a 
period in which marginal costs to all firms for a long period of 
time will fall below average total costs. 

. Protestants urge that applicants have not produced 
convincing evidence of the need for the additional airport services. 
They a.rgue that Moran's four public witnesses were unfamiliar with 
his application, or they desire exclusive use of a vehicle, while 
MOran plans to multiload. Protes~nts state that Newton had no 
public witnesses, but relied upon cl3ta. showing growth of businesses 
and population in Orange County, and increases in the number of 
persons using LAX. 
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Protestants also raise the i.aue of Newton's fitness to con­
duct ~he proposed services. According to protestants it is a fact that 
KevtOll intends to purebaae vans painted in the dist1netive color 
used by Luxe, and Newton has offered to refrain from the uae of 
that eolor for his van. if Luxe will pay hi. $5,000. Aasertedly, 
the use of the atandard dark green Ford color oa. Jlevtoo.' s van shows 
an intent to deceive the public, and thus indicates lIewton' s 
unfitness to engage in the proposed .erv1ce. 

Protestants also believe that Moran is financially unfit 
to perform the proposed aervice as he sustained an operating loss 
for the latest recorded period, (January and February 1980) of 
$4,015,. and that his net vorth bad declined to $45,000. Protestants 
point out that Moran's vans have .,re than 200 ,000 miles on them 
and should be replaced in the near future. Assertedly, Moran does 
not have the capie&l to make such replacements. 

Protestants also claim that close scrutiny of 5evton' s 
financial statement dlaclo$es that a large portion of Newton's 

net worth is his wife's share in her father's business, and that 
the assets of that business are not available to Newton for the 
purposes of the proposed airport bus service. 

Protestants conclude that: 
(a) neither applicant has fulfilled its burden of 

proving pUblic convenience and necessity; 
(b) both are mtdereapitalizea; 
(c) Newton lacks moral fitness. 
the city of Los Angeles, not a protestant, states its 

opPOSition to the granting of the application on the grounds that 
the areawide authority requested .. ke. applicant's operations 
very similar to tbat of a taxicab, aDd that type of operation e&n 
be better regulated by local jurisdiction.. If the authority 1" 
granted, bowever, the certificate should contain a restriction 
similar to that of 24-Bour and. of Luxe which would prohibit pick­
up of passengers at airports unless & reservation bas been made at 
least ODe-half hour in advance. 
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Petitions to Set A.ide Submi,sion 
On October 6, 1980, 24-Bou:r filed a petition to set aside 

submission ADd eo reopen these proceedings, alleging that facts 
have come eo its attention shoving that Newton and Moran are 
advertising the services for which authority is sought, and that 

Newton's attempt to obtain $S,OOO £rom Luxe as a cODsideratioc for 
not painting his new vehicles in Luxe's colors constitutes 
extortion. tie have analyzed the petition and applicants' responses 
thereto and conclude that no purpose would be served by reopening 
the proceedings. The petitions will be denied. 
Discussion 

Applicants have demonstrated the need for their proposed 

services. l'be record shows that potential users of protestants f 
services have been UD4ble to reach them by telephone because of 
busy lines, or have incurred delays beeause of overtaxed facilities. 
On the otber band, Koran' s service is desired by the public 

witnesses presented by him. Both applicants are now engaged in 
the bus business as charter-party carriers, and provide an airport 
service eompetitive with protestants. the van equipment and other 
facilities dedicated by applicants to their present airport services 
are the same equipment and facilities that will be used to conduct 
the proposed serviee. 

Applicants apparently seek certificates for their 
airport services in order to regularize those operations. The 
record shows that both applicants DOW raW.tiple-load, that is, they 
carry unrelated persons or groups in the same van and charge such 
persons or groups separately. J.illtiple-loading in the manner 
described does Dot conform to charter-party ... type operations .. 

Applicants' financial ability to conduct the proposed 
service is challe'.o.ged.. As the proposed service will be conducted 
with the same personnel aDd equipment and iu substantially the 

... 'l:llnneX' 4S their present services, they will need to cOl8it 
DO ac1clitional capital iDvese.ent in order to initiate the proposed e aervices. 
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Protestants believe that certifications of applicants 
will cause a rate war to ensue. We cannot reach that cODclusion. 
Applicants propose similar fares &s protestants. Apparently 
service, rather than fares, bas been the basis for competition 
between applicants and protestants to this point. Protestants 
have competed with each other for some time without causing fares 
to drop. !here appears to be sufficient need for the airport 

services so that there vill not exist a substantial overabundance 
of available equipment to provide the service. 

Applicants should be authorized to conduct an airport 
service between Orange County points and LAX and regional airports 
subject to the same operating conditions 1m.posed on. protestants. 
Protestants should have free rein to add as many equipment units 
to their fleets as tbey believe are required to conduct their 
business in an economical and efficient manner. 1"herefore, present 
equipment restrictions should be eliminated. tbat will be 
accomplished in a separate order issued today in Applications 
Nos. 59545 and 59614. 

!be granting of certificates to MOran and Newton conforms 
'to our policy expressed in American Bus Lines, supra, and in 

Airborn of Sonoma County) et al (Decision No. 91993 in Application 
No. 59086). Our policy expressed in those deciSions does not mean 
that all applicants for passenger stage certificates automatically 
gain entry. On the contrary, applicants mast demonstrate a public 
need for the proposed service aDd their fitness to cooduct that 
service. 'l'bere may be times when an existing carrier can adequately 
supply all the service required in a given market to the extent 
tbat _rket saturation is reached. If that situation is shown to 
exist, no additional competitive sexv1ce v1ll be authorized. 
However, the contrary situ& tion vas shown to exist in this pro­
ceeding. Market a&turation bas not been achieved by existing 
carriers. '1'b.ey seek to be relieved of restrictions on the nUllllber 
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of vans they .. y operate. Moreover, applicants are nov competing 
in the "me arket with protestants; initially no 1IOre service 
will be provided 1D. the aggregate by applicants than is DOV 

provided by them. It is clear that the .. rket involved is 
substantial (and not fully served by exi&ttag passenger services) 
and that the market can embrace expanded operations by protestants 
and the operations of applicants without achiev1ug saturation. 
Findings of Faet 

1. WIK Enterprises (Horan) is a California corporation vl:d.ch 
performs airport passeDger service between Orange County points 
and LAX and other regional airports &s a ebarter-party carrier. 

2. Newton (Regal Airport Express) is an ind1 vidual who 
performs airport pas8eDger service between Orange County points 
and LAX and other regiona.l airports as a eharter carrier .. 

3. Protestant 24-Bour is a passenger stage corporation 
(PSC-l043) authorized to transport passengers in an on-call door-e to-door service between certain points in the Los ADgeles 
Metropolitan Service area, on the one band, and Los Angele6 County, 
Outar:Lo, LAX, Hollywood-Burbank, and Long Beach airports, on the 

other baud, uaiDg 40 van-type vehieles. 
4. Protestant Luxe is a passenger stage corporation 

(PSC-l044) authorized to transport passengers in an on-call cloor­
to-door service between points in Orange County, on 'the ODe hand, 
and Orange County, Ontario, and LAX airports, and piers in 
Los Angeles Barbor, on the other hand, using 25 van-type vehicles .. 

5.. the services a pplieants seek to perform are similar to 
those authorized by protestants .. 

6. Applicants now 1III1ltiple-load, a type of operations not 
consistent vith the type of operative authority held by the.. 

7.. Applicants nov provide a substantial portion of the 
door-to-door passenger service between Orange County points and 
regioaal airports. 
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8. l'be arket in which applicants seek certific:ates is ~ 
growth .. rket; that .arket is DOt Nturated by the operat1ODs 
cODducted by prote.tants, 'DOr will 1I&rket saturation be ruched 
if applicants are authorized to compete with protestants as 
certificated carriers. 

9. Increased use of public trauportation is 1D tbe public 
interest. 

10. the rusona expressed in Decision No. 89704 for placiu.g 
restrictions on ehe number of vehicles thae may be operaeed by 

24-Bour and Luxe are no longer valid and should be lifeed. 
11. there is a public need for applicants' services. 
12 • Applicants possess the experience, equipment, personnel, 

and financial ability to perform the proposed services. 
13. '.the fares proposed by applicants are justified. 

14. Public convenience and necessity require that applieanes 
be authorized to provide on-call eoamon carrier bus service between 
airports and other points subject to the restrictions specifically 
set forth in AppeDdiees A and B bereeo. 

l5. '.the evidence does not show that the operative authorities 
ideneified in the preceding finding will 1mpair the ability of 
24-Bour and Luxe to continue to provide service to their customers. 

16. It can be seen with certainty that there is no possi­
biliey that the activities in question may have a significant 
effect on the enviroament. 

17. the folloviDg order should be effective on the date of 
signature because there is • demonstrated need for the proposed 
service. 
Conclusions of Law 

1. Antitrust concepts are relevant to tbe issues of public 

convenience and neeessi ty, and such concepts must be considered in 

arriving at a decision in this .. tter. 
2. '%'be antitrust requirements for the determ1nat101l of 

public convenience ad necessity J UDder Section 1031 of the Public 
Utilities Code, are basic pr1..ary requ1r81De1lts that outweigh the 
ant1compet1tive implications .at forth in Section 1032. 
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3. Existing passenger service provided by 24-Bour and L~ 
i. not .ufficient to properly serve the growing warkets iDvolved 
111 tb.1. proceed1D,g; therefore, ehe ex1se1Dg service is 'Qot service 
performed to the satisfaction of the Coaa1ss1on .. 

4.. the CoI:a1ssion concludes thae the applieatiODJJ. should be 
~&nted as provided 1D the orcler vb.1eh follows. 

Applicauts are placed on notice that operative rights, 
as such, do not constitute a class of property which may be 
capitalized or used as an element of value tn rate fixing for any 
amount of .oaey :l.n excess of that or1g1nally paid to the State as 

the consideration for the grant of such rights. Aside from their 
pure ly permissive aspect, such rights extend to ehe holders a full 
or partial moDopoly of a class of business.. lhis 1IOtlopoly feature 
may be modified or e&nceled at any time by the State, which is Dot 

in any respect l1m1ted as to the uUlllber of rights which 'IlJII.y be e given .. 

ORDER --------
IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. A certificate of pUblic convenience and necessity is 
granted to W .. T.M. Enterprises, Inc., a corporation, authorizing it 
to operate as a passenger stage corporation as defined in 
Section 226 of the Public Utilities Code, between points within 
the boundary set forth in Appeuclix A of this decision. 

2. A certif1eate of public convenience and necessity is 
granted to Val J. Newton, an individual dOing bus1ness as Regal 
Airport Express, authorizing him to operate as a passenger stage 
corporation, as defined in Section 226 of the Public tJ1:i1ities 
Code: 'between ~be points within the boUXldary set forth 1n Appendix B 
of this decision. 
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3. In providing service pursuant to the authority granted 
by this order. applicants ahall comply w:lth the folloviDg service 

regulations. Failure to do so may result in cancellations of 
the au.thorities. 

<a) Within thirty days after the effective date of 
this order, applicants "hall file written 
acceptances of the certificates granted. 
Applicants are placed. on notice tbat if they 
accept the certificates they will be re~uired, 
among other things, to comply vi th the safety 
rules administered by the California Highway 
Patrol, the rules and other regulations of 
the Comm.ss1on· s General Order 1'0. 98-Ser1es, 
and the insurance requirements of the 
Coamission's General Order No. lOl-Series. 

(b) Within one hundred twenty days after the 
effective date of this order, applicants 
shall establish the authorized service and 
file tariffs and timetables, in triplicate, 
in the Commission's office. 

(c) 'rD.e tariff and timetable filings shall be macle 
effective not earlier than ten days after the 
effective date of this order on not less than 
ten days' notice to the COIIIDission and the 
public, and the effect1ve date of the tariff 
and timetable f1lings shall be concurrent 
with the establishment of the authorized 
service. 

(d) the tariff and timetable filings made pursuant 
to this order shall comply with the regulations 
governing the construction and f~;!f of tariffs 
and timetables set forth :tn the ssion' s 
General Orders Nos. 79-Series and 98-Series. 

(e) Applicants shall 1Mint&in their accoantiAg 
records on & calendar year basis in conformance 
with the applicable Uniform System of Accounts 
or Chart of Accounts as prescribed or adoptecl 
by this CODD1ssion and shall file with the 
COIIII1ssion, on or before March 31 of each year, 
AD annual report of the:tr 0rrat1ons in such 
form, content, and ntmlber 0 copies as the 
CouEission, from time to time, sball prescribe. 
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4. Petitions to reopen these proceedings filed by protestants 
are denied. 

'l'be effective date of this order is the date hereof. 
Dated APR 21 1981. , at San Francisco, California. 
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Appendix A W. T .M. ENTERPRISES, INC. 
(a corporation) 

CERTIFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY 

PSC-l151 

Original Title Page 

Showing passenger stage operative rights, restrictl.ons, 
limitations, exceptions, and privileges applicable thereto. 

All changes and amendments as authorized by the Pub lie Utilities 
Commission of the State o! California w~ll be made 4S revised 
pages or added original pages. 

Issued Und~~~;l.lthmtY of Decision No. 92951 , 
dated ~ ~l ~ ~ , of the Public Utilities comaasaion 
of the State of california in Application No. 59240. 



iALlier:. 

Appendix A W • T .M. ENrER:PltISES, INC .. 
(a c:or~at1on) 

PSC-llSl 

INDEX ------

Origina 1 Page 1 

Page No. 

SECTION 1. GENERAL AUTHORIZATIONS. RESTRICTIONS, 
LIMITATIONS, AND SPECIFICATIONS ........... 2-3 

SECTION 2. DESCRIPTION OF AREAS AND lOCATIONS .. .. .. • .. 4 

Issued by California Public: Utilities Commission. 
Decision No. 92951 • Application No. 59240. 
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Appendix A W' • .'! • MoO EN'I'ERPRISES ~ INC. 
(8 corporation) 

PSC-115l 

Original Page 2 

SECTION 1. GENERAL AU!HORIZATIONS, RES'l'RICTIONS, LIMITATIONS, 
AND SPECIFICATIONS. 

W.T.M. Enterprises, Inc., a corporation, by the certifi­
cate 0: public convenience and necessity granted by the decision 
noted in the margin, is authorized as a passenger stage corporation 
~o provide on-e811~ door-to-door service between Los Angeles Inter­
national Airport (LAX), John Wayne Airport (5NA), Long Beach Airport 
(LB), and Ontario International Airport (ON!), on the one hanel, and 
all points and places in the Orange County Service Area and the 
Los Angeles Metropolitan Service Area as hereinafter described, 
on the other hand, subject to restrictions, as set forth below: 

(a) No passenger shall be pickeel up at an ai~ort or an 
off-airport bus stop of Airport Service, Inc., or 
successor entities, unless a reservation has been 
made at least one-half hour in aelvance. 

(b) 

(c) 

EXCEPTION: Passengers at airports completin~ 
round trips with W.T.M. Enterprises, Inc. 

W.T.M. Enterprises, Inc., shall not appear at any. 
off-airport pickup/delivery point of Airport Service 
Inc., within 10 minutes of any scheduleel stop of 
Airport Service, Inc., or successor entities. 

W.T.M. Enterprises, Inc., shall not, for any reason, 
spot any venlC!e at an airport or at an off-airport 
bus stop of Airport Service~ Inc., or successor entities 
for the purpose of waiting for radio calls to pick up 
passengers or for similar purposes. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 
Decision No. 92951 ' Application No. 59240. 
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Appendix A 

SECTION 1. 

(d) 

(e) 

(f) 

W.T.M. ENTERPRISES, INC. 
(a corporation) 

PSC-1151 

Original Page 3 

GENERAL AunIORIZATIONS, RESTRICTIONS, LlMIl'ATIONS, 
AND SPECIFICATIONS. (Continued) 

No passengers shall be transported except those 
having origin or destination at one of the four 
airports identified abnve, on the one hand, and, on 
the other hand, an origin or destination within the 
Orange County Service Area and/or the Los Angeles 
Metropolitan Service Area. 

Service shall be renderee 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 pos­
sible, taking into consideration the various points 
of origin and destination of the several passengers. 

W.T.M. Enterprises, Ine. shall have discreeion in 
choosing routings and order of origins ana 
destinations based upon the above considerations. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 
Decision No. 92951 ,Application No .. 59240. 
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SECT:::ON 2. 

W.T.M. ENTER.PRISZS~ INC. 
(a corporation) 

PSC-115l 

Oran=:e County-Los A."lgeles Count;v SerVice Area 

Original Page 4 

That territo~ which includes all ~oints within the 

geogral'hica1 limits of the County of Orange aDd that area of 

Los ~geles County bound by the Los Angeles River on the west; 

U.S. Highway 101, tbe unnumbered extension of the San Bernardino 

Freeway, and Interstate 10 (San Bernardino Freeway portion) on 

the nor~h; the western boundaries of San Eer.nardino and Orange 

Couoties on the east; aDd the Pacific Ocean OD the south. 

Issued by Cali!orDia Public Utilities Commission. 

Decision No. 92951 ,Application No. 59240. 
", . 



Anendix B VAL J. NEWTON Original Title Page 
an individual doing business 4S 

REGAL AIRPORT EXPRESS 

CERI'IFICATE 

OF 

PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY 

PSC-1150 

Showing passenger stage operative rights ~ restrictions ~ 
limitations, exceptions, and privileges 

applicable thereto. 

All changes and amendments as authorized by the Public Utilities 
Commission of the State of California will be made as 

revised pages or added original pages .. 

I.aued un~~:f0r1ty of Decision No. 92951 , 
dated of the Public Utilities commission of 
the State of Ca!lforn1a in Application No. 59329. 



Appendix B VAL J. NEWTON Original Page 1 
an individual doing business as 

REGAL AIRPORT EXPRESS 
PSC-llSO 

I N D E X ..... ~ __ -.t .... 

SECTION 1.. GENERAL AOTHORlZATIONS~ RES'l'R.ICnONS, 
LIMITATIONS, AND SPECIFICATIONS • .. .. 

SECTION 2.. DESCRIPTION OF AREAS AND 

Page No .. 

.. .. 2-3 

LOCAnONS .... .. .. .. .. .. .. • .. .. .. .. .... 4 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 
Decision No. 92951 • Applieation No. 59329 .. 



Appendix B • VAL J. NEWTON Original Page 2 
an individual doing business as 

REGAL AIRPORT EXPRESS 
PSC-1150 

SECTION 1. GENEMl. AV'I'HORIZA.TIONS, RESTRICTIONS, LIMITATIONS, 
AND SPECIFICATIONS. 

Val J. Newton, an individual doing business as R.egal 
Airport Express, by the certificate of public convenience and 
necessity granted by the decision notied in the margin, is authorized 
as a passenger stage corporation to provide on-call, door-to-door 
service between all points and places within its Orange County service 
area, on the one hand,and Los Angeles International Airport (LAX), 
John Wayne Airport (SNA), Ontario International Airport (ONT), and 
Long Beach Airport (LB), on the other hand, subject to restrictions, 
as set forth below: 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

No passenger shall be picked up at an airport or at an 
off-airport bus stop of Airport Service, Inc., or 
successor entities, unless a reserv~ion has been made 
at least one-half hour in advance. 

EXCEPTION: Passengers at airports completin~ 
round trips with Regal Airport Express. 

Regal Airport Express shall not appear at any off-airport 
pickup/delivery point of Airport Service, Inc., within 
10 minutes of any scheduled stop of Airport Service, 
Inc., or successor entities. 

Regal Airport Express shall not, for any reason, spot 
any vehicle at an airport or at an off-airport bus stop 
of Airport Service, Inc., or successor entities. for 
the purpose of waiting for radio calls to pickup 
passengers or for simtlsr purposes. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 
Decision No. 92951 ' Application No. 59329. 



Appendix B 

SECTION 1. 

(d) 

(e) 

(f) 

VAL J. NE'W'ION 
an individual doing business as 

REGAL AIRPORT EXPRESS 
PSC-llSO 

Original Page 3 

GENERAL AUTHORIZATIONS ~ REsrRICnONS ~ LIMITAnONS ~ 
AND SPECIFICATIONS. (Continued) 

No passengers shall be transported except those 
having origin or destination at one of the four 
airports identified above~ on the one hand, and 
on the other hand, an origin or destination 
within the Orange County service area. 

Service shall be rendered via 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. 

Regal Airport Express shall have discretion in 
choosing routings ana order of origins and 
destinations, based upon the above c..;nsiderations. 

Issued by Calif~~blic Util~ties Commission. 
Decision No. , Application No. 59329. 



Appendix B VAl. J. NEWlON Original Page 4 
an individual doing business as 

REGAL AIRPOR'! EXPRESS 
PSC-1150 

SECTION 2. SERVICE A:BEA DESCRIPTION: 

ORANGE COUNT'{ SERVICE AF:£.A: 

lneludes all points within the geographical 11m1ts 
of Orange County. 

Issued by California Public Utilities Commission. 

Decision No. 92951-- ' Application No. 59329. 


