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Decision 99-03-024 March 4,1999 .. . (ij1~ln(&1nrxl ~\n~ 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE'O~~~~I~~~/k; .. 

In the ~iattet of tJ~c Application of A & M United 
Group, L.L.C., a Lirt\ited Liability COnlpal\y, to 
acquire, and Isam ~1. Alzl<} to transfer, a 
passenger stage certificate of public cOlweJ\ience 
and necessity and certain other assets, pursuant 
to Section 851, ct seq., of the California Public 
Utilities Code. 

Application 98-06-051 
(Filed June 30, 1998) 

ORDER GRANTING IMMEDIATE SUSPENSION 
OF OPERATING AUTHORITY AND GRANTING AN ORDER 

TO SHOW CAUSE WHY OPERATOR SHOULD NOT BE HELD 
IN CONTEMPT AND/OR WHY OPERATING AUTHORITY 

SHOULD NOr BE REVOKED 

Summary 

This order grants a motion of the Commission's Rail Safety /Carriers 

Division (RSCD) to in\mediately suspend the operating authority of EZ Shutt1e 

and Charter Service (EZ) and for an order requiring the present owner of EZ to 

show cause why he should not be held in contefnpt and/or his operatiJ\g 

authority shou1d not be revoked. 

Discussion 

On Februar}~ 10, 1999, the RSCD filed a motion (or immediate suspension 

of the opetclUng authority of EZ and for its owner, Isam M. Alziq, to show cause 

why he should not be held in contenlpt and/or why the certificate of EZ should 

not be revoked. The nlotion of RSCD contains a declaration under oath of 

Barb~r(' Santa l\iarinaJ an investigator of RSCD,that Alziq has violated Public 

Utilities (Pub. Util.) Code § 582 by failing to provide RCSD with records 
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pertaining to the business of EZ. The declaration further alleges that EZ has 

committed serious safety violations, citing portions of General aider 158-A. 

Neither Alziq nor his counsel appeared at the prehearing conference 

(PHC) of February 17, 1999 before Assigned Commissioner Duque and 

Administr,ltive Law Judge (AL}) Rosenthal. Alziq had 15 days to respond to 

RSCD's motion, pursuant to Rule 45(f) of our Rules of Pl'actke and Procedure 

(Rules). The time for response expired on February 26, 1999. There has been no 

response. Therefore, the motion' of RSCD is unopposed. 

At the PHC of February 17, 1999 the AL} indicated that if the C6nlmission 

granted the mOliOI) of RSCD, then the subject matter of that motion would be the 

first order of business at the evidentiary hearings now scheduled for March 11-12 

in Los Angeles. Next would be consideration of the charges of forgery and fraud 

leveled by Alziq against Abdulghasanl Ahmadpour, majority owner of A & l"f 

United Group, the applicant herein. Finally, the hearing would be concerned 

with the issue of whether the transfer would be in the public interest. (fR 39.) 

On October 6, 1998 an Assigned Com.missioner's Scoping Ruling was 

issued. There has been no appeal of this Ruling. TIle r~1tesetting categorization 

indicated in that Ruling should now be changed to adjudicatory because of the 

allegations of seriolls safet}' violations in the filing of RSCD. This change of 

cillegory has the effect of prohibiting ex parte communications from the time that 

the designation is made. (Rule 7(b) 

Due to RSCD's allegations of serious safety violations by EZ there is a need 

to act on this maHet at the first opportunity, which is this Commission Meeting of 

March 4, 1999. The allegations cOl\stilute an unforeseen emergency situation, as 

defined in Rule 81(a), (c), (0, and (h), for purposes of Pub. Ulil. Code § 31l(g){2). 

Accordingly the otherwise applicable 30-day period for publiC review of this 

order is being waived. Similarl}', the uncontested motion of RCSD containing 
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alleg<ltions of serious safety violations qualifies as all emergency situation under 

Government (Govt.) Code § 11125.5(a) and therefore permits consideration of 

this matter on less than the 10 days' noliceolherwise required by Govt. Code 

§ 11125. 

Findings of Fact 

1. RSCD filed a motion with Mtached declaration asking [or immediate 

suspension o[ the operating authority of EZ and a motion asking foI' an oI'der to 

show cause why Alziq, the own~r of EZ, should not be held in contempt and the 

operating authority of EZ ~hould not be teVoked. 

2. RSCD alleges that there are serious safety violations of General Order 

158-A h}t EZ and that EZ has not made its books and records available to RSCD, 

in violation of Pub. Util. Code § 582. 

3. No response to that motion has been received. 

Conclusions of Law 

1. nll~ motion of RSCD should be grcu\ted. 

2. This matter constitutes an unforeseen en'crgenc), situation as defined in 

Govt. Code § 11125.3(a)(l) and as such may bo added to the Commission's 

agenda on less than 10 days' notice. The otherwise applicable provisions of Pub. 

Uti1. Code § 311(g)(2) requiring public review and comment should be waived 

pursuant to this unforeseen emergency situationl as set forlh in Rule 81. 

3. HeMing on the Order to Show Cause issued herein should be (on,bined 

with the evidentiary hearings in this matter scheduled for March 11-121 1999 at 

the Commission Courtrooms in los Angeles. 

4. The deSignation of this nlatter should be changed from ratesctting to 

adjudic(ltory. 
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ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. The motion of Rail SaCci}' /Carriers Division (RSCD) filed 

Februar}' 10, 1999, and unopposed by any party, is granted. 

2. The operating authority of EZ Shuttle and Charter Service (PSC/TCP 

7595) (EZ) is suspended untillurthcr order of this Con\mission. EZ shall 

in\mediatd}t cease all transportation of passengers. 

3. At the hearings scheduled for March 11-12" 1999, Isam Alziq, owner of EZ 

and holder of its operating authorities, shall show cause why he should not be 

found in (Ontenlpt of the Comnussion for failure to produce dOCllli\ents as 

required by Public Utilities (Pub. Util.) Code § 582 and for violations of the 

Comrnission's General Order IS8-A, as specified in the Jl\otion. He shall also 

show cause why the operating authority of EZ should not be (evoked. 

4. The order of procedure at the eVidentiary hearings shall first be 01\ the 

Order to Show Cause, next on the issues of forgery and fraudulent practices 

raised h}' Alziq against Abdulghasatn Ahmadpour, and finally on the tr<lnsfer 

application of Ahmadpour. This order may be changed by the Presiding Officer. 

S. TIle Assigned Comn\issioner is authorized by the Conunission to issue an 

order lifting the suspension established by this decision in the event that the 

Assigned Commissioner believes the evidence presented at the hearing 

demonstrates either that the safety violations alleged to exist do not, in fact, exist 

or they hiwe been resolved such that no risk of inUl\inellt hann to the public 

remains. 

6. This matter is categorized as adjudicatory and all ex parte communications 

arc prohibited. 
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7. Because of the allegations of serious safety violations, the effedive date of 

this order is the date hereof. 

Dated l\1arch 4, 1999, at San Francisco, California. 
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RICHARD A. BILAS 
President 

HENRY M. DUQUE 
JOSIAH L. NEEPER 

CommissIoners· 


