WASHI NGTON METROPCLI TAN AREA TRANSI T COWM SSI ON
SI LVER SPRI NG MARYLAND

ORDER NO. 12, 894

IN THE MATTER CF: Served June 29, 2011
Application of APPLE TRANS I NC. for ) Case No. AP-2011-070
a Certificate of Authority -- )
Irregul ar Route Qperations )

Applicant seeks a certificate of authority to transport
passengers in irregular route operations between points in the
Metropolitan District, restricted to transportation in vehicles with a
seating capacity of less than 16 persons only, including the driver.
The application is unopposed.

Applicant was granted operating authority last year, but the
i ssuance of a certificate of authority was expressly nmade contingent
on applicant filing additional docunments and passing a vehicle
i nspection conducted by Conmission staff.' Applicant failed to satisfy
the conditions for issuance of operating authority within the tine
allotted, thereby voiding the Conmi ssion s approval.?

The Conpact, Title Il, Article XI, Section 7(a), authorizes the
Commi ssion to issue a certificate of authority if it finds that the
proposed transportation is consistent with the public interest and
that the applicant is fit, willing, and able to perform the proposed
transportation properly, conformto the provisions of the Conpact, and
conformto the rules, regulations, and requirenents of the Conm ssion.

Appl i cant proposes commencing operations wth 38 vans.
Applicant proposes operating under a tariff <containing rates for
transportati on under contracts with private entities.

Applicant verifies that: (1) applicant owns or |eases, or has
the means to acquire through ownership or |ease, one or nore notor
vehi cl es neeting the Conmmi ssion’s safety requirenents and suitable for
the transportation proposed in this application; (2) applicant owns,
or has the neans to acquire, a notor vehicle liability insurance
policy that provides the mnimm anount of coverage required by
Conmi ssion regulations; and (3) applicant has access to, is famliar

! See In re Apple Trans Inc., No. AP-10-040, Oder No. 12,400 (May 12,
2010) (conditionally granting Certificate No. 1692).

2 See id. (grant of authority void upon applicant’s failure to timely
satisfy conditions of issuance); Conmm ssion Regulation No. 66 (failure to
conply with conditions of grant within 180 days voi ds approval).



with and wll conmply wth the Conpact, the Conmmssion's rules,
regul ations and orders, and Federal Mtor Carrier Safety Regulations
as they pertain to transportation of passengers for hire.

Based on the evidence in this record, the Conm ssion finds that
the proposed transportation is consistent with the public interest and
that applicant is fit, wlling, and able to perform the proposed
transportation properly, conformto the provisions of the Conpact, and
conformto the rules, regulations, and requirenents of the Conm ssion.

Applicant’s sole owner, M. WMatthew Mhebbi, is also the sole
owner of Challenger Transportation, Inc., WWATC Carrier No. 568,
(Chal | enger). Applicant’s president, M. David Mhebbi, and vice-

president, M. Mchael Healy, also serve in those respective positions
at Challenger.® Applicant is adnonished to keep its assets, books,
finances and operations conpletely separate from those of Challenger
and conpletely separate from those of Regency Cab, Inc., another
affiliate of applicant. Sharing of office space will be allowed, but
this should not be construed as permission to share revenue vehicles
or operating authority.?*

THEREFORE, | T | S ORDERED:

1. That upon applicant’s tinmely compliance with t he
requirements of this order, Certificate of Authority No. 1692 shall be
issued to Apple Trans Inc., 8210 Beechcraft Avenue, Gaithersburg, MD
20879- 1587.

2. That applicant may not transport passengers for hire
between points in the Metropolitan District pursuant to this order
unless and wuntil a certificate of authority has been issued in
accordance with the precedi ng paragraph.

3. That applicant is hereby directed to present its revenue
vehi cl e(s) for inspection and file the followi ng docunents within the
180-day maxinmum permitted in Commission Regulation No. 66: (a)
evi dence of insurance pursuant to Comm ssion Regul ation No. 58; (b) an
original and four copies of a tariff or tariffs in accordance wth
Comm ssion Regulation No. 55; (c¢) a vehicle list stating the year,
make, nodel, serial nunber, fleet nunber, license plate nunber (wth
jurisdiction) and seating capacity of each vehicle to be used in
revenue operations; (d) a copy of the for-hire vehicle registration
card, and a lease as required by Conmission Regulation No. 62 if
applicant is not the registered owner, for each vehicle to be used in
revenue operations; and (e) proof of current safety inspection of said

3 In the absence of any evidence indicating applicant was operating in the
Metropolitan District as of the date this application was filed, this
application is not subject to comopn control analysis under Article X1,
Section 3, of the Conpact. In re Mtroride LLC, No. AP-09-099, Oder
No. 12,230 (Nov. 18, 2009).

4 Order No. 12, 230.



vehicle(s) by or on behalf of the United States Departnent of
Transportation, the State of Maryland, the District of Colunbia, or
t he Commonweal th of Virginia.

4. That the grant of authority herein shall be void and the
application shall stand denied upon applicant’s failure to tinely
satisfy the conditions of issuance prescribed herein.

FOR THE COW SSI ON

WlliamsS. Mrrow, Jr.
Executi ve Director



