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

ORDER NO. 13, 227

IN THE MATTER OF: Served April 10, 2012
Petitions to Waive Regul ation ) Case No. MP-2012-028
No. 67-03, Filed by: )

FOUR SEASONS TOUR AND M NI BUS )

SERVI CE, I NC., WWVATC No. 244 )

HAZEM EL SAVAHY, T/ A ROYAL USA )

TOURS AND TRANSPORTATI ON, WWVATC )

No. 743 )

TILLY' S LI MOUSI NE & SEDAN SERVI CES, )
INC., WWATC No. 1170 )

Conmmi ssion Regulation No. 60-01 provides that each carrier
holding a certificate of authority on the first day of the cal endar
year shall file an annual report on or before January 31 of that year.
Regul ati on No. 67-02 provides that each carrier holding a certificate
of authority on the first day of the cal endar year shall pay an annual
fee of $150 on or before January 31 of that year.

Each of the above-captioned carriers held a certificate of
authority on January 1, 2012. Each failed to conply with Regul ation
No. 60-01 and/or Regulation No. 67-02 on or before January 31. As a
result, each carrier was automatically assessed $150 for failing to
pay the fee on tine and/or $150 for failing to file the report on
tinme.

Each carrier has filed a petition to waive the late fee(s).
Under Rule No. 20-02, the Commission nmay consolidate two or nore
proceedi ngs involving a common question of law or fact. Here, the
common question is whether the Commission should waive Regulation
No. 67-03.

Conmmi ssion Rule No. 29 provides that the Commission nmay waive
its rules “upon the filing of a notion showi ng good cause.” Hence,
the question is whether any of these petitions shows good cause for
waiving said |late fees.?

Y'In re Wnter Gowth, Inc., No. MP-08-084, Oder No. 11,303 (Apr. 24,
2008) .



After careful consideration of the grounds offered by each
petition for waiving Regulation No. 67-03, we conclude that none
constitutes good cause for granting the relief requested for the
foll owi ng reasons:

Carrier No. 244, Four Seasons

Petitioner did not tender its 2012 annual fee and report unti
February 10, 2012. Petitioner acknow edges receiving notice dated
Decenber 23, 2011, that the annual fee and report were due January 31,
2012, and that petitioner had the option to tender the report and fee

el ectronically through the Comm ssion’s website. Petitioner expl ains
that it decided to wait for the hard copy invoice and prepopul ated
formin the mail - the Conmi ssion provides these as a convenience to

the carrier and the Conm ssion - but they never arrived.

VWhile petitioner may have preferred not to tender the report
and fee electronically, petitioner does not suggest it was unable to
do so. In addition, petitioner could have tendered paynent by check
wi thout the invoice, and petitioner could have downl oaded a bl ank
annual report form from the Comrission's website or requested one by
calling the Conmission. The petition therefore is denied.

Carrier No. 743, Royal USA Tours

Petitioner did not pay the 2012 annual fee until February 14,
2012, which petitioner acconplished by accessing an el ectronic paynent
link on the Comm ssion’s website. Petitioner has yet to file a 2012

annual report. Petitioner blames this nonconpliance on an accident
i nvolving “one of [petitioner’s] vans,” which according to petitioner
was “total ed”. The accident report acconpanying the petition states

that the accident occurred Decenber 15, 2011, and that petitioner was
operating the vehicle at the tine. The report, however, characterizes
the danage to petitioner’s van as “cosnetic”, and the report states
that neither driver was injured.

W find that petitioner’s evidence does not support the claim
that petitioner was personally wunable to access the Conmmission’s
website to pay the 2012 annual fee and file the 2012 annual report on
or before January 31, 2012. W further find that petitioner has
failed to explain how he was able to conpose and nmail the instant
request in February but is still unable to conplete and file an annua
report today. The petition therefore is denied.

Carrier No. 1170, Tilly's Linousine

Petitioner did not tender its 2012 annual fee and report unti
February 8, 2012. Petitioner clains it was not sure when they were
due. Petitioner also clainms financial hardship.

Petitioner has held Certificate No. 1170 since 2006 and may not
claim ignorance at this late date. Furthernore, the petition is not
supported by evidence of petitioner’s financial condition. The
petition therefore is denied.



THEREFORE, | T IS ORDERED:

1. That the above-captioned petitions are hereby consolidated
for decision pursuant to Conmm ssion Rule No. 20-02.

2. That all petitions are deni ed.

BY DI RECTI ON OF THE COW SSI O\, COMM SSI ONERS BRENNER AND HOLCOVB:

WlliamsS. Mrrow, Jr.
Executi ve D rector



