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

ORDER NO. 13, 876

IN THE MATTER OF: Served April 19, 2013
Petitions to Waive Regul ation ) Case No. MP-2013-052
No. 67-03, Filed by: )

ELI TE LI MO SERVI CE LLC, WWATC )

No. 1734 )

EASTON COACH COWPANY, WWVATC )

No. 1946 )

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, 2013. 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 Commi ssion nay consolidate two or nore
proceedi ngs involving a conmon question of law or fact. Here, the
common question is whether the Commission should waive Regulation
No. 67-03.

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

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:

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



Carrier No. 1734, Elite Linp Service LLC

Petitioner paid its 2013 annual fee on tine but did not tender
its 2013 annual report until February 6, 2013, and thus owes a $150
|ate fee pursuant to Regulation No. 67-03(a). Petitioner notes that
it filed an updated vehicle list on January 30, 2013, but that is not
the same as filing an annual report, which also requires confirmation
of current contact information, other <carrier authority, and any
changes in ownership or control. The petition therefore is denied.

Carrier No. 1946, Easton Coach Conpany

Petitioner did not tender its 2013 annual fee and report until
February 27, 2013, and thus owes $300 in late fees pursuant to
Regul ati on No. 67-03(a), (b). Petitioner clains that the person to
whom the Comm ssion mailed a February 1, 2013, renminder letter had
been on maternity |eave “since January.” First, the requirenment to
file an annual report and pay an annual fee is in the Conmi ssion’s
regulations, which are available on the internet. Second, the
Commi ssion nmiled invoices and prepopulated annual reports to all
carriers in early January 2013. Thus, “since January” is sonewhat
anbi guous as to whether this person had received the report form and
i nvoi ce before departing on |eave. Third, petitioner clearly should
have had sonmeone reviewing mail addressed to this person so that
matters requiring inmediate attention would not be ignored. 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 DRECTION OF THE COW SSIQON, COW SSI ONERS BRENNER, HOLCOMVB,
BELLAMY:

WlliamS. Mrrow, Jr.
Executi ve Director



