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

ORDER NO. 15, 267

IN THE MATTER CF: Served Decenber 30, 2014
DANI EL M MANNA, Trading as DANIEL ) Case No. MP-2014-027
MANNA LI MO SERVI CE, Suspension and )
I nvestigation of Revocation of )
Certificate No. 2158 )

This matter is before the Commi ssion on respondent’s response
to Order No. 14,946, served July 25, 2014.

| . BACKGROUND

Certificate No. 2158 was automatically suspended on February
18, 2014, pursuant to Regulation No. 58-12, when the $1.5 mllion
primary WWATC | nsurance Endorsenment on file for respondent term nated
wi t hout repl acenent. Order No. 14,571, served February 18, 2014,
noted the automatic suspension of Certificate No. 2158, directed
respondent to cease transporting passengers for hire under Certificate
No. 2158, and gave respondent 30 days to replace the terninated
endorsenent and pay the $100 late fee due wunder Regulation
No. 67-03(c) or face revocation of Certificate No. 2158.

Respondent paid the $100 |ate fee on February 21, 2014, but did
not tinely submit a replacenent W/ATC Endorsenent, and Certificate
No. 2158 was revoked on June 5, 2014, in Oder No. 14, 814. Respondent
subsequently filed an acceptable $1.5 nmillion primry WHATC
Endorsenment and tinely filed an application for reconsideration of the
revocation of Certificate No. 2158.

The effective date of the replacenment endorsenment is June 9,
2014, instead of February 18, 2014. Under Regul ation No. 58-14:

If a carrier’s operating authority is suspended
under Regul ation No. 58-12 and the effective date of a
|ater-filed replacenment Endorsenent falls after the
automati c suspension date, the carrier nust verify
timely cessation of operations in accordance wth
Conmi ssion Rule No. 28 and corroborate the verification
with client statenents and/or copies of pertinent
busi ness records, as directed by Comr ssion order.

In Oder No. 14,946, served July 25, 2014, we denied
respondent’s request for reconsideration, but consistent with WHATC
precedent, we reopened the proceeding under Rule No. 26-04, and
reinstated Certificate No. 2158. In accordance with Regulation
No. 58-14, Oder No. 14,946 also directed respondent to verify
cessation of operations as of February 18, 2014, and required



respondent to corroborate its verification statement with copies of
pertinent business records from Decenber 1, 2013, to July 25, 2014.

I'l. RESPONSE TO ORDER NO. 14, 946
On Septenber 5, 2014, respondent submitted the follow ng
st at ement :

| Daniel Mnna (Daniel Mnna Lino Service) #2158 is

witing this letter to let you know that, during
February 18, 2014 to February 21, 2014 which | did not
have insurance coverage, | did not work during those

dates. Thank you

Respondent’ s document production consists of five e-nmils sent
to respondent by Uber Technol ogi es, Inc., which according to
Commi ssion records is a dispatched car service operating in the
Washington Metropolitan Area.' The five emmils advise respondent of
the date that funds will be deposited into respondent’s bank account
in paynent of invoices presented to Uber for services rendered by
respondent in the “DC’ area, apparently from February 17, 2014,
t hrough June 22, 2014, as foll ows:

I nvoi ce Date Paynment Amount
2/17-2/ 23, 2014 $939. 20
3/17-3/23, 2014 $935. 20
4/ 21-4/ 27, 2014 $860. 80
5/ 19-5/ 25, 2014 $260. 80
6/ 16-6/ 22, 2014 $560. 00

[11. DI SCUSSI ON

W find that respondent’s statenment is deficient. Al t hough
respondent acknow edges not having any insurance from February 18,
2014, to February 21, 2014, the lapse in WVWATC I nsurance Endorsenent
coverage extends beyond February 21, 2014, to June 9, 2014, as noted
above. Respondent’s statenent does not take this into account. And
respondent’s statement does not take into account that WATC
Certificate No. 2158 was not reinstated until July 25, 2014.

We further find that respondent’s docunment production is
deficient. Order No. 14,946 specifically directed respondent to
produce custoner contracts, customer invoices, and bank statenents.
Respondent has not produced any such records and has failed to explain
why such docunents were not produced.

In any event, the few records that respondent has produced
appear to show a pattern of paynments for passenger transportation
services rendered by respondent from nid-February 2014 to late June
2014 wunder the auspices of Uber while Certificate No. 2158 was

Y'In re Four Points Transp. & Moving Inc., No. AP-12-111, Order No. 13,695
(Jan. 23, 2013).



suspended/ revoked and while said services were for the nost part not
covered by any WMATC | nsurance Endorsenent.

V. ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

Consi dering that respondent has apparently failed to produce
all pertinent business records and has not denied transporting
passengers for hire from February 22, 2014 to July 25, 2014, and
because the docunents respondent has produced indicate that respondent
transported passengers for hire in the Washington Mtropolitan Area
while Certificate No. 2158 was suspended/revoked and respondent’s
apparent operations were for the nost part not covered by any WATC
I nsurance Endorsenent, respondent shall have 30 days to show cause why

the Conmission should not assess a civil forfeiture against
respondent, and/or suspend or revoke Certificate No. 2158, for
know ngly and willfully conduct i ng oper ati ons under an

i nval i d/ suspended certificate of authority and failing to produce
docunents as directed.?

THEREFORE, | T | S ORDERED:

1. That respondent shall have 30 days to show cause why the
Conmi ssion should not assess a civil forfeiture against respondent,
and/ or suspend or revoke Certificate No. 2158, for knowi ngly and
willfully wviolating Article X, Section 6(a), of the Conpact,
Regul ati on No. 58, and the orders issued in this proceeding.

2. That respondent may submt within 15 days from the date of
this order a witten request for oral hearing, specifying the grounds
for the request, describing the evidence to be adduced and expl ai ni ng
why such evi dence cannot be adduced without an oral hearing.

BY DIRECTION OF THE COWM SSIQON, COW SSI ONERS BRENNER, HOLCOMB, AND
BROMN:

WlliamS. Mrrow, Jr.
Executi ve Director

2 See In re Oalekan Salam, t/a Startime Ventures, No. MP-08-147, Order
No. 11,690 (Nov. 19, 2008) (sane).



