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

CRDER NO 12, 155

IN THE MATTER OF: Served Septenber 18, 2009
Petition of METROPCLI TAN WASHI NGTON) Case No. MP-2009-103

Al RPORTS AUTHORI TY for Amendnent of )

Interstate Rates and Charges for )

WASHI NGTON FLYER Taxi cabs )

I nvestigation of MnimumlInterstate) Case No. MP-2009-104

I nsurance Requirenents for )

WASHI NGTON FLYER Taxi cabs )

Case No. MP-2009-103 is before the Conmmi ssion on the petition
of the Metropolitan Washington Airports Authority (Airports Authority)
filed May 29, 2009, requesting that the Conm ssion consider and
approve changes in the interstate rates and charges for Wshington
Flyer taxicabs providing on-demand taxicab service at Washington
Dulles International Airport (Dulles), which is operated by the
Airports Authority.* The Commission initiated Case No. MP-2009-104 to
consider the related matter of mninum insurance requirenments for
interstate trips in Washington Flyer taxicabs.

. SUMVARY OF Al RPORTS AUTHORI TY' S PROPCSAL

The current base rate for interstate trips in Washington Flyer
taxicabs is $2.80 for the first quarter mle and $0.45 for each
additional quarter nile. The Airports Authority proposes that the
Conmmi ssion increase the interstate base rate to $3.25 for the first
quarter mle and $0.50 for each additional quarter mle. The Airports
Authority proposes that the current waiting-tine charge be increased
from $0.45 per 77 seconds ($21.04 per hour) to $0.50 per 80 seconds
($22.50 per hour).

The Conmm ssion also prescribes certain incidental charges for
interstate trips in Wshington Flyer taxicabs, including but not
limted to a $1.50 extra passenger charge (which is subject to an
exenption for children under the age of six), a $0.50 extra baggage
charge, a $2.00 charge for trunks, and a $1.50 personal service
charge. The Airports Authority proposes that the Conmi ssion increase
the extra passenger charge to $2.00, elimnate the extra-passenger
charge exenption for children under the age of six, and elimnate the
i nci dental charges for extra baggage, trunks, and personal service.

! washington Flyer taxicabs are operated by three conpanies under contract
with the Airports Authority: Dulles Taxi Systens, Inc., Dulles Airport Taxi,
Inc., and Checker Airport Taxi, Inc.



1. SUMMARY OF NEW RATES, CHARGES, & M N MUM | NSURANCE

For the reasons expl ai ned bel ow, effective Cctober 1, 2009, the
base rate for interstate trips in Washington Flyer taxicabs shall be
$3.50 for the first quarter mle and $0.50 for each additional quarter
mle.

The charge for waiting time shall be $0.50 per 80 seconds
($22.50 per hour) and shall apply: (1) when the taxicab is traveling
below 10 mp.h.; (2) five mnutes after an appointed pick-up tine; and
(3) during stopovers en route at the direction of a passenger.

The $1.50 charge for each extra passenger and exenption for
chil dren under the age of six shall remain the sane.

The $2.50 snow energency charge shall remain the sane.

The incidental charges for extra baggage, trunks, and personal
service shall be elim nated.

The mninmum i nsurance requirenent for interstate trips shall be
the same as the mninmum insurance coverage required by the Washington
Flyer licensing authority for intrastate trips.

[11. JURI SDI CTI ON

Under the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit Regulation
Conpact ,? (Compact), the Conmission is responsible for prescribing the
rates, charges, regulations, and mninmm insurance requirenents for
interstate taxicab trips in the Washington Metropolitan Area Transit
District,® including interstate trips to and fromDul les.*

The Commission’s interstate taxicab jurisdiction applies when
the taxicab: (a) has a seating capacity of 9 persons or |ess,
including the driver; and (b) provides transportation from one
signatory to another within the Metropolitan District.?>

The Metropolitan District includes: the District of Colunbia;
the cities of Alexandria and Falls Church of the Commonwealth of
Virginia, Arlington County and Fairfax County of the Commonweal th of
Virginia, the political subdivisions located within those counties,
and that portion of Loudoun County, Virginia, occupied by the
Washi ngton Dulles International Airport; Mntgonmery County and Prince
Ceorge’s County of the State of Maryland, and the political
subdi visions |located within those counties; and all other cities now
or hereafter existing in Maryland or Virginia within the geographic

2 pypb. L. No. 101-505, § 1, 104 Stat. 1300 (1990) (codified at D.C. CoE § 9-
1103.01 (2009); M. TransP. OE § 10-203 (2009); & VA CoE §8 56-529, 530
(2009)) .

3 Conpact, tit. Il, art. X, 8§ 1, 18.
4 Conpact, tit. I, art. 1.
5 Conmpact, tit. Il, art. X, 88§ 1(b),2,3(f).
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area bounded by the outer boundaries of the conbined area of those
counties, cities, and airports.?®

For the purpose of prescribing interstate taxicab rates,
char ges, regul ati ons, and m ni mum i nsurance requi renments, t he
Metropolitan District also includes that portion of Anne Arundel
County, Maryland, occupied by the Baltinore-Wshington Internationa
Thurgood Marshall Airport, (BW), except that this expansion of the
Metropolitan District to include BW does not apply to transportation
conducted in a taxicab licensed by the State of Mryland or a
political subdivision of the State of Mryland or operated under a
contract with the State of Maryland.’

I'V. NOTI CE AND OPPORTUNI TY FOR COMVENT
The Commission initiated these proceedings in Order No. 12,090

on July 15, 2009. The order discussed in detail the Airports
Aut hority’s proposed rate changes and the Comm ssion’s proposed
m ni mum i nsurance change. The order also established a thirty-day

conmment peri od.

A copy of Oder No. 12,090 was served the same day on the
Airports Authority and three Washington Flyer taxicab conpanies and
posted on the Conmi ssion’s website. The Commi ssion published notice
of these proceedings, including the comment period, on July 19, 2009,
in the Washi ngton Ti nes.

The Conmi ssion received conments from the Airports Authority
and one of the Wshington Flyer taxicab conpanies, Dulles Taxi
Systens, Inc., (DTS). Their coments are discussed bel ow No ot her
coments were received

V. TAXI CAB RATE POLI CY AND METHODOLOGY

Under the Conpact, the fare or charge for interstate taxicab
transportation may be calculated on a m|eage basis, a zone basis, or
on any other basis approved by the Conmi ssion.?

“It has been the Comm ssion’s practice since 1961 to ‘prescribe
the rates and charges presently in effect in the local jurisdictions
as the interstate rates and charges to the greatest extent possible.’”®
Today, this neans that in the case of a trip in a locally-licensed
taxicab, the interstate rates and charges are the sane as those
prescribed by the jurisdiction in which the taxicab is |icensed. '

6 Conpact, tit. I, art. I.
" Conpact, tit. Il, art. X, § 2.
8 Conpact, tit. Il, art. XI, § 18(b).

® In re Prescription of Dispatch Fee Surcharge for Interstate Taxicab Trips

iginating at Ronald Reagan Washi ngton National Airport, No. MP-09-081, Oder
No. 12,004 (May 20, 2009).

0 d.
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Washi ngton Flyer taxicabs are not I|icensed by any |ocal
jurisdiction. They are licensed by the Conmonwealth of Virginia.
Virginia does not prescribe any intrastate rates and charges for
Washi ngton Flyer taxicabs that the Commi ssion might adopt for use on
interstate trips. The Commission instead sets interstate nmeter rates
for Washington Flyer taxicabs by reference to the prevailing |ocal
meter rates.* The Conmission has found conparability with |ocal rates
to be the “essential elenent” in devising an appropriate interstate
rate structure for Washi ngton Flyer taxicabs.®?

As for incidental charges on interstate trips in Wshington
Fl yer taxicabs, the Commission for many years has primarily adopted
the incidental charges prescribed by the District of Colunbia Taxicab
Commi ssion for District taxicabs® because those charges represent the
“dom nant” charges within the Metropolitan District after factoring in
the nunmber of taxicabs licensed by local jurisdictions in the
Metropolitan District.'® There have been three notable exceptions to
this rule: the additional passenger charge, fuel surcharges, and a
snow emer gency charge.

Until 2006, the Commi ssion prescribed a uniform additional
passenger charge for all interstate taxicab trips in the Metropolitan
District, and uniform rule for exenpting children, wthout regard to
licensing jurisdiction.?® The Conmission termnated the wuniform
addi tional passenger charge in 2006 and began adopting the locally
prescribed charges for locally Ilicensed taxicabs instead - thus

mrroring the Conmission’s adoption of other |ocal incidental charges
for such taxicabs.'® The Conmission adopted the District of Colunbia
addi ti onal passenger charge for Washington Flyer taxicabs at that tine
wi t hout expl anation. '

The Commi ssion has set fuel surcharges for Washington Flyer
t axi cabs using several nethods. In 1990, the Conmi ssion prescribed a
tenmporary uniform per-trip fuel surcharge of $0.75 for all interstate
trips in the Metropolitan District, wthout regard to |icensing
jurisdiction, based on the increnmental increase in the cost of two
gal lons of gasoline that year.!® In 2001, the Commi ssion adopted a
tenporary $1.00 per-trip fuel surcharge for Wshington Flyer taxicabs
that was conmparable to the fuel surcharges adopted by |ocal

1 See In re Interstate Taxicab Rates and Charges, No. MP-05-132, O der
No. 9240 (Jan. 6, 2006) (setting current rates for Washi ngton Flyer taxicabs).

2 1n re Interstate Taxicab Rates and Charges, No. MP-05-132, Order No. 9065
at 3 (Cct. 18, 2005).

¥ Inre Interstate Taxicab Rates, No. MP-01-23, O-der No. 6226 at 3 (May 17,
2001) .
“Inre Interstate Taxicab Rates, Order No. 1295 (Dec. 28, 1973).
15 Order No. 9240 at 7.
% 1d. at 7.
7 1d. at 10 & app. B.

In re Prescription of Fuel Surcharge on Interstate Taxicab Rates, No. M-
90-18, Order No. 3586 (Nov. 14, 1990).



jurisdictions.® In 2005 the Conmission adopted a tenporary $1.00
per-trip fuel surcharge for Wshington Flyer taxicabs that was
conparable to “the nmedian area increase in conpensation for a 25-mle
trip”, including local fuel surcharges, since the 2001 rate base
year.?® Finally, in 2008, the Conmission adopted a tenporary $2.50
per-trip fuel surcharge for Washington Flyer taxicabs based on the
i ncrenental increase in the cost of gasoline for an average length
trip in a Washington Flyer taxicab since the 2006 rate base year.?

Lastly, in 2006, the Conmission prescribed a $2.50 per-trip
snow energency surcharge for Washington Flyer taxicabs based on the
medi an of such charges set by |ocal jurisdictions.?

VI. THE Al RPORTS AUTHORI TY' S PROPOSAL

The current interstate rates and charges for Wshington Flyer
taxi cabs were prescribed by the Commission in January 2006.7% The
Airports Authority proposes that the Conmm ssion change the current
rates and charges as foll ows:

Current Pr oposed
First 1/4 nile: $2. 80 $3. 25
Each additional 1/4 mle: $0. 45 $0. 50
Waiting tinme per hour: $21. 04 $22.50
Each additi onal passenger: $1.50 $2. 00
Hand baggage in excess of one: $0. 50 $0. 00
Trunks: $2. 00 $0. 00
Per sonal Servi ce: $1.50 $0. 00
Snow ener gency: $2. 50 $2. 50
As noted above, the Airports Authority also proposes

elimnating the extra-passenger charge exenption for children under
the age of six.

V1. BASE METER RATES

The minimum interstate trip for Washington Flyer taxicabs is
approximately twenty mles one way. Table 1 in Appendix A to this
order displays the initial charge, mleage rate, and fare at twenty
and thirty mle intervals for local taxicab licensing jurisdictions
requiring the use of a taxineter.? Median values have been conputed

¥ Inre Dulles Taxi Systems, Inc., t/a Washington Flyer, No. MP-01-01, O der
No. 6147 (Mar. 16, 2001).

2 In re Interstate Taxicab Fuel Surcharge, No. MP-05-049, Oder No. 8778
(June 15, 2005).

2l In re Interstate Taxicab Fuel Surcharge, No. MP-08-169, Order No. 11,561
at 2-4 (Sept. 5, 2008).

22 Order No. 9240 at 9.

2 1d.; see also In re Interstate Taxicab Rates and Charges, No. MP-05-132,
Order No. 9265 (Jan. 17, 2006) (naking technical correction).

24 See ALEXANDRIA, VA, CooE § 9-12-132 (2009); ARLINGTON CONTY, VA, CooE
§ 25.1-12 (2009); DSTRICT oF coouMBlA 31 DOVR 8§ 801.3 (as anended in 55 D.C. Reg.
page No. 003836 (Apr. 11, 2008)); FARFAX CONTY, VA, CoE § 84.1-6-3 (2008);

5



and are displayed as well. The corresponding current and proposed
rates for Washington Flyer taxicabs are included for conparison.

As can be seen from Table 1, the initial charge and nileage
rate set by the Commission in 2006 for Washington Flyer taxicabs
yields interstate fares that today are below the nmedian in the region.
The Airports Authority’'s proposed initial charge and mleage rate
woul d produce fares slightly above the nedi an.

DTS offers the following observations in support of the
Airports Authority’s proposed base rate changes:

The Order, [Order No. 12,090], states that
conmparability with local taxicab rates is the “essenti al
element” in devising an appropriate interstate rate
structure for Washington Flyer taxicabs. DTS agrees, not
just for the purpose of wuniformty, but because | ocal
jurisdictions in setting or changing their rates utilize
car ef ul processes i ncl udi ng anal ysi s of i ndustry
conditions, public hearings and consideration by elected
officials, so that the rates, and any changes, have a
sound basis. A reasonable degree of wuniformty between
Il ocal rates and those prescribed by the Comm ssion also
i mproves consuner confidence in those nenbers of the
public who may use taxicabs licensed in nore than one
jurisdiction.

DTS believes that the proposed initial charge,
nmleage rate and waiting tine/traffic delay charges as
proposed by the Airports Authority are fair, reasonable,
and consi st ent with t he Conmi ssion’ s traditional
met hodol ogy. To the extent that the initial and m | eage
rates may exceed the nedian of regional taxicab rates, it
is to a mniscule degree, and even there they are in line
with the jurisdictions t hat , Iike Dul | es, have
geographically larger service areas wth |onger dwell
tines and deadheads, e.g. Fairfax County, VA and
Mont gonery County, MD.

Consi stent with Conmi ssion precedent® and the coments filed in
this proceeding, the Comrission finds that the proposed increase in
the Washington Flyer interstate base rate from $2.80 to $3.25 for the
first quarter mle, and from $0.45 to $0.50 for each additional
gquarter mnile, is reasonable and warranted by the evidence in the
record.

VI, VWAITING TI ME CHARGE

MONTGOVERY CounTy, Mb., COMOOR § 53.17.01.01 (2009); PRNCE GEORGE's County, Mb., Coe
§ 20-160 (2009).

25 See Order No. 8778 at 3 (discussing policy of setting Washington Flyer
rates at or above nedi an).



The Airports Authority proposes that the waiting-tine charge be
i ncreased from $0.45 per 77 seconds ($21.04 per hour) to $0.50 per 80
seconds ($22.50 per hour).

Table 2 in Appendix A depicts the waiting tinme charges in
effect in six local jurisdictions requiring the use of a taxineter.?®
For ease of conparison, these charges have been converted into an
hourly equival ent. Informati on on when waiting time charges accrue
upon responding to a passenger pick-up and in slowed or stopped
traffic is also displayed. Medi an val ues have been conmputed and are
di spl ayed as well. The correspondi ng current and proposed rates for
Washi ngton Fl yer taxicabs are included for conparison.

As can be seen from Table 2, the waiting tinme charge set by the
Commission in 2006 is below the nmedian rate in the region. The
Airports Authority’s proposed waiting tinme charge would be slightly
above the nedian waiting time charge.

The Airports Authority’s proposal does not specify when waiting
time charges should apply. Order No. 12,090 proposed that waiting
time shall apply when Washington Flyer taxicabs are traveling below 10
mp.h. or 5 mnutes after an appointed pick-up time and that waiting
time shall apply during stopovers en route at the direction of a
passenger. DTS supports the Airports Authority’'s waiting tine
proposal, and the Airports Authority supports the Comrission' s
proposal of when waiting tinme charges should apply.

Consi stent with Conmission precedent? and the comments filed in
this proceeding, the Comrission finds that the proposed increase in
the Washington Flyer interstate waiting-time charge from $0.45 per 77
seconds ($21.04 per hour) to $0.50 per 80 seconds ($22.50 per hour) is
reasonabl e and warranted by the evidence in the record; provided, that
the waiting-time charge shall only apply: (1) when the taxicab is
traveling below 10 mp.h.; (2) five mnutes after an appoi nted pick-up
time; and (3) during stopovers en route at the direction of a
passenger .

I X. 1 NCI DENTAL CHARGES

The Conmission has been prescribing incidental charges for
interstate trips in Washington Flyer taxicabs for many years. The
practice of allowing incidental charges is quite comon anong
licensing jurisdictions in the Metropolitan District.?®

2% See ALEXANDRIA, VA., CoE § 9-12-132(4) (2009); ARLINGTON CONTY, VA, CooE §
25.1-12(c) (2009); DISTRCT OF coLuvBlA, 31 DOMR 8§ 801.4 (as anended in 55 D.C. Reg.
page No. 003836-37 (Apr. 11, 2008)); FARFAX Canry, VA, CooE § 84.1-6-3 (2008);
MONTGOMVERY COUNTY, Mb., COMCOR 8 53.17.01.01 (2009); PRNCE GEORGE'S County, M., CooE §
20-160(4) (2009).

21 Cf., Oder No. 8778 at 3 (discussing policy of setting Washington Flyer
base rates at or above nedi an).

28 See http://wmtc. gov/ Taxi cabs. htni . (displaying rates and charges
aut hori zed by each | ocal taxicab licensing jurisdiction).
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The Airports Authority proposes that the Conmi ssion elimnate
certain incidental charges currently authorized for interstate trips
i n Washington Flyer taxicabs, including the charge for hand baggage in
excess of one per passenger, the charge for trunks and simlar |arge
articles, and the <charge for personal service requested by a
passenger. The Airports Authority asserts that “sinplifying” these
charges “would be perceived positively by Dulles Airport custoners”
DTS supports this conclusion by noting that “the nmajority of
conpl aints now received about Dulles taxicab fares, while not large in
nunber, seem to involve questionable luggage and service charges”.
Because elimnating these charges would presunably reduce driver
revenue and net profit, the Airports Authority proposes that the
Conmi ssion increase the extra passenger charge from $1.50 to $2.00 and
elimnate the extra passenger exenption for children under the age of
six “to maintain the average revenue for Washington Flyer Taxi
operators”.

The Comm ssion has nmade an effort over the years “to neither
unduly restrain nor enhance the rate scheme which the | ocal

jurisdiction has determined to be appropriate”, provided that the
proposed rate schenme not be “unduly preferential or undul y
discrimnatory . . . between riders”.? The Airports Authority’s

proposal would place the burden of conpensating Wshington Flyer
drivers for lost incidental charge revenue on the shoulders of extra
passengers al one. It appears the Airports Authority regards the
nunmber of extra passengers as a “surrogate” for the nunmber of |uggage
i tens® handl ed by Washington Flyer drivers, as DTS suggests. Survey
data collected by the Airports Authority on two days in July 2009 in
support of its proposal, however, do not support the inplied premnise
that extra passengers are the predonm nant source of |uggage itens and
consequent |y conpl ai nts about ni sapplied charges.

The Airports Authority surveyed 2,245 taxicab trips originating
at Dulles on July 29 and 31, 2009. The survey collected data on extra
passengers and extra baggage. A mgjority of extra passenger trips
i nvol ved extra baggage (372 out of 654, or 56.88%, as did a majority
of single passenger trips (805 out of 1,591, or 50.60%. The nunber
of extra bags on single passenger trips totaled 1,025. The nunber of
extra bags on extra passenger trips totaled 719. The data thus show
that over forty percent of extra passenger trips involve no extra
baggage, and Washington Flyer drivers handle nore extra baggage
overall on single passenger trips than they do on extra passenger
trips. On this evidence, we cannot say that the nunber of extra
passengers is an apt surrogate for the number of |uggage itens handl ed
by Washi ngton Flyer drivers.

2% Oder No. 6226 at 2. The Airports Authority is considered a political
subdivision. D.C. CoE § 9-1006(b)(2)(2009).

3 The term “luggage items” as used here enconpasses baggage, trunks, and
associ at ed personal service requests.



Li kewise, there is nothing in the data and nothing in the
Airports Authority’'s coments suggesting that the extra passenger
charge exemption for <children has been a significant cause of
driver/passenger disputes. According to DTS the nmajority of customner
conpl aints have not been about extra passenger charges. It appears
that the only reason for abolishing the exenption is that the Airports
Authority believes it to be a necessary part of the effort at
nmai nt ai ni ng average driver revenue.

W thus find that the Airports Authority has made a case for
elimnating incidental charges for extra baggage, trunks, and persona
service but not for conpensating drivers for the resulting |ost
revenue by increasing an extra passenger charge that already is the
highest in the region and wthdrawing an extra passenger charge
exenption for children that does not appear to be a significant source
of disputes. An alternative neans of conpensating drivers is
supported by the survey data, however

As noted above, the Airports Authority surveyed 2,245 trips

The nunber of extra passengers in the survey totaled 1,044, for an
average of 0.47 extra passengers per trip. Increasing the base rate
by $0.25 per trip for all trips should produce approxi nately the sane
revenue effect as increasing the extra passenger charge by $0.50,
while distributing the burden nobre evenly anpbng all passengers.
I ndeed, the revenue inpact should be sonmewhat greater and hel p of fset
the lack of future revenue from trunks and personal service, which
wer e excluded fromthe survey. 3

W therefore find that the conbination of replacing the
i ncidental charges for extra baggage, trunks, and personal service
with a universal per-trip charge of $0.25 and retaining unchanged the

current extra passenger charge and exenption for children will help
mnimze the problem of m sapplied incidental charges while
mai ntai ning conparability of Wshington Flyer rates and charges wth
those set by local licensing jurisdictions in a nmanner that avoids

pl aci ng the burden of maintaining conparability on a segnent of riders
that it would appear account for fewer than half of the |uggage itens
handl ed by Washi ngton Fl yer drivers.

Sinmply adopting the District of Colunbia s incidental charges,
whi ch has been the Commission’s practice in the past, would result in
pairing what has beconme the region’s highest extra passenger
charge, ($1.50), highest personal service charge, (%$2.00), and second
hi ghest baggage charge, (one free, $0.50 each thereafter), with a base
rate that yields base fares above the regional nedian at relevant
di st ances. W do not believe that such a rate structure would be
“conmparab[le] with prevailing |local rates”.3

31 Absolute revenue neutrality is not imperative inasmuch as the extra
passenger rate that we are leaving intact is already the highest in the region.

32 Order No. 9065 at 3.



X. | NSURANCE

As noted above, the Conmission is responsible for prescribing
m ni mum insurance requirenents for interstate taxicab trips in the
Metropolitan District, including interstate trips to and from Dulles
Airport. From 1961 to 2008 the Conmm ssion’s insurance regulations
stipulated that: “Taxicab operators engaged in interstate operations
over which the Comm ssion has jurisdiction shall neet the mninum
requirenents of the respective states and political subdivisions
thereof having jurisdiction over the intrastate operations of such
t axi cabs.” 3

In 2008, the Comm ssion anended its insurance regulations to
provide in pertinent part that: “A taxicab operator shall naintain the
m nimum insurance coverage required by the operator’s licensing
authority when engaged in interstate operations subject to this
Commi ssion’ s jurisdiction.”3

Contrary to these regulations, the Conmi ssion issued nunerous
taxicab ratemaking orders over the years that expressly set the
mni mum insurance requirenent for interstate trips in taxicabs not

licensed by any local jurisdiction — including taxicabs |icensed by
the Conmonwealth of Virginia and operating out of Wshington Dulles
I nt ernati onal Ai r port — equival ent to the mninum insurance

requi rement for District of Col unbia taxicabs.?®

The Conm ssion proposed in Order No. 12,090 that for purposes
of clarification, and inasnuch as Wshington Flyer taxicabs operate
under authority issued by the Commonwealth of Virginia, the Comm ssion
woul d expressly set the mninmum insurance requirenent for interstate
taxicab trips in Washington Flyer taxicabs equivalent to the mninmm
i nsurance requirenent set by the Commonwealth of Virginia for taxicabs
licensed to operate by the State.

3 Inre Rules of Prac. & Proc. & Regs., No. MP-91-05, Oder No. 3600, app.
Reg. No. 58-03(a) (Jan 17, 1991); In re Conmmission Rules & Regs., Gen. Oder
No. 22, app. Reg. No. 62-03(b) (June 16, 1987); In re Revision of Rules &
Regs., Gen. Oder No. 17, app. Reg. No. 62-03(b) (Sept. 30, 1966); In re
Organi zation & Rules & Regs., CGen. Order No. 2, app. Reg. No. 65-03(b) (Mar 22,
1961).

3 Reg. No. 58-02(a).

35 See e.g., In re Interstate Taxicab Rates, No. M-01-23, Order No. 6226
(May 17, 2001) (prescribing DC mininum insurance coverage for Dulles taxicabs,
among others); In re Interstate Taxicab Rates, No. MP-92-07, Oder No. 3938
(May 13, 1992) (sane); In re Interstate Taxicab Rates, No. MP-85-07, Order No.
2719 (June 17, 1985) (sane); In re Interstate Taxicab Rates, No. MP-79-20,
Order No. 1984 (Apr. 19, 1979) (prescribing DC mnimum i nsurance coverage for
taxi cabs not locally licensed); In re Interstate Taxicab Rates, No. 301, Order
No. 1502 (Feb. 13, 1976) (sane); In re Interstate Taxicab Rates, Order No. 1295
(Dec. 28, 1973) (sanme). But see In re Washington-Dulles Transp., Ltd., No. AP-
90-09, Oder No. 3470 (Mar. 14, 1990) (prescribing Virginia mninmm insurance
coverage for Dulles taxicabs).
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DTS did not comment on this proposal. The Airports Authority
of fered the foll owing corment.

The Airports Authority requires Washington Flyer

taxicabs to carry liability insurance with a mninmm
coverage of $350,000 conbined single limt. This limt
is considerably higher than the Ilimt set by the
Cormmonwealth of Virginia of $125, 000. Provi ded the

Conmmi ssi on does not consider a mininum greater than the
one already established by the Airports Authority, the
Airports Authority has no comment on this issue.

We are unable to discern any reason for continuing to set the
mnimum insurance requirenent for interstate taxicab trips in
Washi ngton Flyer taxicabs equivalent to the ninimum insurance
requirenment for District of Colunmbia taxicabs in contravention of
Regul ati on  No. 58-02(a). Hencefort h, the mnimum insurance
requirenment for interstate trips in Washington Flyer taxicabs shall be
the same as the nmininuminsurance coverage required by the WAshington
Flyer licensing authority for intrastate trips, as stipulated by
Regul ati on No. 58-02(a). All Conmi ssion orders to the contrary are
her eby overrul ed.

The Airports Authority is free to require a higher mninmm and
also is free to petition the Conmission for relief in the event the
Washi ngton Flyer licensing authority prescribes a mninumin excess of
the mininumrequired by the Airports Authority.3®

THEREFORE, I T | S ORDERED:

1. That effective, Cctober 3, 2009, the base rate and
i ncidental charges for an interstate trip between points in the
Metropolitan District in a Washington Flyer taxicab shall be the base
rate and incidental charges specified in Appendix B to this order.

2. That effective, Cctober 3, 2009, the mninmm insurance
requirenent for interstate trips in Washington Flyer taxicabs shall be
the same as the mninmum insurance coverage required by the Washington
Flyer licensing authority for intrastate trips, as stipulated by
Regul ati on No. 58-02(a). Al'l Conmission orders to the contrary are
her eby overrul ed.

3. That effective, COctober 3, 2009, the interstate rates and
charges specified in Appendix B to this order shall be displayed in
the right rear wi ndow of each Washi ngton Fl yer taxicab.

3¢ Although the Airports Authority is considered a political subdivision,
supra, n.29, it appears that only “counties, cities and towns” may |icense and
regul ate taxicabs at the local level within the Comonwealth of Virginia. VA
CooE 8§ 46.2-2067 (2009). And although the Dulles International Airport
passenger terminal is located in Loudoun County, Virginia, Loudoun does not
license and regul ate taxicabs at this tine.
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BY DI RECTI ON O THE COW SSI ON; COW SSI ONERS CHRI STI E AND BRENNER:

Wlliams$S. Mrrow, Jr.
Executive Director
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Appendi x A to Order No. 12,155
Page 1 of 1
Table 1 - LOCAL METER RATES
Jurisdiction Initial M | eage Rate Twenty | Thirty M1l es
Fare Mles
Al exandri a $2.75| 0.34 per 1/6 mle| $43.21 $63. 61
Arlington 2.75] 0.40 per 1/5 mle 42. 35 62. 35
Di st. of Col unmbi a 3.00| 0.25 per 1/6 mle 32.75 47.75
Fai r f ax 3.25| 0.40 per 1/5 mle 42.85 62. 85
Mont gomer y 4.00| 0.50 per 1/4 mle 43. 50 63. 50
Prince George’'s 3.00| 0.25 per 1/7 mle 37.75 55. 25
Medi an 3.00 2.00 per nmle 42. 60 62. 60
Current Wash. Flyer 2.80| 0.45 per 1/4 mle 38. 35 56. 35
Proposed Wash. Flyer 3.25| 0.50 per 1/4 nmle 42. 75 62. 75
Table 2 - WAITING Tl ME CHARGES
Jurisdiction Waiting Tine Begi ns Appl i es when cab
(per hour) | minutes after is below mp.h.
pi ck-up tinme
Al exandri a $22. 67 3 mn 7
Arlington 22.50 5 nmn 10
Di st. of Colunbia 15. 00 5 mn 10
Fai r f ax 21.00 5 mn 10
Mont gomer y 28. 00 5mn 13
Prince George’s 15. 00 unspecified 12
Medi an 21.75 5 mn 10
Current Wash. Flyer 21.04 unspeci fied unspeci fi ed
Proposed Wash. Flyer 22.50 5 mn. 10
Table 3 - ADDI TI ONAL PASSENGER CHARGES

Jurisdiction Extra Passenger Charge No charge if add’|
passenger is bel ow age

Al exandri a $1. 25 5
Arlington 1.00 6
Di st. of Colunbia 1.50 6
Fai r f ax 1.00 12
Mont gonery 1.00 5
Prince George’s 1.00 6
Medi an 1.00 6
Current Wash. Flyer 1.50 6
Proposed Wash. Flyer 2.00 N A




Appendi x B to Order No. 12,155
Page 1 of 1

| NTERSTATE TAXI CAB RATES AND CHARGES
FOR WASHI NGTON FLYER TAXI CAB SERVI CE W THI N THE
WASHI NGTON METROPOLI TAN AREA TRANSI T DI STRI CT

$3.50 First 1/4 nmile or fraction
.50 Each additional 1/4 mle or fraction
.50 Each 80 seconds of waiting tinme ($22.50/ hour)
1.50 Each additional passenger in a pre-formed party

There shall be a surcharge of $2.50 per trip during periods of snow
energency declared by the District of Col unbia.

Waiting tine shall include:

1) time consuned while a taxicab is waiting for passengers begi nning
5 mnutes after the time of arrival at a pick-up location. No
time shall be charged for premature pick-up;

2) time consuned while a taxicab is stopped or slowed to a speed of
Il ess than 10 mp.h.; and

3) time consunmed for stopovers en route at the direction of the
passenger .



