Seatac Shuttle, LLC
PO Box 2895

Oak Harbor, WA  98277
March 19, 2012
Re: Withdrawal of rate filing Under Docket TC-120276
Mr. Eckhardt:
Thank you for your response of March 16, 2012 regarding our request for a “less than 3% “rate increase under WAC 480-30-421.  We must take umbrage with your statements and in this case your lack of statements.  In your email of March 8, 2012 you stated “The company has the burden to demonstrate that the proposed rates will be fair, just, reasonable and sufficient. “  The additional documentation required by you did not speak to any of those issues. We provided you with that proof in response to your statement on March 11, 2012.  You make no reference to our providing that proof, either accepting it or refuting it.  It is our position that the burden has been met.

Further your claim of the written position of the agency with regard to the need, applicability and continuance of the current arbitrary regulatory methodology was “discussion “ and required legislation to be considered by staff is patently false as we pointed out.  You have still not acknowledged that, but cling to, for whatever departmental, internal or personal reasons, to those policies clearly refuted by the commission.  There can be no equivocation here; there are only two possible interpretations; ONE, the commission lied on the required paperwork to initiate a request for agency legislation or; TWO, you continue to blatantly disregard the will of the commission.  Either case is totally unacceptable to us as the regulated and to the public which you are charged to serve.
In addition to the above you also stated in you communication of March 16, 2012 that” Staff’s analysis and recommendations are consistent with current statutes and rules, and, in my opinion, reflect the commissioners’ viewpoint regarding current regulation of auto transportation companies.”  We disagree in the strongest possible terms.  You have never made an interpretation consistent with WAC 480-30-421 and you have consistently ignored RCW 81.04.250.  You selectively use the statutes to enforce the most restrictive regulatory policy possible to the exclusion of the intent of the statutes and the legislature.  You do not have any rule or statute that defines the regulatory methodology that you impose.  It is a concoction of the staff without the input from the regulated, the public or the expressed intent of the legislature.  Please do not insult us further by making such statements.  They are analogous to your statement to the commission that “fuel prices are stable and expected to remain stable for the future” one week before the sharpest and highest rise in fuel prices in this country’s history.  That statement was also unsupportable and without supporting data or merit and your statements regarding statues, rules and interpretation relating to any rate increase are of a similar nature.
Therefore in light of your inflexibility on this issue we are left with no other option than to withdraw our filing, DOCKET # TC-120276, a request for a less than a 3% rate increase under WAC 480-30-421.  We have never been witness to a situation where the commission has over ruled a staff recommendation regarding auto transportation rates regardless of the testimony or circumstances.  As stated previously, we have neither the time, money nor the inclination to participate in a hearing for such a minimal potential increase or with what we perceive to be a foregone conclusion.  During the past seven years while our company has had no rate increase at all the cost of transportation index increased 29.1% and our gasoline costs increased 86.7% while the overall cost of living increased 18.7%.  During that same time period you and your staff enjoyed an increase of 14.3% in your salaries without any review by the taxpayers or companies you regulate.   Please put that into the context of FAIR, JUST, REASONABLE AND SUFFICIENT.  What if your salary was rolled back to its 2005 level and any increase requests had to be submitted to the taxpayers and the regulated?  We would be happy to review them with regard to need and reasonableness taking into account your risk factors and the state of the economy. 
With disappointment,

Michael Lauver

John Solin

