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BEFORE THE WASHI NGTON UTI LI TI ES AND
TRANSPORTATI ON COVM SSI ON

In re Application No. D-079145 )Docket No. TC-030489
of ) Vol une |

) Pages 1-28
SEATAC SHUTTLE, LLC, D/B/ A
SEATAC SHUTTLE, for a
Certificate of Public
Conveni ence and Necessity to
Operate Mdtor Vehicles in
Fur ni shi ng Passenger and
Express Service as an Auto
Transportati on Conpany.

— N e N N N N N N

A prehearing conference in the
above matter was held on June 12, 2003, at 9:32 a.m,
at 1300 Evergreen Park Drive Southwest, O ynpia,
Washi ngton, before Adm nistrative Law Judge KAREN

CAl LLE

The parties were present as
fol |l ows:

SEATAC SHUTTLE, LLC, by John J.
Solin, President, and M chael Lauver, Genera
Manager, 1150 S.E. Dock Street, #201, Gak Harbor
WAashi ngt on 98277.

SHUTTLE EXPRESS and W CKI SER
| NTERNATI ONAL COMPANI ES, by David Rice, Attorney at
Law, M|l er Nash, LLP, 4400 Two Uni on Square, 601
Uni on Street, Seattle, Washington 98101 (Appearing
via tel econference bridge.)

THE COW SSI ON, by Robert
Cedar baum (for Mary M Tennyson), Assistant Attorney
Ceneral, 1400 Evergreen Park Drive, S.W, P.O Box
40128, A ynpia, Washington 98504-0128.

Barbara L. Nel son, CCR
Court Reporter
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JUDGE CAILLE: Let's do go on the record.
We are here today for a prehearing conference in
Docket Nunber TC-030489, and this is an application
by SeaTac Shuttle, L.L.C., doing business as SeaTac
Shuttle, for a certificate of public convenience and
necessity to operate notor vehicles in furnishing
passenger and express service as an auto
transportati on conpany.

My nanme is Karen Caille, and I amthe
Adm nistrative Law Judge assigned to this proceeding.
Today is June 12th, 2003, and we are convened in the
hearing room at the Commi ssion's offices in O ynpia,
Washi ngt on.

Just to give you an idea of what our agenda
is for today, | will first ask the parties to enter
t heir appearances, and then we'll discuss any need
for discovery or protective order or -- and nost of
our scheduling has al ready been compl eted, so we
m ght di scuss any issues and the prospect of any
settl enent or agreenent, and that is it, unless
sonmeone has, you know, sonme substantive notion or
di spositive notion to raise

So let's begin with taking the appearances
fromthe parties. Let's begin with the Applicant.

If you'll state your nane, who you represent, your
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1 street address, your mailing address, telephone

2 nunber, fax nunber, and e-mail, if you have one.

3 MR, SOLIN. My nane is John Solin,

4 representing SeaTac Shuttle, L.L.C. Business address

5 is 1150 S.E. Dock Street, Nunber 201, in Oak Harbor

6 Washi ngton. M -- do you want hone address?

7 JUDGE CAILLE: No, that's fine.

8 MR. SOLIN: That's business. Tel ephone
9 nunber is 360-202-4007. | use a conputer fax,

10 708-575-2979. And ny e-nmil is
11 j ohn@eat acshuttle.com SeaTac Shuttle all one word.

12 And we provided --

13 JUDGE CAILLE: John was J-o0-h-n?

14 MR, SOLIN.  J-o0-h-n.

15 JUDGE CAILLE: Al right.

16 MR. LAUVER: M chael Lauver, also with

17 SeaTac Shuttle.
18 JUDGE CAI LLE: Excuse ne, M. Lauver. WII

19 you pl ease spell your |last nane for us?

20 MR. LAUVER: L-a-u-v-e-r
21 JUDGE CAI LLE: Lauver, okay.
22 MR, LAUVER: Also with SeaTac Shuttle at

23 the sane address, 1150 Dock Street, QOak Harbor
24 Washi ngton. Phone is 360-20 -- oh, no, 360-320-2445.

25 Fax is 360-678-4126. E-mail is
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m ke@eat acshuttl e. com

JUDGE CAILLE: Al right. And M. Rice.

MR. RICE: Yes, this is David Rice. 1'm
appearing on behal f of --

JUDGE CAILLE: Excuse me, M. Rice. If you
can speak just a little bit naybe closer to the phone
or just raise --

MR RICE: Sure.

JUDCGE CAILLE: There, that's good.

MR, RICE: GCkay. This is David Rice,
appearing on behalf of Shuttle Express and W cki ser
I nternational Conmpanies. M address is with Mller
Nash, L.L.P., 4400 Two Uni on Square, 601 Union
Street, Seattle, Washington, 98101-2352. M phone
nunmber is 206-777-7424. Fax nunmber is 206-622-7485.
My e-mail is david.rice@rillernash.com Wuld you
like me to provide the addresses for the two
Prot estant s?

JUDGE CAILLE: No, we have those. Thank
you. I'msorry, M. Rice, would you repeat your
phone nunber ?

MR RICE: 206-777-7424.

JUDGE CAILLE: Thank you.

MR. RICE: You' re wel cone.

JUDGE CAILLE: Al right. And Conmi ssion
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Staff.

MR, CEDARBAUM  Thank you, Your Honor. My
nanme i s Robert Cedarbaum |'m an Assistant Attorney
General , appearing on behalf of Comm ssion Staff only
today. But for the remai nder of this case, Mary
Tennyson, Senior Assistant Attorney CGeneral, will be
representing Staff for the remai nder of the
proceedings, so | will give her tel ephone nunber and
other vital statistics. Her address is the Heritage
Pl aza Bui |l di ng, 1400 South Evergreen Park Drive,
S.W, Jdynpia, Washington, 98504. Her tel ephone
nunmber is 360-664-1220. Her e-nmil address, |
believe, is mennyso@wtc.wa.gov. |f that e-mail
were to kick back to you, | think if you added an N
to the end of that to conplete her full nane, it
woul d probably work.

JUDGE CAILLE: | think it is without the N
fromm nmenory. And do you have a fax?

MR. CEDARBAUM  Fax nunber is 360-586-5522.

JUDGE CAILLE: Thank you. Al right.
Counsel -- well, actually, the Applicant -- when we
sent out our notice of the prehearing conference and
noti ce of hearing, attached to the back of that is
Appendi x A, and that pretty nmuch sets forth what the

Applicant nust show that it has satisfied in order
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for the Commission to grant a certificate. So ny
understanding is that you will have -- at |ast count,
was it 12 witnesses testifying?

MR. LAUVER: Qur prospective witness |ist
is up to 15 right now, but what we're finding is a
nunber of folks are willing to testify on our behalf,
but being in business, they have travel schedul es
that come up at the last ninute. So we're presum ng
of the 15 proposed, we'll probably have between 10
and 12 that will actually be available at that tine.

JUDGE CAILLE: Okay. So you are aware that
you have to establish that there is a public need for
service and, by doing that, you do that through the
testinony of live witnesses. And you are also
required to show that you are fit, willing, and able
to provide the service. So since you are proceeding
pro se, you just need to be aware of what is
required. And I"'mnot sure if Staff has talked to
you about what m ght be -- what you need to furnish
in order to --

MR, LAUVER: Qur witnesses will testify to
the first, and John and | will primarily testify to
t he second.

JUDGE CAILLE: Great, okay. | do have a

copy of a letter that nentioned sonething about
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possible -- oh, I know. | have a question about --
M. Rice?

MR, RICE: Yes.

JUDGE CAILLE: On your protest of this
application, I was wondering, is there really -- is
there really an overlap here? I|I'mlooking at -- |'m
| ooking at their description of the service that
they're going to provide and the area. And in the
protest for Shuttle Express, the door-to-door service
is Mikilteo to Sea-Tac. Well, so | guess that is an
overlap of that one.

MR. RICE: Your Honor, there's -- in the
attachment to our protest and the certificate, on
page two, there is a -- there's a reference to the
fact that Shuttle Express can provide service between
SeaTac, Boeing Field, Renton Airport, Paine Field,
and points within a 25-nile radius of these airports.

JUDGE CAILLE: | see

MR, RICE: So that would enconpass Wi dbey.

JUDGE CAILLE: Right.

MR. RICE: There nay al so be anot her piece
in here that --

JUDGE CAILLE: [I'msorry, | couldn't hear
t hat .

MR, RICE: There nay al so be another part
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1 of their authority that covers Wi dbey Island, as
2 well, but that's the one that | was |ooking at to

3 file this protest.

4 JUDGE CAILLE: And is that true of the
5 ot her protest, as well, for Wckiser?
6 MR, RICE: Wckiser has authority to serve

7 Cak Har bor.

8 JUDGE CAI LLE: Ckay.

9 MR. RICE: An airporter between Oak Harbor
10 and SeaTac, and that's why there's an overlap as to
11 their authority.

12 JUDGE CAILLE: Al right. | received a
13 letter distributed to our -- | think it was -- that
14 there are sone negotiations going on between the
15 Applicant and the Protestant, Shuttle Express; is
16 that true?

17 MR. LAUVER Yes, we've been in contact
18 with M. John Rowl ey of Shuttle Express, and had
19 verbally come to an agreenent in principal, and we
20 had reduced that to witing and submtted it to M.
21 Rowl ey sone weeks ago in an attenpt to get this issue
22 resolved prior to this conference this norning.

23 M. Rice supplied us, | believe it was
24 yesterday, with a slightly anmended version of that,

25 and that's what we had hoped to get back to himthis
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nmorning. So it is our hope that we can resolve the
Shuttl e Express protest prior to the hearing.

JUDGE CAILLE: All right.

MR. RICE: Your Honor, may | ask the
Appl i cant, have you al so received sonething -- a
proposed settlenment from W cki ser?

MR. SOLIN: No, we have not received
anything in witing fromWckiser. | did speak
verbally with Larry Wckiser about, | believe, three
or four, five days ago, but we received nothing in
writing. We did receive your PDF yesterday regarding

Shuttl e Express's proposal, settlenent.

MR, RICE: | believe you may have in your
e-mai|l something from Wckiser, as well, now.
MR, SOLIN. Okay. | did not check this

nor ni ng, but | checked | ast night.

MR. LAUVER: The same situation with the
W cki ser Conpanies. Wth the discussions we've had,
we are sonmewhat optimistic that we can resolve their
protest prior to hearing.

JUDGE CAILLE: Al right. |If there is no
protest, do we still -- I"'mstill new at this, at al
the procedure in these cases. |If there is no protest
or if the protests are wi thdrawn, does that nmean we

woul d not have an evidentiary hearing?
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MR. CEDARBAUM Well, the statute, which is
RCW 80. 168. 040, states that if an applicant requests
to provide service in a territory already served, the
Commi ssion may, after hearing, grant that certificate
if existing service is unsatisfactory.

So even if the protests were resolved, the
Commi ssion would still have to hold a hearing. And
the question is what do you have to do during that
hearing. |If all the parties are anenable, the
protests are withdrawn and the applicants are
amenable, | think the Comm ssion has allowed the
public need testinobny to conme in by affidavit, and
then the Applicants could just show up and present
testinony on the fitness issues, and since the
protests have been withdrawn, they really waived the
i ssue about satisfactory service. So that, | think,
has been done and, in nmy view, would be allowable.

You could do nore than that. You could
actually go up to Oak Harbor or wherever the
hearing's schedul ed and have the w tnesses cone in
and testify live. There wouldn't be nuch
cross-exam nation of them

JUDGE CAILLE: That's right.

MR, CEDARBAUM  But you could do that. But

there has to be sone kind of hearing, and whether the
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evidence fromthe public is through witten
statements or live testinony | think would be within
t he Conmi ssion's discretion.

MR. LAUVER: If, in fact, the protests were
wi t hdrawn, we woul d request that we be able to
provide testinobny in witten form

JUDGE CAILLE: Okay. If you folks will

pl ease keep nme informed as to any last-mnute --

actually, | need about 72 hours in order to cancel ny
reservation. So if -- and you know, |'mjust not
quite sure whether the Conmission will want to go

ahead and spend the resources to send nme up there if
we can do this over the phone. So that's sonething
I'"mgoing to have to check. W' re on a very tight

budget these days.

So if you will please -- if you can resolve
your differences, I commend you. And M. Rice, your
clients, I comend your clients, as well, as far as

trying to work this out. That's the way the
Conmmi ssi on prefers people to work out their
di sagreenents. So just keep nme informed. That's al
| ask.

| guess, M. Rice, can | hear fromyou
about how many wi tnesses, should this go to hearing,

how many wi tnesses you'll have?
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MR RICE: Yes. Wckiser will present two
Wi t nesses, and we anticipate that the direct exam of
those witnesses will take 30 minutes for each

Shuttl e Express will present three
wi tnesses. One of those witnesses fromthe conpany
will take 30 minutes for direct, and there may be two
additional witnesses fromthe public.

JUDGE CAILLE: Al right.

MR. RICE: Each of the public w tnesses
woul d be 15 minutes.

JUDGE CAILLE: Okay. And Conmm ssion Staff
does not present any w tnesses, or is that --

MR. CEDARBAUM  Staff is not anticipating
at this time putting on a witness, and it would be
unlikely that that would change, but we would reserve
the opportunity if it comes up, if the need cones up

JUDGE CAILLE: Al right, okay. So we've

taken care of witnesses. How about exhibits? Are

you going to be providing -- are the parties going to
be providing nunerous exhibits or -- the way |'ve
done -- just to let you know, the way |'ve done these

in the past is I've just taken the exhibits in the
nmorning or actually as the testinony -- or as the
witness is on the stand. So as long as it isn't

vol unes, and | assune it wouldn't be. Can you tel
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1 me approxi mately how many exhibits you' Il be bringing
2 if you --

3 MR. LAUVER Well, it's alittle difficult,
4 because we have not resolved the protest. [If we

5 resolve the protest, I would i magi ne that we would

6 have three or less exhibits, just trying to put a

7 nunmber to it. If, in fact, we don't resolve the

8 protest, then | presune that that nunber will go up
9 perhaps to a half a dozen or so. | don't see any
10 extensi ve anount of exhibits from our side.

11 JUDGE CAILLE: Okay.

12 MR, SOLIN. Excuse ne. Essentially our
13 exhibits would just be to support the application, to
14 show everything we've al ready exhibited as the

15 application and nore detail of what's necessary to
16 show to the state that if there were no objection
17 that it would be an application approval with no

18 protest.

19 JUDGE CAILLE: Al right. And if there is
20 no protest, then you'll have affidavits --

21 MR. LAUVER  That's correct.

22 JUDGE CAILLE: -- fromthe witnesses?

23 MR, LAUVER: A question regarding

24 affidavits. In a previous application, where

25 testimony was taken by affidavit, Staff requested
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that each affidavit be notarized, and in fact, M.
Rice and M. Harlow were involved in that particul ar
i nstance, and they submitted them wi thout notarized
-- notarized -- without a notary's signature on them
and it was determ ned that was, in fact, an
accept abl e net hod.

So ny question here is are you going to be
asking for notarized affidavits or is sinply a
signature going to be acceptable? And that was the

application of Wckiser.

MR. CEDARBAUM | have to admit |'m not
sure what the practice has been. |It's been a while
since I've been in one of these cases. | guess what

I"d like to do is just work off the record with the
Applicants if that were to cone up, and we can figure
out what the best alternative is that would be the

| east hassle.

JUDGE CAILLE: Al right.

MR, LAUVER: That's my concern. Obviously,
it's easier if we don't have to parade 15 people
before notaries to do this, so --

MR. CEDARBAUM On the other hand, it is
being taken in place of live sworn testinony, so
there has to be some officialness to it.

MR, LAUVER: If you'll reference Wckiser's
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application for Central Washington Airporter this
year, | think you'll see how it was handl ed
previ ously.

MR. CEDARBAUM  Again, | just don't want to
nm sspeak and | ead you astray or nmake a nistake on
Staff's behalf. | would rather just have that --
work off record with you and --

MR. LAUVER: That's fine

MR. CEDARBAUM -- we'll get to an
agreeabl e sol ution.

MR, RICE: In the case that you're talking
about, the affidavits -- they were actually
decl arations. And you can pull a copy of what we
filed and that would give you an idea as to the
appropriate | anguage for sonething like that. You do
make a -- it is sworn testinony, but there's certain
| anguage that the statute requires.

JUDGE CAILLE: Is that you, M. Harl ow?

MR. RICE: This is David Rice.

JUDGE CAILLE: ©Oh, you're starting to sound
alike to ne.

MR, RICE: Oh, we are? That's funny.
Brooks is actually not on this call, so --

JUDGE CAI LLE: Okay, okay. You fol ks have

been worki ng together too long, | think.
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MR. RICE: Sounds like it.

JUDGE CAILLE: Okay. So | think that it
sounds |ike the declaration would solve the problem
and if you have those documents fromthe W ckiser --
do you have a copy of sonmething |ike that that you
can --

MR. LAUVER: Yes, we do.

JUDGE CAILLE: Okay. Al right. | assune
that there's no need for discovery in this, invoking
the discovery rule; am| correct about that? You
don't need docunents from --

MR, LAUVER: Well, I'msort of hesitating,
waiting to see what M. Rice's response is.

JUDGE CAILLE: Ckay.

MR. LAUVER: W have no need for them at
this point. |If we are unable to resolve this and M.
Rice wants to get into a discovery situation, then we
may need to reeval uate our position, but as it stands
now, no, we have no need for discovery.

JUDGE CAILLE: Okay. And you understand
what di scovery is?

MR, LAUVER: Yes.

JUDGE CAILLE: Okay. Perhaps, in the event
that you do need to engage in discovery, we should

i nvoke the discovery rule, just so it's invoked and
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1 -- the problemis the hearing is coming up really

2 qui ckly, so --

3 MR. LAUVER: Right. | wonder, though, if
4 perhaps M. Rice would respond to your query first,
5 and perhaps we don't need to deal with the di scovery
6 rul e.

7 JUDGE CAILLE: M. Rice, do you think

8 you're going to need any discovery, any need for the
9 di scovery rul e?

10 MR RICE: Well, | don't believe so. And
11 guess it sounds like the Applicant m ght, at sone

12 poi nt, want to conduct discovery. Naturally, we

13 woul d want to, as well, if they were going to do so.

14 So I"mkind of reluctant to say that we're not

15 interested in conducting any discovery at all, as

16 Il ong as the Applicant |eaves the door open for it.
17 MR. LAUVER: | believe we've got a chicken
18 and egg situation here. W're willing to say we

19 don't need discovery if M. Rice doesn't, and that

20 will put it to bed.

21 MR, RICE: GCkay. That's acceptable to ne.
22 JUDGE CAILLE: Al right. Then we won't be
23 i nvoki ng the discovery rule. And because of that, |

24 assune we're not going to need a protective order

25 either. And do you understand what a protective
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order is?

MR, LAUVER: Yes, | do. And as you just
stated, unless we have discovery, | don't see that as
an issue.

JUDGE CAILLE: All right. Are there any
unusual issues in this proceeding that | should be
awar e of ?

MR. SOLIN: | don't think there's anything
unusual . | think that the key thing to show at some
point is to have an understandi ng of the geography of
the situation we're dealing with. | think it would
be hel pful just if everybody is aware of |ocations
that we're specifically tal king about on Wi dbey
I sl and, where they are, and the way that the route
structure, the road structure and ferry structure
i mpact what we're asking for. That's the key to the
application as to why there is a protest in the first
pl ace by both parties.

JUDGE CAILLE: Well, I'Il have firsthand
know edge of that, since I'll be driving up there.
Anything fromyou, M. Rice, on the subject of
i ssues?

MR RICE: No.

JUDGE CAILLE: Okay. W have the hearing

schedul ed for June 24th, beginning at 10:00 a.m, and
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it will be at Worksource Wi dbey, which is right on
Route 20 in Oak Harbor. They've told us that parking

is avail abl e next door at the school district parking

lot. So we have that, | believe, till 5:00, so ny
hope is that we'll be able to acconplish everything
in that anpount of tinme, and | suppose we'll know

better that norning, but, you know, we m ght have to
take a shortened lunch or shortened breaks if it

| ooks like we're on a tight tinme schedule, because
bel i eve Worksource Wi dbey did not have any tinme --
any room avail able the next day. So should this run
over -- well, we just won't let it run over. We'|
just get it done.

Cenerally, in a case like this, | would --
if this goes forward to hearing, | would be entering
an initial order, which is witten by nme, and then
the parties are able to file responses to that. Do
we call them exceptions here?

MR, CEDARBAUM | think they're petitions
for adm nistrative review

JUDGE CAILLE: Okay, thank you. Petitions
for adm nistrative review. Thank you. And that is
-- that would be pointing out why the order is wong.
And then the Commi ssion would take up those petitions

and i ssue an order fromthem fromthe Conm ssion
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So there is a way to get a quicker resolution, and
that is to waive the initial order and just go right
to the Conmi ssion and the Commi ssion wites the
order. That shortens things up significantly, I
think like three weeks to a nonth, even, naybe.

So you don't have to decide today, but if
you want to decide today, | can put that in the
record. And it has to be agreeabl e anong everyone.

MR. LAUVER: That's sonething that we've
been considering and I'ma little reluctant to ask
for today, until we've had an opportunity to speak
with M. Rice about the two Protestants.

JUDGE CAI LLE: Okay. Well, I'Il put it on
t he agenda for the hearing on the 24th.

MR. LAUVER: | believe that if we're able
to successfully resolve both protests prior to
hearing, that yes, we would request to go that path,
and shoul d we be successful in our negotiations,
we'll certainly notice the Conm ssion.

JUDGE CAILLE: Al right. Anything from
you, M. Rice?

MR. RICE: That approach is acceptable to
me. |If we're successful in resolving the protests,
then it doesn't matter to us whether an initial order

is waived, but if we cannot resolve our protests,
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then we would like to see an initial order. So we
still have sone things that are up in the air and we
can't really make a decision at this tine.

JUDGE CAILLE: Al right. Does the

Appl i cant have any questions regardi ng the process or

the hearing that you'd like to ask? | can only
answer questions about process, so -- well, | can
answer -- | don't know anything else right now at

this point about the case, other than what you've
filed. So are there any concerns you have about the
hearing or --

MR. SOLIN: | don't believe so. W've
revi ewed several cases, including the npst recent
ones, and we're pretty confortable with the process.

MR LAUVER: Yes.

JUDGE CAILLE: It's pretty informal. Al
right. Well, if there's nothing further --

MR. LAUVER: Actually, we have a coupl e of
housekeepi ng i ssues regarding the application

JUDGE CAILLE: Al right.

MR. LAUVER: Which | guess this would be a
procedural question, then, actually.

JUDGE CAI LLE: Okay.

MR. LAUVER: \Whether or not they're

appropriate in this forum |'mnot quite sure, but
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revi sions and updates to our application as
submitted. We have been in contact with M. M chae
Civitelli, of the SeaTac Airport Authority on the

| and si de, and he had sonme concerns regardi ng our

d/ b/ a, SeaTac Shuttle, and that it m ght cause
confusion for airport staff in directing potentia
passengers and just providing information in general
and he suggested that we include sonme geographica
reference in our name, and we agree with that.

And we would like to change our d/b/a only,
not the conpany nanme, from SeaTac Shuttle to
Wi dbey- SeaTac Shuttle. And that's itens -- item
nunber two on our application

JUDGE CAILLE: Wbuld you pl ease repeat the
new d/ b/ a?

MR, LAUVER: Wi dbey- SeaTac Shuttle. That
will more clearly identify what we're -- services
we're providing to the public.

JUDGE CAILLE: | don't know the process for
changi ng your d/b/a. Does that have to be done with
t he Departnent of Licensing or --

MR. LAUVER  Yes, we'll take care of that
end of it with Department of Licensing and such. Qur
question sinply is the nethodol ogy for notifying the

Commi ssi on and anmendnent to the application.
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1 JUDGE CAI LLE: Okay.

2 MR, CEDARBAUM | think at this point, Your
3 Honor, the question is does this affect the

4 application at all and the procedure, and since it

5 doesn't affect the scope of authority that's being

6 sought, the ownership of the conpany, the corporate
7 structure of the conpany; just the d/b/a, it doesn't
8 appear to nme that it really inpacts the application
9 how it's processed. How a d/b/a is changed, fromthe
10 Conmi ssion's perspective or other agency's

11 perspective, is sonething that can just go ahead and
12 happen the way it woul d happen wi thout affecting

13 noti ce of application in this proceeding.

14 JUDGE CAILLE: Right. [I'm sonewhat

15 hesitant to nake an amendnment to -- or to amend the
16 application when you don't have a d/b/a yet. And

17 since, as M. Cedarbaumsaid, it really doesn't

18 i npact the application, I'd just as soon go forward
19 wi th what we have right now.

20 MR, LAUVER: | guess what I'll do is -- we
21 do have our UBI nunber, which is another little

22 housekeeping issue. We'IlIl sinmply fax a copy of the
23 new d/ b/a, along with the UBI nunber, to Staff, with
24 a cover letter requesting that this be put on the

25 application.
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1 JUDGE CAILLE: That woul d be great.

2 MR. RICE: This is Dave Rice. | would

3 appreciate it if you could forward ne a copy of any
4 anendnents you make to your application. 1Is that

5 accept abl e?

6 MR. LAUVER: Certainly.

7 MR, SOLIN. No problem

8 MR. RICE: Thank you.

9 MR. SOLIN: We'll nmake the admi nistrative
10 change with the Departnent of Licensing. | believe
11 it's only an adm nistrative change, just notifying.
12 MR. LAUVER: In our negotiation with both

13 Protestants, the negotiations involve changes to the
14 wor di ng on our proposed route. And should

15 negoti ati ons not be fruitful, Staff has infornmed us
16 here that there has been a question regarding the

17 | anguage of our route that could be construed to be a

18 one-way route on an airporter

19 JUDGE CAILLE: On.

20 MR, LAUVER: And sinply because of

21 prepositions and adverbs, really, | think the way

22 it's worded, and we would like to sinply clarify the
23 fact that it is, in fact, a round trip. It's

24 bi -directional, that we followed the format for

25 filing the application provided by the exanples that
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come from WJTC, and that both in our rate schedule
and our passenger rules, we refer to a round trip

Al so, our route is prefaced with the word "between,"
which would inply round trip, as it does in virtually
every other route structure -- permtted route
structure that we revi ewed.

We have devel oped sonme | anguage just to
clean it up and clarify it a little bit. It does not
change our route structure at all. And ny question
isis this the proper place to submt that or is that
like the other issues, just sonething we give to
Staff?

MR. CEDARBAUM | would think it would be
best that, when you have your hearing, whether it's
going to be a condensed hearing or not, that at the
time you present the exact |anguage that you want
your certificate to read, if it were to be granted
so that the record is clear, | think the question
here is is that an expansion of the authority that
you were asking for, so that this has to be
redocketed and all that kind of thing. It seenms to
me |ike your application -- well, certainly the
Protestants are here, and | think they understood
this was to be round trip. | don't know if there are

ot her conpani es out there who could have filed
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protests but did not. But it doesn't seemto ne that
that's a broadening of authority you're asking.

MR, LAUVER: We're sinply changi ng words

like "to" to "via," so that the "to" could
potentially inply a direction, whereas "via" is
nondi rectional, things |ike that.

MR, CEDARBAUM And | guess all |I'm saying

is the issue is does that clarification broaden the
application that you were requesting, so that the
worl d, when it was noticed out to them wasn't aware
of the full scope of authority you were seeking. It
doesn't appear to ne like we're in that kind of
situation, so | don't think that clarification
affects how this case goes forward. | just think you
need to put on the record clearly at the next hearing
exactly what the | anguage is that you want.

MR. LAUVER: Thank you.

JUDGE CAILLE: M. Rice, did you want to be
heard on that subject at all?

MR, RICE: | don't have anything. | have
no conmments on that.

JUDGE CAILLE: Al right. Does that take
care of the housekeepi ng?

MR. LAUVER: That's it for us.

JUDGE CAILLE: Al right. WwWell, if there's
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not hing further, | thank you very nuch for com ng
down here, and | hope that your negotiations are
fruitful. Since we're conpleting early, | don't know
if you would Iike to talk to M. Rice. | wll be
| eaving the room W can |eave the bridge line up
and you can speak to M. Rice, you know, if you need
to.

MR. LAUWER |If he's available, we'd
appreci ate that.

MR. RICE: Ws that John?

MR. SOLIN: That was M ke, but this is
John, yes.

MR, RICE: Ckay. |If you'd like, if you
have a cell phone on you, we could talk that way.

MR, SOLIN. That's fine. W'IIl just goto
the car and get one.

MR RICE: I'll make sure that |I'mat ny
desk for the next 15 mi nutes.

MR, SOLIN. And you want us to call that
nunber -- again, please?

MR. RICE: 206-777-7424.

MR. SOLIN: Al right. W'Il call you in
about five, ten mnutes.

MR, RICE: Ckay.

JUDGE CAI LLE: Thank you, everyone, for
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1 comng, and |I'lIl be seeing you on Wi dbey Island, if
2 | see you.

3 MR. RICE: Thank you, Your Honor.

4 JUDGE CAI LLE: Yes?

5 MR RICE: OCh, | just said thank you, Your
6 Honor .

7 JUDGE CAI LLE: Thank you.

8 (Proceedi ngs adjourned at 10:12 a.m)
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