


STATEMENT OF FACTS 

The above violations are documented in the attached Investigation Report, which consists of the 
carrier’s records and substantiating documents obtained from other sources.  

RESPONSE 

TEB used the Penalty Assessment Methodology adopted in Resolution M-4846 and considered 
mitigating and exacerbating factors in setting the fine. 

You are hereby called upon to answer this citation on or before June 12, 2024.  By way of such 
answer, you may either: 

(1) Pay a fine of $20,000 pursuant to P.U. Code Section 5378.  (Submit your check or money order
payable to California Public Utilities Commission using the attached Citation Agreement.
Upon payment, the fine will be deposited in the State Treasury to the credit of the General
Fund and the Commission staff will deem the matter closed, or

(2) Contact the Supervisor below to make payment arrangements, or

(3) Contest this Citation by filing an Appeal.  See attached document “How to File an Appeal
and Instructions for Filing a Notice of Appeal and Certificate of Service for a Citation
Appeal.”

If you fail to respond by June 12, 2024, you will be in default and will have forfeited your right 
to appeal the Citation.  In addition, your operating authority will be immediately suspended and 
may be subsequently revoked pursuant to Resolution ALJ-187.  The Commission may also act 
through a civil or criminal proceeding to recover any unpaid fine and ensure compliance with 
applicable statutes and Commission orders. 

     Rahmon Momoh 
    Consumer Protection and Enforcement Division 
    Transportation Enforcement Branch
    Telephone number: (415) 703-1725 

E-mail address Rahmon.Momoh@cpuc.ca.gov



File No.: TCP- 36804 (Active) 
Citation #:  T.24-05-007 

Date: May 23, 2024 
Case #: PSG-5956 

CITATION COMPLIANCE AGREEMENT 

I (we) hereby agree to comply with this citation dated June 12, 2024, and herewith pay the fine 
of $20,000. 

Mexicoach Inc. 
Brian Hunt 

______________________________________ 
       (Signature)  (Title)  

______________________________________ 
   (Date) 

Payment (cashier check or money order) should be made payable to California Public Utilities 
Commission and sent to: 

California Public Utilities Commission 
Attn: Fiscal Office 
505 Van Ness Avenue 
San Francisco, CA 94102-3298 

Automatic credit and debit card payments are also available.  To arrange for auto-pay, fill out the 
attached CREDIT OR DEBIT CARD AUTHORIZATION form and email to our Fiscal Office at 
FiscalOffice-.TECitations@cpuc.ca.gov. 



TEB Enforcement Analyst: Mingfeng Li      Case:  PSG-5956 
 

 
 

INVESTIGATION REPORT  
 

CARRIER:   Mexiocach, Inc.  
 
OFFICERS:   , Owner 
    , Owner 
    , Owner 
 
AUTHORITY:   TCP- 36804 Active 
 
PHYSICAL ADDRESS:   
      
 
MAILING ADDRESS:    
     
 
PHONE/EMAIL:   
 
VEHICLES:    9 Buses, 4 Vans 
 
EMPLOYEE-DRIVERS:   Attached, Employee-Driver list. 
 
PL&PD     Insurance Company 
INSURANCE:   Policy Number:       
    Effective Date:    
 
WORKERS’     
COMPENSATION   Policy Number:   
INSURANCE:   Canceled Date:   
 
DRUG     , Inc. 
CONSORTIUM:  
 
REVENUE:   Year  Revenue 
    2021   
    2022     
    2023     
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INTRODUCTION 
 

On September 6, 2023, I was assigned to investigate Mexicoach, Inc. (hereinafter 

referred to as Mexicoach) following a complaint from Associate General Counsel  

of the San Diego County Regional Airport Authority. The complaint alleged that 

Mexicoach was operating outside the scope of its authority [Attachment 1]. Specifically, 

Mexicoach is operating as a Passenger Stage Corporation (PSC) while only holding a Charter-

Party Carrier (TCP) - A certificate. 

 

VIOLATIONS 

 

During my investigation, from September 6, 2023, to May 7, 2024, I found alleged 

violations of the following provisions of the Public Utilities (Pub. Util.) Code and Commission 

General Orders (G.O.): 

 

• Mexicoach operated as a Passenger Stage Corporations (PSC) carrier with a Charter-

Party Carrier (TCP) A Certificate in violation of Pub. Util. Code section 5383. [1 count] 

The primary distinction between PSC and TCP lies in their operational scope and service 

offerings within the transportation industry. PSCs specialize in providing transportation services 

to the public, operating fixed routes or scheduled services such as airport shuttles, and charging 

fares on a per-passenger basis. In contrast, TCPs offer charter services tailored to the specific 

needs of individuals or groups, such as round-trip sightseeing or transportation for events like 

weddings, charging fees based on mileage, time of use, or agreed-upon terms. A TCP offers the 

entire vehicle to transport one person or a group of people, while a PSC is open to the public. 

Additionally, PSC fares must be approved by the Commission and subject to formal tariff filings. 

However, TCP charges are not regulated by the Commission. Additionally, PSCs require formal 

procedures to obtain Commission approval, while TCPs do not.  

Furthermore, it has been discovered that Mexicoach previously initiated the PSC 

application process but voluntarily withdrew from it on November 14, 2022 [Attachment 2]. 
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This indicates that Mexicoach is aware of the requirement for a PSC license but chose not to 

pursue it. 

Currently, Mexicoach possesses a TCP-A certificate, permitting Mexicoach to conduct 

charter-party services within California. However, Mexicoach’s business practices have far 

exceeded the TCP certificate’s limitations because the company has also operated within the 

defining characteristics of a PSC carrier in Public Utility Code section 1035.  

On December 8, 2023, TEB received a letter from Mexicoach’s legal counsel, which 

included a traffic study and a route map. The information showed that Mexicoach is currently 

operating fixed schedules and routes with designated pick-up and drop-off points within 

California's borders and charges fares individually [Attachment 3]. Currently, passengers can 

purchase tickets through the CBX website for travel to and from the CBX terminal from various 

stopping points within California [Attachment 4].  Additionally, Mexicoach has provided 

individual ticket sales data for the period October 1, 2023, to December 31, 2023 [Attachment 

5]. We found that nearly % of revenue and greater than % of ticket sales are generated by 

intrastate travel to and from the CBX terminal [Attachment 6]. More notably, Mexicoach 

previously facilitated direct sales of individual tickets to customers via its website but has 

suspended this practice upon the commencement of this investigation [Attachment 7].   

 

• Mexicoach provided incomplete Waybills in violation of Pub. Util. Code section 5381.5 

and G.O. 157-E, Part 3.01 (TCP) [55 counts] 

Based on the documents submitted by Mexicoach on March 21, 2024, in response to the 

second data request issued on March 5, 2023, it has been observed that all  Waybills 

provided for the period spanning from October 1, 2023, to December 31, 2023, lack essential 

information mandated by the Public Utilities Code and General Order [Attachment 8].  Public 

Utilities Code Section 5381.5 and GO 157-E, Part 3.01, requires the drivers for all TCP carriers to 

possess “Waybills” that must include specified information. When reviewing the carrier’s 

waybills, it was discovered that the driver names and license plate numbers were missing on all 

52 waybills. During the recent CBX Operation on May 1, 2024, TEB discovered three Mexicoach 
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vehicles, with license plate numbers , that operated without 

Waybills [Attachment 9]. 

 

• Mexicoach operated without Workers’ Compensation Insurance coverage for all 

employees in violation of Pub. Util. Code section 5378.1 [19 count]. 

Public Utilities Code section 5378.1 requires all TCP carriers with employees to either 

submit a “certificate of workers’ compensation coverage for its employees” or a “certificate of 

consent to self-insure” that was issued by the Director of Industrial Relations. 

Mexicoach has  employee drivers, according to the Personal Liability and Property 

Damage (PL/PD) policy driver list in the TCP Portal [Attachment 10]. However, on February 14, 

2024, a report by the State Compensation Insurance Fund showed that Mexicoach's Worker's 

Compensation Insurance policy (policy number  only covers  employees, consisting of 

 full-time employees and  part-time employees [Attachment 11].  As a result, only  of 

Mexicoach’s employees are covered by workers’ compensation, and  are not covered. 

 

• Mexicoach operated vehicles but did not file with the commission in violation of 

Public Utilities Code section 5374.5 and G.O. 157-E, Part 4.01 (TCP) [11 count]. 

According to the TCP Portal equipment list, Mexicoach has 13 active vehicles and 2 

inactive vehicles [Attachment 12].  However, Mexicoach's Personal Liability and Property 

Damage (PL/PD) insurance policy (policy number ), emailed to the TEB from Lancer 

Insurance Company on February 14, 2024, shows coverage for a total of 25 vehicles 

[Attachment 13].  As a result, Mexicoach has underreported 11 vehicles that are not included 

on its TPC Portal equipment list or inactive status. Enforcement Analysts Steve Esguerra and 

Shirley Lei have observed these unreported vehicles on two occasions: September 22, 2023, at 

the Otay Mesa Joint Operation, and March 13, 2024, at the CBX terminal [Attachment 14]. 

Although I informed the CEO of Mexicoach, Brian Hunt, at  on November 

14, 2023, that it is required to include all 25 vehicles on its equipment list, Mexicoach is only 

reporting 13 active and 2 inactive vehicles [Attachment 15].   
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Table 1 – Vehicles List (PL/PD vs. TCP Portal) 

No. PL/PD Vehicle List (VIN) TCP Equipment List (VIN) 
1   

2   

3   

4   

5 

6   

7   

8   

9  

10   

11   

12   

13   

14   

15   

16   

17   

18   

19   

20   

21   

22 

23   

24   

25   
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• Mexicoach has failed to display the correct TCP number on Mexicoach’s website, in 

violation of General Order 157-E Part 3.07. [1 count] 

Mexicoach currently displays an invalid TCP number, “TCP-A 652-P,” on its website. 

However, its correct TCP number is 36804A. On November 14, 2023, I emailed Brian Hunt at 

 regarding this issue. On November 22, 2023, Brian Hunt claimed that the 

website was updated with the correct TCP number [Attachment 16]. As of May 21, 2024, 

Mexicoach continues to display the incorrect TCP number of “TCP-A 652-P” on its website 

[Attachment 17]. 

 

• Mexicoach has underreported Public Utilities Commission Transportation 

Reimbursement Account (PUCTRA) fees in violation of Publ. Util. Code Section 

5378(a)(9) [1 count]. 

TCP portal records indicate Mexicoach has reported  of revenue during the 

fourth quarter of 2023 [Attachment 18]. However, upon reviewing the  waybills and  

individual interstate ticket sales records submitted by Mexicoach from October 1, 2023, to 

December 31, 2023, the total revenue amounts to  [Attachment 5 & 8]. As a result, 

Mexicoach failed to report  of revenue for the fourth quarter of 2023 (Table 2) 

[Attachment 6]. 

 

Table 2 – Waybills/Ticket Sales Revenue vs. Reported Revenue 

 Calculated 
Revenue 

Revenue Reported 
to CPUC 

Unreported 
Revenue 

Ticket Sales 

(Interstate) 

$    

Waybills  $    

Total $  $  $  
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• Mexicoach has failed to produce records upon request, in violation of Pub. Util. Code 

Section 425 and 5389. [1 count] 

Public Utilities Code Section 425 requires licensed PSCs, and Section 5389 requires 

charter-party carriers (with TCP numbers) to allow the Commission’s staff members to “inspect 

and examine” the company’s records.  On March 5, 2023, I sent a second data request to CEO 

 [Attachment 19]. However, on March 21, 2024, Mexicoach 

only provided a partial response and declined to provide any tax information. To date, 

Mexicoach has not provided the requested tax return information to the commission.  
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DECLARATION 

I have read the foregoing and know the contents thereof and I declare that the 

foregoing is true and correct, except as to those matters stated on information and belief, and 

as to those matters, I believe to be true. 

 
Executed on May 23, 2024, in San Francisco, California. 

 
 

______ Mingfeng Li______ 
Mingfeng Li, TEB Enforcement Analyst 
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Sample: Analysis of the Individual Ticket Sales Data 
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ATTACHMENT 1





California Public Utilities Commission
Transportation Informal Complaint Tracking System

Passenger Carrier Violation(s)
Printed as of 04-AUG-2023 13:39:11

Failure to insure all equipment
Failure to register interstate operations
GO 157/158
Loss or Damage
No operating authority
No worker's compensation
Operations while suspended
Other
Service
Unlicensed sub-carriers
Advertising without a permit
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of Mexicoach, Inc. for authority 

to operate as a scheduled passenger stage  

carrier between in San Diego County,      Proceeding_A2210014 

Riverside County, Orange County,  

Los Angeles County and San Bernardino County, 

For interim authority and to establish a zone  

of Rate Freedom (ZORF) fare structure. 

MOTION TO WITHDRAW THE PETITION FOR PASSENGER STAGE CORPORATION FOR

MEXICOACH, INC. 

Mexicoach, Inc, the applicant in proceeding A2210014, a request for authority to operate as a 
PSC carrier, respectfully states the applicant wishes to withdraw the application at this time. We 
reserve the right to refile at a future date if needed. 

Respectfully Submitted November 8, 2022 

 
President 
Mexicoach, Inc 

 
 

 
 

FILED
11/14/22
08:00 AM
A2210014



ATTACHMENT 3 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

MEXICOACH, INC.’s Brief Supporting 
Authority to Provide Intrastate Service 
in California Pursuant to the Bus 
Regulatory Reform Act of 1982. 

BRIEF OF MEXICOACH, INC. SUPPORTING MEXICOACH’S AUTHORITY 
TO PROVIDE INTRASTATE SERVICE IN CALIFORNIA PURSUANT TO 

THE BUS REGULATORY REFORM ACT OF 1982 

Mexicoach, Inc. submits this Brief to the California Public Utilities 

Commission (“Commission”) in support of Mexicoach’s authority to provide intrastate 

regular route service in California over its interstate routes pursuant to the Bus 

Regulatory Reform Act of 1982.   

I. BACKGROUND

On November 8, 2023, a Commission enforcement analyst, Mingfeng Li, 

informed Mexicoach via e-mail that the Commission had received reports that 

Mexicoach was operating without the necessary Passenger Stage Corporation (“PSC”) 

authority, and the Commission deemed those reports credible. Mexicoach promptly 

responded by contacting Mr. Li over the telephone and advising that Mexicoach is not 

a regulated PSC as an interstate carrier that only provides intrastate service over its 

interstate routes. Mexicoach nevertheless agreed to take measures that may be 

helpful to Commission enforcement in avoiding confusion regarding Mexicoach’s 

authority to provide intrastate service in California in the future. On November 20th, 
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2023, the Commission e-mailed Mexicoach by taking the position, “it is evident that 

[Mexicoach] falls within the scope of requiring a PSC license.” In support, the 

Commission attached Cal. Pub. Util. Code § 1035, which the Commission incorrectly 

claimed to be the definition of a “Passenger Stage Corporation”. The Commission 

requested a response from Mexicoach by November 28, 2023.  

In response, on November 22, 2023, Mexicoach cited the actual definition of 

“Passenger Stage Corporation” under  Cal. Pub. Util. Code § 226 supporting the 

position that Mexicoach is not a regulated PSC. In addition, Mexicoach offered to 

provide the Commission with hard evidence that it is not a regulated PSC, but given 

the tremendous burden required to gather that information, requested a deadline 

extension through the month of December. On November 27, 2023, the Commission 

responded by amending the deadline to December 8, 2023, and Mexicoach has 

diligently worked since that time to gather the legal evidence necessary to show that 

it holds the necessary authority to provide its intrastate regular route service in 

California.  

II. MEXICOACH IS NOT A REGULATED PSC BECAUSE ITS
INTRASTATE SERVICE IN CALIFORNIA IS AUTHORIZED BY
THE BUS REGULATORY REFORM ACT OF 1982.

Federal law expressly authorizes a passenger motor carrier registered by the 

Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration (“FMCSA”) to provide regular route 

transportation entirely in one state if such intrastate transportation is to be provided 

on a route over which the carrier provides interstate transportation of passengers. 49 

U.S.C. § 13902(b)(3). That statute “preempts States from regulating intrastate 
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service provided by interstate regular route passenger carriers over interstate routes. 

If a regular-route passenger carrier obtains operating authority from FMCSA, a State 

is prohibited from requiring the carrier to obtain operating authority to provide 

intrastate service on an interstate route operated by the carrier.” See, e.g., 

Elimination of Route Designation Requirement for Motor Carriers Transporting 

Passengers Over Regular Routes, 74 Fed. Reg. 2895, 2898 (Jan. 16, 2009).  

Consistent with that federal authorization and preemption, California 

expressly excludes from its definition, and thus regulation, of “Passenger stage 

corporation” any “intrastate passenger transportation service conducted pursuant to 

federal operating authority to the extent that regulation of these intrastate 

operations by the commission is preempted by the federal Bus Regulatory Reform Act 

of 1982, as amended.” Cal. Pub. Util. Code § 226(g) (internal citation omitted). Section 

13902(b)(3) is a codification of section 6 of the Bus Regulatory Reform Act of 1982, 

which Section 6 preempted States from regulating intrastate service provided by 

interstate regular route passenger carriers over interstate routes. Elimination of 

Route Designation Requirement for Motor Carriers Transporting Passengers Over 

Regular Routes, 73 Fed. Reg. 45929, 45931 (proposed Aug. 7, 2008). Therefore, 

pursuant to Cal. Pub. Util. Code § 226(g), California does not regulate intrastate 

service provided by interstate regular route passenger carriers over interstate routes. 

The test to determine whether a regular route carrier’s intrastate service is 

authorized under its interstate regular route passenger motor carrier authority 

pursuant to 49 U.S.C. § 13902(b)(3) was originally set forth under Funbus Sys., Inc., 
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No. MC-C-10917, 1987 WL 100200 (I.C.C. Dec. 30, 1987). Federal courts and the 

FMCSA have since further clarified the Funbus requirements. See, e.g., E. W. Resort 

Transp., LLC v. Binz, 494 F. Supp. 2d 1197, 1200 (D. Colo. 2007); Petition for 

Declaratory Order by Fullington Trailways, LLC, 75 Fed Reg. 4443 (Jan. 2010). To 

meet the requirements of 49 U.S.C. § 13902(b)(3), “it is not enough for the carrier 

merely to offer interstate transportation on the route over which it conducts 

intrastate service.” E. W. Resort Transp., 494 F. Supp. 2d at 1200. The interstate 

service must: (1) be active; (2) not operate independently of the intrastate service, but 

instead the intrastate service must be conducted as a part of existing interstate 

services; (3) be an actual, regularly scheduled service; (4) be bona fide and involve 

service in more than one state; and (5) be substantial.”1 Id. 

Mexicoach’s intrastate regular route service in California clearly satisfies the 

Funbus test. First, Mexicoach actively provides interstate service pursuant to its 

federal regular route passenger motor carrier authority. Mexicoach holds interstate 

passenger carrier authority with the FMCSA under MC-1393432 and USDOT 

#12660. Pursuant to this authority and 49 U.S.C. § 13501(1)(D) which grants the 

FMCSA jurisdiction over transportation between the United States and a foreign 

country, Mexicoach operates a regular route network with three stops in Mexico and 

 
1 In Fullington Trailways, 75 Fed Reg. at 4445-45, the court noted an existing conflict in precedent 
regarding whether the substantial element is even necessary following the Surface Transportation 
and Uniform Relocation Assistance Act, Public Law 100-17, § 340 (1987). Nevertheless, in this case, 
like Fullington, it is unnecessary to address this conflict because Mexicoach’s interstate service is 
clearly substantial.  
2 By virtue of and following the above-referenced 2009 FMCSA Final Rule (“Elimination of Route 
Designation Requirement for Motor Carriers Transporting Passengers Over Regular Routes”), any 
carrier possessing route-specific federal regular route passenger motor carrier authority deemed by 
the FMCSA to hold national regular route interstate passenger motor carrier authority. 
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twelve stops in California. As more fully explained below, a traffic study analyzing 

the intrastate versus interstate tickets issued by Mexicoach between January 1, 2022 

and November 1, 2023 shows that Mexicoach transported more than 46,423 

passengers who had an origin in California and an ultimate destination in Mexico, or 

an origin in Mexico and ultimate destination inside California (approximately 59.24 

percent of Mexicoach’s total traffic in California) during this period. See Exhibit A, 

Mexicoach Traffic Study Jan. 1, 2022 through November. 1 2023. Therefore, there is 

no question that Mexicoach is actively providing interstate service.  

Second, Mexicoach’s interstate service does not operate independently of its 

intrastate service. Mexicoach operates an integrated network of intercity bus routes 

serving three bus stops in Mexico and twelve bus stops in California. Passengers can 

purchase tickets at Mexicoach’s staffed stations and travel from any of the stations 

serviced by Mexicoach in either California or Mexico. Mexicoach operates three 

intrastate routes in California: 1) between San Ysidro and CBX, 2) between CBX and 

San Diego (with the final run of the day terminating at San Ysidro), and 3) between 

CBX and Fontana. See Exhibit B, Mexicoach Schedule. However, interstate 

passengers travel over all of these routes. Specifically, all Mexicoach’s passengers 

crossing the U.S.-Mexico border from Tijuana first stop at San Ysidro. From San 

Ysidro, passengers either proceed along Mexicoach’s Los Angeles route or, more 

commonly, to CBX. From CBX, the passengers either proceed along Mexicoach’s San 

Diego or San Bernardino route. Mexicoach passengers can also depart from a stop 

along the Los Angeles, San Diego, or San Bernardino route destined to Tijuana. In 
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that case, Mexicoach passengers along the San Diego and San Bernardino route will 

stop at CBX then San Ysidro before crossing into Tijuana. Passengers departing from 

Los Angeles will stop at San Ysidro before crossing into Tijuana. Exhibit C provides 

a high-level overview of Mexicoach’s intercity network. See Exhibit C, Mexicoach 

Intercity Network.  

Mexicoach does not offer any regularly scheduled service in California (or any 

other state) outside this integrated network. Any passenger, whether traveling 

intrastate or to an interstate destination, may purchase a ticket and board any bus 

traveling on Mexicoach’s network. Indeed, Mexicoach’s operations across the U.S.-

Mexico border is the core of Mexicoach’s business model. In some cases, Mexicoach 

passengers switch buses at San Ysidro or CBX en route to their final destination. 

Nevertheless, it has long been settled that such transfers do not disrupt the 

continuation of an interstate trip, especially when the same carrier is providing the 

transportation service. See, e.g., Salem Transportation Co., 1990 WL 287591 at *2 

(March 1990) (finding interstate service where passengers could travel from one end 

of the system to the other by transferring vehicles and purchasing multiple tickets 

from the same carrier at different segments of the trip).  Therefore, even when 

passengers are required to switch Mexicoach buses, this does not disrupt the 
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interstate nature of the trip, leaving no question that Mexicoach’s interstate service 

does not operate independently of its intrastate service.3  

Third, Mexicoach’s interstate transportation is an actual, regularly scheduled 

service.  Exhibit B provides a list of regularly scheduled routes that Mexicoach 

operates in California on a daily basis. Each of the runs identified in Exhibit B lists 

the origin and destination of each route and intermediary stops, if any. Trips depart 

and arrive at particular pre-designated times. Exhibit B also provides the origin 

departure time for each regularly scheduled route. There is no question that 

Mexicoach’s interstate transportation is a regularly scheduled service. See, e.g., E. W. 

Resort Transp., 494 F. Supp. 2d at 1200-01 (rejecting defendant’s contention that 

service must be based on a reliable, chronological schedule and finding plaintiff 

operated a regularly scheduled service even where plaintiff would cancel routes when 

there were no guests in either direction).  

Fourth, Mexicoach’s interstate service is bona fide and involves service in more 

than one state. This element is generally only an issue when a carrier’s operations 

are entirely within state lines. See, e.g., Funbus, 1987 WL 100200 (arguing 

respondent, a common carrier of passengers between LAX and Anaheim, did not have 

a bona fide through ticket arrangement with Mexicoach and therefore did not provide 

 
3 See, e.g., Fullington Trailways, LLC, 75 Fed Reg. at 4444 (“Fullington’s interstate service does not 
operate independently of its intrastate service . . . it is undisputed that after Fullington obtained 
Federal authority in late 2006, any passenger, whether traveling intrastate or to an interstate 
destination or origin, could purchase tickets and board any bus traveling on the State College-
Lewiston-Harrisburg route. Although the evidence presented indicates that certain runs on this route 
are more heavily used by commuters, nothing presented in either forum suggests that Fullington 
operates these runs as a separate operation. To the contrary, all evidence and comments point to the 
opposite conclusion: that all runs on the route are part of the same integrated operations regardless of 
whether made during peak or off-peak commuting times”). 
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a bona fide interstate service). Between January 1, 2022 and November 1, 2023, 

Mexicoach physically transported at least 46,423 passengers across state lines on a 

Mexicoach bus between a station in California and Mexico. Mexicoach’s physical 

transportation of passengers across state lines leaves no question that Mexicoach’s 

interstate service is bona fide and involves service in more than one state. See, e.g., 

Holland Indus., Inc., 1989 WL 238007 at *4 (I.C.C. Feb. 16, 1989) (finding bona fide 

interstate service where petitioner transported passengers between Illinois and 

Missouri). 

Fifth and finally, Mexicoach’s interstate service is substantial. To show 

interstate service is substantial, a carrier must submit evidence that over a 

reasonable period of time it has carried a substantial number of passengers in 

interstate commerce in relation to the intrastate passengers transported in that same 

operation. Funbus, 1987 WL 100200 at *9. The court’s evaluation should not be 

limited to individual runs but rather should consider the traffic on all routes 

authorized under the carrier’s federal operating authority. See Fullington Trailways, 

75 Fed. Reg. at 4445. The carrier may rely on traffic studies or data of a similarly 

specific nature to show the number of interstate passengers, and the information 

should include intrastate traffic figures by which to establish the substantiality of 

such interstate traffic. Funbus, 1987 WL 100200 at *9. Data addressing the overall 

level of bus passengers in the area may also be relevant. Id.  

In E. W. Resort Transp., the plaintiff operated as a common carrier of 

passengers exclusively in Colorado providing transportation to and from Denver 
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International Airport and Eagle Airport, on the one hand, and to and from various 

Colorado ski resorts, on the other hand. 494 F. Supp. 2d at 1198-99. To prove its 

interstate service was substantial, the plaintiff produced a 2003 traffic study showing 

approximately 63,394 of the passengers were transported interstate, and 

approximately 199,503 of the passengers were transported intrastate. Id. at 1205. 

Therefore, based on the traffic study, 24.1% of the plaintiff’s overall service was 

interstate. Id. The court ruled that such a showing of interstate service in relation to 

intrastate service was sufficient to satisfy the substantial requirement. Id. 

(recognizing established precedent that the 24 to 28 percent range constitutes 

substantial interstate service, but rejecting defendant’s contention that precedent 

has established this range as a minimum threshold (citing Collins Coaches Ltd. 

Common Carrier Application, 1989 WL 246961 (I.C.C. Dec. 5, 1989))). The court also 

awarded plaintiff attorney fees pursuant to 42 U.S.C. § 1988. Id. at 1208-09.  

In Fullington Trailways, the court found that plaintiff, a common carrier 

operating various regular routes within the state of Pennsylvania, provided 

substantial interstate service notwithstanding the limited evidence plaintiff provided 

of its interstate operations. 75 Fed. Reg. at 4443. In that case, the plaintiff contended 

its operations were interstate because it transported a number of through-ticketed 

passengers to Harrisburg that would connect with a third-party carrier to be 

transported to a destination outside of Pennsylvania. Id. at 4444. However, the 

plaintiff did not track the final destination of its passengers and therefore was unable 

to provide complete data on the total number of interstate passengers. See Brief for 
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Petitioner at 139, Fullington Trailways, 75 Fed. Reg. 4443 (No. FMCSA-2009-0106) 

(see Attachment 4 of brief). Rather, the plaintiff offered testimony estimating the 

total percentage of interstate passengers. Id. In addition, for a brief period of time 

between July 1, 2006 through December 2006, the plaintiff tracked the frequency of 

through-ticketed passengers on a single run. Id. This traffic study revealed that 

39.86% of passengers were travelling interstate. Id. This six-month traffic study of a 

single run was sufficient for the court to conclude the plaintiff’s interstate service was 

substantial. Fullington Trailways, 75 Fed. Reg. at 4445. In particular, while noting 

the absence of a bright line test to determine what proportion of interstate travel 

constitutes “substantial”, the court concluded that 40% falls within the generally 

accepted range. Id. (citing E. W. Resort Transp., 494 F. Supp. 2d. at 1205).  

Here, Mexicoach is able to provide a comprehensive traffic study of all tickets 

involving transportation in California sold between January 1, 2022 and November 

1, 2023 that clearly shows Mexicoach’s interstate service in California is substantial 

in relation to its intrastate service. Specifically, Exhibit A contains a chart reflecting 

the number of tickets sold for all the trips performed by Mexicoach between January 

1, 2022 and November 1, 2023. The chart is separated by interstate and intrastate 

trips, with the intrastate calculation encompassing trips that both originated and 

terminated in California, and the interstate calculation encompassing trips that 
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either (1) originated in Mexico and terminated in California, or (2) originated in 

California and terminated in Mexico.4  

  The data provided in Exhibit A clearly shows Mexicoach’s interstate service 

in California is substantial. From January 1, 2022 through November 1, 2023,  

 trips performed by Mexicoach (approximately %) were interstate. 

In other words, over half of Mexicoach’s service provided in California during this 

period was unquestionably interstate in nature because it involved Mexicoach 

physically carrying passengers across state lines. This proportion of interstate service 

in relation to intrastate service far exceeds the 24-28% range recognized as 

“substantial” under established precedent. See, e.g., E. W. Resort Transp., 494 

F.Supp.2d 1197; Fullington Trailways, 75 Fed. Reg. 4443.  

In addition to the proportion of interstate service being greater, Mexicoach’s 

data is more comprehensive and reliable than the data provided by either plaintiffs 

 
4 Moreover, the data in Exhibit A assumes, in our opinion inaccurately, passengers transported by 
Mexicoach between CBX to or from another point in California are travelling intrastate because 
Mexicoach does not have a through ticket arrangement with the airline providing prior or subsequent 
interstate travel at CBX. However, federal courts have repeatedly found subsequent or prior ground 
service entirely within state lines to nevertheless be interstate even without a through ticket 
arrangement with an interstate carrier. See, e.g., E. W. Resort Transp., 494 F. Supp. 2d 1197 (D. Colo. 
2007) (deciding in favor of plaintiff because plaintiff was able to cite “several federal court cases finding 
airport limousine services that lack either a common arrangement with an interstate carrier or 
through ticketing to nevertheless be interstate” and noting that “the world has changed since the 
Yellow Cab decision in 1947, and even since the FUNBUS litigation of the 1980s. . . . As a practical 
matter, an individual arranges an airline ticket, transportation to a lodge and accommodations all as 
part of a single interstate trip, even where the various pieces are not part of a single reservation”). 
Because Mexicoach’s CBX passengers are transported exclusively with prior or subsequent interstate 
air travel at CBX, Mexicoach is actually providing interstate service for CBX passengers travelling to 
or from a point in California. Nevertheless, it is unnecessary to classify those CBX passengers’ trips 
as interstate to prove Mexicoach’s interstate service is substantial. The CBX passengers travel on the 
same Mexicoach buses as Mexicoach passengers travelling between Tijuana to or from another point 
in California serviced Mexicoach, and the proportion of the non-CBX passengers is sufficient to show 
Mexicoach’s interstate service is substantial. Therefore, to avoid any doubt, our data classifies the 
CBX travelling to or from a point in California as intrastate.  
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in E. W. Resort Transp. or Fullington Trailways. For example, in E. W. Resort 

Transp., the court only relied upon data from a single year. 494 F.Supp.2d at 1206. 

Moreover, the court was required to conclude that each of the diverse types of third-

party bookings involved interstate service even when the plaintiff providing the 

intrastate transportation did not have a common arrangement or through ticket with 

the interstate carrier. Id. at 1201-04. Here, Mexicoach provided a traffic study for 

nearly two years, and Mexicoach only classified a trip as interstate if the passenger 

physically crossed states lines in a Mexicoach bus. In Fullington Trailways, on the 

other hand, the plaintiff was only able to provide data identifying its interstate 

passengers limited to a six-month period from a single run. The plaintiff in that case 

was forced to offer only an estimate as to the total proportion of interstate passengers 

it transported on all of its other runs. Here, again, Mexicoach is providing data over 

a much longer period than the Fullington Trailways plaintiff. Moreover, Mexicoach’s 

data is not limited to a single run within California; rather, Mexicoach’s data 

encompasses all of the regular routes operated by Mexicoach in California. Not only 

is Mexicoach’s data more reliable, but it also reflects that Mexicoach transported a 

greater proportion of interstate passengers than the data provided in E. W. Resort 

Transp. and Fullington Trailways. 

Moreover, the sheer number of passengers Mexicoach transported in interstate 

commerce (46,423 between January 1, 2022 and November 1, 2023) is also relevant. 

See Funbus, 1987 WL 100200 at *9 (data addressing the overall level of bus 

passengers in the area may also be relevant). Based upon the foregoing, Mexicoach’s 
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interstate service is substantial in relation to its intrastate service under the Funbus 

test.  

Because Mexicoach’s intrastate regular route operations in California satisfy 

the Funbus test, such operations fall within the scope of its federal regular route 

passenger motor carrier authority under 49 U.S.C. § 13902(b)(3). See also, e.g., E. W. 

Resort Transp., 494 F. Supp. 2d 1197; Salem Transportation Co. of New Jersey, Inc. 

v. Princeton Airporter, Inc., No. MC-C-30165, 1990 WL 287591 (I.C.C. Mar. 20, 1990); 

Holland Indus., Inc., 1989 WL 238007. Accordingly, federal law preempts the state 

of California from regulating Mexicoach’s intrastate regular route operations, 

including requiring Mexicoach to obtain passenger stage corporation authority to 

provide intrastate regular route service in California.5 However, the Commission 

need not go so far as to find that any or all of Pub. Util. Code Section 854 is preempted 

or otherwise unenforceable, or to refuse to enforce that statute, in order to reach the 

conclusion that the Commission lacks jurisdiction to require Mexicoach to hold PSC 

authority. To the contrary, the Commission must reach this conclusion by enforcing 

Cal. Pub. Util. Code § 226(g), because the California legislature, by excluding 

intrastate service conducted pursuant to federal operating authority under 49 U.S.C. 

§ 13902 from the definition of “passenger stage corporation” in Section 226(g), 

intended to so limit the Commission’s jurisdiction. 

 

 
5 Furthermore, federal law expressly preempts any scoping memo and Standard Review Process 
requirement to the extent it relates to the scheduling of Mexicoach’s interstate or intrastate 
transportation (including discontinuance or reduction in the level of service) or any change in 
Mexicoach’s rates for such transportation. 49 U.S.C. § 14501(a). 
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Respectfully submitted December 8, 2023. 

4867-3347-1890, v. 2 



From (State) To (State) January 2022 February 2022 March 2022 April 2022 May 2022 June 2022 July 2022 August 2022 September 2022 October 2022 November 2022 December 2022 Total

California California         

California Out of California                      

Out of California California -   

Out of California Out of California -   

                  

Type of Commerce January 2022 February 2022 March 2022 April 2022 May 2022 June 2022 July 2022 August 2022 September 2022 October 2022 November 2022 December 2022 Total

Intrastate                          

                      

                 

From (State) To (State) January 2023 February 2023 March 2023 April 2023 May 2023 June 2023 July 2023 August 2023 September 2023 October 2023 November 2023 December 2023 Total

California California                

California Out of California                 

Out of California California                 

Out of California Out of California 1    

                   

Type of Commerce January 2023 February 2023 March 2023 April 2023 May 2023 June 2023 July 2023 August 2023 September 2023 October 2023 November 2023 December 2023 Total

Intrastate                     

Intersate                      

                    



Interstate Routes

Origin Destination Time Trip Origin Destination Time Trip

Tijuana San Ysidro 5:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center Tijuana San Ysidro 12:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center

San Ysidro Tijuana 5:30 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana San Ysidro Tijuana 12:00 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana

Tijuana San Ysidro 6:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center San Ysidro Tijuana 12:30 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana

Tijuana San Ysidro 6:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center Tijuana San Ysidro 13:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center

San Ysidro Tijuana 6:30 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana San Ysidro Tijuana 13:30 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana

San Ysidro Tijuana 7:00 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana Tijuana San Ysidro 14:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center

Tijuana San Ysidro 7:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center Tijuana San Ysidro 14:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center

San Ysidro Tijuana 7:30 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana San Ysidro Tijuana 14:30 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana

Tijuana San Ysidro 8:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center Tijuana San Ysidro 15:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center

San Ysidro Tijuana 8:30 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana San Ysidro Tijuana 15:00 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana

Tijuana San Ysidro 9:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center San Ysidro Tijuana 15:30 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana

Tijuana San Ysidro 9:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center Tijuana San Ysidro 16:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center

San Ysidro Tijuana 9:30 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana San Ysidro Tijuana 16:30 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana

Tijuana San Ysidro 10:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center Tijuana San Ysidro 17:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center

San Ysidro Tijuana 10:00 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana Tijuana San Ysidro 17:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center

San Ysidro Tijuana 10:30 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana San Ysidro Tijuana 17:30 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana

Tijuana San Ysidro 11:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center Tijuana San Ysidro 18:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center

Tijuana San Ysidro 11:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center San Ysidro Tijuana 18:00 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana

San Ysidro Tijuana 11:30 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana San Ysidro Tijuana 18:30 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana

Tijuana San Ysidro 20:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro Transit Center

San Ysidro Tijuana 21:00 San Ysidro Transit Center- Tijuana

Origin Destination Time Trip

Huntington Park Tijuana 8:00 Los Angeles - Huntington Park - Anaheim - Santa Ana - CBX - San Ysidro - Tijuana

Origin Destination Time Trip

Tijuana Los Angeles 9:00 Tijuana - San Ysidro - CBX - Santa Ana - Anaheim - Huntington Park - Los Angeles

Los Angeles Tijuana 17:30 Los Angeles - Huntington Park - Anaheim - Santa Ana - CBX - San Ysidro - Tijuana



Intrastate Routes

Service Origin Destination Time Trip

Mexicoach CBX San Ysidro 8:30 CBX - San Ysidro

Mexicoach San Ysidro CBX 9:00 San Ysidro - CBX

Mexicoach CBX San Ysidro 10:30 CBX - San Ysidro

Mexicoach San Ysidro CBX 11:00 San Ysidro - CBX

Mexicoach CBX San Ysidro 12:30 CBX - San Ysidro

Mexicoach San Ysidro CBX 13:00 San Ysidro - CBX

Mexicoach CBX San Ysidro 14:30 CBX - San Ysidro

Mexicoach San Ysidro CBX 15:00 San Ysidro - CBX

Mexicoach CBX San Ysidro 16:30 CBX - San Ysidro

Mexicoach San Ysidro CBX 17:00 San Ysidro - CBX

Mexicoach CBX San Ysidro 18:30 CBX - San Ysidro

Service Origin Destination Time Trip

Mexicoach CBX San Diego 9:30 CBX - San Diego Downtown

Mexicoach San Diego CBX 10:00 San Diego Downtown - CBX

Mexicoach CBX San Diego 11:30 CBX - San Diego Downtown

Mexicoach San Diego CBX 12:00 San Diego Downtown - CBX

Mexicoach CBX San Diego 13:30 CBX - San Diego Downtown

Mexicoach San Diego CBX 14:00 San Diego Downtown - CBX

Mexicoach CBX San Diego 15:30 CBX - San Diego Downtown

Mexicoach San Diego CBX 16:00 San Diego Downtown - CBX

Mexicoach CBX San Diego 17:30 CBX - San Diego Downtown

Mexicoach San Diego CBX 18:00 San Diego Downtown - CBX

Mexicoach CBX San Diego 19:30 CBX - San Diego Downtown - San Ysidro

Service Origin Destination Time Trip

Mexicoach CBX Fontana 10:30 CBX - Escondido - Temecula - Perris - Riverside - Fontana - San Bernardino

Mexicoach Fontana CBX 10:00 San Bernardino - Fontana - Riverside - Perris - Temecula - Escondido - CBX

Mexicoach CBX Fontana 16:30 CBX - Escondido - Temecula - Perris - Riverside - Fontana - San Bernardino

Mexicoach Fontana CBX 12:00 San Bernardino - Fontana - Riverside - Perris - Temecula - Escondido - CBX



Addresses

City Address

CBX Cross Broder Xpress 2745 Otay Pacific Dr, San Diego, CA 92154, United States

Escondido 700 W Valley Pkwy, Escondido, CA 92025

Fontana 16803 Valley Blvd, Fontana, CA 92335, United States

Huntington Park 2521 E Florence Ave k9, Huntington Park, CA 90255, United States

Los Angeles 260 E 6th St, Los Angeles, CA 90014, United States

Perris 500 E 4th St, Perris, CA 92570

Riverside 3659 Central Ave. Riverside, CA 92506

San Bernardino 3303, 620 W Mill St A, San Bernardino, CA 92410, United States

San Ysidro Transit Center 725 E San Ysidro Blvd, San Diego, CA 92173, United States

Santa Ana 1000 E Santa Ana Blvd, Santa Ana, CA 92701, United States

San Diego 1065 Kettner Blvd, San Diego, CA 92101, USA

Temecula 28266 Old Town Front St., Temecula, CA 92590

Tijuana "SIIT" Puerta Mexico Station Rampa Xicoténcatl 229, Cuauhtemoc, 22400 Tijuana, B.C.

Tijuana Bus Station Central Camionera, Chapultepec Alamar, 22110 Tijuana, B.C.

Tijuana International Airport Aeropuerto S/N, Nueva Tijuana, 22435 Tijuana, B.C.
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IdBoleto Asiento IdPasajero PASAJERO TarifaSnaORIGEN DESTINO Total
14.00$            

8.00$              
8.00$              

O 43.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
43.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            

8.00$              
O 43.00$            

14.00$            
O 43.00$            

14.00$            
8.00$              

43.00$            
43.00$            
43.00$            
43.00$            

8.00$              
14.00$            

8.00$              
14.00$            
10.00$            

8.00$              
14.00$            

8.00$              
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
14.00$            
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Commercial Auto Current Vehicle Listing

Product Group: B,L,PT,NS,DS

Policy Number: BA169758#9, Include Deleted Units: N

February 14, 2024

Vehicle 

#

Vehicle Eff 

Date

Vehicle Exp 

Date

Vehicle 

Year Make

Seating 

Capacity

Class 

Code VIN ID Card

Garage 

Loc Garage Addr 1

1 2010 FORD ACORD 1

2 2010 FORD ACORD 1

3 2016 IRIZ ACORD 1

4 2012 FORD ACORD 1

5 2013 GLAV ACORD 1

6 2016 FORD ACORD 1

7 2018 FORD ACORD 1

8 2013 GLAV ACORD 1

9 2016 GLAV ACORD 1

10 2023 MEX NA 1

11 2018 FORD ACORD 1

12 2021 CHEV ACORD 1

13 2022 CHEV ACORD 1

14 2023 VOLV ACORD 1

15 2023 VOLV ACORD 1

17 2018 FORD ACORD 1

18 2018 FORD ACORD 1

19 2018 FORD ACORD 1

20 2023 FORD ACORD 1

21 2023 CHEV ACORD 1

22 2020 GMC ACORD 1

23 2022 TOYT ACORD 1

24 2022 TOYT ACORD 1

25 2022 TOYT ACORD 1

26 2022 TOYT ACORD 1

27 2022 TOYT ACORD 1

Page 1 of 2 2/14/2024 3:36 PM Commercial Auto Current Vehicle Listing Data 



Garage Garage 

Value

Page 2 of 2 2/14/2024 3:36 PM Commercial Auto Current Vehicle Listing Data 
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From: Li, Mingfeng
To:
Subject: RE: [EXTERNAL] Mexicoach Enforcement Action
Date: Tuesday, November 14, 2023 4:03:00 PM
Attachments: PUBLIC UTILITIES CODE Article 2 Section 1035 (PSC).docx

Dear Mr. Hunt,
 
I appreciate your prompt response and the steps you've taken to address the issues discussed during
our conversation. However, after reviewing the updates you mentioned, I still have some concerns
that require clarification and further action.
 
TCP Number on Website:
I visited Mexicoach.com today (11/24/2023) as per your information, but I was unable to locate the
TCP number on the first page. Could you please specify the location on the website or provide a
screenshot for clarification?
 
Vehicle Registration:
Upon checking our server for Mexicoach registered vehicles today (11/24/2023), it appears that
some vehicles are still missing from our system. It is crucial that all vehicles are accurately reflected
in our database. Kindly ensure that all the vehicles promptly added to our system.
 
TCP Numbers on Vehicles:
I appreciate your commitment to affixing TCP numbers on your vehicles. This is a critical step in
ensuring compliance. As part of our verification process, could you please provide photographic
evidence of the TCP numbers prominently displayed on each vehicle? This documentation will assist
in further validating adherence to regulatory requirements.
 
PSC License Requirement:
In reference to your disagreement regarding the PSC license requirement, I have attached the
relevant section from the Public Utilities Code (PUC) that defines a Passenger Stage Corporation
(PSC). Based on the information provided and our understanding of your business operation model,
it is evident that your company falls within the scope of requiring a PSC license. I strongly
recommend initiating the application process at the earliest convenience.
 
Please review the attached document for further details on the PSC regulation and visit our CPUC
website for the necessary steps for PSC application. If you have any questions or require additional
clarification, do not hesitate to reach out to me via email at Mingfeng.li@cpuc.ca.gov or by phone at
(415) 696-7320.
 
Thank you for your cooperation in addressing these matters promptly. I look forward to receiving the
necessary documentation and updates.
 
Best Regards,
 
 







President
Mexicoach
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attention to my previous correspondence and the steps you've
taken to address the concerns raised during our recent
conversation.
 
I have reviewed the updates you provided, and while progress
has been made, there are still some lingering concerns that
require clarification and additional action. To expedite the
resolution process, I kindly request your response before
November 28, 2023. Your cooperation in addressing these
matters promptly is crucial for ensuring compliance with
regulatory requirements.
 
TCP Number on Website:
Despite visiting Mexicoach.com as instructed on November 24,
2023, I was unable to locate the TCP number on the first page.
Could you please specify its location on the website or provide a
screenshot for clarity? The TCP number is identified in two places
on the homepage of our website. See the attached screenshot of
a portion of Mexicoach’s website. I had to delete my cache to
see the new page, so maybe that is a reason you are having
difficulty seeing the TCP number.
 
Vehicle Registration:
After checking our server for Mexicoach registered vehicles on
November 24, 2023, it appears that some vehicles are still
missing from our system. It is imperative that all vehicles are
accurately reflected in our database. Please ensure the prompt
addition of all relevant vehicles to our system. When you wrote
this email, we were still in the process of uploading the
additional vehicles to the system. Hopefully, all vehicles have
now been uploaded to the system, but if not, they will be
shortly. I’ll note again that the vehicles we are uploading the
system are in fact not required by law to be uploaded. Rather,
we are just doing this as a gesture to your field regulators that
mistakenly assume these vehicles are providing intrastate
charter service in California. In fact, any charter service provided
in these vehicles crosses state lines into Mexico.  Therefore, the
charter service provided in these vehicles is authorized under
Mexicoach’s interstate operating authority under MC-
139343. See, e.g., 49 U.S.C. § 13501(1) (granting the FMCSA
jurisdiction over transportation between two or more states as
well as between the United States and a foreign country).
 
TCP Numbers on Vehicles:
Your commitment to affixing TCP numbers on your vehicles is
appreciated. To further validate compliance, could you please
provide photographic evidence of the TCP numbers prominently
displayed on each vehicle? We do not have all the decals on until



we receive them from the vendor. They are ordered and will be
added likely next week. As stated earlier, since CPUC cannot
regulate interstate charter routes, we did not have TCP number
on the route buses, but to make things easier for your field
regulators, we will add numbers to all the buses.
 
PSC License Requirement:
Regarding the disagreement on the PSC license requirement, I
have attached the relevant section from the Public Utilities Code
(PUC) defining a Passenger Stage Corporation (PSC). It is
evident, based on the information provided and our
understanding of your business model, that your company falls
within the scope of requiring a PSC license. I strongly
recommend initiating the application process at your earliest
convenience. You state that you have attached the section of the
Public Utilities Code defining a “Passenger Stage Corporation”. In
fact, you have not. “Passenger Stage Corporation” is defined
under Cal. Pub. Util. Code § 226 (attached). If you review the
definition of “Passenger Stage Corporation” under Cal. Pub. Util.
Code § 226, you will see the definition expressly excludes
“intrastate passenger transportation service conducted pursuant
to federal operating authority to the extent that regulation of
these intrastate operations by the commission is preempted by
the federal Bus Regulatory Reform Act of 1982.” The Bus
Regulatory Reform Act of 1982 - specifically, 49 U.S.C. §
13902(b)(3) - expressly authorizes a passenger motor carrier
registered by the Federal Motor Carrier Safety Administration
(“FMCSA”) to provide regular route transportation entirely in one
state if such intrastate transportation is to be provided on a
route over which the carrier provides interstate transportation of
passengers (emphasis added).
 
I presume you are unfamiliar with the Bus Regulatory Reform
Act of 1982. Mexicoach is willing to provide the CPUC with hard
evidence that the intrastate routes Mexicoach operates in
California are authorized under its federal certificate pursuant to
the Bus Regulatory Reform Act of 1982, but we would only
politely request that you allow more time than the November 28,
2023 deadline set forth below. Compiling the necessary evidence
is going to place a tremendous burden on Mexicoach, including
compiling an entire traffic study of all tickets sold by Mexicoach
over the past two years, among many other requirements.
Realistically, it would be appreciated if could give us through
December to provide you with this data.
 
Please review the attached document for details on the PSC
regulation and visit our CPUC website for the necessary
application steps. Should you have any questions or require



additional clarification, feel free to contact me via email
at Mingfeng.li@cpuc.ca.gov or by phone at (415) 696-7320.
 
Thank you for your continued cooperation in addressing these
matters promptly. I look forward to receiving the necessary
documentation and updates by November 28, 2023.
 
Best Regards,
 
 

Ming Li – Public Utilities Regulatory Analyst I
Transportation Enforcement Branch
Consumer Protection and Enforcement Division
California Public Utilities Commission
( (415) 696-7320 (ext 5-
7320) * Mingfeng.li@cpuc.ca.gov 8 www.cpuc.ca.gov
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:: MEXICOACH ::

To get a quote, please click here.

Mexicoach has served the public since 1955 by providing bus service from San Ysidr  

locations to locations in Tijuana such as downtown and the Central Bus Station

� TRAVEL FROM SAN YSIDRO TO REVOLUTION STREET AND CENTRAL DE CAMIONETAS �

� MEXICOACH GETS YOU ACROSS THE BORDER FASTER �

� DON’T WAIT IN LINE TO CROSS, WAIT IN AN AIR CONDITIONED BUS �

� LOOP EVERY HOUR �

� ONLY $7 �

� PRIVATE CHARTER SERVICE AVAILABLE FOR GROUPS �

5/21/24, 10 25 AM Safe, Affordable Travel   Mexicoach has served the public since 1955 | Loop every hour for $10 00 | TCP A 652 P, MC 139343, DOT 102660

https //mexicoach com 2/3



Call �619� 354�3654 for more information.

Funciona con WordPress Inspiro WordPress Theme por WPZOOM

5/21/24, 10 25 AM Safe, Affordable Travel   Mexicoach has served the public since 1955 | Loop every hour for $10 00 | TCP A 652 P, MC 139343, DOT 102660

https //mexicoach com 3/3
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