(Decision No. 5240)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

e - P i ."ﬁf?"- -
* % % e T G

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) s
WALLACE H. ROBISON. ; PRIVATE PERMIT NO. A-474 /

- e s e am e e S R cmr e e e e e w—

By the Commission:

The Commission is in receipt of a communication from the above
named Wallace H. Robison, requesting that his permit be cancelled, as
he lost his truck immediately after securing said permit and has not
operated under the same since its issuance.

After careful consideration of said request the Commission

is of the opinion, and so finds, that seme should be granted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-474, here-
tofore issued to Wallace H. Robison, be, and the same is hereby, declared

cancelled.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

-y S D s SRS
e

mmissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado, )
this 15th dey of September, 1933.
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(Decision No, 5241)
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* O ¥

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1190
JOHN MILLER. )

Appearances: Mr. Carl A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
for Public Utilities Commission.

SIATEMENT

R e =L L=

By the Commission:

On July 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring the
above named respondent to show cause why he should not cease and desist from
operating as a motbr vehicle carrier unless and until he procured a
certificate of public convenience and necessity to so operate. Said case
was set for hearing on August 24, at which time it was continued until
September 11, 1933.

At the hearing, the inspection devartment advised the Commission
thaf their investigation had disclosed that respondent was transporting
only his owm property, and we are, therefore, of the opinion that the
instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the

same is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 15th day of September, 1933.

o] ssionérs. .



(Decision No. 5242)
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥* 3% #

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
DAVE EMERSON. | )

- e e wm G e ee W Er ew am W e mn e e

CASE NO, 1216

- e e e en e ea w. e

Appeerances: Carl A, Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
for Public Utilities Commission;
Dave Emerson, Denver, Colorado,

pro se.

STATEMENT

W . e w— o—— — . . g—

By the Commissions
 On July 28, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring

the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be
entered requiring him to cease and desgist from operating as a motor
vehicle carrier unless and until he has procured a certificate of publiec
convenience and necessity to so operate. Sald case was set for hearing
on August 23, 1933, at which time it was continued until September 11,1933.

The evidence disclosed that respondent has paid all highway com-
pensation taxes sssessed against him for such hauling as mey have been
done prior to this date, and he has voluntarily agreed to discontinue all
operations for hire in the future.

In view of these circumstances the Commission is of the opinion,
and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same
1s hereby, dismissed. |

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

4o

Dated at Denver, Colorado, Commissioners.
this 15th day of September, 1953.




(Decision No. 5243)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
ROY WILLIAMSON, ) PRIVATE PERMIT NO., A-298

B EGw En ew am me M A W e W e A W e ww ew

- e e W e em s = e

September 21, 1933.

. ew e E wm em m wm w

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

The Commission is in receipt of a communication from the above
named Roy Willismson, stating that he has not operated under his permit
since May 1, 1933, and reqnéating that same be cancelled,

After a careful consideration of said request, the Commission
is of the opinion, and so finds, that same should be granted,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit
No. A-298, heretofore 1§sued to Roy Williamson, be, and the same is

hereby, cancelled,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado, o1
this 21lst day of September, 1933. 1



Form No. 6.

(Decision No. 5244 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

A. R. McCUNE, doing business as ) CASE NO,.123% .
JMcCUNE TRANSPER COMPANY, )

By the Commissions

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1302)

Information has come to the Commigsion, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle,

GRDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an

////Tgnsurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or” orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 380 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10300 __ _o'clock
Ao M., on_Qctober 2, 1933 , at which time and
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

L L T ——,

Commissioners.




Form No. 6,

(Decision No. 5245 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

) CASE NO,.1R34 ...
JOHN SALAS. )

September 19, 1935.

STATEMENT

By the Commissiong

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1825)

Information has come to the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Reguletions of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle.

OBDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into %o deter-
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or sureiy bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commigsion in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .10i00Q..o'clock
wehaM,, oOn October 2, 1935 , &t which time and
place such evidence a&s is proper may be introduced.

THE. PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
i

ospas e s snae

Commissioners,




Form No. 6.

(Decision No. 5246 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
A. C. E. TRANSPORTATION COM- ) CASE NO,.X839 ...
PANY, A _GORPORATIONau v )

September 19, 1933,

By the Commission

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the
business of & common carrier by motor vehicle., (Application No. 1978-I)

Information has come to the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle.

W weh wNn e .

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be sntered into to deter-
mine if the above named respondent has failsd or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .£0:00__o'clock
As M., on October 2, 1933 , at which time and
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

O

Gommissioners.




Form No. 2 (Decision No. 5247)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OrF COLORADO

¥* % ¥

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF
C. A. GILMORE AND R. M. BOSE,
DOING BUSINESS AS OTIS PRODUC
COMPANY,

CASE NO._1236

=5}
S N N N

— e e M e e

By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named respondents
were heretofore issued Permit No. A-338 under the provisions of Chapter 120,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing them to engage in the business of
a private carrier by motor vehlcle.

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondents
have failed to file monthly reports and have failed to pay highway compensation
taxes as follows, to-wit:

Monthly Reports Not Received

January, 1933, August, 1933, inclusive.

The records of the Commission also disclose that respondents have falled
to keep on file with the Commission an effective insurance policy or surety
bond as required by Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorudo, 1921, and Rule 10
of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by
motor vehicle for hire.

——

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that
an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above named
respondents have failed to file monthly reports and pay highway compensation
taxes as above set forth and have failed to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as reguired by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing
private carriers by motor vehicle.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondents show cause, if any they
have, by written statement flled with the Commission within ten days from this
date why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit here-
tofore issyed to said respondents on account of the aforementioned delinquencies,
and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and proper
in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby,
set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office
Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 o'clock A. M., on October 2, 1933, at
which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




. Form No, 1.

(Decision No, 5248 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* & &
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF
HOWARD H. HOLDCROFT, DOING BUSINEJS CASE NO,.1e37 . .
AS HOLDCROFT TRANSPORTATION COM~ ) :
PANY.

September 20, 1933,
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By the Commissiong

The records of the Commissiopn di c% o that the above named re
spondent was heretofore issued a permit/@%degr %Q provisions of Chapter 120
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business o
a private carrier by motor vehicle.

Information has coms to the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
' and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehiecle,

QRDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the
premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is
heresby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room,
330 State Office Building, Denver, Golorado, at ..10300 _o'clock®s M., on
....... October. &, 1933 . , &t which time and place such evidence as is
proper may be introducsd.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

oxmissioners.



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLCRADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) ~
J. B. MONTGOMERY, )  PRIVATE MOTOR VEHICLE PERMIT

- e e W e m w wm e
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By the Commission:

The Commission is in receipt of a written communication dated
September 11, 1933, in which J. B. Montgomery has requested the Commission
to suspend indefinitely private motor vehicle permit No. 138-A.

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor wehicle permit No.
l?BqA, heretofore issued to J. B. Montgomery, be, and the same is herebdy,
suspended for the period of one year from.this date.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That at any time within one year the said
Montgomery‘may'by written cdmﬁunication filed with the Commissioﬁ advisé
the Commission of his intention to resume operations, and that upon the
filing of such written statement, $ogether with the proper insurance as
required by the rules and regulations of the Commission, the same shall
become reinstated automatically.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That unless reinstated within that time,
the same shall automatically become revoked and cancelled without further

order,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 21st day of September, 1933,



(Decision No, 5250)

EEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
ED YOUNG. ) CASE NO. 1194

s o o e E M o e T e W o e e e
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By the Commission:

On July 25, 1933, the Commiasion instituted a case requiring
respondent to show cause why he should not cease and desist from operating
as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he had procured a’certificate
of convenience and necessity to so operate,.

Sinca the commencement of said action, our inspection department
has advised the Commission that they are satisfied that respondent is‘engaged
only in the transportation of his own property.

In view of this report, the Commission is of the opinion, and 80

finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same

is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

4] ioners,

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 21lst day of September, 1933,



(Deecision No. 5251)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS oF )
W. L. ZECH. ) ) ~ CASE NO. 1187

- am wm am e mm W e

Appearances: OCarl A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
for the Pyblic Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

28 ;;4 e

u./

On July 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring the.

above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered

requiring him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier

unless and until he has procured a certificate of publiec convenience and

necessity to so operate. Said case was set for hearing on August 25, 1933,

at which time it was continued until September 11, 1933,

The evidence disclosed that respondent has paid all highway
compensation taxes assessed ageinst him for such hauling as may have been

done prior to this date, and he has voluntarily agreed %o discontinue all

operations for hire in the future.

In view of these circumstances the Commission is of the opinion,

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the

same 1s hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

S 2O e a

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 21st day of September, 1933,

DA Ay

ommissioners.




(Decision No. 5252)

EEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* %* %*

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
R, A, JOHNSON. ) CASE NO. 1211

By the Commission:

On August 2, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
respondent to show cause why he should not cease and desist from operating
as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he procured a certificate of
public convenience and necessity to so operate,

At the hearing we were advised by our inspection department that
respondent was engaged only in the transportation of his own property and
was not operating as a motor vehiecle carrier for hire.

In view of these conditions, the Commission is of the opinion, and
80 finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same is
hereby, dismissed, |

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado, i ; '?omssioners.

this 21st day of September, 1933.

X




(Deeision No. 5253)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OFPERATIONS OF = )
JACK E. NIELSEN. , ) CASE NO, 1224

Appearances: Mr, E. S, Johnson, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

SZATEMENT

By the Commission:

On September 8, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to shdw cause why permit No., A~433, heretofore
igsued to him, should not be revoked for his failure to file monthly reports. -

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent had failed
to file any reports for the months of Februarybto August, 1933, inclusive,

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that said permit No. A-433, heretofore issued to
respondent, should be revoked on account of the aforementioned deliﬁquencies.

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit No. A-433,

heretofore issued to Iack‘E.\NielSeh, be, and the seme is hereby, revoked and

cancelled.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 2lst day of September, 1933.
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(Decision No. 5254)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

EE RS

BRE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
W. E. POWERS AND F. J, KNAUER, )
DOING BUSINESS AS POWERS MDVING )
AND STORAGE COMPANY, )

CASE NO. 1238

- w e s e e e & e

September 21, 1933.

By the Commission:

Information has oome to the Cammission thet W. E. Powers and
F. 7. Knaver, doing business es Powars Moving and Storage Company, to whom
the Commisaion heretofore issued'g certificate of public convenience emd
neéessity in Applieation No. 1700, has during the current year 1933 deen
transporting freight betwesn points in the City of Denver and other points
in Colorado outside of said’city which they heve no£ made any report of in
their monthly highway compensation tax reports, and that they have failed
t0 pay the tax whioch has long since become due on such motor vehicle trans.-
portation. |

The Commiasion is of the opinion, and so finds, that an investi-
getion shoﬁld be instituted for the purpose of determining whether or not
the said W. E. Powers and F. J. Knauer have been transporting freight by
motor vehicle on which no highway compensation tax reports have been meade,

end on which no such taxes have been paid to the State of Colorado.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, On the Commission's own motion, that an
1nvestigation'be, and the seme is héraby, instituted for the purpose of
determining whether or not the said W. E. Powers andvF. J. Knauer, doing
business as Powers Moving and Storagé Compﬁny, have boenvtransporting
freight by motor vehicle on which no highway compensation tax reporfa haﬁe

been made, and on which no such taxes have been paid to the State of Colorado.



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the ssid W. E. Powers and ¥. J.

Knauer be, end they are hereby, required to show cause by written state-
ﬁont to be filed with the Commiasion within ten days from this dete why
their certificate of public convenience and necessity heretofore issued
to them by the Cammigsion should not be revoked or suspended for failure
to cemply with the law in making of highway compensation tax reports amd
_paying the highway compensation taxes due the State of Colorado.

| IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this matferhbe set'do'n for hearing
in the hearing room of the cammiasion, 330 State Office Building, Dcnv.r,
Colorado, on Wbdnenday, Octeber 4, 1933, at 10- o'eloek AM.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
. OF THE STATE OF COLORADO..

X .Lo“(

o M)

issioners;

Deted at Denver, Colorado,
this 218t day of September, 1933,



(Decision No., 5255)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPRRATIONS OF ) o
FRANK FATRBANKS., : ) CASE NO. 1199

Appearances: Mr. E. S. Johnson, Denver, Colorado,
for Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On July 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why he should not cease and
desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he
procured proper authority therefor from this Commission,

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent had paid
all highway compensation taxes assessed against his operation and had also
filed his application for a Class A private permit.

In view of theaebcircumstanees, the Commission is of the opinion,

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same

is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 21st day of September, 1933,
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(Decision No. 5256) 2/

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
J. C. HARRIS. ) PRIVATE PERMIT NO. A=427

- e G e am e e o -

By the Commission:

The Commission is in receipt of a request from the above
named J, C, Harris, stating that he desires to have his permit
cancelled,

After careful consideration of sald request the Commission

is of the opinion, and so finds, that same should be granted.

ORDER
. IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor wvehicle permit
. No. A-427, heretofore issued to J. C. Harris, be, and the same is

hereby, cancelled.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

‘ Dated at Denver, Colorado, Commissioners.
this 2lst day of September, 1933,




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILI
OF THE STATE OF.

* ¥ %k

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
R. E. KNOTTS, . )

(Decision No. 5257)

TIES COMMISSION
COLORADO

CASE 0. 1219

September 21, 1933

Appearances:

- e

Mr. B. S. Johnaon, Denver, Colorado,

for the Publiec Utilities Cammission.

STATEMENT

By the Commissiont

On September 8, 1933, the C
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That fhe certificate of publie convenience
end necessity, heretofore issued to R. E. Knotts in Applieation No. 1840,

be, and the same is hereby, revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
' OF THE STATE OF COLORADO .

JJ,)Q//M |

onmissioners,

Dated at Denver, GColorado,
this 21st day of September, 1933,



(Decision No. 5258)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OFPERATIONS OF )
MIKE ARMSTRONG. ) CASE NO. 1220

Appearances: Mr, E, S, Johnson, Denver, Colorado,
' for the Publie Utilities Commission.

. e -~ o Seup

By the Commission:

On September 8, 1933, the Gommiésion entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public con-
venience and necessity heretofore issued to him in Application No., 1949,
should not be suspended or revoked for his failure %o file with the Commission
the necessary 1nsurahee poliey or surety bond as required by law.

The evidence disclosed that respondent has failed to keep on file
with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety bond required
by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 33
of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing common carriers by
motor‘vehicle. Although respondent has been traced repeatedly for this.
ingurance, he apparently pays no attention to our notices and he aid not
appear at the hearing. |

The law makes it incumbent upon the Commission to see that those
operating under its jurisdioction are properly insured, anﬁ we fesl thaﬁ we
have no option in the matter,

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and necessity,
bheretofore 1ssued to respondent in Application No, 1949, should be revoked

for the above delinguencies.



ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience
and necessity, heretofore issued to Mike Armstrong in Application:Nb.‘1949,

be, and the same is hereby, revoked.

THE PUELIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

dfmissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 2lst day of September, 1933.



(Decision No., 5259)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * %*

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OFERATIONS OF )
ROSS C. SHIELDS. ) CASE NO. 1221

Appearances: Mr, E. S. Johnson, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

By the Commission:

On September 8, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring.
the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-66, here-
torbre issued to him, should not be revoked for his failure to make monthly
reports, pay highway compensation taxzes, and keep on file with the Gommission
an efrective insurance policy or surety bond as‘required by law. o

The evidence disclosed that respondent has failed to make monthly
reports for the months of February, 1933, tq Aygust, 1933, inciusive, and
that his highway compensation taxes are now unpaid for the months of October,
November and December, 1932, and January, 1933, _

It was further»discloaed that no eftective insurance or surefy bond
has been filed by respondent,

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that private permit No., A-66, héretofore issued to,_
Ross C, Shields, shoﬁld be cancelled on account of the above delinQuencies;

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle pemit No, A-86,
heretofore issued to Ross C. Shields, be, and‘the'Same is hereby, retoked and

cancelled,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 21st day of September, 1933.

Commissionera,



(Decision No. 5860)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

X % %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1282
EARL P. HUFFAKER. )

N N N 2 I

September al, 1933

- e e G s R e o W

Appearances: Mr., E.|8. Johnson, Denver, Colorade,
fox Publiec Utilities Commission,

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

| On Soptomber 8, 1933, the Canmission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-164,
heretofore issued to him, shoulfl not be revoked for his failure to make
monthly reports and keep on filp with the Commission an eftectivovinluranso ‘
policy‘or surety bond as required by law.

The evidence discloseq that respondent had failed to make reports
for the moixfhs of September, 1932, to August, 1933, inelusive, and that‘h)o
had also failed to keep on file [with the Commission an effestive insura#cn
poliey or surety bond. |

After careful consideﬂation of the record the Commission is of ‘the

opinion, and so finds, that priviate permit No. A-184, hersetofore iasued %o
Earl P. Huffsker, should be revoked on account of the aforementioned

delingquencies, N
- | ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-164, heretofore

issued to Karl P, Huffaker, be, ‘}md' the same is hereby, revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 21st day of September, 1933)




(Decision No, 5261)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEEICLE OPERATIONS OF ) :
PETE McDONNELL. ) CASE NO. 1223

Appearances: Mr. E. S. Jobnson, Denver, Colorado,
for Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On September 8, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A=33l, here=-
tofore issued to him should not be revoked for his failure to file monthly
reports and for his failure to keep on file with the Commission an efrective\
insuranee policy or surety bond as required by law, |

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had failed %o
file reports térvthe mbnths of Sépteﬁier, 1952, to August 1933, inclusive,
and had also failed to file the necessary insurance,

After a careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A~331l, heretofore issued to
Pete McDonnell, should be revoked on account of the above delinguencies.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor wehiecle permit No., A-331,

heretofore issued to Pete McDonnell, be, and the same is hereby, cancelled.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado, ommlssioners.
this 2lst day of September, 1933.
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(Decision No. 5262)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION </
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * &

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION )
OF ERNEST LEEPER FOR TRANSFER OF )
P.U.C, CERTIFICATE NO. 234 FROM )
He C. BUKEY TO ERNEST LEEPER. )

APPLICATION NO, 738-A

Sep tember 21, 1933,

——————— - -

Appearances: D, O, Plummer, Esq.,, Denver, Colorado,
attorney for applicants,

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

This is an application by H. C. Bukey for authority to tramsfer

the certificate of public convenience and necessity originally issued in

‘Application No. 738 to Ernest Leeper,

The evidence disclosed that the proposed transferee has in fact
been condueting the operation for which this certificate was granted for
some time, as H, C. Bukey had lost his car and was no longer able to carry
on said operation by himself. No consideration is being paid for the
transfer and no equipment is involved,

The transferee owns a 1928 Oldsmobile sedan and his finsncial
condition and general reputation were established to the satisfaction of
the Commission. The only unpaid dbligation existing against the operation
is a small amount of highway compensation taxes, which the transferee
agrees to assume and liquidate,

After a careful consideration of the evidence the Commission ia
of thé opinion, and so finds, that authority should be granted to make the

aaid‘transrer as prayed, subject to the condikions hereinafter stated.




—— e - — —

" IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That authority be, and the same is hereby,

e

gfanted to He 6, Bukey §o<?rans£er to Ernest Leeper the certificate of public
coﬁvenience and neceséity 6fig£nally issued by the coﬁmiésion in Application
No, 738; provided, however, that this transfer shall become effective only
when and if the said transferee, Ernest Leeper, shall file with the COmmission
the necessary insurance policy or surety bond required by law and our Rules
and Regulations, and provided also that said transferee shall pay all the
highway compensation taxes due from January 1, 1933, to date.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the tariff of rates, rules and regulations
of the transferor herein shall become and remain those of the transfee herein

until changed according to law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES OOMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 21st day of September, 1933,



(Deecision No. 5263)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* % % x

RE INCREASE IN THE RATES OF THE ) ‘

ORCHARD POWER, LIGHT, WATER AND ) INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION
) e :
)

GAS COMPANY, ORCHARD, COIORADO, DOCKET NO,
TO BE EFFECTIVE SEPTEMBER 21, 1933.

- me e W o e e e

September 21, 1933

Appearances: Mr. M. S. Richeson, Orchard, Colorado,
for Orchard Power, Light, Water & Gss
Company.

By the Commission:

On August 24, 1933, the Orchard Power, Light, Water and Gas Company
filed with the Commission its Revised Rate Sheets’nbs. 3, 4, 5 and 6 to its

schedule of rates, GColo. P.U.C. No. 1,"hich sald reviased sheets increased its

-rates for serviee to its domestic, business and small power eonsumers.

On August 30, 1933, the Commission eﬁterod its order of 1g?q;tigitie§
and suspension of said revised rate sheets and set the matter down rcf ﬁe;rihg |
before the Commission in Denver, Colorado, on SOptembqrqu, 1933.

| At the hearing,ino one appeared to protest‘tﬁe propoied increase in
rates, and respondent presented a petition signed by all but two of its
cuétemars, requesting that aaid-propdsed inorease in rates be allowed. It was
further explained that the two custamefs who did nbt sign could not bb reached.

The operation of respondent is very limifod as it serves only 35 or
40 gustomers. It hﬁs an investment of approximately §5,000.00 in its plant,
and from an exhibit introduced showing its gross roveﬁuo and operating expense
for the past yeer, it is evident thet a defieit of approzimat017“$41.60 per »
month ia being incurred. |

The operating expenses of respondent seem to be very reasonnble, thov
only payroll expenss being $30.00 per month for its engineer who has charge _
of the plant. The figures ihich were submitted in evidence 4o not include the

3 per cent Federal tax, which is now effective and must be Borne by the utility.




Respondent conmipany purchased its plent from Fairbanks, Morse &
Company and is payihg for the seme monthly. The original agreement was that
such payments were to be made at the ?ate of $100.00”per month, elthough, due
to economic conditipné,'craditors are now aceepting payment of $50.00, and this
item is included in thé monthly expense aeooﬁnt dr féspondént. ’A balance or.
$050.00 is atill due upﬁn the plant.

After careful comsideration of all the evidenee, the Commission is
of the opihion, and so finds, that the rates provided for in said revised ;ate
sheets Nos. 3, 4, 5 and 6, have been juatiriéd and should be permitted to

hecame effedtive October 1, 1933.
OQRDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the order of the Oammisaién entered
herein on Angﬁst 30, i953, aﬁspeidiﬁg for one hundred twenty days the rates
providad by Revised Rate Sheets Nos. 3, 4, 5 and 6.or the Orchard‘Power,
Light, Water and Gas Company, to 1ts Colo. P.U.C. No. &, be, and the same is
hereby vacated and set aside, and that said rates be permitted to become
effective October 1, 1933,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

e S s

ommissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorade,
this 21lsat day of September, 1933.



\/{ Form No. 2. . , o - (Decision No. 5285

< | BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
’ - OF THE STATE OF COLORADOQ

* % »

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

DELL F. SCOTT. ) CASE NO,..1R39.. ...
(5 . S ‘fbwu/) )
Loy 45, J/3«c '“?7 e September 25, 1933,

L e e

. By the Commissions

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named respondent
was heretofore issued Permit No. ..374-A__ _ under the provisicns of Chapter 120,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engege in the business of =
private carrier by motor vehijcle,

The records of the Commission further disclose that sald respondent
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation
taxes as follows, to-wit:

Monthly Reports Not Received

For Months of July and August, 1935
Monthly Highway Compensation Taxes Not Received

For Months Décember, 1932, to June, 1933, Incl. - $62.91

The records of the Commission also disclose that respondent hasc failed
to keep on file with the Commisgsion an effective insurance policy or surety
bond as required by Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10
. of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by
motor vehicle for hire.

9RDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that
an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine 1f ths above named
respondent has failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations
of the Commission governing privete carriers by motor vehicle, and has failed
to file an insurance policy or surety bond.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this
dete, why it gshould not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit here-
tofore issued to said respondent on account of the sforementioned delinquencies,

. and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and
proper in the premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby,
set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Offige
Building, Denver, Colorado, at Z.o'clock Z}fM., on.... o eed ..,..é‘;-.-.-.-.?.33
et which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced

o

.THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
' OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

K 4/4”( A/ .. X
/ i/

._/XNJ

Commissioners,




Form No. 8.

(Decision No, 5266 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

® # @

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF

BUD CRAM. CASE NO..1840.. ..

4629 Vine St., Denver)
( ’ September 26, 1933,

STATEMENT

By the Commissiont

Information has coms t0 the Commission that the above named re-
spondent is engaged in operating as a motor vehicle carrier as that term is
defined in Section 1 (d) of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, as
amended, without a certificate of public convenience and necessity as required
by law.

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the public
interest requires that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine
i? said respondent is engaged in the business of a motor vehicle carrier
without a certificate of publicconvenience and necessity,

QBDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above
named respondent is engaged in the business of operating as & motor vehicle
carrier without a certificate of public convenience and necessity,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this
date, why it should not enter an order requiring him to cease and desist from
operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he procures a certifi-
cate of public convenience and necessity to so operate, and such other order
or orders as may be meet and proper in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby,
set down for hearing before the Oommission in its Hearing Room, 330 %tate 0ftice
Building, Denver, Colorado, at A0300 __.o'clockdse M,, on.October
at which time and place such evidence as‘is proper mey be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

ceﬁhiseioners.



Form No. 8.

(Decision No. 5267 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

. * * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
ERNEST J. GOTTULA, g
(Pueblo, Colo.)

CASE NO,. 1241 .

September 26, 1933,

1w
¥
1§
ey
1=
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=
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By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofors issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 663)

. Information has come 40 the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
roequired by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle.

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-
mine if the sbove named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commisgion in the premises.

' IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .10300._ _.c'clock
A M., on October 9, 13883 , &t which time and
plaece such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

v g




Form No. 8.

(Decision No, 5268 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
H. PILLOUD.
(Two Buttes, Colo.)

CASE NO..1242 .

September 26, 1933.

D e S I
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By the Commission:

The records of the Commigsion digclose that the above
named respondent wes heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the

~business of a common carrier by motor vehicle.

) Information has come t¢ the Commission, that said re-
gspondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle.

CRRPER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-
mine“if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cats should therefors be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 380 State Office Building, Denver, Colorade, at ..h0300Q. . o'clock
A M., on October 9, 1933 , at which time and

place such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

-------

Commissioners.




Form No. 6.

(Decision No. 5269 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
PERCY KLINGINSMITH. ;

(Bushnell, Nebr.)
September 26, 1933.

- e S v e e . e -
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By the Commissions

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the
business of & common carrier by motor vehicle. (4pplication No. 1025)

Information has come to the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Lews of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-~
mine if the above nsmed respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rulses
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other’
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER CRDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .J20Q3QQ.. .o'clock
LA« M., on October 9, 1933 , at which time and
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




Form No. 6.

(Pecision No, 5270 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * L]

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
A. R. McCUNE, doing business as ) CASE NO,...1844
McCUNE TRANSFER COMPANY, ) |

September 26, 1953,

fen
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By the Commissiont

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was herstofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage irv the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1302)

Information has come to the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed 4o file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 184, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules end Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle,

QRDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at ....4Q:iQQo'clock
ABe M., on October 9, 1933 , at which time and
plece such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

O,

Commigsioners.




Form No. 6.

(Decision No. 5271 )

- BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* +* *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

GUY J. BRADFORD, doing business ) CASE NO...1R45 _
as. THE YELLOW CAB & TRANSFER, )

(Greeley, Colo.)

September 27, 1955,

STATEMENT

By the Commissions

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
S8ession Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1737)

Information has come to the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion,'that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
ingurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .1Q300 _ _o'clock
As M., on October 9, 1933 , at which time and

place such evidence as is proper may be introduced,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

de e awsorvang oo d e SIS Wt m——.

/

| O

Commisgioners.
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Form No. 6.

(Decision No. 5272 )

BEFORE THE PUBLICkUTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE QPERATIONS OF )

) 1248
G. Ro PRATT. )

CASE NO... e

(R. 1,Box 124, Pueblo.) :
September 27, 1933.

R e TP

P I "

By the Commissions

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him 4o engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1137)

Information has come to the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle,

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE CRDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-
mine i! the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cete should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the szams
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .J10300Q.. o'clock
Be M., on October 9, 1933 ~ , &t which time and
" place such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




Form No. 6.

(Decision No. SR73 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

L] » »

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) |
RALPH SEE AND W. LEE SHARP,doing ) OASE NO..1247.......

“buglness as. THE HUEREANQ FREIGHT )
LINES,

(Gardner, Colo.) September 212;}Q§5.
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By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him 4o engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1372)

Information has coms t0 the Commisgion, that said re-
spondent hag failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle.

CAPER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspendsd or revoked, and whether any other -
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in ths premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commigsion in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .10:0Q...o0'clock
A M., on October 9, 19%3 , &t which time and
place such evidence as is propsr may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
D)

gl emsyrerserarasien

Commissioners.




Form No. 6.

(Decision No. 5275 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

» * »

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
MERCHANTS TRANSFER COMPANY, ) CASE NO..1248. ...
A CORPORATION.

(1536-16th St., Denver)
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By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the gbove
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1421)

Information has come to the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of +thse Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle,

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entersd by the Commission in the premises.

IT IS FUORTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .10:00 _o'clock
..... A. M., on October 9, 1933 , at which time and
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Vi

Commissioners.




Form No., 6.

(Decision No. 5276 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

CASE NO..%:849 ..
ROBERT C. HOPKINS. g

(Pierce, Colo.) September 27, 1933,

— e mme e e e e
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By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1424-A)

Information has come to the Commission, that sald re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle,

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entersd into to deter-
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to fils an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .320300 _o'clock

A. M., on October 9, 1933 , 2% which time and
place such evidence as 1is proper may be introduced. '

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




(Decision No. 5377) 3 U%%f,}

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *
i\
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
THE STATE HIGHWAY DEPARTMENT OF COLO- ) '
. RADO FOR A CHANGE IN IOCATION OF A )  APPLICATION NO. 2134
GRADE CROSSING ON U. S. HIGHWAY NO. )
40 AT GRANBY. ' )

By the Commission:

This prbceeding arises from a change in the location of U, S,

Highway No., 40, near the town of Granby, Colorado, in which it is proposed
to abandon. the. present grade crossing over the track of The Denver and
Salt Lake Railway Gompény at Mile Post 74,66, as a crossing for U. S. High= |
way No. 40, ar;d change the orossing of th;ts highway to Mile Post 75.47,

. H néar the town limits of Granby, COloraLt,io.i ‘ It is elso“v;érg_igpsed to rgiain

. the present grade crossing as a farm crossing for the accormodation of a
farm or farms in that vicinity. The State Highway Depértment advises that
the State Highway Department and the County of Grand have agreed to pay the
estimated costs of the installation of the new crossing and gates for farm
ocrossing at the old crossing, as set out by the Highway Department in copy
of a letter to the Goneral Attorney of the failway compaﬁy, in order to
avoid any delay to the work now in progress on this highway in the vieinity
of Granby.

‘ The Commission is advised that so far as the matter of sa:tety'and
convenience to the public is concerned the change will make little if any
difference with regard to the crossing., If anything, it will likely be
better'for the public. |

The change in location of the highway will be & very great improve-

ment, and, therefore, the Commission approves the change in crossing.



The matter of expense in the.installation of the new crossing
having been agreed to by the parties direetly coneerned will not require
the decision of the Commission as to allocation of costs though attention
is called to the fact that the agreement is not in accord with tI;e.com- |
mission's usualkpolicy. |

OR

=)

ER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, In compliance with the provisions of
Section 29 of the Public Utilities Act, as amended, that a publiec highway
erossing, at grade, be, and the same is hereby, permitted to be opemed and
established over the right-of-way and tracks of The Denver and Salt Lake
Rallway Company at a point 2482 feet west of Mile Post 75 of said railway
at the town limits of Granby, Colorado, conditioned,‘however, that prior %o
the opening of aforesaid crossing to public travel it shall be constructed
in accordance with the specifications for grade crossings, as provided in o
the Commission's order in Case No. 879,

IT IS FURTHFR ORDERED, That the present grade crossing of U. S.
Highway No. 40, at Mile Post 74 £ 3485 feet, shall be abandomed as a publie
crossing when the new crossing as herein referred to shall be installed and
'ngw highway is ready for public travel. It is understood that present cross-
ing will be retained as a farm crossing.

IT IS FURTHFR ORDERED, That, in accordance with aforesaid agreement,
the grading of the highway approaches to the crossing, including necessary
drainage thefefor, shail be done by and at the expense of the State Highway
Department, Also that upon the payment of $250,00 by the County of Grand to
The Denver and Salt Lske Railway Company, said railway company shall install
necesgary planking in orossing,‘crossing signs, two cattle guards with re~
quired wing fences, gates at the present crossing retained for a farm crossing,

and pay any expense neceasary to raise telegraph and telephone Iirea t6 the



proper‘clearance at the new crossing.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

v 7 1T " Commissioners,

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 27th day of September, 1933,



Form No. 6. <

(Decision No. 5278 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * »*

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
2
MARTIN B. LARSON. ; CASE NO...1280 _ _

(Boulder, Colo.)
September 27, 1933.

e woun ey man  wee o v e

- G e e W S i e

By the Commissions

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 184,

Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in +the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1447)

Information has come to the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carrisers by motor vehicle.

— e me e e

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, end if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That sald matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .10300 _.o'clock
Ay M., on October 9, 1933 .y 8t which time and

.........

place such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners.,



Form No. 6.

(Decision No. 5279 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

GEORGE F, SCHUTZ & L. G'. MAROVIS
doing business as M. & H.
TRANSFER AND STORAGE COMPANY. f

- e e aw - EE em am e e e e e - e -

(Loveland, Colo.) - September 27, 1933.

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF
 CASE NO...J&8%.....

- o me w

By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. Application No. 1589)

Information has come to the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle.

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises.

IT IS PURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorads, at .10200 _o'cloock
weBa M., on...... Qctober 9, 19353 , at which time and
placs such svidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

s 0 0 o0 v s s 4900 B YR 0 2 o

Commiseloners.



Form No. 6.

(Decision No. 5282 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
ARTHUR R. PHILPOTT. 3

(4328 Cottaie Grove Ave.,
Chicago, 111.)

Leptember 27, 1933.

STATEMENT

— . v e s e e e e

By the Commission:

The records of the Commigsion disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
S8ession Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him %to engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1902)

Information has come to the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle.

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hesring be entersd into to detsr-
mine if +the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules ,
and Regulations of the Oommission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at ...2030Q o'clock
A M., on October 9, 1933 .y &t which time and
plece such evidence as is proper may be introduced,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

\-{Ae
bénmissionera.
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(Decision No. 5283 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* % »

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
J. B. MOORE. g ' CASE NO... 1258 .

(Palisade, Colo.)

3]
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By the Commissiony

The records of the Commissiop di c% se that the mbove named re
spondent was heretofore issued a permit/uRler $he provisions of Chapter 120,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business of
a private carrier by motor vehicle,

Informetion has come to the Commigsion that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle.

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that en investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above
named respondent hes failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the
premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 1s
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room,
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at Q200 .. ..o'clock A«M., on

October 9, 1933 , &% which time and place such evidence as is
proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners.,




" Form No. 1.

(Decision No. 5284 )

L

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* # #

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
OREN L. McKAY,

(Sterling, Colo.)

CASE NO....1%86

September 27, 1955.

o
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By the Commissiong

The records of the Commissio diic%%se that the above named re
spondent was heretofore issued a permit/u Raer the provisions of Chapter 120,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1981, authorizing him to engage in the business of
e private carrier by motor vehicle.

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 18
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle.

ORDER

Wiy ey e

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered intoc to determine if the above
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and
whether any other order or ordsrs should be entered by the Commission in the
premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room,
330 State Office Bullding, Denver, Colorado, at .1Q300...0'clock A.M,, on

e B0k0bOT. 9, 1985...., at which time and place such evidence as is
proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

e s ane

ommintionors‘
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(Decision No., 5285 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

% 4 @

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ;
W. E. PHILLIPS. )

(Wauneta, Nebr.)
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By the Commissiong

The records of the Commissiop di ci% e that the above named re
spondent was heretofore issued a permit/under thé provisions of Chapter 120,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, suthorizing him %o engage in the business of
a private carrier by motor vehicle.

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle.

OQRDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and heering be entesred into to determine if the above
named respondent has failed or refused t0 file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the
premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room,
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .10300  o*clock AeM,., on
SOV 8|5 1o 75 o - PO 1.3 S , 8t which time and place such evidence as is
proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
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(Decision No.5286 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* % %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF
G. W, VOSLER.

CASE NO... 1258

(Sedalia, Colo.) September 27, 1933.
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By the Commissiont

The records of the Commissiog di c% ¢ that the above named re
spondent was heretofore issusd a permit under the provisions of Chapter 120,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business of
a private carrier by motor vehicle,

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 186
. of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules

' and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle,

ORDER

IT I3 THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the gbove
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
it so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the
premises, :

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room,
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .1JQiQQ. _._..o'clockAsM,, on

October 9, 1933 » 8t which time and place such evidence as is

. proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

'lwy,’ L AM)

Commissioners.
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' (Decision No. 5287 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * &

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

) OASE NO...1259
RAY MEREDITH, )
(Wellington, Colo.)
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By the Commissiony -

The records of the Commlssion dige % e that the above named re
spondent was heretofore issued a permit Bde% %% provisions of Chepter 120,
Segsion Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business of
a private carrier by motor vehicle.

Informetion has come to the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 18
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriera by motor vehiocle.

QRDER
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above
nemed respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and .
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in ithe
premises. \
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 1s
hesreby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room,
380 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, &+t .10QiQ0..0'clock 4sM,, on
October 9, 1933 , at which time and place such evidence as is
proper mey be introducsd.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

comminaionorc.
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.Form No. 1.

(Decision No. 5288 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * p
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
1260
CASB NO... .20 ..
CHARLES E. SANDS.
(1155 S. Elizabeth St,
Denver, Colo.) September 27, 1933,

By the Commissions

The records of the Commissiopn di c% e that the above named re
spondent was heretofore issued a permit %ne&' provisions of Chapter 120
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business oz
a private carrler by motor vehicle,

Information has come to the Commission that sald respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 18
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle.

QRDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the
premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commisgion in its Hearing Room,
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .29390 _otclookAeM., on
-.Qetober 8, .1985.. e , &t which time and place such evidence as is
proper mey be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
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(Decision No, 5289 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

% N &

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

STEPHEN G. LEWIS,
(Timnath, Colo.)

OASE Mo, 1R61

September 27, 1933.
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By the Commissioni

The records of the Commissio diiﬁ%%ée that the above named re
spondent was heretofore issued a permit Under provisions of Chapter 120,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business of

a private carrier by motor vehicle,

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has
tailed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 18
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehilcls.

IT IS8 THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the
premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 1is
hereby, set down for hearing befors the Commission in its Hearing Room,
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at ..1:0300 . .o'clock AsM,, on

October 9, 1933 , at which time and place such evidence as is
proper may be introduced.,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

e e e el

Yormissioners.,
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(Decision No. 5290 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

*® » &

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF g

1262
HARVEY BROTHERS. ) CASE NO...X&2&. ...

(930 No. 8th, Canon City)
September 27, 1933,
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By the Commissiong

The records of the Commissio % e that the above named re
spondent was heretofore issued a permit 8&9% %% provisions of Chapter 120,
Session Laws of Coloradeo, 1931, authorizing him %o engage in the business of
a private carrier by motor vehiocle.

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or sursty bond as required by Section 18
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission govérning private carriers by motor vehicle.

ORDER

IT IS5 THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on 1ts own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above
nemed respondent has failed or rsfused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond &8 required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the
premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the sams 1s
hereby, set down for hearing bafore the Commission in its Hearing Room,
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .20300 _o'clocid..M., on

October 9, 1933 , &t which time and place such evidence as is
proper may be introduced. :

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

cominionora.
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(Decision No. 5201 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* » &

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF
J. B. LEASURE,

CASE NO....1263

(3220 Lawrence St.

Denver £é'lo.) September 27, 1933.
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By the Commissiong

" The records of the Commissio di c% ge that the above named re
spondent was herstofore issued a permit under %e provisions of Chapter 120,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business of
e private carrier by motor vehicle,

Information has come t0 the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1981, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
end Regulations of the Commission governing private carrlers by motor wvehicle,

’ -—‘_ER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above

_named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulationg of the Commission, and

if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and
whethar any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the
premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearigg Room,
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .AQ3Q0 ..o'clock £:M., on
............. Qctoker.9,.1398¢. . ..., at which time and place such evidence as is
proper may be introduced. ’

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
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(Decision No. 5292)

EEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
: OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
S. A, HAMMOND FOR A CERTIFICATE OF
PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY TO
OPERATE PASSENGER BUS SERVICE BETWEEN
RED GLIFF AND GIIMAN, COLORADO, AND
BETWEEN MINTURN AND GIIMAN, COLORADO.

APPLICATION NO. 2131

R R e

September 28, 1933,

Appearances: S. A. Hammond, Red Cliff, Colorado,
PXO 8e;
Richard E. Conour, Esq., Denver, Colorado,
Assistant Attorney General,

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

Applicant seeks authority to operate a passenger bus ébrvice
between Red CLiff and Gilman, and between Minturn and Gilmen, Coloredo,
No protests were filed against thé applieafion and a4petition and seféral
written communications from various individuals weTe Teceived requesting
the Commission to give raVOrabie considerafioﬁ to the applicatioh; |

It appears that betWeen 75 and 100 persons are employed by the
Empire Zine Company at Gilmen, Colorado, and that a number of empioyes of
said company reside either in Red Cliff or Minturn, Red Cliff beiﬁg.;ituated
three and one~half miles south and Minturn five and one-half miles north of
Gilman. . | |

It further developed that said employes require transportation
facilities to enable them to go to and retwrn ffoﬁ their work at Gilman.
No such service is provided at present, as the railroad facilities bétween
sald points are not of such nature as to afford the service rqquired-by
said employes.

Applicant proposes to purchase a 20~passenger Chevrolet bus in
order to conduct sald operation, the cost‘of which will be approximétely

$1,500,00, In addition to this bus, he would use a passenger oar betweem




Minturn and Gilmen, and with this equipment he belicves that the transpor-
tation needs of the employes of the Empire Zinc Company can be properly
taken care of,

It further developed that applicant was injured in an accident this
year and now has an application on file with the State Workmen's Gompenaation
Fund for an allowance covering his injuries. It appears that one eye'haé
been practically destroyed and the sight of the other one affected. - Applicant
does not propose to drive any of his equipment, but will hire drivers for the
purpose, and he stated that he desired the granting of his eertificate made
contingent upon his being granted relief by the said Warkmen'a Compensation
Fund, as otherwise he will not be finaneially able to earry on the prOpésed
opseration,

He’proposes to operate three round trips a day betieen the points
to be served and such operations can be continued dnriﬁg the entire year,

His proposed operation will be the same between Red Cliff and Minturn and |
Gilman and there will be a flat charge of 25 cents per passenger each way,
or a five dayé a week service at a charge of $5.00 per month per passenger.

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that the public convenience and necessity reqﬁire
the-gstablishmeﬁt‘by applicant of a passenger bua service between Red'Qlifr
and Gilmen and between Minturn and Gilman, Colorado, subject to the condi-
tions hereinafter set forth. |

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the public convenience and necessity
require the proposed motor wehicle operations of applicant, S. A. Hammond,
for thé conduct of a passenger bus service betwsen Red Cliff and Gilman,
and between Minturn and Gilman, Golorado{)subject to the following conditians,
-and this order shall be taken, deemed and held to be a eertificate of publie
convenience and negessity therefor:

(a) This certificate shall not become opefative until such time,

not exceeding ninety days, as applicant shall be in financial position %o

2=



furnish approximately $1,500.00 for equipment for said proposed operation
by the grant of an allowance from the State Workmen's Compensation Fund, or

otherwise, and until such time as applicant shall file with the Commission

the necessary insurance or surety bond required by law and our rules ani o
regulations. |
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the applicant shall file tariffs 6£v,» -
rates, rules and regulations and time and distance schedules asvréQuirad
by the Rules and Regulations of this Gommissién governing motor véhicleny-‘
carriers, within a pefiod not to exceed twenty days from the.daté horgdf;
IT 18 FURTHEﬁ ORDERED, That applicant shail operate such motor
vehicle ecarrier system accdrding to the achedule filed with this Gcmmuaaibn
except when prevented from so doing by the Aet of God, the public enemy or
unusual or extreme weather conditions; and this order is made subjest %o

ecompliance by the applicant with the Rules and Regulations now in force or

%o be hereafter adopted by the Commission with respect to motor vehicle

carriers and also subjeet to any future legislgtive action that may be

taken with respect thereto.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMYSSION =
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 28%h day of September, 1933,



(Decision No. 5293)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES commssioN MAKWE R NO
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * * ‘ 66IJ\l

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
‘ GEORGE W. STOCKTON. ) CASE NO. 1228

Appearances: Mr., E, S. Johnson, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission;
Richard E. Conour, Esq., Denver, Colorado,
Assistant Attorney General.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On September 8, 1933, the Cormission entered its order requiring
respondent to show cause why the certificate of public convenience and

necessity, heretofore issued to him in Applications Nos., 1948, 1.948«A and

1948-AAA, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to fille monthly . -

‘ reports, pay highway compensation taxes, and glso file the necessary in=-
surance policy or surety bond as required by law, |
At the hearing, it developed that respondént has paid all highway
compensation t axes assessed against him and has filed all delinquemt reports.
it further bdeve’loped that respondent has applied for the necessary ;nsu:ancé ’
and the Farm Mutual Insurance Company has advised the Commission that |
respondent's policy will be filed with us in due courée. |
In view of these facts, the Commission is of the opiniom, and so
finds, that the instant casé should be dismissed with a warning to respondent,
. however, that in the future he must be more prompt in meeting the requirements
of the Commission in régard to the above matters, or we shall be e!ompelled to
take more drastic action against him,.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same is




hereby, dismissed. -

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLGRADO

Commissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 28th day of September, 1933,



(Decision No. 5294 )

BEFORE THE FUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO y C O
-

* x . ¥ a/

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
GEORGE H., WATSON, ) PERMIT NO. A-86

- T G e ™ e M am em En am s = e e e

By the Commission:

The Commission is in receipt of a written coﬁmnﬁicaticn
frqm the above named George H.‘watson, Estes Park, Colorado, requesting
that his permit be snspended, due to poor business conditions,
 After careful consideration of said request, the Commission
is of the opinion, and so finds, that same should be granted.
QRDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That privete motor vehicle permit No.

-AB6 be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period of one year rram

September 4, 1933, provided, hovever, that during said suspension period
said permit shall be automatically reinstated if the sald George H. Watson
Tiles with the Commission an affidavit to the effect that he has not
operated for hire during the period of suspension and files with the
Commission all necessary insurance policies or a surety bond, and also
files a11 requisite reports and pays all highway compensation taxes that-

may be legally due.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF GOLCRADO

S S O
S

ssioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 28th day of September, 1933.



Form No. 2. (Decision No. 5295 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* % &

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
| - ) CASE NO.....1864
MONTE THOMPSON.

October 2, 1983.

- o cwm e e e e e S mme s

By the Commissiont

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named respondent
was heretofore issued Permit No. ...A=40%.... under the provisions of Chapter 120,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing h1m 40 engage in the business of &
private carrier by motor vehicle.

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent

has failed %o file monthly reports end has failed to pey highway compensation
taxes as follows, to-wit:

Monthly Reports NotReceived
January, 1933, to August, 1933, both inclusive.

Highway Compensation Tax Unpaid

Month Tax Penalty Total
1932  October $ 7.48 1.01 $8.49
November 27.10 T.R5 " 30.35
December 16,03 1.68 17.71
50.81 5.94 $56.55
QRDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that
an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above named
respondent has failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation 4
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations
of the Commissior governing private carriers by motor vehicle.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this
date, why 1t should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit here-
tofore issued to said respondent on account of the aforementioned delinquencies,
and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and
proper in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby,
set down for hsaring before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office
Building, Denver, Colorado, atlQ:iOO'clock .A«M., on... Qectober 185,.1935.....w,
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Gommissioners.



{Descision No, 58986)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPFRATIONS OF )

MOISES TAYLOR AND JOE T. ROYBAL, ) CASE NO., 1265
o CO-PARTNERS. )
. (Ft. Garland, Colo.)
October 4, 1933,

S ] - ‘ STATEMENT

By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the abbve named
g respondents were heretofore issued a motor vehicle permit No. A-246'under
tﬁé provisions of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931; authorizing
them to engage in the business of a private carrier by motor veﬁicle.
The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondents
have failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Seétion

16 of Chapter 120, Seasion Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the

Rules and Regulations of the Commission govérning private carriers by
" motor vehicle, and have failed to pay highway compensation taxes as

follows, to~wit:

Highway coqggpsation”Taxes Unpaid

g Year Month Penalty Total
1933 April (balance$§0.4z .02 3 0.42
Mey 0.69 .02 0.71
June 0442 - 0.42
July 0449 - 0.49
August 0.17 - 0,17 o0 i 3
ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Gommission,‘on its owm motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above
named respondents have failed or refused to file an insurance pélicy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
have failed to pay highway compensation texes as above set forth, in viole-

tion of law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing

-1-



prifate garriers by motor vehicle.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondents show cause, if any
they have, by written statement filed with the Commission within' ten days
from this date, why it should not enter am order suspending or revoking the
permit heretofore issued to said respondents on account of the aforementioned
delinquencies, and why it should not enter such other order or ordefs, ag
may be meet and proper in the premises. |

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the samé is
" hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room,
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 A, M. o'clock, on
Thuraday, Octobei' 26, 1933, at which time and place such evidence as is

proper may be introduced,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado, onmissionerso

this 4th day of October, 1933.
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(Decision No. 5297) M.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* ¥ ¥

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
BLAIR MILLER AND FRANK W, MILLER FOR )
TRANSFER AND ASSIGNMENT OF CERTIFICATE ) APPLICATION NO, 1845-A
)
)

OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY.

- am e B e wE am e mm w8 mm s wm e am e e e e
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By the Commission:
On September 14, 19335, a hearing was held before the Commission

on the application for authority to transfer from Blair Miller to Frank W.
Miller the certificate of public convenience and necessity heretofore
issued to the said Blair Miller in Application No. 1845. Thereﬁfter, on
September 22, 1933, a petition for a rehearing was filed by Blair Miller,
alleging various matters as reasons why a further hearing should be granted,
one of said reasons being the faet that said Blair Miller had no actual
notice of the former hearing and therefore was not present.

In view of the allegations contained in said petition, the
Commission is of the opiniqn, and so finds, that a further hearing on the
instent application should be held. It further appears that no order
has as yet been issued in connection with the former hearing.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That a further hearing in Application
No. 1845-4 bq, and the sahe is hereby, ordered to be held in the Hearing
Room of the Commission, Denvé¥, éolorado, on Octobe; 133 1933, at 2:00
o'clock P. M.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF ;CQHé RADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 4th day of Oectober, 1933.

JO ssloners.



(Decision No. 5298)

At a General Session of The Public
" Utilitiea Commission of The State
of Colorado, held at its office at
Denver, Colorado, Oectober 5, 1933,

INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION DOCKET NO. 196

IT APPEARING, That by an order dated May 27, 1933, The Publie
 Ut111t1eé Commission of the State of Colorado, entered upoh an investi-
gation>concerning the proposed diacontinnance of the agency station of
. The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railrocad Company at Allisﬁn,kcolorado,_
which was to be effective on June 21, 1933, and ' |

IT APPEARING FURTHER, That pending such investigation the Commission
ordered that the proposed effective date of the disecontinuance of said |
agency station af.éllison, Colorado, be suspended for & period of one hun-
dred and twenty days from June 21, 1933, or until Oetober 19, 1933, unleﬁ_
otherwise ordered by the Cdmmission, | :

IT APPEARING FURTHER, That such invéutigation cannot be gompleted
_ Within the period of sﬁépenaién stated herein, |

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the pi'oﬁoaed discontinuence of the
agensy étation of The 'Den'ver end Rio Grande Western Railroad Compény at
Allison, Colorado, be further suspended for & period of six months from
October 19, 1933, or until April 19, 1934,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That a copy of this order be filed with the
petitioﬁ for the discontinuanse of said agency station at Allison, Colorado,
and copies hereof be forthwith served oﬁ saild The Denvef and Rio Grande |
Western Railroad Company, the petitioner, and Mbasil. A. Bs Bryant & Comw

pany, Allison, Colorado, the protestant.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CQOLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado, &A/\/‘ A/’W

this 5th day of October, 1933, ) Oomﬂﬂhlionera.




(Deoiaioh No. 5299)

At a General Session of The Publie
Utilities Commission of The State
of Colorado, held at its office at
Denver, Colorado, Ostober 5, 1933,

INVESTIGATTION AND SUSPENSION DOCKET NO. 197

IT APPEARING, That by an order dated June 6, 1933, fhe Publioc
Utilities Commission of The State of Colorado entered upon an investigation
concerning the proposed discontinuance of the agmoy station of The Denver
and Rio Grande Western Railrosd Company at Sapinero, Colorado, which was to
be effective on June 21, 1933, and |

IT AFFEARING FURTHER, That pending such investigation the Commisaion

ordered that the proposed effective date of the discontinuance of said‘agency

8tation at Sapinero, Colorado, be suspended for a period of one hundred and

twenty days from June 2l, 1933, or until October 19, 1933, unless otherwise
ordered by the Commission, |

IT APTEARING‘FURTHER, That said investigation cannot be completed
within the period of suépension stated herein, » |

IT IS THEREFOHRE ORDERED, That the proposed disoontinﬁance of the
agency station of The Denver and Rio’Grange Western Rei lroad Company at
Sapinero, Colorado, be further suspended for a period of six months from
Oétober ;9, 1933, or until April 19, 1934,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That a copy of this order be filed with the
petition fbf the disdontinuance of said ageney station at Sapinero, CGolorado,
and copies hereof be forthwith ssrved on said The Denver and Rio Grande
Western Railrdad Gompany, the petitioner, and Robert F. Rockwell, President,

the Delta County Livestock Association, Delta, Colorado, the protestant,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Goloradd,
this 5th day of October, 1933,
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(Decision No. 5300)

At a General Session of The Public
TUtilities Commission of The State

of Colorasdo, held at -its office at
Denver, Colorado, October 5, 1933, -

INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION DOCKET NO. 198

IT APPEARING, That by an order dated June 15, 1933, The Public

Utilities Commission of the State of Colorado, entered upon an investigation

‘concerning the proposed discontinuance of the agency station'or~The Denver

and Rio,Grande Western Railroad Company at Doyle, Colorado, which u:gé to
become effective on June 21, 1933, and

IT APPEARING FURTHER, That pending such investigation the Oommission
prdered'that the proposed errective date of the discontinuance of sald agenoy
station at Doyle, Colorado, be suspended for a period of ono'hnndfed and
twenty days from June 81, 1933, or until October 19, 1933, unless otherwise
ordered by the Commission, and

IT APPEARING FURTHER, That such investigation cannot be oompletéd
within the period of suspemsion stated herein,

| IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the proposed discontinuance of the

agency station of The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company et

Doyle, Colorado, be further suspended for & period of six months from October

19, 1933, or until April 19, 1934,

IT IS FURTHER OHDERED, That a copy of this order be filed with the
petition for the discontimuance of said agency station at Doyle, Colorado,
and copies hereof be rorfhwith served on said The Denver and Rio Grande
Western Railroad Company, the petitioner, and Clifford H, Stone, Gunnison,

Colorado, attorney for the protestants.

THE PUBRLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado, ;
this S5th day of October, 1933, ssioners,

’-
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(Decision No, 5301)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
GEORGE McEWEN., ) CASE NO. 1022

- s o w ww ww w ws

By the Commission:

On September 20, 1932, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of publie
.convenience and necessity heretorore issued to him in Application No. 1353=A
should not be revoked for his failure t0 keep on file with the Commission
an errecﬁive insurance policy or surety bond as required by law.

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had failed
to file an effective insurance policy or surety bond, |

Arter’a careful consideration of the record the Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public conveniensce and
necessity heretofore issued to the above named respondent should be revoked
for his failure to keep on file with the Commission an effective insuranse
policy or surety bond, B

IT IS THEREFORE OHDERED, That the certiricate‘or public convenience
and necessity, heretofore issued to George McEwen in Application No., 1353=4,
be, and the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled,

THE PUELIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

$ .

s Lot

Dated at Denver, Colorado, Co sloners.
this 5th day of October, 1933,




see that those operating under its Jurisdiction are properly insured, and
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(Decision No. 5302) vﬁﬁ&ﬁ
™

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* ¥ 3t ¢

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1234
JOHN SALAS. ) -

- o e m— e e wm e e ew e ww aw e e

- e - o e e e wm

Appearances: Wr. A. A. Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

By the Commission:
'On September 19, 1833, the Commission entered ite order requiring

the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of publie

convenience and necessity heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1825

should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file with the

‘Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety bond as required by law.

The evidence disclosed that respondent has failed to keep on file
with the Hommission the necessary insurance policy or surety bond required
by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 33
of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing common carriers by
motor vehicle. Although respondent has been traced repeatedly for this
insurance, he apparently peys no attention to our notices and he did not

appear at the hearing. The law makes it incumbent upon the Commission to

we feel that we have no option in the matter.

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and .
necessity, herétofore issued to John Salas, respondent herein, in Applicatién

No. 1825, should be revoked for the above delinguency.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience



and neéessity, heretofore issued to John Salas, respondent herein, be, and
" the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

N

Commiss&dhers.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 5th day of October, 1933.



(Decision No. 5303)

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

 BEFORE THE FUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION Matce Ne 60}]/

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF = ) .
A, C. E, TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, )  CASE NO. 1335
A CORPORATION. ) R

- wh M o o e a aw mr e Ae e e

October 5, 1933,

- o oam e em ew o e

Appearances: Mr., A. A, Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for Public Utilities Commission.,

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On September 19, 1933, the Commission entered its erder requiring |
the above named respondent to show cause why the certirioate_or publie
"convenience and necessity heretofore issued to it in Application No. 1§78-I,
should not be>suspended or revoked foi its failure %o file an insu:anco
policy or surety bond as required by law. |

At the hearing, the evidgpce disclosed that the publid liability
and property damage insurance heratdfore carried by respondent: had been
cancelled and not renewed.

The Cormission is in receipt of a communication from respondent
company, stating that sometime ago it decided to withdraw its operations in
Colorado, and requesting that its present certificate be revoked without
véprejudice. |

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of publie cdnvenience and heces-
. 8ity, heretofore issued to respondent in Application No, 1978-I, should be
revoked for its failure to keep on file with the Commission the necessary
'1nsu:ance required by law, .

The Commission is of the further opinion that said revocation should
- be without prejudice to the filing of a new application should respondent

again desire to operate in Colorado.

-] -



IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience
and necessity, heretofore issued to A, C, E, Tramnsportation Company, a cor-
poration, be, and the same 1s hereby, revoked without prejudice to the filing

of a new application should respondent again desire to operate in Colorade.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

DS e 2.
%@(/»f //Qz»wui/

ssionera.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
~ this 5th day of October, 1933.

hzn



(Decision No. 5304)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥* % ¥

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF
C. A. GILMORE AND R. M. BOSE,
DOING BUSINESS AS OTIS PRODUC
COMPANY.

- e mm em v am cm e aw o e e e e e we

CASE NO. 1236

=N

STATE MENT

By the Commissions

On September 20, the Commission entered its order requiring the
above named respondents to show cause why Permit No. A-838, heretofore
issued to them, should not be suspended or revoked for their failure to
file reports and for their failure to keep on file with the Commission
the necessary insurance policy or surety bond as required by law.

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondents had
failed to file the delinquent reports in question and had no effective
insurance policy or surety bond on file with the Comﬁission.

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is‘
of the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-338, heretofore
issued to the above named respondents, shéuld be revoked for their failure
to file reports and keep on file with the Commission the necessary insurance
policy or surety bond.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-338, heretofore
issued to C. A. Gilmore and R. M. Bose, doing business as Otis Produce Company,
be, and the same is hereby, revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

2‘,:5

Dated at Denver, Colorado, v
this 5th day of October, 1933. % )/

Commiss ners.




(Decision No. 5305)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* ¥ ¥
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
HOWARD H. HOLDCROFT, DOING BUSINESS ) CASE NO. 1237
® AS HOLDCROFT TRANSPORTATION COMPANY.)

T T TR

Appearances® Mr. A. A. Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commigsion: _

On September 20, 1933 s the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-350, here-
tofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to
keep on file with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law.

‘ The evidence disclosed that respondent has failed to keep on file
with the Commission the neceséary insurance policy or surety bond required
by Section 18 of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10
of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers
for hire by motor vehicle. Although respondent has been traced repeatedly
for this insurance, he apparently pays no attention to our notices and he
did not appear at the hearing. Thé law makes it incumbent upon the Commission
to see that those operating under 1its jurisdietion are properly insured, and
we feel that we ha%re no option in the matter.

. After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-350, heretofore lssued
to Howard H. Holdcroffg. s Qoing business as Holdcroft TranSportaﬁion Company,

should be revoked for failure to file insurance.

— . S —

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No., A-850, heretofore

.



issued to Howard H. Holderoft, doing business as Holderoft Transportation

Company, be, and the same is hereby, revoked.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 5th day of October, 1933.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Wuw/

Gomm137§5ners.




'\// Form No. 4. (Decision No.,55°‘ ),

o i
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION | | J* .
: OF THE STATE OF COLORADO //@

* * »

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
CLARENCE G. GUY, doing business ) CASE NO...4266 ...
a8..LAMAR . SPRINGFIFLD. STAGE..... ) ‘

(Lamar, Colo.) _October 5, 1933,

. By the Commission:

The records of the Commission show that & certificate of public
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent,
guthorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier, (Application No. 823)

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation
taxes as follows, to-wit:

) Q Monthly reports not received
) il 31}5 ‘*g S April to September, 1933, inelusive. }{;Mﬁ) A }
fﬁjy ‘7? Highway Compensation Tax Unpaid
v p\,}}y : f‘/fj f&/g
% X’ g7 March, 1933, balance 13¢ &Mf;ﬂw‘
W}VQJ EV&) | The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent

17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules

xfg has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section
ibx and Regulations of the Commission governing common carriers by motor vehicle,

|

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that
-&n investigation and hearing bs entered into to determine if the above named
respondent has failed to file meonthly reports or pay highway compensation
taxes ag above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations
of the Commission governing motor vehicle carriers, and has failed to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the certificate
heretofore issued to said respondent on account of the aforementioned delin-

; quency, and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be
meet #&nd proper in the premises, -

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is herseby,
set down for hesaring before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office
Building, Denver, Colorede, at .10...0'clock .. A..M., on..Ockober.26, 19833 ........ '
at which time and place such evidence as is propsr may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Doicrd Mo
XX XXX X XX X X X
Commissioners,




(Decision No. 5308)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION ;5”
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO ‘3)\

¥ ok 3

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
COLO:MEX TRANSPORTATION COMPANY FOR )
A CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE )
AND NECESSITY. )

APPLICATION NO. 1769

By the Commissions
On October 28, 1932, the Commission entered an order suspending

the certificate of public convenlence and necessity heretofore issued to
Colo.-Mex Transportation Company in Application No. 1769, from said date

to June 1, 1933. A Lurther suspension of two months was granted om June 7,

- 1933,

The Commlssion is now in receipt of a letter from Mr. E. Cory,
President of Colo.-Mex Transportation Company, reguesting a further suspension
of said certificate to May 15, 1934, on account of lack of business and
continued depression.

After careful consideration of said request the Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that same should be granted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience
and necessity, heretofore issued to Colo-Mex Transportation Company, be, and
the same 1s hereby suspended to May 15, 1934.

THE PUBLIG UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado, ,2 ;QZ/WL///kfié;igéi;ilﬁli/

this 6th day of October, 1933, Commiiz%ﬁgérs.




Form No. 1,

(Decision No.5309 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
- OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* % &

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

0. T. WEEKS AND T. P. OLSON. % CASE NO...A&07. ...

(Leadville, Colo.)
Octover 7, 1955.

- - - o - -
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By the Commissiony

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re
spondent was heretofore issued a permit under the provisions of Chapter 120
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business o
a private carrier by motor vehicle. (Permit 340-4)

" Information has come %o the Commission that sald respondent has

failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16

‘of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
ﬂ} d Regulat ons of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehiole.
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’ {;ﬁ ! IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,

Mrﬂ w? at an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the ebove

¥ named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance poliocy or surety
xﬁng bond 85 raquired by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the
premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room,
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at ..30.....0'clock 4aM., on
. October 26, 1933 . , 8t which time and place such evidence as is
proper may be introduced.

. THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

XX XXX XX XX

Commigsioners.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO.
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. RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

1268
A. H. CARPENTER. | g CASE NO....m227_ ...

(Alamosa, Colo.) - Qotober 7, 1933, _ _ _

. By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the sbove named respondent
was heretofore issued Permit No. .379wd ... under the provisions of Chapter 120,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business of & -
private carrier by motor vehicle.

The records of the Commission further discloss that said respondent
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation
taxes as follows, to-wit: ‘ ' ' '

Monthly reports not received

»»jé April to September, 1933, inclusive. \
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ﬂ'* The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent

1Spﬂ3has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules and

Wt AN
: Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle,

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that
an investigation and hearing be entered into to detsrmine if the above named
respondent has failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations
of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle, and has failed to
file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit here-
toforse ilssued 4o said respondent on account of the aforementioned delinquencies,

. and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and
proper in the premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby,
set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office
Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10...0'clock A..M., on...Qokoher. 26, 1933 ... —
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE QF COLORADO
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XXXXXV/ZXX

Commissioners,



\/// Form No. 2. (Decision No. 5311 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

%“ % 8
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 1269
ESSA HAREFRT. ; CASE No..f .............. —
(Woodrow, Colo.) — Dctober 7, 1933. _ _

. By the Commissiong

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named respondent
was heretofore issued Permit No. ...276wA ... under the provisions of Chapter 120,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business of a
private carrier by motor vehicle,

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay hlghwaJ compensation
zes as follows, to-wits :

'})‘) ’Y\X Monthly reports not received
g\‘ December, 1932, January to September, 1933,

inclusive. ;%49

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent’
has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section l%/“'
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules and
Regulations of'the Commission governing private carriers by motor wvehicle.

QRDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that
an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above named
respondent has failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations
of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle, and has failed to
file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That sald respondent show cause, if any he
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit here-
tofore issued to said respondent on account of the aforementioned delinquencies,

. and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and
proper in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hersby,
set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office
Building, Denver, Colorado, at .20..o'clock As. M., on....Qctober 26, 1933 . .. ... ,
at which time end place such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO -

M/%’?wﬂ{/

xxxx xxxxx
. Commissioners.
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Form No. 4, (Decision No, 5312

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
) CASE NO.....1270_
LYON AND THOMPSON. ]
(Keenesburg, Colo.) October_ 9, 1933,

STATEMENT

- e e et amn e eme  wme

By the Commission}

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public
coanvenience and nsecessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent,
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier, (Application No. 1156)

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent
has failed to file monthly reports and has failsd to pay highway compensation
taxes as follows, to-wit:

Monthly reports not received

September, 1933,

v ot
A &
/&‘
¢!

Highway Compensation tax unpaid

August, 1933 - §$ 12,31

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondents
have failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section
17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing common carriers by motor vehicle.

- e o gy -

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that
an investigation and hsaring be entered into to determine if the above named
respondent has failed: to file monthly reports cr pay highway compensatiom;*
taxes as above szt forth, -in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations
of the Commission governing motor vehicle carriers, and have failed to file an
insurance polioy or surety bond as required by law,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the certificate
heretofore isgued to said respondent on account of the aforementioned delin-
quency, and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be
meet and proper in the premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby,

.set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, .830 State Office

Building, Denver, Colorado, at ..dQ_..0o'clock ..As_.M., on..Qc¢tober 26, 1933
at which time and place such evidence as is proper way be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

.............. XX XXAKZXZX XXX
Commissioners,




‘I/ “Form-No. 4. (Decision No.

- BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADC

* L ] L
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
) CASE NO....1271....
RAYMOND L. WEBEER, )
(Palisade, Colo.) _October 9, 1933,

. By the Commissioni

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public
convenience and necessity was heretofore 1ssued to the above named respondent,
suthorizing his operations as & motor vehicle carrier. (Application No. 272)

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation
taxes as follows, to-wit:

Monthly reports not received

March to September, 1933, inclusive 'Zﬁnu~2L1Q¢£

Highway Compensation tax unpaid

Year Month ‘ Tax Penalty Tbtal
1932 November $ .80 $ .10 .901 b
" December .45 .05 50 WM,
1933 Jan. & Feb, .72 .06 ,78 i
_ $ 2.18
3 ﬂ —y
Cﬁyvquiiﬁ B The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent
has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section

}ﬁIV of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing common carriers by motor vehicle.

DEDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that
en investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above named
respondent has failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation
taxes as above set forth, in viclation of law and of the Rules and Regulations
of the Commission governing motor vehicle carriers, and has- failed to file an
insuranece policy or surety bond as reguired by law,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he
have, by written statement filed with ths Commission within ten days from this
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the certificate
heretofore issued to 3aid respondent on account of the aforementioned delin-
quency, and why it should nct enter such cther order or orders as may be

‘ meet and proper in the premises, :

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby,
set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office
Building, Denver, Colcrado, at ..10..0'clock ..A...M,, on...0chkoher 24, . 1955” ........ '
at which time and place such evidence &s is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

e T

sy
X XX x/é7; XXXX

Oonmiasionoré.
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Form No. 4, (Decision No, 5314
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. BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
7. M. ALTEE. ; CASE NO.....1272....
(Garcia, Colo.) _October 9, 1933,

By the Commissions

The records of the Commission show that & certificate of public
conveniencs and necessity was heretofore issued %o the sbove named respondent,
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier, (Application No., 2022)

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent
has falled to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation
taxes as follows, to-wits

Monthly reports not received
May, June, July, September, 1933, ﬁ&ﬁ&a»oﬂibw{iqg?b

Highway Compensation Tax Unpaid

Year Month Tax Penalty Total
1935 M&I‘ch “o-- . 18 $ ) 18
®  April - - - A2 .12

" August $ 5.04 - 5,04

¢ 5.34

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent
has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section
17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules
and Regulations Qf the Commission governing common'parriers by motor vehicle.

PRDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that
en investigation and hearing be entered in%é to determine if the above named
respondent has failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation
taxes as above set forth, in violation of lew and of the Rules and Regulations
of the Commission governing motor vehicle cabriers, and has feiled to file en
insurance poliey or surety bond as required by law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he
have, by written statement filed w1th the Commission within ten days from this
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or rsvoking the certificate
heretofore issued 4o said raspondent on account of the aforementioned delin-
quency, and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be
meet and proper in the premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 1s herseby,
set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office
Building, Denver, Colecrado, at .1Q...0'clock _Al...M,, on...Qctober.28,.1933..... N
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

e -....-.-;)7 e

Commissioners.



(Decision No. 5315)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

*
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1192
L. E. KAYS. )

- e e em e e -
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Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission,

STATEMENT

- —— e e

By the Commission:

On July 25, 1933, the Commission issued its order requiring the
above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered
directing him to ceas and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier
unless and until he procured authority to so operate.

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is
engaged in the transportation of his own property only.

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion,
and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the

same is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado, Si;%i /*:57L£;i£;;z7ﬂuﬂdi//
this 9th day of October, 1933. et 2 O

Commlssio
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* o3 %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO, 1193
L. R. MARSHALL, )
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Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:
On July 25, 1933, the Commission issued its order regquiring the

above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered
directing him to cease and desist from operating ss a motor vehicle carrier
unless and unrtil he bhad procured authority %o so operate.

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is
engaged in the transportation of his own property only.

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion,

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.,

IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same

1s hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

e

Commiss ?ﬁérs.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 9th day of October, 1933,



(Decision No. 5317)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

#* % %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1195
0. B, HITCHCOK. )

. .Appearances: Mr. C. A, Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENRNT
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By the Commigsion:
On July 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order reguiring

respondent to show cause why he should not be instructed to cease and desist
from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he had secured

proper authority therefor.

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent has been

transporting livestock into Denver which ostensibly had been his own property,

but that remittances for said livestock had been made to various other
individuals by the commission firms who purchased the same. This evidence
clearly demonstrates that respondent has been merely resorting to the
subterfuge of claiming the property that he as trahsporting to be hils owm,
when, as a matter of fact, his operations were on a "for hire® basis,
After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that respondent should be ordered to cease and
desist from operating és a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he
procures a certificate of public convenience and necessity to so operate,

or a private permit if he desires to operate as a private carrier.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That O. B. Hitchcok, respondent

herein, forthwith cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier
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unless and until he procures a certificate of public convenience and
necessity to so operate, or a private permit if he desires to operate as

a private carrier for hire.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

%W/gw

Commission

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 9th day of October, 1933.



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
QF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* % 3#

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1196
JOHN PRIEST. )

R e e e

APPEARANCES: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On July 25, 1933, the Commission issued its order requiring the
above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered
directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier
unless and untll he had procured authority to so operate.

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is
engaged in the transportation of his own property only.

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion,
and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the Instant case be, and the same

is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

S E = a,
Doz Yot

Commiééybners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado, (/
this 9th day of August, 1933,



(Decision No. 5319)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* X *

EVERETT RAILSBACK.

- e e om wm em e wm e mm e em = —e e

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1197
)

Appearances: Mr. C. A, Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On July 25,-1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
respondent to show cause why he should not be directed to cease and desist
from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he procures’
authority therefor,

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent has been
transporting livestock into Denver for some time past without any proper
authority from this Commission. It was further disclosed, however, that
he has paid highway compensation taxes upon said transportation and has now
taken out a private permit.

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion,
and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant cese be, and the same
is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado, }kﬁ7£;7
this 9th day of October, 1933, 4 22984

Commis??bners.




(Decision No. 5321)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADOQ

¥ ¥ ¥

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 3 CASE NO. 1200
C. EVANS., - ’

- e e o e e mm e wm e e e e -

- e o am e aw = .

— e o e wm e = e

Appearances: Mr. C. A, Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission,

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On July 25, the Commission issued its order requiring the
above‘named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered
directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier
unless and until he had procured suthority to so operate,

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is
engaged in the transportation of his own property only.

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion,

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

S S g o

I IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same

is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado, <£§%§\ jﬁ§/4;%;;227télﬁéj
this 9th day of October, 1953. 4rv

Commissiﬁf@rs.




(Decision No. 5322) 1

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥ % ¥

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1201
J. C. HUBBS. )
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Appearances: Mr. C. A, Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:
On July 25, 1933, the Commission issued its order reguiring the

above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered
directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier
unless and until he had procured authority to so operate.

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is
engaged in the transportation of his own property only.

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion,
and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the

same is hereby, dismlssed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

LYV S
Bl et

Dated at Denver, Colorado, Commls onerse.
this 9th day of October, 1933, '




(Decision No. 5323)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* % 3¢

DAN H. DONAHUE.

- e ew R e o o e wm v e e e e e e

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1202
)

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, GColorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

— - e wma e - S

By the Commission:

On July 28, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be
entered directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor
vehicle carrier unless and until he had procuréd authority to so operate.

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is
engaged in the transportation of his own property only.

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion,
and so finds, that the instant case should be dlsmissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the
same i3 hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

m@@

Dated at Denver, Colorado, gsioners.
this 9th day of October, 13833,



(Decision No.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

. ¥* %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1204
LESTER ROBINSON. )
O I I % B I 46 3 3 I 3F 6 %
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Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

— o e e e wn e e

By the Commission:

On July 28, 1933, the Commission entered an order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be
entered directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle
carrier unless and until he had procured authority to so operats.

At the hearing, the evidence diselosed that respondent is
engaged in the transportation of his own property only.

. In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion,

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant cuse be, and the same

is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

oy 3742 v SO
B Ly

. Commygsioners.
Dated at Denver, Colorado,

this 9th day of October, 1933.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥* % #

I. M, CANNING.
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RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1205
) -
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Appearances: Mrs: C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

— ey G e o vom  Twee v

By the Commisgion:

On July 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be
entered directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor
vehicle carrier unless and until he had procured authority to so operate.

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is
engaged in the transportation of his own property only.

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion,

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same

is hereby, dismissed,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

m._c_(
Lse o oo/

Dated at Denver, Colorado, Commls oners.
this 9th day of October, 1933.




(Decision No. 5326)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

H* % ¥

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1208
C. H. FUNK, )
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Appearances: Mr, C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Pnblic Utilities Commission,

STATEMENT

— o Wit Gm e e —

By the Commission:
On July 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring

the above named respondent to shqw cause why an order should not be
entered directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor
vehicle carrier unless and until he had procured authority to so operate.
At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is
engaged in the transportation of his own property only.
In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the

opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the
same is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

C:g2k%n:5;22;§7(;{2ﬁ§:L141J3Q</

Do S Yoo

Dated at Denver, Colorado, Commissighers.
this 9th day of October, 1933.
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(Decision No. 5327)

BREFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* Xk %

" RE MOTOR VEHIGLE OPERATIONS OF ) | CASE NO. 1182
FIOYD JAGOBSON, ) =
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Oatober 9, 1933.
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Appoaruneon:. Mr. C. A. Hotfman, Denver, Colorado,
Inapector, Public Utilities Commission.

By the Commission:

On July 24, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring respondent
to show cause why he should not be direected to cease and desist from operating as
a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he procures authority therefor.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent has been trans-
porting livestock into Denver for soﬁo time past without any proper suthority fram
this Commission. It waé further diseclosed, however, that he has psid highway come
pensation taxes upén iaid transportation and has nny.tukon out a private permit.

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion, and so

finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same is hereby,
dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Biowe i Soeea

Gmmii;ﬁioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 9th dey of October, 1933.



(Decision No. 5328)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

*k sk Xk
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1188
F., E, JOHNSON )

- e e G e ew W em em s an as e W W @
- e e s am e e

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Cammission:

On July 25, 1933, the Commission entersd its order requiring
respondent to show cause why he should not bse instructed to cease and desist
from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless snd until he secures proper
authority thersfor.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent has been
transporting livestock into Denver which ostensibly has been his own
property, but that remittances for said livestock had been made to various
other individuels by the commission firms who purchased the seme. This
evidence clearly demonstrates that respondent has been merely resorting to
the subterfuge of claiming the property that he was transporting to be his
own, when as a matter of fact his operations were on a "for hire" basis.

After careful consideration of the record, thé Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that respondent should be ordered to cease and
desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he pro-
cures a certificate of public convenience and necsssity to so operate, or

a private permit if he desires to operate as a private carrier for hire.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That ¥. E. Johnson, respondent herein,

forthwith cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless



end until he procures a certificate of publiec convenience and necessity
to so operste, or a private permit if he desires to operate as a private

carrier for hire.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

SN s Y,
%M// %m%/

Commission

Dated at Denver, Colorsado,
this 9th day of October, 1933.



(Decision No. 5329)

MAKE  pre

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION C & o
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO Vs /

¥* ¥ % ®

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1208
C. HAMACHER, )

- mm ww e e o e e o e am A e e

- o e e v

B e T T

Appearances: Mr. C. A, Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

SITATEMENT

— S am we e wn e S W

By the Commission:
On July 28, 193%, the Commission entered its order requiring

respondent to show cause why he should not be instructed to cease and desist
from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and untlil he had secured
proper authority therefor.,

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent had been
to some extent transporting the property of others for hire, although the
major part of his operations consisted in the hsuling of his own property.
However, he must realize that he will not be permitted to operate upon a
"for hire" basis without securing proper authority therefor.

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that respondent should be ordered to cease and
deslst from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he has
procured a certificate of public convenience and necessity to so operate,
or & private permit if he desires to operate as a private carrier.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That C. Hamacher, respondent herein,
forthwith cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier

unless and until he procures a certificate of public convenience and




necessity to so operate or a private permit if he desires to operate as
a private carrier.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Cenes 2 DN e

Commissi

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 10th day of October, 1933.



(Decision No. 5330)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

R

CLYDE WISDOM.

—_— e e e e e e e am wm am e -

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1209
)

- e e e e e e om -

Appearancess Mr., C. A. Hoffmen, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commissions

On July 28, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
respondent to show cause why he should not be instructed to cease and desist
from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he had secured
proper authority therefor. } ‘

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had been
to some‘extent transporting the property éf others for hire, although the
major ﬁart of his ope;ations consisted in the hauling'df his owh property.
However, he must realize that he will not be permitted to operate upon a
"for hire" basis without securing proper authority therefor.

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that respondent should be ordered to cease and
desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he has
procured a certificate of publie convenience and necessity‘to so operate,
or a private permit if he desires to operate as a private carrier.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That Clyde Wisdom, respondent herein,
forthwith cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and
until he procures a certificate of public convenience and necessity to so operate
or a private permit if he desires to operate as a private carrier.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
QF THE STATE OF COLORLDO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,

dhis 10th day of October, 1933. —

Commissbbners.




Form No. 2. " , ’ (Decision No. 8331 ) :
- ' BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION //iiis’ggi}

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO ﬁi _

" RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATTONS OF )

IUTE AMMERMAN, _ g CASE NO...3278 ...

(Rifle, Colo.) L October 10, 1933,

I e T T TS

B L

By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named respondent
was heretofore issued Permit No, .37 =A.... under the provisions of Chapter 120,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorlizing him to engage in the business of e
private carrier by motor vehiclae.

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation

taxes as follows, to-wits
Monthly reports not regsived . ~
| | ) ’ |
September, 1933, ié»/€34g 13

Highway Compensation tax unpaid

Year  Month Tax Penalt - Total
1932 December $ 4.7 § .50 $ 5.35 ha
"  Pebruary . 2.88° .28 3,10 et
" March 4.86 .89 5,15 o
" April 5437 .24 5.61
" July 6.86 - 6.86
" August , 7.67 \ - - 7.87

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that
an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above named
respondent has failed to file monthly Yeports or pay highway compsnsation
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations
of the Commisslon governing private carriers by motor vehicle.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit here-
tofore issued to said respondent on account of the aforementioned delinquencies,
and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and
proper in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby,
set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office
Building, Denver, (olerado, at 1lQ...o'clock A..M., on...QOctober 26, 1933 ... cue,
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced,

‘THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE QE\?OLORADO

, ;%;<WL21;/
xxxxxﬁrxxrr‘-r

Commissioners.,




A (Decision No, 5332)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* ok *k

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1184
RALPH E. DAVIS. )

Appeerances: Mr. C. A. Hoffmen, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On July 25, 1933, the Commission igsued its order requiring the above
nemed respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered directing him to
cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he pro-
cured asuthority to so operate.

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is engaged in the
transportation of his own property only.

In view of thesse circumstences, the Commission is of the opinion, and so

finds, that the instant case should be dismisaed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instent cese be, and the same is hereby,

dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CO

.y
/// )

ssioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 16th day of October, 1933.



e,

(Decision No. 5333)

BEFCRE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* ok *k

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1261
STEPHEN G. LEWIS. )

Appeerances: A. A. Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On September 27, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-345, heretofore issued to
him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file an insurance
poliey or surety bond as required by law.

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had filed’
on October 9, 1933, the nscessary insurance required by law and our Rules and
Regulations.

After careful consideration of the matter the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same is
hereby, dismissed, with a warning to respondent that in future he must be more

prampt in complying with our rules and regulations.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 17th day of October, 1933.




-
(Decision No. 5334)

BEFORE THE FUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS oF )
E. A. GROSS. ) PRIVATE PERMIT NO, A=-484

----- L I

October 19, 1933

—————— -

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

The Commission is advigsed that E, A. Gross, to whom private
permit No, A-484 was 1ssued on June 20, 1933, has secured a new private
permit in partnership with one Morgan under the firm name of Morgan and
Gross, and desires his former permit cancelled,

After careful consideration of the matter the Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that private motor vehicle permit No, A-4P4,
heretofore issued to E. A, Gross, should be cancelled,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit
No. A-484, heretofore issued to E, A. Gross, be, and the same is hereby,

cancelled,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLQRADO

e

om0 T \Cémmi ssioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 19th day of October, 1933,

/(j??ﬁp¢/a~— ‘f:%%gsr. \;7—15‘27";_75;1'“’
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(Decision No. 5335)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* %k %k

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1239
DELL F. SCOTT. )

Appearances: A. A. Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On September 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why permit No. A-374, heretofore
issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to make
monthly reports, pey highway compensation taxes and file the necessary insuranee
required by law,.

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had not filed
the delinquent monthly reports in question nor pald the highway compensation
taxes due, and that he had no effective insurance on file with the Commission.

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-374, heretofore issued to
Dell F. Scott, should be revoked for his failure to meke monthly reports, pay
highway compensation taxes and keep on file with the Commission an effective
insurance policy or surety bond as regquired by law.

OQRDER
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A4-374, heretofore

issued to Dell F. Scott, be, and the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

%fm%%ma

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 19th day of October, 1933.
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(Decision No. 5336)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICIE OPERATIONS OF ) i
GUY J. BRADFORD, DOING BUSINESS ) CASE NO. 1245
AS THE YELLOW CAB & TRANSFER. )

- e we Em Em e e e e o e e me  em e e

By the Commission:

An order was made requiring the respondent Gﬁy J« Bradford to
show cause why his,certificate’of public cqnvenienqe and necessity shduld
not be revoked for failure to file the'préﬁer'insurance. He has noi advised
‘the Commission that he had his insurance filed with the city of Greseley,
thinking that this would suffice. However, upon being infarmed that we would
require the filing of a policy or duplicate thereof with this Commission, he
has made such filing.

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that
the above entitled case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above entitled case be, and the

same is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLCRADO

“éioners.
Dated at Denver, Colorado,

‘this 280th day of October, 1933.



\Iu‘:h"'
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(Decision No. 5337) e

EEFORE THE PUELIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

% x %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
JESS LITTLEFIELD. ) CASE NO. 1180

Appearances: Mr,. Carl A, Hoffmen, Denver, Colarado,
 Inspector, PubXiécUtilities Commisaion.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On July 18, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
respondent to show cause why he should not be directed to cease and desist
from opsrating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he procures
authority therefor,

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent has been
transporting liveatock into Denver for some fime past without any proper

authority from this Commission., It was further disclosed,rhawevpr, that
he has paid highway compensation taxes upon said transportation and has now
filed his application for a Class B private permit.

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion,
and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same
is hereby, dismissed, |

THE PUELIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

D i L)
4 A\ MM )

V' "1 Comnbd¥ioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 20th day of October, 1933,
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(Decision No. 5338)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CGMMIéSION
‘ OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* %k 3k

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
CHARLES JEWEIL. ) CASE NO, 1217

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

S o — . S i cam— S—

By the Coﬁmission:

On July 24, 1933, the Commission issued its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be
entered directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor
vehicle carrier unless and until he procures authority to so operate,

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent is ~
engaged in the transportation of his own property only, with but one
minor exception since  Jamuary 1, 1933, ' '

In view of these circumstances the Commission is of the opinion,
and so‘finds, that the instant case should be dismisased.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the imstant case be, and the
same is hereby, dismissed. |

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLQO

Do fore

Commis sioners,

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 20th day of October, 1933,
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(Decision No. 5339) S e

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICIE OPERATIONS OF )
ERNEST J. GOTTULA, ) CASE NO, 1241

Appearances: Mr. A, A, von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Cormission.

STATEMENT

— — — o o S~ — — — B
. S

By the Commission:

On September 26, 1533, the Commission entered its order’ﬂtgec%ing
the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public cbn-
venience and necessity heretofore issued to him in Application No., 683,
should not be suspendedyér revoked for his fallure to file an insurance
poliey or surety bond as required by law.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that the company writing
respondent's insurance has advised the Commission that the insuranee policies
of respondent which heretofore had been cancelled, have been renewed, and it
appears that respondent is now properly insured, although the original policies
are not as yet on file with the insurance department of the Commission.

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same |

is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

fatrall.
Dated at Denver, Colorado, "V T Cormissioners,
this 20th day of October, 1933. ‘
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. {Decision No. 5340)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION » L%
- QF THE STATE OF COLORADO (0»1/

ok %

- IN THE MATTER OF THE APFLICATION OF

)
LEWIS AND SON TRANSFER AND STORAGE ) .
COMPANY FOR A CERTIFICATE OF FUBLIC ) APPLICATION NO. 1857
) .
)

CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY,

- M W e T en e W s o en G e e s S

e ww wm e we e e

October 20, 1933

- eem e e e W W

STATEMENT

N — — o— S o~ p— d— —

By the Commission:

The Commission is in receipt of a letter from the above named
Lewis and Son Transfer and Storage Company, requesting a suspension of
their certificate untii April 1, 1934, due to the fact that no business
is conducted under said certificate except in the spring of_the year,

After careful consideration of said request, the Commission is of

. the opinion, and so finds, that same should be granted.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience
and necessity, herstofore issued to iewis and Son Transfer and Starage Company
in Application No, 1857, he, and the same is hereby, suspended from October 7,
1933, until April 1, 1934; provided, however, that during said period of sus-
pension applicant may resume operations under said certificate at any time by
filing with the Commission the neceasary insurance reénired by law and conforme

ing to all of our other rules and regulations.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

erad Yot

Dated at Denver, Colorado, ' k Y Commi sionera,
this 20th day of October, 1933,
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(Decision No. 5341)

EEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
CARL E, ORGAN. ) CASE NO. 1104

G W= Ew M e W W e

October 23, 1933

- e e e W @

— G —— — ——— -

By the Commission:

An order was made herein on February 6, of this year,‘anspendingv-
motor vehicle private permit No. 359-A, heretofore iassued to GarlvE. Organ,
for a period of six months, It was further provided in said order that if
the respondent failed to file delinquent monthly highway compensation tax
reports and the insurance required by law and the rules and regulations of
the Cormission within said period, the permit would be finally revoked and
cancelled without further notice. | h

In spite of the provisions in sald order the Commission wrote
a letter to the respondent on September 15, pointing out how we might make
an order suspending his permit indefinitely, glving him an opportunity therb¥
after fo have the same reinstated. We asked him to "let us know at‘once"
whether he desired to have us make such indefinité suspension or to revéka
his permit, Apparently he is not very much concerned as we have heard
nothing whatsoever from our said letter,

ORDER |

I? IS THWREFORE ORDERED, That the private motor vehicle permit
No, 359-A, heretofore issued to Carl E. Organ, be, and the same is hereby,
revoked and cancelled,

: THE PUELIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado, Commissioniers.

this 23rd day of October, 1933.



(Decision No., 5342)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION _
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

*.***

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) ‘
C. C. COLVIN. ) - CASE NQ, 1252

- A s wm M aw we

October 23, 1933

o i ww w = e

Appearances: A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

— — — — —— — — o —

By the Commission:

On September 27, 1933, the Commission emtered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why the certifiqate of public con~
venience and neéessity, heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1581,
should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file the necessary
insurance poliey or surety bond as required by law,

At the’hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's cargo
insurance expired October 1, 1933, and that his public liability and pro-
perty damage insurance expired in October 1932, and have never been reﬁewed,
although respondent has been traced repeatedly for same. No explanation has
been received from respondent as to why these insurance requirements have
not been complied with, and as the law provides that we must require insurance
from all motor vehicle operators, we see no other course oPeh to us but to
cancel the certificate of respondent, ,

After careful consideratién of the record thé Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that the certifiecate of public convenience and neéee—
sity, heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1581, should be

revoked for his failure to file insurance.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public oonvenience



and necessity, heretofore issued to C. G, Colvin in Application No. 1561,
be, and the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled for failure to file

ingurance,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
‘this 23rd dey of October, 1933,



C - (Decision No. 5348) .

BEFORE . THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADC

* * *

FE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
CHARLES ¥, SANDS, ) CASE NO. 1260

- e e me e am e

Appearances: Mr. Charles E, Sands, Denver, Colarado,
pro se;

Mr. A. A, Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for Public Utilities Commission,

By the Commission:

On September 27, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why permit No, A-344, heretofore
issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file an

. insurance policy or surety bond as required by lav.
® - At the hearing, the evidence digéldsgd that respondent had not been
operating since June 1, 1933, and he requested that his permit bs susprnded,
due to eéonqmic'oondiﬁioné.» fhe‘ev1Qence rﬁrther disclosed that respondent
did not have the required insurancé oﬁ file with the Commission.

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that private motor vehicle permit No. A-344, heretofors
issued to the said Charles E. Sands, should be suspended for a period of one
year from June 1, 1933; provided, however, that during said period of suspension
respondent may resume operations by f£iling with the Commission the necessary

. insurance policies or surety bond required by law,

IT IS THEREFOHE ORDERED, That private motor wehicle permit No, A-344,

heretofore issued to Charles B, Sands, be, and the same is hereby, suspended



PN } -

for a period of one year from June 1, 1933; provided, however, that during
said period of suspension respondent may resume operations by filing with
the Commission thé necessary insurance policies or surety bond required

by law,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CQLORADO

ol sslioners,

Dated at Denver, Colarado,
this 23rd day of October, 1933,

—D



(Decision No. 5344)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
BUD CRAM. ) - CASE NO. 1240

Appearances: Mr. C. A, Hoffman; Denver, Golorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission,

STATEMENT

— — G t— - ——_ Woyp w—

By the Commission:

On September 26; 1933, the Commission entered its order directing
respondent to show cause why he should not be required to cease a;d desist
from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and untii he procurss a
certificate of pﬁblie convenience and necéssity to so operate.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent was granted
a certificate of public eonvenience and necessity on March 2, 1955. However,
it was provided fhérein‘that said certificate should not hecome effective
until applicant had made satisfactory adjustment of road compensation taxes
for the year 1932. |

It was further disclosed that respondent had never made any ad-
Justment of said taxes, and hence the certificate granted him on March 2,
1933, was inoperative,

The evidence further disclosed that respondent has continued to
transport horses and mules at least, and possibly some cattle, for hire
during the present year,

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that respondent should be ardered to cease and
desist ffom operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he has

procured proper authority therefor.

=1



Dated at Denver, GColorado,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That Bud Cram, respondent herein,
forthwith cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier

unless and until he has procured proper authority tb 80 operate,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIFS COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

g ‘ A A_I L
AN

1 1
/tlll’l‘lﬂ , :

this 23rd day of October, 1933,

-8
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(Decision No. 5345) . @4ﬁgﬁ .

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COIORADO .

* % %

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION )

OF THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS )

OF RIO GRANDE COUNTY FOR THE OPENING ) -

OF A PUBLIC HIGHWAY OVER THE RIGHT g APPLICATION NO.® 8095
)
)
)

OF WAY AND TRACKS OF THE. DENVER AND

~ RIO GRANDE WESTERN RAIIROAD COMPANY

AT 4 POINT DESCRIBED IN THE APPLICA-
TION.

- e e ek W e W W W W B e e w W e

- an e o wm wn e ome

w ‘  Qctober 24, 1933

Appearances: Mr. H. J. Gilbreath, Monte Vista, Colorado,

Chairman, Board of County Commissioners,
Rio Grande County; :

Mr. George Cole, Monte Vista, Colorado
Road Supervisor; :

T. A. White, Eg2q., Denver, Colorado,
Attorney for The Denver and Rio Grande
Western Railroad Company.

By the Commission:

This is an applicafion by the Board of County Commissioners of
Rio Grande'county for an order anthorizing the establishment of a grade
crossing over the right-of-way and tracks of The Denver and Rio Grande
Western Railroad Company at & point 489 feet north of the southeast corner
of Section 7 and the southwest corner of Secfion 8, Township 39, Renge 7,
E.N.M.M., and 2418 feet southeast of Mile Post 276.

The point,in question is near the siding on the Creede Branch'

" known as Héywood. The highway as hbw laid out crosses the main line of the

rallroad company at‘a point beyond the end of the siding or switoeh. It is
desired to lay the new highway over the main line and also the side track at
an acute angle. The position of the County Commissioners is that the new

crossing would bevsarer because of the allegéd fact that the present highway

- near the railroad track passes between or around some knolls which obscure

the vision.

e

)
L

1)

-
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The railroed company asks in its letter of March 15 that the
petition be denied. 4s grounds therefor it alleged that orossing planks

would be required for two tracks instead of one; that the side irack is

‘continuously used for the storage of cars; that the vision of approaching

trains would be seriously obstructed by reason of the cars sitting oﬁ the
siding on either side of the crossing and because of the general danger of
a crossing at an acute angle.

At the hearing there was some evidence, although not very clear,
about the vision of the present track and trains thereon being somewhat
obstructed. The report of our engineer dated March 29, which was made &
pert of the record, states that "The old road winds around a small hill
and crosses west of the Haywood switch.® At the hearing 1t‘appeareq'
further that the main line is some thre; ré§£ higher than thévsiie tfackv
and that if a crossing were laid out as proposed, or at any place where it
would be necessary to croas the side track, it would be necdssary’td raise
the side track for the whole disfance thereof, which would iﬁvolva & sub-
stantial expense.

The :ailroad company took the further position at the hearing that
it would nbt consent to the use of its right-of-way for a new crossing until
and unless the right to make such crossing had been secured by eminent
domain proceedings and just compensation has been paid the railroad company.

We asked the Board of County Cammissioners to advise us whothei it
would be willing to underteke such expense. While the hearing was held on
September 30, we have heard nothing further from the Board. We assumg,
without knowing, that the Bosrd does not wish to incur =1l of the expenss
incidental to such & proeeeding and resulting from the assessment for damages
and compensation.

The CQmmission is very strongly impressed with the fact that
whether the railroad erossing is laid out at a point named in the applieca-
tion or at another point, as suggested bﬁ our engineer, there will be grave
danger resulting therefrom. While cars are notkatorad on the siding inm /
question at all times, they are stored there a substantial part of the time.

It is obvious that automobiles going over the siding on which cars might be
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s standing on either gide of the right-of-way would incur considerable dangsr
because of the obstruction of view_ resulting from sald cars. We are inclined
to believe that the hazard would be greater than that that now exists in econ-

» ‘ nection with the present crossing.

. After careful consideration of the gvidence the Commission is of

the opinion, and so finds, that the application should be denied.
ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above entitled application be,

> and the same is hersby, denied.
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
N ; OF THE STATE OF COIORADO
Conmissioners.
. Dated at Denver, Colorado,

this 24th day of October, 1933.



* (Decision No. 5346)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOPOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

GEORGE F. SCHUTZ AND L. C, MAROVISH, ) ,

DOING BUSINESS AS M. & H. TRANSFER ) _CASE NO. 1251
)

AND STORAGE COMPANY.

October 24, 1933

- em wEm em e e e

Appearances: Mr. A. A, Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Publie Utilities Commission,

STATEMENT
By the Commission:

On September 27, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondents to show cause why the eertificate of public con-
venience and necessity, heretofore issued to them in Application No. 1569, '
shouid not'be suspended or revoked fdr thelr failure to file the necessary
in;urance policy or a surety bond as required by law,

| At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondents' cargo
insurance expired October 1, 1933, and that their public liability and pro-
perty damage insurance expired in Qctober, 1932, and have never been renewed,
although respopdents have been traced repeatedly for same. No explanation
has been received from respondents as to why these inswrance requirenments
have not been complied with, and as the law provides that we must'require
insurance from all motor vehicle operators, we see no other course open %0
us but %0 cancel the certificate of respondenﬁs.

After careful consideration of the record the Commission ié of the
opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and neces-
sity, heretofore issued to George F, Schutz and L. ¢, Marovish, doing busineas
as M. & H. Transfer and Storage Company, in Application No, 1569, should be

revoked for their failure to file insurance,
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience
and necessity, heretofore issued to George F., Schutz and L. C. Marovish, doing
business as M. & He Transfer and Storage Company, be, and the same is hereby,

cancelled and revoked,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissionerse

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 24th day of October, 1933.

e



(Decision No., 5347)

EEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

~ MARTIN B, LARSON ) CASE NO. 1250

October 24, 1933

. Appearances: Mr, A. A, Von Egldy, Denver, Colorado,
’ ; -for the Publiec Utilities Commission,
STATEMENT

S v G = anae  — . p— —

By the Cormilssion:

On Septenber 27, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
respondent to show cause why the certificate of publie convenience and
necessity, heretofore issued to him in Application No, 1447, should not be
suspended or revoked for his failure to file insurance policles or & surety
bond as required by law,

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that the insurance heretqure
carried by respondent had all expired in October, 1931, andvno renewals had .
been filed since that date.

The Comission is in receipt of a letter from Mr, Chas. W. V.
Feigel, attdrney~at~law, Boulder, Colorado, advising that respondent has
not been and does not intend to operate under his permit until he is
financially able to procure the necessary insurance, and requesting that
his certificate be suspended, but not revoked.

After careful consideration of the record the Comuission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of publie convenience and ﬁeces-
sity, heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1447, shou;d be
suspended for a period of one year from the date hereof, subject to the con~-

ditions hereinafter stated in the order,



IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of publie con-
ienience and necessity, heretofore issued td Martin B, Larson in Applica-
tion No., 1447, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period of one
year from the date of this order; provided, however, that during said
suspension period respondent may resume operations under said certificate
at any time by filing with the Commission the required insurance policies
or a surefy bond as provided in our rules and regulations, and provided
further that during said period of suspension respondent shall not o?erate
as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until such insurance requirements

are properly complied with,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

e i s

ssioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 24th day of October, 1933,
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{Deg€ision No., 5348)

' EEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

% * * e
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
A. R. McCUNE, DOING BUSINESS AS ) CASE NO. 1244
McCUNE TRANSFER COMPANY. )

Apbearances: Mr. A, A, Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
v for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

- e G - = v e — o

By the Commi%sion:

On%September 26, 1933, the Commission issued its order directing
respondggﬁ té«show eausg why the certificate pr public_cqnvenignoe and
necessiiy, héretofore issued %o him in Application No, 1302, §pould not be
suspended or;revoked for his failure to file insurance policies or a sﬁrety
bond as requ}red by law, ’h ~

At' the hearing the evidence discloéed thet the cargo insurance
heretofore c%rried by respondent has been cancelled, and that his public
liability anﬁ property damage insurance expired in the year 1931, and has
never been rénewed, although respondent haé been traced repeatedly fo: same
No explanati%p has been received from respondent as to why these insurance
requirements%have not been complied with, and as the law provides that we
nust requireginsurance from all motor vehicle operators, we can ses no course
left open toius but to cancel the cerfificate of respondent,

Arter careful consideration of the evidence the Gommission is of the
opinion, and ‘80 flnds, that the certificate of public convenience and necessity,

heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1302, should be revoked for

his failure to file insurance.



| ORDER
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of publie convenience
and necessity, heretofore issued to A, R. McCune, doing business as McCune

Iransfer Company, be, and the same is hereby, revoked.and cancelled.

' THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
3 ‘ OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 24th day of October, 1933,



(Decision No. 5349)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* X %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1246
G. R. PRAIT. )

- ean W Ew e we En E G W we e s e e @
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A@pearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commisgion:

On September 27, the Commission entered its order directing the above
named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public convenience and nec-
essity, herstofore issued to hﬁn in Application No. 1137, should not be suapended
or revoked for his failure to file the necessary insurance poliecy or surety bond
required by law.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that no insurance has been filed
with the Commission since the expirastion of the insurance heretofore carried by
respondent in October, 1931, although respondent has besen traced repeatedly for
sameé. No explanation has been received from respondent as to why the insurance
requirements have not been complied with, end as the law provides that we must
require insurance from all motor vehicle opsrators, we see open no course but to
cancel the certificate of respondent.

After careful considsfation of the record the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and necessity,
heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1137, should be revoked for
his failure to file insurance.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, Thet the certificate of public convenience and
necessity, heretofore iasued to G. R. Pratt in Application No. 1137, be, and the
same is hereby,revoked and cancelled.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE, OF COLORADO

%M/ )

"7 Commissfoners.

Dated at Denver, Colorsado,
this 24th dey of October, 1933.



(Decision No. 5350) ARy
.
' BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
k ok Xk
RE MOTOR VEHICIE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1249
ROBERT C. HOPKINS. )

Appearances: A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilitles Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On September 27, 1933, the Commlssion entered its order directing the
ebove named respondent to show cause why the certificate of publiec convenience and
necessity heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1424-A, should not be sus-
pended or revoked for his failure to file the necessary insurance policy or surety
bond as reéuired by law.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's cargo insurance
expired in April, 1933, and that his public liability and property damege insurance
expired in August, 1932, and have never been renewed. No explanation has been
received from reépondent as to why these insurance requirements have not been
complied with, and as the law provides that we must require insurance fraom all
motor vehicle operators, we see open 10 us no course but to eancel the certificate
of respondent.

After careful consideretion of the record the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and necessity,
heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1424-A, should be revoked for
his failure to file insurance.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience
and necessity, heretofors issued to Robert C. Hopkins in Application No. 1424-A,
be, and the same is hersby, revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF €0OLORADO
1 "ztf/f7 §g§i71/4iéf/
V/ITRN!

P Commissioners.,

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 24th dey of October, 1933.
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(Decision No, 5351)

g BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

. IN THE MATTER OF THE JOINT APPLICATION
OF PICEWICK GREYHOUND LINES, INC., OF
ARIZONA, A CORPORATION, AND SOUTHWESTERN
GHREYHOUND LINES, INC., A CORPORATION,
FOR AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER GERTIFICATES
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY,

APPLICATIONS NOS. 1l41-AA
AND 319~AAAA

N N NP i o Nt

IN THE MATTER OF THE JOINT APPLICATION )
OF WESTERN GREYHOUND LINES, INC., A DELA-) R i
WARE CORPORATION, AND SOUTHWESTERN GREYw ) APPLICATIONS NOS, 1142wAA,

HOUND LINES, INO., A DELAWARE CORPORATION,) 1115=AA, 401~AAA, 1415=-A,
> FOR AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER CERTIFICATES OF ) 2106-A and 1717-A,
PUBLIG CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. )

Appearances: Jack Garrett Scott, Eaq., Denver, Colorado,
attorney for applicants,

By the Commission:

The Commission has before it two joint applications for authority
to make transfers of certificates of public ceconvenience aﬁd_necossity, one
such application being that of Pickwiek Greyhound Lines, Inc,, of Arizona,w
a corporation, and Southwestern Greyhound Lines, Inc., a eorporaticn, seid
application besaring Nos. 1141-AA and 319-AAAA, The other joint application
is that of Western Greyhound Lines, Ine., a corporation, and said Soufh-
~ western Greyhound Lines, Inc., bearing Nos, 1142~AA, 1115~AA, 401-AAA,
‘ 1415«A, 2106-A and 1717-A,
The evidence shows that four affiliated corparations now propose
to transfer all of their assets and liabilities to said Southwestern Grey=
hound Lines, Incs Said four corporations are said Western‘d;éyhound Lines,
Inc., said Pickwick Greyhound Lines, Inc,, of Arizona, Southw;atotn Greyhouhd' .
Lines, Inc,, and Southwestern Trensportation Company, Inc. Only two %; :

g
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these corporations are operating in Colorado, being said Pickwiek Greyhound
Lines, Inc., of Arizona and said Western Greyhound Lineés, Inc.

The fact that the new company will receive the assets and sssume
the liabilities of the two companies not operating in this State doés not
seem to materially affect the financial condition of the new company.
Doubtless the unification of the operations heietofore conducted by four
companies will make for economy and efficiency in operation and will improve
the service to be given the public.

After careful consideration of the evidence the Commission is
of the opinion, and so finds, thét authority should be granted to said
Pickwick Greyhound Lines, Inec,, of Arizona, to transfer certificates of
public convenience and necessity and rights originally granted in Appli-
cations Nos. 1141 and 319, now held by it, to said Southwestern Greyhound
Lines, Inc,

The Commission is further of the opinion, and so finds, that
authority should be granted to said Western Greyhound Lineé, Ine., to
transfer certificates of public convenience and necessity and rights
originally granted in Applications Nos, 1142-, 1115, 401, 1415, 2106,

and 1717, now held by it, to said Southwestern Greyhound Lines, Inc,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That auth§rity be, and the same is
hereby, granted to Pickwick Greyhound Lines, Inc., of Arizona %o transfer
certificates of public convenience end necessity and rights, originally
| granted in Applications Nos. 1141 and 319 to said Southwestern Greyhound
Lineé, Inc, |

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That authority be, and the same is
hereby, granted to said Western Greyhound Lines, Iﬁc,,>t§ transfer gerti-’
ficates of publie convenience and necessity and rights, originally graﬁted
in Applications Nos. 1142, 1115, 401, 1415, 2106 and 1717, to Southwestern

Greyhound Lines, Inc.
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, Tlm+t the tariff of rates, time schedules

and rules and regulations heretofore filed bj said Pickwick Greyhound Linés,'

Inc,, of Arizona and said Western Greyhound Lines, Inc., shall become and

remain thaze of said Southwestern Greyhound Lines, Inc,, until and unless
they are changed by law and the rules and regulations of this Commission.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the effeétive date of the orders
herein shall be November 1, 1933, provided the necessary and proper
insurance has been filed with the Commission by that tims by said South-

western Greyhound Lines, Inc.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

)

Commisaioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 25th day of October, 1933,



(Decision No. 5352) }

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* ok k

THE TOWN OF GRANADA, A MUNICIPAL
CORPORATION,

Complainent,

THE CITY OF LAMAR, A MUNICIPAL
CORPORATION, .

Defendant.

- e s ew W e s W e s e e s G W W W

)
)
)
)
vs. ; CASE NO. 739
)
)
)
)

October ﬂ' 1933

‘-ud—---

STATEMENT

By the Cammission:

A decision was madé by the Cammission in this case on April 3
of this year in which the Commission found that the rate of six cents per
KWH * "charged complainant by defendant is unreasenably diseriminatory
égains% complainant, and unduly and unreasonably preferential of other son~
sumers of éloctric current furnished by defendant.™

The Conmission made a further finding in said order to the effect
"that any rate charged complainent by defendant which would have fhe‘etfict.-
6f making the average rate pér month that complainant would pay defendent
for electric current excood 345 cents per KWH, would be unreasonable and
unlawrul.* The order proper required the defendant to cease and desist frem
charging cemplainant a rate in excess of 3.5 cents per K!H The order
further provided that jurisdictlion of the matter "be, and the same is hereby,
" retained to the end that such further orders may'be entered as future |
conditions may require."

The matter now comes before the Commission on the 'Amﬁnded Poti;
tion for Reparation.” | |

The original complaint was filed October 26, 193l. In the ofiginaif*
complaint 1t is slleged that the defendant had found it profitéble to mann-.
facture and deliver electrie current to the inhabitants of the Gity'ot

* This term as used herein means kilowatt'hour.



Leamar and to custdners residing outside of said e¢ity, some of whom are
located beyond (east or north) of the Town of Granada, and whose energy up
to a point'nearﬁafanada is transmitted'over the line built at thé expenit of
Granada, at prices much less than those charged campleinant under the terms
of the contract referred to in our original decision. It further alleged
that complainant had demanded médification and rectiricétion or’the rates
charged it but that the defendant had failed and refused to make any modifica-~
tion or reetification whatever. The prayer of the complaint asks that a
hearing be had and that the »defendant be ordered to make such reduction in
and/or modification of the rété charged complainant . . . a8 the commisgion :
shall find 10 be reasonable and just; and‘to meke such modifieati&n as to
require the rates for such qervica 10 be in conformity‘with reates charged
other consumers of elecstrie current, furnished by the defendant; and for sueh
other and further relief as complainant may be found to be entitled to i# the
premiabg.”ﬂ

*'“fhe amended petition makes an allegation with respect to the finding
orvthe Comﬁission in itéﬁdeciaion of April 3. It further allgges that for |
more than two years prior to the filihg of the éomplaint the town of Granada
had attempted to procurs relief from the excessive and discriminatory rate
charged it, ete; that from the lst day of Novembér, 1929, dertain charges
had been made by defendant to complainent on account of energy sold by the
former to the latter, and that the complainant had paid certain amounts of

money therefor, baiﬁg for all of the energy furnished between November 1,

1929, and about October 1, 1932, and that bills had been rendered by defendant

to complainant for succeeding months at the rate of six cents per KWH and
demand made for the payment thereof. The said amended petition further alleges
that it is filed under the provisions of Section 26 of the Publiec Utilities

Act, being Section 2965 of the Compiled Laws of Colorado, 1921. The amended

 petition concluded with a prayer that the Commission

"will consider said case for the”purpose of determining the emount
of reparation, with interest thereon from the several dates of
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payments meade, which defendant should be required to make complainant

because and on account of unreasonably and discriminatory charges

heretofore made against complainant for electric current furnished

it by defendant for and during the period from November 1, 1929,

to date, such determination and order thereon to be msde on the -

record in said case; and that on the Commission determining the -

amount, with interest, which should be required to be repaid or
credited to complainant by defendant as reparation in the premises,
an order be made by this Honorable Commission commending and re-
quiring said defendant to credit complainent with such part of said
amount so awerded it as reparation as may be necessary to pay and
satisfy the amount which compleinant may be now indebted to de-
fendant for electriec current furnished and not now paid, and to

pay camplainant the balasnce of the sum of such repearation so

determined and awarded to complainent from defendant; and for snnh

other relief as complainant may be entitled."

It might be stated that an originel petition'for reparation was
filed on Aﬁril 18, 1933. It was of the same general nature as the amended
petition. |

On July $ the Commission mesde an order finding that it should re-
open the cése'"ror the sole purpose only of determining the amount, if eny,
which defendan% should be required to repay or credit to complainant as
reparation.® The case was, tharefore, ordered reopsned for the purpose stated
and a hearing was had at which some further formal testimony was taken.,

The briefs of the defendant maintain some four propositions. One
is that the only complaint made by the complainant prior to the order of
April 3 is that the rate being charged complainant was a diseriminatory one,
"and in the absence of proof of dsmages other than the differences between
fhe two rates, Granada can recover only nominal demages." Another proposition
is that Lamar in selling and Granada in purchasing the eﬁargy were performing
municipai functions and that Section 35 of Article V of the Colorado Con- .
stitution prevents the Public Utilities Commission from supervising or inter-
ferring with the transaction. vThe‘third is that to grant reparation would
result in diserimination. The fourth proposition, as we understand, 1s’that
the petition for reparation and not the compleint filed October 26, 1951,‘tolls
the statutory limitation.

A number of cases are cited, some being from the Interstate Conmerce

Commission, others from the Supreme Court of the United States, to the effect
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that it is necessary that special proof be made of actual damagea»aurféred
and that nothing in the record herein constitutes such proof. One of the

cases cited by the defendant is Pennsylvanie R. R. Co. v. International

Coal Co., 230 U. S. 184. There the court was dealing withlnnlavful rebates,
which were givén by the carrier to other coal deslers, meking like shipmenta
over the same line of road between the same points. There the court
referred to Section 8 of the Interstate Comnerce Act, which provides that if
any common carrier shall do of omit to do any act or thing required not to
be done or to be omitted, it "shall be liable to the person or persons
injured thereby for the full amount of damages sustained in consequence of
any such violation of the provisions of this Act . . " Section 2 of the

said act provides that if a common carrier shall by an& rebate ecolleet or

, receive from any person Or persons & greater or less compensation "than

it eherges, dgmnnds, collects, or receives from any other person o; _
persons for_doing for him or them & like and contemporansous service . «
such common carrier ahall‘be deemed guilty of unjust discrimination, which
is.hereby prohibited and declared to be unlawful.” Section 3 of the said.
act prohibits the making or giving of eny undue of unreasonable preference
to any person, company, firm, corporation or locality, and from eausing any
undue or unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage, Section 18 of the aet
provides that if after hearing on a compleint the Commission shall detérmine:
that any party complﬁinant is entitled to en "award of dameges" under the
provisions of this act, the Commission shall ﬁake an order dir;cting the
carrier to pay to the complainant the sum to which he is entitled.

The court in the intérnationﬁl Cogl case emphesized the faet that
what the Federal statute aufhorizes is demages, the word damages being
italicized in the opinion. The court pointed out that "To adopt such a rule
and arbitrarily measure damages by rebates would create‘a legalized, but
endless chain of depaftures from the tariff; would extend the effect of
the original orime, would destroy the eéuality and certainty of rates, and,
contrary to ths statuté, would meke the carrier liable for damages beyond
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those inflicted and to persons not injured." The court laid emphssis on the
fact that such conduct on the part of the gﬁilty carrier was a grave public
wrong, for which the carrier could be punished, but stated that "the publie
wrong did not necessarily cause private damege, and when it did" the loss
would depend upon various factors.

It is interesting to note that in the International Coal case the

court Teferred to the case of Union Pacific Railroad Co. V. Goodridge, 149

U. S. 680, in which, according to the court, was "involved the construction
of the Colorado statute, which did not, as does the Commerce Act, compel
the carrier to adhere to published rates, but required the railroad to meke
the same concessions and drawbacks to all persons alike, and for a fajilure
to do so made the carrier liable for three times the actual damege sustained
or overcharges paid by the party aggrieved." The court pointed out that
this distinetion is also to be noted in the*English cases, dealing with a
statute similar to that which formerly was in effect in Colorado, saying:
"The Act of Parliament did not require the carrier to

maintain its published tariff but made the lowest rate the

lawful rate. Anything in excess of such lowest rate was

extortion and might be recovered in an action at law as for

an overcharge."

Meeker v. Lehigh Valley R. R. Co., 236 U. S. 412, is cited by

the compleinant as béing opposed to the rule contended for by the defendant.
In the Meseker case it appears that the Interstate Commerce Commission did,

as a matter of fact, find that the compiaining shipper had been dsmaged to
the extent of the rebate which had been made to a competitor. The case pro-
cesded on the assumption mede by the Supreme Court that the fin&ings were
based, as the Interstate Commerce Commission stated, "upon the evidence
adduced,. . fhere being no showing to the contrary.* In other words,

while it was necessary for the compleining shipper to_prove his demages, in
the absence of any record to the contrary before the Supreme Court, it would
be presumed by that court that such proof had been made before the Interstate
Commerce Comuission. We therefore consider the two cases (International Coal

and Meeker) harmonious.



However, the important fact in this connection 1s that the Colo-
rado statute varies very materially from the Federal statute. Section 56
of the Public Utilities Aet, being Section 2965 C., L. 1921, reads in part
as follows:

"When compleint has been made to the commission concerning
any rate, fare, toll, rental or chuarge for any product or comuodity
furnished or service performed by any public utility, and the cam-
mission has found, after investigation, that the public utility has
charged sn excessive or discriminatory emount for such product,
commodity or service, the commission may order that the publie
utility make due reparation to the compleinant therefor, with
interest from the date of collection, provided no discrimination
will result from such rasparation.

", o o« All complaints concerning excessive or diseriminatory
charges shall be filed with the commission within two ysars from
the time the cause of action accrues, and the petition for the
enforcement of the order shall be filed in the court within one
year from the date of the order of the commission. The remedy
in this section provided shall bs cumulative and in addition to
any other remedy or remedies in this act provided in case of
failure of & public utility to obey the order or decision of
the commission."

It will be"noted that our statute does not require proof of
damages. it requires first, the msking of a complaint against a rate,

second, fihding that the utility "has charged an excessive or diserimina-

tory smount.® It then authorizeswthe Commission, if these requirements are
met, to make "due reparation . . . therefor, with interest." "therefor"
undoubtedly méans on account of the charging of an exceasivé of discrimina-
tory rate. In this respect our statute is much like the o0ld act which was
referred to in the Union Pacific case.

In Bonfils v, Public Utilities Commission, 67 Colo. 563, the court

was not deéling with discriminetion. It was dealing with the gquestion of
reasonable rates. In that case the coﬁrt said thet "The contention of the
defendant railroad company is that actual damage musf be shown, . . " (575)
The court then proceseded ss follows:
"That petitioners are entitled to reparation, 1if any,

to the extent of the excess paid above the Treasonable rate

"is definitely decided in Southern Pacific Co. v. Darnell-

Taenzer Lumber Co., 245 U, 8. 531, 62 L. ed. 451, 38 Sup.

Ct. 186,.1it being there held that the fact that the Lumber
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Company may pass on the damage by charging more for the

lumber, did not prevent the recovery of the overpayment to

the carrier.

"The court points out the difference between cases

like this and cases for damages because of dlscrimination,

the claimants having paid only a reasonable rate, while

others have paid less than that rate. The court says:

'But here the plaintiffs have paid eash out of pocket that

should not have been required of them, and there is no ques-

 tion as to the emount of the proximate loas.' ™

Our Supreme Court, answering the contention of~the carriers that
no claim could be mainteined in that case because the charges collected
were those prescribed by the tariffs on file, answeréd "The defeet in this
proposition is that the tariffs on file were illegal from the fact that
they were unreasonable.™ | _

It might be noted at this point that there is a long line of cases
decided by the Interstate Commerce Commission which are in harmony with the
decision made 1ﬁ the Dernell-Taenzer Company case. Those cases being based
upon the proposition ihat where the rate which the cémplainant paid was un-
reasonablé at the time the seme was demanded and collected, the shipper had
been damaged t0 the extent of the ampunt of the overcharge.

It may be argued that while in the Bonfil's case the retes charged
were found to be unreasonable, it is not}nacessarilﬁ true that the rate
charged the complainant here was unreasonable, and that 1f not unreasonable,
proof of proper damages has not been made. However, we advert again to our
stetute, which gives us the power to award reparation irrespective of
damages where the utility has charged either an excessive or a diserim-
inatory emount. Our snawer would be that even though the rate charged the
complainant is not unreesonable, it is discriminatory and that the statute
applies.

However, it is possible that something more need be said and
found with respact‘to the reasonableness of the rate charged the complainant.

The record shows that the rates in effect from May 20, 1929, to July 1, 1932,

the date those described in our order of April 3, became errectifa, do not
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vary substantislly from the latter rates.

While it may be necessary in a case in which the contention is
made that the total return of the utility is too great to value the utility's
property in order to determine whether the rate structure as a whole is too
high, still we do not deem it necessary in passing upon one rate of a
utility, when it is clearly out of line with the general rate structure, to
make a valuation in order o find that the said isolated rate is unreason-
able. The Interstate Commerce Commission 1s continually finding rates to be
unreasohablé without véluing the property of the railroad company. This
is done very largely upon comparison. Here we must assume that the ﬁtility
is meking a reasonable return on lts investment. If it is doing so, the
rate which has been charged Granada for years is uﬁreasonably high and ex-
cossive, as well as discriminetory. The Commission, therefore, finds that
at all times since May 20, 1929, the said raté of six cents charged the
complainant 1s unreasonable.

The evidence shows that the transmission line extending from a
point north of Lamar to Granada was not finally paid for or that the bonds
issued to raise'the money with which to construct the line were not finally
retired until August 19, 1932. It msay be argued, therefore, that since
under the contract between the parties the complainant was to retire the
bonds by uss of two cents, being one-third of the six-cent rate paid Lamar,
it would be unfair to find the rate charged Graneda prior to August 15,
1932, excessive, unreasonable and discriminatory to the extent of two and
one-half cents. We have given careful thought to this situation.

The evidence shows, as is stated on page 86 of the brief of
defendant filed on August 28, 1933, the revenue from the transmission line,
exclusive of Granada and the hay mills, from the hay mills and from Greansada.
The revenue from the high line, exclusive of Graneda and the hay mills, has

averaged some $19,000 per year for the past four years. The revenus from the
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hay mills for the past four years totaled $155,362. The revenue fram
Granada for the past foﬁr years has avaragéd in excesé of‘$4,600 per annum.
We believe that a large part of this revenue may come from'hay miils on

the line runningJ:z::t;f’Lamar and thet some of the revenus from the high
line, exclusive of Granad& and the hay mills, was from customers on enother
part of the line or on a line other than that built by Granada. At any rate,
we are making thet assumption. |

While there is nothing in the evidence about what is a reason- -
able extension policy for an electric company, we believe that we aré en-
titled to consider the fact that it is not unusual for utilities making
extensions to serve new customers to pay out of their own pockets a miﬁﬁmnn
of one and one-half one year's gross revenue from the line. That would
amount to some $6,900.00 dased on the present average from Granadas elone,
taking no accouﬁt of the revenue from Bristol, Hartmen, Milwood and'the
hay mill at Granada, all of which are served over the line (that portion
leading from Lemer or a point immediately north thereof to a point immedi-
ately north qf‘Granada) built at Granada's sole expense. ‘ '

Ve doknof believe 8 utility céh; through the instrumentality of
contracts with a customer, whether it be for the construction of line or
otherwige, take Away from this Commission its powe: end jurisdiction over
retes. We believe that in considering the rates charged to August 19, 1932,
we have a right to take into considerati;n the fact that service was being
rendered over a transmission liné built and then owned (according to the
contract the title tofhtliné wes to be turned over to Lamar after the bonds
had been liquidated) by the customer, namely, Granada. -

The Commiasion 1s, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that
the rate of six cents at all times since May 20, 1929,'has been excessive
by the amount and to the extent of two and one-hslf cents per kilowﬁtt hour.,

We believe that we need spend little time on the second proposi-
tion mede by Lamar, namely, that Section 35 of Article V of the State -
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Constitution prevents this Commission having any jurisdiction in the premises.
That section reads as follows:

"The general assembly shall not delegate to any special
commigsion, private corporetion or association, any power to
meke, supervise or interfere with any municipal improvement,
money, property or effects, whether held in trust or otherwise,
or to levy taxes or perform any municipel function whatever."

In Holyoke v. Smith, 75 Colo. 286, it was held that this Com-
mission had no jurisdietion over rates charged by municipal corporations
owning and operating sn electric plant for service given to customers within
the corporation, the lower court holding that if the stetute purported tq
give such right to fix rates to this Commission "it was unconstitutional, the‘
legislature being prohibited by section 35 of ariicle V from delegating the
ﬁower." The Supreme Court suatained the lower court, However, in City of

Lamar v. Town>of‘W1lqz, 80 Colo. 18, the Supreme Court distinguished the

Holyoke case, saying that the opinion therein "differentiates the two canqa."
The court in the Lamar case pointed out the re;sons for its decision in the |
Holyoke case, namély, that people residing in the municipality operating
its own utility if dissatisfied with charges could effect a change by an
election or recall, while in the case of consumers dealing with'a privately
owned utility the situation is quite different, "and there is good reason
for a commission which shall act in the interestwof the public, to avoid the
possibility of oppression.® The court in the Lamar case further pointed
out that "A consumer who 1§ served by a mnﬁiciﬁality,aand who does not live
therein, ;omes within the purview of the suggested rule in the Holyoke case
that such consumers sﬁcﬁld be protected by a sfate commission in such ciff
cumstances.® Since the Supreme Court held’in the Wiley case that we do have
juriadictioﬁ over the rates of this very utility so far as outside customers
are concerned, we ahall not further discuss th§ question.

We might add,valso, that the contract itself which was entered
into by Lamar and Granada expressly provides that the rates specified in the
contract'"and all the covenants, agreements and provisions thereof, are
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subjeet to apprOVal, regulation revision andfaiteration by the Public Utili-k
ties Commiasion of the State of Colqrado, or such other Board or Officer,bf‘

the State as may, in the future, have jurisdiction over such mattera,»at the

presént time, or at any future date during the life of said contract."

We have found that discrimination results from the excessiv;vcharge'
to Granada. Removel of that discrimination does not result in discrimination. -
It avoids it. We find that discrimination will not result from the making
of the reparatidn herein ordered.

| Nothing is said in the statute quoted about a somplaint or
petition respecting reparation. The statute is limited to complaints “con-
cerning any rete . . . found exceésive or diseriminatory®™ and to "cdmpiaints
concerning excessive or diseriminetory oharges.* The sta%dte says‘that"lhan S
complaintkhas been made . . » (1) concerning any rete . . . and (2} the
commission has found . . .,theﬁcommission may ordexr . . . repara%ibn.'
There is no third requirement that a request be made in such complaini 6: :
élsewhere for reparation. Moreover, the only requirement in respect of th;
two-year limitation is that "All complaints concerning excessive or dis-
eriminatory charges shall bo*filed o » o Within two years from the time th§
cause of action accrues.,® It does not say that a claim for reparation ahill
be filed within two years, etc. | |
| The Legislature saw fit to creafe the famédyyin question, it'
was for it to ﬁrescribe such limitétion as it deemed reaaonﬁble~uﬁé pfoper.
Ls is said in 37 Corpus Jurias 691, "the courts cannot engraft on th§ :
statute exceptions or quélifiéation; not clearly pxprebﬁed in fhé.sfﬁtﬁti?
itself . . +» On the other hand it is a familiar principle that a atgtuxe |
of limitations should not be applied to cases not clearly within'iﬁu
provisions; it should hot be extended by construetion.®

As we read the statute the right to reparati&n follows more’cr
less as a matter of course after an appropriate finding is made upon the

complaint "concerning excessive or discriminatory charges.®

~ ~

unﬂ



The parties seem to very neéfly agree in their pleadings aﬁ to
the amountwof energy aoid and as to the amount paid therefor by Granadas,
beginning November 1, 1929. From November 1, 1929, to October 31, 1931,
being the approximate two-yeaf period prior to the filing of the original
compleint, the number of KWHs sold, and for which $9,579.08 was paid, was
166,590, The excessive charge on that amount of ehergy is $4,164.75. From
November 1, 1931, to May 31, 1933, 112,700 KWH were sold and deliversd to
Grenada, for which there was charged at the rate of six cents per KWH
$6,864.50. As we understand the facts, the energy furnished during the
month of October 1932, and succeeding months, including Mey 1933, was not
peid for, and that the totel emount thersof is 39,650 KWHs. This meens
that the energy paid for during that period was 75,050‘KHHS, 5eing the
difference between the amount furnished and the amount mot paid for. At
two and one-half cents per XWH the amount to be refunded would be
$1,826.25. ' ‘

' We might say that the figures given of the total amount sold
during the two periods are those of the defendant found on page 5 of its
answer filed with the Commission on August 14, and that the figures
representing the amount of energy sold during the months October 1932 to
and including May 1933 are those of the complainant. There is no reason
why thers should be any serious difference aé to thesekrigures as they aré
a matter subject to rather exact computation. If either pariy bellieves that
a substantial error has been mads, it'may, of eéurse, ask for a rehearing.

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion; and so finds,
that the défendant should be required to reparate and pay to the com-
plainant on account of overcharges for electric energy sold and delivered
since November 1, 1929,‘$5,991.00, and that the defendant should be re-
quired to waive collectién of two and one-helf cents of the total charge of

six cents per KWH for all energy sold and delivered to the complainant from



October 1, 1933, and succeeding months.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the City of Lemar be, and the
same is hereby, authorized and required to pay to thé Town of Granada on
account of unreasoneble and excessive overcharges for elsctric enorgy'
sold $5,991.00. | |

' IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the City of Lamer be, and the same
is hereby,nrequired to waive collection of two and-one-halr cents of the
total charge of six cents per KWH for all energy sold and deliversd to the
complainant, the Town of Granada, from O¢tober 1, 1932, and succeeding
months. |

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That except as herein ordered the decis-
ion and order of the Commission heretofore made on April 3, 1933, shall

remain in full force and effect.

‘ THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
% ~ OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

v c 1aaioners,

Dated at Denvér, Colorado,
this 26th day of October, 1933,
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(Decision No. 5353)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥ * ¥

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
BYRON S. BUNKER AND EVERETT ) CASE NO. 1274
DAVIS, CO-PARTNERS. )
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By the Commission:

Information has come to the Commission that Byron S. Bunker
and Everett Davis, co-partners, engaged in the transportation of freight
under the certificate of public convenience and necessity originally
issued in Application No. 1085, have failed to account for C.0.D. moneys
collected on freight transported by them under such certificate; that ome
of said collections amounts to $9.90, being on account of freight re-

. ceived in Denver on or about September 29, 1933, and that the other said
cblléction is in the amount of $12.55, collécted on account of the ship-
ment received in Denver on or sbout October 26, 1933.

The Commissibnais of the opinion, and so finds, that because
of the gravity of the offense of failing to account for C.0.D. moﬁeys
within the time required by the rule of the Commission, an order shouldk
be made without further notice, requiring the respondents to show cause
why their certificate of public convenience and necessity should not be

. revoked and cancelled.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That Byron S. Bunker and Everett Davis,
co-partners, and each of them, be, and they are hereby, required to show
cause by written answer to be filed herein within ten days from this date
why their certificate of public convenience and necessity, originally

issued in Application No. 1085, should not be revoked and cencelled for



failure to account for C.0.D. collections hereinbefore desaribed.
IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this matter be set down for
hearing in the Hsaring Room of the Commission, 330 State Office Build-

ing, Denver, Colorado, on November 8, 1933, at ten a'clock A.M.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

s if Lot
Nl

Commissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 26th day of October, 1933.
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{Decision No. 5354) 3£
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION.
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

% ¥ %k

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
I.H. WILIS. ) PRIVATE PERMIT NO. A-486.

By the Commission:

The Commission is in receipt of a letter from I. H. Wills,
doing business as Wills Transportation Company, in which he says that
he is not operating any more. 7 ’

The Gammission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the

permit heretofore issued to I. H. Wills should be revoked end cancelled.
ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit
No. A-486, heretofore issued to I. H. Wills, doing business as Wills

Transportation Compeny, be, and the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

yd Lo

Dated at Denver, Colorade,
this 26th dey of October, 1933.



(Dacision No. 5355)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* & X

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
HARVEY BROTHERS. ) CASE NO. 1262

By the Commission:

An ordexr was made herein requiring the respondents, Harvey Brothers,

"to show cause why their private motor vehicle permit No. 378-A4 should not be

revoked for failure to carry the insurance requixed by the law and the rules
and regulations of this Commission. |

The respondents have advised us that they are not now actively
éﬁgaged in this business and do not feel able to carry the insurance. The
Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that the private motor
vehicle permit heretofore issued to the respondents should be suspeﬁded for a
period of six months, with the privilege of resuming operations within that
time upon filing insurance and advising the Commission in writing. '

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit No. 378-4,
heretofore issued to Harvey Brothers, be, and the seme is hereby suspended for
& period of six months from this date.

’IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the respondents may resume operations
on a date to be named by them following the filing of insurance.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That unless operations are resumed within

six months, the said permit herein shall be revoked without further notice,

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION B
THE STATE O |

issioners.
Dated at Denver, Colorado, )
this 26th day of October, 1933.



(Decision No. 5356)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥ ¥ *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1243
PERCY KLINGINSMITH. ) -
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By the Commission:

An order was made requiring the respondent, Percy Klinginsmith,
to show cause whiy his certificate of public convenience and necessity,
heretofore issued in Application No. 1025, should not be revoked for
failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and
the rules and regulations of the Commission.

The matter was set for hearing on October 9, and continued to
October 23, 1933, On the day on which the case was set for further hearing,
we received a letter from the respondent asking that his certificate be
suspended for six months. He has been unable to make his operations
sufficiently profitable to warrant the exnense of carrying the insurance.

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the certificate
heretofore issued to the respondent should be suspended for a period of
six months.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certifigate of public convenilence
and necessity heretofore issued to PercyKlinginsmith in Application No. 1025,
be, and the same is hereby, suspended for six months from this date.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if within that time the respondent

shall file the necessary insurance with the Commigssion and notify the




Commission in writing of his intention to resume operations, the

suspension shall automatically cease.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
sig%l¢1__ x(fgy é;f;nz.zb/

Commissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 26th day of October, 1933,



(Decision No. 5357)
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* Xk ¥k

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) MOTOR VEHICLE PRIVATE PERMIT
F. E. ANDERSON ) No. A~-405
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By the Commission:

F. E. Anderson holds motor vehicle private permit No. A-4085.
He has allowed his insurance required to be kept on file with the Com-
mission to expire., The Commiasion hes written him with respect to the
matter and has received a letter dated October 21, 1933, which reads
in part as follows:

"In reply to your letter of the 26th of September inm

regard to my insurance on P.U.C. #4-405, am discontinu-

ing my hauling for the time being so will nmot take out

insurance at this time.™ ‘

Since an operator mnst,“under the law, carry insurance if he
operates, the Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that said motor

vehicle private permit No. A4-405 should be suspended for a period of six

months.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That motor vekhicle private permit
No. A-4035, herstofore issued to F. E. Anderson, be, and the same is hereby,
suspended for a period of six months from this date.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if said Anderson shall file with the
Commission within that period of six months the insurance required té be
kept on file with the Cammiésion, the sald suspension will automatically
be done eaway with and the right to resume operations will . automatically
be effective. |

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That unless such insurance is filed

vith the Commission within six months from this date, the Commission will




herein, without further notice, meke sn order revoking and cancelling

gald permit.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

TN,

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 30th day of October, 1933.



(Decision No. 5359)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

#* 3 3¢

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
J. B. MOORE. )

B T T T e N

CASE NO., 1255

Appearances: Mr. J. B. Moore, Palisade, Colorado,
Dbro s&;
Mr. A, A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMERT

— e e e S ey e gaar

By the Commisgsions

On September 27, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-25,
heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure
to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent has filed
the necessary insurance, and we are, therefore, of the opinion, and so find,

that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the
same is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

et s

OMMISSIONERS.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 1st day of November, 1933,




(Decision No. 5360)
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADOC

I 3¢ 3¢
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1256
OREN L. McKAY. )

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

—— e o e e e e e

By the Commission:

On September 27, 1933, the Commission issued its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-44,
heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure
to file an insurance policy or surety bond &s required by law,

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent has filed
the necessary insurance, and we are therefore of the opinion, and so find,

that the instant case should be dismissed.

— ey b

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same

is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE CF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 1st day of November, 1933.



(Decision No. 5361)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

R

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1257
W. E. PHILLIPS. )

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On September 27, 192%, the Commission issued its order requiring
the above named respoﬁdent to show cause why private permit No. A-170,
heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure
to keep on file with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety
bond required by law.

A hearing was held, at which respondent made no appearance. The
evidence disclosed that no insurance policy or surety bond had been filed
by respondent.

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-170, heretofore issued
to W. E. Phillips, should be revoked for his failure to file the necessary
insurance.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That privete permit No. A;170, be, and
the same is hereby, revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

2 e O%=aa.,
I )

ommissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 1st day of November, 1933,




(Decision No. 5362) fé/'f

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥* 3% 3¢

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1259
RAY MEREDITH. )
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Apoearances® Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On September 27, the Commission issued its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-315,
heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his
failure to keep on file with the Commission the necessary insurance policy
or a surety bond as required by law.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's insurance
had expired in January, 1833, and had never been renewed.

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-315, heretofore issued
to Ray Meredith, should be revoked for his failure to file insurance.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-319, heretofore
issued to Ray Meredith, be, and the same is hereby, revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 1st day of November, 1933,

Commisslioners.



(Decision No. 5363)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

3 % %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1253
A. F. SHUPP. )

Appearances: Mr. A, 4. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On September 27, 1333, the Commission issued its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public
convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to him in Application No, 1503,
should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file the necessary
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's insurance
had expired in January, 1932, and had never been renewed.

After éareful consideration of the record the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that the certificabe of public convenience and
necessity, heretofore issued to A, F, Shupp in Application No. 1503, should

be revoked for his failure to file insurance.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public conven-
ience and necessity, heretofore issued to A. F. Shupp, be, and the same is

hereby, revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 1lst day of November, 1933,




. ‘ (Decision No. 5364)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥* ¥ K

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1254
ARTHUR R. PHILPOTT.

N’

Appearances: Mr. A. A, von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On September 27, 1933, the Commission issued its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public
convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1902,
should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file the necessary
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's public
liability and property damage expired in June, 1930, and his cargo insurance
. expired in February, 1933, and this insurance has not been renewed.

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and necessity,
heretofore issued to Arthur R. Philpott in Application No. 1802, should be
revoked for his failure to file lnsurance.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience
and necessity, heretofore issued to Artmur R. Philpott in Application No. 1802,
be, and the same is hereby, revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 1st day of November, 1933,




(Decision No. 5365)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥* 3 ¥

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

CASE NO. 1213

CHRIS LEWIS.

- m— e e e - -

November 2, 1833,

_______ - - -

- Appearances: Mr. C. A, Hoffman

, Denver, Colorsado,

Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

P

By the Commission:

On August 2, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring

respondent to show cause why he should not be instructed to cease and desist

from operating as a motor vehicle carrier

proper authority therefor.

unlegs and until he had secured

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent to some extent

had been transporting the property of oizirs for hire, although the major part

of his operations consisted in the hauli

of his own property. However, he

must realize that he will not be permitted to operate upon a "for hire" basis

without securing proper authority therefo:

2]

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the

opinion, and so finds, that respondent should be ordered to cease and desist

from operating as a motor vehicle carrier

unless and until he has procured a

certificate of public convenience and necessity to so operate, or a private

permit if he desires to operate as a private carrier.

QRD

ot
[} 52]

R

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That Fhris Lewis, respondent herein,

be, and he is hereby, ordered to cease an

vehicle carrier unless and until he procu

convenlence and necessity to so operate,

1 desist from operating as a motor
res a certificate of public

or a private permit if he




desires to operate as a private carrier.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE|STATE OF COLORADO

i

Commissioners.
Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 2nd day of November, 1933.




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES
OF THE STATE OF COLO

2L AL
WV W

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF = )
i, L. GRAHAM.

Appearances: Mr, C. A. Hoffman,

COMMISSION
RADO

CASE 1214

(Decision No. 5366)

Denver, Colorado,

Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEME

— — — o — =

By the Commission:

NI

On August 2, 1933, the Commissi?n issued its order reguiring

the zbove named respondent to show cause %hy an order should not be entered

directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier

unless and until he procures authority to

s0 operate.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent is

engaged in the transportation of his own property only.

In view of these circumstances the Commission is of the opinion,

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

. — o —

IT IS THEREFORE ORLERED, That the instant case be, and the

same is hereby, dismissed.

Dated at Denver, Colorudo,
this 2nd day of November, 1933.

(E;;ﬁ/}<rt/ J(Z{é7

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

OMMlSELONETS




(Decision No. 5367)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

#* 5 *

A. R. MILSTEIN,

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ; CASE NO. 1215

Appearances: Mr. C. A, Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
. Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

> On July 28, 1933, the Commission issued its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be
entered directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle
3 carrier unless and until he had procured authority to so operate.
At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent is
engaged in the transportation of his own property only.
In view of these circumstances the Commission is of the opinion,

Y .

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the
same is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

. Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 2nd day of November, 1933,

Commissioners.



(Decision No. 5388)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLOR.LDO

¥* ¥ #

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1188
R. A. KINNISON. )

- - e e em m e e e e e m e e e

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On July 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be issued
directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier
unless and until he had procured authority to so operate.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent is
engaged in the transportation of his own property only.

In vievw of these circumstances the Commission is of the opinion,
and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFLRE ORDERED, Thet the instant case be, and the

same is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 2nd day of November, 1933,

-y
jﬁ?f ‘/ P v AV D M4
/IHMM

ommissioners.




(Decision No. 5369)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADQ

¥ H %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE HO. 1189
L. F. PLANE. )

Appearances: Mr, C. &, Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

— e e o S —

By the Commission:

On July 25, 1933, the Commission issued its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered
directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier
unless and until he had procured authority to so operate.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent is
engaged in the transportation of his own property only.

In view of these circumstances the Commission is of the opinion,
and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same

1is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 2nd day of November, 1933.




(Decision No. 5370)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥* ¥ %
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1191
J. JORDAN. )

— wm ey e e e e e wn e wm e e ww = wm

Appearancess Mr. C. A, Hoffman, Denver, Colorado,
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

— e o e t—

By the Commissions

On July 25, 1933, the Commission issued its order recuiring
the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered
directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier
unless eand until he had procured authority to sc operate.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent is
engaged in the transportation of his own property only.

In view of these circumstances the Commission is of the opinion,

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same

is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADQ

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 2nd day of November, 1933.
CommisSioners.,



Form No., 6,

(Decision No. 5371 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

1275
E R M., mm . ; GASE NO @ reovsssersmman enrereenane

(Campo, Colo.)
November 2, 1933.

- e e . e e

— - e eme e dm G we  ww

By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the
business of & common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1015)

Information has come to the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond a&s
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicls,

— . ow

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-
mine if the above named respondent has falled or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or ordsrs should be entered by the Commission in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10300 . _.o'clock

A, M., on November 20, 19353 , 8t which time and
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

-~ proe & & seer Qe Ags e oo o ene s S ST vt ex oot s mve e ey Sop oot asi e

TS Commigsioners.




Form No. 6.

(Decision No. 5372 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * »

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF
T. P. DUFFY, DOING BUSINESS AS ) CASE NO.. 876 ..

DUFFY STORAGE & MOVING COMPANY. )

(Denver, Colo.)
November 2, 1933,

- — o e hn mem Gy e e
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By the Commission;

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,

Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1289)

Information has come to the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle.

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation end hearing be entered into to deter-
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or rsvoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 1Q3QQ. .. .o‘'clock
b M, , on....November 2Q,. 1933 . &t which time and
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Secretary. ‘ Commissioners.




Form No. 6.

(Decision No. 5373 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

CASE NO..1£77 ...
THE UNION DELIVERY COiPANY, g

(Greeley, Colo.)
November 2, 1933,

— - ay e ma e e o
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By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and nscessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1310)

Information has come to the Commigsion, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cats should therefors be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at :0:90 __o'clock
ABa M., on November 20, 1933 , &t which time and
place such evidencs as is proper may bes introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




Form No. 6.

(Decision No. 5374 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

THE PIKES PEAK WAREHOUSING ASE NO...1278.....
COMPANY. % OAS 8.

(Colorado Springs, Colo.)

L

By the Commissions

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was herstofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the

business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1299)

Information hes come to the Commission, that saild re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,

1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission

governing common carriers by motor vehicle.

— - G - -

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by ths Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .19:00 _o'cloock
As M., on November 20, 1933 , &t which time and
place such evidence as 1is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF, COLORADO

commissionera.




Form No. 6.

(Decision No, 5375 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) o
127
BUCKLEY BROTHERS. ) (CASE NO.1279. . i}
(Silver Plume, Colo.)

— e aa e - ey e e e

By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heéerstofore issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
S8ession Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him +to engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1359)

Information has come to the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle,

CRDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing bes entered into to detsr-
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commigsion, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or ordsrs should be entsred by the Commission in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing befors the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at ..10:00 _otclock

As M., on November 20, 1933 , &t which time and
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
L)

‘
-
P e vo o ou:

......... 7 J,’n"'ﬁ.'

Commigsioners.




Form No. 6.

(Dscision No, 5376 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

THOMAS F. MULVANY. g CASE NO.....128Q ...

(Salida, Colo.)
November 2, 1933,

- . e e - - -
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By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issusd a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1615)

Information has come to the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
- required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle, '

IT IS THEREFCRE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be sentered into to deter-
mins if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether hig certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hesaring before the Commission -in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at ..10300 .o'clock
ke M., on.._..November 20, 1933 ... , &t which time and
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE QF COLORADO

eterasosvacersunssanammrsrranne

Commissioners.,
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Form No. 8.

(Decision No. 5377 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

) CASE NO,..1R81 .
WILLIAM SCHIERMEYER. )

(Holyoke, Colo.)

P e e T J

By the Commissions

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofors issued a certificate of public
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1630)

Information has coms t0 the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle.

. - gy -

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own
mofion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into 4o deter-
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commigsion in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at ..10300._.o'clock
LAs M., on November 20, 1933 - , at which time and
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

L T ey

Commissioners.

o~



(B“ui“ Ko, 5578)

BEEFORE THRE PURLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
' _OF THE.STATE OF COLOBADO

SRR

mmmmormmcmmor}
J. G, TBON. FOR OPENING OF A PUBLIC

nmcmmmmnzm-w)
WAY AND TRACK OF THE CHICAGO, ROSK
ISLAND AND PACIFIC RATLWAY. GOMPANY
AT.A POTNT QN THE SECTION LINE FOUR
m.mmermunnmonessm{
ON_THE SECTION LINE ALONG THE RAST
amarmm, QOLORADO, = . )

" November 3, 1933

- - s w o ow W

X

| | IEMENT
By the Commissiont | , v
— " his preseeding arises from an appliuuci of I, O, Trow, Flagler,
Colorade, informally spproved by the Board of County Commissioners of Kit
Garson County filed with the Commission on July 5, 1935, for the opening of

a publie highway erossing over the right-of-way and track of the Chisage, |

Roek Island and Paeifie Railway Company at s point on the sestion line four
miles west of the public“mdo oiouingven the seotion line along the east

side of Flagler, Golorado., The application states thad the crossing is te

be above ‘mdo; '

A eopy of ihe application was duly‘fomrdod to the attorney for the
Chicege, Roek Island and Pacifie Reilway Company, and ea July 17, 1933, an
smswer thereto was filed With the Commission protesting the establishment of a
erossing aboﬁ grade at the plaee iuiro,(, unless the County or Sehool Distries
would bear a1l the expeuse of the imstallation of the averhead erossing,

The engineer for the Commission made an inspection of the proposed
erossing in company with the Roadmaster of the rTeilroad company and Mr, Trow
and others interested in the orossing on September 14, 1933, The 1:1.“13“101
dicolo-pd that a crossing at grade was desired rather than en (werhud bridge
erossing, and the matter was investigated on that basis. It was found, however,

that at the plage where erossing was desired it would be aé«uuv to eross &

-l



 eonveniense of people Tesiding morth of the railroad $o resch ¥

ravine of eonsiderable width and depth adjoining and paralleling She rudh_d‘
of the railroad in order to reach the traek, and that in esase of heavy rain
tilu the

this ravine or diteh sarried a large volume of nﬁr, and »

volume of water has been sush as to eause a washout of trasks near this plase.
I% was believed, tmotom; that if a bridge was installed over this ravine
that 1%, together with the embankments a$ ends of bridge, would
that would so obstruct the stresm of water Shat dangers of washouts of jrack
wonld be augmented, s0 a grade erossing a% this point was not eo idered
advisable, end the .0éunty Commissioners wers ao advised. Howeve s there
soemed to be some need for a erossing in this vieinity for the o peaial

Rew 'p_tato
highway when it is cmlotél, though there will be means of reaching said

highwaey at some ingonvenienes by other neardy woutes, The count hni opened

a north-south highway on the section line for whish oroipiu is desired, and

the only feasible crossing a$ this plase wﬁld be by an overhead bridcb and
this does net appear te be practisable besauss of its eoat for the smell
amount of traffie over i%,

county Commissioner Baxter has given the matter further couuontiol
and on October 25, 1953, he advised the -engimeer of the Commission by lester .

-

as follows: v 7 -

"Since talkinc with you I have viewed the proposed erossing

vest of Flagler, and advise dropping the applisation for

the pruent."
‘ mmm-o. tht Commission will issue its order dimmissing the appli-
eation withw,t )rojuuco, u view of all the eirsumsianaes,

ORDPER

IT I5 THEREFORE ORDERED, That the applieation of J, C. Trow for tho

opening and oatubliahnmt of a orou!.ng over the right-of—nw ud $rack of -

the Chicage, Roek Island and Pacifis Railway Company &% a point on the sestion



line four miles weat of the grade erossing over said railread on the

seciion line at the east side of _l'lulor, Colorado, be, and the same h,

hereby, dismissed without pnjuu;o.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES OOMMISSION

)

8'10““‘ .

Dased a% Demver, Colorado, this
Srd day of November, 1933,
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Form No. 1. /7 Y (Decision No. 5379)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADOQ

¥ 3 %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1282
JACK C. BARLOW. )

(Delta, Colo.)

By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named
respondent was heretofore issued a private permit No, A-447 under the
provisions of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing
him to engage in the business of a private carrier by motor vehicle.

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 18
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or
surety bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the
Commission, and if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or
revoked, and whether any other order or orders should be entered by the
Commission in the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room,
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 o'clock A, M.,
on Monday, the 20th day of November, 1933, at which time and place such
evidence as 1s proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

,/*;/?iangvrtxigé/
NOAAL\

T 7" "Commissioners.

-




Form No. 1. (Decision No. 5380)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥ % ¥

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
CASE NO. 1283

N N’

JOHN VAN OORT.

— e e e em o= = e cm e e e = e e e

By the Commissions

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named
respondent was heretofore issued private permit No. A-373 under the provisions
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage
in the business of a private carrier by motor vehicle.

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as reguired by Section 16
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law snd the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and

whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in
the premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room,
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorsdo, at 10:00 o'clock A. M., on
Monday, the 20th day of November, 1233, at which time and place such
evidence as is proper may be introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Sy Dralla e~
%m%

omnissIoners.




(Decision No. 5381)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* Kk %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
LUIE AMMERMAN. ) CASE No. 1273

. G et - —— - v m— -

By the Commission:

An order was made on Octover 10, 1933, requiring the respondent,

Luie Ammermsn, to show cause why his private motor vehicle permitrNb. 371-A,
hefetofore issued to him, should not be revoked for failure to file monthly
highway compensation tax report for the month of September, 1933, and pay
highway compensation tax for the period from December, 1932, to August, 1933,
inclusive. |

Since the case was instituted, the respondent has filed his report for
the month of September, 1933, and has pald his said delinquent highway com-
pensation taxes.

We have concluded to dismiss the case, but with a distinet understand-
ing that these matters must be more promptly attended to in the future, and
that unless they are, the respondent must expect a revocation of his permit.,

The Commission is therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that the
instant case should be diamlissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, Thet the above entitled case, be, and the same

is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADC

B i Soie

Commissioners.,

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 3rd day of November, 1933.
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(Decision No. 5382)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* k ok

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1263
J. B, 1EASURE, )
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By the Commission:

An order was made on September 27, 1933, requiring the respbndent,
J. B. Leasurs, to show cause why his motor vehicle private permit No..L-445;-
should not be revoked for failure to file insurance policies or sure£y bdnd
as is required by law and our Rules and Regulations..
Since the case was instituted, the respondent hes filed the neces-
sary insurance,

We have concluded to dismiss the case, but with a distinct under-

standing that this matter must be more promptly attended to in the future, and -

that unless it is, the respondent must expect a revocation of his permit.

The Commission is therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that the
instant case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above entitled case, be, and the
same is hereby, dismissed:

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF GOLORADO

UL Commissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 3rd day of November, 1933.




(Decision Noa 5383)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE :OF COLORADO L
* k¥ | /
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1267

0. J. WEEKS AND J. P. OLSON. )
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By the Commission:

An order was made on October 7, 1933, requiring the respondents,
O. J. Weeks and J. P. Olson, to show cause why their motor wvehicle private
permit No. 340-A, should not be revoked for their failure to file insurance
policies or surety bond as is required by law and our Rules and Regulations,

The evidence showed that the respondents' insurance on file with
the Commission was cance}led soon after the permit was issﬁed and that they
have never renewed szme.

The Commission is therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that
in view of the failure to file the proper insurance, it has opén no other
coursé than to revoke th; sald permit,

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is bf
the opinion, and so finds, that private motor wvehicls permit No. 340-@,
herstofore issued ﬁo the respondents, should be cancelied and revoked.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit No.
340-A, heretofore issued’to 0. J. Weeks and J. P, Olson, be, and the same -
is hereby, cancelled and revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

C eSO e 2.
u/ %M/

'v% ' e Gumﬁissi nera.

: §
Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 3rd dsy of November, 1933,



(Decision No. 5384)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥ ¥F ¥

RE RATES OF HIGHLAND UTILITIES ) INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION
COMPANY . : ) - DOCKET NO. 202

November 4, 1938 "y
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By the Commission: i

On October 23, 1933, th# Commission received from Highland
Utilitles Company, an electric utility operating in various towns in
this State, tariffs of rates which in some respects increase rates now
being charged by said utility. It has been the rather uniform policy
of this Commission to require justification of any increases in rates
charged by utilities to be made at & formel hearing. The Commission is,
therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that it should require formal
Justification to he made of the sald increases at a hearing to be held

thereon, end that pending said hearing and decision by the Commission, |

the seid rates insofar as they effect any increases should be suspended.

QRDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the Commission, upoﬁ its own
motion, without formel pleadings, enter upon a hearing concerning the
lawfulness of those rates filed by said Highland Utilities Company on
October 3, 1933, which are in excess of and constitute inqreases over
rates theretofore charged by said utility.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the operation of.said,rates con-—
tained in said teriffs be suspended, and that the use 6f ééid rates and
charges therein stated be deferred one hundfed and twenty days from this

date or until the Third dey of March, 1934, unless othérwise ordered by




re

the Commission, and no increase shall be made in any of the said
utility's rates and charges during the said period of suspension.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this matter be set down for
hearing in the Hearing Room of the Commission, 330 State 0ffice Bulild-

ing, Denver, Colorado, on Tuesday, November 28, 1933, at 10 o'clock A.M.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADOQ

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 4th day of November, 1933.



(Decision No, 5385)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

3t % 3¢

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
THE BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

OF MORGAN COUNTY, COLORADO, FOR CHANGE
IN LOCATION OF CROSSING OVER THE
TRACKS OF THE UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD
COMPANY AT THE NORTH END OF THE BRIDGE
OVER THE SOUTH PLATTE RIVER NEAR THE
CITY OF FORT MORGAN, AS SHOWN ON
ATTACHED MAP.

APPLICATION NO. 2114

Nt Nt St st ool el St N S

By the Commigsion:

On June 15, 1933, the Board of County Commissioners of Morgan
County filed an application with the Commission for change in the present
location of the grade crossing over the tracks of the Union Pacific Rail-
road Company at the north end of the highwzay bridge over the South Platte
River near the city of Fort Morgan to conform with the change in the location
of the new bridge being constructed to replace the old highway bridge.

It is stated in the application that a new bridge 1s necessary
to replace the old bridge structure on account of its exhausted life, and
the new bridge is being so constructed as to obviate the curves in the
highway at each end, thus making the conditions safer for travel on the
highway, This change in location of the bridge necessitates the moving of
the present crossing over the adjacent tracks of the Union Pacific Railroad
Company a short distance westward, and it -7ill also eliminate the crossing
of one track of the railroad.

In the application of the County it is prgposed that the County
shall do all the necessary grading and pay the sum of $50.00 towards the
expense to the railroad company of moving the crossing and the signals at

the crossing. The railroad company estimates the expense of moving the




crossing, crossing signals and appurtenances, and the raising of Western
Union telegraph wires at $300.00. The Company aporoved the change,
nrovided it did not have to bear any part of this expense. iThe answer of
the railroad company was referred to the County Commissioners of Morgan
County to ascertain their attitude towards sald answer, and under date of
September 16, 1933, the clerk of the Board of County Commissioners advised
the Commission that he had "taken up the matter of change in highway with
Mr. Vhite, our Road Supefvisor, and he informs me that the Union Pacific
Railroad Company and h;mself have made an agreement between themselves and
have had the change nade satisfactory to the Railroad Company. The County
will take care of the money due the Railroad Company."

The Commission, therefore, . understands from this letter that the
proposed change in the crossing is satisfactory to all concerned, and that
the County will bear all the expense in the change, and as it will undoubtedly
improve the safety conditions at the crossing, the Commission approves the
change. The matter of agreement by the parties as to the expense in the
change of the crossing will require no allocation of the expense by the
Commission, but it is insisted and to be understood tbat this expense shall
be kept to the minimum, and only the actual cost of moving the present
crossing plank, if any, and crossing signal with its appurtenances, and
cost of raising the telegraph wires shall be charged to the County.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, In compliance with Section 29 of the
Public Utilities Act, as amended, thét the present crossing over the tracks
of the Union Pacific Railroad Company adjacent to the north end of the
highway bridge over the South Platte River near the city of Fort Morgan,
together with the crossing signals, is hereby permitted to be moved to a
point indicated on mep attached hereto, marked Exhibit A and by reference
made a part of this order, conditioned that prior to the opening of new

crossing to public travel it shall be constructed in accordance with the



specifications for grade cfossings, as provided in the Commissionfs order
in Case No. 879.

IT iS FURTHER ORDERED, That the expense for the moving of aforesaid
crossing, including the crossing signals thereat, the raising of telegraph
wires and the grading of highway approaches to crossing, shall be borne
by the County of Morgan, in accordance with the agreement referred to herein.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADQ

Commissioners,

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 6th day of November, 1933,



(Deeision No. §387)

EEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISBION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
" A. L. STRPHENS, ) CASE NO, 1284

-d-—--q—----——-u-‘

doer v, 1033 [MAKE Mo
BTATEKEET
Ihe C ssion:

We have received written information from A. L. Stephens
that he is not able longci to carrj insurance required by law and the
rules and regulations of this Commission. We have also received a
noties of the cansellation of his publiec liability and property damage
insurance, |

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that an order
should be made requirimg A. L. Stephens, to show cause why his metor
vehiele private permit No. A-179, heretofore issued to him, should not
be revoked for failure to eerry said insurance,

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That A, L. S8tephons, show cause by
written answer, %o be filed with this Commission within ten days from this
date, why his motor vehiele private permit No. A~1l79, should not be :nvqkol
and eangelled for failure to sarry publis :Liabnny and property damage
insurance, 7 | | v » o

IT IS FURTHER ORDEHED, That this matter bs, and the seme is heredy,
set down for hearing before the Commission, in its Hearing Room, 330 §¥ate
oftise Building, Denver, Golorado, a% 10 o’cloek Ay Mo Sn !b&ﬁudai, Novembep

28, 1933, a% which time and place such ov_iqienoo as is proper may be 1ntrodu”d;

TEE PUELIG UTILITIES COMMIGSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dajed at Denver, GColorado, r/ ‘_
this 7%h day of November, 1933,




(Decision No. 5388)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* k Kk k %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
J. M. ALIRE. ) CASE NO. 1272
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By the Commission:
An order was made on October 9, 1933, requiring the respondent, J. M.
4lire, to show cause why his certificate of public conveniencs and necessity,

heretofore issued in Applieation No. 2022, should not be revoked for failure to

- file monthly highway compensation tax raports, pay highway compensation tax,

and to file insurance policies or surety bond as required by law and our Rules
and Regulations.

Since the case was instituted, the respondent has filed the reports
for the months in question, the tax described in the order to show cause has
been paid, and the necessary insurance has been filed. |

| The Commission has therefore, concliuded not to revoke the cserti-
ficate of the respondent. However, we must warn him that he cannot continue to
ignore matters of this sort in the future and continue to hold his certificate.

The Commission is therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that the

.

instant_case should be dismissed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above entitled case, be, and the

same is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver,7Colorado,
this 7th day of November, 1933.



(Decision No. 5389)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

K k ok ok K

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
RAYVMOND L. WEBBER. ) CASE NO. 1271
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By the Commission:

An order was made on QOctober 9, 1933, requiring the respondent
Raymond L. Webber, to show cause why his certificate of public convenience and
necessity, heretofore” issued in Application No. 272, should not be revoked for
failure to file monthly highway compeﬁsation tax reports, pay highway compensa-
tion tax, and to file insurance policies or surety bond as required‘by lew and
our Rules and Regulations.

The case wes regularly set for hearing and notice duly given the
regpondent. He did not mppear at the hearing.

The evidence showed that the respondent has failed to file his monthly
highway campsensation tax reports for the months of Merch to September, 1933,
inclusive. The taxes described in said show cause order have been paid since the
case was instituted. The evidence further showed that the insurance of the
respondent had been cancelled in August of this year and has never been renewed.

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that the
certificate of public convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to the
respondent in Application No. 272, should be revoked and cancelled.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience
and necessity, heretofore issued to Raymond L. Webber in Application No. 272, be,

and the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

s o L
. )

bmmissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 8th day of November, 1933.
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(Decision No. 5390) \<}”

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION \\é) i
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO W

* % %

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
J. W. HAYDEN FOR A CERTIFICATE OF
PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY TO

)

)

) APPLICATION NO. 2104
OPERATE PASSENGER SERVICE BETWEEN )

)

)

SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH, AND DENVER,
COLORADQ.

By the Commission:

The Commission is in receipt of a written communication from
applicant in the above matter, requesﬁing leave to withdraw said applica-
tion from further consideration.

After careful consideration of said recuest, the Commission
is of the opinion, and so finds, that the instant application should be
dismissed.

IT IS THFREFORE ORDERED, That the instant application be, and

the same 1is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Do /ﬁj ‘

Commissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 5th day of November, 1933, -



(Decision No. 5391)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥ % 3¢

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1268
A. H. CARPENTER. )

By the Commission:

An order was made on October 7, 1933, requiring the respondent,
A, H. Carpenter, to show cause why his motor vehicle private permit No. A-379,
should not be revoked for feilure to file monthly highway compensation tax
reports, and to file insurance policies or & surety bond as is required by
statute and Rule 10 of the Rules and Regulations of this Commission governing
private carriers by motor vehicle.

The case was regularly set for hearing and notice dul& given
the regpondent. He did not appear at the hearing.

The evidence disclosed that the respondent has failed to file
his monthly highway compensation tax reports for the months of April to
September, 1933, inclusive.

The evidence further disclosed that hils public liability and
property damage insurance was cancelled in December, 1932, and has never
been renewed.

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds,
that private motor vehicle permit No. A-379, heretofore issued to the

respondent, A. H. Carpenter, should be revoked and cancelled.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit




No. A-379, heretofore issued to A. H. Carpenter, be, and the same is

hereby, revoked and cancelled.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

L - L/ et n
gsioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 8th day of November, 1933.



‘ ‘ (Decision No. 5392)
L
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
* 3 %
» RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1270

LYON AND THOMPSON, CO-PARTNERS. )
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STATEMENT

By the Commlission:

An order was made on October 9, 1833, requiring the respondentsg,
Lyon and Thompson, to show cause why their certificate of public convenience
and necessity heretofore issued in Application No, 1156, should not be
tor revoked for failure to file monthly highway compensation tax reports, pay
highway compensation tax, and to file insurance policies or surety bond as
required by law and our Rules and Regulations.
Since the case was instituted, the respondents have filed
their said tax report, paid the taxes delinquent at the time the order was
/ made, and filed their insurance.
We have concluded to dismiss the case but with a distinct
understanding that these matters must be more promptly attended to in the
: future, and that unless they are, the respondents must expect a revocation
of their certificate.
The Commission is therefore of the opinion, and so finds, that
‘ the instant case should be dismissed.
. IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above entitled case be, and
‘ the same is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
» OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

! o /] 8 4 /
Dated at Denver, Colorado, i Z, 7 57 LA
his 8th de November, 1933. /4 -~ ""' ’
this 8th day of November, : 7//,"7’- .
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(Deeision No, 5393)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UPILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF GOLORADO

x %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPRRATIONS OF ) - y
MOISES TAYLOR AND JOE T, ROYBAL, ) CASR NO, 1265
CO~PARTNERS, ) ===

- e ae e W W W -

November 8, 1933
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By the Commission:
An order was made on October 4, 1933, requiring the respondents,

Moises Taylor and Joe T. Roybal, to show eause why their motor vehiele
private permit No. A~246, heretofere issued to them, should not be reveked

Zor their failure to file an insurance poliey or surety bomnd as required by

law nnd our Rules and Regulations, and for failure to pay highway eompemsa~
tion taxes for the months of April %o August, 1935, inclusive.

The e vidence disclosed that the respondents have paid the said
delinquent taxes iinco the ease was instituted, However, respondents had |
never filed the negessary 1nsurnneoQ |

The Commission is therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that
in view or-the failure %0 file the proper insurance, it has open mo oihor
¢ourse than to revoke the said permit.

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is
of the opinion, and so finds, that private motor vehicla permit No, A-~846,
heretofore issued to tko respondents, should be cancelled ud revoked,

ORDER

IT 18 THEREFORE ORDEHED, That private motor vehicle permis Ne,
A-246, heretofore issued to Moises Taylor and Joe T, Roybal, co-parimers,
be, and the same {8 hereby, cancelled and revoked. |

‘ THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
, , 2 Np—

Dated at Depver, Colorado,
$his 8%k day of November, 1933,



(Decision No., 5394)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF GOLORADO

* * *

RE MOPTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
CLARENCE G. GUY, DOING BUSINESS ) CASE NO, 1266
A8 LAMAR-SPRINGFIELD STAGR, ) -

- e e W o W W - - oem W s W e W o= -

- oem wm w e W

November 8, 1933

By the Commiseion:

An order was made on Ogtober §, 1933, requiring the respondeat,
Clerence G. Guy, %0 show cause why his certificate of publie cenvonffiffﬁii?'
heretofore issued in Application No. 883, should net be revoked for failure
.to file monthly kighway eompensation tax reports, pay highwey compensation
tax, and to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law
and our Bules and Regulations, '

The evidence showed that said monthly highway compemsation tax
reports for the months of April to September, 1953, inelusive, have not
been filed, and that seld highway e&npensatien tax for the month of Mareh,
1933, has never beem paid, and that the respondent has had on file with
the Commission no imsurance sinece 1951;

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, thas
the eertirieato of publiec convenience and necessity, heretofare issued to
the respondent in Application No. 833, should be revoked end cancelled.

| ORDER | |

IT I3 THRREFORE ORDERED, That the sertifisate of public convenienee

and necaaaity; heretofore 1séuodﬂto'elarenee @, Guy, doing business as Lamare

Springfield Stage, in Application No. 823, be, and the same is heredy, ‘

rgyoked and sancelled,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIRS COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLGRADO

Dated at Denver, Colorade,
this 8th day of November, 1933,



(Decision No. 5395)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥ 3¢ ¢

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1269
ESSA HARBERT. )

— — — o A — — — —

By the Commission:

An order was made requiring the respondent, Essa Harbert, to
show cause why his motor vehicle private permit No. A-276 should not be
revoked for failure to file monthly reports and for failure to carry such
insurance as is required by statute and the rules and regulations of the
Commission,

Since the order was made, reports have been duly filed and we
have been advised by one of the insurance companies authorized to do business
in this State that insurance will be filed immediately for Mr. Harbert.

We have concluded, therefore, to dismiss this case, but with the
distinct understanding that the law and rules and regulations of the Commission
with respect to the filing of reports when they are due and the keeping on
file with the Commission of proper insurance must be complied with.

We do not like to be unreasonable or arbitrery but we cannot
continue month after month to have notice with respect to these matters
ignered. If they are ignored in the future, we will doubtless feel warranted

in revoking the respondent's permit.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above entitled case be, and

the same is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 8th day of November, 1933,

' .. -
Commicsioners.



(Decision No. 5396)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION i
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO e

% 3 ¥

CONCERNING RULES AND REGULATIONS )
RELATING TO COMMON OR MOTOR ) CASE NO, 1285
VEHICLE CARRIERS. )
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By the Commission:

Considerabie information has come to the Commission to the
effect that a large number of common or motor vehicle carriers are not
reporting to the State the correct ton mileage, and that as a result
thereof the State of Colorado is being deprived of a substantial amount of
revenue to which it is entitled from such carriers.

The Commission has concluded that it should institute an investi-
gation and hold a hearing to determine What,rif any, rules and regulations
should be adopted in order to insﬁré the payment to the State by motor vehicle
carriers of all highway compensation tax which they are required by law to
pay.

The Commission has in mind the possibility of requiring, among
other things, (1) that such carriers weigh their load of freight before
departing on their outbound journey, where the same begins in the State
of Colorado, and before unloading their freight where the trip began
outside of the State of Colorado and ends within said state, and that
duplicate copies of scale tickets be furnished to the Commission and to
the driver of the trucks, who shall keep their copies with them until the
freight is unloaded, (2) the carrying by drivers of trucks of load sheets
which will show the total amount of freight carried and reasonable details
with respect thereto, and (3) that 211l such carriers whenever requested

submit to the weighing of their truck loads on the highways by the use of



highway portable scsles in order to check the weight of the load -
against the welght shown by the scale ticket and load sheet.

The Commission does not meen that it will not consider at
the hearing other means of preventing the alleged evil. It 1s mentioning

these matters in order that the carriers may be fully advised thereof.

— o e —

IT IS5 THEREFORE ORDERED, On the Commission's own motion, that
it institute, and by this order it does institute, an investigation to
determine what rules and regulations should be adopted for the purpose
of insuring the collection by the State of the highway compensation tax
to which it is entitled from common or mgtor vehicle carriers under the
law.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That a hearing for the purpose of
making determination of said questlon be held on Tuesday, the 5th day of
December, 1933, in the Hearing Room of the Commission, 330 State Office
Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10 o'clock L. M.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

ottt G
&—”Mﬂ
(/T

Dated at Denver, Colorado, - , Comrissioners.
this 8th day of November, 1933,




(Decision No. 5397)
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
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CONCERNING RULES AND REGULATIONS )
RELATING TO PRIVATE MOTOR VEHICLE ) CASE NO. 1286
CARRIERS. , )
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By the Commigsion:

Considerable information has come to the Commission to the
effect that a large number of private motor vehicle carriers are not
reporting to the State the correct ton mileage, and that as a result
thereof the State of Colorado is being deprived of a substantial amount
of revenus to which it is entitled fram such carriers.

The Commission has concludsed that it should institute an investi-
'gation and hold a hearing to determine what, if any, rules and regulations
should be adopited in order to insure the payment to the State by private
motor vehicle carriers of all highway compensation tax which they are re-
quired by law to pay.

The Commission has in mind the possibility of requiring, among
other things, (1) that such carriers weigh their load of freight before
departing on their outbound journey, where the same begins in the State of
Colorado, and before unloading their freight where the trip begins outside
of the State of Colorado and.ends within the said state, and that dupli-
cate copies of scale tickets be furnished to the Comuission and to the
driver of the trucks, who shall keep their copies with them until the
freight is unloaded, (2) the carrying by drivers of trucks of load sheets
which will show the total smount of freight carried and reasonsble details
with respect thereto, and (3) that all such carriers whenever requested

submit to the weighing of their truck loads on the highways by the use of



..

highway portable scales in order to check the weight of the load against
the weight shown by the scale ticket and load sheet.

The Commission does not mean that it will not consider at the
hearing other means of preventing the alleged evil., It is mentioning these

matters in order that the carriers may be fully advised thereof,

——— o m—— —

IT 1S THEREFORE ORDERED, On the Commission's own Aotion, that it
institute, and by this order it does institute, an investigation to determine
what rulés and regulations should be adopted for the purpose of insuring the
collection by the State of the highway compensation tax to which it is
entitled from private motor vehicle carriers under the law.

IT IS ¥URTHER ORDERED, That a héaring for the purpose of making
determination of said question bs held or Tuesday, the 5th day of December,
1933, at 10 o'clock AJI., in the Hearing Room of the Commission, 330 State
Officq Building, Denver, Coloradc.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE CF COLORADO.

)

issioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 8th day of November, 1933.
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BEFORE THE FUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
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'HE ELECTRIC RATES OF THE GLENWOOD )
. LIGHT AND WATER COMEANY. = ) CASE NO. 1138
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Degember 9, 1933
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Ljpear‘neu: M, J. Mayes, Esq., &nd Frank Delaney, Esq.,
Glenwood Springs, Colorade, for the city
of Glenwood Springs, )

Darrow & Darrow, Esqs., Glenwoed Springs, -
Colorado, and Moynihan, Hughes & Knous,
Esqs., Montrose, Colorade, for the
respondent Compeny.

R. B, Conour, Esq., Denver, Colorado,

Assistant Attormey General, for the
Public Utilities Commission,

By the Commission: ,
’ B CC After receiving informal complaint from sustomers of The Glem~
‘ voej I.ight"nna Water Company, the Commisasion, on its owm motien; by order

made & complaint against the reasonebleness of the electric rates chargell

by the seid cempany, hereinafter called the Light Compeny, the crder coxe
stitating said eompleint being dated February 18 of this year, Two hearings
were held, ene on March 31, the other on June 1, 2 and 3, " "
On March 26, 1919, the Commission mede a decision in a ease, -
Ie & 8, Doeket No, 8¢, which alsc involved the question of the reasomablee
ness of the rates of this same utility. That case arcse as a vesult of a
‘ protest being made by the Oity Coumeil of Glenwood Springs against scertain
inoveases propesed in a schedule of rates which had been filed by the
utility, In that ocase the new rates were found reesonable, although tho'
i ssion found that certain "eontraet” rates then being charged The Hetel

¢ ado Company and The Donn; and ,Rio‘Grando Railroad Company were u-

eriminatory and unressomsble. That case is reported in § Colo. P.U.C. 647,



On page 653 is found a general inventory and appraisal of the property
of the respondent made by the engineering staff of the Commission and
introduced in evidence at the hearing, The former decision contains
the statement:

"A éummary of this appraisal is set out in Table No. 1,

the amounts therein shown being exclusive of going concera -
value, cost of money, promoterts remuneration, ete."

o~ ~

The said appraisal showed a value for fixed capital of
$103,194,00, to which was added, in the report, $7,500 for working
capital, meking a total of $110,694.00. '

The first rinding'made by the Commission in that case was:

*That the rate-making value of the property of The

Glenwood Light & Water Company as of November 30, 1918,
inecluding a reasonable allowance for working capital and

going concern value, and considering all elements of value,
both tangible and intangible, was $120,694,00,"

The Commission apparently (none of the Commissioners then
serving are now members of the Commission) adopted the figures of
its engineering staff and addod'$10,000 for £0ing eoncern value, eote,

The walue fixed wes of’all the company's property, not

merely that part used in and allocated to the ci%y.
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The history of the company is set out in detail in the reports
of the statisticel and engineering staffs of the Commission, which were
introduced in evidenee in the original case and aigo in this one, onme Xeport
being signed by €, L. Flower, Assistant Eleetrieal Engineer, the other by
Fred W. Herbert, Chief Statistician., A condensed statement of this histery
is found in the decision in the earlier cass, There it appears that the
originel company was ineorporated on September '5', 1888, It was succeeded
in 1908, upon the expiration of its charter by limitetion, by the present
company. From 1911 until 1917 the Light Company hed & eompetitor, The
Mutual Light, Heat & Power Company., In the latter year it purehased the
property of its said competitor, the consideration paid baing $15,000,00,

In the Herbert report it is stated (page 37 thcreot‘)‘that there
was no rocérd on iho books of the Light compa:;.y of any ‘ehargo'“havins been
mede to operating expenses for depi'eciation. However, he rescommended that
the ecompany should be required %o: A

"set aside a depreciation reserve, based upon the annual require-
ment for depreciation to be established by the Engineering Depart-
ment and subject to the approval of the Commission, by eharging
in operating expenses the monthly requirement for dejreciation and
erediting the coneurrent account, Reserve for acerued depreciation,
as classified in the Uniform Classification of Accounts for eleetrie
utilities as prescribed by the Commission.”
Apperently in arriving at value in the other case no deduction was made by
the Commission on account of depreciation. )

The second finding of the Commission in the former case (page 658)
veads as follows: ) i N

®That @ proper annual depreciation requirement at this

time %0 be set aside on the 4 per ecent sinking fund basis ias
the sum of $ 2,871,00," ‘

The I.iéht conpany; beginning with the year 1919, has chargoj operat-
ing expenses annually for depreciation, However, it never mede the charge on
$he sinking-fund basis, Instead it used the straighi-line method, authority
for which, we believe, was secured informally from the Commission. The

following is copied from our auditor's report dated Ang{:at 19, lﬂse,iwinc

Exhibit No, 7 herein:



. '
.
. . .
‘ «
) . ‘

“Referring to the Commission's Engineer's report which weas
the basis for this determination I find this _would be the equiva~
lent to an annual requirement of $3,637.00 on the straight line
basis. The Company has made its snnual acoruals to the reserve
account on the lattier basis and apparently on the strenmgth
of a 'Chartered accountant's' report in connection with an
audit of their accounts. MMhey have also increased the annual
rate per cents and as of Deeember 31, 1929, the reserve has
been over acerued to the amount of $29,060,09 (and possibly
more if i% is found that there have been other erroneous
charges $0 'Fixed Capital' account) as compared with the
amount determined on a straight line basis using the amnual
rate per cents in the Commission's Engineer's report men-
tioned above. This would have the effect of overstating
operating expenses to that extent for the years 1919 ta 1929,
in‘.. .

th may be stated that while the Commission's order in 1919 did not
preseribe depreciation rate per cents, the total charge of $8;871.00 on the
4% sinking-fund basis was based on the per cents used by our engineer in his
report, The composite rate was about 3,7%.

'When our auditor discovered tha; the Light Company had been charging
higher per ‘eentl, he directed a eorrection of the depi‘eciat:lca or retirement
reserve, with the result that whereas the amount in the retirement reserve
at the end of the year 1928 was $76,533,58, the amount in the Tessrve at the
end of the year 1933, after 1nc].{zding the depreciation charge of $5,096,50
for that year, was $56,845.41. '

The enginéer for the Light Company testified (R, 277*%) that he found
no evidence that the utility bad acoummulated a retirement reserve or had
paid out any dividends in a sum suffieient %o account for accrued depre-
eiation; that the eompany's books show no depreciation reserve unless the
investment of Qal,oaemadé in bonds in the year 1931 should “autematiezlly
become one.* (R, 348); that "I found ne evidence of where they had ever
earned a retirement i'uorn,“. » o they are allowed this much and didn's
earn snd didn't asquire it . . + It is nothing but a bookkesping figure."
When asked whéthor an annual deproeiation rate charge of four per cen$ on ‘
the generating plant equipment reflects "the life of that particular equip-
ment®, he answered that it doesn't reflect the 1life et all--"this is an
annual depreciation requirement,‘nnd isn's to be confused with aserusd

depreciation.® (R. 36l)., He further testified that ourremt depreciation

* Transeript of record or testimony. i



and acerued depreciation "are not related." (R. 363)., When asked whether
"the rates set by the Public Utility commi;sion have no (any) mecessary
connection with the sctusl life of the equipment,” he answered "Well, that's
what they believe, and that other propesition, they agree with that as
proper to state the curtont depreciation and their original thoughts were
undoubtedly connected with life, and that cannet be aoeepted as the same
thing in an appraisal of this kind," (R, 363),

Dividends paid for the years 1921 to 1938, both inclusive, are

as follows:

Year Amount
1921 $10,000,00
1028 .10,000,00
1923 10,000,00
1924 12,000,00
1985 12,000,00
1926 18,000.00
1987 14,000,00
loz8 16,000,00
10829 12,000,00
1930 14,000,00
1981 - -
1932 12,000,00

While no dividend was paid in 1931, net operating ingscame for
that year/ias $13,834.33, The average dividend paid for the elaven years
in which they were paid is $18,181, which is about ten per cemt per year
on the value previously rouﬁd by the Commission, .

The following figures throw light on the resulis of operations
from the year 1919 to the end of 198%:

ASSETS

Increase in capital expenditures during the period in questien.

(Additions and betterments) $40,893.15
1932 Cash $17,545.86 “ i
1919 Cash _3,862,12 14,281.74

1932 Investments §$31,000,00
1919 Investments __ none 21,000,00

Discount on Capital Stoek:

1919 $98,013,.68
1932 88,442,883 9,570,79



. .

| LIABILITIES
1982 Retirement reserve ar"héi-k ﬁbﬁér

adjustment was made $56,345.41 ‘
1919 » . none $56,245.41
1932  Surplus 20,948,38 ' :
1919 Surplus | 9,608.48 11,345.96
1938 Reserve for contingencies §,000,00
1919 Reserve for contingencies none 5,000,00

8o far as we can learn from the record the Light Company has
kept no accurate recerd of fixed capital replaeem.nts; Practically all
of the new material purchased and installed in the system, even though
some of i% has gone in%o replacements, has been charged to additions
and betterments, Our auditor in his report (Exhibit No. 7) made the
following statements with respect to some batteries for anheleetric truck:

®*] did not have time te verify the corrsciness of the .

expenditures shown abeve, however, in the year 1986 I found one
item in the amount of $1,438,19 charged to 'General Equipment-
Transportation® apparently in error since the expenditure was
for renswal of batteries for electric trueck and should have
been charged to 'Retirement Reserve', and it is possible

that other items of a similar charagter have been erroneously
ineluded in this account as I found no credits to the account
for property retired nor charges t0 the Retirement Heserve

for any renewals. This would have the effeet of overstating
the base figure used in determining per eent net return,”

The annual report of the Iight Company for the yaarﬂlesﬁ,., shows
an attnpf'to meke soms oomctioxu‘nvhich’ had been suggested by our addtier.
On the back page of the report it appears that $18,895,58 was deducted from
fixed eapital. In the repart for the year 1931, $14,664.89 was added to
fixed capital, with a notation "to correct an adjﬁ?t. in 1930 report made in
error." While the record does fmt, we believe, show how the difference of
$4,230,63 is made up, 1t may not be improper %0 say that the three {tens

6cmpr:_laing the same aye as follows:

Meters $1,768.44

General Equip. Tspn. 1,432,119 batteries (Referred to in
. the auditorts report)

General Equip.~ Misc. 1,010,00 taols . -

_ . § ¢,3%0.63

How many more items thus nr;n charged to capital sescount instesd
of to depreciation ressrve thers is apparently no way of kmowing,
The engineer for the Light Company in his Exhibit No. 8 showed

wsi.



an item of $4,240.63 as "Property retired 1919«1938 ine.* (P. 5).

The oity's engineer evidently merely ook the adjustment as
shown by tlﬁe annuai reports, which had been made according to the direcw
tion of our auditor. On page 866 of the transeript is found a state~
ment by the city's engineer to the effeet that the meters were ineluded
in the $4,000, When asked whether he had listed the particular property
that goes into the $4,000, he answered that he had not, saying "the
material is gone, né way of checking 1%, and I don't know what ihat
‘represents.® However, on page 384 of the tmﬁaeri{;t the qaid engineer
made the statement ", e o and if I am correct they (certain transformers)
are written off in that $4,000, On the same page he wes asked whether
he had "made any adjuaménta erAeaiculationa or aceount of the Shoshone
line change in ownership ) twenty-year lesse or anything of that sort?®
His enswer was "It is my opinion that's certainly pert of the $4,000 ’ihat
was retired fro);l'-ervice." Moreover, “in the Light Company's Eihib:lt No. 8,
page 10, showing capital inveatment, the engiﬁeer for the aompany had shown
under additions for the year 1932, three 75 KW transformers, $1,611,74. When
asked where they were and who owned them at the time of the hearing, he -
testified (R, 383) that they "were taken from the Shoshone plant when the
substation was up there and not down here, in 1926, and became the pro=-
perty of the ?ublio Service Company in return for re«insulating the line
from Shoshone to Glenwood to earry 44,000 volts instead of 13,200 volts."

He further testified on the following page that the transformers were ne%
retired a3 a capital investment, "the value of the Shoshone line inereased
by this smount in the engagement by the Public Service, and the retirement
you spoke of is offset in the fact they gave up one mile of their trans=
mission line %o ownership of the Public Service, and I h&venft appraised
that mile in my other appraisement.,® We are uneble to understand how

the gift of the generstors is "offset" by the gift of a mile of transmission
line. ) -

On page 3 of Exhibit 7, appears the following from our auditor's

report:



*A hurried investigation of operating expenses for the
year 1929, which, after making allowance for over aceruel in
depreciation of $2,680.44, totaled $34,749,13, revealed the fact
that they are carrying what they term 'Administrative Salaries
and Expenses® in the amount of §8,100,00 which is more than 23%
of the restated total expenses. This amount does not include
salaries of General Manager and his office force and is charged
in the accounts as follows:

"Superintendence $ 900.00
-Commercial Bookkeeping , 600,00
Advertising Supplies and Expense 1,200,00
Administrative Salaries 4,800.00
Other General Office Salaries 600,00
$8,100.00

"The charge appears unusuaily larée for a property of this
8ize and I understand similar disbursements have been made
annually for some yesars past but apparently with some wariations
as reflected by the Company's annual reports."

We believe the tramnscript does not show precisely what reduc-
tion has been made in these so-called administrative salaries totaling
$8,100,00, However, when the annual reports made prior to our objection
to the extent of these salaries are compared with those made thereafter,
we believe it may fairly be inferred from the record that salaries amount-
ing to §5,700 weré being paid which are no longer paid. There is still
left an item of $2,400 a year paid by the Light Company fér'"Superviaion."

From tﬁe facts ihieh we have sta%ed we believe tha% it appears ’
pretty cleérly that the utility and some of its officers have fared quite
well since 1919, particularly prior to the time we directed the discontinuance
of the payment ofkcertain money on account of salaries to persons nof devoting
their time to the company's business and prior to the making effective a new
rate schedule on June 1, i931, which hed the effect of reducing the total
reveﬁne some 35,060.00. 0f course, we should not now preseribe rates which
are unduly loi merely because they may have bsen unduly high in the past,

The record, however, does justify us in being very careful to see that the
rights both of the public and the utility are adequately protected in the
future.

Most of the energy supplied by the Light Company is generated by

a hydro plant. The Light Company, &s the name of e, corporation indicates,
was at one time éngaged in the water business, supplyiﬁé the City of Glenwood

Springs with water, As is stated in the decision in the earlier case, the
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water system, including the water used in the hydro plant, pipes, ete,,
used in the generation of elestricity, was sold to the eity in 1914.
In June, 1930, a new contiract was entered intoc by and between the city
and the Light Company, in which, for a consideration of $3,400 per year,
%0 be paid by the Light Company o the eity, the latter agreed that
it would supply water to the Light Company for power purposes.

%o the amount of twelve cuble feet per second of time, under

@ pressure of not less than 160 pounds per square inch, or the

equivalent thereof to a lower pressure, during the life of this

eontract.”
The sontract further provides that the city will adopt and enforee reason-
éble regulations governing the use of water for the purpose of preventing
unnegessary use or westey, which would periodically interfere with the city's
ability to supply-said $welve eubic réot of water per second of time, The )
eontract provides also that the r-easonable needs of the city for ,douaatic,
fire protection, ete,, shall be filled and that if, as & resuls thereof,
the said supply of twelve cubie feet shall be diminished, en allowance
shall be made on the rental paid by the eompany, A large, in our opinien, °
too large,a part of the record is devoted to the question how much water
the city is delivering at the hydro plant. The Light Company eontends that
an enormous amount of water is denied 1% becsuse the same enters into the
water syatem at a point before the company's turbine is reached. If ihe
oity is taking anything like the amount of water suggested by the Light
Company, moat extraordinary and extravagant waste is taking place ;cmnuhero
in the water lines, A great deal of testimony was devoted to the question
whether 1t is possible %o determine the smount of water flowing through the
pipe line by the pressurs therein, the flow being retarded or baffled.
ﬁnder the gonditions existing we are ineclined to believe pressure dces not
accurately indicate flow,

Sorms evidence was given showing that the city is wasting water

at certain designated places, particularly through the alleged eontinuocus
overflow of the railredd:eompany's water tank, It is fundamental that the

interests of the eorporate eity ér Glenwood 8nrii¢s eannot be considered
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identical with these of the consumers therein of eleotricity. IV meems
obvious to us that the Light Company has the privilege and duty'of ine
sisting that the city teke reasonably necessary and effeetive steps to
avoid waste of water to the end that the Light Company may receive an
amount of water which it can effectively tise; thet if the city will not
take these steps, it should be required to make a proper reduction on
account of rental eharges made and received for supplying the weter,

It may also be pointed out in this connection that the testi-
mony of thé engineer for the Light Company indicated that the Hydro plant
with the machinery and equipment it now has in service could not use the
amount of water $o whieh it is entitled under the contract. He testified
in answer t0 a question as to how the plant ecould utilize that water:

"Well, I don't know, I didn't figure the twelve second

feet, I don't stand responsible for that plant being able to
use twelve second feet, but I can explain how it is possible
to push the capacity of that generator to 200 kilowatts.” (R.310).
He further testified (R, 311): ‘ -
"I would say if there is twelve feet of water made
svailable it eertainly would pay them to consider some
equipment that could utilize it.® o
A sentense gontained in tho‘rmrt of ¢, L. Flower, former
Assistent Electrical Engineer, dated January 8, 1919, and admitted in
evidence herein, reads as follows:
2The principal items s0 considered were the plant improve=-
ments made in the year 1910, and consist of the building of a
transuission line from the plant of The Coloradeo Power Company
at Shoshome to Glenwood Springs, the installation of the neces~
sary transformers and sub-station equipment, ard the installing
of a new 200 EW. generator and switech board in the powsr plant.

The celb:ado Power Company bas sinse heen aucoeeded by the
Public Serviee Company of Colorado, hereinafter referred to as the Publie
Service Company, The Shoshone line originally built in 1910 was rebuilt
in 1986 under a eoﬁtraét with the Publie Service Company, dated April 1,
1926, The Shoshone line is 6,28 miles long and was originally bullt to
carry 15,000 volts. Under the agreement with the Publie Service Company
the line was rebuilt by the latter and re~insulated so that the same

would carry 44,000 volts. The energy purchased by the Light Company is
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now delivered to it in Glemwood Springs iistoud of at the Publie Serviee
Company's plant at Shoshone, The Shoshone line is now used %o t:inumit
energy through Glenwood Springs to Cerdiff, Carbondsle, ml., New Castle,
Grand Velley and Debeque, the last four being served by the Publie fer-
vice Company 1tsoit.

Under the eortract with the Publie Service Compeny title to the
easterly mile of the Shoshone lins became vested in the Publie Service Company.
The latter company is required, according to the evidence, to pay the taxes
on and maintenance of the remaining portion of the line, the title to which
remains in the Light Company, (R. 41). “ o

Under the said contract, whiech is to contime in effect until
April 1, 1946, the Publie Service Company pays & rental of $20.00 per year,
The reproduetion new cost of the portion of this line now owned by the Light
Company, eccording to the estimate of the engineer for the Light cdmpani,
is $14,629,37, according to the enginmeer for the eity, #15 886.6@, both
nnount: being without depreciation.

The Public Service Company is now charging the Light Company for
energy delivered by the former %o the latter $8,50 per kilowatt demand, plus
one cent per kilowatt hour, (R, 189). I% mey not be improper to say that
this charge is neither a tariff nor a contract rate,

According to the testimony of the engineer for the city tﬁo
coast of the energy purchased from the Public Service Company on the basis
of kilowatt hours was 7.3l cents in 1931 and 6,02 in 1938, (R. 150). The
engineer for the Light Company testified that the cost of the energy pur-
chased wes 6,85 cents (R. 244) per kilowats hour, although the power
generated by the Light"compani gosts it 1,255 cents per kilowatt hour. (R.244).
In arriving at th; cost of energy pureshased neither engineer made any allowance
for a return on the Shoshone line, The engineer fo? the city tostiriod that
under an older contract with the Pubiic Service Company or its predesessor
"the costs were very much lower.,* He further testified:

"I didn't look et that old contract, it is quoted in one of

the resords at the Utility Commission as being a one and one-half

cents per kilowatt hour straight but it doesn't check out quite
that 'ayo" (Ro 150) -
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The Iight Company's tie-up with the Public Service Company is
such that‘wheﬁ the former generates more energy than it is delivering to
its customers, it transmits its energy into the line of the Public Service
Company, although the latter pays nothing for such energy.
In the year 1932, according to the testimony‘of the engineer
for the Iight Company, sald company "fed back to Public Service Company
79,634 kilowatt hours.” The annual report of the Light Company for the
year 1932 shows that it pﬁrchased 86,040 kilowatt hours during that year,
which is only about ten per cent more eneryy than it delivered to Publie
Service Company,.
While it is fundamental that the Commission should not enter
into the field of management reserved by law to the utility, it is qﬁite
as fundamentel that a utility camnot burden the publie with an improvident
contract,
"If that (the actual investment) has been reckless or
improvident, losses may be sustained which the community
does not underwrite.® Minnesota Rate Cases, 230 U.S. 352,

#If money was impfovidently invested, then the amount
above that which good faith and sane judgment indicates should
have been inwvested cannot be considered.," Re Detroit United
Ry. P.U.R. 1923C, 282, 288.

", o« o 1t is well recognized that a utility cannot expect
10 earn a return on an investment which has been recklessly or
improvidently made." Re Public Service Co. of Colorado, 8 Colo.
P.,U.Co 1513, P,U.R. 1930D, 21.

It is difficult for the Commission to understand how the Light
Company justifiably could enter into such an arrangement as appareetly
exigts In respect of the Shoshone line, kThe rental paid is only nominal,.
Mnreover, the sale to Public Service Company of the one mile of line
which runs through the narrow portion of the canyon probably makes it
impossible, in the event the rental contract is not renewed, for the Light
Company %o build another line along the mile in question. Since Public
Service Company has built many miles of line t0 serve the other towns
down the river below Glenwood Springs, it would appear probable that 1%
would have built its own line to and through Glenwood Springs, if such

were possible which would have permitted the Light Company to set up a
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suspense account and thus amortize in a reasonable number of years its
investment in its Shoshone line. In saying what we have,we have not
overlooked the fact that Publioe Sefvice Company has assumed the burden of
maintaining and paying taxes on the Shoshone line,

Moreover, it rather seems to tlke Commiséion that the rate paid Public
Service Company for energy is high, in view of what is common knowledge about
rates for power at wholesale charged by large electric utilities. It is true
that the energy it sells to the Light Company is mostly, but not altogether,
from the peak load, However, thét is iargely true of a great number of
small domestic consumers.

0f course, Public Service Company is not befors us in this case,
and has not been heard, It undoubtedly cannot, and we would not want it to,
be foreclosed by anything‘we now say or do, We shall simply say that we
feel it oui duty to follow up these matters. It informal negotiations
with the Light Company and Publie Service Compény should convince us that
we should-make a further record either in this case or in a separate one
with respect to the said contract and the sald rate charged to the Light
Company on which possible further action might be taken, we shall be
governed accordingly,

We shall expect the Light Company to take up with the Public Service
Company the matter of the ra%e it is paying and report to this Commission
the result of its efforts,

An electric utility which is permitted to serve the public without
competition by & like utility, as has been the case here for sixteen years,
18 enjoying & most valuable position, one which many business concerns in
these times of keen competition and swift economiq developments would like
to occupy, This privilege and benefit place on the utility a commensurate
duty of high.degree to the public, We are inclined to believe that this
duty has not been fully performed. Publie Service Company has besn perﬁitted
%o charge ita own price for energy without relief béing asked of this Come
mission, The ¢ity, according to the utility's own evidence, has been ‘
permitted to make extraordinary waste of watér needed by the utility. The
utility apparently has had no study made in years to ascertain the posaibility

of modernizing its old hydro equipment., The utility apparently has sinply
permitted its business to drift along.
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The valus of the roperty of the Light Company, as shown by
the report of the engimser for the eity, is based solely upon cost of
reproduction new, less depreciation. He teatified thet the prices were
obtained from supply-house firms and frem large suppliers, General Xlectrie
and Westinghouse. %Also in connsction with the water wheel, I think it wes
the Pelton eampm.; His testimeony further showed that in obi'zaining the
prices he did not secure rogk-bottom or what are somstimes called barrel-
head prices. His testimony along this line is es followa: (R, 10):
"In 6btain1ng these prices, it was not made, as can roa:!ily
be seen from the method of proecedure, to obdain rock-bottom pur-
chase pricesat the resent time, they were prices that were
given for the purpese of inventory and were in exsess of the
sctual eompetitive purehase price that was obtained, and was
really the going velue at that time, This was done for the pure
pose of establishing a rate base not upon the momentary low priee
but upon a trend price,®
It rather eappears that the engineer for the eity in making his
prices as ﬁigh @8 he 414 gave some conaideration to the prieces that have
prevalled in recemt yeara, After testifying that his priee was a fair
trend price and that if he bought at a lower price he “would eonsider
that a fair price," he was asked the question "fhrongh“vhat periocd would
that extend, what }ou call a fair trend prico‘r;" His answer was as follows:
*I think that to use the weighted average would take it '
back five years, and if it would take it back five years it
would take it back ten, because the price for five years prior

%o that had been very level for a number of years. Understand,
I am not spesking of individual items, I am taking the whole

thing."

His testimony further was to the effest "that in the las% ten
years the frioa of plant equipment, strange as it ;\uy aeem, has actually
raised instead of lowered," (R. 10-1l1). He further testified:

"The price on pole equipment 1985 was 160 per cent of the

1913, and in 1938 it was 140 per cent of 1913. It has now de-
ereased slightly, The great decrease in price has been in con-
ductars and copper.®
His testimony further showed that in *1989 1% was a universal custom %o
ﬁguro the price on sopper wire was ox;z cent in excess of the going price

on bagse copper," but that at the time of the hearing eopper wire cost

-
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®gapproximately thirteen cents, and the-base price would probably be about
é% eents at this time, I think nearer five."

The e¢ity's enéineer found the rep;odnction new value of the system
property %o he $151,532.4D, that of the property ua;d in and allocated to the
eity $1l6,139.86, and that of the property used in and allosated to rural
terriéory $35,392.34, He found the value of the said Glenwood Springs property
after deduéting depreciﬁtion to be $50,716.47. )

He further testified that'in his opinion the costs of labor and
materials were "very definitely" based on the trend for the next four years, (R. 14)e

His testimony showed that in fixing the prices he, at least in some ’
regpects, was somewhat liberal. For instance, he used a price of #7.50 per pole,
including all lebor. He teatifieé that when building a system, which was comn-
pleted about thevfirstAof the preceding December, in the town of Qak Creek,
Colorado, the actual cost of such poles,“including labor, was $4.é5. '(R. ;3-13).
He further testified that he made en allowance for raising the pole of §8.00,
whereas the cost in Oek Creek was $1.50. (R. 14). 5

' The engineer for the city included freight charges on the larger items
at carload‘rates. Yhile he wes criticized by the utility for so doing, we think
his position is well taken, because the material should move in carload lots if
the system were reproduced, the carload minimum being ten thousand pounds. (R.144).

The engineer for the city made his alloeation on the property naedﬂboth N
to serve tﬁe eity and the rural territory on the basis of kilowatt hours of energy
801d in the city and that sold outside in the year 1931, His reason for not using
the figures for the year, May, 1931 to May, 1932, was that\he was told by an
employee of the company that they were not available for that year. (R. 84).
During the calendar year 1931, 90.174% of all energy sold was sold in Glenwood
éprings. (R. 85}, ' |

‘Both the enginesr for the city and the engineer for the Light Company
based theif estimates of depreciation very largely on actual 1napeétioh and
observation.

The engineer for the city allowed §5,426.72 for working capital, the

items consfituting this amount are as rollowéz
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21 days Operating Expenses $1985,88

Past due accounts | 800,00
Materials and Supplies 1226.14
Prepaid Accounts 876,00
Cash 1200, 00

Total Working Capitel  §$5486,72
He allowed $3,803,96 for going value. (zx; No. i).
The city's fmginser allowed 5 per cent for omissions snd eon-
" tingencies , 8 per cent for engineering and supervision, 3 per cent for in-
terest during eonsttustion, 3 per cent for legal and administration, 5 per
cent for taxes and insurance, He also made certain allowances for dee
livery of material and for time-heepinsk end cost acecounting.

The engineer for the Light Company used thres methods for deterw
mining value. One was to take the value fixed by the Commission in its
sarlier case and add "aubuq‘tx;ontv additions", at actusl cost, He testified
that he "noted in a r;vie' of the predominént appraigqments in 363 decisions
by Public Utilitles Commissioms, fixing rate bases 102 rate bases were fixed
by extending the prior valuations by Commissions, plus the actual cost of
subsequent additions. « o o I therafore used this as one method of valua-
tion for rate base and preposed'it as the most acceptable method to obdtain
such value." (R, 201),

He justified this method by the desision of the United States
Supreme Court in Los Angeles Gas & Kles, Corp. V. R. R, Comm, of Califom ia,
et al,, 53 8, Ct. 637. (R, 201-202). He further testified that "The cost
of some equipment 1s higher than these costs preveiling today, but I took
those into consideration and made cemputation for that by eliminating the
econstruction overheads", pointing out that im the value fixed by the Com~
mission's engineer in %he earlier case an allowance of 13 per-gent for
construction overhead had been mads. (R, 202, 314). However, he admitted
that all ‘overhoada on somstruction of add.it;!.enl ax;d béttemnt- since 1919
were paid out of operating expemnses, (R. 214). He further pointed out that

the Commission's engineer in the earlier case "$ook the actual 1910 costs®
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of some substantial plant improvements made in 1910, and "applied the low
1915 costs" to other property. (R. 202). )

The Light COmpanyfa aﬁginserﬁin dealing with expenditures made
since 1919 assumed that the only property renewed was the three items
which our auditor, without making an exhaustive search, happened to dis-
eover should have been charged to depreciation reserve, instead of to
capital aeccount as was the case. He, thersfore, deducted $4,240.63 from
his ocapital additions, leaving #60;893.13 as net additions to fixed capital.
He added this net smount to $103,104, the sum being $143,487.15, After
stating that the Commission in the former case had allowed 7.37% of fixed
capital for workiﬁg capital, and 9,69% of fixed capital for 301£g~cqnoern
value, the engineer for the Light Oomfany stated, on page 2 of his letter
of transmittal appearing at the beginning of Exhibit Ne. 8, "Percentages
allowed for 'working capitel! and 'going concern' have been retained."
The final rTesult shows & "Present Rete Base Valus of $167,888,57.% This
value of the Whole systam is the ons arrived at under his method No. 1,

We have hereinafter described the allocation made under method
No. 1, After the allocation was made he arrived at a valus under method
No. 1 chargeabls to the eity of $129,710.06, being as we there point,out,
77.89% of $167,822.57, '

“ ﬁil method No., 8 was "a reproduction cost of the plant without
taking anything for depreciation.” (R. 203). His method No. 3 was "by
reproduction cost of the property less the depreciation, and both Nes, 2
and 3 methods I used the present-day sost of labor snd ﬁatorial by extending
1t over a five-year average. (R. 203).

In methods Nos. 8 and 3 reprodustion cost used of lsbor and
materials was the five~year average cost. (R. 215).

In reaching the cost of reproduction he allowed 8% for engineering
and superviaion, %% for legal and administrative expense, 3%5 for interest
and taxes during eénntructicn, also 5% throughout for omissions and cone

tingencies.
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The Light Compeny's engineer found the reproduction-new value
of the sysfem property to be $168,694,30, that of the property used in
and sllocated to the city $130,588.22, and that of the property used
in and sllocated to rursl territory, $58,506.08. He found the value
of the said Glenwoed Springs m'Operty; after deducting deprecisation,
to be $99.619.47. ‘

" In meking sllocation under Methods Nos. 2 and 3, the englneer
for the Light Company proceeded on the same basls as that used by the
city's engineer except that the former used a five-year period. He
arrived at the figures of 91.164% end 8.836%. (R.245). After finding
the velue of property thus charged to the cityrvand rﬁral, it was found
that the value charged to the city was 77.29%, and the value charged to
rural, 22.71% of the total system value., He uged these peréentages of
total value arrived at under Method No. 1 to get the values to be charged
wnder that method to eity and rursl.

To the reproduction cost-new figure less depreciation, the
engineer for the Light Company added 9.69% for going concern value,
being $12,634.62, and for working capital ‘7.27%, being $9,479.22, making
a totai of $121,733.31, in each case the percentage being of the cost of

reproduction new without depreciation. (P.96, Ex. No. 9).
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The ¢ity contends in its brief "4hat the peproduction cost of
the preperfy used and useful less depreci;ﬁon must be the dominant factor
in arriving at sueh valuation,®

The Light Company in*its brief states "that a rather meandering
course has been followed by the Supreme Gourt of the United States during
the past 15 to 20 years when that august"bedy was ealled upoﬁ to define in
legal terms, or establish by legeal principle, the formula to be cbesmved in
connection with the preservation of the right of the consumer to enjoy publie
utility service at a reasonable cost, and at the same time protect the
publie utility in the matter of insuring a reasomable return on the value
of the utility investment . + + o that during the past quarter of a céntury
mach confusion resulted from an attempt to determine the value of the utility
on which a fair rate of return was to be based;™ that "Time and experiencs,
we conternd, has brought about a radical change in the ;éhedule or formula
e o o o that the eoncurring opinion of Mr, Justice Brandeis in the case of
Missouri, ex rel Southwestern Bell Telephoné Co. v. Publie Service Commission
of Missouri, et al, (862 U.S. 876) . . o established some legal prineiples in
connection with public utility valuations which whether expressly admitted by
thet august body or not, have largely guided the Supreme Court of the United
States in subsequent decisions hereinafter to be referred to and whiech in
our judgment are wholly ineonsistent with previous adjudications anmnounced
by that Court." Several pages of the Light Compeny's brief are devoged to a
dileusaic;n of ;ahe ‘said concurring ap:lnion and to an'. effort to show that the
majority of that court have in effect come around to the position taken therein.

We say with all respect fhnt we agree that in recent years "much
confusion® has resulted from the decisions made by the Supreme Court of the
United Stétea in respect of a proper rate base, .

Utilities Commissions are required to find "fair value," The
difficulties if not the impossibility, of &eterminingﬂvalus of a ﬁtiiity
system with any aatisfactory degree of certainty have beep pointed out by

others, and need not be restated by us. The court pointed out in the Ios

Angeles case:
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*In determining that basis, the eriteria at hand for

determining market, or what is called exchange value, are
not commonly available. The property is not ordinarily the
subject of barter and salg.. « ¢ The value of the property,
or rate base must be determined under thess inescapable
limitations.®

The court - repeated the oft-stated rule:

"$hat what the complainant is entitled to demend, in order

that it may have *just eompensation! is a fair return upen

the reasonable value of the property at the time it is being

used for the publie,®
citing & number of well kﬁown cases, including Smyth v, Ames, 169 U,S. 466,
the Southwestern Bell Telephone case, supra, and McCardle v, Indianapolis
Water Co., 272 U, S. 400, ’ '

The decisions have required us in determining value to make
*intelligent® forscast of "probable" futurs values. The court in the Los
ingolea casehqnoted the at;tement from its opinion in the SOuth'e-tern‘Bell
Tblephona case, that "An honest and intelligent forecast of probable future
ialusa, made upon a viéw of all the relevant circumstances, is essential,”

4 similar statement appears in the McCardle case: ", , o and,in the lighi
of all the cireumstances, there must be an honest and intelligent forecast
as to probable price and wage levels during a reasonablevperiod in the
immediate future.® The court further said in the Los Angeles ocase,

"The determination of present value is not an end in

itself, Its purpose is to afford ground for prediection as
to the future, It is to make possible an 'intelligent fore-
cast of probable future values' in order that the validily
of rates for the future may be_determined."

As we read the cases, the ultimate fiﬁding in respect of value
which Wwe are required to make is as to present value, and in order to arrive
at present value, we must make an "honest and intolligént forecast of proe
bable future values" or costs. In other words, we must forecast future events
and discount them in view of "prébablo price and wage lavels." We find also
in the decisions of the court*ths proposition that present vaiue““arrard (s)
ground for predietion es to the future.® In other words, preaentqvaluea o
probably will remain the same 1f we canﬁot.reasonably see or foresee & trend

downward or upward, or except to the extent that they may be affected by such
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trend, In this connection we quote further from the MeCardle case:
.. ; o 1f the tondency or trend of prices is not'définitely
upward or downward and it does not appear probable that there
will be a substantial change of prices, then the present eost
of constructing the plant, less depreciation, if any, is &
fair measure of the value of the physical. elements of the pro=-
perty,*”

Tﬁe statement last quoted gave rise, and reasonably, to the
conclusion rather generally drawn that the Supreme Court of the United
States had made cost of reproduction the "dominant factor" in determining
i‘alue .

However, in the Los Angeles case the court said:

"But, again, the court has not decided that the cost of
reproduction furnishes an exclusive test."

Another requirement of the cases is that while we must make an
1ntelligent forecast, we may not engage in mere oonjecture, While we must
forecast we cannot surmise or guess., "We have emphasized the danger in
resting conclusions upon estimates of a eonjestural charaster.® The Los
Angolel‘ease.

‘ We £ind nothing seid in the opinion in the Ios Angeles case

which indicates & change in position by that court, ﬁelthcr 4o we find any
change in the substantial effect of the decision, The rate base taken by
the Califormia Commission was #65,500,000. The historical cost found by

1t was $60,704,000, such "coat'of the far greater part of the fixed pro=
perty" ﬁaving "heen takénmat price levels which were higher than those
which have obtéined in the period to which the preseribed rates are appli~
sable,* Deducting from the historieal cost figure $3,000,000, representing
artificial gas plant "no longer needed”, and making allowanae (*If allowange
" be made," etc,) for an increass in overheads of §$2,177,765, there was left
'5,618,835, deemsd to be adeguate for going-ooncérn value,

‘ In the Los Angeles case we are left with the general rule that
#The weighf %0 be given to actual cost, to historieal scost, and to cost of
f@preduction new, is to be determined in the light of the tacté of the

partieular case.”
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We are, therefore, constrained to helieve that we must attempt
to steer between the Soyllas of actual and historical cost and the
Charybdis of reproduction ¢ost, and to penetrate the dense and shifting
economic fog that Iies ahead.

We must follow the rule of the Suprems Court. First, it is our
duty irrespective of results. Moreover, the utilitles have been benefiting.
therefrom in recent years, We feel that the publie should now reseive such
benefit as may acerue to it, "It is well established that values of utility
properties fluctuate, and that owners mus$ bear the deslime snd are entitled
to the increase." MocCardle v;.Indianapolis Water Co., supra. We have,
therefore, conseientiously attempted to £ind a reasonable value of the Light
Company's property, giving to the material factors the weight they deserve
"in the light of the faets in the particular aase."

‘ In attempting to forecast future priceu,fwo have had to bear in
mind the réferonca in the MeOardle case, decided November 22, 1986, to the
then "relatively permanent" price level, the reference made in the Los
Angal;l case on May 8, 1935, lass then seven years later, to “a chaﬁgod
economie¢ level®--"not the usual case of poanihlo fluctuating éonditiona'-
"a new experieﬁeo‘to the present generation,” and the avowsd purpose ’
of the President of the United States to ratée cammodity prices.

The utility tekes the position that 1% accepted the value fixed by
the Gommis$1on in 1ts 1919 decision and that it should be binding on the
Cormission at the present times., We refer not only to the brief filed for
the utility, but to the testimony of the Light Company's engineer. (R.201-802).

As justification for this position, the Los Angeles casme is cited.
It is true that the court said in the Los Angeles case:

- "Wo agree with the court below.that ne ground is shown for
assailing the valuation placed upon the company's property by
the commission in 1917, in its first decisien (13 C.R.C., p. 724)

and which appears to have been accepted by the company as @
starting point in later rate investigations."

However, the court further said:

"On the contrary, it clearly appears that, by reason of the
downward trend, the prices for labor and materials, which were
reflected in that historical coat were higher than those whieh
obtained during the later peried to which the preseribed rates

apply.”

=RR



® Y ) S

The statements made were based on the facts in that partieular
case, We find nothing in that ocase or in other cases which can be con=
strued as a general rule that & utility commission having once valued the
property of a utility must always ‘be bound by that valuation,

This Commission in making no deduction in the former case on account
of depreeiétien; apparently was giving sympathetic consideration to the fact
that for some six years the utility had had competition. The attitude was
one of live and let live, one of refusing to demand a poum'l of flesh, That
attitude is one we desire to take, However, in view of all the facts and
eireumstences now appearing in this éase, we find no reason for not deducting,
but ample reason for deducting, whatever appears t0 be a reasonable amount
on aceount of all depreciation of all the property now used, i{ncluding that
in use before 1919, |

With the statements made by the engineer for the Light Company
to the effect that he found no evidence that the utility ha& ever earned
any retirement reserve, we are wholly unable to agree, As suggested by
the attorney for the Light coﬁpqny, (Re 164) and as toatiﬁod by our auditor
"The perecentages authorized by the Commission for depreciation . . « Were
iétually earned, and included in their operating expense" during each of
the fourteen years, beginning with the year 1919. The retirement reserve
of over $56,000 aetually came out of the pockets of the customers, and is
over and above the revenue used for dividends.

The engineer for the Light Compeny further testified that there
is no relafionship between curr;n'b depreciation and acerued depreciation,

We are convinced that over a long period of time there should be a very
close relationship betwsen depreciation represented by total charges to
operating expenses and that found in @& valuation and rate case, and that

if there is not such a close relationship, sericus error has been made in
the amount of depreciation allowance to the utility @s an operating expense.
We appreciate fully that it is possible to meke an error in preseribing a
rate of depreciation to be charged by a utility. We appreciate also, at
least we assume, that whatever that rate may have been we are required to

allow only asuch depreciation in & rate case &s we may then find to have
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- taken plaee, Our point is simply that unless the property is found in a

rate case to have depreciated over a comparatively long period of time to

~ the extent to which it was antisipated, when the rate $0 be charged was

prescribed, the property would depreciate, a mistake has been committed
which ebviously should be promptly correeted by lowering the chérgo for
that purpose.

We quote as follows from the New York Telephone Case, 36 Federal

(2a) B4:

"Either the property has in fast depreciated to the extent
of the depreciation reserve which has been oreated, or it has not,
If it has not, the plaintiff has been allowed to take money from
jts rate payers under the claim of depreciation which was not there,
either seen or unseen, and which it will never have to admit. In
thet case, the excess reserve has been acquired lawfully and is the
property of the plaintiff but if the actual depreciation exists to
the extent that the plaintiff has elaimed in building up this re-~
serve, it exists as muech for valuation purposes as it did for the
ocreation of the surplus, Whether or not the plaintiff admits the
depreciation now or must de¢ sc in the future, is unimportant, for
it is there, and the time of its admission is immaterial on
the question of its existence., If, as claimed by the plain-

- tiff, sound honest business methods have been followed and the
straight line method pursued by it was not excessive, the de-
preeciation reserve, when added to the property now or at any
future time, would be no more than suffieient to keep the aetual
value of the property eonstant, The record satisfactorily ahows
that there is more reason to believe that the actual existing
depreciation in the plaintiff's property is reflected by the
amount of its reserve for depreciation than that it is shown by
the estimate of experts who stated cbaserved depresiatien, whieh
sun only was deducted by the master, For these reasons, the
plaintiff has failed in the burden, resting upom it, to prove
that the depreciation reserve was greater than the actual de-
preciation, both seen and unseen, as measured by the depresiation
Treserve, (Und:r:ogring ours) '

"When 1t built up its reserve, it claimed the reserve as
its actua)l depreciation. It cannot now take an ineonsiatent
position about depreciation, without fully establishing it, and
it heas weakened its proof of present value accordingly, The
plaintiff was right about depreciation when it created its ree
gerve and it 1s wrong, in its position now, in its claims for a
lesser sum as actual depreciation in this effort to establish
fair value,"

We quaie also a paragraph frem Facts and Fallacies About
"Straight-line” Depreciation Methods written by Dr, Henry Barle Riggs,

Public Utilities Fortnightly, September 86, 1933:
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%The Interstate Commerce Commission has fully and whole—
heartedly adopted the 'straight-line! plan in accounting, and
has held that where reserves are created under such a plan it
is an essential part of the plan that the full amount of the
credit balance in the reserve must be deducted. No exception
can be taken to this view of the commission in the case of
properties which have used this form of accounting for a long
period as the charge to operating expenses and the credit to
the reserve results in withholding this amount from net earn-
ings and leaving it in the cash drawer of the compeany. It is
collected from the patrons for the purpose of filling an.
agsumed hole in the plant, and on valuation the compeny can
hardly sustein the claim that it is entitled to an undepre-
ciated property and also to the reserve collected to make
good what the company itself has estimated as depreciation.*

After giving much thought to the guestion we have finally
concluded to include at this time in the rate base the total depreciated
vaelue of the portion of the Shoshone line still owned by the Light Com-
pany. For the time being we are allowing the full purchase price of
energy Being paid Public Service Company. This treatment of the Light
Company is more liberal than we might be warranted in according it, in
view of the epperently improvident nature of the contract respecting the
Shoshone 1iné and the failure of the Light Compeny to meke reasonable
effort to increase its own output, to say nothing of the high rate peid
for energy purchased. We may feel warranted in the future in teking
different positions in respect éf these guestiona.

After careful consideration of the evidence we find the fair
value of the physical property of the Light Company, undepreciated and
depreciated, and of the portion in and allocated to Glenwood Springs,
and of the portion in and allocated to rural territory to be as stated

in the following table:
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'PRESENT FAIR VALUE WITHOUT DEPRECIATION PRESENT FAIR DEPFRECIATED VALUE

Glenwood Glenwood
Systenm Springs Rural System - Springs Rural
Distribution systenm $ 87,282.00‘/ $ 56,733,00 $ 30,549.00 $ 53,580.00 § 34,827,00 $ 18,753400
Office furniture & equipment ' 2,450,00" 2,229,00 ' 221,00 ©1,409,00  1,282.00 127,00
Office Building 8,000,00 7,280,00 1,720.,00 6,900,00 6,279,00 621,00
Shoshone Line 13,500,400 v  12,285,00 1,215,00 10, 500,00 9, 565,00 945,00
Hydro~plant 36,500,00 ¥ 33,215400 3,285400 17,000400 15,470.00 1,530,00
Office & storage lots 3,300,00 ¥ 3,003,00 297,00 3,300.00”  3,003.00 297.00
Power plant site 500.00Y  455.00 45,00 500,00 v 456,00 45,00
Glenwood Sub-station 6,200,00 ¥ 5,650.,00 560,00 3,600400 3,276.,00 324,00
Tools & eéuipmant and utility equipment 3,500.00 ¥ 3,186.00 316,00 2,160.,00 1,965,00 195,00
Total -~ $161,232.00  $124,035.00 $37,197.00 $98,949,00  $76,112,00 $22,837.00
-26-



- A proper determination of the issues in this proceeding
requires that consideration be glven to the legal and engineering
expense' incident thereto incurred by the ‘Light Company. According

to statements filed with the Commission it amounts to $5,623.81.

We are of the opinion, and so find, that said expense éhould be amortised
over the usual period of five years.

The charge to income account for uncollectible bills for the
year 19352 aﬁpealrs unusually large and a five year average would be more
egultable. .
After careful consideration of all they facts herein contained
we £ind the going-concern value of the system to be $7,500.00 and that
2 reasonsble and fair amount for working capital is $10,000.00, and that
reasonable and falr allocations are going-concern vaiue , $5,775.00 to
Glenwood Springs, and $1,725.00 to rural, working capital, $9,100:.00 to
Glenwood Springs and $900.00 to rural.

We furtherfind from the evidence that a proper ammual depre-
ciation reguirement to be set aside for the year 1933, az;d thereafter,
will be on the basis of 3.32 per cent of total ”'Fixed Capital® as de'ber-‘
mined from the above, viz., $106,449,00, plus nét additions since January
1, 1933. |

We find also that the average annual cost to the company of
furnishing service and the annual gross revenue under the conditions

prevailing at this time are as stated in the table appearing on Page ‘29,
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We believe it is fundamental that the right of a utility te

earn a reasonable return upon a2 falr value of its property is subject
to the limitetion that its business must be conducted in = reasonably
efficient manner. Spurr in Guiding Principles of Public Service Regula-
tion (Vol. 2, p.634) refers to the case of Chicopee, 18 Mass. G. & E.
L. C. Re 33, saying "It has been said that 'the proposition that é com—
pany 1s entitled to a falr profit involves a further proposition that
its affairs are economically and judiciously managed. The management
mey, if it desires, choose between profits and a high oberating'account,
but it cannot rightly choose to impose both upon the consumer.' ¥

We quote as follows from Chicago & G. T. R. Co. v. Wbllman,
143 U. S. 339: |

#Before the courts are called upon to adjudge an act of
the leglislature fixing the meximum passenger rates for railroad
companies to be uncenstitutional, on the ground that its enforce-
ment would prevent the stockholders from receiving any dividends
on their investments, or the bondholders any interest on their
loans, they should be fully advised as to what is done with the
receipts and earnings of the company; for if so advised, it might
clearly appear that a prudent and honest management would, within
the rates prescribed, secure to the bondholders their interest,
and to the stockholders reasonable dividends. While the protec—
tion of vested rights or property is = supreme duty of the courts,
it has not come to this, that the legislative power rests subser-
vient to the discretion of any railroad corporation which may,
by exorbitant and unreasonable salaries, or in some other improper
way, transfer its earnings into what it is pleased to call 'operat-
ing expenses.' ®

The Ohio Public Utilities Commission had the following to sauy

in re West Ohio Gas Co. P.U.R. 1928C, 385:

#The community in interest withholds from the public any
duplication of investment which would give to the people the
benefits of a competitive battle for this psktronage. To all
intents, the enterprise enjoys a practical monopoly. This
being so, it cannot escape the burden of the Chio Law . . .
The history of this enterprise demonstrates that the owners
are not in step with modern methods.*

In view of these facts the Commission held the utility not
entitled to earn a rate of return of eight per cent, finding that six and

one-half per cent was reasonable.

/
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In Inited Rys. & Electric Co. of Baltimore vs. West, et al.,
280 U. S. 234, 50 S. Ct. 123, the court assumed that the ¥just compen—
sation® which a utility ordinarily has a right to ask for and receive
is ®for efficient public service, skillful end prudent management as
well as uée of the plant.”

We further find that a fair and reasonable rate of return to
the Light Company is six and one-half per cent of the amount of its rate-
making value, this being the rate suggested by the attorneys for the
city in their brief. This rate of return will, in our opinion, after
paying all expenses of-operation, setting aside the neceséary amount
for depreciation, and after psying a reasonable dividend, permit some-
thing to be pessed to the surp&us account.

The following is a table which shows anticipated gross and
net earningé and the amount by which the net earnings exceed a return

of six and one-half per cents

Glenwood
System = Springs =  Rural

Present fair depreciated value $ 98,949.00 $76,112.00 $22,857.00

Going concern value , 7,500.00 . 6,750,00 = 750,00
Working capital 0,000.,00 9,100,080 900,00

Totel rate-making value - $116,449.00 $91,962.00 §24,487.00
6% per cent return equals - $7,569.00  $5,977.00  §1,592.00

TTOST e ee S e S en Em mm G G me we T e e S e e e e e e S e e aw e me e e = e W e

Average annual cost of furnishing service
under conditions prevailing at this time.

Operating expenses » $28,249.00 $25,753.00 $2,496.00
Depreclation 5,534.00 2,751.00 785.00
Uhcollectible bills 371.00 334.00 57.00
Taxes 7,745.00 6,750.00 995.00

Return 6% per cent on $116,449.00- 7,569.00 5,977.00 1,592.00

Total - $47,468.00 $41,565.00  $5,905.00

T e e e en e ek e o e m e e oan T e e G S AR e e me E e e an e e e e m me we ew e

Annusl Gross Revenue under :
the rates now in effect - - - $49,400.00 #45,898.00 $5,502.00
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It will be noted that the rural revenue from rates now in
effect lacké $401.00 of bringing a return of six and one-half per cent
on the p;operﬁy located in and allocated to rural territory. ﬁhile
this case has been tried by both sides upon the mssumption that the
rates in Glenwood Springs should stand on their own bottom and be
treated independently of those paid by rural consumers, we do not feel
warranted in treating the rural territory and the city distinet and
separate to the point of giving the utility possible ground for increas-
ing the rates to rural customers. We think it is enough in this case
that the rural customers are not awarded a reduction of rates (which we
do not feel warranted in making on the record herein) without giving
possible ground in some future case for increasing them. The city of
Glenwood Springs and the rural territory are in some respeéts one large
community.

The whole system of the Light Company is more homogeneous than
that deseribed in Wabash Valley FElectric Co, v, Young, 287 U. S. 488.
While the Supreme Court held in that case that the method followed and
apparently prescribed by the Indiana statute, reguiring the state commis-
sion to treat the municipality as a unit, does not violate the due process
claugse of the Fourteenth Amendment, yet the court said, "Normally, the
unit for rate-making purposes, we may assume, would be the entire inter-
connected operating property of a utility used andvuseful for the con-
venience of the public in the territory served, without regard to particular

groups of consumers or local subdivisions.® See also Michigan Bell Tele-

phone Co. v. Odell, 45 Fed. (24) 180.
The Commission is, therefore of the opinion, and so finds,.that

the item of $401.00 should be deducted from §2,333.00, being the difference
between 345,398.00 and $41,565.00 in arriving at a determination of the
asmount by which the Glenwood Springs revenues exceed those which the Com-

mission has found reasonable.
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The Commission has just been advised orally by the Light
Company tha‘i; negotiatiens with Public Service Compeny, en'bered'upon
at our suggestion, bave resulted in a saving of some $1,200.00 snnually
to the Light Company not shown in our figures herein. We are of the
opinion that the Light Company should be required to pass on to the
consumers dnq-ﬁﬁf of this amount. Since uncollectible bills at this
time are greater then usual, and in order to be sure we are not dealing
_ unreasonsbly and unlawfully with the Light Company, we feel warranted
at this time in allowing the utility to retain the other $600.00.

The Commission is of the opd.ﬁion, and so finds, after care-
ful cor;siderationv of all the evidence and the legitimate considerations
that bear thereon, that the rates of the respondent, The Glenwood Light
and Power Company, are excessive and unreasonable to fhe extent ﬁhat"l".h‘éy
permit a return to the utility on the total value of its property situated
in and allocated to Glenwood Springs in excess of six and one-half pér
cent 'plus one-half of the amount by which net income 1s increased thraugh.
the sald recent negotiations with Public Service Company .

The Commission has substantial doubt whether in the circum- |
stances Qf {.his case it is wise, proper and reasonsble that a demand charge,
or a charge in the nature thereof, should be used as a factor in formulating
rates to the domestic and business lighting customers.

We shall expect the utility not only to insist upon the eity
doing all it reasonably should to avoid waste and to deliver to the utility
the amount of water which should reasonably be available, but we shall expect
it also promptly to investigate carefully the possibility of modernizing
its plant so as to use effectively the increased water that may be made
available for it, It is quite possible that with an expenditure of a rea-
sonable amount of méney it may avoid the purchase of any substantial amount
of energy from Public Service Company, to which the Light Company in 1932

- paid §5,545.45.
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We shall do all in our power to avoid requiring the Light
Compeny to incur any further expense at any time in the reasonabiy
- near future in comnection with further formel proceedings. We shall,
therefore, attempt through informal proceedings to aid the company in
reducing its operating expenses for the benefit both of the consumers
and of the company. Only if found necessary, in our opinion, will the

case be reopened for further evidence and'action.

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED,bThat the record herein be, and the
same is her&ﬁy; réopened for the purpose of receiving and admitting in
evidence a written statement which the respondent, The Glenwood Light
and Power Company, is hereby ordered to file with the Commission within
fifteen days from the date of this order showing the amount by which
gross revenue has been increased and gross operating expense has been
decreased as a result of the said recent negotiations econducted between
the respondent and the Public Service Company.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED,kTﬁat within thirty days from this date
the respondent»shall submit to the Commission a schedule of rates, of
the same general form as the one now in use, which will effect a net
reduction in net income from the customers in Glenwood Springs of $1,932.00,
plus one-half of the amount of the increase of net revenue resultiﬁg from
said recent negotiations with the Public Service Company.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That at the time of submitting said
schedule deééribed iﬁ the last barégraph,‘the respondent shall submit an
alternative one which will accomplish the same result so far as reducing

income is concerned but which shall be constructed without the use of a



demand rate or similar factor applicable to domestic and business

lighting customers.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

L

NN

N Commissioners.

/’[/’ /

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 9th day of December, 1933.
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(Decision No. 5399) .

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* % %

/,—5—-'7::::§\

p

APPLICATIONS NOS{ 1878-A: 1879-A,
1880-A, 2000-A, 2001-4 and 2002-A

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
DWIGHT CHAPIN, JR., FOR AUTHORITY
TO TRANSFER CERTIFICATES OF PUBLIC
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY.

N M W S

— e W o v w

By the Commission:

In the order of August 2, 1933, made in the above applications,
is found the following language:
"That the written consent and acceptance of the said
George H. Sultz of the transfer of said certificate of public
convenience and necegsity be filed with this Commission within
thirty days from the date hereof."
Thereafter the Commission received a commumnication from J. Nelson
Truitt, Esq., attorney for said Sultz, in which he declined on behalf of said
Sultz to accept said transfer described in said order of August 2.
Within the past few days the said Truitt has brought into the
office of the Commission a communication, signed by him as attorney for said

Sultz, dated October 26, 1933, the body of which reads as follows:

"Pursuant to stipulation between the parties and orders of
the District Court for the County of Elbert, Colorado, the under-
signed, George H. Sultz does hereby withdraw his protest heretofore
filed in the matter of the Applications of Dwight Chapin, Jr., for
authority to transfer certain Certificates of Public Convenilence
and Necessity, and does also withdraw his refusal to accept the
decision of The Public Utilities Commission dated August 2, 1933;
and he does hereby signify his consent and acceptance of the
decision of The Public Utilities Comnission No. 5175, entered on
August 2, 1933 and agrees that proper orders mey be made in accordance
herewith,"

Said Truitt brought also an assignment and transfer dated
October 26, 1933, signed by Dwight Chepin, Jr., and The Mountain Utilities
Corporation, by B. F. Jack &s president, the body of which reads as

follows:



"KNOW ALL MEN BY THESE PRESENT, That I, Dwight Chapin, Jr.,
heve this dey and by these presents do sell, assign, transfer and
convey to Geo. H. Sultz the electric distributing system, with the
poles, wires, meters, transformers and all other equipment in any
way pertaining to said system, in the Town of Elbert, Colorado,
together with all electric eguipment, supplies and machinery now
ovned by me and in the said Town of Elbert; also all my right to
generate, distribute and sell electric current in the said Town
of Elbert and to erect and maintain said electric system in the
said Town of Elbert, and I warrant that said property is free
and clear of any liens, claims or mortgages of any kind or nature,
incurred by the undersigned.

"I have further and by these¢ presents do assign my certif-
icate of public convenience and necessity to operate in the said
Town of Elbert to said Geo. H. Sultz and consent that the order
of the Public Utilities Commission under date of August 2, 1933,
in so far as it pertains to the transfer of my rights in the Town
of Elbert to Geo. H, Sultz, be reinstated and in so far as it
pertains to the sale of electric current to said Geo, H. Sultz be
reinstated."

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds,
that it should reopen said order of August 2, 1933, and grant authority
to make said assignment and to receive said acceptance at this time.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERID, That the sald decision of August
2, 1933, in the above applications be, and the same is hereby, reopened.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the time required within which
written consent and acceptance of the said George H. Sultz to the transfer
of said certificates of public convenience and necessity may be made, be,
and the same is hereby, extended to and including the date of this order.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the sald assignment and transfer
and the acceptance thereof shall be just as effective as if they had
been made within the time contemplated in the original order.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said original order herein, except
as herein modified, be, and the same is hereby, restored and reinstated in

all of its terms and provisions, and that the same shall be effective as

and from the time originally made.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 8th day of November, 1933,




(Decision No. 5400)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* % K

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF
R. Wa McDANIEL, DOING BUSINESS

AS MIDLAND TRANSIT LINES.
I R I I I I I

CASE NO. 1287

M N Y’

(2053 8. Pennsylvania St.
Denver, Colo.)

e e

By the Commission:

On September 20, 1832, this Commnission in Application No. 1984
“issued an interstate permit to R. W. McDaniel, doing business as Midland
Transit Lines, authorizing the transportation of passengers, etc., in
interstate commerce only. The said McDaniel has failed to file highway
compensation tax reports for the months of August and September, 1933.
He is also delinquent in the payment of taxes past due.

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds,
that an investigation should be made and a hearing held to determine
whether or not the respondent's permit should be revoked snd cancelled.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERLD, on the Commission's own motion, that
an investigation be, and the ssme is hereby, instituted for the purpose
of determining whether or not the respondent's motor vehicle permit
should be revoked for failure to mceke highway compensation tax reports
for the months of August and September, 1933, and for failure to pay
highway compensation taxes due the State of Colorado.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That a formal hearing herein be had

in the Hearing Room of the Commission, 330 State Office Building,



Denver, Colorado, on Friday, November 24, 1933, at 10:00 o'clock A. M.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

S a
Bz s e
f v |

Commi'ssioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 1%th day of November, 1933,
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(Decision No. 5401)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADC

#* % % %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

RISS AND COMPANY, A CORPORATION, ; CASE NO. 1178
Respondent. )

— e e e e e mm wm mm a ww e e e we me - e

- . . . . o e =

Appearances: A. R. Morrison, Esq., Denver, Colorado,
attorney for respondent; ,
Richard E. Conour, Esg., Denver, Colorado,
'  Assigtent Attorney Generel.

By the Commigsion:z

The Commission made an order on July 18 of this year reciting
that information hed come to the Commission that for several months pre;
vious,theréto the respondent had made and filed with the Commission incom-
plete, fraudulent and faise monthly reports, which concealed’and failed
to state the correct amounts of freight hauled by said respondent with
the intention and purpose of defrauding the State of Colorado of a con-
sidersble sum of ton-mile tax, contrary to the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, as amended; that an examination of incom-
plete records made by an inspecﬁing auditor of the Commissién discloged
that between January 1, 1933, and June 21, 1933, the respondent had
failed to report and was delinquent in payment of ton-mile taxes to the
éxtent of at least $201.83, not including penalties.

The order reguired the respondent within ten days from the
date thereof. to file corrected monthly reports, showing sll shipments
theretofore unreported and omitted from its monthly reports{from’and
~after the date of the issuance to the respondent of its certificate or

permit, which hed been issued in Application No. 2059-I.



The order further reguired the respondent to show cause why
the*Cémmission should not suspend or revoke its permit on account of
the alleged willful dellnquency and violation of the act and why it
should not enter such other order or orders in the premises as mlght .
be proper and just.

The case was set for hearing and was duly heard, Thereafter
briefs were filed.

At the hearing the parties seemed to be agreed on everything
except the ultimate gquestion whether the respondent is liable to the State
for highway compensation tax on account of the transportation of certain
freight which was actually moved in trucks owned by other people.

The evidence showed that the respondent contracted with various
shippers to move large amounts of freight in interstate commerce; that
in many of those cases the respondent had other persons owning their own
trucks move the fréight for it.. For the most part the shippers knew and
dealt only with the respondent. = Most of the business o handled was on
what are called "order letters®. Business concerns would write a formal
letter to the respondent directing it to transport certain freight between
certain points. The respondent collected the money for the transportation
of freight. The respondent carried public liability, property demage and
cargo insurance applicable to the mdvement of all such freight. Mr.
Richard R. Riss, president of the respondent, testified that the reason
for carrying such insurance is that if an accident happened his company
would be liable.

The peréons who actually moved the freight in many, probably
most of the cases, carried on the sides of their trucks the permit number
which was assigned by the Commission to the respondent at the time its

permit was issued.
Mr. Riss testified that his company could not afford to trans-

port the freight in respondent's own trucks at the rate at which he agreed



to move the freight. o

The personsvactually moving the fééight have néver assumed
any responsibility to the State in connection therewith. If they are
carriers for hiré they should have the proper suthority from the Com-
mission and should report the ton—miles and pay fhe‘sfatutory tax of
five mills per ton-mile., The resp@ndént did not :epoft any of this
tonnage for the reason, as its président alleged; it was'operating ﬁéfely
as a brokerage concern. From all the evidence 1t appears rather appsrent
that the respondent did not belleve the truckers in question were operat-
ing lawfully as carriers for hire, or that they were reporting the highway
tonhage and making payments on account thereof. |

We assume that it 1s possible, under certain circumstances;
for one who is engeged in the transportétion‘of'freight as a carrier ai
the same time as to certain business to be egééged‘és a freight forwarder
or broker. For example, the respondent‘doubﬁiess’couldksolicit fréight
with the declasred intention of hav1ng the same transported by carriers
that it might select, and the persons who actually move the freight would
move the same as carriers and not as agents or employees of the respondent.
But in this case the respondent holds itself out as carrier to its cus—
tomers, collecting all charges, putting or permitting its number to be put
on the trucks of those who actually move the freight, and taking out
insurance covering all such movements. It seems to this Commission that
everything done in connection with the business 19 guestion eicept the
matter of reporting the ton-mileage end paying the tex thereon is consis-
tent only with the ides that the transportation of the freight is the
business of the respondent and not that of the persons in whose trucks
the freight asctually moves.

While the statute in PennsYivéniébis different and broader
than the Colorado statute, we think some of the language found in Highway
ission, 164 Atl. 855 (Pa.) is |

in point. The court said in that case "To constltute a common carrier,
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it is not essential that the person or corporétion underteking such
service owns the means of transportation . . . In the présent case the
engagement was to carry to ﬁhe destination . . ; It assumed responsi-
biiity for the goods carried, at least in so far as it insured them. It
would seem beyond question, although appellant argues strenuously to the
contrary, that the‘appellant acted, not as agent, but as an independent
actor, having full control and answerable for the safe delivery at deé»
tination of the merchandise entrusted to it . + . Tﬁe freight bill or
bill of lading is an engagement to deliver. These bille are not mere
recelpts, but they constitute an engagementlto'transport. « « « The facts
above narrated make the appellant a common‘carrien'. ﬁ~.ng this branch
of its business thé appellant was exercising the employment of receiving,
carrying, and delivering goods; wares aﬁd merchandise as an occupation,
and for all peoplelindifferently.' By ‘its contract it assumed the entire
control of the goods, severiné.respondehts' connection thefewith until
delivery at the place offéestinatién; Such was the ordinsary course of
its business, and such was the plain purport of the contract.' " (Matter
in inside guotations from K¢LLgnhgﬁgn_1;;Q1éhQ_Izgnsisx;&;ﬁig:agg_gg,, |
127 Pac. (Cal.) 295.) | -

After careful consideratioﬁ of the evidence the Commission is
of the opinion, and so-finds, that the respondent in the part played by .
it in the business in question was holding itself out‘to its customers
and the public as a carrier of freight from point of origin to point of
deétination, and that it assumed all responsibility in connection with
the movement thereof, not only for injury to the fréight itself but on
account of démages that the persons actually moving the fréight.ﬁight
cause to other people on the highways. If the persons actually moving
the freight were independent carriers and contractogs, the feSpondent -
would not need to carry public liability’and property damege insurance
on their operations because it would not be responsible for injury to
other persons and property resulting from the operations of those actually

moving the freight.



The attorney for the respondent has diséussed one or two
other cases by way of asnalogy, making certain assumptions as to lisbility
or lack of liablility in those cases. We believe that we do not need to
consider any other case than the one before us.

The Commission is holding a certified check in the amount of
some $500, which is to be used in payment of highway compensation taxes
based on movements of freight of the kind we have discussed. It follows
that if we are right in our finding and conclusion, the said check should
be turned over to the State Treasurer. However; ample time will be given,

of course, to the respondent to secure a review of the order made herein..

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the respondent immediately file
reports with this Commission showing as having been fraﬁsported by it all
freight which it has moved at any time in the past since procuring its
permit or certificate, and that it shall in the future mske reports at
the time and in the manner required which shall cover such business, and
that it shall pay within the time required by law all highway compenss-
tion texes due the State on account of the transportation of such freight.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, Thet the respondent shall not allow
the use of its name or permit number on any trucks other than those in
which freight is being moved by the respondent as the carrier, end on
account of which &% reports its ton-mileage and pays the tax.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Conmissioners,

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 15th day of November , 1933.

.



(Decision No. 5402)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AN
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO NS
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3% % 3

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
BLAIR MILLER AND FRANK W. MILLER FOR
ASSIGNMENT AND TRANSFER OF CERTIFICATE
OF CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY,

- e e m o me e o em e o M e e e o e e S

)
3 APPLICATION NO, 1845-A
)

- - o - e e e

By the Commissions

On October 31, 1933, the Commission entered its order in the
above entitled application. Thereafter, the applicant Blair Miller filed
his petition'for a rehearing, |

After careful consideration of the matters set forth in said
petition for rehearing, as well as the review of the entire record in the
above entitled application, the Commission is of the opinion, and so finds,
that no useful purpose would be served by granting the same, and that said
application for rehearing should be denied.

ORDER
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the petition for rehearing in

Application No. 1845-A be, and the same is hereby, denied.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 16th day of November, 1933,




{Deeision No, 5403)

makE  NO
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO = é:» G'Fzy,

* * *
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OFPERATIONS OF )

GECRGE W, DALTON, DOING BUSINESS ) CASE NO. 938
AS TWIST TRANSFER LINE,

L

Appearances: George W. Dalton, Greeley, Colorado,
pro se..

BTATEMENT

By the Commission:

An order was mede herein requiring the respondent, George W,
Delton, doing business as Twist Transfer Line, to show cause why his
cortificate of publie convenience and nccéasity heretofore issued %o

him in Appliecation No, 10128, should not be suspended or revoked for

‘failure to file monthly highway compensation tax reports for the months

of October, November, December, 1932, and January to Oetober, 1933,
inelusive; for failure to pay highway eampénsation tex for the months
of November and Desember, 1931, January to September, 1932, inclusive;
an§ for failure fo file an insurance poliey or surety bond as required
by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission.

The evidence gshowed that the respondent failed to file the
monthly reports in queation, and to pay his texes for the months in
question, and that public liability and property damsge insuranece had
not been filed, Mereover, no reports have besn received for any sub-
aeqngpt months and no tax - for operations during any of said months
has been paid,.

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have
been and hﬁs tried to show every proper sonsideration for those who have
been operating under the statutes whieh we are required to administer and
enforce. We have done 81l in our powser to sesure low insurance rates. Ve

eonsidered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage

.




insuranee which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry, However,
we were met with the statement by the imsurance companies that the premiums
which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the
amounts of insurance which the earriera are required to carry should be
lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of eourse, it is appreeiated
that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers
operating under our Jurisdiction~to carry insurance,

Wo have given the respondent over a year in which to ecomply with
the law, We now see Open no other course than to revoke the certificate of
the respondent. We are therefore, of the opinion, and so find, that the
certificate of publiec gonvenience and necessity heretofore issued to George
W. Dalton, doing business as Twist Transfer Line, in Applicatien No. 10182,
should be cancelled and revoked, ‘

ORDER

IT IS8 THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public eonvenience
and neoessity heretofore issued to George W, Dalton, doing business as Twist
Transfer Line, in Application No., 1012, be, and the same is hereby, cancelled

and revokéd.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CCLORADO

ssioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 17th day of November, 1933,



(Decision No. 5404)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO A 'a
R PR Y
* % % ;;, d
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
UFLVTH OLSON. ) PRIVATE PERMIT NO. A-527
November 17, 1933
SIATEMENT
By_ihe Commisslon:

We are advised in a letter dated November 8, 1933, written by
Mr., Melvin Olson, to whom we issued motor vehicle private permit No.
A-527, that he has never "started to haul". In the letter he requests us
to "mark me off the list". The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion,
and so finds, that motor vehicle private permit No. A-~527, heretofore

issued to said Melvin Olson, should be suspended for six months.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That motor vehicle private permit No.
A-527, heretofore issued to Melvin Olson, be, and'the same is hereby,
suspended for six months from this date.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if at any time within said six
months said Melvin Olson shall notify this Commission, by letter delivered
to it, of his intention to resume operations, his right to meke such
resumption shall automatically be renewed and reinstated, provided’he
has on file at that time with the Commission such publie lisbility and
property damage insurance as the law and the rules and regulations of

this Commission require.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 17th day of November, 1933.



(Decision No. 540

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

3* %

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1284
A. L. STEPHENS, )

e T

- em wt e am o e ew -

Appearances: Mr. A, A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commissions

61

On November 7, 1933, the Commission issued its order rFquiring

the asbove named respondent to show cause why the private permit
issued to him should not be revoked for his fallure to file an i
policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules and Regul
the Commission.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that subsequent

heretofore
nsurance

ations of

to the

issuance of said show cause order, respondent had filed all nec

insurance.

ssary

After careful conslderation of the record the Commission is of

the opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed, with

a warning to respondent, however, that in future he must be mo

complying with our Rules and Regulations.

prompt in

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, ind the same

is hereby, dismissed.
THE PUBLIC UTILITIE$

COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF (COLORADO

LN I A R

Qe of

DATED AT DENVER, Colorado, 57
this 23rd day of November, 1933.

Commissionens,




(Decision No. 5407)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADQ

* # *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
THE SAN LUIS VALLEY SOUTHERN RAILWAY
COMPANY, A CORPORATION, FOR A CERTIF-
ICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND
NECESSITY. -

— e o e e s wm we am e e cw Sm e eea e em e .

APPLICATION NO. 1675
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By the Commission:

The Commission is in receipt of a letter dated NovembTr 10,
1933, requesting that the certificate of convenience and necessity
heretofore issued in the above application, be cancelled, effective at

once.

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is
of the opinion, and so finds, that said reguest should be grante%.
ORDER '

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of puhlic conven-

ience and necessity, heretofore issued to The San Luis Valley Southern

Railway Company in Application No. 1675, be, and the same is hereby, revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

U Commissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 24th day of November, 1933.




(Decision No, 5408)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

3t It 3t

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1283
JOHN VAN OORT. )

- e mm em e e um e e = G w— o ww W

- e . e vm ew e e

Appearancest Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commissions

. On November 2, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-373, here-
tofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure
to keep on file with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondents insurance
had expired in June, 1933, and had not been renewed.

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that private permit No, A-373, heretofore issued to
Joln Van Oort, should be revoked for his failure to file insurance.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-373, heretofore
issued to John Van Oort, be, and the same is hereby, revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Daeted at Denver, “olorado, /l 148

this 24th day of November, 1933, Commissioners.

rd



(Decision No, 5409)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* ¥ ¥

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
JACK C. BARLOW, ) CASE NO. 1282

- e e am e e w e em = e - e e -

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

By the Commission:

On November 2, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why the private permit No. A-447
heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure
to flle an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission.

At the hearing the e¥idence disclosed that respondent!s insurance
had been cancelled in June, 1933, and had not been renewed.

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-447, heretofore issued
to Jack C. Barlow, should be revoked for his failure to file insurance,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-447, heretofore

issued to Jack C. Barlow, be, and the same 1s hereby, revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

SR Y3 A -

Commissioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 24th day of November, 1933.




‘ (Decision No. 5410)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* K ¢

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1278
THE PIKES PEAK WAREHOUSING COMPANY. )

- e e i wts e e e o s e W dme v e e -

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

Y o — o— - — — it

By the Commission:

On November 2, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of publie
convenience and necessity, heretofore lssued in Application No. 1299, should
not be suspended or revoked for fallure to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's public
liability and property damage insurance expired in Mey, 1933, and its cargo
insurance expired in August, 1933, and have not been renewed.

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and
necessity, heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1299, should
be revoked for failure to file insurance.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience

and necessity, heretofore issued to The Pikes Peak Warehousing Company in

Application No. 1299, be, and the same is hereby, revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 24th day of November, 1933.

>ommissioners.



(Decision No. 5411)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥* 3 *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
T. P. DUFFY, DOING BUSINESS AS ) CASE NO. 1276
DUFFY STORAGE & MOVING COMPANY. ) )
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Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:
On November 2, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring

the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public
convenlence and necessity, heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1289,
should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to keep on file with the
Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety bond required by law.

At-the hearing, the evidence disclosed that subsequent to the
issuance of said show cause order, respondent had filed his public liability
and proper dasmage insurance,

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the
opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed with a warning
to respondent, however, that in future he must be more prompt in complying

with our Rules and Regulations.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same

is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 24th day of November, 1933.
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(Decision No. 5412)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION .
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

¥ ¥ *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
E. M. HUMPHREY. )

- e e E mn mm e B o WP aw wm mm e e e

CASE NO. 1275

Appearances: Mr. 4. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

et - pp—— — — — —

By the Commission:

On November 2, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why his certificate of publiec con-
venience and necessity should not be suspended or revoked for his failure
to keep on file with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or a surety
bond as required by law.

At the hearimg, the evidence disclosed that respondent's public
liability, property damage and cargo insurance had all expired in 1932, and

‘ has never been renewed.

After a careful consideration of the record the Commission is of
the opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and
necessity, heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1015, should be
revoked for his failure to file insurance.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience
and necessity, heretofore issued to E. M. Humphrey in Application No. 1015,

‘ be, and the same is hereby revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Bite S

/ .l/

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 24th day of November, 1933,

>ommissioners.



(Pecision No. 5413)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE BTATE OF COLORADO

¥* ¥ *
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1277
THE UNION DELIVERY COMPANY. )
. November 24, 1933.

Appearances: Mr. A. A, von Egidy, Denver, Colorado,
‘for the Public Utilities Commission.

STATEMENT

By the C8mmission:
On Névember 2, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
the above named respondent to show cause why its certificate of public con-
venience and necessity heretofore issued in Application No. 1310, should
not be suspended or revoked for its failure to keep on file with the Commission
the necessary insurance policy or surety bond required by law.
| At the hearing the evidence disclosed that subseguent to the
issuance of said show cause order and prior to the date of hearing, respondent
. had filed pubiic liability and property damage insurance to cover his
operations and had arranged to secure}iigurance to cover his cargo.
After carefql consideration of the record the Commission is of
the opinion, and éo finds, that the instant case should be dismissed, with
a warning, however, that in future respondent must be more prompt in complying
with our Rules and Regulations.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the

same is hereby, dismissed.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this R24th day of November, 1933,




(Decision No. 5414)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION Cop A
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 7

* % *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
R. W. McDANIEL, DOING BUSINESS ) CASE NO, 1287
AS MIDLAND TRANSIT LINES. )

- an A e em em e e o=

Appesrances: Mr. W. C. Loss, Denver, Colorado,
Auditor, Public Utilities Commission.

On November 13, 1933, the Commission entered ité order requir-
ing the above named respondent to show cause why the inte‘rstaté permit,
heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1984 should not be revoked
for his failure to file highway compensation tax reports for the months
of August and September, 1933, and his failure to pay highwey compensa-
tion taxes past due.

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent had
failed to file highway compensation tax reports and pay the tax fof the
months of August, September and‘October, 1985.

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is
of the opiniori, end so finds, that the interstate permit, heretofore
issued to R. W. McDaniel, doing business as Midland Transit Lines, in
Application No. 1984, should be revoked for failure to file the reports
and pey the taxes fequired by law and our rules and regulations.

QRDER |

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the interstate permit heretofore
issued to R. M. McDaniel, doing business as Midland Transit Lines, in

Application No. 1984, be, and the same is hereby, revoked.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

Dated &t Denver, Colorade,
this 24th dsy of November, 1933.
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(Decision No., 5415)

BEFOFE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION :3?,1P,f”
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )

C. H. WILLIAMS AND SON AND RUDY )

BORGESON FOR AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER )  APPLICATION NO. 302-AA
)
)

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE
AND NECESSITY.

- wm e wm e am em mm o e e e e em e e

Appearances: Warren B, Hale, Esg., Cripple Creek, Colorado,
attorney for applicants.

STATEMENT

e m— S e e . —

By the Commission:
This is an application by C. H. Williams and Son, a partnership

consisting of €. H. Williams and H. E, Williams, for authority to transfer
tb Rudy Borgeson that pgrtion of the certificate of public conveniehcé and
necessity heretofore issued to them in’Application No., 302, to which they
still have title.

The evidence disclosed that a total consideration of $2,000.00
was being paid for the transfer of said certificate, including one seven-
passenger 1931 Buick sedan and one seven—passsngef 1926 Willys-Knight touring
car.

It was further disclosed that Mr. Borgeson, the transferee, has
$3,000.00 in cash on hand which will leave him a balance of $1,000.00 after
paying for said certificate and equipment. He proposes to use this money
in the business if necessary, and he also owns another automobile which is
free of any encumbrance and which can be used as additlonal equipment if
business requires.

It was also disclosed that no outsténding indebtedness exists
against the operations of C. H. Williams & Son, and that the transferee,
who proposes to do his own driving, is a man of experience and is well
qualified to conduct the operation.

After careful consideration of the evidence the Commission is




of the opinion, and so finds, that authority should be granted to make
the said tfansfer as prayed.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That authority be, and the same 1is
hereby, granted to C. H. Williams and Son to transfer to Rudy Borgeson
that portion of the certificate of public convenience and necessity
heretofore issued to them in Application No. 302 to which they still
have title.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That until changed according to law and
the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, the tariff of rates, rules
and regulations of the transferor herein shall become and remain those -
of the transferee herein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this order shall not become
effective until the transferee, Rudy Borgeson, has on file with the
Commission the necessary insurance policies or a surety bond as reguired
by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commissfon.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

E YA i

Commisgioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 25th day of November, 1933.



(Decision No. 5416)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

W. B, POWERS AND F, J. EKNAUER, ) CASE NO, 1238
)
)

DOING BUSINBSS AS POWERS MOVING
AND STORAGE COMPANY.

Appearances: Mr, W, E, Powers, Denver, Colorado,
RIO 86;
Mr, J. E. Beckley, Denver, Colorado,
Inspecting Auditor, Public Utilities
Commission,

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

On September 21, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring
respondents to show cause why the certificate of public convenience and
necessity heretofore issued to them should not be revoked or suspended for
their failure to comply with the law in the making of highway compensation
tax reports and paying highwey compensation taxes due.

The evidence disclosed that our inspecting auditor, accompanied
by the Commission's assistant auditor, on September 6, made a check of the
hauling done by the above named respondents from January 1 to September 1,
1933,

This check disclosed some eight trips made by respondents outside
of the corporate limits of the City and County of Denver in the transportation
of freight for hire which had not been reported by respondents, all of their
monthly reports covering said period having been marked "No businesa.® This
particular evidence was obtained from the records of respondents, which
were in charge of Mrs, Powers, wife of one of the respondents, When she was
asked concerning the reason why said trips were not reported, she stated

that she "was under the impression that any out of town hauling not in

~{-

-l



competition with the railroads was not subject to tax and need not be reported.”

In addition to the above information, it was disclosed that one trip 7
had been made by respondents that was not discdlosed in their record book,
It consisted of the transportation of 2 load of household goods weighing
approximately 4,000 pounds to a point near Mt, Harris, Colorado, a distance
of about 220 miles.

It was also disclosed that respondents haed transported two pianos
to Lorgmont and three back during the same month, which were not shown in their
record book, None of tisse trips had been reported to the Commission., When
guestioned concerning same by our employees, both W, E. Powers and his wife
denied any knowledge of such trips and Mr. Powers stated specifically that
the Mt, Harris trip had been made by the Weicker Transfer Company. When asksd
to explain why they had denied making the Mt, Harris trip, Mr. Powers stated
that the inspector had asked him if he had gone to Hayden and that as he had
not gone to Hayden, but to a point 18 miles beyond, he therefore made the
reply he did. |

It was further disclosed that lirs, Powers after the visit of our
employees called our inspector on the phone and requested that he call again,
and when he did so she stated that Mr. Powers had admitted making two trips
not shown in their record book of one load of household goods weighing
4,000 pounds to Mt. Harris, Colorado, and one piano to Longmont and one
piano on a return trip from Longmont, |

It was also disclosed that respondents filed a supplemental report
prior to the hearing showing all out of town hauling from Janusry 1 to
September 1, 1933, which has been heretofore referred to, The fact that
W. E. Powers had made the Mt, Harris trip was verified by a witness who had
accompanied him on said trip as a helper, This witness teatified that Powers
had threatened to "break my neck"™ if he told on him, but respondent denied
making any such threat.

It is quite clear from a review of the evidence that respondents

deliberately refrained from filing true and correct reports with the Commission,



as well as paying the proper and necessary higﬁway compensation tax, The
fact that said reports were filed and sald taxes paid prior to the hearing,
does not permit us to condone the offense, as these steps were not taken
by respondents until they had knowledge that the correct information was in
the hands of our suditing department, |

We feel that we would be fully justified in permanently revoking the
certificate of respondents. However, we have determined not to take such
drastic action at the present time, buf some penalty must be imposed, not only
in view of the flagrant violation of the law and our Rules and Regulations by
respondents, but also as a warning to other operators that such violation will
not be tolerated by the Cormission.

Aftericarerul consideration of all the evidence, the Commission is
of the opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and
necessity, heretofore issued to respondents in Appliecation No, 1700, should be
suspended for a period of eight months from the 1lst day of December, 1933, for
their failure to make correct monthly reports and pay>proper highway compen=-

sation taxes in due time,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, Timt the certificate of public convenience
and necessity, heretofore issued to W. E, Powers and F. J. Knauer, doing
business as Powers Moving and Storage Company, in Applicatibn No. 1700, be,
and the same is hereby, suspended for a period of eight months from the lst

day of December, 1933,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

SO0,
Ll Lol

Dated at Denver, Colorado, ; ;;; ; ;Cogzésioners.

this 25th day of November, 1933,




{Decision No. 5418)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF CQLORADO

kK Kk

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
D. B. SNOUFFER, E. D. TARMAN, ) CASE NO. 1288
P. P. TURNER AND J. M. THOMPSON. )

By the Commission:

The Commission originally issued a certificate of public con-
venience ahd nécaasity in Application No. 733 on Mareh 28, 1927. There
have been some two transfers of portions of the certificate since that
time, The Cormission has been informed that the co-partmners D. B.
Snouffer, E. D. Tarmen, P. P, Turner and J. M. Thompson, in whom the re-
maining portion of the certificate stands, have dissolved partnership end
thet one or two of them are opereting independently.

We wrote one of the co~partners, D. B. Snouffer, on November 7,
1933, calling his attention to the fect that it is unlawful for the partners
to separate and undertake individual opsrations without first having secured
proper authority for a transfer. On November 21, we wrote said Snouffer
another letter, to which he replied on December 1, that he is “tfying to get
the other men to have something dome about the Permit." )

We see open no other way than to set the matter down for hearing

80 that if the parties do not eome in and seek the proper disposition of
the matter we can be in & position to revoke the certificate in toto or
otherwise properly deal with the situation.

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that
it should éntef upon an investigation relating to the certifiecate of publie
convenience and necessity heretofore originally isgsued in Application No.

733, end that en order should be made requiring the respondents, and easgh

of them, to show cause why said certifiecate should not be revoked because



Ye

of their unlawfully operating independently and beyond the authority of
said certificets.

ORD

i

R

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the Commission, on its own motion,
institute, and it does hereby institute, a cese for the purpose of determin-
ing the faeta as to the present status of the eertificate of publie con-~
venience and necessity originelly issued in Applieation No. 733, and to
determine what action 1t should take herein if it should find that one or
more of the said pertners has withdrewn from said partnership and is acting
independently and beyond the seope of the authority theraof.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, Thet the respondents be, and they are
hereby, required to show csuse by written answer to be filed with this
Commission within ten days from thia date why sald ecertificate of publie
eonvenience and necessity should not be revoked because of ome or more of
said partners conduecting separate and iﬁdapendent operations not authorized
by said certificate or the law relating thereto,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this matter be, and the same is
hereby, set down for hearing in the Heering Room of the Commiseion, 330
State Office Building, Denver, GColorado, on Friday, December 29, 1933,
at 10 o'clock AJM.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO .

Cotimi ssioners

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 6th day of December, 1933.
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Form No. 1.
(Decision No. 5419 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

" » &

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF)

) CASE NO,..1R89
J. H, McKEE. )

(1630 - 19th St., Denver)

December 7, 1933.

By the Commlssioni

The records of the Commission disclose thaet the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No....A=3L7.. . under the provisions of
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle.

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rulses
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle.

ORDESR

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if ths above
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and
whether any cther order or orders should bes entered by the Commission in the
prenlses.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That seid matter be, and the same is here-
by, set down for hearing befors the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 _State

Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at.mlgiggmn'clock.éjL, onmffg?éffq%ml“mu
NN - S— , 2t which time and place such evidence as is proper way be
introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

o ewssdfernete tabsrorTio eV Lue et et cte s s s Tor o e st S e e as

Oommissioners..




Form No. 6.

(Decision No. 5420 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )

VIRGIL F. VANCE. g
(Wiggins, Colo.)

CASE N0,1290 .

December 7, 1933.

By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the above
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public
gonvenience and nscessity under the provisions of Chapter 134,
Session Laws of Coloradec, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the -
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1410)

Information has come to +the Commission, that said re-
spondent has failsed 4o file an insurance policy or surety bond as
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado,
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of ths Commission
governing common carriers by motor vehicle.

I ]

IT IS THEREFQORE CRDERED, by the Commission, on its own
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter-.
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an
ingurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi-
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises.

v IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at ..10300 o'clock
..... A. M., on December 18, 1933 , at which time and
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF GOLORADO

U O s Sreamiee sanan

Commissioners.




Form No. 1. '

(Decision No. 5421 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* » »

. RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF)

CASE NO,.189% ...
VIRGIL F. VANCE. .
(Wiggins, Colo.)

December 7, 1933.

- wwy emy wme wn .

By the Commission:

The records of the Commigsion disclose that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No...A=335__ .. under the provisions of
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him 4o engage in the
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle,

Information has coms to the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, end by Rule 10 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle,

ORDER
® ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the
premises,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here-
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .10:00_ o'clock 4:M,, on. December 18,

1933 , &t which time and place such evidence as is proper may be
introduced.
. . THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

wonase: A L

Commissibnera.
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(Decision No. 94R% )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

. » @

. RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF)

1292
CASE NO,...llln
NICK MACARON. ;

(Raton, New Mexico)
December 7, 1933.

- . o e o— - -

By the Commissions

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No....A=389 under the provisions of
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle.

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond es required by Section 16
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Coloredo, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle.,

® 9RDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be sntered into to determine if the above
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
it so, whether his permit should thersfore bs suspended or revoked, and
whether any other order or ordsrs should be entered by the Commission in the
premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 1s here-
by, Set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State
Office Building, Denver, Coloredo, at ..10:00_o'clock®s M,, on.December 18,

1933 , &t which time and place such evidence &s is proper way be
introduced.

. THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Do




Form No. 1.

(Decision No. 5423 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* & &

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF)
@  BUp WaSH, DOING BUSINESS AS ) GASE NO..129%
WASH TRANSFER, | )
(Holyoke, Yolo.)

(ReihgfioduuisiagiuBnAp S

STATEMENT

L I I

By the Commissions

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re-
spondent was herstofore issued a permit No..A-414 under the provisions of
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the

business of a private carrier by motor vehicle.

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond a&s required by Section 16
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor wehicle.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above
named respondent has fajled or refused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspsnded or revoked, and
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the
premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here-
by, set down for hearing before the Commiszion in its Hearlng Room, 330 State
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10300 .. .o'clock AsM., on.December 18,...

1933 , 8t which time and place such evidence as is proper way be
introduced. '

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
. OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




(Decision No. 5424)

o
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION ‘
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO §
* %k % ;E:\
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) PRIVATE PERMIT NO, A-522

D. K. FULLER AND KENNETH FULLER., )

December 9, 1933.

STATEMENT

By the Commission:

The Commission is in receipt of a communication from the above
named respondents stating that they are no longer trucking and desire to
give up their permit. It alsc appesrs that they have no effestive insurance
on file with the Commission.

In view of these cirecumstances, the Commission is of the opinion,

and so finds, that sald permit No. A-522 should be cancelled.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-522, heretofore

issued to D. K. Fuller and Kenneth Fuller, be, and the same is hereby,

eancelled,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COIORADO

' omelssioners.

Dated at Denver, Colorado,
this 9th day of December, 1933,
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(Decision No. 5426 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

'll‘ﬂ

95

J. W. ZINNEL, DOING BUSINESS A CASE NO““EEL ____________

nz" LINE TRANSFER.

(2579 Kansas Ave., Omaha,Nebr.)
December 9, 1233.

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF%

By the Commission:

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No..Az43l... .. under the provisions of
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, autborizing him to engage in the
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle.

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle,

9RDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on 1ts own moticen,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above
named respondent has failed or refused to file &n insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the
premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here-
by, ¢et down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .10200.. .o'clockAs M., on..December gl .

1933 , at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be
introduced,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

bommissionera.



Form No. 1.
(Decision No. 5427 )

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* % &

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 1296

s eeem&Z0
THROOP BROTHERS. g CASE NO
(753 Lincoln St., Denver)

December 9, 1933,

By the Commissionj

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No,..Az446 . . under the provisions of
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the
business of a private carrier by motor vehicls,

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle,

ORDER

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion,
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and
if so, whether his permit should therefors be suspended or revoked, and
whether any other order or ordsrs should be entered by the Commission in the
premises.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the seme is hsre-
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00...0'clockA. M., on.December 21,..

1933 s &t which time and place such evidence as is proper may be
introduced.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
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(Decision No. 5428 ) f

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COCLORADO

% %
o RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF)
) CASE NO..1894..._..
C. A. NEIS, ]
