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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
GEORGE B. WILLIAMS, DOING BUS!- ) 
NESS AS WILLIAMS-SIDNEY-DENVER ) 
TRANSFER. ) 

*** 
,_.! 

CASE NO. 957 

January 12, 1955 

By the CoiDffiission: 

An order was made on May 51, 1952, requiring the respondent, doing 

business as Williams-Sidney-Denver Transfer, to show cause why his certifi-
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cate of public convenience and necessity heretofore issued to him in Applica-

tion No. 1541 should not be suspended or revoked for failure to file monthly 

reports and pay highway compensation taxes for the months of December, 1951, 

and January to March, 1952, inclusive, and for failure to file an insurance 

policy as required by law and the rules and regulations of this Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The evi-

dence showed that the respondent failed to file reports and pay highway com-

pensation taxes for the months in question and also failed to file any insur-

ance. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have been 

and has tried to-show every proper consideration for those who have been 

operating under the statues which we are required to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurw. ce rates. We considered 

e recently lowering the amounts of_liability and property damage insurance which 

motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, we were met with 

the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums which are now being 

charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts of insurance 

which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the premiums would 

remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated that the statutes passedby 
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the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating under our 

jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to 

41t the economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certificate 

heretofore issued to George B. Williams should be merely suspended for a 

period of six months from the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highway compen-

sation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insurance as is re-

quired by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and file a 

written statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during 

said period of suspension, the said certificate shall automatically become 

effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, the said 

certificate will be revoked without further notice. 

OlL~E.R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public con-

venience and necessity heretofore issued to George B. Williams, doing busi-

ness as Williams-Sidney-Denver Transfer, be, and the same is hereby, sus-

pended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements herein-

before made are not complied with, the said certificate of public conven-

ience and necessity will be finally revoked and cancelled without further 

notice. 

Commissioners. 
Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 12th day of January, 1955. 
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(Decision No. 4786) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
v RE MOTOR VEHIClE OPERATIONS OF 

FRED PRICE. CASE NO. g41 

January 12, 1933 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on June 15, 1932, requiring the respondent, 

Fred Price to show cause why his motor vehicle private permit No. 236~, 

heretofore issued to him should not be suspended or revoked for failure 

to file monthly highway compensation tax reports for the period from 

May 16, 1931 to December 31, 1931, inclusive, and from January 1, 1932, to 

April 30, 1932, inclusive, and for failure to file an insurance policy or 

surety bond as required by law and the rUles and regulations of the 

Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was gi van due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The 

evidence showed that the respondent failed to file the reports for the 

months in question and that no ins~ance had been filed. 

The Commission tully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehic1e operators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that event hough the 

amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated 
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that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revooa-

tions have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

eoonomio situation, we have concluded, and find, that the motor vehicle 

private permit No. 236~, heretofore issued to Fred Price, should be merely 

suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all hignway oampen-

sation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insuranoe as is required 

by law and the rules and regulations of the Oormnission, and file a written 

statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period 

of suspension, the said permit shall automatically become effective again. 

If the above requirements are not complied with, the said permit will be 

revoked without further notice. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREJ!URE ORDERED, That the moto.r vehicle private permit No. 

236-A, heretofore issued to Fred Price, be, and the same is hereby, suspended 

for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS :FURrBER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not canpli,ed with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 12th day of ~anuary, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
LEWIS M. WOODMAN. ) 

Bz the Commission: 

**'* 
,I 

CASE NO. 942 

January 12, 1935. 

An order was made on June 15, 1932, requiring the respondent, 

Lewis M. Woodman, to show cause why his permit, No. 305-A, heretofore 

issued to him by the Commission should not be suspended or revoked for 

failure to file monthly reports and pay highway compensation taxes for 

the months of October, November and December, 1951, and Januar,y to April, 

1952, inclusive. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The evi-

dence showed that the respondent failed to file the reports and pay the 

highway compensation taxes for the months in question. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those Who have 

been operating under the statues which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all.in our power to secure low insurance rates. 

We considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property 

damage insurance Which motor vehicle operators would be required to c r.ry. 

However, we were met with the statement by the insurance companies t t 

the premiums which are now being charged are the minimum ones and tha 

even though the amounts of insurance whica the carriers are required o 

it is appreciated that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us 

to require all carriers operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revoca-

tions have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the motor vehicle 
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permit heretofore issued to Lewis M. Woodman should be merely suspended 

for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highway com-

pensation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insurance as is 

required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and file 

a written statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during 

said period of suspension, the said permit shall automatically become 

effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, the 

said permit will be revoked without further notice. 

QRDE~ 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That Permit No. 505-A, heretofore 

issued to Lewis M. Woodman, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a 

period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements herein-

before made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked 

and cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE TATE OF COLORADO 

C&.4~;)~ 
Commissioners. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 12th day o£ January, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 4788) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES OOMMISSION 
OF ~ STATE OF 'COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
.TAMES M. ROBERTSON. ) 

v' 
CASE NO. 943 

.Tanuary 13, 1933 

By the Commission: 

f'(Ak£ Mt> 

An order was made on .Tune 15, 1932, requiring the respondent, 

.Tames M. Robertson to show cause why his motor vehiCle private permit No. 

283-l, heretofore issued to him should not be suspended or revoked for 

failure to file monthly highway compensation tax reports for the months ot 

October, 1931 to April, 1932, inclusive, and for taUure to file an insurtnce 

policy or surety bond as required by law and the rules and regulations of the 

Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given dus notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The 

evidence showed that the respondent failed to file the reports for the 

months in question, and that no insurance had been filed. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to earry should be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated 
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that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revoca-

tiona have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the motor vehicle 

private permit No. 283-A, heretofore issued to James M. Robertson, should be 

merely suspended for a period of six months fran the data or this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highway compen-

sation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insurance as is required 

by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and file a written 

statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period 

or suspension, the said permit shall automatically become effective again. 

If the above requirements are not complied with, the said permit will be 

revoked without further notice. 

ORDER 

IT IS THmEFORE ORDERED, That the motor vehicle private permit No. 

283-A, heretofore issued to James M. Robertson, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period or six months from the date or this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED , That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMIS 
OF ATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colprado, 
this 13th day of January, 1933. 

-2-



& 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
H. W. BONDURANT. ) 

v 
CASE NO. 1050 

january 13, 1933. 

Ap:p3 arances: Mr. E• s. johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on October 3, 1932, requiring the respondent, 

H. w. Bondurant, to show cause why his private permit No. A-195 should not 

be revoked for failure to file highway compensation tax reports for the 

months of June, July and August, 1932, and for failure to file an insurance 

policy or surety bond as re~ired by law and the rules and regulations of 

the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although 

he was given notice of the time and place of said hearing. rhe evidence 

showed that no reports for the months in question had been filed and that 

no insurance had been filed. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have been 

operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We have considered 

recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage insurance 

which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, we were 

met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums which 

are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts 

of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the 

premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated that the 

statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating 

under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

1. 
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We would be warranted in revoking the said pri~ate permit. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to 

the economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that private permit 

No. A-195, heretofore issued to H. W. Bondurant, should be merely suspended 

for a period of six months from the date hereof. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file such insurance as 

is required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission and file 

all highway compensation tax reports due, and also file a written statement 

to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period of suspension, 

the said permit shall automatically become effective again. It the above 

requirements are not complied with, the said permit will be revoked without 

further notice. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-195, heretofore 

issued to H. W. Bondurant, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period 

of siK months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without f~.rther notice. 

THE PUBL C UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF S ~TE OF COLOF.ADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 13th day of ~anuary, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 4790) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORAOO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPEBATIONS OF ) 
G. T. SMITH. ) CASE NO. 944 

J"anuary 13, 1933 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on June 15, 1932, requiring the respondent, 

G. T. Smith to show cause why his motor vehicle private permit No. 271-A, 

heretofore issued to him Should not be suspended or revoked for failure 

to file monthly highway compensation tax reports for the period from 

May 15, 1931, to December 31, 1931, inclusive, and for the months of 

January to April, 1932, inalusive, and for :t'ailure to file an instU'ance 

policy or surety bond as required by law and the rules and regulations 

of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place or the said hearing. The 

evidence showed that the respondent faUed to file the reports for the 

months in question and that no insurance had been filed. 

The Commission tully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every lJt'Oper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are req_uired to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be req_uired to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance cor.:tpanies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the mb1.1mum. ones and that even though the 

amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated 
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that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to re~uire all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revoca-

tions have been made in ~~e past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the motor vehicle 

private permit No. 2?1~, heretofore issued to G. T. Smith, should be merely 

suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highway campen-

sation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, :rile such insurance as is re~uired 

by law and the rules and regulations of the Gomm.issi on, and file a written 

statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period 

of suspension, the said pennit shall automatically become effective again. 

If the above requirements are not complied with, the said permit will be 

revoked without fUrther notice. 

ORDER 

IT IS THERE:B"'ORE ORDERED, That the motor vehicba private pen:n.it No. 

271~, heretofore issued toG. T. Smith, be, and the same is hereby, suspended 

for a period of six months fran the date of this order. 

IT IS :mJRTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said per.mit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 13th day o f ;r anuary, 1933. 

C UTILITIES COMMISSION 
srATE OF CO:WRAOO 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
J"OBN A. DAVIS. ) 
- - - - - - - - ~ - - - - -

* * * 
CASE NO. 1051 

Ap~arances: Mr. E· s. J"ohnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for Public Utilities Commission. 

STATEMENT -----:-----
By the Commission: 

An order was made on October 3, 1932, requiring the respondent, 

J"ohn A. Davis, to show cause why his private permit No. A-212 should not 

be suspended or revoked for failure to file an insurance policy or surety 

bond as required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respQndent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The 

evidence showed that no effective insurance has been filed by respondent. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated 

that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar feats. However, due 

1. 
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to the economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the permit 

No. A-212, heretofore issued to John A. Davis, should be merely suspended 

for a period of six months from the date hereof. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file such insurance as 

is required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commiss~on, and 

file a written statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire 

during said period ot suspension, the said permit shall automatically 

become effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, 

the said permit will be revoked without further notice. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-212, heretofore 

issued to John A. Davis, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period 

of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 13th day of January, 1933. 
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(Decision No 4792) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * ' ' 
v 

CASE NO. 1052 

l .l' ~ ,_,. 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
FRED GREENWALD. 

January 14, 1933. 

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

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

<:...( 

' ! 

An order was made on October 3, 1932, requiring the respondent, 

Fred Greenwald, to show cause why his private permit No. A-270 should not 

be suspended or revoked for his failure to file highway compensation tax 

reports for the months of April, May and August, 1932, and for failure to 

file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the rules and 

regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The 

record discloses that subsequent to said hearing, respondent filed all 

reports due, but has failed to file the necessary insurance. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts of insUrance which the carriers are required to carry should be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated 

that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

l. 



We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due 

to the economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that permit 

No. A;.,2':'0, heretofore isaued to Fred Greenwald, should be merely suspended 

for a period of six months from the date hereof. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file such insurance as 

is required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and 

file a written statement to the effect that he has not operated tor hire 

during said period of suspension, the said permit shall automatically 

become effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, 

the said permit will be revoked without further notice. 

ORDER -----
IT IS TrlliREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-270, heretofore 

issued to Fred Greenwald, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period 

of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 14th day of ~anuary, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

~>;) 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
R. A. HAMMEL. ) 

*** 
CASE NO. 945 

January 14, 1955 

By the Commission: 

(Decision No. 4795) 

An order was made on June 17, 1952, requiring the respondent, 

R. A. Hammel, to show cause why his motor vehicle private permit No. 220-A 

should not be suspended or revoked for failure to file monthly reports and 

pay highway compensation taxes for the months of May to December, 1931, and 

January to May, 1952, inclusive, and for .failure to .file an insurance policy 

as required by law and the rules and regulations of this Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the ti:ne and place of the said hearing. The evi-

dence showed that the respondent failed to file the reports and pay the 

taxes for the months in question and that he has never filed any insurance. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business c.onditions have been 

and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have been 

operating under the statuteswhich we are required to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We considered 

recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage insurance 

which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, we were 

met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums which 

are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts 

of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the 

p:-emiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated that the statutes 

passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating under our 

jurisdiction to carry insurance. 
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We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revoca-

tions have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the permit hereto-

fore issued to R. A. Hammel should be merely suspended for a period of 

six months from the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highway com-

pensation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insurance as is 

required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and 

file a written statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire 

during said period of suspension, the said permit shall automatically 

become effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, 

the said permit will be revoked without further notice. 

IT IS THEREFORE OF~ERED, That motor vehicle private permit 

No. 220-A, heretofore issued to R. A. Hammel, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the waid requirements herein-

before made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally re-

voked and cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 14th day of January, 1955. 



(Decision No 4792) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

v 
CASE NO. 1052 

FRED GREENWALD. ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - -

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

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

/ 

An order was made on October 3, 1932, requiring the respondent, 

Fred Greenwald, to show cause why his private permit No. A-270 should not 

be suspended or revoked for his failure to file highway compensation tax 

reports for the months of April, May and August, 1932, and for failure to 

file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the rules and 

regulations of the Commission. 

A bearing was bad at which respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice or the time and place of the said hearing. Tbe 

record discloses that subsequent to said hearing, respondent filed all 

reports due, but has failed to file the necessary insurance. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for thoQe who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle opera tors would b·e required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts of insUrance which the carriers are required to carry should be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the same. or course, it is appreciated 

that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

1. 



We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. ROwever, due 

to the economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that permit 

No • .A.-2?0, heretofore issued to Fred Greenwald, should be merely suspended 

for a period of six months from the date hereof. 

It, in the meantime, the respondent will file such insurance as 

is required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and 

file a written statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire 

during said period of suspension, the said .permit shall automatically 

become effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, 

the said permit will be revoked without further notice. 

ORDER -----
IT IS TrmREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-270, heretofore 

issued to Fred Greenwald, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period 

ot six months trom the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

~: 
Commissioners. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 14th day of January, 1933. 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
R. A. F..AMMEL. ) 

*** 
CASE NO. 945 

January 14, 1955 

By the Commission: 

{Decision No. 

An order was made on June 17, 1952, requiring the respondent, 

R. A. Hammel, to show cause why his motor vehicle private permit No. 220-A 

should not be suspended or revoked for failure to file monthly reports and 

pay highway compensation taxes for the months of May to December, 1951, and 

January to May, 1952, inclusive, and for failure to file an insurance policy 

as required by law and the rules and regulations of this Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the ti;ne and place of the said hearing. The evi-

dence showed that the respondent failed to file the reports and pay the 

taxes for the months in question and that he has never filed any insurance. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have been 

and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have been 

operating under the statuteswhich we are required to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We considered 

recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage insurance 

which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, we were 

met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums which 
' 

are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts 

of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the 

:tremium.s would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated that the statutes 

passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating under our 

jurisdiction to carry insurance. 
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We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revoca-

tions have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the permit hereto-

fore issued to R. A. Hammel should be merely suspended for a period of 

six months from the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highway com-

pensation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insurance as is 

required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and 

file a written statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire 

during said period of suspension, the said permit shall automatically 

become effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, 

the said permit will be revoked without further notice. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, Tha. t motor vehicle private permit 

No. 220-A, heretofore issued to R. A. Hammel, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements herein-

before made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally re-

voked and cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 14th day of January, 1955. 

_<;)_ 
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(Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
r'' 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ~ 
C. J. SLATER. ) 

CASE NO. 1078 

January 14, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on December 12, 1932, requiring the respondent, 

c. J. Slater, to show cause why his certificate of public convenience and 

necessity,heretofore issued to him in Application:No. 1617, should not be 

suspended or revoked for failure to file monthly reports for the months of 

July to November, 1932, inclusive, and failure to pay highway compensation 

tax for the months of January, February, April, May and June, 1952; also for 

failure to file an insurance polic;v or surety bond as required by law and 

the rules and regulations of this Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The evi-

dence showed that the respondent failed to file the reports and pay the 

highway compensation taxes for the months in question, and that he has 

filed no insurance policy. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. How-

ever, we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the 

premiums which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even 

though the amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry 

should be lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is 

appreciated that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to 
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require all carriers operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due 

to the economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certi-

ficate of public convenience and necessity heretofore issued to the re-

spondent should be merely suspended for a period of six months from the 

date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highwey com-

pensation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insurance as is 

required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and file 

a written statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during 

said period of suspension, the said certificate shall automatically become 

effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, the 

said certificate will be revoked without further notice. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public con-

venience and necessity heretofore issued to C. J. Slater be, and the same 

is hereby, suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements herein-

before made are not complied with, the said certificate of public con-

venience and necessity will be finally revoked and cancelled without further 

notice. 
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 
Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 14th day of January, 1955. 

-2-
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 

(Decision No. 4796) 

tl RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
HOMER BLOWERS, DOING BUSINESS AS 
BLOWER'S TRANSFER COMPANY. 

PRIVATE PERMIT NO. 321-A 

1anuary 16, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

In reply to our letters asking for monthly highway compensation 

tax reports, Homer Blowers, holder of private motor vehicle permit No. 321-A, 

has written us under date of January 10, 1933, that he has discontinued his 

haul to Denver. Under these circumstances the permit should be revoked. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit 

No. 321-A, heretofore issued to Homer Blowers, be, and the same is hereby, 

revoked and cancelled. 

~, :s-w;g~ .. p ~ 
Commissioners • 

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

l i. 1,', 
~_ ...... 
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(Decision No. :~~~~t· 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
:m:ED DREW. 
- - - ~ - - -- - - ~ -- - - -

* * * 
CASE NO. 1053 

January 16, 1933. 

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

By the Commission: 

An order was made on October 3, 1932, requiring the respondent, 

Fred Drew, to show cause why his private permit No. A-316 should not be 

revoked for t~&ilure to tile highway compensation tax reports tor the period 

January 1, 1932, to August 31, 1932, and tor failure to file an insurance 

policy or surety bond as required by law and the rules and regulations of 

the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although 

he was given notice of the time and place of said hearing. ~e evidence 

showed that the insurance filed by respondent expired May 4, 1932, and had 

never been renewed. MOreover, no highway compensation tax reports for the 

months in question have been filed. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have been 

operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We have considered 

recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage insurance 

which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, we were 

met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums which 

are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts 

of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the 

premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated that the 

statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating 

1. 
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under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on simile'.' facts. However, due 

to the economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that private permit 

No. A~316, heretofore issued to Fred Drew, should be merely suspended for a 

period of six months from the date hereof. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file such insurance as 

is required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, file 

all highway compensation tax reports due, and also file a written statement 

to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period of suspension, 

the said permit shall automatically become effective again. If the above 

requirements are not complied with, the said permit will be revoked without 

further notice. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-316, heretofore 

issued to Fred Drew, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period or 

six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th day of january, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 4798) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) v 
C. P. ARNOLD, DOING BUSINESS ) CASE NO. 1079 
AS ARNOLD TRAl'lSFER COMPANY. ) 

January 14, 1933 

Bz the Commission: 

An order was made on December 12, 1952, requiring the respondent, 

C. P. Arnold, doing business as Arnold Transfer Company, to show cause why 

his certificate of public convenience and necessity heretofore issued to 

him in Application No. 1794 should not be suspended or revoked for failure 

to file monthly reports for the months of May to November, 1932, inclusive, 

and to pay highw~ compensation tax for the month of April, 1952, and for 

failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and 

the rules and regulations of this Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The evi-

dence showed that the re~pondent failed to file the reports and pay the tax 

for the months in question and that he has filed no insurance policy or surety 

bond. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carr7. How-

ever, we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the 

premiums which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even 

though the amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry 

should be lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is 

appreciated that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to 
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require all carriers operating under our jurisdiction to carry :insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to 

the economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the CE~rtificate 

of public convenience and necesflity heretofore issued to C. P. Arnold 

should be merely suspended for a period of six months from the date of 

this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highway com-

pensation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insurance as is 

required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and file 

a written statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during 

said period of suspension, the said certificate shall automatically become 

effective again. It the above requirements are not complied wit•h, the 

said certificate will be revoked. without further notice. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of publi.c con-:-

venience and necessity heretofore issued to C.P. Arnold, doing business 

as Arnold Transfer Company, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a 

period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements herein-

before made are not complied with, the said certificate of public con-

venience and necessity will be finally revoked and cancelled without 

further notice. 
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

TH STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 14th day of January, 1955. 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

(Decision No. 4799) 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
KIRK ALBRIGHT. 

v' 
CASE NO. 1057 

- - - - - - - ~ ~ - - - - - - -
January 16, 1933. 

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

By the Commission: 

An order was made on October 3, 1932, requiring the res:pondent, 

Kirk Albright, to show cause why his private permit No. A-274 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 CammisBion. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although 

he was given notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

showed that no insurance bad ever been filed by respondent. 

The Commission tully appreciates what business oondition.s have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who ha•e 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have ~ope all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 
_--~ 

have considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Ot course, it is appreciated 

that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revocations 

have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the economic 

1. 
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situation, we have concluded, and f'ind, that private permit No. A-274, 

heretofore issued to Kirk Albright, should be merely suspended f'or a period 

of six months f'rom the date hereof'. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will f'ile sueh insurance as 

is required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commissio,n, and 

tile a written statement to the ef'tect that he has not operated f'or hire 

during said period ot suspension, the said permit shall automatically become 

etf'ective again. It the above requirements are not complied with, the said 

permit will be revoked without further notice. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-274, heretofore 

issued to Kirk Albright, be, and the same is hereby, suspended fo:r a period 

of six months from the date of' this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revokE~d and 

cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO*IS~ON 

-OF~:J 
I 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th day of January, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 4800) -~~) f;;' ·_ . . ·. 
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BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VERICI.;E OPERATIONS OF ) 
J .A¥ES G, BUNTING. ) 

* * * * * * * * * * * * * * * * 

* * * 

CASE NO, 1015 

January 16, 1933. 

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

By the Commission: 

An order was made on September 19, 1932, requiring the J~espondent, 

James G. Buntiag, to show cause why the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1612 should not 

be revoked for his failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 

required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although 

he was given notice of the time and place of said hearing. The record 

shows that subsequent to the hearing respondent filed a surety bond, 

After careful consideration of' the record, the Commissic,n is at 

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

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That this case be, and the sazue is 

hereby, dismissed. 

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

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

-;m_OF. -WBADO 
~ .... J 
~&K£~ 
~:=Jfk. 

Commissioners. 



{Decision No. 4801) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
LEWIS :ERANX WELLS • ) CASE NO • 1038 

January 16, 1933 
- - - - ~ - - - -

Appearance: Lewis ll'rank Wells, Denver, Colorado, 
J21'0 .!!.· 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on September 28, 1932, requiring the respondent, 

Lewis Frank Wells to show cause why his motor vehicle private permit No. 35-A, 

heretofore issued to him should not be suspended or revoked for tai:J,ure to 

file monthly highway compensation~ reports for the month of Au~st, 1932, 

and tor failure to file an insurance po:J,icy or surety bond as required by 

law and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

At the hearing it developed that respondent filed his highway 

compensation tax reports, paid all taxes, and tiled the necessary insurance. 

After considaration of the record, the Commission is of the opinion, 

end so finds,- that this case should be dismissed • 

.Q.!iB,!!!,_ 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the abo1!6 anti tl&d ease be, and the 

same is hereby, disn.issed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this loth day ot January, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITUl3 COW.O:SSION 
OF '11m STATE OF COLORAOO 
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(Decision. No. 4802) 

BEFORE THE .PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF } 
ARTHUR F. WOODS. } 

V'/ 

CASE NO. 1024 

- - - - - - - - w - ~ - - -

January 16, 1933. 

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

STATEMENT ---------
By the Oommission: 

An order was made on September 20, 1932, requiring the respondent, 

Arthur F. Woods, to show cause why the certificate of public convt:mience end 

necessity heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1652 should not be 

suspended or revoked for his failure to file an insurance policy or surety 

bond as required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did nm ~ppear, although 

he was given notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

showed that no insurance policy had been filed by respondent. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rettes. We 

have considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the: premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry shou.ld be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated 

that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate. Many 

l l 
!. '!!········· ~ . ..,. 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the econom1 

1. 



situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity heretofore issued to Arthur F. Woods in Application 

No. 1552 should be suspended for a period of six months trom the ':late hereof. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file such insur:ance as ia 

required by the rules and regulations of the Commission, and file a written 

statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period 

of suspension, the said certificate of public convenience and nec•9SSi ty 

shall automatically become effective again. If the above requireraents are 

not complied with, the said certificate will be revoked without ~~ther notice. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Arthur F. Woods in ApplicatioJl No. 1552, 

be~ and the same is hereby, suspended for a period of six months from the 

date of this order. 

IT IS FURT.BER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said certificate of public convenience and 

necessity will be finally revoked and cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COlvNISSION 
OF STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th day of January, 1933. 
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{Decision No. 4903) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO:f.UISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
CHARLES W, HEWES. 

* * * 
CASE NO. 1025 

- - - - -- .. 
January 16, 1933. 
- - - - - - - - -

Appearances: Mr. E. s. Johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
tor Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on September 20, 1932, requiring the above 

nwned respondent to show cause why his certificate of public convenience 

and necessity should not be revoked tor his failure to file an insurance 

policy or surety bond as required by law and the rules and regulations 

of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although 

he was given notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

showed that prior to the date of said hearing, respondent bad filed the 

necessary insurance. 

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of 

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

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That this case be , and the same 1 s 

hereby, dismissed. 

.... 

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

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF (ifj_TE OF COLORADO 

4 ~IC'({JJJ & J 
? 

~·~ CoiiJlniss loners. 
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(Decision No. 4804} 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE Sl'ATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
BE :MOTOR VEHICLE OPl!RATIONS OF } 
CLAUD RICHARDSON. ) ~ NO. 1039 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on September 28, 1932, requiring the respondent, 

Claud Richardson to show cause why his motor whicle private permit No. 

4l....A., heretofore issued to him should not be suspended or revoked for failure 

to file monthly highway compensation tax reports for the months of JUne, JulYt 

August and Septamber, 1932; for failure to pay highway compensation tax for 

the months of April and May, 1932; and for failure to file an insurance 

policy or surety bond as required by law and the rules and regulations of the 

Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The 

evidenee showed that tha respondent failed to file the reports and pay high-

way compensation taxes for the months in question, and also failed to file 

any insurance. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to aClminister and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated 

-1-
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that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 

operating under our jurisdictio to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revoca-

tions have been made in the on sirnilat' facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have luded, and find, that the motor -vehicle 

private permit No. 41-A, hereto ore issued to Claud Richardson, should be 

merely suspended for a period o six months fr·an the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, he respondent will file all highway campen-

sation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insurance as is required 

by law and the rules and regul ions of the Commission, and file a written 

statement to the effect that he has hot opera.ted for hire during said period 

o:t suspension, the said permit shall automatically become effective again. 

If the above requirements are ot com:plie:d with, the said perm.it will be 

revoked without further notice 

ORDER -----

• :rr IS TBEREFORE OR D, That the motor vehicle private permit No. 

41-A, heretofore issuad to CJa d Richardson, be, and the sarne is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six onths from the date of this order. 

:rr IS FURTHER ORDE ;' , That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, th said permit will be final~ revoked and 

cancelled without further noti 

THE PUBLI 0 UTIL:rr IES em, 
STATE O:E' COLO 

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

-2-
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(Decision No. 4805) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* • * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
H. c. BOKEY. 

.; 
CASE NO. 1006 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Xanuary 16, 1933. 

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

Mr. H. c. Bukey, Denver, Colorado, 
pro~· 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on September 16, 1932, requiring respondent, 

H. c. Bukey, to show cause why his certificate of public convenience and 

necessity heretofore issued to him in Application No. 738 should not be 

suspended or revoked for his failure to pay highway compensation taxes 

tor the month of June, 1932, and tor his failure to file an insurance 

policy or surety bond as required by law and the rules and regulations ot 

the Commission. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had paid 

the taxes due for the month ot June, 1932, but had tailed to file the 

necessary insurance policy or surety bond. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

have considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property 

damage insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. 

However, we were met with the statanent by the insurance companies that the 

premiums which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even 

though the amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry 

should be lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is 

1. 
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appreciated that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require 

all carriers operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity heretofore issued to Henry c. Bukey in Application 

No. 738 should be suspended for a period of six months from the date hereof. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file such insurance as is 

required by the rules and regulations of the Commission, and file a written 

statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said Jeriod 

of suspension, the said certificate of public convenience shall automatically 

become effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, the 

said certificate will be revoked without further notice. 

0 R DE R -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to H. c. Bukey in Application No. 738, be, 

and the same is hereby, suspended for a period or six months from the date of 

this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said certificate ot public convenience and 

necessity will be finally revoked and cancelled without further notice. 

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

IC UTILITIES COMMISSICN 
STATE OF COLORADO 



BEFOBE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE BrATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
ALVIN L. MUSSER. CASE NO. 968 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

(Decision No. 4806) 

An order was made herein by the Commission on Decamber 19, 1932, 

granting a further st~ of the order herein until january 19, 1933. Since 

that time it has been stipulated by and between Nathan H. Creamer, Esq., 

attorney for said Musser, and Richard E. Conour, Esq., attorney for the 

Commission, that the order of the Commission herein ~ stayed for an 

additional ten days, so that in the meantime the said Musser may have an 

opportunity to secure a stay order of the District Court of the City and 

County of Denver wherein his application is pending. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That pursuant to the agreement of the 

interested parties, as above stated, the effective date of the order of the 

Commission made herein be, and the same is hereby, stayed for a period of 

ten days beyond the period of the stay already granted by the Commission 

in its order of December 19, 1932. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this l?th day of january, 1933. 



e. 
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(Decision No. 4807) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLCEADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
ART W. Q.UINLAN, DOING BUSINESS ) 
AS .ALL WESTERN TRANSPORTATION ) 
COMPANY. ) -- - - - - - - - ~ - - - -

* * * * 
v-·· 

CASE NO. 1007 

January 17, 1933. 

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

By the Commission: 

An order was made on September 16, 1932, requiring respondent, 

Art W • Quinlan, doing business as All Western Transportation Company, to shar 

cause why the certificate of public convenience and necessity, heretofore 

issued to him in Application No. 905, should not be suspended or revoked 

for his failure to file a report for the month of August, 1932, and pay 

highway compensation taxes for the months of 1une and July, 1932, and also 

for his failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law 

and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although he 

was given notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence showed 

that respondent had paid the highway compensation taxes due for the months of 

1une and July, 1932, but had failed to file a report for the month of August 

and had also failed to file the necessary insurance policy or surety bond. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have been 

operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We have considered 

recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage insurance 

which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, we were 

met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums which are 

-1-
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now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts ot 

insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the 

premiums would remain the same. Ot course, it is appreciated that the statutes 

passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating under 

our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity heretofore issued to Art w. Quinlan, doing business 

as All Western Transportation Company, in Application No. 905, should be 

suspended tor a period of six months from the date hereof. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file the report due, 

file such insurance as is required by the rules and regulations of the 

Commission, and file a written statement to the effect that he has not operated 

for hire during said period of suspension, the said certificate of public 

convenience and necessity shall automatically become effective again. If 

the above requirements are not complied with, the said certificate will 

be revoked without further notice. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 
in Application No. 905 

and necessity, heretofore issued(to Art w. Quinlan, doing business as All 

Western Transportation Company, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for 

a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said certificate will be finally revoked 

and cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBL C UTn.ITIES COMI:ISSION 
OF I STA. OF COLORADO 

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



-- ·,_- .. 

(Decision No:-;~faoa) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
v' 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
ED BALDWIN. ) 

CASE NO. 1045 

January 17, 1955 

B:v.the Commission: 

An order was made on September 28, 1952, requiring the respondent, 

Ed Baldwin, to show cause why his motor vehicle private permit, No. 54-A, 

should not be suspended or revoked for failure to file monthly highway com-

pensation tax reports for the months of July and August, 1951, a.no i'or 

failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and 

the rules and regulations of this Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The evi-

dence showed that the respondent had filed the reports in question but had 

never filed any insurance policy or surety bond. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

.41t which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated 

that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 



.. ' ' .. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Man revoca-

tions have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the motor vehicle 

private permit heretofore issued to Ed Baldwin should be merely suspended 

for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highway com-

pensation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insurance as is 

required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and file 

a written statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during 

said period of suspension, the said permit shall automaticallybecome 

effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, the 

said permit will be revoked without further notice. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That motor vehicle pri.vate permit No. 

54-A, heretofore issued to Ed Baldwin, be, and the same is hereby, sus-

pended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements herein-

before made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked 

and cancelled without fUrther notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
0 STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 17th day of January, 1955. 
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{Decision No. 4809) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC 'UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE srATE OF COLORAOO 

* * * 

'·' RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
EARL ANTHONY • CASE NO. 1040 

J'anuary 17, 1933 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

An order was made by the Commission on September 28, 1932, 

re~uired the above named respondent to show cause why his private 

motor vehicle permit No. 42-A, heretofore issued to him should not be 

revoked for failure to file monthly highway compensation tax reports 

and to pay such taxes, and for failure to file an insurance policy or 

surety bond as req_uired by law and the rules and regulations of the 

Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, 

although he was given due notice of the time and place of the said 

hearing. At the hearing the evidence showed that the respondent failed 

to file monthly highway compensation taJt reports for the months of 

November and Decamber, 1931, J'anuary to August, 1932, inclusive, and that 

the taxes for the month of October, 1931, have not been paid, and also no 

insurance had been filed. 

After consideration of the record, the Commission is of the 

I, 

opinion, and so finds, that the said private motor vehicle permit No. 42-A, 

heretofore issued to Earl Anthony should be revoked. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the motor vehicle private permit 

No. 42~, heretofore issued to Earl Anthony, be, and the same is hereby, 

revoked and cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 17th day of J'anuary, 1933. 



(Dec.ision No. 4810) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VE.."t!ICLE OPERATIONS OF 
c. c. McAFEE. 

* * * 

CASE NO • 1041 

January 17, 1933 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

An order was made by the Commission on Sept:ember 28, 1932, 

requiring the above named respondent to show cause why his motor vehicle 

private permit No. 61-A, heretofore issued to him should not be suspended 

or revoked for failure to file monthly highway compensation tax reports 

for the months of May, June, July and Au~st, 1932, 

At the hearing the evidence showed that the respondent filed all 

his highway campensation·tax reports, and paid all taxes. 

. I 
( ~-

t uA . 
... ,i ' t ~-

After consideration or the record, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that this case should be dismissed. 

ORDER ----- • 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above anti tled case be, and the 

same is hereby, disnissed. 

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

C UfiLITIES COMMISSION 
TATE OF COWRADO 



• 

{Decision No. 4811) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
SAN ISABEL TRANSPORTATION COMPANY. ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

January 17, 1933. 

CASE NO. 1008 

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

By the Commission: 

An order was made on September 16, 1932, requiring respondent, 

San Isabel Transportation Company, to show cause why tts certificate of 

public convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to it in Application 

No. 1358, should not be suspended or revoked for failure to file highway 

compensation tax reports for the months of July ~August, 1932, and for 

failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and tbe 

rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although 

served with due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

showed that the delinquent monthly reports due from respondent company have 

been filed, and it further appears that said respondent conducts what is known 

as a seasonal operation and is permitted by its certificate to discontinue 

business except during the sightseeing summer period. It is, therefore, 

only necessary that respondent have insurance on file during that season of 

the year in which operations are conducted • 

After a careful consideration of all the record, the Commission is 

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

the understanding, however, that proper insurance will be filed by respondent 

before again commencing operations under its certificate. 

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

-1-
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is hereby, dismissed. 

TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF 'I ~ OF COLORADO 

iJ~ 
~~ 

Commissioners. 

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



(Decision No~ ~1~) L~ 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION ~ 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO ,. "' ,r;: ~,:,j 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
W. W. BANTA AND JOHN SAMPSON. 

By the Commission: 

) 
) 

*** 
v 

CASE NO. 1044 

January 17, 1955 

f1 /1 trff JJ o 

An order was made on September 28, 1952, requiring the respondents, 

W. W. Banta and John Sampson, to show cause why their motor vehicle private 

permit No. 56-A heretofore issued to them by the Commission should not be 

suspended or revoked for failure to file highway compensation tax reports 

for the months of April, May, June and July, 1952, and for failure to file 

an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the rules and 

regulations of this Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondents did not appear, although 

they were given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The 

evidence showed that the respondents failed to file the reports for the 

months in question and that they have .filed no insurance policy or surety 

bond. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated 

that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to ret}uire all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 



'• ... 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revoca-

tions have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and £ind, that the motor vehicle 

permit hereto£ore issued to W. W. Banta and John Sampson should be merely 

suspended for a period of six months £rom the date of this order. 

I£, in the meantime, the respondents will £ile all highway 

compensation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insurance or 

surety bond as is required by law and the rules and regulations o£ the 

Commission, and file a written statement to the ef£ect that they have not 

operated £or hire during said period of suspension, the said permit shall 

automatically become e£fective again. I£ the above requirements are not 

complied with, the said permit will be revoked without further notice. 

ORDER 

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

56-A hereto£ore issued to W. W. Banta and John Sampson be, and the same is 

hereby, suspended £or a period o£ six months £rom the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That i£ the said requirements herein-

before made are not complied with, the said permit will be £inally revoked 

and cancelled without further notice. 

LIC UTILITIES COW~ISSION 
T STATE OF COLO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 17th day of January, 19~5. 

-2-



(Decision No. 4813) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COANISSION 
OF TBE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE :MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
C. R. BENDER. 
- - - - - - - - - - - --

* * * 
CASE NO. 1009 

January 17, 1933. 

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

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on September 16, 1932, requiring respondent, 

c. R. Bender, to show cause why the certificate ot public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1017, should not be 

suspended or revoked for his failure to file highway compensation tax report 

for the month of August, 1932, pay highway compensation taxes due tor the 

month of June, 1932, and for his failure 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 had filed 

his report for the month in question, paid highway compensation taxes due 

for the month of June, 1932, and had filed the necessary insurance. 

After careful consideration ot the record, the Commission is ot 

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

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That this case be, and the same is hereby, 

dismissed. 

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



•· - ,. .. 

(Dec is ion No. 4814 ) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MO'roR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
WALTER ADAMS. ) 

- - - - - - - - -- - - - ~ 

* * * 
.f· 

CASE NO. 1010 

~ - .. 
January 17, 1933. 

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

By the Commission: 

An order was made on September 16, 1932, requiring respondent, 

Walter Adams, to show cause why the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1265, should not be 

suspended or revoked for his failure to file monthly highway compensation 

tax reports for the month of August, pay highway compensation taxes for the 

month of July, 1932, and for his failure to file an insurance policy or 

,' ·.~··.·"' ,. 
: ' ~ 

> \.)J'/ 
( 

surety bond as required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commismon. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although 

he was given notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

disclosed that respondent had filed his report for the month of August, 1932, 

and had paid his delinquent highway compensation taxes, but had failed to 

file the necessary insurance. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business condi tiona have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

b6en operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

~ave considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property 

damage insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. 

However, we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the 

premiums which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even 

though the amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry 

should be lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is 

-1-



appreciated that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require 

all carriers operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity heretofore issued to Walter Adams in Application 

No. 1265 should merely be suspended for a period of six months from the date 

hereof. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file such insurance as is 

required by the rules and regulations of the Commission, and file a written 

statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period 

of suspension, the said certificate of public convenience and necessity shall 

automatically become effective again. If the above requirements are not 

complied with, the said certificate will be revoked without further notice. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Walter Adams in Application No. 1265, be, 

and the same is hereby, suspended for a period of six months from the date 

of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said certificate will be finally revoked 

and cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLI UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF STATE OF COLORADO 

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



(Decision No. 4815) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
BEN F. AND JESSE A. SCOTT, DOING 
BUSINESS AS SCOTT BROTHERS. 

CASE NO. lOll 

january 1?, 1933. 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utiliti8s Commission; 

Mr. jesse A• Scott, Fort Collins, Colorado, 
for respondents. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on September 16, 1932, requiring the above n~ed 

respondents to show cause why their certificate of public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued to them in Application No. 1450, should not be 

suspended or revoked for their failure to pay highway compensation taxes 

for the month of July, 1932, and for failure to file an insurance policy 

or surety bond as required by law and the rules and regulations of the 

Commission. 

A hearing was duly had, at which it was disclosed that respondents 

had paid the highway compensation taxes for the month in question, but had 

failed to file the necessary 'insurance. HowAver, subsequent to the hearing 

respondents filed a satisfactory surety bond. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

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

0 R DE R 

IT IS TECREFORE ORDERED, That this case be, and the same is hereby, 

dismissed. 

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

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF : STATE O:B' COLORADO 



'l
{ 
. 

1'1> .. 

(Decision No. 4816) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE O~RATIONS OF ) 
FRED MA.TZ. ) 

* * * 

CASE NO. 1012 

January 17, 1933. 

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

By the Commission: 

An order was made on September 16, 1932, requiring respondent, 

Fred Matz, to show cause why his certificate of public convenience and 

necessity should not be revoked for his failure to pay highway compensation 

taxes for the month of July, 1932, and for his failure to file an insurance 

policy or surety bond as required by law and the rules and regulations of 

the Commission, 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

disclosed that respondent had paid his highway compensation taxes for the month 

in question, but had failed to file the necessary insurance. 

~he Commission fully appreciates what business conditions hare 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry, However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, 

the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated that the 

statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating 
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under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certificate of 

public convenience and necessity heretofore issued to Fred Matz in Application 

No. 1085 should be merely suspended for a period of six months from this date. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file such insurance as 

is required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and 

tile a written statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire 

during said period of suspension, the said certificate of public convenience 

and necessity shall automatically become effective again. If the above 

requiremAnts are not complied with, the said certificate will be revoked 

without further notice. 

ORDER -----
IT IS ~REFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Fred Matz in Application No. 1085, be, 

and the same is hereby, suspended for a period of six months from the 

date hereof. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said certificate of public convenience 

and necessity will be finally revoked and cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

1Jlli]L~J 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, ~-;3)~, 
this 17th day of January, 1933. Connniss ioners. 



-----------------------

(Decision No. 4817) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COI.JJRADO 

* 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
JOHN W. MACK. 

* 
) 
) 

* 
v' 

CASE NO. 1042 

January 17, 1933 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on September 28, 1932, requiring the respondent, 

John w. Mack to show eause why his motor vehicle private parmi t No. 84-A, 

·heretofore issued to him should not be suspended or revoked :for :failure 

to pay highway compensation tax :for the months of May, June and J'"uly, 1932, 

and :for :failure to :file an i~surance policy or surety bond as required by 

law and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was gi van due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The 

evidence showed that the respondent paid all highway compensation taxes due, 

but has :failed to :file any insurance. Moreover, no report has been received 

:for the month of September, 1932. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration :for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated 
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that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in .revoking the said permit. Many revoca-

tions have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the motor vehicle 

private permit No. 84-A, heretofore tssued to John w. Mack, should be merely 

suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highway compen-

sation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insurance as is required 

by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and file a written 

statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period 

of suspension, the said permit shall automatically become eff'ective again. 

If the above requirements are not complied with, the said permit will be 

revoked without further notice. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THERE:EORE ORDERED, That the motor vehicle private permit No. 

84~, heretofore issued to John w. Mack, be, and the sruae is hereby, suspended 

for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

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

-2-
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(Decision No. 4818) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
WESLEY J. HERTER. ) 

v' 
CASE NO. 1045 

January 17, 1953 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on October 5, 1952, requiring the respondent, 

Wesley J. Herter, to show cause why motor vehicle private permit No. 98-A, 

heretofore issued to him by the Commission, should not be suspened or 

revoked for failure to file monthly highway compensation tax reports for 

the months of May, June, July and August, 1952, and for failure to file 

an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the rules and 

regulations of this Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The evi-

dence showed that the respondent failed to file the monthly highway compen-

sation tax reports for the months in question. However, the evidence fur

ther showed that the respondent did file the required insurance. / 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurm ce rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. How-

ever, we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the 

premiums which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even 

though the amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry 

should be lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is 

appreciated that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to re-

quire all carriers operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

,,·' 



• .. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revoca-

tiona have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the motor vehicle 

permit heretofore issued to Wesley J. Herter should be merely suspended 

for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highway compen-

sation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, and file a written statement 

to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period of sus-

pension, the said permit shall automatically become effective again. If 

the aboverequirements are not complied with, the said permit will be revoked 

without further notice. 

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

98-A, heretofore issued to Wesley J. Herter, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six months 'from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements herein-

before made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked 

and cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 17th day of January, 1955. 

-2-
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(Decision No. 4819) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
H. E. BUTLER AND SON. 

By the Commission: 

*** 
v'"" 

CASE NO. 1046 

January 18, 1955 

An order was made on October 5, 1952, requiring the respondents, 

H. E. Butler and Son, to show cause why their motor vehicle private permit 

No. 100-A heretofore issued to them by the Commission should not be sus-

pended or revoked for failure to file monthly reports for the months of 

October, 1951 to July, 1952, inclusive, and for failure to file an insur-

ance policy or surety bond as required by law and the rules and regulations 

of this Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondents did not appear, although 

they were given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The 

evidence showed that the respondents failed to file the monthly highway com-

pensation tax reports for the months in question and that they have no effec-

tive insurance policy on file. 

The Commiss:ion fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. How-

ever, we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that .the 

premiums which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even 

though the amounts of insurance which the car.r:iers are required to carry 

should be lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is 

appreciated that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to r~quire 

all carriers operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

\ 
\ 
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We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revoca-

tions have been male in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the motor vehicle 

private permit heretofore issued to H. E. Butler and son should be merely 

suspended for a ·period of six months from the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondents will file all highway com-

pensation tax reports due, pay al~ such taxes, file such insurance as is 

required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and file 

a written statement to the effect that they have not operated for hire 

during said period of suspension, the said permit shall automatically 

become effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, 

the said permit will be revoked without further notice. 

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

100-A heretofore issued to H. E. Butler and son, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled witliout further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 18th day of January, 1955. 

-2-

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMliiSSION 
OF HE STATE OF COLORADO 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF T.HE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
E. M. WOODWARD, DOING BUSINESS ) 
AS WOODWARD TRUCK LINE. ) 

* * * 

CASE NO. 988 

January 18, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made by the Commission on September 15, 1932, 

requiring the above named respondent to show cause why his certificate 

of public convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to him in Applies-

tion No. 1260, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to 

tile monthly highway compensation tax reports for the months of May, June 

and July, 1932, and for his failure to pay highway compensation tax for the 

month of April, 1932. 

At the hearing it developed that respondent had filed all his 

highway compensation tax reports and had paid all taxes. 

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of 

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

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the a bore ~nti tled ease be, and 

the same is hereby, dismissed. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSJ: ON 
OF S TE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 18th day of January, 1933. 



BE:FDRE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COI\f.USSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
CARL 0. HP~T. ) 

* * * 

CASE NO. 98? 

February 3, 1933. 

(Decision No. 4821} 

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

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on September 16, 1932, re~uiring the respondent, 

Carl 0. Hart, to· show cause why the certificate of public convenience and necessity 

heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1596 should not be suspended or 

revoked for his failure to file monthly reports for the months of May, June and 

July, 1932, and pay highway compensation taxes for the months of March and April, 

1932, and also for his failure to file the necessary insurance policy or surety 

bond as re~uired by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although he 

was given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

disclosed. that respondent had filed the delinquent monthly reports in ~uestion 

and paid highway compensation taxes for the months of March and April, 1932, 

but has failed to file the necessary insurance. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have been 

and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have been oper-

ating under the statutes which we are required to administer and enforce. We 

have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We considered recently 

lowering the amounts of liability and property damage insurance wnich motor 

vehicle operators would be re~uired to carry. However,vs were met with the 

statement by the insurance companies that the premiums which are now being 

charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts of insurance 

which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the premiums 

-1-



would remain the same. Of course, it is a preciated that the statutes 

passed by the Legislature compel us to ire all carriers operating under 

our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate. Ma~y 

revocations have been made in the past on imilar facts. HOwever, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity heretofore issue to Carl o. Hart in Application 

No. 1596 should be merely suspended for a eriod of six months from this date. 

If, in the meantime, the responde t will file such insurance as 

is required by law and the Rules and Regul tiona of the Commission, and 

file a written statement to the effect tha he has not operated for hire 

and necessity shall automatically become e fective again. If the above 

requirements are not complied with, d certificate will be revoked 

without further notice, 

IT IS TI~REFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, h~retofore issued to Carlo. Hart in Application No. 15g6, be, 

and the same is hereby, suspended for a per"od of six months from the 

date hereof. 

IT IS :FURTHER ORD"'\RED, said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said certif cate of public convenience and 

necessity will be finally revoked and cance led without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of February, 1933. 

PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~ISSION 
OF T ,~, S ATE OF COLORADO 



f: ., 
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(Decision No. ~2) I!J 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION A:·····;:-"' 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
JOHN BRINIGUN. ) 

*** 
CASE NO. 1047 

January 18, 1955 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on October 5, 1952, requiring the respondent, 

John Brinkman, to show cause why his motor vehicle private permit No. 109-A, 

heretofore issued to him by this Commission, should not be suspended or re-

voked for failure to file monthly reports for the months of June, July and 

August, 1932, and to pay highway compensation tax for the month of May, 1952. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The evi-

dence showed that the respondent has failed to file the reports and pay the 

tax for the months in question. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and pr~perty damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated 

that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revoca-

tions have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the motor vehicle 

private permit heretofore issued to John Brinkman should be merely sus-



• 

.. 

pended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highway com-

pensation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, have on file an effective 

insurance policy, and file a v~itten statement to the effect that he has 

not operated for hire during said period of suspension, the said permit 

shall automatically become effective again. If the above requirements 

are not complied with, the said permit will be revoked without further 

notice. 

IT IS THEP..EFORE ORDERED, That motor vehicle private permit No. 

109-A, heretofore issued to John Brinkman,be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 
;~';.'. . 

' ·.!it~ 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if \he said requirements herein-

before made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked 

and cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES cowgiSSION 
OE E STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 18th day of January, 1955. 

-2-



Form No. 2. 
(Decision No. 4823 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 

~--~~~--~·-·-·-····-·-·······-····-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· ) 
CASE NO •. J._Q~_'?_.-·-·-····· 

1anuary 18, 1933. 

STATEMENT 

) 

The records of the Co~b~iion disclose that the above named resp9ndent 
was heretofore issued a permit/unaer 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 fudjher 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 

August, September, October, November and December, 1932. 

1nle records of the Commission also disclose that 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 Rule 10 of the ~ules 
and Regulations ot the Commission governing private carriers for hire by 
motor vehicle. • 

0 R DE R 

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 car-riers 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, V{hy it sl1ould not enter <m order f;uspending 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 li'URTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set dovm for hearing before the Commission in its Hea.ring Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at .J.Q .. _o 'clock .. A-.! .. M., on .. -....... l~P.r.M~U'Y._.2.,._.l~~~---··········-·-·-• 
at which time and place such evide.nce as is proper, may be int.roduced. 

I 

Commissioners. 



I Form No. 2. 
(Decision No. 4824 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 

LEE HILL. ) 
··-·-·-·-·-··· .. ··-·······-·-····-·-····-····-·-·-·-·-····-····-·-····· 

* * * 

CASE NO ..... .:J..QJ2.fJ. _______ _ 

STATEMENT 

) 

The records of the Cof~~!iion disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofor·e issued a pormi t/und.er 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Monthly Reports Not Received 

July, August, September, October, November and December, 1932. 

The records of the Commission also disclose that respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
ot Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers for hire by 
motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R -- ...... -
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 tailed 
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
tofore issued to said respondent on acccunt 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 ..... lO.o'clock ~-~ ..... M., on.·----~~.!?.~~~1--.~-~ .... ;~~~-·-·············-·--• 
at which time anj place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

~BLIC UTILITIES CO~ 
COLO 

Commissioners. 



j Form No. 2. 
·(Decision No. 4885 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 

L. E. KAYS. )' ·····-·-·-·-·-····-·-·-·-····-·············-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-····-·-····· 

* * * 

CASE NO •.. -.... !00_9. ___ ··-· 

STATEMENT ---------

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permitf~h~r the provisions of Chapter 1.20, 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wits 

Monthly reports not received 

August, September, October, November and DeceBilier, 1932. 

The records of the Commission also disclose that respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 15 of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10 of the Rules and 
Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor ~hicle. 

0 R DE R -- .... - ..... 

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 Cc~nission governing private carriers by motor vehicler and has failed 
to file an insurance policy or suxety 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 hj~_1_his 
date, why it should not enter an order wspending or revoking the permftihere
tofore issued to said respondent on acccunt 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 dovm for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, a·t; .~O .... o 'clock .A ... M., on ..... _.Fe.brllal.7-a,._.lg33 ...... _ .......... --·~-t 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Commissioners. 



Form No. 2. 
(Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 1090 

CASE NO •·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 
_!2~.~-~~~-~---····-·-····-·-·-·-····-·-·······-·······-·· ) 

_!~~X].~ ].9~3.: __ 

STATEMENT ---------

4825 ) 
/ 

The records of the Q,~_;pssion disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofo1·e issued a permi-t' ;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 
bas failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Monthly reports not received 

August, Septamber, October, November and December, 1932. 

Highway Compensation Tax un;paid 

Month Year Tax :Penalty Total 

July 1932 .24 

The records of the Commission also disclose that respondent has failed 
to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required b,y Section 16 of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10 of the Rules and 
Regula tiona of the Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor vehicl&. 

0 R DE R -- .... --
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 ha8 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 Comminsion governing private carriers by motor vehicle, and has failed 
to file an insurance policy or surety bond aa 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 fr~_ihis 
date, why it should not enter an order ::,uspending or revoking the permifjhere
tofore: i.saued to said 1~0s-pondent 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 bearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. ~O .... o 'clock .A .... M., on .. _. ___ .Fa~_.a.,. ... l-933-.. ··-···--·~·--• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

C UTILITIES COMMISSION 
_ _.YJr.Jif-Wii;t"*fr~-j#f COLORADO 



;·Form Ho. 2. 
-------------

(Decision No. 4827 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMbHSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ~ 

.TOBN E. THOMPSON. ) 
1094 CASE NO .............. __ .......... . 

··-····-·-·-·-·-·-·-····-···-................................................. .. 
.Tanuary 20, 1933. 

STATEMENT 

) 

The records of the Corml!~~~i_on disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permit/u~er 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 r'lonthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

1932 

MOnthly Reports Not Received 

August, September, October, November and December, 1932. 

Highway Compensation Tax Unpais 

Month Tax Penalty 

July .21 

Total v' 

.21 

The records of the Commission also disclose that respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 ot 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10 ot the Rules and 
RegulAtions of the Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

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 az above sot forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Ccmmicsiou 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 w~~itten statemen·t filed with the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order fuspending or revoking the permit here
tofore issued to said respondent on acc0unt of the aforementioned delinquencies1 

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

IT IS li'UHTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set down for h;:~aring before the Corf,mission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at 2.tQ.Q.o 'clock .. f.., .. M., on ........... l.~.QP.Y..~.rY. .... ?..,. ... .l?.~§ .................... _, 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Commissioners. 



Form No. 2. 
(Decision No. 4828 

. 
< BEFORE THill PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
CLIFF BURNHAM AND 0. L. DE.ARDO!m CASE NO •..... ;.~.~-~----·--·· 
1?.9.~Q: __ ~v~~-~--~.J~!PY~~~---ffi9.P.11~ 
COMPANY. 

January 20, 1933. ------------
STATEMENT ----------

4lt ~~ the Commission: 

JJ/~ :l 

) 

Tho records of the Co~i~~ion disclose that the above named respondents 
~heretofore issued a permit/unaer the provisions of Chapter 120, Session 
Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing~.m to engage in the business of a private 
carrier by motor vehicle. 

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

MOnthly Reports Not Received 

August, September, October, November and December, 1932. 

The records of the Commission also disclose that responden"19 he ve 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10 of the Rules and 
Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 

an investigation e.nd hearing be entered into to determine if the above named 
respondeniS hav.e failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation 
taxes a8 above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. and hare failed to 
file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondeniB show cause, if anythey 
have, by written sta-tement filed with the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order ~:uspending or revoking the permit here
tofore issued to said responden"W on account of the aforementioned delinquencies, 
and v1hy it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and 

4lt 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, DenYer, Colorado, at 2!.9.9..o 'clock .. ?..~ .. M. , on .. ~.--.--¥.~P.~~.!.Y._.?._,____±~~~---··········----·• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Commissioners. 



J Form No. 2. 
(Decision No. 4829 

·. 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES C01WISSION 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 

H. D. FILSON. ) 
··-.. ·--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-··········-·-·-····-·-·-·······-·-·-····· 

* * * 

1096 
CASE NO·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--·· 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commi~~!~~l 

) 

i'· 

The records of the Com!~i~ion disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued 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. 

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: 

1932 

Monthly Reports Not Received. 

September, October, November and December, 1932. 

Month 
May 
June 

Highway Compensation Tax Unpaid 

Tax 
$9:9e 
. 9.64 

$19.62 

Penalty 
.90 
.72 

'1.6"2 

Total 
$10.88 

10.36 
$21.24 . 

The records of' the Commission also ~isclose that respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy o'r surety bond as required by Section 16 of' 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of' Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10 of' the Rules and 
Regulations of' the Commission governing private carriers tor hire by motor 
vehicle. 

0 R DE R - ... ---
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 f'ai~d 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 8uspending or revoking the permit here
tofore issued to said respondent on acccunt of the aforementioned delinquencies. 
and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and 

4lt proper in the premises. ' 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
se·t down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Offioe 
Building 1 Denver, Colorado, at ?..tQ9.o 1 clock ~.~ .... M., on.·-····-····--·}f.~.~!.E-~!.1._ .. ?..1 .... ~~~~--·~·-·---• 
at which time and place such evidence as is. proper may be introduced. 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
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GEORGE ZOBEL, ) 
··~····-·~·-·~·-·-·--···········-·-·-·-·-·-····-·-·-····-·-·-·-·--

* * * 

STATEMENT 

) 

(· . . , ·, 
t /~;:!. 

The records of the Cojw~s~ion disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permit(ut~e~ 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Monthly Reports Not Received. 

September, October, November and December, 1932. 

The records of the Commission also disclose that respondent has 
tailed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10 of the Rules and 
Regu1at1ons of the Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor 
vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

rr IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
an investigation and heat·ing be entered into to determine if the above named 
respondGnt 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 FURTHB.::R ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written statement filed •.vi th tho Commission within ten days from this 
date, vrhy it should not enter an order ruspending or revoking the permit here
tofore issued to said respondent on account of the aforementioned delinquencies, 
and why it should not enter such other crder or orders as may be meet and 

4lt 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 ~_;_QQ.o 'clock .P •.. M., on ........ -... .Fahr.uar.y. .. 2.,.-~~33-....... -·----• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSIO 
OF E OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 



(Decision No. 4B3l 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

.. ~.~--~~~--~9.~.~-·-··-·-·-·-·-·-·-····-·-·-·-·-····-·· ~ CASE NO. _______ _;Q~~----·· 
_ .:[au_uw:-z. ~0... l_9~ _ _ _ 

STATEMENT ---------
By_the Commission: 

Ths records of the,Q£~fission disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permt17under the provisions o! 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-witt 

Monthly reports not reae1Ted 

September, October, November and December, 1932. 

The records of the Commission also disclose that respondent has failed to 
file an insurance policy or surety bond as requDred by Section 16 of Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10 of the Rules and Regulations of the 
Commission governing priTate carriers for hire by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

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 Comminsion governing private carriers by motor vehicle, and has· failed 
to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required b,y law. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days fr9~;.!Jtis 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit;nere
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, Co lorado, . at .. l.9. .... o 'clock .J. .... M. , on.·-·-·-···.F.e.llr.u.ar.y._.2, .... ~33~····-····"·-·--• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Commissioners. 

'C·' 
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STATEMENT ----------
By the Commission; 
~---- ------

) 

The records of the Q~mmission disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issv.ed a permi"tfo"Uier 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Year 
1932 

It 

lt 

Monthly reports not received 

September, November and December, 1932. 

Highway Compensation tax unpaid 
Month Tax Penalty 
June 1"0. 99 :jp • 07 
July 3.01 .18 
August 2. 05 • 09 
October 4. 78 .07 

Total 
$ 1.06 

3.19 
2.14 
4.85 

$11.24 
The records of the Conmission also disclose that 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 Rule 10 of the Rules and Regulations of the 
Commission goverming private carriers for hire by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Com~ission, 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 tailed 
to file an insuranne policy or surety bond as required by law. 

IT IS :B'URTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days fr~an~jis 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit7nere
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 FURT~q ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set down for hee,ring before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at .~O ..... o • clock .A... .. M., on .. -...... Fe:bruary: ... a,. ... l.933. ... -·-·······-·-·~·-• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
0 OLORADO 

Commissioners. 
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_ {.a11.u~ ?._Oa... 1_9~3~ __ 

STATEMENT 

• By the Commission: 

The records of the2Qg~ission disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permJ.'tf'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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-witt 

Monthly reports not received 

January, June, July, November and December, 1932 

HighWaJ Compensation tax unpaid 
Year 
1932 

tt 

" 

Month 
August 
September 
October 

Tax Penalty Total 
$ -:Go ~ .o3 $ .63 

3.83 .11 3.94 
3.90 .06 3.96 

$ 8.53 

The records of the Commission also disclose that 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 Rule 10 of the Rules and Regulations of the 
Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 
.... ----

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its O\vn 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 xe~uired by law. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, i.f 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~1\EJ.e
tofore issued to said respondent on acccunt of the aforementioned delinquencies. 
and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and e proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set do'sn for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at .2.~00o'clock l ..... M., on ..•. _Fabr~ ... z.,. ... ~9S3, .............. - .. --·~·--• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUB IC UTILITIES COMMISSIO 
VlL~~~~~F COLORADO 
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CASE NO •.. ;!:9.~§.-····--·--

January 20, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------

4834: ) 

I 
l 

The records of the Coll1-,r.ji,fs,i.on disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permit/ t1~rtt~ii~ 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Monthly Reports Not Received 

November and December, 1932. 

Hishwaz Com~ensation ~ax Un~aid 

Month Tax Pena1tz Total 
1932 August $i7:29 .'18 $18.07 

Sept. 17.47 .52 17.99 
October 14.12 .21 14.33 

$48.88 $1.51 $50.39 

The records of the Commission also disclose that respondent has 
failed to tile an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10 of the Rules and 
Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor 
vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
an investigation and hearing b,g entered into to determine if the above named 
respondent has failc:d to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation 
taxes an above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission gove1·ning private carriers by motor vehicle, and has failed to 
file and 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 v1i th the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order ~uspending or revoking the permit here
tofore issued to said respondent on acccunt 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, 'rha t said mat·t.er be, and the same is hereby, 
set down for hearing befo1·e the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at ~.; . .9.Q.o 'clock .. ?..~.M., on ..... -....... ~~!:!~P.-~~Y.- .. e.J. .... !.~~~---·······--·~--• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMIS ION 
0 F COLORADO 

Commissioners. 
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* * * 
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STATEMENT ---------

483!5 

The records of the Com~~ion disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permit/u~8er 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit~ 

MOnthly Reports Not Received 

Jam.ary, February, October, November and December, 1932. 

Highway Compensation Tax Unpaid 

Month 

May 
June 

Tax -

July 5.11 
August 2.40 
September 4.85 

$12.36 

Penalty 

.05 

.16 

.30 

.12 

.15 
$ .78 

0 R DE R 

Total 

.05 

.16 
5.41 
2.52 
5.00 

$13.14 

r 1 

I'r IS THIDREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
an investigation and hearing be enter·ed into to determine if the above named 
respondent has failed to file monthly reports or P'l.Y highway compensation 
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Ccmmir~sion governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

IT IS F'URTHER 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 :::uspending or revoking the permit here
tofore issued to said respondent on accGunt 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 Commis8ion in its Hearing Room, 330 State OHioe 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at ... l.~Lo 'clock A~ .... M., on .. _ ..... F.~.R!'_~~;:Y: .. ~-'-·J-~~~-·-··-·---·~·~·-• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Commissioners. 
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-~: .•. ~..: .•. ~~.:-·-·······-·-·--·-·-·--·-·-- ) 

January 21, 1933. 

STATEMENT _______ ...., __ 
By the Commission: ------ ..... 

) 

The records of the Co~~iion disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permitjunder the provisions of Chapter 120, Session 
Laws or Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business ot 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Highway Compensation Tax Unpaid 

Month Tax Penalty Total 

1932 September $10.12 .30 $10.42 
October 12.97 .19 13.16 
November 27.00 27.00 

$50.09 .49 $50.58 

·~ -The records of the Commission also disclose that respondent has 
failed to file an insuran~e policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10 of the Rules and 
Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor 
vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

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 
ot the Ccmminsion 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 fuspending or revoking the permit here
tofore issued to said respondent on accc·unt 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 dovvn for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Oftioe 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at ..... l.Q .. o 'clock .At .. M., on ..... ~·-·-···:a:'.e:br.u.~r~ ... ~ .•... li~3.-·~-· .. ·-.. -• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF HE S ATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF { 
1101. CASE NO.·---·----·-· 

~..?.!!?...::.~ .. !~_: ________ , _______ ,_, ___ , ) 
__ ~a;!U~~ ~11.. !_9~3!. _ 

STATEMENT ..... ________ ... 
By the Commissiont 
--------------w-~. 

The records of the Co~~~~on disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permit/u~~r 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-witr 

Monthly Reports Not Received 

April, May, June, July, August, Sept., October, November & December, 1932. 

The records of the Commission also disclose that respondent has failed 
to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 ot Chapter 120, 
Session Laws or Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10 of the Rules and Regulations or the 
Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

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 
rile 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
tofore issued to said respondent on acccunt of the aforementioned delinquencies, 
and why it should not enter such other c:rder 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 .... l.(l.o 'clock .A. •. .M., on ....... Fehrua.l'1.--~.l ... ~.~-~~--.. ··-·-.. ·-·----• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 
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STATEMENT __ ..,. ___ .......... 

) 

I " ,\, 

f '· ' 

e ~l ,the Commission• 

The records of the Co~iss~2~-iisclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permit/un%~r ~~e 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wits 

Monthly Reports Not Received 

August, September, October, November & December, 1932. 

The records of the Commission also disclose that 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 Rule 10 of the Rules and 
Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor 
vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

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 
te.xes as above set forth, in viola·tion of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Con:mlission 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 wri tt.en statement filed vii th the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it £;hould not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit here
tofore issued to said respondent on acccunt 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 FURTh~R ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set dovm for hear·in~ before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Oftioe 
Building, Denver, Colorado, ~t2.t9.9. ... o 'clock £>~, .... M., on ..... !.~.'!?.~~.r.l .. -~.J .. J·-~-~~ .. -... ·-·-.. ··---·-"• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

pBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSI N 
__ Jif'-Jjf1r...,~E 0 • COLORADO 

Commissioners. 
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STATEMENT _ .................. __ .. 
By the Commission• 
~----------....-·--·-· 

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permit/~@er3~~eAprovisions 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-witt 

Monthly Reports Not Received. 

July, August, September, October, November & December, 1932. 

The records ot the Commission also disclose that respondent has tailed 
to tile an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 ot Chapter 
120, Session Laws ot Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10 of the Rules and aegulations 
of the Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R ..... ---
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 he.s 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 
tile an insurance policy or surety bond as req1ired 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 no+, enter an order suspending or revoking the permit here
tofore issued to said respondent on acccunt of the aforementioned delinquencies, 
and why it should not enter such othor order or orders as may be meet and 

4lt proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
:;.et down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Oftice 
Building, DenYor, Colorado, at 2.:.0.0 .. o 'clock .P. •.. M., on .......... F.ab.r.ua..r.y. .. .z., ... ~93.3.-·-·-·-····~----• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Commissioners. 

1'£ •;I . 
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STATEMENT 

The records of the Q~mmission disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permi~78n!er the provisions of Chapter 120, Session 
Laws of Colorado, 1931 1 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Monthly reports not received 
,, 

May to Decffinber, 1932, inclusive. 

The records of the Commission also disclose that 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 Rule 10 of the Rules and Regulations of the ' 
Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor vehicle • 

0 R DE R 

IT IS TJrnREFORE 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 b,y law. 

IT IS FURTtrnR ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days f5R~-!his 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the perm~tJbere
tofore issued to said respondent on accc:unt 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 befo1·e the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denve1', Colorado, at .l.O ..... o 'clock .Ae .. M., on .. -.... _ ... F.e.br:liary._.3 .•... ~9.3.3.-................ __ , 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Commissioners. 



j Form No. 2. 
(Decision No. 4841 ) \1 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 

B. R. GERARD. )' ··-····-····-····-·-·-·-·-·-·-··········-·-····-·-·-·-····-····-·-·-·· 

* * * 

S T A T E M E N T 

The records of the ~~m~ssion disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permi~~naer 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Monthly reports not recei-ved 

~une, July, September, October, November and December, 1932. 

Month 

October, 1931, 
to 

May, 1932, Inc. 

HighWay Canpensation tax unpaid 
~ Penalty Total 

$116.72 $10.50 i 127.22 

The records of the Commission also disclose that respondent has falled to 
file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 ot Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10 of the Rules and Regulations of the 
Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

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 Corr~ission 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 fr~~!jis 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit/here
tofore issued to said respondent on acccunt 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, a·t JL ..... o 'clock .l.11 .. M., on ............. :b.br.uary._.3., ... ~9.33 ............ -·--• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

TILITIES COMMISSION 
c::::-~~ti}fj~rrE~ CO ORADO 

Commissioners. 



(Decision No. 4842) 

BE:!!""ORE TEE PUBLIC D'riLITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE sr.ATE 01!' CO:W.RAJX) 

RE IdOTOR V.&II GLE OPERATIONS OF 
RICHARD AND RIDffiYA.Y. 

By the Commission: 

* * * 

CASE NO. 1106 

January 21, 1933 

STATEMENT ---------
The records of the Corrunission disclose that the above named respondents 

were heretofore issued a permit No. 358-A, under the provisions of Chapter 120, 

Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing them to engage in the business of a 

private carrier by motor vehicle. 

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 

July, August, September, October, Novamber and December, 1932. 

Highway Compensation tax unpaid 
Year Month Tax Penalty Total 

1932 june $3.14 .05 $3.19 

The records of the Commission also disclose that respondents have failed 

to :file an insurance policy or surety bond as requ'ired by Section 16 of Chapter 120, 

Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and Rule 10 of the Rules and Regulations of the 

Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor vehicle. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 

an investigation and hearine be entered into to determine if the above named 

respondents have failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation 

taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the rtules and Regulations 

of the Cmnmission governing private carriers by mot~ vehicle, and have failed 

to file an insu1~nce policy or surety bond as re~uired by law. 

-1-
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IT IS :FURTiiliR ORDERED, That said respondents show cause, if any they 

have, by written stateFtent :filed with the Corrnnission within ten days from this 

date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit No. 358-A, 

heretofore issued to said respondents on account of the aforementioned delinquencies, 

and why it should not enter such other order or orders as m~ be meet and proper 

in the premises. 

IT IS WRTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, end the same is hereby, 

·set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 

Building, Denver, Colorado, at 2:00P.M. o'clock, on February 3, 1933, at which 

time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

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

-2-
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(Decision No. 4843) 

At a General Session of The Public 
Utilities Commission of the State 
of Colorado, held at its office at 
Denver, Colorado, January 23, 1933. 

INVESTIGATION .AND SUSPENSION DOCKET NO. 194 

IT APPEARING, That on January 121 1933, the City of Glenwood Springs 

filed with the Commission a copy of a notice to the Cardiff Ligpt and Water 

Company and the Grizzly Water Company of its intention to establish certain 

new water rates to said companies as set out in the notice in lieu of the 

present rates charged to said companies or its customers, effective date not 

given. 

IT APPEARING li'tJRI'"".t:lER, That on January 20, 1933, the Commission 

received a communication from Mr. c. W. Darrow, attorney for the aforesaid 

companies, protesting the new water rate schedule proposed by the City of 

Glenwood Springs for the Cardiff Lignt and Water Company and the Grizzly Water 

Company and requesting an in~stigation of the matter by the Commission, and 

IT APPEARING FURTHER, That the Commission finds that th~ proposed 

water rate schedule for the aforesaid companies might injurlously affect the 

rights and interests of the water customers of said companies, 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the effective date of the proposed 

water schedule for the Cardiff Light and Water Company and the Grizzly Water 

Company, by the City of Glenwood Springs, Colorado, be suspended one hundred 

twenty days from January 12, 1933, or until May 12, 1933, unless otherwise 

ordered by the Commission. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the proposed new water rate schedule of 

the City of Glenwood Springs, Colorado, for the Cardiff Light and Water Com-

pany and the Grizzly Water Company be made a subject of in~stigation and 

determination by the Conmiasion within the said period of time or such :t"Urther 

time as the same might be lawfully suspended. 

-1-



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That a copy of this order be filed with 

the aforesaid notice of the proposed new schedule for the said companies, 

and copies hereof be forthwith served on the City of Glenwood Springs, 

Colorado, the applicant, and 0. w. Darrow, Esq., attorney tor the Cardiff 

Light and Water Company and the Grizzly Water Company, the protestants. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, this 
23rd day of J"anuary, A. D. 1933. 

-2-
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Form No. 2. 
(Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RID MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 

HARRY G. J!'LA.i"'IDERS. ) ··-····-·-·-····-·-·-·-·-····-·-·-·-·-·-·-·--·--·-·-·-·--····· 

* * * 

CASE NO •..... J.J.Q.:L_·-·--

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 
~-----------------

4844 ) 

. The records of the~~ission disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permrfunder 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 co~~ission 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 

September, October, November and December, 1932. 

0 R DE R ---- ..... 

IT IS TlffiREFORE 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 lr.w and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commi~sion 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 f~_i_his 
date, why it should not enter an ord.er f;uspending or revoking the perm:L '~/here
tofore issued to said respondent on accc·unt 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, Denv~:n~, Colorado, at .... ?. ..... o'clock .~.! . .M. • on ..... _ .... -~~.e~~-~:f __ ;?J..):_g.~~····-····----• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

' 
' I 

Commissioners. 



I Form No • .2. 
(Decision No. 4845 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF { 
CASE NO. ··-·---~1:~---·· 

J. M. NOVAK. ) 
··--·-·-·-·-·-····-·-·-·-·-·-···-········-·--·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

_ ..! ~nl:!_ar_y ...?~ _1 ~iL __ 

STATEMENT 

) I ~~~ )' !)' '~~// (_ l ( ,),.,J . ' 
·' )1 " _,,· , •. f' . 

""""'"'•·' 

' ' 

f .... 

4t ~~ Commissiont 

1.::. 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a permi~?Jn&er the provisions of Chapter 120, Session 
Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business of a private 
oarrier by motor vehicle. 

The records of the Con~ission 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 

July to Decen1ber, 1932, inclusive. 

Highway Compensation tax unpaid 
Year Month Tax Penalty Total 

1932 June 

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

0 R DE R 

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 re~uired 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 {r~~this 
date, why it should not enter an order E:uspending or revoking the perm'ft'Jnere
tofore issued to said respondent on accc.unt 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 ORDER]}D, 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 ... a ..... o 'clock P. ..... M., on .. -.-·.F~.~--.l-~-----········--·~·-·t 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced, 

LITIES COMMISSION 
-~t!l!ft~'!l'l""'1!f'tli~- 0 ORADO 

Commissioners. 



j 

e 
• 

Form No. 2. 
(Decision No. 4846 ) 

; 

. ' :('Jh: 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RID MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 

L. S. BOWERS. ) 
··-····-··········-·-·-·-·-·-··········-·-····-··········-·-·-·-·-·-·-·· 

* * * 

S T A T E M E N T 

The records of the C~~ission disclose that the above named respondent 
was her·etofore issued. a perm~ ftnaer 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

HighWay Compensation tax unpaid 
Year - Month Tax Penaltl Total 

1932 September 
, October 
" November 
" December 

$7.90 
16.7? 

?.67 
6.6? 

0 R DE R 

$ .24 
.25 

$ 8.14 
17.02 

7.67 
6.67 

$39.50 

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 
responden-t has failed to file monthl;:r reports or pay highway compensation 
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission govel~ning private carriers by motor vehicle. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERJTID, 
have, by written statement filed 
date, why it should not enter an 
tofore issued to said respondent 
and why it should not enter such 
proper in the premises • 

That said respondent show cause, if any he 
with the Commission within ten days f~_1ftis 
order suspending or revoking the perm~~ere
on ~cccunt of the aforementioned delinquencies, 
other order or orders as may be meet and 

rr 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 ... .JLo 'clock .. ?..!..M., on.·-·-····~~J?~~~Y. ... .§.J. ... l~~---··········-·--·--• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

1uT .. LITIES CQl.AMISSION 
_ _Jl.Ji4~H'ii~~.F COLORADO 

Commissioners. 
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/ Form No. 2. 
(Decision No. 484' 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ~ 

·--~.~.-~.~.-~~·~·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-.. ··-·-·-···- ) 

- 1®'-UU".Y .,?3~ ].9~ - -

STATEMENT 

) t).;; }1/ 
' v- \ .. 

The records of the .C£nL'llission disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued a perclt~~der 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 highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-witt 

Year 
1932 

" n 

" n 

Monthly reports not received 
November and December, 1932. 

Hie!w~ Cam~ensation tax un~id 
Month Tax Penalt;y: 
J"une i .82 ij .06 
J"uly 4.89 .29 
August .93 .04 
Se:ptamber 9.30 .28 
October 5.23 .08 

Total 
$ .88 

5.18 
.97 

9.58 
5.31 

$21.92 

The records of the Commission also disclose that 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 Rule 10 of the Rules and Regulations of the 
Commission governing private carriers for hire by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

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 said respondent show cause, it any he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days f{Rf_!his 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the perm'ft?liere
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 Co~nission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at ·---~ .... o'clock ~~ .... M., on .. _._ ....... l..~.b.r.u.a:r.Y. .. ~ ..... l.9.33.. ...... - ......... _, 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 
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(Decision No. 4848) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
BE MOTOR VEHIClE OPERATIONS OF ) 
STANLEY AND ORVILLE OVERBAUGH, ) PERMIT NO. 129-A 
DOING BUSINESS AS SEE BEN TRANS- ) 
F.ER. } 

January 23, 1933 

By the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of a letter from Stanley and Orville 

Overbaugh, doing business as See Ben Transfer, advising us that they have 

discontinued their interstate hauling between Casper, Wyoming and Denver, 

Colorado and desire to have their permit No. 129-A, suspended until such 

time as they again resume operations. 

After careful consideration of said request the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that said permit No. 129-A, heretofore issued to 

Stanley and Orville Overbaugh, doing business as See Ben Transfer, should be 

suspended indefinitely, said suspension to date from September 1, 1932, pro-

vided, however, that the said Stanley and Orville Overbaugh, doing business 

as See Ben Transfer, may again resume operations under said permit when and 

if all delinquent reports are filed, and all delinquent highway compensation 

tax payments are made, and the proper and necessary insurance is on file 

with the Commission. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That said motor vehicle private permit No. 

1.29-A, heretofore issued to Stanley and Orville Overbaugh, doing business as 

See Ben Transfer, be, and the same is hereby, suspended indefinitely, said 

suspension to date from September 1, 1932, provided, however, that said 

parmi ttees may again resume operations under said parmi t when and if all 

delinquent reports are filed, and all delinquent highway compensation tax 

-1-
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payments are made, and the proper and neoessary insurance is on file with 

the Commission. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of January, 1933. 

-2-

C UTILITI!!S COMMISSION 
STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 4849) 

BEJroRE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES Cav1MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MarGR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
R. W. MORSE. 

By the Commission: 

* 
) 
) 

* * 

PERMIT NO. 218-A 

January 23, 1933 

R. w. Morae, to whom we issued ~rivate motor vehicle ~er.mit No. 

218-A, has written to the Commission returning the permit and stating to us 

that he does not longer care to do any hauling for hire. 

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the said 

private motor vehicle permit No. 218-A, should be revoked and cancelled. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That ~rivate motor vehicle permit No. 218-A, 

heretofore issued toR. w. Morse, be, and the same is hereby, revoked and 

cancelled. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of January, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 4850) 

BEJroRE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CXlMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORA.OO 

* * * 
BE MOTOR VEBICIE OPERATIONS OF ) 
E. H. s~mm. ) CASE NO. 1055 

January 24, 1933 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made by the Commission on October 3, 1932, requiring 

the respondent, E. H. Schaefer to show cause why his motor ~hicle private 

permit No. 2.38...A, heretofore issued to him should not be suspended or revoked 

for failure to file monthly highway compensation tax reports for the months 

of June, july and August, 1932, and pay highway compensation tax for the 

month of May, 1932, and for failure to file an insurance policy or surety 

bond as required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The 

evidence showed that the respondent failed to file the reports for the 

months in question. However, respondent paid his highway compensation tax 

for the month of Ivlay, 1932, and has filed the necessary and proper insurance. 

Moreover, no reports have been received for the months of October, November 

and December, 1932, and respondent owes highway compensation tax for the 

month of September, 1932, in the amount of $2.48. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said pennit. Many revoca-

tiona have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the motor vehicle 

private permit No. 238-A, heretofore issued to E. H. Schaefer, should be 

-1-



. . 
.. 

merely suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highway eompen-

sation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, and file a written statement 

to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period of 

suspension, the sai,d pennit shall automatically become effective again. 

If the above requirements are not complied with, the said pennit will be 

revoked without further notice. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the motor vehicle private permit No. 

238-A, heretofore issued to E. H. Schaefer, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period. of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUB:Ji.IC uriLITIES COMMISSION 
/THE TATE OF COLORADO 
/~.lf-'t----

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of January, 1933. 

-2-
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(Decision No. 4852) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC TJTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE sr.ATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MO'IDR VEHICIE OPERATIONS OF ) 
CECIL FRY. ) CASE NO. 1056 

January 24, 1933 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

( 

On October 3, 1932, the Commission entered its order re~uiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. 267-A, 

heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure 

to make monthly reports and pay highway compensation taxes. 

The evidence disclosed that no reports had been received from 

respondent for the months of April, May, June, and July, 1932, and that high-

way compensation taxes for the months of February and March, 1932, in the sum 

of ~4.86 are unpaid. Moreover, no reports have been received for the months 

of September to December, 1932, inclusive. 

The Commission is in receipt of a letter from Babe Fry advising 

''-

us that respondent is no longer in the hauling or trucking business and that he has 

moved out of the State. 

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. 267-A, heretofore issued 

to respondent, Cecil Fry, should be cancelled and revoked on account of the 

aforementioned delinquencies. 

IT IS 'lli:EREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit No. 

267-A, heretofore issued to respondent, Cecil Fry, be, and the same is hereby, 

-1-



cancelled and revoked. 

THE P LIC UTILITIES OOMMISSION 
F; srATE OF COLORADO 

I 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of January, 1933. 

-2-



(Decision No. 4853} 

BEFOR:ii: TI-ill PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF Tr:::E STJ;.Tl>: OF COLORADO 

IN THE: MATTER OF At:J TIJVESTIG..:~TION BY 
THE COlvlMISSION, t'J?ON ITS OWN MOTION, 
TI-JTO THE RE.A.SON.A.BL:b::NESS OF .ALL THE 

) 
) 
) C.ABE NO. 314 

RATES ON GRAIN .b .. ND GRAIN PRODUCTS, ) 
J:NTM.STATE, IN THE STATE OF COLORADO.) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -} 

January 25, 1933. - - - - - ~ - ~ 

Appearances: Mr. G. H. Work, Denver, Colorado, for Denver Grain Exchange; 
Colorado Milling & Elevator Company; Ralston Purina 
Company; .A.dy &. Crowe Mercantile Company and Grain Industry 
generally represented by Denver Grain Exchange; 

By the Commission: 

Mr. E. G. Knowles, Denver, Colorado, Attorney for Union 
Pacific Railroad Company; 

Wli'. Gentry Waldo, Omaha, Nebraska, Assistant Freight Traffic 
1~nager, Union Pacific Railroad Company; 

Ivir. B. W. Robbins, Denver, Colorado, General Freight Agent, 
The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company; 

lf~. J. A. Gallaher, Denver, Colorado, Attorney ror The Denver 
and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company; 

1~. E. L. Brock, Denver, Colorado, Attorney for The Denver 
and Salt Lake Ruilway Campa~; 

Mr. F. J. Toner, Denver, Colorado, Trai'fic Manager, The 
Denver and Salt Lake Railway Company; 

Mr. F. W. Myers, Denver, Colorado, Division Freight Agent, 
The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company; 

Mr. J. Q.. Dier, Denver, Colorado, i.l.ttorney for The Colorado 
and Southern Rsilway Company; 

Mr. J. E. Buckingham, Denver; Colorado, Traffic Manager, 
The Colorado end Southern Railway Company; 

Mr. Paul P. Prosser, Denver, Colorado, Attorney General; 
1~. Richard E. Conour, Denver, Colorado, Assistant Attorney 

General; 
Mr. J. B. Driggs, Omaha, Nebraska, Assistant General Freight 

Agent, Chicago, Burlington &. Quincy Railroad Company; 
Mr. F. J. Shubert, Kansas City, Missouri, General Freight 

Agent, The Chicago, Roc~ Island and Pacific Railway Company; 
Mr. C. H. Payne, Denver, Colorado, Chief Clerk to General 

Manager, The Great \\'estern Railway Com:pany; 
1~. T. s. Wood, Denver, Colorado, Rate Expert, The Public 

Utilities Corrmussion of The State of Colorado. 

The Commission instituted, on its own motion, an investigation of the,, 

intrastate rates on grain and grain :products for the purpose of determining 



.· 

to what extent and in what mart.ner, if any, such rates were unjust, unreasonable, 

unjustly discrimin&tory, prejudicial, disadvantageous or otherwise unlawful, and 

all rail carriers in the State of Colorado were m3.de respondents to the proceeding. 

This case relating to intrastate traffic might be termed a companion case to the one 

instituted by the Interstate Co~erce Conmussion (hereinafter referred to as the 

I. C. C.), in the latter's Docket 1?,000, Part 7, nGrain and Grain Products 

v1ithin Western District and for Export"• 

On July 1, 1930, the I. c. C. issued its report, findings and order in 

its said investigation. The carriers voluntarily agreed to publish on Colorado 

intrastate traffic the sruae scale of rates as was prescribed by the I. C. c. for 

application to interstate traffic, with the understanding that in the event the 

interstate order subsequently should be enjoined or set aside by a court order, 

they would be permitted to re-establish in Colorado the rates in effect immediately 

prior to those established pursuant to the order in 1?000, Part ?. The Be-called 

17000, Part ?, rates on both state and interstate traffic were made effective on 

August 1, 1931. Subsequently the interstate rates were enjoined by a court order, 

and we authorized the carriers to re-establish the rates in effect as of July 31, 

1931, which rates were re-established, effective February 20, 1932. 

By petition dated October 19, 1932, the Denver Grain Exchange Association, 

on behalf of all its members and also the members of the Colorado Grain Dealers' 

Association, requested the Connnission to inm1ediately proceed with its grain rate 

investigation in Case No. 3141 to the end that just and reasonable rates for appli-

cation on grain and grain products, intrastate, be established at the earliest 

possible date. A hearing was held and testimony submitted by all concerned on 

January 15 and 1?, 1933. 

Primarily the grains here under consideration are wheut and')c.oarse 

grains. D1e coarse grains are mainly corn, oats and barley. The grain products 

are chiefly flour and mill feeds, ulthough the investigation included all the 

grain and grain products contained in the carriers' comprehensive tariff lists 

of grain and grain products. Rates on coarse grains are generally the same as 

on wheat moving west of the Rocky Mountains and 90% of the rates on wheat moving 

east of the Rocky Mountains. Throughout the state there is a general practice 

permitting both wheat and coarse grains moving on through rates to be stopped for 

milling and other treatment in transit. 
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A very large proportion of the grain produced in Colorado is produced 

in that portion of the state lying between and east of' the Colorado common points. 

An exhibit of record shows a five year average, viz., 1927 to 1931, inclusive, as 

follows: Bushels 

Five year average wheat production in eastern Colorado counties - - - - 17,455,322 

Five year average wheat production for State of Colorado - - - - 19,586,600 

Five year average corn production in eastern Colorado counties 23,253,250 

Five year average corn production for State of Colorado 24,397,200 

Three year average oat production for eastern Colorado counties- - 2,'741,770 

Three year average oat production for State of Colorado- - - - - 5,112,000 

(The witness introducing this exhibit testified that the figures for a 

five year average on oats are not available). 

Five year average barley production for eastern Colorado counties

Five year average barley production for State of ColJrado- - - - -

8,'784,818 

10,'700,200. 

In other words, a:oproxirnately 87'/o of all grain produced in the State of 

Colorado is produced in eastern Colorado counties. 

Since the re-establishment of the old rates, or since February 20, 1932, 

there has been a very rapidly increasing movement of grain by trucks. During. the 

last six months of 1932, there was shipped to Denver and Pueblo by trucks 58,573,180 

pounds, or, expressed in carloads, ?73 cars of ao,ooo pounds capacity. This truck 

movement is for maximum distances of approximately three hundred miles. 

Witnesses for the grain people testified that the present relationship 

between rail and truck transportation costs tends to destroy the value of invest

ment in grain handling facilities. They further testified that the movement of 

corn by truck is not as satisfactory as that by rail, due to the fact that the 

truck corn is not inspected and, therefore, not graded, and that it is not as 

satisfactory for feeding purposes as corn which has been inspected and graded; 

that the feeders are willing to pay a cent to a cent and one-half' per bushel more 

for a graded corn than that ~hich is ungraded. 

In rruany instances there are no through joint line rates in effect in 

Colorado on grain and grain products, except by the use of the combination of' 

locals, that is, the local rate, origin to junction point, plus the local rate from 

junction point to destination, Tihich naturally tends to create a high level of 

rates. For example, the rates from points in northern Colorado, located on the 
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Colorado and Southern, to points on the lines east of Denver and Pueblo are computed 

on the combination basis over Denver or Pueblo, observing the Missouri River rate 

as a maximum, and to points on the lines of The Denver and Rio Grande Western Rail

road west of the Colorado common points they are computed on the straight combina

tion of locals with Utah common point rates as maxima.. From points in northern 

and eastern Colorado on the other lines, joint rates are computed on the combination 

basis over v:hiohever base point the through rate will be the lowest. The follow

ing rates taken from an exhibit of record are illustratiye of the present mileage 

scales on wheat and corn in Colorado: 



SFO . .'ING COEF;\RISON OF JJ:U~AGE l?./.'l'ES 
INTERST .. \TE Arm INTRi1.S'l' ATE 

as 
nmrc;"i'ED FOR STATES I<AI~ED 

Col. 1 Col. 2 Col. 3 Col. 4 Col. 5 Col. 6 Col. 7 Col. 8 
Colo. Wyo. Nebr. Co1o-Kans. 
U.P. Tariff u.P. Tariff U.P.T~riff Kansas Kansas Kans-Nebr. Yfyo-Nebr. 

tJ) 3050-G CB&Q Colo. D&RG'N 3157 CB&Q 3050-G CB&Q Sg1. Line U.P. Jnt. Line 1.7TL Interstate U.F. Interstate U.P. 
r=:1 
...:I Tariff 5600-H Tariff 6797 Tariff 16984 Tariff 5400 Tariff 3050-G Tariff 146-D Tariff 3050-G Tariff 3050-G 
H 
""" ""' 

Viht. Corn Wht. Corn i'H1t. Corn 'lll'ht. Corn 'Sht. Corn Vlht. Corn 1'Jht. Corn Y1nt. Corn 

25 14-~ 13 21~- 1s-J2 l ~ 
, 

7 -L 
7 1%- 9f3· 10~- g~J,. 12J,- 1li 7c.i 72 7-~x 2 2 

50 20_;1_, 18-~ 28o~ 2~ g,=J,. 8! 1of3 94-, 10~ M- 13]_- 12 13f3· 12 1M- 15 E '~ ~- "· 2 2 2 

25l 23 3~ 3sft 12 11 13"~ 12 
, 

~- 1~ 12 14 l 20 18 75 
'~ 

lO;;z 12:z 

100 28 25 52 47 13~ 12 1~ 15 1~ 12 16~ 15 17 15-~ 2~ 2 23 

120 29-? 2si 57-! 52 15 13 17-~ 16 14i 13 17~- 16 18 16 29 26 

140 31 28 60 54 16 14 19 17 16.1. 2 15 19-~ 17-~ 21 19 31 28 

160 33 2M-2 62 56 17 15 20 18 17~ 16 201. 2 18~ 22~ 2~ 33 29~-

180 34i! 31 6~ 2 58-k 18 16 21 19 18 16 21 19 22! 2~ 34fz 31 

200 3tii 33 75-k 68 19 17 2~ 
"' 

2oi 19 17 21.1.. 2 1~ 23 20k 3~ 33 

• 



While this comparison may not show the actual going rates to specific 

designated points, it is indicative of the levels of the rates. 

The grain people submitted a scale of proposed rates which is based on 

the Wyoming scale prescribed by that commission in Docket No. 546 on February 7, 

1930. It is illustrated by column 3 of the preceding statement of comparisons, 

with the addition of a two cents per one hundred pounds arbitrary on joint line 

hauls, such arbitrary not to apply to lines under one ownership or control, and 

the further addition of arbitraries authorized by the I. c. c. to short or weak 

lines in its docket 17000, Part 9. 

Petitioners herein contend that the Commission should prescribe a 

uniform list of grain products and that it should also prescribe a uniform mixed 

carload rule for application in connection with the rates which it finds to be 

reasonable. They have submitted a proposed list of such articles and such rule. 

The defendants apparently are more or less satisfied with the said 

proposed list. They contend, however, that we have no authority to prescribe, 

in this proceeding, rates on commodities other than grain or grain products. 

The eastern Colorado carriers, viz., The Atchison, Topeka and Santa 

Fe Railway Company; Chicago, Burlington & ~uincy Railroad Company; The Chicago, 

Rock Island and Pacific Railway Company; The Colorado and Southern Railway Company; 

The Great Western Railway Company and Union Pacific Railroad Company, speaking 

through one witness, submitted a proposed scale of rates for application on and 

east of the Colorado common points. The vd tness stated that he was not authorized 

to speak for Missouri Pacific Railroad CorarJany, but that it was his opinion that 

the said proposal uould be agreeable to said carrier. 
,/~ . 

The scale of rates proposed by the above named carriers is'based on the 

proposal of the Western Trunk Line carriers in the re-hearing now being conducted 

by the I. C. c. in 17000, Part 7. The said proposal is 11~~ of the w. T. L. scale 

of rates prescribed by the I. c. c. in its original opinion in Docket 17000, Part 

7, 164 I.c.c. 619-822. The proposed scale is for application to single line rates. 

For joint-line hauls a two cent arbitrary would be added in computing the through 

rata. They propose the same scale for wheat, coarse erains and the products 

thereof, relying on the findings of the I. c. c. in its decision wherein it 

prescribed one general level of rates on all grains and grain products. In the 

application of the proposed two-cent arbitrary on joint-line hauls they testified 
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that such arbitrary should not be applied where it is necessary to establish 

rates on a competitive basis. This testimony was principally in connection with 

rates from and to points on The Great Western Railway, which raimay is located 

principally between the Union Pacific on the east and The Colorado and Southern 

on the west. Practically all points served by The Great Western Railway are 

either directly competitive or are cross-country points as to one or the other 

of the above mentioned carriers. Therefore, an arbitrary added on a joint line 

haul in connection with The Great Western Railway would tend to exclude that 

carrier from ~.rticipation in the traffic. 

The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company, hereinafter referred 

to as the Rio Grande, submitted a proposal for application on its standard gauge 

lines west of the Colorado common points on the basis of 110% of the intermountain 

scale prescribed in Docket 1?000, Part ?, plus the arbitraries authorized by the 

I. c. c. in 17000, Part 9, Livestock, the said arbitraries to apply only an 

that part of the haul west of the common points. . On traffic originating at 

Colorado common points, located on the Rio Grande, destined to points west of 

the common points, the 110% of the intermountain scale, plus the arbitrary for 

the haul in the arbitrary territo~y would apply. On traffic originating at 

and destined to Colorado common points on the Rio Grande, the scale _proposed 

by the prairie lines would apply. 

The Rio Grande requested that its narrow gauge lines be excluded fr~ 

any findings in this proceeding. 

In connection with joint-line hauls participated in by the Rio Grande, 

it proposes to apply 110% of the 17000, Part 7, intermountain scale for the 

through distance, plus the arbitrary for the distance west of the common points, 

plus a two cent arbitrary for the joint line haul, except where such joint line 

hauls are competitive. An illustration of a competitive situation is the movement 

from Greeley to Pueblo. The Colorado and Southern, being a single line serving 

the two points, would be the rate making line. The same thing is true on a haul 

from Fort I~rgan to Pueblo. The Burlington and The Colorado and Southern being 

under one ownership or control, would be considered as a single line, and the 

joint-line arbitrary would not be applicable. On traffic of this nature the Rio 

Grande desires to meet the rates of its competitor. 
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The Denver and Salt Lake Railway Company proposes two scales of rates, 

one for local application and one for joint-line application. The basis proposed 

for joint-line hauls is 110% of the intermountain scale in Docket 17000, Part 7, 

plus the arbitraries shown in ftAppendix Aft for that portion of the haul on the 

Denver and Salt Lake, plus a two cent arbitrary for the joint-line haul. For 

local application on its line it proposes a scale 115% of the scale proposed by 

it for joint-line hauls without the addition of any arbitraries. The arbitraries 

proposed on joint-line hauls represent the difference between the two proposed 

scales. 

The Denver and Salt Lake Railway Company objects to the establishment 

of joint-line rates on wheat with transit privileges at Denver, pointing out that 

it is highly imperative that its millers located at Craig and Steamboat Springs 

continue in operation, and that if wheat is milled in transit at Denyer and flour 

shipped out to points on its line at the balance of the through rate its ndllers 

will be unable to compete. They further stated that the continuation of the 

operation of these mills is very Dnportant to the communities located on this 

line, and essential to the wheat-growing industry in northwestern Colorado. 
, 

All interested parties of record appeared to agree that we should 

retrain from prescribing at this time through rates on wheat, wheat flour and 

wheat food preparations, to and from points on the Denver and Salt Lake. 

The witness for the Denver and Salt Lake testified that he was 

authorized by the Colorado and Southern to propose for application on the 

latter's narrow-gauge lines the same basis of rates proposed for~ appli-

cation on the Denver and Salt Lake • 
. 

The grain people entered no objection to the proposals of the 

carriers as set forth in the record. 

'We find that reasonable maximum rates for the transport~:ttion of grain 

and grain products in carloads between all points in the State of Colorado will 

be those set forth in KAppendix Aft• That rates in excess of those so determined 

are and for the future will be unreasonable; that the rate between any two points 

shall be determined by the shortest route over which carload tr~ffic can be 

moved vii thout transfer of lading• except that respondents may, in publishing 

the rates herein found reasonable, establish rate groups where they may be 

required in meeting competitive situations. 

We further find that the narrow-gauge lines ot The Denver and Rio 
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Grande Western Railroad Company and class two and class three carriers, except 

The Great Western Railway Company, should be exempted from these findings, but 

that any of such carriers may, if they so desire, establish the rates herein 

found reasonable for application in the territory in which they are operating. 

Class two and class three carriers located entire~r in the territory west of 

the Colorado common points may add the arbitraries herein authorized for the 

Rio Grande. 

We further find that a uniform list of grains and grain products 

should be established and that said list should include the grains and grain 

products set forth in ~Appendix B", and that a uniform rule covering mixed 

carload shipments for application in connection with the rates hereinbefore 

outlined should be as follows: 

~Mixed carloads: Grain, Grain.Products, and/or seeds and articles 
taking saL1e rates. 

~on mixed carload shi:pments of any or all of the following commodi
ties, viz., grain, grain products, and articles taking grain or 
grain product rates, or seeds, from one consignor to one consignee, 
provided all or but one of the different kinds of commodities are 
sacked, except th~t on mixed carloads of coarse grains, viz., corn, 
wheat, oats, kafir corn, milo maize, rye, or barley, bulkheads may 
be used to separate the grain, provided shipments are made at 
owners risk of mixing, and the partitions are provided by or at 
the expense of the shipper, the following basis will apply: 

~(a) Apply to each commodity in the car the actual weight of the 
commodity at its straight carload rate, subject to the minimwm 
weight prescribed for the mixed carload. 

rtt:linimwn. weights under the above rule to be as prescribed in 
uniform items of carriers' tariffs covering minimum weight of 
such mixed carload shipments~. 

We t'urther find that on joint-line traffic to or from points on The 

Great 'ifestern Railvay no arbitrary shall be added tc> the rate unless such 

arbitrary is authorized on like traffic to or from the point of' interchange 

with The Great Western Railway. 

l'[e further find that the present rules and regulations governing 

minimum carload weights on interstate traffic which are generally applied 

throughout all western territory are not unreasonable for Colorado intrasta~e 

traffic and it will be expected that the rates published as a result of the 

order herein shall be subject to such uniform minimlun cc.rload weights. 

We further find that rates established as a result of the order 

herein shall be subject to the transit privileges now in effect generally 

on Colorado intrastate traffic, except as to wheat and wheat flour, and 
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food preparations containing 5~b or more of •~·neat, moving to and from points 

on the Denver and Salt Lake from and +-o points on other lines. 

Since the companion interstate case is still pending, and since it 

is desirable, if not necessary in many cases, to cooperate with the Interstate 

Conunerce Commission in the fixing of rates, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that jurisdiction over this case should be retained for such further 

hearings and orders as may be appropriate. 

0 R DE R -----
IT APPEARllfG, That a full investigation of the matters and things 

involved in this proceeding has been had, end th;::.t the Connnission has on the 

date hereof entered its statement containing its findings of fact and conclusions 

thereon VThich said statement is hereby referred to and made a part hereof, 

IT IS ORDEHED, That the con.u:non carriers by railroad opers.ting as such 

within the State of Colorado, respondents in Case No. 314, according as they 

participate in the transportation be, and they are hereby, notified and req_uired 

to cease and desist on or before I:!iarch 1, 1933, and thereafter to abstain from 

publishing, demanding, collecting or applying :Lor or in connection with the 

intrastate transportetion of grain and grain products, in straight or mixed 

• carloads, within the State of Colorado rates, rules, regulations, minimum 

wei2;hts and practices, which exceed or are more burdensome to shippers than 

those prescribed in the succeeding paragraph hereof. 

IT IS FURTrlER ORDERED, That said respondents, according as they 

participate in the transportc:.tion be, and they are hereby, no-tified and required 

to establish on or before ~furch 1, 1~33, upon notice to this Commission and to 

the general put)lic, by not less than ten days filing and posting in the manner 

prescribed in Section 16 of the Public Utilities Act, and thereafter to maintain 

&nd apply to the intrastate transportation of grain and grain products in straight 

or mixed carloads between points in the State of Colorado rates, rules, regulations, 

minimum weights and practices, which shall not exceed those prescribed in Appendices 

A and B and with the findings in said statement. Provided, however, tb.at respon-

dent, The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company is hereby exempted from 

making applicable on its narrow gauge lines, and respondents classed as class 

two amd class three carriers, except The Great ~Test ern R1:<ilway Company, are 
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hereby exempted from making applicable on their lines the scales of rates set 

forth in Appendices A and B and the findings of the said statement. 

IT IS FL~TtiER OR~, That jurisdiction of this case be, and the 

same is hereby• retained to the end that such further hearings may be had and 

orders made as shall appear proper. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
25th day of January, 1933. 
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· A.;ppendi:x A 

STA'l'E£J2NT OF PRESCRIBED RATES 

(In cents per one hundred pounds) 

For application For application For local D. &. S.L. D.&. R. 
on lines operating on D. &. R.G.W. &. application &. Colo. G.W. 
on or east or the on joint line on The D. &. &. Sou. arbi-
Colorado connnon hauls on D. &. s.L. s.L. Ry. &. narrow traries. 
points. 

# 
&. Colo. &. Sou. narrow gauge gauge 
narrow gauge lines lines of The arbitra-

# Colo. &. Sou. ries for 
By. applica-

tion on 
joint 
line 
hauls 

Miles Wheat, coarse Wheat, coarse Wheat, coarse ## ### 
grains &. the grains &. the grains &. the 
products thereof. products products 

thereof. thereof. 
Up to 6 6.6 '7.5 8.6 1 1.5 
Over 5 to 10 6.6 7.>6 8.6 1 1.6 

It 10 It 16 '7~5 9.6 ll 1..6 1.5 
It 15 It 20 7.5 9.5 11 1.5 1.5 
If 20 It 26 8.6 10.5 12 1.6 1 •. 6 
tt 26 It 30 8.5 10.5 12 1.5 1.5 
It 30 It 35 9 11 12.5 1.5 1.6 
" 35 tt 40 9 11 12.5 1.6 1.5 
H 4Q tl 45 9.5 11.5 13 1.5 1.5 
It 45 tt 50 9.6 11.5 13 1.5 1.5 
" 50 It 60 10.5 12.5 14.5 2 2 en 60 tt 70 11 13 ' 15 2 2 
tt 70 tt 80 12 14.5 16.5 2 2 
tt 80 " 90 12.6 15.5 18 2.5 2 
tt 90 " 100 13.5 16.5 19 2.5 2 
"100 " 110 14 17 19.5 2.5 3 
"110 tt 120 14.5 17.5 20 2.5 3 
"120 It 130 14.5 17.5 20 2.5 3 
tt130 " 140 15 18 20.5 2.5 3 
"140 l't 150 15.5 18.5 21.5 3 3 
tt150 " 160 16.5 20 23 3 3 
tt160 It 170 17 20.5 23.5 3 3 
"170 " 180 17 20.5 23.5 3 3 
"180 tt 190 17.5 21.5 24.5 3 3 
"190 " 200 18 22 25.5 3.5 3 
"200 It 210 19 23 26.5 3.5 4 

e lt210 It 220 19 23 26.5 3.5 4 
.220 " 230 19.5 23.5 27 3.5 4 
"230 It 240 20 24 27.5 3.5 4 
"240 tt 250 20 24 4 
"250 " 260 20.5 25 4 
ft260 " 270 21 25.5 4 
1t270 It 280 22 26.5 4 
1t280 " 290 22 26.5 4 
ft290 tt 300 22.5 2?.5 4 
tt300 " 310 23 28 4.5 
tt310 " 320 23 28 4.5 
"320 " 330 23.5 28.5 4.5 
"330 It 340 23.5 28.5 4.5 
"340 It 350 24 29 4.5 
"350 " 360 25 30.5 4.5 
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Appendix A· (Continued) 

ST.ATELE'::FlT OF PRESCRIBED Iti\.TES 

(In cents per one hundred pounds) 

For application For application For local D. &·s.L. D. & R. 
on lines operating on D. & R.G.W. & application & Colo. & G. W. 
on or east of the on joint line on The D. &. Sou.narrow arbi-
Colorado common hauls on D. & S.L. s.L. By. & gauge arbi- traries. 
points. &. Colo. & Sou. narrov1 gauce traries for 

J!. narrow gauge lines lines of The application tt 
Colo. & Sou. on joint 

tl. Ry. line _hfuls 

Miles Wheat, coarse lfhea t, coarse rrneat, coarse ##fj 
grains &. the grains &. the grains & the 
products thereof. products products 

thereof. thereof. 
Over 360 to 370 25 30.5 4.5 

It 370 " 380 25.5 31 4.5 
It 380 " 390 25.5 31 4.5 

" 390 " 400 26 31.5 4.5 

" 400 It 410 2Ei.5 32 5.5 
It 410" 420 26.5 32 5.5 
It 420 " 430 27 32.5 5.5 
It 430 " 440 27 32.5 5.5 
tt 440" 450 28 34 5.5 
It 450 It 460 28.5 34.5 5.5 

" 460 ft 470 28.5 34.5 5.5 

" 470 " 480 29 35 5.5 

" 480 " 490 29 35 5.5 
It 490 tt 500 29.5 36 5.5 
tt 500 tt 510 30.5 37 6 

e: 510 tt 520 30.5 37 6 

520 " 530 31 3?.5 6 

" 530 " 540 31 3?.5 6 

" 540 " 550 31.5 38 6 
tt 550 " 560 32 38.5 6 

" 560 It 570 32 38.5 6 
It 570 " 580 32.5 39.5 6 
tt 580 " 590 32.5 39.5 6 
tt 590 " 600 33.5 40.5 6 

" 600 " 610 34 41.5 6 
tt 610 " 620 34 41.6 6 
tt 620 It 630 34.5 42 6 

" 630 It 640 34.5 42 6 
tt 640 It 650 35 42.5 6 
It 650 It 660 36 43 

" 660 " 670 36 43 

41" 670 " 680 36.5 44 
tt 680 tt 690 36.5 44 
It 690 " 700 37.5 44.5 
'It 700 tt 710 3?.5 45.5 

" 710 " '720 37.5 45.5 
It 720 It 730 38 46 

" 730 tt ?40 38 46 
It 740 tt ?50 38.5 47 
It 750 tt 760 39.5 48 

" 760 tt 770 39~5 48 
'It 770 tt 780 40 48.5 

" '780 tt 790 40 48.5 

" '790 tt 800 40.5 49, 
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AEEendix A {Continued) 

# An arbitrary of two cents per one hundred pounds should be added 
on joint line hauls subject to the qualification hereinbefore set forth in our 
findings in connection with The Great Uestern Railway. 

tJ# Applies only on joint line hauls for the mileage on the haul via 
The Denver and Salt Lake Railwayt and on the narrow gauge lines of the Colorado 
and Southern Railway. 

#II# In the application of these arbitro.ries, they shall be applied 
only to that portion of the distance vrest of Pueblo and V1alsenburg. 

Note: In computing thru rates between the two territories the higher 
scale will apply for the thru distance, plus the arbitrary applicable as herein
before set forth, plus the two cent arbitrary on joint hauls where joint hauls 
are involved. 



~.Appendix B 

The following list of conn11odi ties is taken from exhibit number four, 

introduced in t~is proceeding and purports to be the list of articles now taking 

grain ~nd grain products rates under D. & R. G. w. Freight Tariff No. 6?97, Colo. 

P.u.c. No. 219. 

Because of the limited scope of the order of investigation herein, 

our order runs only to grain and grain products listed below. Other related 

articles are listed oecause they generally take grain and grain products rates 

on Colorado intrastate traffic and respondents at the hearing indicated a 

willingness to continue the present commodity description. 

Description of commodities taking the same rates 
set forth in "Ap:pendix A". 

Alfalfa, ground 
Barley 
Barley, cracked 
Barley, roasted 
Barley, rolled 
Barley, sprouts 
Beans, velvet 
Bran, cottonseed hull 
Bran, (except flax bran) 
Bran, rice 
Brewers' cerealine 

" corn flakes 
" flakes 
" grits 
" refined grits 
" meal 
" refUse 

Buckwheat 
Cake, copra 

" cottonseed 
" linseed 
" oil 
" palm kernal 
" peanut 
" seasame seed 
tt soya bean 
" velvet bean 

Feed, horuin:y 
" mill 

" tt 

tt 

molasses 
oats 
animal, poultry 
of pigeon, pre
pared or unpre
pared, not 
medicated, medicinal 
or condimental, as 
described under the 
heading of "Feed, 
animal or poultry" 
in rlestern Classifi
cation No. 62, Agent 
R. c. Fyfe's Colo. 
P.u.c. No. 11 
Supplements thereto 
or reissues thereof. 

Feed, rolled 

" sugar 
Feterita 
Flakes, cottonseed, 
Flour, barley 

" bean 
" bucbheat 
" 

hull 

Calcite, crushed or ground " 
" 

corn 
feterita 
mixed grains 
oat 

Chaff, barley 
Cerealine 
Emmer 
Farina 
Feed, chopped 

" corn, ground 
" glucose 
" gluten 

" 
" 
" 
" 
" tt 

pancake 
potato 
prepared 
rice 
Rye 

" Sorghum grain 
(Kaff'ir corn or milo 
maize) 

Flour, spelt 
tt wheat 

Food preparations, 
cereal and grain 
products, as described 
under that heading in 
Western Classification 
No. 62, Agent R. c. 
Fyfe's Colo. P.u.c. No. 
11, ,Supplements 
thereto or reissues there
of. 
Grape nuts 
Grits 
Grits, corn 
*Millet seed 
Oats, mill, containing 
more than 30% of wheat. 
Postum 
Screenings, other than 
tlax seed (unground) 
containing more than 30% 
wheat. 
Shredded wheat biscuits 
Rye, rolled 
Vites 
Wheat 

tt 

" 
" 

cracked 
crushed 
flaked 

" granulated 
" pearl 
" rolled 

Chops, grain 
" feterita 

Clips, oat 
Corn 
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·Appendix B (Continued) 

Description of commoditie~ taking the same rates 
set forth in Appendix A·. 

Corn, cobs, ground 
tt cob meal 
tt 

tt 

tt 

" 

cracked 
germs 
germ meal 
ground 

Dust, elevator 
tt grain 
tt oat 

Feed, alfalfa 
• barley (ground 

or rolled) 
Meal, sorghum grain 

(Kaff'ir or milo maize) 
Meal, velvet bean 

tt alfalfa 
• barley 
tt corn 
tt copra 
tt cottonseed 
tt gluten 
" hominy 

" linseed 
tt oat 

" oil 
It J?S].m kernel 
tr peanut 
It seasame seed 
" sorghum 
tt soya bean 

" sugar beet 
Middlings 
Mill stuffs 
Needles, barley 
Sprouts, malt 

" rye 
Groats 

It oat 
Hominy 

tt flaked 
tt pearl 

Hulls, barley 
tt buckwheat 

" corn 
It cottonseed 
" " ground 
tt oats 

Limestone, crushed or ground 
M.a.izea 
Malt 
:Malt, flaked 
Matters' refuse 
Oats 

Oat feed (ground or rolled) 
Oat flakes 
Oats, mill, containing not more than 300fo 

of wheat 
PUlp, dried beet 
Rye 

" , crushed 
Screenings, other than fl&x screenings, unground, 

containing not more than 30% of wheat. 
Seed, cane 

" sorghum. 
" sudan 
" wild mustard 

Shells, crushed or ground 
Ships tuft 
Shorts 
Sorghum grain (Kaf'fir or milo :maize) 
Speltz 
Sprouts, barley 

*Millet seed 112% of. the rates herein prescribed. 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COr~~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

~-__.. .... ,,.,....,.<, 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
HAROLD DODGE. ) 

*** 
CASE NO. 1081 

January 26, 1955 

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

By the Commission: 

(1'->J 

/) 

An order was made on January 5, 1955, requiring the respondent, 

Harold Dodge, to show cause why the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1218 should not be 

suspended or revoked for failure to file monthly reports for the months of 

July to November, 1952, and to pay highway compensation tax for the month 

of August 1950 and 1951 and the months of April, May and June, 1952, and 

for failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law 

and the rules and regulations of this Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The evi-

dance showed that the respondent failed to file the reports for the months 

of July to December, 1952, inclusive, that he bas paid no highway compensa-

tion taxes for August, 1950 and 1951, nor for the months of' April, May and 

June, 19321 and that he has no effective surety bond or insurance policy on 

file with the Commission. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have been 

and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have been 

operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We considered 

recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage insurance which 

motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, we were met with 

the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums which are now being 

charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts of insurance 



' .. 

which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the premiums 

would remain the same. Or course, it is appreciated that the statutes 

passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers oper~ting under 

our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate of public 

convenience and necessity. Many revocations have been made in the past on 

similar facts. However, due to the economic situation, we have concluded, 

and find, that the certificate of public convenience and necessity hereto-

fore issued to the respondent should be merely suspended for a period of 

six months from the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highway compen-

sation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insurance as is re-

quired by law and the rules and regulations of this Commission, and file a 

written statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during 

said period of suspension, the said certificate shall automatically become 

effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, the said 

certificate will be revoked without further notice. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity heretofore issued to Harold Dodge in Application No. 1218, be, 

and the same is hereby, suspended for a period of six months from the date 

of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements herein-

before made are not complied with, the said certificate of public convenience 

and necessity will be finally revoked and cancelled without further notice. 
I 
LIC UTILITIES COMMIS ION 

~-l:P'--#JAr-""-'"""'""'i·~E F COLO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 26th day of January, 1955. 

-2-
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, . · ~-orm No. 4. {Decision No. 4855. ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

FRANK 0. EHMAN. 

By the Commission: 

) 
) 
) 

* • * 

CASE NO •.. J.Ul .......... . 

S T A T E M E N T 

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public 
conveniencE: and necessity wat> heretofore issued to the above named respondent. 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier, (Application No. 1591-A). 

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: 

Mgptbly reports not tftgeiyed. 

April, May, June, Ju:cy, August, September, October, November and 
December, 1952. 

The records of the Commission also disclose that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or suret.y bond as required by Section 17 of 
Chapter 154, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 55 of the Rules and 
Regulations of the Commission Governing Motor Vehicle Carriers. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
an investigation and. hbari ng be enter·ed into to determine if the above named 
responjent han failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation 
taxes as above sot forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission governing ~otor vehicle carriers, and has failed to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

11' IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commissi0n within ten days from this 
date, why it should not HntNr an order suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretcfore issued to sairt respondent ou 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 2aid matter be, and the same is hereby, 
~~et down fer lE-al ing bofore the Commis:iion in 1. ts Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at l9.l9.9.o 'c::lock ... A..! ... -.. M·, on ... f..Ei!P.~a,;r;r .. J~ ...... J·~-~!: ... -........ , 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

TILITIES COMMISSION 
OLORADO 

Commissioners. 



.Form No. 4. (Decision No. 4856 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

THOS. M. WEST. 

By the Commissiona 

) 
) 
) 

* * * 

CASE NO •...... .!+.+..~ ..... 

STATEMENT ...., ____ ... __ _ 

) 

'the l~ecords of the Commission show that &. certiflcate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (Appl. No. 1433) 

The recor·ds of the Comm.iss'~on 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 received 

January:, June to December, 1932, , inclusive. 

The records of the Commission also 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 of the Commission Governing Motor Vehicle Carriers. 

0 R D Tjl R .... --- .... 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by thu Commission, on its own motion, that 

ten investigation and hearing bo entered i.n':.o 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 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 wri tttHl. statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an or·der suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to said respondent on acoount of the aforementioned delin
quency, and why it should not enter suGh 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, 
Bet down for h0ar·ing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Color?.do, at 10. ....... o'clock ... A. ....... M. , on ..... .F.e.bruaxy. .. l5, .... J..Q33. ....... _._ .. , 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
0 COLORADO 

Commiasionet-s. 



(Decision No. 485~ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

WILLIAM CRAIG. 

By the Commission; 
~----------------·-

) 
) 
) 

* * * 

1113 CASE NO.··-·-·-·-··,-··--·· 

STATEMENT 

) 

The records of the Commission show that a cert1.ficate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (Application No. 1019) 

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 

july to December, 1932, inclusive. 

The records of the Commission also disclose that said respondent has 
felled to file a Cargo Insurance policy 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 Motor Vehicle Carriers. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
an investigation and hearing be enter-ed into to determine ii' 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 tha Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission governing motor vehicle carriers, and has failed to tile a: 
Cargo Insurance policy as required by law. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That satd respondent show cause, if any he 
have, b:y wr·i tten statement f:iled with the Commissirm within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or r~voking 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 and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER OHDERED, That said matte1· be, and the same is he::reby, 
:;et down for healing before the Commis ;ion in :its Hee.ring Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colcrado, at .. l.O. ...... o 'clock ... A •.... M. , on ..... _, __ F.e.brua.r¥-·J.5.,_.J..9.33...-·-··• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

IC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OLORADO 

Oommis sioners. 



----------

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIJ!.8 COMMISSION 
OF THE SI'ATE OF COU>RADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIOJ:>TS OF 
aru.s. A. & LAWRENCE CLYDE. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

B¥ the Commission: 

) 
) 

* * * 

CASE NO. lll4 

Xanuary 27, 1933 

STATEMENT 

(Decision No. 4858) 

The records of the Commission show that' a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondents, 
in Application No. 1890, authorizing their operations as a motor vehicle carrier. 

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 

May to December, 1932, inclusive./ 

Year 
Highway Compensation tax unpaid 

Month Tax Penalty Total 

1932 April $ 10.97 

The records of the Oommiasion also disclose that said respondents have 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety tond as required by Section 17 ot' 
Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 33 ot' the Rules and 
Regulations of the Commission Governing Motor Vehicle Carriers. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THERE]QRE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 

an in~stigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above named 
respondents have 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 Oorrmission governing motor vehicle carriers, and have failed to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

IT IS J!1JRTH.ER ORDERED, That said respondents show cause, if any they 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days :t'rom this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to said respondents in Application No. 1890, 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 February 15, 1933, 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Commissioners. 

·c··, 

' ··.·}·1":1··· I t 
-·; .. \ .I v . 



) ~,.;_, ___ _ (Decision No. 4859 J~ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

.. • * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

KNIEVEL TRUCK LINE. 

) 
) 
) 

CASE NO •.. ~.!!.!.? .... -..... 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

The recor·ds of the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and n&cessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carder. (Application No. 1985-I) 

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 

April, 1932, to December, 1932, both inclusive. 

~he records of the Commission also disclose that respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 17 
of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, l927, and· by Rule 33 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing motor vehicle carriers. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS 'rHEREFORE OHDERED, b;l the Commission, on its own motion, that 
;;:.n investigation and h€aring be entex·ed into to determine if the above named 
respcndent 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 motor vehicle caniers, and has failed to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said r·espondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written stater.'lent filed with thH Commission within ten days from this 
dat~, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to said respondent on acoount of tho aforementioned delin
quency, and why it should not entsr sUt;h other order or orders as may be 
meet and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FUHTHER OHDlllRED, Tha·!~ said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
;;et down for rwa1 ing br::fcre the Commis:>ion in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, DEmver, Colonid0 1 at .. lC:L ... o'clock ... A ..... _.JA., on .. -.--l~.J?.~J.\§..!'.Y. ...... l,.,I?.,_.J.~.~~-·-······r 
at which time and place such evidence as is J?t'O-pex· may be introduced. 

Commissioners. 

( .. 



b/ ~,.~~ i 
Form No. 4. (Decision No.4860 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

SEVERIN PEDERSEN. 

By the Commission: 

) 
) 
) 

* * • 
1116 CASE NO.··-·-····-·· ......... . 

STATEMENT 

) 

The l~ecords of the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carder. (Application No. 1827) 

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent 
has failect to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit1 

Monthly Reports Not Received 

July, 1932, to December, 1932, both inclusive. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFOF.E ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
(;j.n investigation and ht::aring be entered into to determine if the above named 
respondent ha~ 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 moto1~ vehicle carriers. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written :'>·tatement 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 and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FUP.THER ORDERED, Tha-. said matter be, and the same is hH·eby, 
net down for headng bdore the Cornmis:;ion in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at ... +...9 ....... 0 'clock .. A!! ....... M. , on ........ ;['~!?~.~Y. ... J-.5..,....1~~~--·-·-·-··• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

LITIES CO~AISSION 
T ADO 

Commissioners. 

'"k'·.·( ,,. 
I 

l 



j 
(Decision No. 4861) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
HENRY G. MARTIN. ) 

CASE NO. 1085 

January 27, 1933 

Appearances: Henry G. Martin, Greeley, Colorado, 
pro~· 

By the Commission: 

The Commission issued its order requiring the respondent herein 

to show cause why he should not be required to cease and desist from operat-

ing as a motor vehicle carrier as defined in Section 1 (d) of Chapter 154, 

Session Laws 1927, without a certificate of public convenience and neces-

sity and/or a private carrier by motor vehicle as defined in Section 1 (h) 

of Chapter 120, Session Laws 1951, without a permit. 

At the hearing respondent admitted that in a very few instances 

and for only one individual he had been operating for hire, but stated that 

he would discontinue such operations if same was in violation of the law. 

Most of the respondent's operations consist of the transportation of his 

own property. 

After a careful consideration of the evidence and record we find 

that insofar as respondent was transporting freight for others for hire, 

he is engaged in operating as a motor vehicle carrier between points within 

the State of Colorado without a certificate of public convenience and neces-

sity or a private permit. 

ORDER 
--....-~-

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above named respondent forth-

with cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier as defined 

in Section 1 (d) of Chapter 134, Session Laws 1927, unless and until he 



• 

procures a certificate of public convenience and necessity therefore, and/or 

as a private carrier by motor vehicle as defined in Section 1 (h) of Chapter 

120, Session Laws of 1951, unless and until he procures a private permit 

therefor. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF T STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 27th day of January, 1955. 

-2-
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(Decision No. 4862. ) /r~·:·r 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
HE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

HAROLD O. STOCKTON. 

) 
) 
) 

CASE NO .J:.!!..'r: .. ··-·-·· 

STATEMENT 

B1 the Commissionz 

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier, (Application No. 1955). 

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: 

1932 

MPnthlx reports not received. 

June, November and December, 1952. 

Month 

July 
Aug. 
Sept. 
Oct. 

Highway Compensation Tax Unpaid. 

PenaltJ: Total 

4.81 .29 5.10 
7.44 .55 7.77 
w.~ ~ .w w.~ 
9.27 .14 9.41 

$51.68 $1.06 $52.74 
The records of the Commission also disclose that said respondent bas 

failed to fUe an insurance poliey or surety bond as required by Section 17 of 
Cba~er 154, Session Laws or Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 55 of the Rules and 
RegUlations of the Commission Governing Motor Vehicle Carriers. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS TH!i3REFORE ORDERED, by th-:: Commission, on its own motion, that 
a.n investigation and hf:JD.ring be entered in-to to determine if the above named 
respondent has failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation 
taxes as above sst fo~th, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission governing motur 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 thia 
d.at<;, why it should not E::nter an order suspending or rovoking the certificate 
heretofore isaued 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 m8.tte1· be, and the same is hE',reby, 
.;et down fer h.adng before the Commis:d.on in JtH Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colcm1do, at ~9.;9.9.o'dock ... ~.~ .... M., on .. _ .... l~J?.~_J'l.,..J~~~~"--·-·····t 
at which tl.me and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 



v 
Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 4861) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
D. J. PALMER, J. J. PAalER AND ) 
W. B. TAYLOR, DOING BUSINESS AS ) 
DENVER-OMAHA MOTOR EXPRESS. ) 

January 27, 1955. 

Ey j;he Crnnm1 ssion: 

CASE NO. ll18. 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named 
respondents were heretofore issued a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 114, Session Laws of Colo
rado, 1927, authorizing them to engage in the business of a common carrier 
by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondents 
have failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by 
Section 17 of Chapter 154, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and b.1 Rule 51 
of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing common carriers 
b.Y 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 respondents have failed or refused to file an insurance policy 
or surety bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Com
mission, and if so, whether their certificate should therefore be suspended 
or revokad, and whether aqy other order or orders should be entered b.1 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, 530 State 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 o'clock A.M., on February 17, 1955, 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper m~ be introduced. 

C UTILITIES COMMISS N 
F OLORADO 



(Decision No. 4861. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

ROY POOLE. 

By the Commission: 

) 
) 
) 

* * • 

CASE NO •. }}~9 • 

..Ien'llaJ1l': g 'l .a. !9~.!. 

S T A T E M E N T 

) 

The records of the Commission show that a. certificate of public 
convenience and nacessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent. 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier, (Application No. 1702). 

The records of the Commlss i.on furthET disclose that said respondent 
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Monthly :B§i)Orts Not Received 

March, April, May, June, July, August, September, October, November 
and December, 1932. 

Hi~ Compensa,.tion Tax Unpaid 

Month !u. Renalt,x Total 

1952 January .$5 .os .40 
February .19 .02 a2l 

.61 
Less overremittance ---- .17 

$ .44 
The records of the Commission also disclose that said respondent has 

failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section l'l of 
Chapter 154, Session Laws of Colorado, 192'1, and l?Jr Rule 55 of the Rules and 
RegUlations of the Commission Governing Motor Vehicle Carriers. 

0 R D E R 

lT IS THEP.mFOtlE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
i.i.n investigation and he.adng br~ entered in~o to dotermine 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 thb 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 thH Commission within ten days from this 
da t;;;, why i. t should not en tE: r an. order suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to said raspondent on ac~ount of the aforementioned delin
quency, and why it should not enter su~h other order or orders as may be 
meet and proper in the premises. 

I'l' IS FUHTHER OHDERED, That said tr.atter be, and the same is hE:reby, 
:;et down for heal"ing before the Con:mis:>ion in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, a.t ... lO ...... o 'clock ... l~ .... M., on ........ l.~J?.~ ... !?, .... +~-~~-·-·-·····r 
ut which time and place such evido;;nct~ as is proper- may be introduced. 

ILITIES COW~ISSION 
~~~~~~~~ADO 

Commissioners. 



• 

, 

, Form No. 4. (Decision No. 4865 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

R. H. BURKDOLL. 

) 
) 
) 

S T A T E M E N T __ ,... ______ _ 

By the Commission; 

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

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

Year 
1932 

If 

" 
" 
" 
" 

Monthly reports not received 
October, November and December, 1g32. 

Highw~ Com~nsation tax un:2aid 
Month Tax Penalty Total 
April $ 2.27 $ .24 $ 2.51 
May 4.26 .38 4.64 
J"une 2.38 .18 2.56 
JUly 2.18 .13 2.31 
August 2.94 .13 3.07 
September 2.94 .08 3.02 

$ 18.11 

The records of the Commission also disclose that sai,a respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 17 of 
Chapter 134, Session Laws o:t' Colorado, 1927, and b:y Rule 33 of the Rules and 
Regulations of the Commission Governing Motor Vehicle Carriers. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
an investigation and heari.ng b•~ 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 motor vehicle carriers, and has 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 wri ttcm 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 sueh 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 ht,reby, 
;;et down for hea!'ing before ·the Commis::Jion in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, D•;nver, Co lc rado, at 2.:.0.0 ... 0 'clock P •......... M. • on .. ~····~·-·J:e..br.ua;cy; ... l.5.,.. .. ~93,3.._ .. , 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Oommissionera. 



(Decision No. 4866 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
NELLIE M. IDOL, LOREN IDOL AND 
IRIS I. IDOL DOING BUSINESS AS 
~···TR:AN·s~ror·coiPm-;--··········-.. 

* * * 
) 
) CASE NO.·---~·!··-····· 

1 
_ [Bl!U~ ~7 L +_9~5 

S T A T E M E N T ________ ....,_ 

41' By ~ommissio~i 

e 
e 

The r-ecords of the Commission show that e. certificate of public 
convenience andtllel~ssity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent~&,. 
authorizing lrlx;o~eFations as a motor· vehicle carrier, (Application No. 1691). 

have The records of the Commi ss LOnhfurther disclose that said respondents 
»rB/failed to file monthly reports !:tnd lxaif''l:ued to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Mantbll Re~~ta Mgt B~~~iv~ 
February to December, 1952, inclusive. 

~-· 

Hiihw&;f Compensation lax Dn~'d 

Month ~ Penalty Total 

1951 December .51 .09 .62 

The records o£ the Commission also disclose that said respondents have ~ 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 17 of 
Chapter 154, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 55 of the Rules and 
Regulations of the Commission Governing Motor Vehicle Carriers. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the: Commission, en i.ts own motion, that 
un investi.gat~~lj:ean(l. hearing be entered in".io to detor·mine if the above named 
r'espondeniS tmtx7.ailed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation 
taxes as abdve set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission governing motor vehicle carriers, andhave failed to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

I'r IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said responden~show cause, if any =they' 
havt~, by written statement filed. with the Commissinn within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to said r~sponden~on account of the aforementioned delin
quency, and why it should not enter su~h other order or orders as may be 
meet and proper in the premises. 

~~~T IS :Il'URTHER Ol:WERED, That said mattek' be, and the same is hc'reby, 
et dawn fer h~a1ing before the CommisRion in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 

Building, DE:nver-, Colot·ado, at 2.;.0.0 ... o 'c1 ack ... P ....... M., on .. ___ ... .F.e.br.u.a.ry._.l5.,._l9.5.5._, ___ .. , 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Commissioners. 

f 



(Decision No. 4867 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

GUY IVY. 

By the Commission; ----- _..... 

) 
) 
) 

• * * 

CASE NO •..... JJ..?.?..:.-~ 

JSEU.!-17 _g7_, ].9j5_ 

S T A T E M E N T 

) 

The records of the Commission show that a cer·titicate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
au'thodz ing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier., {Application No. 1791). 

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: 

Montbl y Reports Not Receiveci 

April, July, August, September, October, November and December, 1952. 

Jlop.th 

1952 June 

~ 

$1.79 

Penalty Total 

$.15 $1.9% 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THERJ!~FOHE ORDERED, by thE) Commission, on its own motion, that 
<H1 investigation and headng be entet·ed 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 th~ Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission governing motor vehicle carriers. 

IT IS FURTHlCR OHDEHED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by wdtten statement filed with thn Commi.saicn within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or rovoking the certificate 
heretofore i~sued to said respondent on ac~ount of the aforementioned delin
quency, and why it should not enter su~h other order or orders as may be 
meet and proper in the pn:omises. 

:T IS FURTHER OHDERlGD, That said matter· be, and the same is hEreby, 
:;at dc:wn for ht~a:ing before the Commis:;ion in it'> Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver 1 Colorado, at .g_;QQ .. o' Glock .:P• ..... _ .. M., on .......... F.~Pr.Y~ ... l.P.~ ... l~li., .. _._ .. , 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Oommiasioners. 

-



·Form No. 4. (Decision No. 4868 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITI~S COMMISSIO~ 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

HARRY H. HUDSON. 

By the Commission: 

) 
) 
) 

,I 
·* . * * 

CASE NO. __ g_~?. .... ---~-

ST,ATEMENT - _,_------

) 

The records o! the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (Application No. 1688) 

The 1·ecords of the Cornmieston 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 

August, September, October, November and December, 1932. 

Highway Compensation Taxes Unpaid 

Month Tax Penal tz. Total 

1932 April .09 .09 
June 2.81 .21 3.02 

c:.~ / ,.·...r' 

July .38 .02 .40 
$3.28 $ .23 $3.51 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERfW, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
an invt;:stigation and hearing be entered into to detarmine if the above named 
respondent has failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation 
~axes as above sat forth, in violati6n of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission gover·ning motor vehicle carriers. 

IT IS FURTHER OHDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by writt.=m statement filed with tho Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not ent8r an order suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to said respondent on account of the aforementioned delin
quency, and why it should not entex· 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, 
~>et dOW!l for hsadng b~:fore the C·~n1mif3>ion in its Hearing Room, 330 State Oftica 
Building, Danver, Coloi·ado, at ?.;.OO .... o'clock J?~ ........ M., on ........ -.F.~?.~~~!.Y. ... ~.~-'---~.?.~~-........ , 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Commissioners. 



----
.~ ... ,. . 

(Decision No. 4859) )_., 

l 
. I . 

. · J ~~- .··· 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STA'rE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE Iv[)TOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF } 
Jd.KE WEILER AND FRED HA.UF, OOING ) 
BUSINESS .AJ3 MINERS TRANSPORTATION ) 
COMPANY. ) 

CASE NO. 1124 

January 27, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public 

convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondents 

t.~:r~ 

in Application No. 1038, authorizing their operations as a motor vehicle carrier. 

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: 

1932 

Monthly Reports Not Received 

~~ 
September, October and Deccuber, 1932. 

Highway Compensation Tax Unpaid 

Month Tax Penalty Total -
February $4.52 .61 $5.13 
March 2.37 .28 2.65 
November 1.91 1.91 

$8.80 .89 $9.69 

The records of the Commission also disclose that 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 motor vehicle carriers. 

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 or pay highway compensation.taxes, 

and have failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as above set forth, 

in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing 



motor vehicle carriers. 

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 an order suspending or revoking 

the certificate heretofore issued 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 2:00 o'clock P. M. on 

February 15, 1933, at which time and place such evidence as is proper may 

be introduced. 

THE PUBLI UTILITIES COMIIISSI ON 
OF T S OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 27th day of January, 1933. 



Form No. 4. {Decision No. 4870 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

WILDON BEACH. 

By the Commission; 

) 
) 
) 

* * * 
1125 CASE NO.··~·-·-·-·· ... ._._ .. 

STATEMENT 

) 

The records of the Cotnmission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (Application No. 962) 

The records of the Commiss:Lon further disclose that said respondent 
has failed to file monthly repor·ts and has failed to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Monthly Reports Not Received. 

July, 1932, to December, 1932, both inclusive. 

Highway Compensation Tax Unpaid 

Month Tax Penalty Total 

1932 June $4.17 .31 $4.48 

The records of the Commission also disclose that 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 of the Conmission governing motor vehicle carriers. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFOR&~ ORDERED, by thE:~ Commission, on its own motion, that 
hn investigation and hE·a1·ing be entered into to determine if the nbove 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 motor vehicl(~ carriers, and has failed to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

IT IS FURTHILR ORDERED, That said t·espondent show cause 1 if any he 
have, by written statement filed wi.th the Commissicn 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 and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER OHDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
:1et down fer hea1 ing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver 1 Colorado, at . ..iiH9.Qo 'dock ... f. .• -.. M., on ......... f~t;~J,rr;·w~r.Y. ... l~ .. ,.J •. ~-~;? ...... _,_.,, 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Commissioners. 

I l.~ ~ l· 
U·· 

'""'·' 



Forlll No. 4. (Decision No.487l 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC U'riLITIIllS COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

CHARLES H. O'BRIEN, DOING BUSINES~ 
~!.-~~~.:~.-~2! .. !-.~.=········ ) 

1126 
CASE NO.··-·-············-·~·· 

J~ll}ta_!'y_ 2__? ,_1~3~ ._ 

S T A T E M F. N T 

B1 the Commission: 

) 

The records of the Commission show that ~ certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. 

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

1932 

Monthly Reports Not Received 

November and December, 1932. ' 

Highway Compensation Tax Unpaid 

l·f· 'ci '· 

Month 

October 

'rax 

$27.10 

Penalty 

.40 

Total 

$27.50 '\ (' ., 

The records of the Commission further disclosed that said respondent 
has failed to tile 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 
aegulations of the Commission governing motor vehicles. 

0 R D E R 

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 ~onthly reports cr pay highway compensation 
taxes as above sst forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commisslon governing motor vehicle carriers, and has failed to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

IT IS FURTHER Ol\DERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have:, by wdtten statement filed wi.th th<;J 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 net ox:ter su.-;h other order or orders as may be 
m&et and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FUHTHER OHDERED, Tha;t said mattor be, and the same is hereby, 
~~et ~'!own for lwadng before the Comm:i.s :lion in "L ts Hea.t'ing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at ... lO ...... o 'olock ... A.a ...... M., on .. ~·-·-·~f..~:P.:r.M~~+.Y.. .. +.7.,..J .. ~-~J.t ... _ .. , 
at which time and place such evid~nco as is ~roper may be introduced. 

THE PUB IC.UTILITIES 
OF E 

Commissioners. 

i
·~ c 

I 

/ 
/ 

I 

( 



(Decision No. 4872) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
H •. S. HARP AND THAD S. HARP, ) 
DOING BUSINESS AS HARP BROTHERS. ) 

CASE NO. 1127 

January 28, 195S 

By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessit,r was heretofore issued to the above named respondents, 
authorizing their operations as a motor vehicle carrier, (Application No. 652). 

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

Monthly Reports Not Receiyed 

M~ to December, 1952, inclusive. 

Hi~AY Compensation Tax Unpa:W 

Month !a6 Penalty 

1952 February .55 
March 12.88 1.55 
AprU ~.22 l.04 

t22.80 $5.12 

Total 

.51 
14.4!5 
10.96 

$25.92 

The records of the Commission also disclose that said respondents 
have failed to file an insurance poliqy or surety bond as required by Section 
17 of Chapter 154, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 55 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission Governing Motor Vehicle Carriers. 

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 
respondents have 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 motor vehicle carriers, and have failed to file an 
insurance policy or suret,r bond as required by law. 

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, w~ it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to said respondents 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, 550 State 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 o'clock A.M. on February 17, 1955, 
at which time and place such evidence as is pro~r may be introduced. 

THE IC TILIT ES COMMISSION 
E RADO 

Commissioners. 



,. 
Form No. 4. {Decision No. 487S 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

~L.!!.~ ..... ~~~.! ... -·-·-·-·-·-·-·-····-·-·-·-··-·····-.. 

B1 the Commission: --------

* * * 
1126 CASE NO.··~·-···-·· .. ···-·-·· 

S T A T E M E N T 

) 

The records d the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing hilS operations as a motor vehicle carrier, (Application No. 649-A). 

The l'ecords 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: 

1952 

Monthly Reports Not Receiyed 

August, September, October, November and December, 

June 
July 

Hiihwey Com;pensation Tax Unpaid 

~ Pena1ty 

2.76 
1,76 

$6.52 

.21 
,gl 

$.44 

/,.., I 
/ i\ 

/ ' / (.V 
1932.\sl. 

\ /' 

Total 

2.97 
s.~a 

$6.96 

... 

The records of the Commission also disclose that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 17 of 
Chapter 154, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 55 of the Rules and 
Regulations of the Commission Governing Motor Vehicle Carriers. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS 'L'HEREFOFUC ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
an investigation and hear·i.ng bD enter·ed in:;o 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 
9f the Com:ni~sion gover·ning 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 state~ent filed with the CoMnission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to saict respondent on account of the aforementioned delin
quency, an~ why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be 
meet and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER OHDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
uet dcwn fer h;Hving bdore the Commis:,ion in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Bui1ding, D5nver, Colorado, at :tQ.~QQ.o•clock .. A~ ... -.M., on ..... F§b~ ... l~1, .. l9.155._.~·-········t 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper 'ay be introduced. 

Commissioners. 



(Decision No. 4874} 

\'u· -., 
' 

.. ./ ... 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
MARTIN MIKELSON, ALBERT MIKELSON ) 
AND ROY E. WOODWORTH. ) 

CASE NO, lli9. 

Januar.y 28, 1935. 

By the commit?slon: 

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of pUblic 
convenience and necessit,y was heretofore issued to the above named respondents, 
authorizing their operations as a motor vehicle carrier1 (Application No.727-A). 

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

Monthly Reports Not aeceived 

November and December, 1952. 

Hi~hwa.y Compensation Tax Unpaid 

Montb .!a6 Penalty Total 

1952 July ll.22 .67 11.89 
August 10.98 .49 11.47 
September 10.00 .50 10,30 
October 10.20 .15 10.1§ 

$42.40 $1.61 $44.01 

The records of the Commission also disclose that said respondents 
have failed to file an insurance poli~ or suret,y bond as required by Section 
17 of Chapter 154, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 55 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the CommissioD Governing Motor Vehicle Carriers. 

QRD!li 

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 month~ reports or ~ highw~ compensation 
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission governin~motor vehicle carri~rs, and have failed to file aa 
insurance policy or surety-bond as required by law. 

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 an order suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to said respondents on account of the aforementioned delin
quency, and why it should not enter such other order or orders as ~ 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, 550 st.ate 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 o'clock A.M. on Februar,y 17, 1955, 
at which time and place such evidence as is prope may be introduced. 

T 

Commissioners. 
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BEFORE T E PUBLIC UTILITIES COf!MISSION 
0 THE STATE OF COLORADO 

(Decision No. 4875) 

a.,. - ~3 <:, ..z.... 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
THE CASEY TRUCK LINE COMPANY. ) PRIVATE PERMIT NO. A-562 

January 50, 1955 

By the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt o£ a letter dated January 26, 1955, 

written by The Casey Truck Line Company advising us that it has' not operated 

under the private permit heretofore issued to it since August, 1952, that .. it is 

now operating under a certificate of public convenience and necessity and re-

questing that said permit be cancelled. 

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 private permit No. 362-A, hereto

fore issued to The Case,yTruck Line Company, be, and the same is hereby can-

celled and revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 50th day of January, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~liSSION 
OF THE TATE OF COLORADO 
I 



• 

(Decision No. 4876) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COI.DRADO 

RE MorOR VEHICLE OP:F.ru.TIONS OF 
EARL CAIN. 

* 
) 
) 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
W. J". DuRAY. ) 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
EDGAR BATCHELOR. ) 
- - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - -

* * 

CASE NO. 886 

CASE NO. 887 

CASE NO. 888 

J"anuary 30, 1933 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

A number of orders heretofore have been made herein staying the 

order of the Commission made on May 14, 1932, the last order having been 

made on Dec~ber s, 1932. The latter order provided that the said order 

of May 14, 1932, be stayed until ten days after the date the Commission 

shall have made a decision in the matter of the application of A. M. DuRay. 

The Commission has now made a decision in that case but a petition for 

rehearing has bean filed, and remains undecided. 

Therefore, we have concluded and find that the said order of May 

14, 1932, should be stayed until twenty days after final action is taken 

by the Commission with respect to the said application of A. M. DuRay in 

Application No. 2067. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THERE:EOBE ORDERED, That the order made in the above anti tled 

cases on May 14, 1932, be, and the same is hereby, as of J"anuary 14, 1932, 

~pro~' stayed until twenty days after ihe date of the final order 

of the Commission in the matter of the ~plication of A. M. DuRay in Appli-

cation No. 2067. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 30th day of J"anuary, 1933. 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLO~ 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
S.AM SHUPE. ) 

* * * 

CASE NO. 1087 

February 2, 1933. 

(Decision No. 48?7) 

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

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 18, 1933, re~uiring respondent to 

show cause why his private permit No. 82-A should not be revoked for his 

failure to file monthly highway compensation tax reports for the months of 

August, 1932, to December, 1932, inclusive, and for failure to file an insur-

~nee policy or surety bond as required by law and the rules and regulations 

of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although he 

was given notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence showed 

that the reports in question had not been filed and that no insurance had 

bean filed by respondent. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration far those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

have considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts of insurance which the carriers are re~ired to carry should be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, 1 t is apprecia ;;ed 

that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 

-1-
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operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revocations 

have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the economic 

situation, we have concluded, and find, that private permit No. 82-A, here-

tofore issued to Sam Shupe, should be merely suspended for a period of six 

months from the date hereof. 
file 

If, in the meantime, the respondent wiil/the delinquent reports 

in question, file such insurance as is required by law and the rules and 

regulations or the Commission, and file a written statement to the effect 

that he has not operated for hire during said period of suspension, the said 

permit shall automatically become effective again. If the above requirements 

are not complied with, the said permit will be revoked without further notice. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. 82-A, heretofore 

issued to Sam Shupe, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period of 

six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS ~~THER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COiv!M:ISSION 

~u:DJ 
'iJ~~ 
<i:~---~ 

Commissioners. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of February, 1933. 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
L. E. KA.YS. 

* * * * 
CASE NO. 1089 

February 2, 1933. 

(Decision No. 4879) 

Appearances: Mr. E· s. ~ohnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 19, 1932, requiring the above named 

respondent to show cause why his private permit No. 18?-A should not be 

suspended or revoked for his failure to file monthly highway compensation 

tax reports for the months of August, 1932, to December, 1932, both inclusive, 

and for his failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by 

law and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

The Commission is in receipt of a letter under date of January 26, 

1933, from said respondent, stating that he has ceased all operations under 

his permit and requesting that same be unconditionally cancelled and revoked. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. 187-A, heretofore issued to 

L. E. Kays, should be revoked and cancelled. 

ORDER -----
IT IS TI~DEFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. 187-A, heretofore 

issued to L. E. Kays, be, and the same is hereby revoked and cancelled. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COivlMISSION 
OF TE OF COLOF.ADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of February, 1933. 

'~;1. 

~ 
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BE:F'ORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIOl-rS OF ) 
YOUNG BROTHERS. ) 

* * * 
CASE NO. 1090 

February 2, 1933. 

(Decision No. 4880) 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for Public Utilities Commission. 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on january 19, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondents to show cause why their private permit No. 55-A should not be 

suspended or revoked for their failure to file monthly reports for the months 

of August, 1932, to December, 1932, both inclusive, pay highway compensation 

taxes for the month of july, 1932, in the amount of $4.28, and also for their 

failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the 

rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondents did not appear, although 

they were given notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

showed that the delinquent reports had not been filed, the highway compensation 

tax for the month of july, 1932, had not been paid and no satisfactory insurance 

had been filed.by respondents. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have been 

and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have been 

operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We have considered 

recently l,owering the amounts of liebili ty and property d::1mage insurance which 

motor vehijcle operators would be req_uired to carry. However, we were met with 

the staterqent by the insurance companies that the premiums which are now being 

I 
charged ~e the minimum ones and that even though the amounts of insurance 

which the !carriers are req_uired to carry should be lowered, the premiums 
I 

-1-

( 



• , 

would remain the same. Of ~ourso, it is appreciated that the statutes 

passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating under 

our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be WS:rranted in revoking the said permit. Many revocations 

have berm made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the economic 

situation, we heve concluded, and find, that private permit No. 55-A, heretofore 

issued to Young Brothers, should be merely suspended for a period of six 

months from the date hereof. 

If, in the meantime, the respondents will file the delinquent 

reports in question, pay the highway compensation tax due for the month of 

July, and file such insurance as is required by law and the rules and regula-

tions of the Commission, and also file a written statement to the effect that they 

have not operated for hire during said period of suspension, the said permit 

shall automatically become effective again. If the above rRquirements are 

not complied with, the said permit will be revoked without further notice. 

IT IS TF~EFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. 55-A, heretofore 

issued to Young Brothers, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period 

of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS ]URTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of February, 1g33. 



j 

BE11'0RE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE ST.ii.TE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
YOUNG BROTHERS. ) 

* * * 

CASE NO. 1090 

February 2, 1933. 

(Decision No. 4880) 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. Johnson, Denver, Colo:c·ado, 
for Public Utilities Commission. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 19, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondents to show cause why their private permit No. 55-A should not be 

suspended or revoked for their failure to file monthly reports for the months 

of August, 1932, to December, 1932, both inclusive, pay highway compensation 

taxes for the month of July, 1932, in the amount of $4.28, and also for their 

failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the 

rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondents did not appear, although 

they were given notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

showed that the delinquent reports had not been filed, the highway compensation 

tax for the month of July, 1932, had not been paid and no satisfactory insurance 

had been filed.by respondents. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have been 

and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have been 

operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We have considered 

recently lowering the amounts of li2bility and property d3mage insurance which 

motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, we were met with 

the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums which are now being 

charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts of insurance 

which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the premiums 

-1-
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would remain the same. Of ?Ourso, it is appreciated that the statutes 

passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating under 

our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be w13:rranted in revoking the said permit. Many revocations 

have been madC'l in the past on similar facts. However, due to the economic 

situation, we have concluded, and find, that private permit No. 55-A, heretofore 

issued to Young Brothers, should be merely suspended for a period of six 

months from the date hereof. 

If, in the meantime, the respondents will file the delinquent 

reports in question, pay the highway compensation tax due for the month of 

July, and file such insurance as is required by law and the rules and regula

tions of the Conm1ission, and also file a written statement to the effect that they 

have not operated for hire during said period of suspension, the said permit 

shall automatically become effective again. If the above r~quirements are 

not complied with, the said permit will be revoked without further notice. 

IT IS THFREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. 55-A, heretofore 

issued to Young Brothers, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period 

of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of February, 1933. 



.. 
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{Decision No. 4881} 

BEFORE THE PUBUC UTI: LITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COIDRADO 

RE MorOR VEHIClE OPERATIONS OF 
EJ:..MBl"t DE:b"ENBAUGH. 

) 
) 

* * * 

CASE NO. 1092 

February 2, 1933 

Appearance: Mr. E. s. rohnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for Public Utilities Commission. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on ranuary 20, 1933, requiring the above naned 

respondent to show cause why his private pennit No. 191-A should not be 

suspended or revoked for his failure to file monthly reports for the months 

of September, November and Dec~ber, 1932, pay highway compensation taxes 

for the months of rune, ruly, August and October, 1932, in the total amount of 

$11.24, and also for his failure to file an inswance policy or surety bond as 

required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at Which respondent did not appear, although he 

was given hotice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence showed 

that the delinquent reports· had not been filed, the highway compensation tax 

for the months in question had not been paid, and no satisfactory insurance 

had been filed by respondent. 

The Commission fully appreciates what bUsiness conditions have been 

and has tried to show every proper consideration far those who have been 

operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We have considered 

recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage insurance which 

motor vehicle o-perators would be required to carry. However, we were met with 

the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums which are now being 

charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts of insurance 

which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the premiums 

-1-
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would remain the same, Of course, it is appreciated that the statutes 

passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating under 

our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. ~mny revocations 

have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the economic 

situation, we have concluded, and find, that private motor vehicle permit No. 

191-A, heretofore issued to Elmer Defenbaugh, should be merely su~ended for 

a period of six months from the date hereof • .. 
If, in the na.antirne, the respondent will file all higb.w~y Cll>mpen-

sation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insurance as is required 

by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and also file a written 

statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period 

of suspension, the said permit shall automatically became effective again. 

If the above requirements are not complied with, the said permit will be 

revoked without further notice. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit No. 191-A, 

heretofore issued to Elmer Defenbaugh, be, and the same is hereby, suspended 

for a period of six months fram the date of this order. 

IT IS :FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

TEE PUBLIC U'I1 LITIES CCJMMIS3ION 
OF THE ATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of February, 1933. 

-2-
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(Decision No. 4882) 

BEl!'ORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

BE MOTOR VEHICLE OIERATIONS OF 
R. H. BEVAN. 

) 
) CASE NO. 1110 

lfebruary 3, 1933 

Appearance: :Mr. E. s. Johnson, Denver, Coler ado, 
for Public Utilities Commission. 

STATEMENT 

By the Commias ion: 

An order was made by the Commission on January 23, 1933, 

requiring the respondent, R. H. Bevan, to show cause why his motor 

vehicle private permit No. 301-A, heretofore issued to him should not 

be suspended or revoked for failure to file monthly highway compensa-

tion tax reports for the months of November and December, 1932, and for 

failure to pay highway compensation tax for the months of June to October, 

1932, both inclusive, and for failure to fi~ an insurance policy or surety 

bond as required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The 

evidence showed that the respondent failed to file the reports for the 

months in question, and also failed to pay highway compensation tax for the 

months of June to October, 1932, both inclusive, and that no insurance had 

been filed. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for thoo e who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle OIJi!' rators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even 'though the 

, 
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amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be 

lowered, the premiums would remain the saiiJ3. Of ro ursa, it is appreciated 

that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revoca-

tiona have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the motor vehicle 

private permit No. 301-A, heretofore issued toR. H. Bevan, should be merely 

suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all highway compen-

sation tax reports due, pay all such taxes, file such insurance as is required 

by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and file a written 

statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period 

of suspension, the said permit shall automatically became effective again. 

If the above requirements are not complied with, the said permit will be 

revoked without further notice. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the motor vehicle private permit No. 

301~, heretofore issued to R. H. Bevan, be, and the same is hereby, suspended 

for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

rr IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said parmi t will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of February, 1933. 

TEE PUBLIC TJriLITIES COMMISSI N 
0 THE S TE OF COLORADO 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES Cffi.®I.TISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

(Decision No. 4883) 

RE MOTOR VEHICIE OPERATIONS OF 
RICHARD AND RIDGWAY. CASE NO. 1106 

Appearance: 

By the Commission: 

February 3, 1933 

Mr. E. S. Johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for Public Litili ties Commission. 

STATEMENT ---------

An order was made on January 21, 1933, requiring the respondents, 

Richard and Ridgway, to show cause why their motor vehicle private permit 

No. 358-A, heretofore issued to tham should not be suspended or revoked for 

failure to file monthly highway compensation tax reports for the months of 

July to December, 1932, both inclusive, and for failure to pay highway com-

pensation tax for the month of June, 1932, in the amount of $3.19, and also 

for failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law 

and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondents did not appear, although 

they were given due notice of the time and place of the said hearing. The 

evidence showed that the respondents f8iled to file the reports and pay 

highway compensation tax for the months in question, and that no insurance 

had been filed. 

The Cornmission f'ully aP:preciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operatj_ng under the statutes which we are rec:uired to adm.inister and 

enforce. We have done e.l1 in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the anounts of liability encl property dam&ge 

insurance which motoT' vehicle operators wou1.d 1Je rctlUired to carry. However, 

we Ylere met Vii th the staterr,ent by the insurance cor,lpanies that the prerni1m1s 

which G.re now b6 ing charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be 

-1-
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lowered, the :premiums would rem.a in the same. Of course, it is appreciated 

that the statutes passed by the Legislature compe us to require all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insuran 

We would be warranted in revoking parmi t. Many revoca-

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, hat the motor vehicle 

private permit No. 358-A, heretof"ore issued toRi hard and Ridgway, should 

be merely suspended for a :period of six months f'r the date of this order. 

If, in the meantime, the respondents wi 1 tile all highway com:pen-

sation tax reports due, :pay all such taxes, tile 

by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and file a written 

statement to the effect that thev have not operated for hire during said period 

ot suspension, the said permit shall autanatica became effective again. 

If the above requirements are not complied with, the said pennit will be 

revoked without further notice. 

ORDE ----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the moto vehicle private :permit No. 

358-A, heretofore issued to Richard and Ridgway, be,and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six months fran the da e of this order. 

IT IS FURT:BE:l ORDERED, That if the sai requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said :permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

UBLI C UTILITIES COMMISS ON 
IE ATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of February, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 4894) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMM SION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERA'I'IONS OF 
L. s. BOWERS. 

CASE NO. 1109 

February 3, 1933. 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. Johnson, Denver Colorado, 
for Public Utilities C mmission. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 23, 1933, equiring the respondent, 

L. s. Bowers, to show cause why his private permi No. 406-A·should not be 

suspended or revoked for his failure to pay highw y compensation taxes for 

the months of September, October, November and De ember, 1932, in the 

amount of $39.50. 

A hearing was had at which respondent d d not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of The evidence 

disclosed that respondent had paid all delinquent taxes prior to said hearing. 

Attar careful consideration of 

the opinion, and so finds, that the case should 

ORDE!!, 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That this 

hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of February, 1933. 

d, the Commission is of 

dismissed. 

ITIES COMMISSION 
OF COLORADO 



/· 
''~<: . - . 'L 

).)t c)c·:)~. .. . c 

Decision No. 4885) ~,.,..,,,.. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
HARRY J. SEEREY. ) CASE NO 

Februar,y 4, 1955 

By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission show that an interstate permit was 

issued on April 5, 1952, to the above named respo dent, in Application No. 

1971, Decision No. 4159, authorizing his operatio s as a motor vehicle carrier 

in interstate commerce only between Denver, Color do and a point on U. s. High-

wey No. 85, where such highway crosses the Color o-Wyoming state line. 

The records of the Commission further d sclose that said respondent 

has failed to ~ the fee of $5.00 for issuance o said interstate permit as 

provided by law and the rules and regulations of he Commission. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commies on, on its own motion, that 

an investigation and hearing be entered into to d termine if the above named 

respondent has failed to pay the fee of $5.00 for issuance of said interstate 

permit as above set forth, as provided by law and the rules and regulations 

of the Commission. 

IT IS .FURTHER ORDERED, That said respon ent show cause, if any he 

have, by written statement filed with the Commies on within ten days from this 

date, w~ it should not enter an order suspendin or revoking the interstate 

permit heretofore issued to said respondent in A lication No. 1971, on account 

of the aforementioned delinquency, and ·~ it sho ld not enter such other order 

or orders as may be meet and proper in the premise • 

-l-
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter e, and the same is hereby, 

set down for hearing before the Commission in its 

Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 o'clo A. M., on Februar.y 18, 19SS, 

at which time and place such evidence as is prope 

THE PUBLIC TILITIES COMMISSION ' 
OF HE S TE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 4th d~ of February, 1955. 
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(Decision No. 4886) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITI:B~S CO SION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
BE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1108 
J. M. NOVAK. ) 

February 3, 1933 

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

By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 23, 1932, r quiring the respondent, 

J. M. Novak, to show cause why his private o. 3~7-A should not be 

suspended or revoked fpr his failure to file y reports for the months 

of July, 1932, to December, 1932, inclusive, ighway compensation tax 

tor the month of June, 1932, in the amount of $1. 2, and for his failure to 

file the necessary insurance policy or surety as required by law and the 

rules and regulations or the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent d not appear, although he 

disclosed that respondent has failed to file the elinquent monthly reports 

in question and has no effective insurance on fil • It was further disclosed 

that respondent owes no highway compensation taxe item in show cause 

order having been an error. 

The Commission fully appreciates what b have been 

and has tried to show every proper consideration been 

operating under the statutes which we are require administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to rates. We considered 

recently lowering the amounts of liability and pr party damage insurance 

which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, we were 

met with the statement by the insurance companie that the premiums which 

are now being charged are the minimum ones and t at even though the amounts 

-1-
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ot insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the 

premiums would remain the same. Ot course, it is appreciated that the 

statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating 

under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revocations 

have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the economic 

situation, we have concluded, and find, that the private permit heretofore 

issued to J. M. Novak sbould be merely suspended for a period of six months 

from this date. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file the delinquent 

monthly reports in question , file such insuranceas is required by laW 

and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and file a written statement 

to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period of 

suspension, the said permit shall automatically become effective again. If 

the above requirements are not complied with, the said permit will be revoked 

without further notice, 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFOBE ORDERED, That the motor vehicle private permit 

No. 357-A, heretofore issued to J. M. Novak, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six mon.ths from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the sai~ permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMI 
OF ~ STATE OF COLORA 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of February, 1933. 



/-
(Decision No. 4887) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF Tim: srATE OF COLORADO 

* * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
DAVID J. BUCHANAN, DOmG BUSINESS ) 
AS SOUI'H DENVER MOVING & STORA.cm ) 
COMPANY. } 

* 

CASE NO. 1132 

February 4, 1933 

By the Commission: 

The records of' the Commission show that an interstate permit 

was issued on November 18, 1931, to the above named respondent, in 

Application No. 1885, Decision No. 3765, authorizing his operations as 

a motor vehicle carrier in interstate commerce only f'rom Denver to points 

outside the State of' Colorado. 

c. 0 PI 

The records of' the Commission further disclose that said respondent 

has failed to pay the fee of' $5.00 for issuance of' said interstate permit as 

provided by law and the rules and regulations of' the Commia sion. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commdssion, on its own motion, that 

an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if' the abow named 

respondent has failed to pay the f'ee of' $5.00 for issuance of said interstate 

permit as above set forth, as provided by law and the rules and regulations 

of the Commission. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 

have, qy written statement filed with the Commission within ten days tram 

this date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the 

interstate permit heretofore issued to said respondent in Application No. 

1885, on account of the afo~entioned delinquency, and why it should not 

enter such other order or orders as may be meet and proper in the premises. 
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IT IS FURI'!IER 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 A. M. o'clock, on 

February 18, 1933, at which time and place such evidence as is proper may 

be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
0 TATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 4th day of February, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 4888) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO. 

*** 
' RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

KURLAND-DENVER AUTO SALES, INC. ) 
APPLICATION NO. 1934-I 

February 4, 1933 

Bx the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of a letter from the above named 

respondent under date of September 28, 1932, in which it is stated that 

it has been forced out of business and is no longer operating any truek8 

or equipment. 

In view of this communication, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the interstate permit heretofore issu.'ed to Kurland-Denver 

Auto Sales, Inc., a corporation, in Application No. 1934-I, should be can-

celled and revoked. 

. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the interstate permit, heretofore 

issued to Kurland-Denver Auto Sales, Inc., a corporation, in Application 

No. 1954-I, be, and the s8.U is hereby, cancelled and revoked. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OE T.HE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 4th day of February, 1953. 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
HARRY C. FLANDERS. 

CASE NO. 1107 

February 6, 1933. 

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

By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 23, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondent to show cause why his private permit No. 397-A should not be 

suspended or revoked for his failure to file monthly highway compensat~on 

tax reports for the months of September, October, November and December, 1932, 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

disclosed that respondent had filed all delinquent tax reports and paid the 

tax due thereon. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

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

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

dismissed. 

THE POJ3LIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF STATE OF COLCRADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day of February, 1933. ~r~'~ 

Commissioners. 
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. j 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STA']E OF COLORADO 

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

""'!' - - -

February 6, 1933. 

(Decision No. 4sgo) 

Appearances: Mr. E. S •. Johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for the 

1
Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 21, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondent to show cause why his ~rivate permit No. 359-A should not be sus-

pended or revoked for his failure :to file monthly highway compensation tax 

reports for the months of M$y, 19~2, to December, 1932, inclusive, and for 

his failure to file an insurance ~olicy or surety bond as required by law and 

the rules and regulations of the qommiasion. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although he 

was given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. ~he evidence 

disclosed that respondent had not'filed the delinquent monthly reports in 

question and has no effective insurance on file. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have been 

and has tried to show every propet consideration for those who have been 

operating under the statutes which we are re~ired to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to $ecure low insurance rates. We considered 

recently lowering the amounts of iiability and property damage insurance 

which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, we were 

met with the statement by the ins~ance companies that the premiums which 

are now being charged are the minfmum ones and that even though the amounts 

of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the 

premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is ap~reciated that the 

statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating 

under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 
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We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revocations 

have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the economic 

situation, we have concluded, and find, that the private permit heretofore 

issued to Carl E. Organ should be mefely suspended for a period of six months 

from this date. 
' 

If, in the meantione, the respondent will file the delinquent monthly 

reports in question, file such insurance as·is required by law and the rules and 

regulations of the Commission, and also file a written statement to the effect 
I 

that he has not operated for hire during said period of suspension; the said 

permit shall automatically become effective again. If the·above requirements 
I 

are not complied with, the said perm~t will be revoked without further notice. 

ORDER -----
i 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, fhat the motor vehicle private permit 

No. 359-A, heretofore issued to CarliE. Organ, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six months' from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, Th~t if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF T STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day of' February, 1933. 



j ... 
... .. ...._ lt. 

(Decisi~n No •. '891) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC' UTILITIES CO:n.HISSION 
OF TEE ST.AITE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) CASE NO. 1105 
· B. R. GERARD. ) 

Appearances: 

By the Commission: 

' - - - :-

Febru~y 6, 1933. 
-.- - -I 

/1 c;,f{ 
Mr. E. S~ Johnson, Denver, Colorado, d 

for Pubiic Utilities Commission. 

STATEMENT 

An order was made on January 21, 1933, requiring the above named 
i 

respondent to show cause why his ~rivate permit No. 372-A should not be sus

pended or revoked :for his failure to file monthly reports for the months of 

June, 1932, to December, 1932, both inclusive, pay highway compensation taxes 

for the months of October, 1931, to May, 1932, inclusive, in the amount of 

$127.22, and for his failure to file an insurance :policy or surety bond as 

required by law and the rules and: regulations ot the Conmission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although he 

was given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. 'Jlhe evidence 

disclosed that respondent has taiJled to file the delinquent monthly reports 

in question, has failed to pay t~e highway compensation taxes due, and has 

no effective insurance on file. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have been 

and has tried to show every proper consideration tor those who have been 

operating under the statutes whi~h we are required to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to.secure low insurance rates. We considered 

recently lowering the amounts of; liability and property damage insurance 
' 

which motor vehicle operators wolJ,ld be required to carry. However, we were 

met with the statement by the in~urance companies that the premiums which 

are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts 
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or insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the 

premiums would remain the same. Ot course, it is appreciated that the 

statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating 

under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revocations 

have been made in the past on similar racts. However, due to the economic 

situation, we have concluded, and find, that the private permit heretofore 

issued to B. R. Gerard should be merely suspended tor a period ot six months 

from this date. 

-
Ir, in the meantime, the respondent will file the delinquent 

monthly reports, pay the highway compensation taxes due and tile such insurance 

as is required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, and 

also tile a writte.n statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire 

during said period of suspens-ion, the said permit shall automatically become 

effective again. If the above requirements are not complied wit~, the said 

permit will be revoked without further notice. 

0 R DE R -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the motor vehicle private permit 

No. 372-A, heretofore issued to B. R. Gerard, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be rinally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMI ION 
OF ST TE OF COLORAD 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day of February, 1933. 



j 
' 

J'orm No. 4. (Decision No. 4893 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERArtoNS OF ) 
N. P. PETERSON, Presiden-t, ) 
-COI.QlUllO-W-Ati.-IJO'mB·-WA~ ... -·.......... ) 

* * • 

_F,!!b£UP"' _2,_1~3~ 

STATEMENT 

,e !l the commi!,s!2.!!i 

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. {Application No. 1181) 

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent 
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highwa.J compensation 
taxes as follows, to-witr 

Hi~way Com;2ensation tax unJ!.id 
Ye.ar Month Tax Penaltz Total 
lg32 J'uly ~ 2.70 $ .16 i 2.86 

It August 1.74 .08 1.82 
" September 1.78 .05 1.83 
It October 1.40 .02 1.42 
It November .73 .73 
It December .93 .93 

I g,59 

The records of the Commission also disclose that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 17 of 
Chapter 134, Session Laws or Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rule:s and e Regulations of the Conmission Governing Motor Vehicle Carriers-. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
an investigation and bearing 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_ motor vehicle carriers, and has faUed to file an 

insurance policr,y 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 ~aid respondent on ac~ount 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, Tha~; said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set down for heal'ing before the Commis:don in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at 2.:.00 ... 0 'clock .. ~ .... -.. M·, on .. -. .F.~~-~'7.~-··J.9.33.·-·-·-·-··• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Oolllllliaaionera. 
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• · Jlonu No. 4. (Decision No. .a94 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

C. E. OOURTRIGHr. 

) 
) 
) 

* * 
1134 

CASlll NO.··---···-·--

February 6, 1933. ----------
STATEMENT ....,_..., ___ ...., ___ 

) 

. e B7 the Commission' 

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessit1 was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (Application No. 1037) 

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-witt 

Highway Cam~ensation tax un~id 
Year Month Tax l?enaltl Total 
1932 May $ 32."22 $ 2.90 $ 35.12 

n J'une 33.49 2.50 35.99 
n July 27.32 1.54 28.96 k- l l\ .. ,u It August 24.85 1.12 25.98 .,, lf1·} 

I 

{ 

~ J}t-~01" 

" September 24.74 .74 25.4.8 
" October 22.49 .33 22.82 
It November. 19.10 19.10 
" December 18.49 18.49 

1211.94 

The records of the Conmission aJ.oo disclose that said respondent has 
:f'ailed to file an insuran~e policy or surety bond as required by Section 17 ot' 
Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and 
Regulations of the Commission Governing Motor Vehicle Carriers. 

0 R D 1£ R --- ...... 
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 ha~; tailed to t:ile 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 motor vehicle carriers, and has failed to file an 
insurance policy or SUJ."'Sty 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 and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set down for hea•ing before the CommisKion in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at a!OO .... o 'clock .. P.•-·-·.M•, on .. _,_.J'e~ ... l..'l.,.-.l..953.----··• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper ma1 be introduced. 

THE PUBL+C UTILITIES COMMISSION 
0 E S ATE OF COLORADO 

Oommiaaionera. 
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(Deeision No. 4895) 

BEFORE TBB PUBLIC uriLITIES OOMMI$ION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHIClE OPERATIONS OF ) 
E. B. FAUS. ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

CASE NO. 1135 

February 6 1 1933 
- - - - - - - -

By the Commission: 

MAfr£ /(1 

On December 30, 1929, in Application No. 1419, a certif~eate ot 

public convenience and necessity was issued to said respondent, E. B. l"aus, 

authorizing the transportation of freight generally between points situated 

within a radius of twenty mile a of Monte Vista, Colorado, and eny and all 

other points within the State of Colorado, subject to the ter.ms and con-

ditions stated in the order of the Commission, being Decision No. 2669. 

j/rJ4t 
~jlllo;o" .. ~ 

The conditions ~posed in the order granting said certificate are as follows: 

"'For the transportation of any and all oormnodities except 
household goods and the products of agriculture, incJnding live 
stock, between points served singly or in combination by scheduled 
carriers, the applicant shall charge rates at least 20% higher 
than those charged by scheduled carriers. 

"The applicant shall not operate on schedule between any points. 

~he appli~ant Shall not be permitted without further authority 
from this Commission to establish a branch office or to have an 
agent employed in any other town or city than Monte Vista tor the 
purpose of developing business. • 

The applicant was :required to file taritts of rates, rules and 

regulations and to operate such motor 'V8hicle carrier s,ystam according to 

the tariff, of rates, rules and regulations which he filed. 

Information has COil& to the Commission that sai,d respondent has 

been transporting Shipnents from Pueblo and AJ.amosa to various points in 

the San Luis Valley at rates which do not conform to respondent's taritt', 

and which rates are not higher than rates charged by scheduled carriers. 

The points to which such shipments have been transported are as 

-1-



Al~osa to Mosaa 
tt lit Hooper 
tt " Moffat 

" tt Mineral Hot Springs 

" tt Villa Grove 

" " Saguache 

" " Center 

" " Monte Vista 

" " Del Norte 

" " Blanaa 

" " Ft. Garland 

" " San Aoaaio 

" " San Luis 

" " La J"ara 
" " Romeo 

" " Antonito 
It " Capulin 

" " Sanford 
" " Manassa 

" 
and from Pueblo to Alamosa and above points. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Conmission, on its own motion, 

an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine whether 

E. • Faus, respondent herein, has violated the terms and conditions of 

aertiriaate of public aonvenience and necessity by transporting shipments 

tr Pueblo and Alamosa to the above mentioned points in the San Luis Valley 

at ates other than his published tariff rates, or has otherwise violated 

cart i fie ate. 

IT IS :FURTHJm ORDERED, That said respondent show aause by written 

sta ement tiled with the Commission within ten days from this date, why the 

Co ission should not enter an order suspending or revoking the certtrioate 

Off ce Building, Denver, Colorado, on February 18, 1933, at 10:00 A. M. 

o1 c ock thereof, at which ttme and place such evidence may be introduced 
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and such witnesses examined as I!1ay be proper. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day of February, 1933. 

-3-
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(Decision No. 4896) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPmATIONS OF ) 
E. B. F.A.US. ) CASE NO. 1136 

-- -1-----------
February 6, 1933 

STATEMENT ---------
By ~e Connnission: 

The records of the Commission show that :private permit No. A-401, 

was ilssued to the above named respondent on October 15, 1932, for operations 
i 

betweien Pueblo and towns in the San Luis Valley, with equipment specified 

in s~id a~plication. 

The records of the Comm~ssion further show that on the 30th day 

of DEJcember, 1929, in Application No. 141~, there was issued to the saiti 

E. B• Faus, a certificate of public convenience and necessity authorizing 

him to transport freight generally between points situated within a radius 

of twenty miles of Monte Vista, Colorado, and any and all othar points 

within the State of Colorado. 

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the public 

interest requires that an investigation and hearing be entered into to 

determine whether or not the said respondent, E. B. Faus, may lawfully 

transport freight in intrastate commerce in Colorado as a private carrier 

in view of the said certificate of public convenienee and necessity whiah 

was heretofore issued to him. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 

an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine wheiher or not said 

E. B. Faus, may lawfully transport freight in intrastate commerce in Colorado 

as a private aarrier in view of the said certifiaate of :public convenienae 

and necessity which was heretofore issued to him. 

-1-
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause by written 

statement :t:ile.d with th'e Commission within ten days from this data, why the 
i, . ¥ 

Commission Should not revoke Permit No. A-401, so far as it applies to intra-

state operations in 'bolqrado,, or such other order ?r orders as may be meet 

and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FtJRriiER ORDEBED, That said matter be, and the sama is hereby, 

set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State 

Office Building, Denver, Colorado, on February 18, 1933, at 10:00 A. :M. 

o'clock, at which time and place such e.videnca may be introdueed and such 

witnesses examined as may be proper. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th day of' February, 1933. 
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----------

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COAMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 

(Decision No. 4897) 

BE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
C. D. McCULLOUGH. 

CASE NO. 1103 

February 6, 1933. 

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

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 21, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondent to show cause why his private permit No. 342-A should not be sus-

pended or revoked for his failure to file monthly highway compensation tax 

reports for the months of July, August, September, October, November and 

December, 1932, and for his failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond 

as required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although he 

was given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

disclosed that respondent had failed to file the monthly reports in questian 

and had no effective insurance on file. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have been 

and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have been 

operating under the statutes which we are req_uired to admin.ister and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We considered 

recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage insurance 

which motor vehicle operators would be req_uired to carry. However, we were 

met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums which 

are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts 

of insurance which the carriers are req_uired to carry should_be lowered, the 

premiums would remain the 'same~ Of couz:ae, it is appreciated that the 

statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating 
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under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revocations 

have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the economic 

situation, we have concluded, and find, that the private permit heretofore 

issued to c. D. McCullough should be merely suspended for a period of six 

months from this date. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file the delinquent 

monthly reports in question, file such insurance as is required by law and 

the rules and regulations of the Commission, and also file a written 

statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said· 

period of suspension, the said permit shall automatically become effective 

again. If the above requirements are not complied with, the said permit 

will be revoked without further notice. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the motor vehicle private permit 

No. 342-A, heretofore issued to c. D. McCullough, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day of February, 1933. 



j 
(Decision No. 4898) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC: UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STll.TE OF C.OLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
LLOYD T. MOUNTS. ) 

CASE NO. 1101 

Februt:try 6, 1933. 
(~t/0 

/\: 

Appearances: 
~J 

Mr. E· s. Johnson, Denver, Colorado, -
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

STA'l~EMENT ----------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 21, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondent to show cause why his private permit No. 341-A should not be sus-

pended or revoked for his failure to file monthly highway compensation tax 

reports for the months April, 1932, to December, 1932, both inclusive, and 

for his failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law 

and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although he 

was given due notice of.the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

disclosed that respondent had fail•9d to file the delinquent monthly reports 

in question and that he had no efft!!lctive insurance on file. 

The Commission fully ap~~eciates what business conditions have been 

and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have been 

operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We considered 

recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage insurance 

which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, we were 

met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premi~ which 

are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts 

of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the 

premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated that the 

statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operatil'lg 
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under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revocations 

have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the economic 

situation, we have concluded, and find, that the private permit heretofore 

issued to Lloyd T. Mounts should be merely suspended for a period of six 

months from. this date. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file the delinquent 

monthly reports in question·and such insurance as is required by law and the 

rules and regulations or the Commission, and also file a written statement 

to the effect that he has not operated tor hire during said period of' suspension, 

the said permit shall automatically become effective again. If the above 

requirements are not complied with, the said permit will be revoked without 

further notice. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, . 'J.lhat the motor vehicle private permit 

No. 341-A, heretofore issued to Lloyd T. Mounts, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of' six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the safd requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF STA OF COLORADO 

9s(hy~ 
·$:.~~·'• 

Commissioners. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
tbis 6th day of February, 1933. 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
L. E. POWELL. ) 

* * * 
CASE NO. 1100 

February 6, 1933. 

(Decision No. 

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

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 21, 1Q33, requiring the above named 

respondent to show cause why his private permit No. 334-A should not be sus

pended or revoked for his failure to pay 41ghway compensation taxes for the 

months of September, October and November; 1932, in the amount of i00.68, 
• 

and for his failure to file an insurance ~olicy or surety bond as require4 

by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respQndent did not appear, although he 
: . ·, .. ., 

was given due notice of the time and placa of said hearing. The evidence 
I •,·, 

disclosed that respondent has failed to p~y ~he highway compensation taxes 

due and has no effective insurance on fil~. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have been 

and has tried to show every proper considejration for. those who have been 

operating under the statutes which we are reQuired to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We considered 

recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage insurance 

which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, we were 

met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums which 

are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts 

of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the 

premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated that the 

statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating 
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under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revocations 

have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the economic 

situation, we have concluded, and find, that the priTate permit heretofore 

issued to L. E. Powell should be merely suspended for a period of six months 

·from this. date. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will pay the highway compensation 

taxes due, file the necessary insurance required by law and the rules and 

regulations of the Commissiont and also file a written statement to the eftect 

that he has not operated for hire during said period of suspension., the said 
' 

permit shall automatically become effective again. If the above requirements 

are not complied with, the said permit will be revoked without further notice. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the motor vehicle private permit 

No. 334-A, heretofore issued to L. E. Powell, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day of February, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF ST OF COLORADO 

~~ a 
Commissioners. ~ 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC U~ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
W. W. BANTA AND JOHN SAMPSON. } CASE NO. 1044 

February ll, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commiss.ion: 

(Decision No. 4900) 

On January 17, 1933, the Qomnission made an order suspending 

for a period of six months motor vehicle private permit No. 56-A, here-

tofore issued tow. w. Banta and Sohn Sampson. We are now advised by 

w. w. Banta, one of the said permittees, that the permit should have been 

revoked. 

We are, therefore, of the opinion, and so find, that the said 

.~ permit should be cancelled and revoked. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That motor vehicle private );ermit 

No. 56-A, heretoi'ore issued tow. w. Banta and John Sampson, be, and tm 

same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this llth day of February, 1933. 

.' .. ' 

I, 



j . . . 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
.TOEN E. THOMPSON. ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

* * * * 
CASE NO. 1094 

February 6, 1933. 

(Decision No. 4901) 

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

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on .Tanmry 20, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondent to show cause why his private permit No. 242-A should not be sus-

pended or revoked for his failure to file monthly reports for the months of 

August, September, October, November and December, 1932, pay highway compensation· 

tax for the month of July, 1932, in the amount of $0.21, and for his failure 

to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the rules 

and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which r espo:ndent did not appear, although he 

was given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

disclosed that respondent had failed to file the delinquent monthly reports 

in question and pay highway compensation tax due for the month of .Tuly, 1932, 

and had no effective insurance on file. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have been 

and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have been 

operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and enforce. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We considered 

recently lowering the amounts of liability and. property damage insurance 

which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, we were 

met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums which 

are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts 

of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the 
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premiums would remain the same. Or course, it is appreci~ed that the 

statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating 

under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revocations 

• have been made in the past on similar facte. However, due to the ec~Qnomic 

situation, we have concluded, and find, that the private permit heretofore 

issued to John E. Thompson, should be merely suspended for a period of .. ~ six 

months from this data. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file the delinquent 

monthly reports, pay the highway compensation taxes due, file the necessary 

insurance required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission, 

and also file a written statement to the effect that he has not operated 

for hire during said period of suspension, the said permit shall automatically 

become effective again·. If the above requirements are not complied with, 

the said per.mit will be revoked without further notice. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the motor vehicle private permit 

No. 242-A, heretofore issued to John E. Thompson, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ~at if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF ! STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day of' February, 1933. ~~S>~ 

Commissioners. . . 



{Decision No. 4902) 

BEFORE THE PIJ.BLIC UTILITIES COMMISS[ ON 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

BE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
CLIFF BURNHAM AND 0. L. DEARDORFF, 
DOING BUSINESS .AS J.UDWEST PRODUCE 
COMPANY. 

- - - - - - - - - -- - - -- -

* * * * 

CASE NO. 1095 

February e, 1933. 

Appearances: Mr. E• s. Johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
tor the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 20, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondents to show cause why their private permit No. 248-A should not be 

suspended or revoked for their failure to file monthly highway compensation 

tax reports for the months of August, September, October, Novemb3 r, and 
' 

December, 1932, and for failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond 

as required by law and the" rules and regulations of the Commission. 
•·"': 

From our records it now appears that 0. L. Deardorff withdrew 

from. the above. partnership in March, 1932, and is no longer connected 

with the Midwest Produce Com~any. 

At the hearing it was disclosed that respondent had filed all 

delinquent reports, but had no effective insurance on file. 

~e Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carr.y. Row-

ever, we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the 

premiums which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even 

though the amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry 

should be lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is 
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appreciated that the statutes passed by the Legislature compelus to· 

. .. 

require all carriers operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revoca-

tiona have been made in the past on similar racts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find that the private permit 

heretofore issued to Cliff Burnham and o. L. Deardotf, doing business as 

Midwest Produce Company, should be merely suspended for a period of six 

months from this date. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file the necessary 

insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the r~es and 

regulations of the Commission, and also file a written statement to the 

effect that be has not operated for hire during the said period of sus-

pension, the said permit shall automatically become effective again. If 

the above requirements are not complied with, the said permit will be 

revoked without further notice. 

IT IS T.BEREFORE ORDERED, That the motor vehicle private permit 

No. 24~A, here.tofore issued to Cliff Burnham and o. L. Deardorff, be, and 

the same is hereby, suspended tor a period of six months from the date ot 

this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requiremen~hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COlti!SSION 
OF STA OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day of February, 19.33. 



J 
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(Decision No. 4903} 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COWISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
GEORGE ZOBEL. ) 

C.ASE NO. 1097 

February 6, 1933. 

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

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 20, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondent to show cause why his private permit No. 292-A should not be sus-

pended or revoked for his failure to file monthly highway compensation tax 

reports for the months of September, October, November and December, 1932, 

and for his failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required 

· ~ by law and the rules and regulations cf the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although he 

was given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

disclosed that respondent had filed all delinquent monthly reports, but 

had not filed .the necessary insurance. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recentiy lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

e insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though 

the amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should 

be lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated 

that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 
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operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many revocations 

have been made in the past on similar facta. However, due to the economic 

situation, we have concluded, and find, that the private permit heretofore · 

issued to George Zobel should be merely suspended for a period of six months . 

from this date. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file the necessary 

insurance required by law and the rules and regulations ot the Commission, 

and also file a written statement to the effect that he has not operat~d 

for hire during said period of suspension, the said permit shall automatically 

become effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, 

the said permit will be revoked without further notice. 

0 R DE R -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the motor vehicle private permit 

No. 292-A, heretofore issued to George Zobel, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF S,TA OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day of February, 1933. 

g/hvL? 
~~~·o 

Commissioners. ~ 
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(Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STAT.I!l OF OOLORAJ)() 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
H. D. FILSON. ) 

* * * 

CASE NO. l096 

February 6 1 1933 

ApPearances: Mr. E. s. Johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Gommission. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 20, requiring the above named 

respondent to show cause why his private permit No. 291-A should not be 

suspended or revoked for his failure to file monthly reports for the 

months of September, ,october, November and December, ~932, pay highway 

compensation taxes for the months of May and June, 1932, in the amount of 

$21.24, and for his failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 

required by law and the rules and regulations of the Oommission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although, 

he was given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. ~he 

evidence d~sclosed that prior to the date of said hearing respondent had 

filed all delinquent monthly reports and paid all taxes due, but had not 

filed the necessary· insura~ce. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have. 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

i.nswance which motor- vehicle operators would be J;"equired to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiuma 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though 
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the amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry should 

be lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is 

appreciated that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to 

require all carriers operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said permit. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due 

to the economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the ~rivate 

permit heretofore issued to H. D. Filson should be merely suspended for 

a period of six months from this date • 

. If, i.n the meantime, the respondent will file the necessary 

insurance required by law and the rules and regulations of the Cominission 

and also file a w~itten statement to the effect that he has ~ot operated 

for hire during.sald period o:f suspension, the ~aid permit shall auto-

matically become effective again. If the above requirements are not 

complied with, the said pe~it will be revoked without further notioe • 

• 0 R DE R -----
IT IS TBEREFORE ORDERED, That the motor vehicle private parmi t 

No. 291-A, he:,.oetofore issued to H. D• Filson, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, lhat if the said requirements herein-

before made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally 

revoked and cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day of February, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

~. T 1$ OF COWRADO 

Q~,j 

\6-
;;:-.~':>=~. 

Commissioners. 
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(Deo1s1onBo. 4905) 

,l I 

~v.,::r . \ 

i 

BEFOBE: THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COHaSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VERI CIE OPERATIONS OF 
L. O. DEARDOFF AND C. L. STEVENS, 
DOING BUSINESS .AB IIB8tXBN FilM 
DELIVERY. 

CASE ID. 1137 

February 9, 1933~ 

By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission shoW that an interstate permit 

was heretofore issued to the above named respondents, in Application No. 

2.011-I, authorizing their operations as· a motor vehicle carrier• • ·' 'J. 

' 

The records of the Commission:(:further disclose that said .. . 
. ':f, •. . . 

respondents have failed· to file montlily:~reports'and have: failed to pay 

highway compensation taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Monthlz reports not recei~d 

May to December, 1932, both inclusive. 

, il • .rA ,, v~~.,...,..,. 

The records of the Commission also 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 Motor Vehicle Carriers. 

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 

respondents have failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation 

taxes as above set forth, in violation ot law and of the Rules and Regulations 

of the Commission governing motor vehi<lle carriers, and have failed to f'ile 
I 

an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

IT IS FURTEER ORDERED, That said respondents show cause, if aey they 

have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days tram this 

date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the interstate 
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permit heretofore issued to said respondents in Application No. 2011-I, 

on acaount o"? the af'orementioned delinquenaies, and why it should not 

enter sueh other order or orders as may be meet and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, an.d the same is 

hereby, set down for hearing before the Canmission in its Hearing Room, 

330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 o'aloek A. M., 

on February 24, 1933 , at which time and plaee such evidence as is proper 

may be introduced. 

D.ated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day ot February, 1933. 



) . 

,f 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 

(Decision No. 4906} 

BE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
1. N. TURLEY. 

CASE NO. 1102 

- -- - - -- - - - - - -
- .. - -

February 9, lQ33. 

Appearances: Mr. E· s. Johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Publie Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

.An order was made on January 21, ].933, requiring the above named 

respondent to show cause why his private permit No. 352-A should not be 

suspended or revoked tor his tailure to tile monthly reports and the 

necessary insurance policy or surety bond required by law. 

At the hearing it was disclosed that respondent had advised 

· e the Commission last J"uly that his truck had been destroyed by tire and 

requesting us to cancel his permit. In view ot the said letter, it now 

appears that the issuance ot the show cause order herein was an error and 

. that respondent's permit should be cancelled as ot July 19, 19.32. The 

Commission is or the opinion that an order in contormity with the above 

findings shouldbe entered. 

.Q.B.DE!!_ 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No• ·352-A, heretofore 

issued to J. N. Turley, be, and the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled 

as ot July 19, 1932. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF S TE OF COLORA.OO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of February, 1933. 
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j 
(Decision No. 4907) 

BE:BURE TEE PUBLIC lJI'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

BE MO'IOR VEHICLE OP.IlU.TIONS OF } 
N. N. PINKERTON AND A. E. BUGEN- ) PERMIT NO. A-402 
HAGEN, DOING BUSINl!".SS AS WESTERN ) 
FII1l DELIVERY COMPANY. ) 

Februar.y 10, 1933 

By the Commission: 

A motor vehicle ~rivate permit No. A-402, was issued to 

N. N. Pinkerton and A. E. Bugenhagen, doing business as Western FUm 

Delivery Company. The Commission is in receipt of a letter dated january 

12, 1933, signed by A. E. Bugenhagen, stating that he and Pinkerton are 

no longer op~ating. 
,, 

The Conmission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the said 

private motor vehicle permit should be cancelled and revoked. 

ORDER 

IT IS T.HIREFORE ORDERED, That the private motor vehicle permit, 

No. A-402, heretofore issued to N. N. Pinkerton and A. E. Bugenhegen, doing 

business as Vfestern Film Delivery Company, be, and the same is hereby, re-

voked and cancelled. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITlES COMMISSION 
srATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this loth day of February, 1933. 



(Decision No. 4908) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORAOO 

{ J_ 

* * * 

RE MO'IOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
LAWRENCE G. WARRICK. 

) 
) PEBmT NO. 376 -A 

February ll, 1933 

ay the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt or a communication tram L. G • 

• Warrick, advising us that he has quit the private carrier business 

and requesting that his private mal;or vehicle permit No •. 376-.A, be 

cancelled. 

Arter a carefUl consideration or the record the Commission 

is or the opinion, and so finds, that the said private motor vehicle 

permit should be cancelled and revoked. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the private motor vehicle permit, 

No. 376-A, heretofore issued to Lawrence G. Warrick, be, and the same is 

hereby, cancelled and revoked. 

TEE PUBLIC TJTILITIES OOMMISSION 
OF ATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 11th day of February, 1933. 
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(Decision lfo. 491.0) 

BEFORE THE POBLIC UTILITIES COWIISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

--- .. 

m THE J4lTTER OF AN INVESTIGATION BY ) 
TEE COMMISSION, UPON ITS OWN lD!'ION, } 
INTO THE REASONABI.ENKSS OF J.LL THE ) 
BATES ON GRAIN AND GRAIN PRODUC'fS, ) 
INTRASTATE, nt TBE m!A.TE OF COI.OJW)O.) - .. ---.. - .. - .... -... -------) 

.Appearances: 

Jr the Commission: 

---- ... ., 

............... --
Kr. G. R. Work, Denver, Colorado, tor I)fnver Grain ::U:Xchancte; 

Colorado Killing lr. Eleva\er 0ompali7J Ralston Pu.riDa 
Company; .6.4y &:. Crowe Mercantile Co~ and Grain Intus'il!'J' · 
generallY represented by Denver Grain Exc~e; 

Mr. 111. G. Knowlea, Denver, Colorado, At-torney- tor Un.ion , · 
Pacific Railroad Company; 

Kr. Gentr,r Waldo, Omaha, Nebraska, Assistant Freight t.r.ratt"1o· 
Manager, .Union Pacific Railroad Company; 

Mr. B. w. tlobbins, Denver, Col.orado, General Freight .&gent; 
The Denver and ru.o Grande Western Railroad Compuy; 

Mr. J. J.. Gallllb.er, Denver, Ool.orado, Attorne;y tor The Denver 
and Rio Grande Western Railroad CompaJJ7; 

Mr. X. L. Brock, Denver, Colorado, Attorney tor lfhe Denve:r 
and Salt Lake Railway Compal17; 

Mr. 't. 1'. toner, Denver, Col.orado, Trattic Manager, The 
Denver and Se.l.t Lake Railway Oompe.ny; 

Mr. F. W• Mfers, Denver, Colorado, Division JTeight .&gen-t, 
The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe RailllaY Compe.DJ"J 

Kr. 1. Q,. Dier, Denver, CoUrado, Attorney tor The Co"orate 
and Southen Re.ilftJ" CSo~; _ -_ -

Mr. :r. E. 'Su.ckingb•m, Denver, Colorado, 'fraft1e. Jlana.ae:r, 
The Colorado and Seuthera Ba1l'ft3r Oom.p8.Q-; 

Mr. Paul P. Prosser, Denver, Colorado, Attorney General; 
Mr. Richard •· Conour 1 Denver, Colorado, J.ssiatan:t; AttorD.EtJ' 

General; 
Mr. J. :a. Driggs, Omaha, Nebraska, Assistant General heigh'S 

Agent, Chicago, lurlingtea & Quinq Railroad COm.pa.aJ>; 
Mr. '1. 1. Shubert, Kansas City, ll1saour1, Genaral ~'Hight 

Agent, The Chicago, Bock,. Island and Pacific Bailw8.7 
Com:paJ~T; 

Kr. C• R. Payne, Denver, Colorado, Ohiet Clerk to Ge:ne:D&l 
llanager 1 The Great Westera Railway CompeD¥; . 

Mr. f. 8. Wood, Denver, Colorado, Rate Expert, 'rb.e Pllblie 
Utilities Commission ot The State ot Colorado. 

In the original statement and ortler (Deeision No. 48511 uted Zanlla17 

25, 1933), we preseribed tor application to the 1D.t:raatate transportatioa or 



paia ud craill products in straight or miXed carloads betwen points 1a the 

State ot Colorado maxi.DiwU scales of rates, also rules, regulations, milliamt 

weights and practices in co~ectioa therewith. 

Upon further consideration of the record, and for the purpose ot 

better effectuating the intent of the original statement and order, findings 

in the original report are hereby clarified in some instances and corrected 

and modified ia others. 

We find that reasonable maxtmmn rates for the transportation. ot gn.ia 

and, grain products 1Jt carloads betweeu al~ poiuts in the State of Co~o~io are 

and will be those set forth 1u •Appendix A•, except that we make no f'iD.di:a&a 

applicable to the transportation of wheat, wheat flour or food prepa~atioaa 

oontaiAing fifty,per cent or more of wheat when ~viag tr~, to or via station& 

on the ])enver and salt Lake. 

We further find that rates in excess ot those so determined are and 

tor the future will be unreasonable; that the rate betweea aay two poiD.ts or 

groups shall be 4eter.mined by the shortest route over which carload trattie caa 

be moved without transfer of lading, provided, however, if the rate compute« 

betwe~ &aT two givell points or groapa via a single line route is lower thaa 

the rate eompated via a 3oint line route, Jlus the two cent arbitrary applicable 

oa joiat line hauls, the lower rate will applT. 

We tu.rthe:r fin4 that respondents should be permitted, 1a publishing 

the rates herein found reasonable, to establish reasonable groupings for eo~t1tiva 

purposes or otherwise, with the understanding that rates established thru. the 

medium of such group1n.gs Will effect substantial compliance with the scales ••" 

forth. in "Appendix .&..tt • 

We further find tha' rates established as a result of the order hereia 

shall. be subject to the transit privileges now 1n effec.t general.l.T on Colorad• 

intrastate trattie. 

QJiP.E!!. 

IT APP.B:A.Rnn, 'l'llat the Ool!lld.ssion having 011 1anuar;r 25, 1933, •4• 

and tile4 ita original statement, containing ita findings of taet ani conclusions 

thereon, and having on. that 4ate entered its original order, effective upea 

notice to this Comntt.ssitt%1. and to the general public ~ not less tb.aJL to dQ's 

filing and ,osting in the manner prescribed in Section 16 of the PUbl1e Utllitiea 

,: ,, ·~ ·'·. -.: 
. ' 



Act, in which the aaid original statement was referred to and made a part thereot, 

and the Commission having on the date hereof made a supplemental statement on 

turthel" eonsider-atioa, 1l1tended to correct • modify and supplement 1 ta origin-.1. 

statement and order, which said original statement and order and the supplemental 

atatament on fUrther consideration are herab.y referred to and made a part hereof, 

IT IS THEREFORE OBllE'REI), That the said original statement and order \Jt, 

ud thq are hereby, corrected, modified and supplemented according to the ti:adiaga 

eontained in the said supJ].emantal statement. 

IT IS ~ OBDERmD, That in all other respects our original atateme:at 

and order shall be and reaai:a in full force ud effect• 

Dated at Deaver, Colorado, 
this 14th da;r of Fa'bru.ar;r, 1133• 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
, OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 
BE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

PERMIT NO. 306-A 
MAX POPPER. -- -·------ ~----

February 11, 1933 

STATEMENT -------- .... ~ 
By the Commission: 

(D.ecision No. 4912) 

Max Popper, to whom we issued private motor vehicle permit 

No. 306-A, has written the.Com1ss1on that he has discontinued operationa 

under said permit and requesting the Commission to "take notice of this". 

We, therefore, are or the opinion, and so find, that private 

motor vehicle permit No. 306-A should be cancelled and revoked. 

IT IS fHEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit 

No. 306-A, heretofore issued to Max Popper, be, and the s~e is hereby, 

cancelled and revoked. 

Dated at Denver, .Colorado, 
this llth day of February, 1933. 

·P!!S-·····/ .. . . 
' . '" 



~;., .... ... 

' • ' ' { 
:1! l· ·. .!.(,I"-... ·. ·'! ·~..j\J '( 

I'!!!;$ .. ,· ,, (Deoiaion No • .011) 

:aDORE THE PU.BLIG UfiLITIE OOIIIlSBIO:I 
OF '!'.BE ST.u'J OF. COIDlUDO 

• •• 
Ilf 'fBI M.AftiR O:r THI APPLICATION ) 
OF 5I. BUB T.lUNSP()Rf.&.TION COMPANY ) 
JOR J.U'lHOlli'n TO .mscoNTilfOB OPJRA- ) 
!ION. ) - ~ -- --- ~ -. ---- -----

... ------

* 

J.PPLIOA'riOlf BO. 2087 

J'ebrUat'7 15, 1931 
- ------ --

J.ppearanoea: w. J.. J.l.exu.der, Kaq., Denver, Oolora4o, 
attorney tor applicant. 

S'r.A!:IM:II''f ... ---------- .... 

![ ~• Commlaatt:a: 

'fhia ia an applioatien 'b7 'rhe l3u.8 banaportation Comp&DT, a oor

poratio:a, tor author1 v to diaeontinue ita operatio:u, which eouiat ot tlle 

t:n:aspo:rtation e:t passengers 1J1 motor bu '-tween the ton o:t Bqlewoet 

a:aa :ret Logu., Colorado, and the tranaportation in like 111.8JlD.Br o:t aclleol 

U.iltru. reaitiB& · 1n Soaoel »iatriet Io. 1$ in J.repahoe County, Colondo. 
,, ' 

The Ccm~ &as been operating under a oerti:tinte ot ~· 

evidenoa shewed that it has auataine4 a net leaa every 7ear it haa o,.ratet, 

it lep:noiation antl au:perviaion ehargea are inolwlecl, and that • .,.. it . auoh 

ohargea are uolude4, it auatainecl loana in the 7eara ltl7, ltlt, ltSl u.4 

lt$8. 

•• and :trom the ailitv;r reservation i:a quatioa. 'fhere~ter, lep]¥ aa 

a matter ot anCIIIIIIlotation to School District No. 11, it aale a oo:atraot 

tor 1ala traaaportation ot the chilclre:a i:a aaid cliatr1ot. 'lh.a ot:nnra 

at tlt.e reM:r'Yatio:a have :aot been able to our'b ~aportation ot aolliera 

6en t.u.arterea 1JT other aoltiera having autaobilea. While ta ottieera 

at the Fort ware not1:tie4, aobotr appeared ia opposition to the applioatioa. 

!he COI!lJay ottere to transport the aohool child:nn tor aom.e 

reaaona'Dle perioi o:t tram two weeks to thirtY' days, w1 thin whicll tille 

arrampmenta may 'be made tor another aode o:t tru.aportation. 

' ·'f ..... • ' 

/:}:···· ' .. 



' • 
Jtter oaretul oonsidl~ation ot the evidence tae Commiss1oa 18 

ot the opinion, ...a. so tiua, 'that 8.llthorit;r allowl.4 k granted to~ ._ 

Tra:uportatioa Cam.p8Jl7 w 4i8eoat1nue i'ta operations, those between ~- · 

wood. u.d l01't Logan at -t:Ja.e end ot ope~atina hours on S&turt\ay, l'e~ 

18, ltSS, those tor the tranaportation ot school ohildrea as noa as arrup-

menta caa liJe made tor thea trarurportat1oa ill aoae other •DM~, 'but aot 

ORDER ____ ..,. __ _ 

. . . 
hare'by, granted to ~e Bus !'r8llaportat1o:a Colnl'&Q' to d1aooatinue ita 

op4trat tons, thoaa 'betweea BD.gl.noed u.d Fort I.oga, Colorado, ·at the 

end ot operatiDg hours on Saturtay, re'bruat'J 18, ltSS, u.t those tor the 

truaportation ot school childrea as soon as arrangeaents na 'be made tor 

tair transportation in acae other mama.er, bat :.t •"-r tllaa "- nata 

Datad at Denwr, Colorado, 
this 15th_ 4Q' ot · J'ebru&r7, 1938. 

-a- ... 

·,. 
( 



..... ..,_ ... • • {Decision No. 4914) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE, STATE OF COLORADO 

~ ~- ' . 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION ) 
OF ARTHUR BAWDEN, DOING BUSINESS ) 
AS THE ARTHUR TAXI AND SIGHTSEEING ) 
SERVICE, FOR A CERTIFICATE OF ) 
PUBLIC OONVENIENOE AND NECESSITY. ) 
- - -- - - - -- - - - - ~ - - - -
IN TEE MA.TTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
ROCKY MOuNTAIN MOTOR COMPANY, THE ) 
ROOKY MOUNTAIN PARKS TRANSFOBTATION ) 
COMPANY, 'mE OOLCRADO MOT~ WAY,~ ) 
DfC. , AND THE DINVER CAll COMPANY, } 
ALL CORPORATIONS, FOR A 'CERTIFICATE ) 
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY ) 
'fO OPERATE TAXICAB 4ND BUS sERVICE ) 
FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF P.ASSEN- ) 
GERS FROM AND BETWEEN DENVER, } 
GREELEY, FORr COLLINS, ImELAND, ) 
LONGMONT, BOULDER, ·l!'.S~'.PABK, ·. ) 
LYONS AND IDAHO SPlimGS, COLORADO, ) 
TO AN>FROK ANY AND ALL OTHER PODn'S ·) 
WITHIN TEE STATE OF OOLC:RADO. ) 

----------- -·------
IN THE MA.TTER OF TEE APPLICATION QF ) 
TEE BURKE TWOAB. L!Jfl ~ INC. , A COR-) 
PORATION; DAVIS. SIGHTSEEING SERVICE;) . 
THE COLORADO CAB COMPANY~ A CORPOR- ) 
ATION; MAsTERSON AUTO SERVICE; ) 
PREMIER SIGHTSEEING-· COMl? ANY, FOR A ) 
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE ) 
AND NECESSITY TO OPERATE TAXICABS .) 
AND BUS SERVICE FOR 'mE TRANSPORTA- ) 
TION OF PASSJ!:NGEBS FROM AND BE'J.'!NE.EN ) 
DENVER AND ESTES PABK .AND TO AND ) 
FROM .ANY AND ALL OTHER POINTS ) 
WITHIN TEE STATE OF COLORADO. ) 
~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
IN THE MA.TTER OF TEE APPLICATION OF • ) 
THE DENVER TRJU4WAY CORPORATION AND ) 
ITS ALLIED COMPANIES, 'lHE BUS TRANS- ) 
PORTATION COMPANY, THE FIT~Th[ONS . ) 
BUS AND T.AXI COMPANY, AND THE DENVER) 
AND INTERMOUNTAIN RAILROAI> COMPANY, ) 
.ALL CORPORATIONS, FOR A CERTIFICATE ) 
OF PUBLIC COJ.WENIENCE AND NECESSITY ) 
TO OPERATE BU~_BERVICE FOR THE } 
TRANSPORTATION OF PASSENGERS FROM ) 
DENVER, AUROBA, FITZSIMONS GENERAL } 
HOSPITAL, ENGLEWOOD, FORT LOGAN, · ) 
GOLDEN, ARVADA AND LEYDEN, COLORADO,) 
TO AND FROM ANY AND ALL OTHER POINTS ) 
WITHIN 'ffiE STATE OF COLORADO. ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

-l-

APPLICATION NO. 1515 I 

iAPPLIOATION NO • 1606 

APPLICATIONS NOS. 1621, 
1634, 1635, 1636 ANO 1649. 

APPLICATION NO. 1626 

I. 



• I 

' ' 

IN THE MA.T'1'ER OF TEE A.P.tiLICATION OF ) 
PICKWICK-GREYHOUND LINES, me. , A ) 
CO:BPORA.'I'ION, AND THE lNTEBSTATE ) 
TRANSIT LINES, A COBPORATION OF THE ) 
STATE OF: NEBRASKA., FOR, A CERTIFICATE ) 
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY } 
AUTHORIZING Tm: OPERATION OF ) 

.A.PPLICA.TIONS NOS. 1717 and 175'1 , . 

OCCASIONAL MOTOR COACH SERVICE BY ) 
SPECIAL CHARTER FOR THE TBANSPORTA- ) 
TION OF PASSENGEBS FROM PO!lfr TO } 
POIET WITHIN 11m STATE OF COLORADO. ) 
- - - -- - - - - - -· - - - - - - - -
m THE MATTER OF THE aPLICATION OF ) 
THE GlmELEY TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, ) 
A CORPORATION, FOR A CERTIFICATE OF ) 
l?O'BLIC CONVENIENCE ANY:, NECESSITY ) 
AUTHORIZING THE OP.EB..M:ION OF ) lPP.LICATION NO. 1748 
OCOASIO.NALMOTOR COACH SERVICE BY ) 
SPEC !AI. CHARTER FOR THE T.RANSPORTA- ) 
TION OF PASSENGERS FROM POINT TO ) 

· POINT WI'n!IN '1m STATE OF COLORADO. ) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
February 15, 193$. 

- - - - - - - - -
STATEMENT ________ .,.. 

By the Comm.i ssion: 

On May 19, 1952, the Commission issued its order authorizing the 

motor vehicle operation of the applicant, Arthur Bawden, doing business a~ 

~e Arthur Taxi and Sightseeing Company, tor t~e transportation of passengers 

and personal baggage trom and to Denver to and from other points in the . 

State of Colorado, subject to c.ertain condi tiona set forth in the said order, 

among wbich was the following; 

"(a) The scheduled tariffs to be maintained by the applicant 
shall be not less than those in amended 'Jxhibit B' introduced in 
Application No. 1606, which said exhibit is by reference hereby 
made a part of this order." 

On May 20 ,, 1932, it issued its order authorizing the motor, 

~ vehicle operation of applicants as heretofore outlined in Applications 

numbers 1606, 162:1, 1626, J.634, 1635, 16~6, 1M9, 1717, _ 1748 aJ),~ l f5'7' · 

subject to certain terms and. conditions set :torth in the said or~er, 

among which were the following: 

"First in Applications Nos. 1606, 16~1, 1626; 1634, 1635, l63f, 
and 1649 ihe schedule~ ta~it'fs to be maintained ~)lall be not le"' 

. than tho~e set forth in 'Amended Exhibit A' introduced· in Appli• 
cation No. 1606. 

-2-



• 
"Second, in Application No. 1748, the application will be 

denied unless applicant within thirty days from the date of this 
order shall advise the Commission in writing of its willingness 
to abide by the tariff provided for in said 'Exhibit A' in 
Application No. 1606. 

"Third, in Applications Nos. 1717 and 1757, the authority 
granted shall be limited to the extent that where the transportation 
is made over a line served by a certificate holder; the said certif
icate holder shall have the first opportunity or rendering the 
service in the manner and form desired by the passengers and it 
unable to comply with the necessary requirements, then and in that 
event applicants in said applications shall have ·the right and 
authority to render the said service, and not otherwise." 

The tariffs proposed to be charged by the applicants in Appli

cations Nos. 1717 and 1757 set forth in "Exhibit A." of' Application No.· rll7, 

are lower than those proposed in "Amended Exhibit A" tiled in Application 

No. 1606. 

Since the orders were entered in the above named applications, the 

Commission has given its serious COnsideration to the question of' the reason

ableness of' the rates which it therein prescribed, more particularly as to 

those rates set forth in "Amended Exhibit A" in Application No. 1606. 

Inasmuch as the rates involved were at the time of the hearing 

agreed to among the applicants as representing fair and reasonable rates, 

no substantial evidence was introduced relating to the general level of'_ same. 

It now appears that all of these applications should be reopened 

tor the purpose or receiving further evidence and testimony on the subject 

of the general rate level only. 

Applicants should be prepare.d to furnish the Commission with 

' any and all available information jUstifying the present seale, or in lieu 

thereot,any proposed scale which may be offered, bearing in mind that the 

Public Utilities Act requires that all rates and charges must be reasonable 

ones. 

IT IS 'l'HEBEFORE ORDERED, That applications Nos. 1515, 1606, 1621, 

1634, 1635, 1636, 1549, 16~6, l'i'l7, 1746 and 175'1 be, and they-are hereby, 

reopened for the sole purpose ot de-termining to what extent, if ,any, the 

-3-
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rates set forth in "Amen ed Exhibit A" in Application No. 1606 are unjust, 

unreasonable or otherwis 

assigned for hearing be! the Public Utilities Commission of the State ot 

on M4reh 2, 1933, at 10: o'clock A. M. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES C~ON 
OF :STATE OF COLORADO 

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

' 



· BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHI~LE-OP.ERATIONS OF 
ERNEST WES'l'LA.KI. 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - -

* * * * 
CASE_ NO. 1095. 

February 17, 1933. 

(Decision No. 4915} 

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

By the Commission: 

.An order was made on January 20, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondent to show cause why his private permit No. 223-A, heretofore issued 

to him by the Commission, should not be suspended or revoked tor his failure 

to file monthly reports tor the months of January, _June, July, November and 

December, 1932, pay highway compensation taxes for the months of August, 

September and October, 1932, in the amount of $8.53, and also for his 

~ failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and 

the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

disclosed that no insurance had been filed, but that respondent had paid 

his delinquent highway compensation taxes and had also filed reports for 

the months of January, June and July. Nov~ber and December reports are 

still outstanding. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, 

we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums 

which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the 

amounts or insurance which the carriers are required to carry qhould be 

lowered, the premiums ·would remain the same. Ot coursE;~, it iS, appreciated 
l. 

.. 
ur~i 
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that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers 

operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said per.mit. Many revocations 

have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due· to the economie 

situation, we have concluded, and find, that the motor vehicle private permit 

No. 223-A, heretofore issued to Ernest Westlake, should be merely suspended 

tor a period of six months from the date of this order. 

I~, in the meantime, the respondent .will file all highway'compensation 
.. 

tax reports due, file such insurance as is necessary, and tile a written 

statement to the effect that he has not ~perated tor hire during said pe~iod 

ot suspension, the said pe~t shall automatioaily become effective again. 

It the above requirements are not complied with, the sa~d permit will be 

revoked without further notice. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the motor vehicle private permit 

No. 225-A, heretofore issued to Ernest Westlake; be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a ~ riod at slx months from the date or this order. 

IT IS FURTHER OBDll:BED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said permit will be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further nc•tice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 17th day of February, 1.933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION ;nOF COUEADO 
Jta(;.j 

~~LP 
?=;;,~. 

Comi ssioners. 
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(Decision No. 4916) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COWISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
FRANK 0. EHMAN. , ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

* * * 
CASE NO. 1111 

February 18, 1933. 

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

By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 27, 1933, requiring the above. named 

respondent to show cause why the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued to hi~ in Application No. 1391-A, should not 

be suspended or revoked for his failure to file monthly highway compensation 

tax reports for the months of April to December, 1932, both inclusi'fe, and 

for his failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by . 

law and the rules and regula~ions of the Commission. 

A hearing w~s had at· which the respondent did not appea~, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The 

e:x:idence showed tha,t the_ respondent failed to file reports :for the mon,ths 

in question, and that no insurance had been filed. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

considered recently lowering· the amounts of liability and property damage 

insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. How-

ever, we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the 

premiums which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even 

though the amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry 

1. 
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should be lowered, the premiums would remain the same.. Of course; it is 

·"'· appreciated that the·statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require 

all carriers operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate. Man~ 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

·economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certificate of 

public convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to Frank 0. Ehman in 

Application No. 1391-A, should be s":lspended for aperiod of si:x: months 

from the date hereof. 

It, in the meantime, the respondent will file all delinquent 

monthly reports and such insurance as is necessary, and file a written 

statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said 

period.of suspension, the said certificate of public convenience and 

necessity shall automatically become effective again. If the above require

ments are not complied with, the said certificate will be revoked without. 

further notice. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public ccmveniene~ 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Frank o. Ehman in Application No. 1391-A, 

be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period of si:x: months from the 

date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefor.e 

made are not complied with, the said certificate of public convenienc~ and. 
I 

necessity will be finally revoked and cancelled without further notic ·• 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 18th day of February, 1933. 

~~L~ 
.£:.~,·~ 

Conmissioners. 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COM.IliSSION 
OF THE Sl'ATE OF COLORADO 

BE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF .) 
CHARLES A. & lAWRENCE CLYDE. ) 

* * * 
.CASE NO. 1114 

February ?l, 1933·. · 
- - - - - - -

{Decision No. 4918) 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. Johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
tor the Public Utilities Commission. 

STATEMENT ----:-------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 27, 1933, requiring respondents, 

Charles A. and Lawrence Clyde, to show cause why their interstate permit 

No. 626-I, heretofore issued to them in Application No. 1980-I, should not 

be suspended or revoked for their failure to file monthly reports for the 

months M~y to December, 1932, both inclusive, pay highway compensation taxes 

for the month of April; 1932, in the amount of $10.97, and for f~ilure to 

file an insurance policy or surety bond as·required by law and the rules 

and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondents did not appear, althoug4 

given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence dis-

closed that respondents had not filed the delinquent reports in question or 

paid the tax due for the month of April, 1932, and that no insurance had 

been filed. 

Tpe Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for thos~;.who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to adnlinister and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure ~ow insurance rates. W& 

have considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property 

damage insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry •. 

However, we were met with the statement by the insurance companies. that 

the premiums which are now being charged are the minimum ones and tha~ .. even 

l. 
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though the amounts of insurance which th carriers are required to carry 

should be lowered, the prem~ums would re in the same. Of course, it is 

appreciated that the statutes passed by he Legislature compel us.to require 

all carriers operating under our jurisdi tion to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revok ng the said ce;r_tificate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past o similar facts. However, due t.o the 

economie situation, we h13ve .concluded, d find, that the interstate 'peNtit 

heretofore issued to Charles A. and nee Clyde in Application No. 1980-I 

should be suspended ~or a. period of six onths from. the date hereof. 

If, in the meantime, the reapo dents will file all delinquent 

mon~hly reports, pay the highway-compens tion taxes due, and file such 

insurance as is necessary, and also file a-written statement to the 

effect that they have not operated for h re during said period of suspen~1on, 

the said interstate ·permit shall automat cally become effective again.- If 

the above requirements are not compiied i th, the said interstate: permit 

will be revoked without further notice. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the in:bersta:te ·pel'mi t) heretofoll'e 

issued to Charles A. and Lawrence Clyde n Application No. 1980-I, be, 

and the same is hereby, suspended for a riod of six months from the date 

af this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDEBED, That 1 the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said int rstate' permit will be finally 

revoked and cancelled without further no ice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
~~ ,..)-v~~ 

Commissioners. · 
this 21st day of February, 1933. 



(Decision No. 4919) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
THOMAS M. WEST. ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

* * * * 

CASE NO. 1112 

February 21, 1933. 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. Johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public U'l;ilities Conmis81on. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 27, 1933, requiring respondent, 

~homas M. West, to show cause why his certiticate of public convenience and 

nec(!ssity, heretofore···tssu.ed to him in Applicati~~ NQ. 14.33, should not be 

·" suspended or revoked for his failure to file monthly highway compensation 

tax reports for the months oi' January, 1932, and June to December, 1932, 

inclusive, and tor ·hi@ .tailure t~ tile an .,insurance policy or surety bonl 
;.. 

as required by law and the rules and regulations oi' the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice ot the time and place oi' said hearing. The evidence 
respondent 

disclosed that/tiled all delinquent reports except the January, i932, report, 

but had failed to file the necessary insurance. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have 

been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We 

have considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and propertf 

damage insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. 

However, we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the 

premiums which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even 

though the amounts of insurance which the carriers are required to carry 

l. 
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should be lowered, the premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is 
. 

appreciated that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require 

all carriers operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to 

the economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certificate of 

public convenience and necessity heretofore issued to ~homas M. West in 

Application No. 1433 should be merely suspended for a period of six months· 

from the date hereof. 

If, in the meantime, the res.pondent will file his report for the 

month of January, 1932, and such insurance as is necessary, and also file a 

written statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said 

period of suspension, the said certificate of.public convenience and necessity 

shall automatically become effective again. If the above requirements are 

not complied with, the said certificate will be revoked without further notice. 

0 R DE R -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public oonTen-

ienoe and necessity, heretofore issued to Thomas M. West in Application 

No. 14'33, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period of six months 

from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said certificate of public convenience and 

necessity will be finally revoked and cancelled wlthout further notice. 

THE POBLIC UTILITIES COA®.USSION 
OF ST E OF COLCRADO 

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

·~~<J? 
Commissioners. · '< 
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{Decision No. 4920) 

., 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILrriES COMMISSION 

OF THE STA'IE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

IN THE MA.TTER OF TEE APPLICATION OF 
EDYTH M. A.D.llMS AND M. E. WAGNER FOR 
AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER .AND ASSIGN 
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND 
NECESSITY. 

APPLICATION NO. 1261-AAAA . 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
February 24 , 1933 • 

Appearances: A. B. Bouton, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
attorney for applicant M. E. Wagner. 

By the Commission: 

f . 

The Commission issued a certificate of public convenience and 

necessity in Application No. 1261 to D. A. Derby. Thereaf'ier a portion 

of said certificate by authorizations granted by the Commission came into the 

hands of and is now held by Edyth M. Adams. ~at portion thereof'.held 

by her which was read in detail to the applicant M. E. Wagner, in order 

that he might fully understand the extent thereof, is now sought by said 

Edyth M. Adams to be transferred and assigned to said M. E. Wagner. 

The said Wagner is engaged in the produce business. Hi• 

financial responsibility is reasonably satisfactory. So far as the 

Commission is able to learn he bears a good reputation. The consideration 

for the transfer is the pay:ment by said Wagner of all highway compensation 

taxes due the State and the payment to the said Edyth M. Adams of $100.00. 

Mrs. Adams has filed with the Commission an atfida'fit showing 

that the indebtedness which she owes arising out of her trucking operations 

amounts to $?9.50 •. The said Wagner informed the Commission that he knows 

of' one other small debt which probably Mrs. Adams had overlooked. 

After careful consideration of the evidence the Commission 

is of the opinion, and so finds,. ~hat ~aid author! ty should be granted . 

to Edyth M. Adams to transfer to M. E. Wagner that portion of the aertit'1oa:tll8 
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of public convenience and necessity heretofore issued by the Commission 

in Application No. 1261-A which is now held by Mrs •. Adams, subject to'the _ 

conditions hereinafter stated, which in the opinion of the Commission the 

public convenience and necessity require. 

rr IS THEREFORE OBD.ERED, That authority be, and the same 1a 

hereby, granted to Edyth M. Adams to transfer to M. E. Wagner that portion 
.. 

ot the certificate of public convenience and necessity heretofore ~ssued 

by the Commission in Application No. 1261-A which is now held by Mrs. Adams, 

subject to the following conditions. 
l 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That $100.00 of the amount due from 

said Edyth M. Adams on aoeount of said highway oompensation tax shall be 

paid immediately and that the balance now due or which will hereafter 

become due on her said operations shall be paid by the said Wagner withtn · 

one month from this date. 

IT IS IDRTHER ORDERED, That the said M. E. Wagner shall im

mediately pay the bills listed in the affidavit of Mrs. Adams filed with 

the Comnission as Exhibit No. 1, and that he shall hold the balance remaining 

of the $100.00 to be paid Mrs. Adams for a period of' two weeks, _and that 

if within that time he finds that there are other debts which she ow~s 

arising out of her motor vehicle operations which haVe not been listed in 

said affidavit, the balance shall be used towards the payment of said debts. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the tariff of rates, time schedule 

and rules and regulations of' the transferor here.til.: ~haU become and remain · 
.~ t" ' 

those of the transferee until changed according to law and the rules and 

regulations of the Commission. 

THE .roBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF S TE OF COLCEADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of February, 1~33. 
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(Decision No. 4921) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
OF THE COLORADO RAPID TRANSIT 
COMPANY, A CORPORATION, AND THE 
COLORADO RAPID TRANSFER COMPANY, 
A CORPORATION, FOR AUTHORITY TO 
LEASE A CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC 
CONVENIENCE AND 'NECESSITY, 

~ 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

APPLICATION NO, 1244-A 

February 25, 1955 

Bf the Cgmm1ssion: 

On December 15 of last year the Commission made an order in 

consolidated Applications Nos. 291-AA, 681-AA and 1582-A, in and by which 

authority was granted to the applicants to make a lease of a certificate 

of public convenience and necessity theretofore granted by the Commission 

in Application No.~291. An application has now be~n filed by said appli

cants, the present application being No. '124~A. In Application No. 1244 

authori~ was granted by the Commission to The Colorado Rapid Transit Com-

pany to extend its motor vehicle operatioas. It further appears that the 

applicants in the original applications referred to inadvertent~ over-

looked the certificate granted in saig Application No. 1244. 

'The instant application asks that the order of December 15, 1952, 

be reopened and amended by granting authorit,y to The Colorado Rapid Transit 
' ' 

Company to lease to The Colorado Rapid Transfer Compaqy the said certificate 

of public convenience and necessit,r issued in said Application No. 1244. 

As we understand, the lease is to be for a term of ten years, and 

the annual rental of $600.00 ,x:eferred to in said order of December 15 is on 

account also of the lease herein sought to be made. 

After careful consideration of the application the Commission is 

of the opinion, and so finds, that the record in the consolidated applica-
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tions is broad enough to warrant the granting o:f the authority herein sought, 

and that, therefore, said order of December 13, 1932, should be reopened and 

amended by the granting of authority to make the lease now sought to be made. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the order made by the Commission on 

December 15, 1952, being Decision No. 4737, in the said consolidated applica-

tiona be, and the same is hereby reopened. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said order of December 15, 1952, be, and 

the same is hereby, amended by granting author! ty, and the same is hereby grant

ed, to The Colorado Ra~id Transit Company to lease to The Colorado Rapid Transfer . ' 

Company the certificate of public convenience and necessity heretofore issued by 

the Commission in Application No •. 1244. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the tariff of rates, rules and regulations 

heretofore filed by The Colorado Rapid Transit Company shall become and remain 

those o:f The Colorado Rapid Transfer Company until and unless the same shall be 

lawfully changed.· 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That except as herein amended the original order 

of December 15, 1952 be, and the same shall remain in full :force and effect. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISS H 
OF ATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, Commissioners. 
this 25rd dq of February, 1955. 
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(Decision No. 4922) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMI33ION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
KNIEVEL TRUCK LINE. ) 

* * * * 
CASE NO. 1115 

February 24, 1933. 
··- -·- - -··- -

Appearances: · Mr. E. S. Johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utili ties Commission. 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 27, 1933, requiring the respondent, 

Knievel Truck Line, to show cause why the common carrier interstate permi~, 

heretofore issued to it in Application No. 1985-I, should not be suspended 

or revoked for its failure to file monthly highw&y compensation tax rep~ts 

for the months of April, 1932, to December, 1932, both inclusive, and for 

its failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as req_uired by law 

and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although 

it was given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

disclosed that respondent had not filed the delinquent reports in question 

and had failed to file the necessary insurance. The evidence further disclosed 

that respondent has gone out of business and is no longer operating under 

its permit. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that the common carrier interstate permit, here-

tofore issued to Knievel Truck Line in Application No. 1985-I, should be 

cancelled and revoked. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the common carrier insterstate 

permit, heretofore issued to Knievel Truck Line in Application No. 1985-I, 

l. 



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

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of February, 1933. 



(Decision No. 4923) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC uriLITIES COW!SSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
SEVERIN PEDERSEN. ) 

CASE NO, 1116 

February 24, 1933. 
- -- - - - - - -

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

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 27, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondent to show cause why the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issaed to him in App:)..ic~tion No. 1827, should not be 

suspended or revoked for his failure to ~1le monthly hi$}lway compensation 

tax reports for the months of July, 1932, to December, 1932, both inclusive. 

A hearing was ha~ at which respondent did not appear., alt~OU8h he 

was given due notice of the time and place of smd hearing. The·evidenee 

showed that respondent had not filed the delinquent reports in question. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to 

the economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certificate 

ot public convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to Severin Pedersen 

in Application No. 1827, should be merely suspended torsi~ months· from 

the date hereof. 

It, in the meantime, the respondent will file all delinquent 

reports and also file a written statement to the effect that he has not 

operated for hire during said period of suspension, the said certificate 

shall automatically become effective again. It the above requirements 

are not complied with, the said certificate will be reYoked without 

further notice. 

l. 



ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDEEED, That the certificate of public conven-

ience and necessity, heretofore issued to Severin Pedersen in Application. 

No. 1827, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period ot six months 

trom the date of this order. · 

IT IS FURTEER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbettore 

made are not complied with, the said certificate ot public convenience and 

necessity will be finally revoked and cancelled without further notice. 

THE PO'BLIO UTILITIES OO'.MMISS,J;ON 

?f;t;i£;:1 
9}~~.· 
~ p·.~ 

Commissioners. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of' February, 1933. 



(Decision No. 4924) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOFFAT COAL COMPANY. -- - - - - - - --
) 
) 

* * • * 
CASE NO. 1070 

February 25, 1933. 

Appearances: Hughes &. Dorsey, Esqs. , Berrien Hughes; Esq., ' 
and llfy'les P. Tallmadle, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
attorneys ror Moffat Coal Company; 

Grant , Ellis, Shafroth and ~oll, Esqs. , 

Bl the Commission: 

Morrison Shafroth, Esq., and :r. G. Holland, Jaq., 
Denver, Co,ado, attorneys for Colorado 
Utilities c , porat1on • 

. f 

~~ 
ST1TEMENT ________ .,.,.. 

i'he Conmission made an order, on its own mottoli, providiDg tor 

an investigation to determine whether or not Moffat Coal Company, c a oo~

poration, hereinafter referred to as the "Comp3.ny", is engaged as a pulillic c c.c 

c .:: utility in the generation and sale or electric energy in the Town of Oak 

utility, it has a certificate ot public convenience and necessity, aa4 

if not, whether it should have such a certificate as a condition of ita 

continued operation as suoh a utili-ty. The OOm.pinY was required to shq* 

cause why an order should not be made requiring it to cease and desist 

from operating as such a utility. 

c Thereafter a pleading entitled "MOtion to Dismiss" was filed 

by the Company. Therein it alleged that it bas not been, is not nowc and 

does not intend to become a public utility within the meaning of the laws 

of the State of Colorado. 

In October of last year, the Company made a contract w11ih the 

Town of Oak Creek, hereinaf'ter referred to as the "Town", reciting that 

the Company had a surplus of electric energy over and above its needs in 

operating i1is coal mines and other properties which it was willing to sell c c 

.··• 
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and dispose of to the Town; that the Town was about to contract for the 

erection and maintenance of transmission and distribution systems in the 

Town and in territory adjacent thereto. The contract provided that the 

Company should supply and furnish to the Town electric energy out of its 

surplus. 

The contract provided further, inter alia: 

"The Company is not a public utility or service company. and 
by entering into this contract is not holding itself out or under
taking to furnish electrical power or energy to the public or to 
the individual residents and inhabitants of the Tbwn or other 
territory in the proximity of said Town* * *·" 

The contract contains a number of details, but we believe we haTe 

stated enough of tm con tents thereof for our purpose. 

Colorado Utilities Corporation, which had been supplying electric 

energy direct to the consumers in Oak Creek prior to the t.ime the performance 

of said contract began, filed its petition in intervention. The Company 

takes the position that it is not a public utility, Colorado Utilities 

Corporation taking the position that it is such a utility • 
. ·, 

A hearing was had at which it api>eared that the Company and 1 ts 

predecessor, The MOffat Coal Company, had been engaged tor years in the 

mining of coal near Oak Creek; that neither. 9f said companies hal1 ever~' sold 

energy, even to their employes; that one of the transmission lines.of the 

Company crosses certain government land as a result of an easement right 

granted by the Government at a rental of a certain amount per year, and 

that a transmission line crosses a highway at one or two places; .that 

certain oral arrangements were made by and between the Company and 

Colorado Utilities Corporation, pursuant to which there had been mere or 

less exchange of energy between them without any charge being made by 

either. 

Section 2921, c. L. 1921, reads: 

"The term 'public utility', when used in this act, includes 
every common carrier, pipe line corporation, gas corporation, 
electrical corporation, telephone corporation, telegraph corpor
ation, water corporation, a person or municipality operating 
for the purpose of supplying the publif for domestic, mechanical 
or public uses, and every corporation, or person now or hereafter 
declared by law to be affected with a public 1ntere~t, and each 
thereof, is hereby declared to be a public utility and to be subjee.t 
to the jurisdiction, control and regulation of the Commission 
and to the provisions of this act; Provided, that nothing in this 
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act shall be construed to apply to irrigation systems, the 
chief or principal business of which is to supply water for 
the purpose of irrigation." 

If the 'generation and sale of elect~ic:energy to the Town tor 

distribution by the latter brings the Company within the definition of the 

4lt term "public utility•, it seems to be assumed that the Company has no 

lawtul right to continue with the performance ot the contract. In passilig, 

we might say that See. 2946 of the statutes requires a certificate of 

public convenience and necessity only tor •the construction of a new 

facility, plant or system, or of any extension ot its facility, plant 

or system~ and the exercise of "any right or privilege under any franchise, 

permit, ordinance, vote or othel' authority herea:tter., graat&d, or under 

any franchise, permit, cr dinance, vote or other authority herea~f'~re 

granted, but not heretofore actually exercised," etc. 

We might observe further, as is recognized by the Company and the 

Utilities Corporation, that we have no jurisdiction over the operation by · 

the Town of' its own electric distribution system. Holyoke v. Smith et al., 

75 Colo. 286. Apparently the ~own built its own transmission line by 

.which the energy is brought into the local distribution system. This it 

undoubtedly had the right to do without any authority from this Commission, 

as it was held in People ex rel. Public Utilities Commission, v. Loveland, 

76 Colo. 188, that the ~wn of' Loveland needed no authority trom this 

Commission to construct its generating plant some distance f'ro.m Loveland 

and its transmission line leading from said plant to the town. It might, 

therefore, be questioned whether, even if' the Company is a public utility, 

it has done anything, authority for which should have been procured from 

the Commission, since its electric plant was built originally for the 

sole purpose of generating energy for its own use. However, we shall 

consider the broad question whether or not the Company is a public utility. 

We are not concerned with the question whether, if it is not 

such a utility, it could be made such by legislative fiat. 

The Articles of' Incorporation of' the dompany as amended contaiJ:l, 

inter ~' the following: 
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, "The objec~and purposes for which our said corp6ration 
is formed are: * * * to construe~ or establish the necessary 
plant or plants with all necessary equipment, rights and 
privileges for the'manufacture and production of electricity, 
and to use, furnish, sell and supply the same." 

Assuming that under this. language the Company has the power to become a 

public utility, the mere power to become such does not make it such. 

The exercise of a claimed power ot eminent domain undoubtedly 
• 

would be some evidence that the one exercising the claimed power is a 

public utility, but as in the case of the power to sell to the public, the 

mere charter or statutory power to exercise the power of eminent domain 

would not make the corporation a public utility. Likewise the fact that 

a corporation lacks such power of eminent domain would not be conclusive 

that it is not a public utility. We quote as follows from 51 c. J. o-6: 

" 

"Charter Powers of Corporation - (1) In General. While the 
power possessed by a corporation under its charter or general 
statutes may be inquired into to determine whether it is authorized 
to perform a public service, the question whether it is or, is not 
a public utility depends not upon its powers, but upon its acts; and 
sa, on the one hand, the fact that it has power to engage in 

the business of a public utility does not ipso facto make it such, 
nor, on the other hand, is the fact that it may not have been given 
such power conclusive that it is not' in tact acting as a public 
utility and to be treated as such. 

" ( 2) Power of Eminent Domain. The mere tact that a corpor
ation is given by statute or its charter the power of eminent 
domain does not make it a public utility; and, on the other hand, 
the fact that it lacks such power is not conclusive that it is 
not a public utility." 

The following is 'taken from the language of the court in 

State, ex rel. v. Baker, 9 s. w. (2d} (Mo.) 589: 

"Charter authority to serve the public, a franchise, and 
the right of eminent domain; if possessed, are to be considered 
in determining if a corporation ls a public utility. However, the 
absence of charter authority to serve the public is not determin
ative of the question. In State, ex rel. Danciger v. Public 
Service Commission, 275 Mo. 483, 493, 205 S. w. 36, 39. (180 A.L.R.754}, 

' we said: 'In determining,, whether a corporation is o:r; is not a 
public utility, the important thing iS, not what its charter says 
it may do, but what it actually does.' Terminal Taxicab Co. v. Kutz, 
241 U. s. 252 (36 S. Ct. 583, 60 L. Ed. 984). 

"Also the absence of a franchise, or the absence of the 
right of eminent domain, are not determinative of the question." 

There is no evidence in the ease that the Company in making the 

one or two crossings of the public highway, even purported to exercise the 

right of eminent domain. We can draw no inference as to status from the 

-4-



mere fact that the public highway was thus crossed. Moreover, we attach 

no significance to said crossing of the public domain under the easement 

right given or purporting to have been given. 

We shall now discuss some of the cases relied upon by the inter-

vener. In Southern Oklahoma Power ComP!AY v. Corporation Copmission, 220 

Pac. 370, it appeared that the company was engaged in the business of 

manufacturing electric power and selling it to a public utility at wholesale 

tor distribution to consumers in certain towns. The Oklahoma statute defines 

a public utilit~as is stated ·in the case, as follows: 

"The term 'public utility', as used in this act, shall 
be taken to mean and include every corporation, * * * that now 
or hereafter may own, operate or manage any plant * * *! directly 
or indirectly for public use, or may supply any commodi~y to 
be furnished to the public, * * * for the production, transmission, 
delivery or furnishing electric current for light, heat,or power." 

The Court held: 

"It is our opinion that the statutory definition or a public 
utility is sufficiently broad to include a plant operatfd as the 
plant of the plaintiff in error, where it generates ele~trieity 
and furnishes same under a contract to a public utility!for dis
tribution to the public. This corporation operates a ptant which 
furnishes and supplies a commodity (electric energy) tojbe fUrnished 
to the public for the production ot electric current for light, heat, 
and power. The statute does not require that the corporation 
furnish the commodity to the public, but, if it furnishes a commodity 
for the purpose of that commodity being delivered to th• public 
for the production of light, heat or power, it comes within the 
statutory definition. It is our opinion that the statute !~presses 
the service rendered by this corporation with a public use." * * * 

It will be noted that while our statute uses the language, 
. I 

"for the purpose of supplying the public", the Oklahoma statute, after 

using the language as to ownership, operation and management:of a plant 

"directly O? indirectly for public use", continues "or may s~pply any 

commodity to be furnished to the public". 

State ex rel., v. Baker, 9 s. w. (2d) (Mo.) 589, was a tax case. 
I 

The question was as to the looation of the authority to asse~s the property 

ot the company in question •. The Court said: 

"If it is a public utility, the tax commission has.)a.uthori ty 
to assess it. If it is not a public utility, we are to fdetermine 
with whom the authority is lodged." · 

-5-
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~e statutory provisions deemed pertinent by. the Supt"eme Court of Missouri 

are as follows: 

"Section 10425, R. s. 1919. The jurisdiction, supQrvisiop., 
powers and duties of the public service CQnmiss:f.on herein created 
and established shall extend ·under· this· ·chapter: 

* * * * * 
•5. ~o the manufacture, sale or distribution of * * * 

electricity for light, heat and power, within the state, and 
to persons or corporations owning, leasing, operating or 
controlling the same; and to * * * electric plants, and to 
persons or corporations owning, leasing, operating or eon
trolling the same. 

* * * • * 
"9. 1'o all public utility corporations and persons whatsoever 

subject to the provisions ot this chapter as herein defined. 
And to_such other and further extent, and to all such other and 
additional matters and things, and in such fUrther respects as 
may herein appear, either expressly or impliedly." 

•s•etion 10411, R. s. 1919: 

* * * * * 
"12. The term 'electric plant', when used in this chapter, 

includes all real estate, fixtures and personal property operate4, 
controlled, owned, used or to be used for or in connection with or 
to facilitate the generation, transmission, distribution, sale or 
furnishing ot electricity for light, heat or power; and any · 
conduits, duets or other devices, materials, apparatus or property 
for containing, holding or carrying conductors used or to be used 
for the transmission of electricity for light, ·heat or p9wer. 

"13. '.IDle term 'electrical corporation', when used in this 
chapter, includes every corp<Fation, company, association, joint 
stock company, or association, partnership and person, their 
lessees, trustees or receivers appointed by any court whatsoever 
{other than a railroad or street railroad corporation generating 
electricity solely for railroad or street railroad purposes 
or for the use of 1 ts tenants and not for sale to others} owning, 
operating, controlling or managing any electric plant except where 
electricity is generated or distributed by tbe producer solely 
on or through private property for railroad or street railroad 
purposes or for its own use or the use of its tenants and not 
for sale to others. * * * 

"25. The term 'public utility', when used in this chapter, 
includes every co-.on carrier, pipe lim corporation, gas corpor
ation, electrical corporation, telephone corporation, telegraph 
corporation, water corporation and, heat or refrigerating corpor
ation, as these ter.ms are defined in this section, and each thereof 
is hereby declared to be a public utility and to be subject to 
the jurisdiction, control and regulation of the commission and 
to the provisions of this chapter." 

The company there was engaged in t rana.m1 tting parer to St. J"oseph . 

Railway, Light, Heat and wer Company. The Court said that the mere 
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purchase, transmission and sale of electric energy, without more, contains 

no implication of pqblic service, and that, on the showing made, it must 

be held that the relator is.not a public utility. However, the Court did say: 

"If the record disclosed that the St. JOseph Railway, 
Light, Heat & ~wer Company sells and distributes, as a public 
utility, the electric energy it purchases from relator, and . 
that relator is 'an important linl:c' in such sa;le and distri
bution, we would have a different question for solution•" 

It will be noted that under the Missouri statute the term 

"electric plant" is broad enough to include property used "to· facilitate 

the generation, transmission, distribution, sale or furnishing of electri~ity 

for light, heat or power". 

In Acquackanonk Water Company et a1. v. Board at Public Utility 

Commissioners, 118 Atl. (N.J.) 535, and in East Jersey Water CoaP!nY v. 

Bo~d of Public Utility Coiimissioners, et al., 119 Atl. (N.J.) 679, the 

question was as to the status of East Jersey Water Company. That company was 

engaged generally in supplying water at wholesale to a number of municipalities 

and water companies, which distributed the water to the public generally~ 

It is elementary that a public utility does not need to· serve all of t.he. 

public. It may serve only a class thereof. In ~e Exhibitors Film 

Delivery and Service Co., 7 Colo. P.u.c. 1035, 1039, we said: 

"It is generally conceded * * * that in order for an operator 
to be a common carrier he does not need to haul all sorts. o.f freight 
or express. Some operators confine themselves to the movi~ of 
furniture, others to livestock, still others to milk and cream. 
As is stated in Campbell v. A. B. 0. Storage and Van Compan,, 
187 Mo. App. 565, ~74 s. w. 140: 'It is not necessary tha' he 
(a common carrier) carry all kinds of goods. If he professes to 
carry only a certain kind, this does not take from him hie status 
as a common ear~ier * * *·'" 

In the case quoted from we found that a trucking concern trans-

porting only motion picture films and advertising matter was a common carrier. 

A utility professing to serve water distributing companies only 

undoubtedly is offering to serve a class of the public. 

In North Carolina Public Service Company v. Southern Power Ooml>,aJll, . 

282 Fed. 837, and !n Salisbury and s. R. Co. v. Southern Power Coapanz, 179 

N. c. 18, lOl s. E. 593, the question ~as as to the status of Southern Power 
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Company. It appeared that the Southern Company was organized to sell energy 

at wholesale. The Southern Company sold ener~y to its own subsidiary tor 

dlstribti.ti.on to the public generally and had sold power tQ the plaintiffs 

in the cases cited. It then took the position that it owed no duty to 

continue to sell such power. ~e Federal ~ouri said in the course ot its 

opinion: 

11The corporation asked and received ot the public the 
right of eminent domain, and the right to sell its current 
to independent vendors, which in turn turnish many towns 
and cities and thousands ot homes and places of business 
in the state. It has used these rights, and is still using 
them." 

In the Salisbury case, the Court said: 

"The defendant asserts that it has a right to select 
customers to whom it will sell current and power, and to 
discriminate at will as to prices. To this it may be said: 
First: The general assembly declares •all water power, hydro;. 
electric power and water power companies * * * shall be deemed 
to be public service companies, and subject to the laws ot 
this state regulating public service companies.' * * * 

"Third: It has expressly devoted its property to the 
public use over a period ot ten years by connecting its 
lines with and furnishing electric current and power to et~er 
public service corporations as well as to plaintiff (a public 
service corporation) and to municipalities, with a knOWledge 
that the current so purchased was being resold tor the benetit 
ot the inhabitants ot the various cities, and ita property has 
therefore become attected with a public use.• 

It thus appears that the Southern Company had dedicated itself to 

the sale ot energy generally to distributing companies. It had thus voluntarily 

created its status as a public utility. It thereby became subject to 

regu.la.tion as to service and prices. 

In Gainesville v. Gainesville Gas Company, 62 So. (Fla.} 919, 

46 L. R. A. (N.S.} 1119, the fact appeared that the utility constructed its 

power plant from which •with the permission ot sa14 cit~, it distribuied 

throughout the town electric energy to the consumers. It obviously was a 

public utility. 

Lamar v. Wiley, 80 Colo. 18, and the Holyoke ease, supra, are 

other cases cited by the intervener. We have already pointed out the reason 

far the decision in the Holyoke case. In the Lamar case, the City of Lamar 
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was operating in its proprietary capacity as a public utility. Its 

operation within the city limits fixed its status as such utility, a.l.though 

because of the constitutional provision in question, its rates and service 

therein were not subject to the jurisdiction of this Conmission •. However, 

as to any customers outside, it had the same status as a public utility even 

though the customers should be limited to one. 

There ·iS no question that the intervener's contention that a company 

may be a public utility, although in acting as such its .business is a mere 

incident to its main business which is not that of a public utility, is sound. 

Hence, the decision in Wingrove v. Public Utilities Commission, 74 vr. Va. 190, 

81 s. E. 734, that the coal mining company selling its stirplus energy to the 

inhabitants of the town is, as to such business, a public utility. Public 

Service Com]?Sny v. :r. &:. :r. Rogers Companz, 172 N. Y. s. 498, is a case that 

falls in the same category. 

Many other cases are cited by the intervener. However, we have 

referred to those which are most nearly in point. 

· · State:,y.x rel,. Public Service OoDil'lission .of Washine;toll v. Spokane & , I . . 
I. E. R. Oo., ~ Pac. 1110, was a mandamus ease brought by the State on the 

relation of the.Public Service Gommission of Washington, against the Spokane & 

Inland Empire Railroad Company. 'l'he respondent was a traction company 

operating a street railway system in the city of Spokane, and some interurban 

lines running out of Spokane into the surrounding country. It ma..ilttalaed a 

power plant which developed a surplus of energy which it sold to others, 
f ' 

"its customers being a land company, one or two termers, who use th&.. power 

for irrigation purposes, two manufacturing plants, a grain elevator, ~ .. 

irrigation company, and three or :tour indivfdual .Qwners of electric light 

plants in towns and villages in the vicinity of· Spokane". .'lnle purpose of 

the suit was to compel the respondent to submit its private c~ntraets to 

the Public Ser~ice Commission, it being the contention of the Commission· 

that as to the sale of its surplus energy the company was a public utility. 



-~-,-.~. --~-·~~~~-~----. . . 

The Supreme Court of Washington said: 

"The character ot such companies and their relation to 
the public has been frequently considered by this court. We 
find no departure from our first holding that a sale ot 
electrical energy or power for private enterprise$ is not an 
engaging in a publif business and gives such companies n9 
right to assert the.sovereignty of the state." (Citing cases} 

the statute was not quoted, but the attorney for the State argued: 

"It it is within the legislative power to make public a .... 
business conducted as defendantts power business is, undoubtedly 
the Legislature has done so, and the case was rightfully de~tded. 
It is an electrical company, and owns an electric plant within 
the definitions ot the statute. Session Laws 1911, pp. 543, 
544. The act makes no distinction between an electrical 
company selling its product tor public purposes and one selling 
tor private purposes. All such companies selling 'electricity 
tor light, heat, or power tor hire' are declared to be public 
service companies, subject to regulation by the public, .. and 
under the jurisdiction of the Public Service Commission." 

The Court held: 

WOntil.the Legislature brings a business within the police 
power by clear intent courts will not do so. Courts have 
assumed to say whether an act of the Legislature falls within 
the police power, but prtmarily the assertion of police power 
is for the Legislature. ~hey are not dis~sed to hold that a 
things should be done by an individual or by the whole public 
because the public welfare demands it. They have acted only 
after the Legislature has defined the object of the pow~r • .; ,In · 
other words, the courts have never sAid primarily that the police 
power should be applied in any givencease. i'heir only inquiry 

. has been whether a legislative aot 1~ reasonably within the 
legislative power and the thing sought to be done is fairly 
within the terms of the act. And it is well that it is so, 
for the legislative body can extend the domain of the police power 
with sufficient rapidity. There is no reason why the courts 
should engage in a rivalry with it." 

Also: 

"At the time the act ot 1911 was passed the law waslell 
defined and certain in its terms. The sale of power to individuals 
or companies, to be in turn sold, was not a public use. The rule 
and the cases declaring it must have been well understood by 
the Legislature. Yet the .act nowhere attempts to cover any 
use theretofore deemed to be private. Its whole CQnte:rt seems 
to compel the thought that it had in mind only suohuses as 
the public might compel. There is nothing to indic.ate a 
legislative intent to declare that the S..ale of surplus on secondary 
power pending a future use by a company in the performance ot 
its public functions is a thing that affects the general 
welfare, the health, peace, or happiness of the citizen, or 
that it is in any way necessary to sustain the right of the 
state to govern." 

Of course, the Spokane ,Company was. serving a mudh largl;tr percentage 

of the public than is the coal company herein. 
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In Southern Ohio Power Co. v. Public Utili ties Commission ~ Ohio, 

143 N. E. 700, the fact was brought out that in an earlier case the Southern 

Ohio Power Company was held to be a public utility because of its stock 

ownership in two other corpor&tions which were furnishing power to the 

public. In other words, the court in the e.arlier case had disregarded the 

corporate fictions or entitie~, and because of the identity of intereats, 

regarded the subsidiary corporations as the parent company. Thereafter, instead 

of filing a schedule of rates with the Commission, the Southern company ., 
disposed of its stock in the other corporations, the stockholders of the 

two former subsidiaries thereafter not being identical with those of the· Southern 

company. Laying aside the question. of the power of a utility, once found 

to be a public one, to terminate its status as such, we may say tha~ the 

question in the second case was whether the sale of energy by the one 

power company to two other co~panies whi!)h were engaged ~n ·<listributing 

energy to the public, constituted the wholesale company a public utility. 

The Ohio Supreme Court said: 

"The divorcement of' the power company's activities ,ifould . 
still leave the two subsidiary companies as public utili ties 
subject to the control Qf the state Commission. Since the 
dedication by the power company was unintentional but so 
decreed by this court s:Lmply because of the adventitious cir
cumstances ot stock control, we think that a divestment of such 
stock control by the power company,ounier pha.~_facts.'as!;yhey now 
exist, would deprive the power company of its public utili-ty 
character and leave the two subsidiary companies, as they were 
intended to be, public utilities within the terms ot the statute.• 

The Court concluded with this language: 

"We have therefore reached the conclusion that upon,the 
undisputed taets as they now appear in this record the Southern 
Ohio Power Company is n4!t now a public utility, and that .the ·· 
Commission erred in ord~ring it to file a schedule of rates and 
charges." 

However, the langu~ge of the Ohio statute with respect to a public 

utility is as follows: 

"Any person. or persons, firm or firms, co-partner~hip or 
voluntary association, joint stock association, company or 
corporation, wherever opganized or incorporated: * * * w~en 
engaged in the business< of supplying electricity for light, 
heat or power purposes ~o consumers within this state, is an 
electric light company.~tt 
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, Of course, the term "to consumers" is somewhat narrower than the language 

"supplying the public". 

In Re International Power Company, P.u.c. l931E, 65, the facts were 

that International Power Company generated energy at a certain water power 

station in Maine; that it owned undeveloped water power sites at two other· 

points, and that the power generated -

"* * * has been used by the Calais Street Railway Company 
for the operation of a street railway, and by said Calais Street 
Railway Company and the St. Croix Gas Light Company for ele.ctrio 
current which is sold to the public, both said corporations .being 
public utility companies operating in said Calais. 

"Said International Power Company has never engaged in the 
sale of electrical energy to the public, nor has it either 
secured authority to compete in the electric field in said territory 
under the terms of 8 3 of Chap. 68 of the Revised Statutes, or tiled 
with this Commission any rates for such service, nor has it.made 
any profession of public service or been required by this Commission 
to file reports as a public utility, although in one or more 
instances reports have been forwarded to the Commission." 

'lhe Maine statutory provision defining a public utility was ~ot 

set out in the decision. 

~he Maine Public Utilities Commission found that the power company 

was not "a public utility within the meaning of Section 15 of Chapter 62 

of the Revised Statutes of Maine." 

We shall refer to one other ease, Nowata County Gas Co. v. Henry 

Oil Co., 269 Fed. 742, decided by the Circuit Court of Appeals of the 

Eighth Circuit. In 1906, a contract was made be:tween the pipe line company 

and the distributing company for the supply of gas for a period ot thirteen 

years. In 1916 the defendant ceased supplying the plain1;1f:f' wi tll gas 

because the plaintiff would not agree to pay an increased' price which the. 

Corporation Commission of Oklahoma had authorized. Thereupon, the plainttrt 

procured its supply of gas elsewhere, and brought this action for damages. Tbe 

District Court entered judgment ror the defendant. The Circuit Court of 

Appeals reversed. The Court said in the course of its opinion: 

nour attention has not been called to any decision by 
any court which holds that under the police power the state 
may create an administrative body or commission with authority 
to fix or establish prices to be paid by a public utility for 
things purchased and used by it, or, as in this case, for a · 
commodity furnished by it to the public. 

"It is unnecessary to consider the question above suggested, 
as the law of the state of Oklahoma conterring jurisdiction on 
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the Corporation Commission over public utilities does not 
attempt to confer such authority. The statute (section 2, 
chapter 93, Session Laws 1913) reads as rollows: 

"'The Commission shall have general supervision over all 
public utili tie.s; ·wi tl'l power to fix and establish rates and 
to prescribe rules, r-equirements and regulations, affecting 
their services, operation, and the management and conduct of 
their business.' 

"Taken in connection with the other provisionsot th~ 
statute creating ,the qolll)l.ission and defining its po;wers, it 
seems clear that the Legislature conferred, and only intended 
to confer, authority to fix the rates to be charged by a public 
utility and paid by its patrons ror the thing furnished or the 
service rendered by it to the public. 

"The order of the Commission fixing, or attempting to 
fix, the price to be paid by the plaintiff for gas thereafter 
to be supplied by the defendant to the plaintiff, and by it 
furnished to the public, cannot be upheld on the ground trum 

.- • ) t 

the plaintiff was a public service corporation or public utility. 
If the order of the commission cannot be sustained upon some 
other ground, it is null and void, and constitutes no defense 
to the suit of the plaintiff for damages for breach of the 
contract." 

As was held in Allen v. Railroad Commission of California, 175 

Jae. 466, "To hold that a property has been dedicated to a public use is 

not a trivial thing * * * and such dedication is never presumed without 

evidence of unequivocal intention." 

After careful consideration of the evidence and the question• 

raised, we are unable to conclude that respondent, in selling electrical 

energy to the Town of Oak Creek, brings itself within the statutory language 

"operating for the purpose of supplying the public". We are of the opinion., 

therefore, and so find, that the respondent is not a public utility as defined 

by the statute of the State of Colorado. 

We are further of the opinion that this case should be dismissed. 

ORDER -----
IT IS TEEREFOHE ORDERED, That the above entitled case be, and 

the same is hereby dismissed. 

THE POBLIC UTILITIES COMI!ISSI ON 
OF grA OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 25th day of February, 1933. 



(Decision No. •tao) 

BU'OBE ~PUBLIC u-r!LITIES OOMMISSION 
OF THE S'I.'.lTE OF COLORADO 

* * 
IN T.lD M.A!1'1'IR OF !HI .AWI.IOATION OF ) 
o:aa.m>IO 91'dls, INc. t ~. J. CIR'fil'I• ) 
CJ.H _OJ!' Pum.IO OONV.INIINOI .A.ND NECI!:S- ) 
Sifi. ) - ~ - - - --- ~ - ~ ~ ~ - --- -- ~ 

* 

AP.PLIO~ION NO. 80?$ 

- - - - ~ -- ~ ~ 

.lppearanoea: Ot'\o Book, Esq., Den'ftr1 Colorado, 
attorner tar applicant; 

o. ;r. · Bohwitz, ·Omaha, Nebraska, 

Bz the OOllllliaaion: 

tor Chicago, BtJ:-lington & Quinoy 
BaUroad Company'. 

ST.l!rEMliNT __ .................. __ 

~ie is an applioa.tio• b7 Crantic Stages, Inc., tor a oertiti-

oate of public convenience and neoessity authorizing tbe operation of a 

motor vehicle syst8Dl for the tranaportation of passengers, baggage and 

light freight "originating east of Bruah1 Colorado, cleatined to points 

nat ot Brush, Colorado, to Denwr, and for &11J' passengers, '-'assage or 
. 

light tre igh:t originating tram Denver and pointe west of Bru.aA 4eatinecl 

to 8D.Y' points east of Brush, ant for the transportation of pe.aaengera, 

bagqe and light freight be:tween all points east of Bru.ah and the Colo .. 

rad~ebraaka state line.• 

Objections and anawera were filed q, Union Paoifie Railroad Cam-

paey, Interstate Transit Linea, Ine. 1 L. B. W1lls011, doing buaha.eaa aa lfhe 

Platte Valley Transportation. Oamp&J17, Chicago, BurliD.gton & Quinoy i.&lroa4 

Company and Bail'tfQ' Ezpftsa Agenoy, Ino. 

Howver, at the hearing the onl.7 appearanoe made in opposition to 

the application WJS that of the Ohioago, Burlington & Q.uinq Railroad Qcap~. 

The appearanee of said protestant was pro foma, there being no attorne7-at

law representing it. It gave testimony marely' as to its aervioe • 

.A.t the hearing there was tiled au agreement whicll had been ma4e. the 

lay ba.:t.'ore 'b;r said Willson and the applicant, a oow ot said agnameni; marke( 
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"Exhibit No. 1• baing attached hereto and by reference made a part hereot. 
·~ 

'!he evidence showed that the applicant is a subsidiary ot Ina. 11eetrio Lipt 

& Power Company, and is attiliated with and possi'b~ racnel.y co:atrolled 'b7 

'the Neviu Linea, which have been conducting acme rather extensive operatio:aa 

in the- eastem part ot the United States, and trhich, aecordiDg to the nidence, 

are in a stroag tinanoial condition. 

'l!b.e applicant is already conducting an interstate operation. Row-

eur, es we have pointed out, the mare tact that it is operating in interstate 

OOlliU8roe, doea not mea that it ahould reeeive a certit"icate ot publie oe:a ... 

wnien.oe and :aeeeasi ty tor intrastate operatiou. In re o. •. foWJUJe!Ul, 

doi:ng business aa !fb.e Oorllhualaar Bt!l! Linea, 'I Colo. P.U .c. 844., 850, we 

quoted with approyal the teat stated b7 the Maryland Commission aa follows: 

•It tba interstate liDS asking tar tatra.state pri'filegea 
on rov.1ias over which it ia operating, Rft not in. enstenee, 
would suoh privilepa be granted by the Commission to u intra
state line, entirel7 within the Commission• s jurisdiction, on 
the ground that the granting ot them is necessary to the public 
nl:t'are aDd conwnienoe?• 

It appears ftry clear that there is a substantial need tor .more 

passenger service between Greeley and points east ot Brush. Thia ia partiou

l,arl.y true as to the students attencU.n.g the 'l'aachers' College in. Greeley aD4 

to aome extent as to the students attending the Univarsity' ot Colo:raclo b. 

Boulder, and the Agricultural College in Fort Oolliu. 

Moreover, as to points intermediate to Greeley and Denwr a!Ul to 

Greeley and Brush under the present service it ia neeessary to aab a tranata:r 

at Brush and another one at Greeley it the passenprs are boun4 beyon4 the 

latter point. 

The applicant is now running a sOhedule each way da117. !here waa 

more or less testimony about putting on an additional schedule, particularly 

tor looal service. Honver, the testimony as to such local or so-called 

"intrastate run• was to the effect that it would be given it buaineaa warranted. 

In the present economic situation, it is doubtful whether business conditions 

would so warrant. 

The question which has gi'fan the Commission ~ moat concern ia 

whether or not the applicant should be pemitted to duplicate railro&cl 

-a-



serTioe, practically on tile same schedule. Tba Burlington has a vain, 

ita Aristocrat, passing through ..Akron at 10:33 in the moraitJg and arriYing 

in Dener at 1:16 P.M. ~· applieen't's westbound bus passes through .1.kron 

at ~H40 A. M. and ar:rins in Dea"nr at 2:40 P. u. The ti.m8 ot the traia is 

much better. Ho-.Ter. tlle bu fare is somewhat leas. AeoordiDg to the 

eTidenoe, the rail fare from Akron to Dauer is t4.oa, while that ot tlMt 

bus is ts.~. '!he applicant has a lms leaTing Denver a-. 7:30 in the sTeninc, 

arriTing in .A.k:ren at 12:30. 'fU Burlington has a train leaTinl Denv•r at 

':30 P.M. arriTing in Akron at 7:10. It is quite possible that the pasaenprs 

leaTing De1:1er would reasoaol.y prettr to hau more tille ill ])eawr ut to 

leaTe atter dinner in the eftning insteacl of at 4:30 ill the atterneoa. 

We haTe conaiclerecl clecyiDg the aJplieant tile rigat to uaapon 

passengers into Denver on its watbound soheclule benu• of the taot that thtt 

train aerTice appears to be ade,uate. Howeftr, in addition to the tact that 

tlle bus tare is S)me ten per oent eheaper, alhedulea of 'both traiu and bus•• 

have a wq of changing. i'e Coubt whether it is praotical to attempt te ohaoae 

certificates of public eonvenienoe and neoeasity e'ftl7 tU. aohedul.as are 

ah.a:aged. 

After earetul oonsicleration ot the e'Vilenoe, the 00Imaisa1on is ot 

the opinion, and so finds, that the pUblic oonwJLienoa and neeeasit;r require 

the motor fthicle ayatea of the applioaat, Oru.Uca Staa-s, Iao., for tl1a 

tr&JlSportation of passell84lra and ~· in iatraatate eC11118roe froa JOint 

to point 'Mtween BrUSh and th.e Colorado-:tiebraaka state liu, ud :Ot01B u4 

to all points nat of Brush, including Denver ant poiata inter.-clide thereto 

eel Greeley, to ad trom all points eeat ot Bruu, su'bjeet to tU tams u4 

oondi tiou of se14 ~bit No. l. 

We turlhe:r find that tba publia: eonftaienee u4 nenaai t;y require 

the tru.aportation in paaaeDger 'buesea ot express aD4 lisb.t freight 'between 

all ot the points de.soribed ia the toresoiq paragraph, be.tween wh.ioh the 

Burlington does not render direet urv1ee. J.a an ex81Qle, 41raot senicae is 

readered by' the Burlinston between J.kroa and J'ert Morse. 



!!.!!! 

. . . - ~ - ... . 
ntuira the motor vehicle qata ot tu applieant, Oruito St~e, Ine., tor 

. 
tb.e truaportation ot paaaeugera and baggage in intraata"e ·e~re• :h'oJa J01at 

to point 'betwaea Bru.aa and the C.lorado-Xebruka stat~ line, ani trom. ani 

to all poi'ata .. st ot Bru.ah, iacl.U.diq Den.wr and poi:ats _1lt118rmeiiate theeto 

ani Greeley, to and trom. all points east ot Brulll:L, aubjeot to th8 tuma ani 

conditions ot said ~ibit No. l. 

. . ..., . 
nquire the motor vehicle aystul ot 'the applic:an'\, tor tha truaporta:t;ioa ia 

passenger busses ot express and light trtti&ht be twa aU o't the poin "• 

deaoribed in the foregoing :puqraph, betweea which the Barlington toea :aot 

render diaot service, and this order shall be taken deeDBcl. u4 held. to 1MI a 

oertit1oate ot public oon'"nience and necessity therefor. 

IT IS J'OR.1!HEB ORDlCBED, ~t the applicant shall tile taritt ot rates, 
. 

rules ana regulation.s and tim.e and distance sohetules as :required 'b7 the Rules 

and bgul.atio:ns ot 'this C<lDDliasion governing mo•or fthiolt ~riera, witllin 

a period not to aznecl. twenty days 'tram. the date here.ot. · 

. . . 
vehicle oarrier s.vstem aoeorting to t4e schedule tiled with this Camadasioa 

ezeept when prevented :f'rom so ioiq lQ" the J.ot ot Coi, the public·_.., o~ 

unusual or extreme weather ooncli tiona; u4. this order is made 81.1bj Ht to 

oom.plianoe 'b,y the applicant with the Rules and Reaala:Uou aew in to.ne or to 

1te hereafter adopted by the Oommiuion wi'lll reapeot to DOtGr fthiole ovriera 

and alao subject to any f'utur. lecislative action that .may be take• with 

respect thereto. 

Dated at Den"9'8r, Colorado, 
this ISth.da.y et l'ebPuary, 1933• 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
iE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

. R. H. BURKDOLL. ) CASE NO. 1120 -- - - - - -- - - - - - - - -

February 25, 1933. 

{Decision No. 4926} 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. Johnson, Denve~, Colorado, 
tor the Public Utilities Commission. 

~ the Commission: 

An order was made on January 27, 1933, requiring the ab OV'e named 

respondent to show cause why the certificate of public convenience and necessity, 

heretofore issued to him inApplication No. 1590, should not be suspended or 

revoked for his failure ··to "tile reports for the months ot' October,,' Novembe.l." 

and December, 1932, pay highway compensation taxes for the months of April, 

1932, to September, 1932, both,,inolusive, and for hi& ~ajtiu:re to ,f1;lean 
, . ... .:' 

insurance policy or surety bond as required by.law .and ·'*l,l~~ules :and regula-

tions of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although he 

was Si'1fen due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

disclosed that respondent had not filed·the reports in question nor paid 

the highway compensation taxes for the months April to September, 193 2, in 

the amount of $18.11, and that the necessary insurance had not beenfiled. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business condi tiona have 

been and.has tried to show every proper· consideration for those who have 

'j. been operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our .power to secure low insurance rates. We 

have considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and property 

damage insurance which motor vehicle operators would be required to carry. 

However, we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the 

premiums which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even 
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though the amounts or insurance which the carriers a~e re~uired to carry 

should be lowered, th~- premiums.would remain the .same. Of eo\lrse, it is 

appreciated that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel~ us to require 

all carriers operati:ng under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certitieate. Many 

revocations have been·made in the past on similar facts.· However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certificate or 

public convenience and necessity heretofore issued to R. H. Burkdoll should be 

merely suspended for a period of six months from the date hereof. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file the delinquen~ 

reports in question, pay the highway compensation taxes due for the months 

April to September, 1932, inclusive, in the amount of $18.11, and tile 

such insurance as is necessary, and also file a written statement to the 

effect that he has not operated for hire during said period of suspension, 

the said certificate of public convenience and necessity shall automatically. 

become effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, the 

said certitica.te will be revoked without further notice. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to R. B. Burkdoll in Application No. 1590, 

pe, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period or six months from the 

ip.ate of this order. 

IT IS'FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said certificate or pubJ.ic convenience and 

~eeessity will be finally revoked and cancelled without further. notice. 

THE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF SJ!A OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 25th day of February, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 4927) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF CANCELLATION OF RATES ) 
ON CEMENT FROM DENVER TO STATIONS P.ABK- ) 
DALE, COLORADO, TO UTALINE, COLORADO- } 

INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION 
.. pQCKET NO. 184,: UTAH AND INTERMEDIATE STATIONS ON THE ) 

STANDARD GAUGE LINES OF THE DENVER AND ) _{ 

RIO GRANDE WESTJmm RAILROAD COMPANY. · ) 

---------------------

Februar,r 24, 1955 

Appearances: Mr. J. A. Gallaher, Denver, C6lorado, for The 
Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Com~; 

Mr. T. K. Earley, Denver, Colorado, for The 

Bx the Commission: 

Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Com~; 
Mr. Waldo D. Gillette, Los Angeles, California, for 

the Monolith-Portland Midwest Company; 
Mr. Thos. s. Wood, Denver, Colorado, for The Public 

Utilities Commission of the State of Colorado. 

By schedules filed to become effective M~ 6, 1952, respondent, The 

Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company, proposed to cancel rates on 

cement in carloads, minimum weight 50,000 pounds, trom Denver to Parkdale, 

Colorado to Utaline, Colorado-Utah, and intermediate points on its standard 

gauge line. 

Upon protest of the Monolith-Portland Midwest Com~ operation of 

the schedules was suspended until March 5, 1955. Respondent testified that 

the purpose of the proposed cancellation was to eliminate the rates from its 

tariffs, due to the fact that there was no movement of cement from Denver 

proper under the rates and that they were, therefore, nothing more than paper 

rates. It further stated that they were perfectly willing to continue these 

rates in effect if there was aQY movement of traffic to be had under same. 

Protestant took the position that it would use these rates in shipp-

ing from its warehouse in Denver, stating that it had a rate of six cents per 
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one hundred pounds on cement, Laramie to Denver, in 100,000 pound minimum care 

and that they could ship 100,000 pounds of cement • to De]\ver and re-ship it to 

points on the 50,000 pound minimum and in that way se the rates here under con-

sideration. 

On ·the record as made we find that the su pended schedUles have not 

been justified and an order will be entered requir g their cancellation and 

discontinuing this proceeding. 

IT APPEARING, That by orders dated May 5, 1952 and August 27, 1932, 

the Commission entered upon a hearing concerning th lawfulness of the rates, 

charges, regulations and practices stated in the sc edules enumerated and des-

cribed. in said orders and suspended the operation o said schedules until March 

5, 1953; 

IT FURTHER APPEARING, That a full investi tion of the matters and 

things involved has been had and that the Commissi on the date hereof has 

made and filed a report containing its findings of act and conclusions thereon, 

which said report is hereby .referred to and made a t hereof, 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the respond nt herein be, and it is 

hereby, notified and required to cancel said.sched es on or before March 5, 

1955, upon notice to this Commission and to the gen a1 public, b.1 not less than 

one day's filing and posting in the manner prescrib in Section 1~ of the Public 

Utilities Act, and that this proceeding be discont 

This order is without prejudice to the c of the said rates 

in the event that there are no subsequent movements of cement traffic from Denver 

to the territory involved in this proceeding. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, Commissioners. 
this %4th day of February, 1955. 
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{Decision No. 492S} 

BEFORE THE RJBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICL'E OPERATIONS OF ) 
NELLIE M. IDOL, LOREN IDOL AND ) 
IRIS I. IDOL, DOING BUSINESS :AS ) __ ¢~. N.O.t. -1121. 

MEEKER TRANSFER COMP .ANY. ) 

-------- ----------

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

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 27, 1932~ requiring the above named 

respondents to show cause why the certificate ot public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued to them in Application No. 1691, should not be 

suspended or revoked for their failure to file monthly reports for the months 

of February, 1932, to December, 1932, both inclusive, pay highway compensation 

~ tax for th~ month of December, 1931, in the amount of $.62, and for fail~re 
e to file an insurance pOlicy or surety bond as required by law and the rules 

and regulations of the Commission. 

• 

A hearing was had at which respondents did not appear, although 

given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence disclosed 
res_Pondents 

that/had not filed the delinquent reports in question or paid the highway 

compensation tax for the month of December, 1931, in the amount of $ .62, 

and had not filed the necessary insurance. 

The Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who }lave 

been operating under the' statutes which we are required to administer and 

enforce. We have done all in our power to secur~low insurance rates. We 

have considered recently lowering the amounts of liability and proper~y 

damage insurance .. whioh motor t.ehiole .carriere would. .be· req'llired to ea!ry. 

However, we were met with the statement by the insurance companies that the. 
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premiums which are now being charged are the minimum ones and that even 

though the amounts o~ insurance which the carriers are required to carry 

should be lowered, the premiums would remain the same. 0~ course, it is 

appreciated that the statutes passed by the Legislature compel us to require 

all carriers operating under our jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certi~icate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar ~ac1;s. H~wever, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certi~icate o~ 

public convenience and necessitY., hereto~ore issued to Nellie M. Idol, Loren 

Idol and Iris I. Idol, doing business as Meeker Trans~er Company, in Applica-

tion No. 1691, should be merely suspended ~or a period o~ six months ~rom 

the date hereo~. 

I~, in the meantime, the respondents will ~ile the delinquent 

reports in question, pay the highway compensation tax due ~or the month of 

December, 1931, in the amount o~ $.62, ~ile the necessary insurance policy 

or surety bond, and ~ile a written statement to the e~~ect that they have 

not operated ~or hire during said period o~ suspension, the said certi~ieate 

o~ public convenience and necessity shall automatically become e~~ective 

~ again. If the above requirements are not complied with, the said certificate 

will be revoked without further notice. 

• 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate o~ public convenience 

and necessity, hereto~ore issued to Nellie M. Idol, Loren Idol and Iris I. Idol, 

doing business as Meeker Trans~er Company, in Application No. 1691, be, and the 

same is hereby, suspended for a period of six months from the date ot this order. 

IT IS FOETEF.R ORDERED, That it the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with,. thE;~ said certii'icate o~ pub1ic convenienge _and 
,>1 ,. 

necessity will be finally revoked and cancelled without further notice. 

TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~SSI ON 
OF STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 25th day o~ February, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 4929) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICIJ!:: .. oPER!T IONS OF ) 
GUY IVY. ) 

"' * "' 
CASE NO. 1122 

February 25, 1933. 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on january 27, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondent to show cause why the certificate of public convenience and necessity, 

heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1791, should not be suspended or 

revoked for his failure to file monthly reports for the months of April, 1932t 

to December, 1932, both inclusive, and for his failure to pay highway compen

sation taxes for the month of june, 1932, in the amount of $1.92. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although he 

was given due notice of the ,~ime and place of. said hearing:. ·'l'l,le evidence 

disclosed that respondent had not filed the delinquent reports in question 

nor paid the tax. due for the month of june, 1932, in the amount Qt'tl.92. 

We woUld be warranted in revoking the said eertifte·ate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certificate of 

public convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to Guy Ivy in Application 

No. 1791, should be merely suspended for a period or six months from the 

da t.e hereof. 

It, in the meantime, the respondent will file all delinquent 

monthly reports, pay all highway compensation taxes due, and file a written 

statement to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period 

ot suspension, the said certificate of public convenience and necessity 

shall automatically become effective again. If the above requirements are-
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not complied with, the said certificate will be revoked without further 

notice. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the cert·ifica te of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Guy I-vy in Application No. l'l91, be, and 

the same is hereby, suspended for a period of six months from the date ot 

this order. 

IT IS FtJRTI!F,R ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said certificate of public convenience and 

neoessi ty will be finally revoked and cancelled without further notice. 

~,,~~-~-
Commissioners. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 25th day of February, 1933. 

·,·.;t 
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(Decision No. 4950) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
II THE 14ATTER • OF THE MOTOR VEHICLE ) 
OPERATIONS or L. O. DE.AROORF AND ) 
C. L. S'f~S, DOIIG BUSINESS AS ) 

CA§E NO. 1137 

WESTERN FILM DELIVERY. ) 

February 28, 1955 _ _. _______ ... 

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

.§!A!IJ!.!!! 

JU the. Comaisaigu 

.An. order was made requiring above ~ respondents to show 

cause why their interstate permit issued in Application No. 2011-I, 

should not be revoked for failure to make monthly highway compensation 

tax reports and to file with the Commissioa such insurance as is requi~ 

by the rules and regulations of the Commi.ssi011 f~ interstate carriers. 

No answer ,,.tfl filed nor appe.arance ~e .at the hearinJ. ":~;he 

evidence showed that they had not liiRde· their monthly highway eompeD.sation 

tax reports tor tae aonths of Ma;r to December, 1952, both inclusive, and 

that at the time the order was made on February 9th, and at all times since, 

no insurance was on file with the Commission as required by its rules and 

regulations. 

The Comm;tssion is of the opillion, and so finds, that the .said 

interstate permit heretofore issued to the respondents should be revoked 

and cancelled. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the interstate permit heretofore 

issued by the CoJQIIission to the above named respondents be, and the same 

is hereby, can~lled and revoked. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF ST-U OF COLORADO 

Dated at D81'1'Ve1t1 Colorado, 
this 28th ~ qf February,l955. 
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BPORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE st•TE OF COLORADO 

JB COLORAOO IITEBSTATE GAS 

eola'ABY, A CORPORl'l'IOI. 
~ 
) _ ......... _ ..... _________ _ 

February 28, 1931 

J.ppearancest til ten Smita., Jr., aDd llmer L. Brock, 
J:sqs., DenTer, Colorado, tor ~·,~ .. 
Col&Rdo ·Interstate Gas Gomp8J17; 

Colin J.,. Sm1 tb, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
Assistant Attorney General; 

II tU !!tr\e•iu: 

Byron G. Rogers, Esq., Las Jaimas, Colorado, 
for the City ot Las Animas; 

James D. Parriott, Esq., aad Frederick P. 
. Cranstoa, Esq., Denver, Col.orac:lo, tor 

the City and CoUDty ot DenTe!'; 
.llbert L. V ogl, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 1 for Colorado-lew Mexico Coal Opera ton t 

Association. · 

llll!IJ.Il. 

... 

!he Ooaisaion lllld8 a ora.r on its o"" "i.~ ·.~ •for aa· 
\ . 

ia98s~t1on ot, 

11th& ,acts, doiags ud ccmdllet in the State of Col.ol'll4o ~ 
the Colorado Iaterstate Gas COJIIP1I.ll7 tor the parpose ot deter
m1•1•g whe'bker Or aet said C&DlpfU11 is 8DI8ged ill distributiq 
a:ad. aelliag gas in intrastate c0111aeree 1il tbia state, and 
B.ether or D.Ot it has done or is doing ~ . whiell· is lQilaw
tu.l 1t7 reason ot its failure to procure a certificate ot pdl1e 
c•TU.ifmce aac1 necessit,..• 

lt aarther provideeh 

• * * * !'ilat said Colorado Interstate &as· CoapaaJ' ·'be 1 · u4 
tb.e --1• .... , .. ~to ehn eauechT Wrltteaaner 
to 1M tJ.ltd wit\1 _. Goaiuioa withia twatT cla1W·· tra th1• 
Aate whf an OJ."d.er ~.· not be made reaalliring it ·to cease. ad 
desist boa· cl:L:atriR.tiDg ud sell1ag gas in. ia~tate c0JIIIl8r'Ce 

· :1a this state 11DW aBd tal.ess it aball. have prM'Ue4 a certifi
cate ot pdt.Uc ~ad aaeeni'Q'·tberetor, aad 1dV' the 
COPSu:l.oa eheuld not -.ke U7 ether appropriate orders witll 
reapeet to aa.U ceap&BJ as a · re8lll t o£ l&id coap&ll7 4oiztc tr 
haVilag .dcm.e aD.7 ae'\s in this State, the cloiJI&.·ot whioh. 1~ .a
la'wt'al. without a certificate ot public ccmvenienee aacl· ...... 1t,..• 



· .. . . 

Respendent £~ed its ..-swer denying that it is a pa.blic utility 

or comraon carrier or tha.t it is amenable to the Pllblic Utilities Act. or 
i ' 

subject to the jurisdiction o£ the Colllllission, at'ld claiming that ·~.order 

o£ the Collllission based .upon an assumption to the contrary would be uncon

stitutional and void as violatiJ!g the due. process ad commerce clauses of 

the Constitution ot the: United States. The answer farther alleged eon-

sider.able •tter o£ detUled tact. 

The Colorado :$.e. New· :Mexieli> Goal Operators· .Association, the 
' 

Attorney General of the: State ~.f Colorado, the City o£ Las .biJu&s ~ the 

City and County of Denv"r inte~ned. 
II ' -

The case as heard -.d··brief's were tUed·by the respo!ldent and 

all interveners except the City o.f Las himas. !he briefs are very a:-
1,' I 

haustive and cover a t~tal o£ some 150 pages. 

The stock· in irespondtnt is owned as follows: 42-1/2 per cent bY. 
Standard Oil Company of! New J etsey 1 42-1/2 per cent b;y 801;1thwestem De,-elop- . 

ment Company and 15 per cent bt Cities Service Company. 
i 

Respondent $s 8.rld operates a pipeline extending £rom a. po:lat 

near Clayton, New Mexi~o, in •! northerlY' direction to a point or points oa 

or near the boundary of the Ci:ty ot Denver, where ge.s is delivered to hblic 

Service Co.mp!ltlly' of ColOrado torr distribation in Denver, and to Colorado

Wyoming Gas Comp!lon7 for trans~ssion and sale by it to various customers 

serving towns in northern Colorado and Che,-enne, Wyoming. .1:. nwaber or 
I i 

branch lines are used to carey gas to the City of Colorado SpriDgs aad 
I I ' 

various corporations distributing gas in local distribution s;rsteas.. Other 

branch lines .are used jt;o carrt gas directly to xriva.te industries which 

pu-cha.se from respcm.dent itseit. As we understand the evidence, the ind.us

trial consumers are Helium C~ration ot .laerioa, , whose plant is sit'Q:a~ 

at Thatcher, U'nited States Vei;eraas Bureau Ho:spitallfo. SO at Fort L7on, 

Colorado Fuel and Iron Oompanj" at Paeblo, Atchison, Topeka ·and Baata Fe 

Bail.way shops at La Jun.ta, lmerican :Beet Sugar Company at Roclq Ford, and 
! . 

·, I 

Colorado Portland Celll$lt Go~ at Portland. 
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Respondent is willing to take on as DliiUlY more industr~ cus

tomers, served direotJ.y by it, as the capacity of its pipe line will permit, 

provided, however, the amount of gas desired b7 the new customers, the lOad 

factor 1 the price to be .agreed upon, etc. 1 .are tll sa'tiafacton" to the re-

Spondeftt. 

The con.txacts- b7 which the gas is sold to co~ea- distribu.ting 

in di£ferent municipalities pr."O'rlde for a gateway price of forty cents for 

all gas used -for domestic purposes. However, with respect to gas tarnishsd 

by the local distributing eom.pani• to industrial ecmceru, th.e eolltr&etit. 

contain provisions substantially the same as the fellmri.D& taka: trOil 'one 
of the contracts: 

"The Vell.dor agrees. t& sell and deliver 1 and the Vendee 
. agrees. t& purchase, take and pay for: 

11 {b} Slteh amounts of natural gas as may 'Be reguisite to 
f'ulfUl contracts Jl8de with.'l;he consent and approval of the 
Vendor by the Vendee for the sale of natural -gas ta consumers 
other th&u domestic consumers; provided, however, tb&t the 
Vendor slall not be obli&&ted . to sell :a.nd: deliver atural -gas 
in excess of' the amount it has currently .available for delivery, 
as defined in Articles Tenth -and Eleventh hereof •11 

"(e) Such :amounts of natural gas -as the Vendee •Y desire 
to use in its power plant or 'plants-, which amounts. if' desired 
upon terms and conditions other tban those aPliL7ini to utural 
gas for domestic use hereunder,· are del.iveral&le ftl.7 with the 
consent :ad &ppt"Oval of the Velldor." 

"The prices to be paid by the Vendee to the Vendor for 
natural gas hereumder· shall be a.s follows: 

11 {b) For natural gas for re-se.J.e UJ:ld,er c&ll'lllercial or 
industrial contracts, which contracts ··shal.l have- been· sub
mitted to and approved by' the Vendor, the ~ice J&p&ble to 
the Vemdor sball be eighty-five per cent (85%) of the price 
chargeable 87 the VeM&e to such comm.ercial. or indl1Strial-con
sumers under such :approved contracts; provided, howmr, that 
the price to be paid by the Ve:ndee to the VeDder shall not be 
more than the city gate pt"!.ce effective under -sub-paragmJ.il 
{a) of this Article Sixth." -

In justification of the provisions just quoted, it is stated that 

the main business of the distributiDg companies is that of supplying the 

domestic del8Dds; that the ca.pacit;r of the pipe line ot respondent is limited; 

that it 11is obviou.al.;r necessary, fer the proteetiOll of the· domestic auppl7, 



."' . . 

in some •7 to limit the industrial use to such amounts I:Uld times that 

these industrial uses, coupled with the domestic uses, wUl not exceed. 

the fixed capacit7 of the pipe line•; and that to accomplish that e~ 

"there DlUSt be coacerted, intelligent action, based upon f'uJ.l knowledge 

of the combined volume and load factor characteristics of the deand ~t · 

all points supplied, and the pipe line company is the only one having 

available the necessacy in.f'oration to act in the •tter.• 

There are two compressor stations on the main line, one being 

called the Cllanyon Compressor Station, located at a point near. the crossing 

of the Purgatoire RiTer, the other Devine Compressor Station, located at 

a point near Devine, a few, mUes east ot·Puebl.o. These stations are used 

to pump the :gas through the line. 

AU lateral lines are open at the points where they connect nth 

the main line, the pressure in the laterals being, therefore, the same ~ 

that in the •in line. In other words, the pressure re•ins constant 

throughout the main line and all lateral.s until gas is delivered .at the 

points of dellTery. le.pmdeat has no pipe lines carryiug the gas after 

reduction in pressure is made. 

The evidence further showed that thr-ee men whose · naaes are HU.l, 

·Benson .and Smith, are stockholders :and directors of The Arkansas Valley 

Natural Gas Comp~~.Dy, cme of the companies purchasing gas :at wholesale from 

respondent .and distributing same;· that an engineeriDg firm, J'ord, Bacon 

and Davis, acquired the right of way and constru.eted, and now manages and 

controls, the pipe line for respondent; tbat Bensoa was at one time on the 

pay roll o~ respondent; that Hill is vice-president of Ford, Bacon and 

Davis; that the attorneys for respondent are also more or less a.ftiliated 

with The Arkansas Yalley latural Gas Company. 

Th:e brief fer Colerado -and New Mexico Coal Operators Association 

' states that two questions are raised, namely: 

1. Is the respondent engaged in intr.a.state. business? 

2. Is the respondent ;a pu.bllc utll.ity? 

The brief of the respondent states that the ozU.7 question before 
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the GoJDiaaion is whether or not the respondent is required under the 

laws of the State of Golor&do, and pBrtieularl7 the Pu.blie VtUitiea ut, 

to obtain a certificate ot pu.blie convenience .and neeessit7 f'roa the Com-

misaion. However, one of the attorneys tor. respond.e:nt, ;as is show.n. in his · 

brief', stated .at the hearing: 

•I assUm.e, Mr. Chairman, that the order is intended to and 
does raise the issue as to whether w are- a pllblie atUi ty .and 
subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission with respect to 
the matter or construction, and as to whether ·we need a certi
f'ic:ate.• 

The Pablic Utilities .Act requires a certificate of pu.blic cOD.-

venience and·· necessity: in two eases onl1'. One is for tae 11coastruetion 

of a new t.acUi ty, plat or system or of any extension of its ta.cUi ty, 

plant or syatem•. Th.e other is for the exercise ot •any right or privilege 

under any franchise, parmi t, ordinaace, vote· or other .authority her-.f'tsr 

granted, or under any franchise, permit, ordinan.ce, vote or other authorit7 

heretofore granted, but Bot .heretofore actually exercised*** .• Sec. 

2946, c. L. 1921.. There 1a no contention llllde, as we understand, that 

the respondent has procured :any franchise or any per.mit, ordinance or vote, 

which it needs author! ty frOlll this Gosission to exercise. It ma;r be. 

added 1 however 1 that the order provides for an investigation to determine 

"whether or not said colJI.P!IiaY is engaged ·in distributirlg and selling gas 

in intrastate colllll8ree in this state.11 

., 

Even it it should~ determined that respondent is engaged in 

the d1stribut1Qa or. gas 'to ipdustrial eouumers in-_tlistribution systemS· 
' . 

located in Deaver and other cities and towns, it has built no lines or 

f'&cUitiee therefor. lleither has it sec~ ·any franchise rights ot :an7 

kind. It would. at most be using the pipe lines owafkt by local distribllt- . 

ing utilities. In that· event, whUe . the respondent would need no certi

ficate from this Colllllission, 1t in serving 1ihose oonsumers it is a plblie 

utUit7, the Cosission ·would 'haw jurisdiction, as appears later, mr 
the rates cha.:'ged b7 the respon4eat to iatustrial conSWIIers in cities aad 

towns other than home rale cities, &:t.though· the _scope· ot this particuJ.ar 

case does not extend to rates. Moreover, 1£ an;r of respondent's rates 

-$... 
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are subject to the jurisdiction of the Commission they should be :filed 

with the Commission. 

If the res~ent is engaged in intrastate business, then we are 

required to consider the question whether it is a piilblic liltUitJ"• If it · 

is not so engaged and if its interstate business is direct and not •pecu

liarly one of local concer.n11 , it is immaterial whether it is a pu.blic 

utility or not, since it is element.tu-y that we· would bave no jurisdietioa 

over it. 

We :f'ind that as to the customers served lJf:~respmdent 

it is a !Alblic utility. Without going into the qllestie at length, we •Y 

say that the respondent stands ready aad rlUing to serve .all customers it can 

procure, up to the extent of the supply of gas available, provided satisfac-

tory terms can be agreed upon. 1I'G have repeatedly pointed out that the fact 

. that the making of uniform terms and conditions to au customers is not the 

test :for determining whether it is:& public utility. !he test is the ex

tent of its service or proffer o:f' service. If it is serving or ofteriag 

to serve the pu.blic, .a class, or sufficient portioa or the pu.blic, it ia 

a pu.blic utility. It the public utilit7 is engaged in intrastate coaerce, 

the State steps in and requires, i,uter ~~ uniformitJ" of rates and ser

vice. Re The Exhibitors Film Delivery & Service Co., 7 Colo.··P.lJ.C. 1035, 

1039. 

It is stated in the Janl.la17 n'Wll~r or Illinois Law Revin,SM, 

that "The tact that the business is essentiallY one o:f' person&l ccatzaet 

does not preclude its being a utility. 11 (Citing German l]J ianee InSllAB.CI 

Co. v. LeJi@, 253 u.s. 589) • 

.Is was pointed out by our Supre• Co-art in Davis· v.. Peop;J..• "G: rel., 
; 

etc., 79 Colo. 642, 644, "the important thing is what it does, not what its 

charter says.• (Citing, :.rermi¥.1 !uicab Cq. y. bts, tt a1.,. 241 u.S.252.) 

With respect to the .. matter of eminent doJIIIJ,n~ we :quote as< follows 

from 51 c. J. 5-6: 
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"The mere £.act that a c rporation is given by statute 
or its charter the power o£ minent domain does not make it 
a public utility; and, on th other hand, the fact that it 
lacks such power is not cone usive that it is not a public 
utility.• 

We believe there is little doubt that respondent, in selling 

gas to local distributing compani s who resell at their tariff rates to 

domestic consumers, is engaged in interstate commerce over which we have 

no control. However, it is conte ed that as to the gas delivered to the 

industrial consumers connected w1 h the local. systems, and .as to the gas 

.furnished directly to industrial oncerns, the respondent is engaged in 

illtra.state commerce. Before deal separately with these three situ&-

tions we shall cite and quote gen' raJ.ly from some o£ the cases. 

We shall first refer to a case decided by this Coa.ission ia 

the year 1929, k~JW~!IJ~c.L.g2JUAZ;~~Uslm&LQ, 7 Coloo. P.tJ.C. 12ll. 

In that case it appeared that ic Service Com:prlny ··of Colorado was en-

gaged in the distriblltion of ele ric energy in the tons ot Ovid and 

Sedgwick. It had been procuring its enera at wholesale· from the ll111liei

pe.l plant in Julesburg •. It cone ed to buy the energy from a plant 

situated in Ogall.al.a, Nebraska, was about to connect its transmission 

line bull t from Ogal.1a1a to .a po t north ei>£ Julesburg with the line extend-

ing west from Julesburg to Ovid Sedgwick. We made an order requiring 

should not procure a certificate o£ public convenience and necessi~ therefor. 

The Commission found that the e in ~estion would be used in interstate 

commerce, and that an order forb ing constru.ction o£ said line or the 

necessary link therein would not only constitute a burden on hterstate 

commerce, but •would wholly obst t or prohibit it.-• We farther stateda 

•Here we are asked to sue a laudable purpose in· com-
pliance with our local stat to17 law. We might cOnceivably 
pay no attention to the eo eree clause of the Feder.al Con
stitution, and all of the ses decided by the Supreme. Court. 
ot the United States def the meaning of tbat provision. 
While this commission is an Mministrative body", whose duty " 
does not extend to original determination of nice constitu
tional questions, we belie it is the practice, and in accord 
with a due regard tor propr.- ety, and a. decent respect tor estab
lished law,' that we observe well settled principles of law in 
arriving at our conclusions even though those principles be 
based on constitutional pro isions.• 
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...... . . ,.. 

The question there .a on' ~ly or law. J.s no review was sought 118 . 

11&"3' i.Dter that the town of Jules · was ·· conv:tm.cea of ·the correctness 

· ot · our decision. 

I:a .t!!W&...!W.u.;Q!LJ-~laQIL.L..JI!II&1Bl,249 U. S. 236, the 

Company owned a ·system of pipe lines 

extendi.Dg from Oklahoma :and. Iransa to some forty mtm.ieipallties in Kansas 

and Missouri, aud that "by separa: e agreements it undertook to supply 

JIIIUl7 local companies with gas tor ultimate sale to their consumers., and 

gross .a.mOUDts paid by such eusto rs11 • .J.s is the ease here, Kansas Natul'!al 

Gas COlllpllD.1'' wi th"unimpezotant• 

mittiDg either distribution or 

in a defendant distributing e 

eptions, •had no local franchise per-

e of gas, nor did it own .an:r interest 

7 .• · The pipe line compa:Qy, having 

gotten into tinaacial ditficultie , was placed in the hands of receivers. 

•1.vai1able gas diminished; pipe· 1 es to new wells beCame neces&ar1JI opera:t-

iDg costs increased·; .and the AmS· received from local distributing com-

panies were inade;:•te tor the re eivers1 ·demands.• The receivers, there

tore, petitiGDed the KaaE~&s Publ UtUities Commission to :PSrmit higher 

charges to customers by local co es. ·That Commission thereafter did 

authoriSe a certain schedule of tes which ~s· 1111eh lower than •s re-

.-sted. 

The Jliasouri Pllblie Se ce Commission, claiming ju:risdiction 

over distribution and sale ot ga in that State and.power to fix the rates 

which local companies both J.B.1d .. cbargecl·theretw,· ·11suspended some. pro-

. e posed :advanced r.ates to consumer and threatened to' enforce . hrther appro

priate o~ers it found •ecessar.r " Certain local companies,. including the 

Kansas City Gas 0011~7, insist that the receivers should com:pl.7 wi'Ul. 

the original saPPl7 contracts be ween them and the pipe line co~. 

began the pt."Oceeding against ·the two 

state commissias, some thirt,--t local distributing companies ·cUd forty-

seven cit~es :and towns in the States in queatiGn, &eking tor an ·•appro-

priate inJunction restr.ainiDg t commissions, municipalities and distri-



·~ 

buting companies from interfering with the.establishment of such reason

able ,and com:pensat017 rates tor s !ling gas to consumers"". 

The court below viewed the sale to the ultimat~ consumers serYed 

by the local distribution s111tems as a part of the business carried on by 

the receivers, and held that the sineas -.s interstate comaerce. It 

accordingly elljoiued. the commissi s, the DlllUicipal.ities and distribut~ 

companies from interfering with e establishment of such reasouable and 

compensato17 rates as the court ht approve. The Supreme Court reversed, 

saying in its opillio:ru 

"But ,e cannot agree .wi its conclusions that local com-
. panies in distributing and s lling gas to their customers, 

:.~< acted as mere agents, immed te representatives or in.strumen-
talities of the reeeivers, as such carried on without inter-
ruption interstate commerce et in motion by them. 

' . 

"That the transportatio of gas through pipe lines from 
one state to :another is inte state commerce may not be doubted. 
Also it is clear that as pa of such commerce the receivers 
might sell1Ll'ld deliver gas s transported 'bo ·local distributi.Bg 
companies, tree from unreas ble interference by the state. 
(Citing oases) 

"But in no proper sense can it be said under the facts here 
disclosed, that sale and del very of gas to their customers at 
burner tips by the local co ies operating under special fran-
chises constituted any :part t interstate comnierce. The com
panies received supplies w. h had moved .in such commerce, and 
then disposed thereof at re in due course of their om local 
business. Payment to the re eivers of su.ms .am.ounting to two
thirds of the product of these sales did not make them. integr-.1. 
parts of their interstate iness. In tact, they lac~ :auth
orit;r to engage b;y .agent or otherwise· 1a the retail trauactions 
agreed on b)" the local eo es. Interstate commerce is a 
pr.actioal conception and t falls within it must be determined 
upon considemtion of estab ished facts and kno1m commercial 
methods. (Citing cases} e thing wl!dch the receivers actuall.7., 
did •s to deliver supplies to local companies. Exercislng tzaa
ehise rights, the latter di tributed .and sold the commodit7 ae 
obtained upon their own ace :unt, .8Jld paid the receivers what 
amounted to two-thirds of eir receipts from customers. Inter
state movement ended when t gas passed· into local mains. . The 
court; below erroneou.sly ado ted the contrary view and ·upon it 
rested the conclusion that e Public Commissions were interfer-
ing with establishment ot c nsatory rates by the receivers 
in violation of their right under the Fourteenth Amendment. 

"!he challenged orders related directly to prices tor gas 
at burner tips, :and only irectly to the reeei ver' s business. 
'!'hey were under no compu.lsi n to accept unremunerative prices; 
even the original supply co t1'1&Cts had not been adopted 8Bd were 
subject to rejection. (Cit cases) Our conclusion concerni.Dg 



relationship between the rec i vera and the local. compani,es 
rEmders it unnecessary to di cuss t4e effect or rates pre-. 
scribed for the latter. The receivers were in no position 
to complain of them. 11 

shifts on the question, that the :preme Court in that case held that the 

distribution or gas through local distribution systems is not interstate 

commerce at all, ht in interstate commerce to sueh systems~. 

state of Penasylvania to the sta of New York, but as engaged in dis~ 

tributing it in IIIWdcipalities in New York. The court: held: 

•Its tr.ansmission is ect·, .and. without intervention of 
any sort between the seller · the buyer. T~ tr.aumission 
is continuo:u.s and single ·and is, in our opinion, a vansmission 
in interstate commerce and erefore subject to applicable con
stitutional limitations whic :govern the States in dealing with 
matters ot the character or e one before us." (2s-.29) 

However, the court, refe ring to the somewhat uncertain authority 

resting in the States which •Y exercised in respect of interstate com-

merce which is "peculiarly • • • f local concern• or interest •until 

Congres~ ~ taken possession of e field, 11 held that the Public Service 

Commission or the State of New Yo k bad power to regulate the rates to the 

consumers in the New York mnniei 

' The Pennsylvania Gas Co paay ease overruled the Larldon case in 

respect or the question ot the na ure of the distribution in a local system 

or gas brought from another state. At· least it rei'used to extend the rule 

to a ease where the pipe line co y is itself engaged in distributicm ot 

the gas 111 a DtUnieipe.l system • 

• _,, there was raised 11the sillgl .question whether the business of the 

Kansas Natural. Gas Company • • • onsisting ot the transportation ot natural. 

gai from one State to another to sale • • • to· distributing companies, is 

interstate commerce free from s e interference?" What, if' any, control 

the Gas Company had over the sale of gas by the local distributing companies 

-lo-



did not appear. The court held that the busiRess of the Gas Company •s 

"wholly interstate", saying: 
I 

-rhere is no relation ~r agency between the Supply Company 
and the distributing eo~~es, or other relation except that 
of seller and buyer, (cit the Landon case) .and the interest 
of the former in the comm()Qity ends with its delivery to the 
latter, to which title and. (control'thereupon pass :absolutely.• 

I 
On pages 509 and 510 •e find these statements which conel~ 

the opinion: 

"The business of su~, on demand, local consumers is a 
100&1 business, even thougbl the gas be brought from another State 
&ld drawn for distribution (directly from interstate mains; and 
this is so whether the locall distribution be made by the tr.aris
portbg compa.llY or by- inde~ent distributing companies. In 
such ease· the local intere~t is paramount, and the interference 
with intersta118 commerce, itt any, indirect .and of minor impo~oe •. 
But here the sale of gas ~ in wholesale quantities, not to con- · 
sumers, but to distributin8 companies for resale to consumer& in 
numerous cities &ld eOJrllllUlUities in difterent States. The trans
portation , sal.e and dellv~r;y constitute an unbroken chain, "funda
mentall.y interstate from ~ginning to end, and of such continuity 
cas to amount to an establi~hed course of business. The x-ramount 
interest is not local but ~tional, admitting of and- requiring 
uniformity of regulation. !Such uniformity, even though it be the 
uniformity- of governmental !nonaction, may be highly necessary to 
preserve equality of oppoz1unity -~ treatment among the various 
communities and States conqerned. See, for example: !elton v. 
Missouri, 91 u. s. 275, 282; Hall. v. DeCuir, 95 U. s. 485, 490. 

I 
"That some or .all of 1he distributing companies .are operat

ing under state or municipl!l.l franchises cannot affect the :ques
tion. It ·is enough ·to say !that the Supply Co.llpBilY is not so 
operating :and is not made 4 party to these franchises by l!lerely 
doing business with the fr4n,chise -holders. tt 

The Barrett case clea*ly holds that as to gas brought fro• another 
I 

State ,and sold to distributing ~o111J:Edes the pipe lin~ _ collpUI7 is engaged in 
I 

interstate commerce, u.d: that ~ commerce is not subject to regulation by 
I . 

the State in which cleliveri"8s .-e made even though the national govenuaent-
I . . • 

bas not acted. The case f'urthel" held that .the interstate l!lovement ended 
I 
I 

with the sale to the diet;ributh(lg companies, and that the subsequent sale 
I 

by- the latter companies "is intfa,state business .and subjeet to state regu-

lation.• I 

I 
In P.eo;glgs ftaty:al GaS Couay Y• Public Seryice Comm1,sion, 270. 

l . 

u. S. 550, the court likewise h+ld that gas transported from West Virginia 

to Pennsylvania, where it was s~ld to a local distributing company, as 
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moving in interstate commerce throughout, the court sa,-img: 

•Prior decisions leave no room for discussion on this 
point, .and show that the passing of custody :and title :at the 
state bounda.ry line without arresting the movement to the des
tination intended, are minor details which do not :affect the 
essential nature of the business.• 

In Easj Ohio Gas Co, v. Tv Cownission of ON&, 283 tr. s. 465, 

there was involved the validity or an Ohio 11tax for the privil.ege or carry-

ing on intrastate business", or, in other words, an occupational tax on 

such business. lfhe Gas Company •s engaged as a public utility in the 

business of .furnishing natural gas to cons'WII.ers in more than fifty DlD.Zli

cipalities in. that State.. Twent7-five per cent of its gas orig~ted in 

Ohio. It brought seventy-five per cent thereof in pipe lines from West 

Virginia and Penns7lv:ania. The gas from West Virginia (some seTel'J.t~two 

per cent or all sold), 

" • • • is gathered to a station in that state, there 
freed from gasoline vapors :and pumped at a pressure of froa 
200 to 300 pounds per square inoh into transmission lines 
which connect, at the bo"'lDdary between the states, with appel
lant's high-pressure transmission lines. By means of these the 
gas is transmitted to a station in Stark county, whence it is 
taken by other lines to pressure reducing stations. The lines 
there connect with distribution lines in which is maintained 
pressure or from SO te 50 pounds per square inch aDd which are 
a part of the distribution system in each municipality served. 
From the l.atter the gas enters the local supply mains wherein 
pressure is reduced to that necessary.:..... few ounces per square 
inch-to earry the gas through the service· pipes extending to 
the premises of consumers and suitably to supply their burners.• 
(468) . 

The tax was levied on the gross receipts. ..ltter following a 

contrary theory for some years, the tax commission concluded that the ta:Jt 

should be levied on all receipts and not merely those allocated to that 

portion or the gas originating in Ohio. The court overruled ("disappt"oved") 

hnpszlvapi:a Qas Co. v. Pub. Sen:. CQjllll. sup., followed the Landon ease, 

and held that the distribution of gas in loeal distribution systems by the 

company bringing the gas from other States, is intrastate commerce, and that 

an occupational tax could be laid on the gross receipts therefrom. 

We quote from the opinion (470-471): 
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•The transportation of gas from wells outside Ohio by the 
lines . of the producing companies to the state line and thence by' 
means of .appellant's high pressure transmission lines to their 
connection with its local systems is essentially national-n-ot 
local-in character .and is interstate commerce within as well :as 
without that state. The mere fact that the title or the custody 
of the gas passes while it is en route from state to state is not 
determinative of the question where interstate commerce ends. 
(Citing cases} But when the gas passes from the distribution 
lines into the supply mains~ it necessarily is relieved of n~ly' 
all the pressure put upon it at· the stations of the pr:oducing com
panies~ its volume thereby is expanded to any times what it as 
while in the high pressure interstate transmission lines, and it 
is divided into the many thousand relatively tiny streams that 
enter the small service lines connecting such mains with the pipes 
on the consumers' premises. So segregated the gas in such service 
lines and pipes remains in readiness or moves forward to serve as 
needed. The treatment and division of the large compressed volume 
ot gas is like the breaking of an original package, after shipnent 
in interstate commerce, 1n cmJer that its contents may be treated~ 
prepared for sa.le, and. sold at reta.U. (Citirag eases) It follcnra 
that the turnishing of gas to consumers in Ohio :muaicipalities by 
llEIUlS ot distribution plants to supply the gas suitably for the 
service for which it is intended is not interstate commerce~ but 
a business ot pa.rely local concern exclusively within the juris
diction of the state.• 

In State Tax Commission of llissiaf!ppi, et .al. v. Ip.tf!ata:te 

lfatJUj8]. Ga,s Co1fll'!§Pv, 284 u. S. 41, the State of Mississippi .attempted to 

exact a privilege tax from the company which transported in interstate com-

merce and sold natural gas to distributors. .1 three-judge statutory court 

enjoined the collection of the tax and the Supreme Court atfirmed. Th.e 

opinion of the latter is as follows: 

•This is an appeal from a decree of three JUdges sitting 
.according to statute in the District Court, by which the ~ 
Commission of the State of Mississippi is permanently enjoined 
from enforcing a Privllege T.ax Law of that State, being Chapter 
88 of the laws of 1930~ against the Interstate Natural Gas Company, 
the plaintiff' in this suit. 

•The facts are agreed. The pl;aintitf has a trunk line of 
pipe-extending from gas fields in Louisiana through Mississippi 
and Da.ck to-,~siana;. 72.42 miles having :a diameter of 22 inches, 
a.u mlles having a diaaeter of 12 inches and 4.99 mlles a 
diameter of 10 inches. It sells daily to distributors in Louisiana 
about 70,000~000 cubic teet of natural gas in summer and about 
75~000,000 feet in winter. In Mississippi it sells as will be 
exp1.ained from 2o&,OOO to 520~000 feet according to the season. 
The gas nows continuously" from the gas fields in Louisiana ad 
obviously, for much the greater part at least, in interstate com
merce. But the appellants rely upon business done under two simi
lar contracts made in New York to show that there was intrastate 
commerce in Mississippi that ·•Y be taxed ·without burdening the 
-.in activity that the State cannot touch. Ozark Pipe Line Corp. 
v. Monier, 266 U. S. 555, 565, 69 L. Ed. 4$9, 442, 45 S. Ct. 184; 
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East Ohio Gas Co. v. Tax Commission, 285 u. s. 4651 470, 75 
L. Fd. 11711 1174, 51 S. Ct. 499. Distributing companies 
tap the plaintiff's pipes near Natchez :and the town of Wood
ville. The gas withdrawn by the distributors is measured by 
.a thermometer and .a meter furnished by the plaintiff which 
is the only way in which it can be measured. The pressure of 
the gas is reduced by the plaintiff before it passes iilto the 
purchaser's hands. The work done by the plaintiff. is done 
upon the fiowing gas to help the delivery .and seems to us 
plainly to be incident to the interstate commerce between 
LGu.isiana and Mississippi. The plaintiff s~ transports 
the gas and delivers it wholesale not otherwise worked over 
than to make it ready for delivery to the irldependent parties 
that dispose of it by retail. Missouri ex rel. Barrett v. 
Kansas htural Gas Co., 265 u. s. 298, 68 L. Ed. 1027, 44 
S. Ct. 544; Public Utilities Commission v. Landon, 249 U. S. 
256, 245, 65 L. Ed. 5771 586, P.U.R. 19190, 834, 59 S. Ct. 268; 
Ozark Pipe Line Corp. v. Monier, 266 u. s. 555, 69 L. Fd. 4591 
45 s. ct. 184.• 

In view of the authorities cited, ps.rticularly the Barrett case, 

there is nothiDg left for us to do than to, and we do, find that as to 

t.he gas sold to distributing companies for resale to domestic consuaers, 

the respondent is engaged in. inttrstate commerce which is not subject to 

regulation by the State of Oolor.ado. 

The attorneys for Colorado and lew Mexico Coal. Operators .l.sso

eiJltion .appear to agree with this finding, as is shown by the following 

l1mguage found on page 9 or their reply brief: 11 ••• :and we :are :agreed 

that where such a sale is. made outright and the pipe line comp&ny retains 

ao control over the contracts made by the distributing company for the re-

sale of the ps, that such sales are not within the jurisdiction of this 

Commission, and that a company which sells only to distributing companies 

and retains no control over the contracts of the distributing companies, 

is not a public utility1• 

It will be noted that the cases decided by the·Supreme Court of 

the United States whieh are controlling on us draw an analogy between g.as 

originating in one State and moving to the point or points ot sale in 

:another .at the same pressure which it is under at the time it enters the 

State and :.an original package brcmght into the State and sold in its 

origina.l bulk and form. Here the gas moves continuously to the various 

industrial consumers who are served direct at the same pressure that it 

is under at the time it enters the State. .lccording to the ca.ses it clearly 
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does not "break bi.Uk11 at any point in the movement, even thoagh part 

of the gas is sold to one customer and part to others. It is tru.e that 

the pres8llre is reduced at the point of delivery. In this respect it 

is no different from the case of the sale to companies engaged in local 

distribution. In the Mississippi case, Sl.l;Pr4, the statemeJit is Dl8de 

11The pressure of the gas is reduced by the plaintif'f before it passes 

into the purchaser's hands.• 

However, it ls ·~ that the piping of gas in laterals re

sults in the breaking of bulle at the points where the gas· leaves the 
', . .. 

-.in line extending to Denver. But we have the same situation in ~spect 

of the g.as deliv~l"El!l to local distributimg compau.ies. Some of th.- re.,.. 
: ,~ •'· .~. .; • : ' l- • ,. ~ 

ceive their gas from J.ater.als. Yet tbe cases unquestionably hold that 

bulk is not broken untU the gas is de!fvered to the l.oeal distributi»g ... ... , 

systems. 

Something is ~ in one or two eases to the effect that the 

company engaged in imterstate .business -.s not delivering the gas di;rect 

to ultimate consumers. For imstance, ,.. find in. the Bairrett case this 

language: 

"The business of supplying, on demand, local. aonsumers, 
is a local. business, even though the gas be brollght from :another 
state, and drawn for distribution directly from. interstate mains; 
and this is so nether the loca.l distribution be made by the 
transporting compa.n;r or by independent distributing companies. 11 

The court bad already said in ·its opinion: 

"But the sale and deli'Very here is an inseparabl.e part ot 
a traasaetion in interstate commerce, - not local but essential.ly 
national in character, - and enforcement of a selling price in 
sucht transaction places a direct burden upon such commerce in
consistent with that freedom of interstate trade which ft was the 
purpose of the commerce clause to secure and prese:rTe. 11 

The case the court bad before it was the supplying of ultiilate 

consumers by a comJ&llY through a municip!!Ll system, a ease· in which bulk 

had been broke e:ad the eommodi ty sold. at retaU. 

There are scores of cases hol.d4ng tbat certain kinds of business 

are interstate even though the deliveries are made direet. For instance, . 
~ liJ.pcg: v. The P!tWzfb 46 Colo. 382, it appeared that buggies shipped 

from St. Louis wre delivered by the vendor's agent direct to the purcbasers 
-15- ' 



thereof in Colorado. Our Supreme Court 4eld that it was a case of inter-

state commerce and that under the commerce clause • ••• the power to 

regulate commerce .among the states is fixed. in congress .alone, and inter

state commerce cannot be taxed by a state.• It further held that the ' . 

case did Bot eome within the exception .authorizing local action when 

the Congress had not occupied the field. 1'o the same effect is Inter-

na.tiona1 Trust C'l'I];8Py v. Leschen & Sop,s ,~ope Co., eta],., 41 Colo. 299. 

A ease cited and relied upon by one or more of' the interveners 

is Re Cities Seryiqe Qas Co.,. et aJ.., P.t.R, 1951E, 11. In that ease there 

clearly •s identity of' interest, all the coJlii.PiiUlies being subsidiaries or 

Cities Service Company. Complete control over ultimate prices might have 

been based on that tact alone. Western Distributing Compa.IlY v. P. s. C1 

ef Kan§Y., 285 U. S. 119. 'fhe pipe line com:paay as aking deliveries o:t 

gas directly to twelve industrial. custom$rs. The facts as to the •thod. 

of maldng delivery, etc., were not very Clear. Three of' such customers 

were doing business in Joplin. In addition there were three inactive cus-

tomers in Joplin, baTing contracts for gas but not then taking it. '!'be 

Missouri Public Serviee Commission said: 

•It. cannot come into this state with a monopoly of natural 
gas for indutrial uses, hold itself out to .f'urnish gas to indus
trial consumers gener.ally for consumption by them, and by label
ing each sale a 'wholesale' contract claim that each of these con
tracts is in interstate commerce; over which the state or its 
agencies have no control."· 

This, we say with all respect, is, in our opinion, begging the ~uestion. 

The only two cases cited by the Missouri Commission in 8tlppor1; 

of the statement that a State has jurisdiction over the sale of gas to 

ind:ustri:al consumers which is brought directly to them from another State 

are the Pennsylvania Gas Qo, case, su.J)1'8., and the East Ohio Gas Co. case, 

sue. In the latter case there was onl~ the usual sale to distributing. 

companies, the business being held not subject to a state privilege tax. 

In the former ease the pipe liae. comp~mJ" .. it.self was meldng distribution,.. 

through its local distribution systea; built in the streets of three 

municipal-ities. The court in that case said.t 

". • • nevertheless, the service relldered is essentiall;r 
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local, and the sale of gas is by the com.pany to local con
sumers, who are reached by' the use of the streets of the 
city in which the pipes are laid, and through which the gas 
is conducted to factories and residences as it is required 
for use. the service is similar to that of a local plant 
furnishing gas to consumers ina city.• 

Here, while sale is made to consumers, no municipal system is 

used, no city streets used, no breaking of b~ takes place until de-

livery is made to each of the industrial customers. 
'"·· ,., 

The attorneys for the City and County- of Denver argue that as .. 

to The .lrkansas Valley Katural G.as Company .all(} respondent there is an 

:Identity of interest; that we 1J1Ay, theref''Ore, in view of the d~ciston in 

the lftustern Distributing Company case, ap:ra, •regulate the rates charged 

by" respondent to the Arkansas Company, and that we •must, therefore, 

inquire as to the r.a tes charged by the Color.ado Interstate Gas Company to 

all of the distributing companies." We can find no facts in the record, 

which we attempted to develop £uJ.ly on this point, which, in our opinion, 

· arrant a.ny finding of identit7 til interest between respo~t and the 

Arkansas Company. Evidently the Attorney General and the attorneys for 

Colorado and New Mexico Coal Operators :l.ssoc:iation agree with our conclu

sion on this question, since they did not join in the contention made by 

the attorneys for Deaver. There is no contention whatever in any ot the 

briefs that there is any identity of interest or ultimate contro.l as re-

spects respondent and :any- other wholesale customer • 

.lf'ter caretul consideration ot the evidence we are of the 

opinion, and so find, that as to gas fUrnished directly by- the respondent 

to industrial customers, which doe'J not pass through a local distributing 

system, the respondent is engaged in interstate commerce, over which this 

Commission bas no jurisdiction. 

With respect to gas delivered to local companies for distribu

tion to domestic consumers :and that delivered directly to industrial 

consumers, it might be admitted that there ought to be PQblic control. 

But in view of the commerce clause of the Federal Constitution, 

the argument is one to be addressed to the Congress. We quote 

on that point from the Kansas Gas Company- ease, supra, 308: 
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•The contention that, in the public inte:re~, the busi
ness is one r9tJJ.uiring regulation, need not be challenged. But 
Congress thus tar bas not seen :tit to regulate it, and its. 
silence, where it bas sole power to speak, is equiftlent to 
a declaration that the particular commerce shall be tree f'ra 
regulation.• 

We come now to the third. aspect or the case, namely, the .qlles

tion whether as to g.as delivered to industrial consumers through . the 

local distribution systeas, the respondent itself is ensaged in distri

buting gas to such consumers? If' it is we have ~uri.sdiction over its 

rates and service, since, as we have seen, such business is intrastate 

eoDDrlGrce. 

'fb.e Landon ease, supra, u.ndoubtedl.y holds that the mere tact 

that the pipe line company and the ·distributing company share on a per

centage basis the compensation paid for such gas does not ·aite the local. 

company owning and operating a disWibutie system. an :.agent ot the pipe 

line coJJll*lY', the language being "But we cunot :agree with its conel.u

sions that local. companies in distributing a.nd selling gas to their cus-

tomers acted as mere agents, immediate representatives or hstrwnentali-

ties of the receivers,• the receivers being ens-ged in the pipe line busi

ness. It is, therefore, necessary that we find somethiDg aore in the tacts 

in this case to warrant a different conclusi()%1. 

The eases have gone pretty far in holding that the parties may 

avoid, if they so desire, the relationship or principal and.N•t· Sever.al 

cases dealing with the relationship existhg between autOJaobile manutactur-

ing concerns and local dealers involve said.question. 

s .. B. McMaster. Ine., vs •. Cheyro1et Motor CQIPMY1 S Fed. (2d) 

469, is one of' such cases. !\tare ·.it appeared that the contract expressly 

provided that the local dealer was ll•t thereby constituted .. the agent or 

.local represe:a:tatd.w Gt seller· f'or"'f'BY P\U'PO&e wb.at,oever~.. However, the 

contract did at some leDgth make soine rather :tar~reaching provisions,. 

It contained, inter ,!JJ&, the .f'QllOJ'li,Dg ~rements, as is stated in the 
I•, ., ' 

decision of' the court: !hat all sales be made in .accordance with the 
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agreement; "to maintain a place o:f bus~ess, a salesroom, a service 

station satisfactory to the seller, and the seller has the right to 

inspect all records and accounts of the dealer relating to the sale 

and servicing of automobiles and parts"; that the dealer, at his own 

expense, comply with .all requirements of which he may be notified by 

the seller in writing, relating to the advertising, sale :and servicing 

o:f automobiles and parts; that he sell new 'automobiles at certain prices,: 

and charges, includi.Dg freight 1 handling charges and taxEt~J IBid· 

'fhe court stated that the questiOD. before it and before tbe 

Supreme Court of South Carolina in MgNei J l v. Electric Sj;orage Baj;j;eu Co. 

109 s. c. 526, 96 s. E. 154, 11is whether under the contract bet1!1'Mn the 

parties there has been created a relationship of agency or not. • 

After stating the :facts and the :question, the court saida 

".At the outset it is to be observed tbat it is simply 
a question of an ordinary contract between parties which 
they have a right to make; and whether they desire to estab
lish simply the relationship of vendor and vendee, or to 
establish the relationship of principal and agent, there 
being no gro'Wd or public policy to interfere, they are 
entirely within their rights iD so :framing their contract 
as to carry out their intention. '!'he intention of the parties 
in the a.bsence of any- ground of public policy must prevail, 
:and their intention JQtat be gathered from the terms of' the 
contract itself'.• 

'fhe court turther said: 

"The express declaration is not absolutely controlling, 
but it. is to be duly considered in the determination or the 
question involTed." 

The court considered tb.e proper def'ini tion of "agency", quoting 

from Corpu.s Juris and other .authoritie.s·. The court then concluded that 

the relation of pr-incipal and agent did not exist and that in the absence 

of' any such relationship, Chevrolet Motor Compan.y was not doing business 

within the state or South Carolina. 

The Federal Distriet Court in deeiding the McMaster case, dis

agreed with the Supreme Court ot South Carolina whieh decided the Mclleill 

case, S'Qlli&• The decision in that case is found in the f'ollowi.Dg paragraph: 
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11It will be seen the.t the appellant Mil .absolute control 
of the , Colwabia business. It could fix the price from time to 
time without~ reference to the price paid by its so-called 
purcbase;r; the codefendant could sell no other batteries; the 
purchaser so called must maintain :a repair ·shop satisfactory 
to the appellan.t. It Jlli1St promote, in every reasonable ay, 
the interest of the 4ppellant witb.in and without its territol')". 
It is true the contract provided that the relation of principal. 
and agent should not exist, but when the provisions of a con
tract make ·a contract ot agency then it is a contract of .agency, 
and it ·Jiakes no dif'ferenoe b7 what names the ~es may call 
themsel.ns. This contmct gives the appellant eo~te control. 
for the sale of its goods, and the business is the business of 
the appeUant.'1f 

In Jeffrey-Nichols Motor Co. v. BuRP Motor Car Corporation, 

41 Fed. (2d) 767, the Federal Court for the District of Massachusetts had 

before it a case brollliht ~er. the .anti-trust laws. The question -.s whether 

or not "the venue of this action is laid in a district wherein the defendant 

corporation may be found or transacts business •11 The court said that the 

contract in the McMaster case was 11h all essential particulars identieal 

w1 th that between the defendant and . the Boston companY". Further IIJ.Uoting 

from the decision in the McMaster case, the Federal ee'U't stated that it 

concurred in the statement •that the agreement should be so constned as 

to give tul.l. effect to the illtention of the parties. There is no ground 

of p1blic policy which militates against a contract which is obviously 

designed to increase a manufacturer's intersta.te business witheut traru~Mt

ing business in every state into which its pr:"oduet goes.• 

The court further stated: 

"In the ease., at bar, all the acts of the di,stributor 
were for its owa account. Its purchases were made for itself. 
Resales were made· by' it to whomever 1 t ldslled, aDd at sueh 
prices as 1 t wiShed. In all respects it was the absolute 
owner, 1ti th :all the rights incident to absolllte ownership. • 

A contract of the same gener.al nature as that described in the 

McMaster e&$e •s involved in :purkbelter y. Ford Motor C,o., ll6 S. E. (Ga.) 

335. The Court of Appea.J.s of Georgia held that no ageney existed. 

In the case of Jilcgx & Gibbs Co. v. ¥v, 141 V. s. 6%7, it •s 

held that one appointed as exclusive vendor of the .defendant's machines 

in .a certain territory, 11&8 an agent. However, it appeared in that case 
. tbat the contract referred to the terri tory "of other agents• :and to •a:u 



----------

sub-vendors or agents•, and to the •.appointment or agencyl'. 

The Supreme Court of the United States in J3a.M@r Brot.he;:s Com

VMY: ys. CommonDfll,th of PennaYlJ'ADia, 222 U. s. 210, reached a dif'ferent 

conclusion than. that :arrived at in the Wilcox and Gibbs Compan;y ease. 

However, the facts were somewhat different. The Banker Brothers Compa.n;y, 

doing business in Pennsylvania "was charged, as retail vend-ers, with a 

tax of 1 per cent on $351,000 on sales of automobiles to persons in Pean-

sylv.ania under a statute of that State. It denied liabilit;r on the ground 

that the sales were interstate tr.a.nsactions. A decision of that point in-

volves the question .as to whether Banker Brothers Compan;y acted as pdnci

pal or as agent of a New York man:u.facturer.• In the course of the opinion 

the court stated: 

'*!bia is one ot the common cases in which parties fiild 1 t 
to their interest to occuw the position or vendor and Vendee 
tor some purpose• under a contract containing terms which, for 
the purpose of restricting sal.es and securing payment, come 
near to creating the relation of principal and agent.11 

The court held that there was no such relationship of principal 

and agent, saying: 

"The name of the Pierce Company was not mentioned in the 
order signed by the purchaser. Had there been a breach of its 
terms he would have had a cause of action against the Banker 
Brothers Compan;r, with whom alone he dealt. It he had failed 
to complete the purchase the Pierce Compaay would have no right 
to sue him on the contract. The f'aet that he was liable for 
the freight b;y virtue of the agreement to 'pay the list price 
r .o.l). factory' did not convert it into :.a sale by the anu
£acturer at the factory; neither was that result accomplished 
beoause, with the machine, Banker Brothers Comp1J1y also de
livered to the 'buyer in Pittsburg a -.rranty from the manu
facturer direct.• 

The question whether there exists .an agency or an outxo_igat sale 

is sometimes difficult to determine. This weertainty, as is stated iD. 

Mechem on .;lgeney, Section 47, Volume 1, is due "more frequently to the con

scious desire of one of the parties at least--usual.ly the one from whom the 

goods are received-to have the transaction .afterward take the to~ either 

ot :agency or sale as shall bes;:t Sldt his pnrposes. 11 Protessor Mechem cen-. 

tinued with chara.cteristie lucidity: 
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•These doubtful. cases are to be determined, not by the 
name which the parties have seen fit to apply to their con
tract but by its tru.e nature and effect. !he essenee of sale 
is the transfer of the title to the goods for a price paid or 
to be p&.id. Such a. transfer puts the transferee 1 who has ob
tained the goods to sell again, in the attitude of one who is 
selling his own goods, and makes him liable to the person from 
Whom he received them as a debtor tor the price to be paid and 
not liable as .an agent tor the proceeds of the resale. The 
essence of agency to sell is the delivery of the goods to a 
person who is to sell them, not as his own property but as 
the property of the principal." (Sec. 48) 

It might be said that the rela.tion here is that of a factor whose 

business it is to receive and sell goods tor a commission, the sale usuallY 

being in his own D8Jile. A £actor selling upon a ~ eJ:e.dere conmd~Jsien 

guarantees the payment or debts arising through the agency. 

The State obvi0usJ.7 is not bOUl\d by mere forms :and term.inoloa. 

Getting to the heart of this situation the question alter aJ.l is not 

necessarily whether the relationship of principal and agent exists or not, 

but whether in suhstance and indeed the sale of .the gas to industrial con

sumers served from local distribution systems is the business of the dis-

tributing com.pa.nies or that of the responde111.t 1 the pipe line company. We 

fUlly eppreciate that some control is necessaril7 retained b7 the respon-

dent for the reasons which it has clearly stated. We appreciate a1so tbat 

the mere fact it has exercised more control than might be deemed neeessar;y 

does not necessarilJr dispose of the .question before us. However, we think 

1 t bas a Dearing. The Commission is unable· to find in the neeessi ties of 

the situation any justification or any reason for the retention of tuJ.l 

power to fix the price of such gas and all terms and condi tiona for· '&1:17 

reason it might deem desimble in each and every- contract, except that of 

exerciaing complete control over such business. In our opiaion. th.ere is 

no reason wey distributing companies, it the gas is really' sold to them, 

should not be allowed to sell the gas at uniform rates to customers of 

various proper classes. 
/~·· 

Jfter very carefUl considerat19n or this "}uestion the .Commission 

is of the opinion, ~ so finds, that the sale and distribution of the ps 
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in .question to industrial consumers served from loeal distributing 

systema is the business of Colorado Interltate· Gas Company and that 

the local distributing companies receive titteen·per cent or that 

price fer guaranteeing pa;yment <ft.; substanee), · allowing the use of 

their distributing lines, collecting the charges and pertormhg the 

necessary service incident to the deli Tery and sale of the gas through 

their lines. 

Since this business or selling ps to industrial. eonsumers 

from local systems is that or the respondent, it obviously should rue 

with the Commission a tariff or m.tes, rules and regulations atfeeting 

such service in all cities aad towns other than the home rule cities. 

IT IS THEREFORE OBDERJ!D, That Ool.orado Interstate Gas Com.pa.n7, 

respondent, within thirty days from this date file with this Commission .a 

't4ritf or rates, rul.es and regu:J.ations applicable to the sale -and distri-

bution or gas to iDdustria.l consumers ·served from local distribution 

systems other than those in home rule cities .• 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That except as to industrial consumers 

served from loeal distribution s;rstems this oase be, end the same is 

hereby, dismissed. 

THE PtJBLIO UTILITIES COMMISSION 
BE , TE OF COLORJDO. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 28th day of February, 1935. 

/ 



BEFORE THE PO'BLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF . COLORADO 

* * * * 

m THE MATTER· OF THE APPLICATION ) 

(Decision No. 4932) ~.~,/ 

:OF ·THE DENVER AND RIO GRANDE WESTERN ) 
RAILROAD COMPANY TO CLOSE ITS AGENCY ) 
STATION AT MOSCA, COLORADO. ) 

INVESTIGATION A1ID SUSPENSION 
DOCXEl' NO. 173 

February 28, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

On February 14, 1933, The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad 

Company filed a petition to modify the decision heretofore rendered by the 

Commission in the instant case on February 23, 1932, wherein authority was 

granted to said company to close its agency station at Mosca, Colorado, during 

a portion of the year 1932. Iri the present petition, authority is sought 

to discontinue the said agency station until the further order of the Commission. 

It appears from the record that the station agency at MOsca was 

closed March 1, 1932, and reopened on September 9, 1932, and is now being 

maintained as an agency station. It further appears from the petition for 

modification that the total revenue received at said Mosca station for .the 

year 1932 amounted to $4,073.26 as compared with a total re~enue tor the 

year 1931 of $6,G63.60. 

It is also apparent that but very little carload or l.c.l. freight 

moved into or out of Mosca in 1932, and that in all probability but little 

business will be done at said agency station in the year 1933, at least until 

the fall m~vement of crops is under way. 

Copies of the petition to modify our.previous order were served 

Upon the various. parties interested and a statement of their position in the 

matter was rEtJ.ue-sted by the Commission. Mr. Charles H. Woodard, attorney 

at law of Alamosa, who appeared for a number of protestants at the former 



hearing,, is again representing a number of the residents of Mosca. Hon. o. 0. 

Smith of' Alamosa also represents some of .the interested parties. Both Mr. Woodard 

and Mr. Smith have advised the Commission that if till railroad company will 

maintain a custodian at the Mosca station and continue the telephone service 

now available at said station for the benefit of the shippers, it will be 

satisfactory with protestants to permit the railroad company to close its 

agency station at Mosca on March 1, 1933, and to set the matter for furth~ 

hearing at Alamosa, Colorado, sometime during the month of August, l'il33, at 

which time it is felt that the Commission will be in better position to judge 

when the public convenience and necessity will again require a station agent 

at Mosca. This proposition ori the part of protestants is satisfactory to 

the railroad company. 

After careful consideration ot the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the order entered by the Commission on February 231 

1932, should be modified to permit The Denver and Rio Grande Western Bailroad 

Oompany to close its agency station at Mosca, Colorado, on March 1, 1933; 

provided, however, that said railroad company shall maintain a custodian at 

said Mosca station and shall also maintain for the benefit of the shippers of 

said territory the telephone service now availab.le at said Mosca station. 

ORDER --,---

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

granted to ~he Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company to close its 

agency station at Mosca, Colorado, on March 1, 1933; provided, however, that 

said railroad eampany shall maintain a custodian at said MOsca station and 

shall also maintain the telephone service now available at said station for 

the bene1'it of the shippers of said territory. 

IT IS JroRTEER ORDERED, That a further hearing on this matter be 

held at Alamosa, (lol<>:t:ado, on August 15, 1933, at 9:30 A. M. o•clook 1'or 

the purpose of determtning when the public convenience and necessity Will 



.., . ' .. ,.. . . -

require the re-e.stablishment of the agenoy_station at Mosca, Colorado. 

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

THE PIJBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSL ON 

~j 
~~/· 
~~uL-:g~,n. 

Commissioners. · · · ~ 



Form No. 4. (Decision No. ••as 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• * • 
RE MOTOR VEHICbE OPiRATIONS OF ) 

DON P • 'l'.&.liOR. 

I!! the Commiss!o~ 

) 
) 

CASE NO •. -.!!~~ ... ...._ 

STATEMENT 
-------------

The records of the Commission sho.w that. a. certificate of p\lbllc ·· 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (Application 13?4) 

The records of the Commission f~rther disclose that said respondent 
has failed to tile monthly reports and has tailed to pay highwaJ compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wita 

Year 
Iiii 
" tt 

tt .. .. 

llontblz rgm:'ts not reoeiTed 
J.ugun, ltsa, and Zanuary, 1933. 

Bl&h•& Cc!Wensation tax unp14 
llonth !fax PenalV 'rota~ 

Zoe t---r.• ·• I a.oi1 
J'uly 10.95 .81 U.7'J"' 

Sept•bar 5.t4 .a? 6.21 
Ootober 7.61 .21 7.84 
:November 3.69 .06 3.75 
leoember a.tl •••• 

.fA.5l 

Reapondea:t has taUacl also to tUe an inAJ!'IULoe poliq or are'Q' bod. as 
required b7 8eot1on 17 ot Chapter 1M, Session Laws ot Colorado, ltlf, u.d ..,. 
Rule 33 ot the Rules and Regulations ot the Conaissio:a gonraiD& •-• ev:riers 
b,r motor 'fthi8le. 

0 R DE R ---- .. 
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 motor vehicle carriers• ana has tailed to tile &a· 
inauruee policy or auret,- 'bon4 as required lq" law. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, it 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 and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is herebr, 
~let down for hearing before the Commis:')ion in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. .lCL .. o 'clock _ . .A. ... -.. M., on ......... -.~a . ..ll.,..J.Qa .•.•.•. _., 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

IC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
~~T'111~~il.. COLORADO 

Commissioners. 
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· Form No. 4. {Decision No. ''H ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COUMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

R.t.Y MIRCUU. 

) 
) 
) 

CASE NO.··---~--

Karch a, 1ou ---------
STATEMENT _____ .,... __ _._ 

By the Commission: 
~--------------

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (Application No. 1487) 

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

Year 
1i3i 
• 
• 
• 
• 

Monthly reports not recei nd 

;r anuary, 1933. 

RiP.wq !<!!.p».sation tu un.ia1d 
Month ~ Pen!ltl 

J.ugust • 9. 51 .16 
Sept em be 9. 75 • " 
Ootoblr 5.81 .17 
»o~mber a.ao .ot 
Deeamber 6.66 

ORDBlR 

~o1ial 
1 e.oa 

10.19 
5.18 
6.at 
5.66 

pa.0'1 

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 motor vehicle carriers. 

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
quenoy, and why it should not enter su<,;h other order or orders as ma7 be 
meet and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set down for headng before the Commisdon in its Hearing Room, 330 State Oftioe 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at .l.t ........ o'clock .... .1. •. -.. M., on .. _._ . ..Karah.-tsl... ... l.t.U. •.•. -._···-:·• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 



J 
Form No. 4. (Decision No. ) ltt 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

) 
) 

ll.U OASE NO•··-·---··~·--" 

March 2 1933 
~--- -·----
STATEMENT ______ ... __ 

By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (Application No. 1&11) 

t~t.CJ;l __ _ 

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

Konth1Y reports not receiT&d 

October, JloTember, December, 1938 and 
J'anuary, 1933. 

0 R D 1Jl R 

I'r IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
an investigation and hearing ·be ententd into to determine it 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 motor vehicle carriers. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, b3 written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an orde.r suspending or revoking the certHiea.te 
heretofore issued to ~aid 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 he-a-ring befor·e the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. l.O ...... o 'clock .. .l...~ .. M., on ___ ~ch..al..--1.9.11..-·-·-·-·~·····• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Oo1111118 sionera. 
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(Decision No. ••• 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 

.!1:::._.~! ... ~~--~-·~.! . ..!! ... ~Y~·· ) 

* * • 

lifaroh a, lt:m 

STATli:MENT ..... _______ _ 

~ Bl the Commissio~i 

• 

The records of the Commission show that h certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent,, 
authorizingth~operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (~ppliea,ioa Io. 1511) 

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondents 
haJafailed to file monthly reports and ha•efailed to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-witt 

Monthly re.porta not acaiTad 

Septamber, October, No't'amber, December, ltU, and .TanuU7, 19:5$. 

Respondents llaTe also tailed to tile an insurance policy or aurety 'bod 
ooverina public 11abU1 t7 and property damage, as ~quired by Section lf ot 
Chapter l.S4, Session Laws ot Colorado, 191'1, and by Rule 53 ot the Rules ana 
Regulations of the Com.iuion gowrning eOIIIII\On carriers by motor Tehiole. 

0 R. DE R 
.... ------

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
e.n investigation and hearing be ·ent.er·ed into to determine it the ~bove ·named 
responden1S ha.;.tai.led to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation: . 
taxes as above set forth,· in violation of law and of th~J Rules and RegulKtions 
of the Commission governing motor vehicle carriers, and aave tailed to fila an 
!i~~~bJo+~ or surety bond, covering pUblic liabilit.J aa4 ]rOperty aamase, aa 

q trts FURTHER ORDERED, That said ,responden• show cause, it anythey 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order susp~ndinc or revoking the oertitlcate 
heretofore issued to Hairt responden~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 headng before the Commisnion in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. JrO ..... o'clock .. A •... -.. M., on ..... _J4a:elL.IJ.,.-.ltSS-·--·-·-·-·-··• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

ILITIES COMMISSION 
"'"J.~~~F~O.OLORADO 

Oommbsioner.l • 



' . Foim No. 4. (Decision No. 411' 

''" BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

J'OHN .TOHNSON. 

) 
) 
) 

CASlll NO ••.• ~-···-· 

_ Ma:rcl! J,_lj3J _ 

STATEMENT 

Bl the Commis~~~ 

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofor·e issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (Application No. laa4) 

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: 

Year 
1932 

• 

Mont§ly reports not received 
December, 1932, and J"anuary, 1933 

Month 
August 
September 

Canpenaation tax unpaid 
!5 Penalty Total 

t .10 .10 
'1.69 .Si 8.04 

8.14 

Respondent has tailed also to f'ile a eargo illB\lrattce policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 1'/ ot Chapter 134, Session Laws of' Colorado, 19!'1, and by 
Rule 33 ot the Rules and Regulations ot the Commission governing conmon carriers 
by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R -- ... --
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 tile 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_ motor vehicle carriers~ and has failed to f'1le a carso 
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 th\3 Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to said r~spondent 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, 
i$Bt down for hcar:i.r1g before the Commisc;ion in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Builaing, Denver, Colorado, at ~O ....... o 'clock __ J. ...... M., on ..... -. .Jiarch. ... 2lr-..l.GA .•.• -·-·-·-··• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

I 
J 

THE PUB IC UTILITIES COMMISSI N 
OF . S OF COLORADO 

OommisaioDera. 
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Form lft)'• 4. (Decision No.· ••se )4 ) · .. 
1' ' 

. JJ~·. 

i,. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OJ' COL'ORADO · 

• * * 
RE UO:j:OR VIHICJ.,E OPERATIONS OF ) 
~·-: ) 

·-~-·-··--·····--~~-·-·-·-·--·----·---- ) 
CA~E NO ... -.~~--·--

-~_g_h_l.a. ~9~.!.. -

STATEMINT 
-------~----

BJ the Commission, 

The records of the Commission show that ~ certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (Application No. 1662) 

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

~onth1y reports not r.ece1ved 

October, November, December, 1932, and J'anuary, 1933 • 

. Respondent has :tailed also to .tile a cargo insurance polio;y or srety bond as 
:required by Section 1'1 ot Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 192'1, and by 
Rule 31 o.t thll Rules and Regulations o.t the Oonmiasion governing cammon carriers 
b7 motor vehicle. 

ORDU:R - ... -........ 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 

an investigation and hearing b~ 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 
ot the Commission governing motor vehicle carriers, and has failed to tile a. carse 
iusuranee policy or auret1 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, •hy 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 and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set down for,h~aring before the Commis!:lion in its Hearing Room, S30 State Office 

.. · ': "·' ,0 ' Bu:1lding, Den,;ver, Colorado, at ··-*·-·-··o clock ... .t...-.. M., on ...... -.. Mar.ch. .. aJ.., ... .l-.---·-·-"• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Oommiaaionera. 



J Form No. 4. (Decis!ion No. .frtlt ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
Rl MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

) 
) B. r. .A:NDERSON. CAS I NO.····--~~~·-+ 

:Mareh a, 1933. --.-------
STATEMENT .._ ________ ...,_ 

Br the Commission• 
~----------- -

' 

The records of the Commission show that &. certitidate of publie 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the.above ~amed respondent, 
authoriSing his operations as a mo,tor vehi.cle carrier. (.A.ppli~atioa No. 1832) 

The records ot the Commission further disclose th~t said respondent 
has tailed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highfay compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit& 

:Month].y reports not reoe1 ve4 

Ootober, Nowmber, Deoember, 1932, and J"an4ar;r, 1933. 
i 

I 

! 

Year 
Ii3i 

Iiigh!ay Oompu.eation tax unpaid! 
Jlon tb. !ax Penalty 1 Total 

September $4.~ .ao [ I "·'' 

Respondent has failed also to file an insurance policy br surety bond as 
required by Seetion 17 ot Ohap1Br 134, Session Laws ot' Oolo$do, 192'1, and b~ 
Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations ot' the Commission gover~ing ccmnon carriers 
by motor vehiola. 

ORDZR ... - ........... 
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 p&J highway ~ompensation 
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rule~ and Regulations 
of the Commission governing motor vehicle carriers, an4 has trailed to tile an 
insurance polioy or surety bond as required by law. ; 

!T IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show bause, if any he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within t~n days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspendlng or revoking! the certificate 
heretofore issued to said respondent on account of the aforem~ntioned delin· 
quency, and why it should not enter such other order or order~ as may be 
meet and proper in the premises. 1 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and t~e same is hereby, 
set down for hearj_ng before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State OUioe 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at ..... ~ ....... o'clock .. ~-*-··-··M., on ..... _lfa:r:~h...al,.-.li.U.-.• ·-·--·-··• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be int:roduced. 

Olouaiuionera. 



----~--~~ --- -

Form No. 4:. (Decision No. 'MO ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
HOtiRD :r • & HAROlD :r • W'Jl5kfi' ) CASE NO •• _.J.!t~L .... 
• 4oJ.Il&..bu.Gil.eH--a8-•wD-It-lr~!fiWJI- ) 

~-~~~: -- -- ----- .2 - _J41rA.i. -.l.~. 
STATEM:S:NT ,.. ...... _ ... _ ........ 

The records of the Commission show that a. certificate ot public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the. above named responden~ 
authorizing 1hitro'perations as a motor vehicle carrier~ (App11oat1en No. 1718) 

The records of the Commission further disclose that said responden'tts 
he.•efailed to file monthly reports and ha.efailed to pay highway compensation 
taxes aa followa, to-wits 

Monthll repo:rta nCI)t recei 'ftd 

November, December, 1932, and :ru.uary, 1931. 

Year 
liii 

Ripq Oompenaation tax un;pa.id 
Mon~ ~ Penalty 

J.up.at ta.&9 .a 
• October 1.?1 .01 

Reapondata have tailed also to t'Ue an insurance polie;r or aunt)" boD.4 u 
nquired b¥ Section lf ot Chapter 1M, Session Lawa of Color•do, 198'1, ant._ 
Rule 13 ot the Rulea ancl ReauJ.atiou of the Ccmuaiaaion go'ftl"D.iq OGIDIIOD .-rriera 
b;y .motor fth.iel.e. 

0 R D E R 

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 
respondentehawsfailed 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 motor vehicle carriers, and haft tailed to tile e 
iuuranot policy or surety boll4 as required by' law. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondentsshow cause, if anytbey 
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 8aid respondentson account of the aforementioned delin
quency 1 and why it should not enter su•!h other order or orders as may be 
meet and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, Tha·i; said matter be, and the same is herebr, 
set down for hear·ing before the Commis;;ion in its Hearing Room, SSO State Oftice 
Building, Denver, Co lorado, at .. -........ o 'o 1 ock .... l •.... M. • on.·-·-·-·-.Kar.ch....Jl..,-.1.98 ··----• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Oollllliasionera. 



J Form No. 4. {Decision No. 4161 ) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COlfMISSION 
01 THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

:JUBI'r'f BOO!!. 

) 
) 
) 

CASE N0 •.. -~~7 ... --

Karch a 1111 
----~----
STATEMENT ... ---------

~1 the ~~!!~on1 

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (Application No. 589) 

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

Konthly :reports not reeei'Yecl 

October, lio'Yember, December, 1938 and J"anuary, 193S. 

Year 
11$1 

• 
" • 

liie;h•sr Oompeuat ioa tax unpaitl 
Month · · ~ex Pep8ltz 
J"uae I .15.05 i 1 •. 31 
;r~ 12.16 • 91 
Au~t 11.61 .?0 
September 10 • .a • 4? 

0 R D m R 

total 
• lt.~ 

13.0'1 
1s.a 
10.91 
58.?4. 

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 motor vehicle carriers. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written s·tatement filed with the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not ente:r an order suJ>pepding or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to l:laid respondent on account of the atorernentioned delin
quency, and why it should not enter sueh 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 heating before the- CommisBion iri its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at ..... .& ...... o'clock .. P ....... M., on ....... Mal!cb ... Sl.,_ . .l9a ... -.-·-···-.. , 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Oommis sio:aers. 



J 
Form No. 4. (Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
B. A. OULURSOH, doing businesa ) CASE NO .... ___ !,~~--
.• ,._RQM!NQ.-.~:68!·-HPHIS&.-·--··-···'"'- ) . 

Karch a, 1931. ________ .... 

STATEMENT .. -·- ... - ........... -
By the Commission• 
~------------_. 

The records of the Commission show that ~ certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (App1ioatio~ No. 8019-I) 

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

Year 
19il 

tt 

• 

MOnth;g reports not received 

D4aoember, 1938, and 1anu.&:rJ', 1133. 

High.wq Co-r.i'ation -.u unpaid 
lloath ....!! Penalty Total 

.A.ugus" I -- ·" t .44 
Septem~r st.&6 1.sa so.58 
Ootoier 35.49 1.06 38.51 
lfo"t'e•ber as.1s .sa a5.so 

93.0'1 

0 R D lll R -- ........ 
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 motor vehicle carriers. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, b,y 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 afor-ementioned 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 tor headng before the Commisdon in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at .Jt __ ~ .. o 'clock .. R .•.. _ .. M., on.·--~---llar.oh..JU..,. ... UU.---·-·-·-··• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PU LIC UTILITIES COMUI SION 
STATJl.l OF COLORAD 

_-lf-jiJ-t7't"::""--,~ 

Oollllliaaioners. 



BEFORE THE P\JBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
HARRY H. HUDSON. ) 

* * * 
CASE NO • 1123 

' March: 2, 1933. 

(Decision No. 4943}. 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. ~ohnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on ~anua:ry 27, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondent to show cause why the cer~ificate of public convenience and necessity, 

heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1688, should not be suspended or 
I 
) 

revoked for his failure to file montply reports for the months of August, 
' 

September, October, November and Deet~mber, 1932, and for failure to pay 
f 

~·f· 
highway compensation taxes far the zi"'n ths of April, ~une and July, 1932, in 

•.·1; 

the amount of $3.51. 
I 
~ 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although he 

was given due •,notice qf the time and place of said hearing. The evid~nce 

disclosed that respondent had not filed the delinttuent reports in question 

and had not paid the tax due for the months of April, June and J'uly, 1932, 

in the amount of $3.51. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certificate of 

public convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to Harry H. Hudson in 

Application No. 1688, should be merely suspended for a period of six months 

from the date hereof. 

If, in the meantime, the respondent will file all delin~uent monthly 

reports, pay all highway compensation taxes due, and file a written statement 

to the effect that he has not operated for hire during said period of suspension, 

the said certificate of public convenience and necessity shall automatically 

-1-



become effective again. If the above requirements are not complied with, 

the said certificate will be revoked without further notice. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Harry H. Hudson in Application No. 1688, 

be, and the s~e is hereby,·suspended for a period ot six months from the 

date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said certificate of.publio convenience and 

necessity will be finally revoked and cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of March, 1933. 



• 

(Decision No. 4944) 

BEFORE THE POBLIC UTILITIES COWISSION 
OF TBE srATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEBICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
JAKE WEILER AND FRED HAUF, DOING ) 
!3USINESS AS MINERS TRANSPORTATION ) 

. COMPANY. } 

* * * 

CASE NO. 1124 

March 2, 1933. 

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

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 27, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondents to show cause why their certificate of public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued to them in Application No. 1038, should not be 

suspended or revoked for their failure to file monthly reports for t.he months 

of September, October and December, 1932, and pay highway compensation taxes 

for the months of February, March and November, 1932, in the amount of $9.69, 

and also tor their failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 

required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondents did not appear, although 

given due notice of the time and place o:t' said hearing. The evidence disclosed 

that respondents had filed their December, 1932, report, but that the September 

and October reports were still outstanding, and that respondents had not paid 

the taxes due for the months o:t' February, March and November, 1932, and had 

not filed the necessary insurance. 

The Commission fully .appreciates what business condition~. }lave been 

and has tried to.show every proper consideration for those who have been operating 

under the statutes which we are required to administer and enforce. We have 

done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. We considered recently 

lowering the amounts of liability and property d,,mage insurance which motor 

vehicle operators would be required to carry. However, we were met with the 

statement by the insurance comi:;anies that the premiums which are now being 

1. 



. .. .. ...... 

charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts of insurance 

which the carriers are required to carry should be lowered, the premiums 

would remain the same. Of c'ourse, ··it is appreciated that the statutes passed 

by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating under our 

jurisdiction to, carry insurance. 

We wou1.d·'·be warranted in revoking the said ~er:tiif'icate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that the certificate of public 

.convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to Jake Weiler and Frea Haut, 

·doing business as Miners Transportation Company, in Application No •. l03S, 

shquld be suspended for. a,period of.;si:x: months from the date hereof'. 

If, in the meantime, the respondents will file all delinquent 

monthly reports, pay the highway ·compensation ta:xes due tor the months of 

February, March and November, 1932, file the necessary insurance policy <r 

surety bond, and also file a written statement to the effect that they have 

not operated for hire during said period of suspension, the said certificate 

of public convenience and necessity shall automatically become effective 

again. If the above requirements are not complied with, the said certificate 

will be revoked without further notice. 

ORDER 

• IT .IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Jake Weiler and Fred Hauf, doing business 

as Miners Transportation Company, in Application No. 1038, be, and the same is 

hereby, suspended for a period of si:x months from the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said certificate ot public convenience and 

necessi~y will be finally revoked and cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of March, 1933. 

THE PUBLI UTILITIES COMMISS ON 
OF S ~TE OF COLORADO 



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

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
ROY POOLE. 
------- ---- -·--

* * * 
CASE NO. 1119 

March 2, 1933 •. 

· (Decision No. 4945} 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. Johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
tor the Publie Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on Januarj 27, 1933, requiring the above named. 

respondent_ to show cause why his certificate of public convenience and_necessitYt 

heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1702, should not be suspended or 

revoked tor his failure to file monthly reports tor the months of March, 19,:32, 

to December, 1932, both inclusive, pay highway compensation taxes for. the·· 

months of January and February, 1932, in the amount of f .44, and tor lli:s 

failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and 

the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear, although he 

was given due notice of the time and place of saud hearing. The evidence 

disclosed that respondent had not filed the delinquent reports in question, 

paid the highway compensation tax due, and had not filed the necessary 

insurance. 

~e Commission fully appreciates what business conditions have 

been and has tried to show every proper consideration for those who have been 

operating under the statutes which we are required to administer and enfcree. 

We have done all in our power to secure low insurance rates. Vie considered 

~ecently lowering the amounts of liability and property damage insurance which 

motor vehicle operators would be required to carry~ However, we ~ere met 

with the statement by the insurance companies that the premiums which are 

now being charged are the minimum ones and that even though the amounts ot 

-1-



'' .. 
-·~ . ' .. 

of insurance which the carriers are rey_uired to carry should be lowered, the 

premiums would remain the same. Of course, it is appreciated that the statute• 

passed by the Legislature compel us to require all carriers operating under our 

jurisdiction to carry insurance. 

We would be warranted in revoking the said certificate. Many 

revocations have been made in the past on similar facts. However, due to the 

economic situation, we have concluded, and find, that ·the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to Roy Poole in Application No. 

1702, should be suspended for a period of six months from the date hereof •. 

If, in the meantime, the responde.nt will file all delinquent. 

monthly reports, pay the highway compensation taxes due, file the necessary 

insurance, and also file a written statement to the eff'eet that he has not 

operated for hire during said period of ~uspension, the said certificate 

of public convenience and necessity shall automatically become effective again. 

If the above requirements are not complied with, the said certificate will 

be revoked without further notice. 

ORDER 

IT IS TBEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public .convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Roy Poole in Application No. 1702, be, 

and the same is hereby, suspended for a period of six months from the date 

of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER OR~D, That ii' the said requirements hereinbefore 

made are not complied with, the said certificate will be finally revoked 

and cancelled without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of March, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF sr. OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 4946) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORAIX> 

BE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
D. J. PALMER, J. J". P.ALMER, AND 
W. B. TAYLOR, DOING BUSINESS AS 
DENVER-O:MAHA. MOTOR EXPRESS. 

* * * 

March 2, 1933. 

CASE NO. 1118 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. J"ohnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on January 27, 1933, requiring the above named 

respondents to show cause ._why their eomm6n carrier ""interstate permit, .h,ere- ~ 

tofore issued to them in Application No. 2060-I, should not besus~ndeci oi" 

revoked for their failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 

required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondents did not appear, although 

given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence disclosed 

that said respondents have no .effective insurance on file. The Commission 

has received information that said respondents are out of business. 

After careful consideration of the record the Conmissio.n is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that thecomrnon carrier interstate permit, 

heretofore issued to D .. J". Palmer, J. J. Palmer and W. B. Taylor, doing business 

as Denver-Omaha Motor Express, should be revoked and cancelled for their 

failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and 

the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the common carrier interstate permit, 

heretofore issued to D. J. Palmer, J. ;r. Palmer and w. B. Taylor, doing 

business as Denver-Omaha Motor Express, be, and the same is hereby, 

olo 



revoked and cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of March, 1933. 

j • • .. 

THE RJBLIC · UTILITIES COMMISSION' 
OF STATE OF COLORADO .. 



e 
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BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF 'mE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 
IN THE MA.TTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
GORDON STORAGE WAREHOUSES, INC. , FOR ) 
A CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE ) 

(Decision No. 4947) 

AND NECESSITY AUTHORIZING IT TO CONDUCT ) 
.AN INTERSTATE MOTOR TRUCK OPERATION ' } 

APPLICATION NO. 1714 

BETWEEN OMAHA. AND OTHER NEBRASKA. POmi'S } 
AND DENVER AND OTHER COLORADO POINTS. ) 
- - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ---

March 2, 1933 

By the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of correspondence from the above 

named applicant indicating that it has discontinued the use of its inter~ 

state permit authorizing operations in Colorado, and requesting that same 

be either revoked or suspended. 

In view of these communications, the Commission is of t~e opinion, 
the 

and so finds, that/certificate of public convenience and necessity, hereto• 

fore issued to applicant in Application No. 1714, should be suspended tor a 

period of six months from the date hereof; provided, however, that during 

said period ot suspension said certificate will be automatically reinstated 

if applicant files all delinquent reports, pays all delinquent road taxes, 

and files the necessary and proper insurance with this Commission during 

said period. It said above requirements are not complied with, then, in 

that event, said certificate will be revoked without further notice. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFCRE ORDERED, That the certificate of· public oonven-

ienoe and necessity, heretofore issued to Gordon Storage Warehouses, Inc., 

in Application No. 1714, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a 

period of six months from the date of this order. 

JT IS FUB'll:IEil ORDERED, That if the said requirement$ hereinbefore 

-1-
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made are not complied with, the said certificate will be finally revoked 

and cancelled without further notice. 

Dated a._ Denver, Oolorado., 
this 2nd day of March, 1933. 

TEE :EUBLIC UTn.ITIES ComasBION 
OF S1 TE OF COLORADO 



~ •' c,;·· --~··· .... 

• . . - ' ' 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STA'l"'E OF COLORADO 

* * * 

(Decision No. 4948) 

IN THE MATTER OF TEE APPLICATION ) 
OF BUD CRAM FOR A CERTIFICATE OF ) 
PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY ) 
TO OPERATE MOTOR VEHICLE TRUCK ) 
SERVICE TO AND FROM TEE COLORADO ) APPLICATION NO. 1977 
HORSE AND MULE MARKET AT DENVER, ) 
COLORADO, TO AND FROM .ANY POINT ) 
WITHIN THE STATE OF COLORADO. ) 

March 2, 1933. _____ ..,_ 

Appearance1: Mr. Bud Cram, Denver, Colorado, 
pro se; 

D. Edgar Wilson, l!lsq., Denver, Colorado,.·· 
t"or The Chicago, Rook Island and 
Pacit"ic Bailway Company; 

F. F. Crabbe, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
t"or The Colorado and Southern Railway 
Company and Chicago, Burlington and 
Quincy Railroad company. 

STATEMENT ----------
By the Commission: 

Applicant seeks authority to establish motor vehicle service t"t;>r 

the transportation of horses and mules only to and t"rom the Denver Horse and 

Mule Market at Denver, ~olorado, to and from any point within the State ot" 

Colorado. 

The evidence disclosed that for a number of years applicant has been · 

engaged in the transportation or horses and mules to and from the horse and 

mule market at the Stock Yards in Denver. He owns a two-ton G. M. c. truC?k, 

and while occasionally he makes trips of considerable distance, his average 

haul at the present time is within a ~adius or t"ifty miles of Denver. He 

claims that this is a particular transportation service for less than carload 

lots of horses and mules which is not afforded by other common carriers. 

The evidence indicated that under present conditions there is ample 
. . '\: '~ ' ' 

equipment at the Stock Yards already owned by certificated carriers to ~dle 

this particular business, but n6IJ.e of said motor vehicle carriers appeate4 

in opposition to the application of Mr. Cram, and apparently they are .satisfied 

to let him continue in this p~ticular line of business. 
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Applicant testified that in the last year he estimated that his 

average total income from his operations was approximately $8.00 per day, but 

he has kept no books and has only a very hazy idea as to whether or not·his 

operations are successful. One significant fact that was brought out in the 

' 
evidence disclosed that the prices on horses and mules are higher at the 

present time than they have been for a number of years past. 

Some records are available to determine the amount of freight 

handled by applicant during the past year, and the Commission feels that a 

reasonable settlement should be made by applicant with the Commission in 

payment of road taxes that would be due over said period. 

After careful consideration of all the record, the Commission is 

of the opinion, and so finds, that the public convenience and necessity 

require the proposed motor vehicle operations of applicant in the transporta-

tion of horses and mules only to and from the Colorado horse and mule market 

at Denver, to and from any points within the State ot Colorado, subject to 

the conditions hereinafter stated which the Commission find the public 

convenience and necessity require. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the public convenience and necessity 

require the proposed motor vehicle operations of the applicant for the 

transportation of horses and mules only to and from the horse and mule market 

at Denver, Colorado, to and from any points within the State of Colorado, and 

this order shall be taken, deemed and held to be a certificate of .public 

convenience and necessity therefor, subject to the following conditions: 

(a) That before this certificate shall become effective, the 

applicant shall make a satisfactory adjustment with the Commission for ~ad 

taxes due the State for the freight transported by him during the past year. 

(b) Applicant shall not operate on schedule between any points. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That applicant shall file tariffs of 

rates, rules and regulations and distance schedules as required by the Rules 

and Regulations of this Commission governing motor vehicle carriers, within 
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a period not to exceed twenty days from the date hereof. 

IT IS FORTEER ORDERED, That the applicant shall operate such motor · 

vehicle carrier system according to the schedule filed with this Oommisa1on 

except when prevented from so doing by the Act of God, the public enemy or 

unusual or extreme weather conditions; and this order is made subject to 

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

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

carriers and also subject to any future legislative action that may be 

taken with respect thereto. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of March, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF S ATE OF COLORADO 



j 
(Decision No. 4949) 

BD'ORE 'mE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE S'l'ATE OF COU>BADO 

* * * 

RE lU.TES ON OOJ.L TO POINTS ) 
IN ORIPPIJ£ OREEK DISTRIC'l. ) 
~ ---- - - - ~ - - -- ~ -

--------
Karoh a, 1931 ------ .. 
ST.A.TE:U:BNT 
-------~ ... --

¥r ~he Oamaission: 

The Oom.uiBBion has had some int'ormal oomple.illts again&~ 

the rates charged 'by The Atchison, Topeka & Santa J'e Railway Oompan.y, 

Tt.. Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad Company, The Colorado & Southern 

Railway Company, and The Kidland ~nal Railwq Canpany, on coal trans-

ported tram Walsenburg and Canon Ci~y eoal regions to points on aut TAe 

Midland Terminal RaUway CQlllpany' s line west of Colorado Springs. 

We have attempted to have said ccmplainta sa~iafied by 1Dtomal 

negotiations, but have tailed. 

!he Oommissioa is ot' the opinion, and so finds, that it should, 

on its ORn motion, institute and maJDt a oomplaillt against the reaana'bleneaa 

ot the rates and ohargea of' the reapondenta, The Atchison, Topeka & Santa J'e 

Railway Company, 'l'he Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad Canpau;:r, '!he 

Colorado & Southern. RaUway Company, and !fhe Midland 'ferminal Railway Cc:Bilp&.D7 

on ooal transported from Walsenburg and Oanon Oi ty ooal regio:D.s to points on 

said The Midland Terminal RaUway Company' a line west ot' Colorado Spl:tings. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEBEFORE OBIBRBD, by the Oonmiasion, on ita own motion, 

that a complaint be, and the same is hereby, instituted ed made bf it 

apinst the reasonableness of' the rates and charges ot' the respondents, The 

Atohison, lfopeka & Santa Fe Railway Compa.ey, ~• Del1ver & Rio Granae Westen 

Railroad Oomp&D1', ~ Colorado & Southern Railway Company, and The Midland. 

Terminal Rallway Company, on coal tranaportcu\ trCIIl Walsenburg and canoa City 
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eoal repou to poiats on said The W.dla1Ul 'fel.'mill&l Rail•y Oomp&JlY'' • line 

west ot Colorado Springs. 

. . 
set down tor heariDC batore the Conmission in 1te Heariug Room, 110 Sta-le 

Ottioe BuUUnc, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 o'oloek A. M., OBIIonday, Karch 

20, lt3S, at whicm t1JII8 and place such evitlenoe as ie proper may be 1nuoaueea. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
thia 2nd day ot March, 1933. 

'1'BE PUip:lO lJ.riLITIBS COW4ISSION 
S'1'.1U 01' OOU>BJ.DO 
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BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COM!IISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

(Decision No. 4900) 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
W. E. ~00. . ) 

CASE NO. 1073 

March 3, 1933. 

Appearances: w. E. Barlow, Fairplay, Colorado, 
pro~· 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

'l'he Conmissiol). made an order requiring the respondent, W. E. :Barlow, 

to show cause why the Commission should not suspend or revoke his motor vehicle 

permit No. A-394, on account of his operating as a motor vehicle or common 

carrier. 

A hearing was had; The evidence showed, and we found in o~ order 

of January 5, 1933, that the respondent was operating as such motor vehicle 

or common carrier. However, instead of' revoking the parmi t, we continued 

the ease and allowed the respondent to make proof of having limited his 

operations in such a way· as to be merely a private carrier. 

A further hearing was had on February 28, at which the respondent 

appeared and ~ave testimOny as to his present service. 

From such testimony, the Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, 

that the respondent is nGt now operating other than as a private carrier. 

However, we desire to point out that as to one of the persons to 

whom he is hauling freight, the Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, 

that the respondent is acting as a carrier tor hire. Respondent testified 

that he f'inds out from the customer before departing for . Denver what goods 

the customer wants; that .he then buys the goods, pays for them and transports 

them to the customer, who in turn purports to purchase the goods from the 

respondent. While we do not charge the respondent with attempting to do 
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"' ' 

anything unlawful, we do find that this is in effect a subtert'uge, and 

that the respondent, instead of being engaged in substance and in deed 

in buying and selling .soft bottled drinks, he is hauling the same fo:r.- _ 

compensation. 

Of course, we are not now dealimg with a case in which one buys 

commodities and keeps the same in warehouses t'rom which he makes various 

sales. to his customers. 

After careful consideration of the evidence the Commission is 

of the opinion, and so t'inds, that the above entitled case should be 

disniissed. 

ORDER ____ ..... 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the abOV'e entitled case be, and 

the same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of March, 1933. 



, 

• 

• 
(Decision No. 4.951} 

. -

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 
BE MOTOR VEHICLE OPErul.TIONS OF ) 
H ~ C • BEACH. } 

.APPLICATION NO. 1200 

March 3, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

H. c. Beach, to whom we issued a certificate of public convenience 

and necessity in Application No. 1200, has written to the Commission that 

he has no business during the winter and that, therefcre, he does not feel 

that he should file any insurance. He has, therefore, suggested that we 

suspend his certificate. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity heretofore issued to H. c. Beach in Application No. 1200, be, 

and the same is hereby, suspended until he shall'have filed such insurance 

with the Commission as is required by its rules and regulations. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of March, 1933. 

THE POB I UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF S OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 4952) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
ALBERT J. WALTER FOR .A CERTIFICATE ) 
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY ) 
TO OPERATE P.ASSEmER, FREIGHT .AND ) 
EXPRESS SERVICE BE'tWEDl BOULDER, ) 
COLORADO, AND GOLD HILL, COLORADO, ) 
AND INTERMEDIATE PODrrS. ) 

APPLICATION NO. 817 

----------~----<W>---

March s, 1935. 

By the Commission; 

The Commission is in receipt of a letter from.Albert J. Walter, 

to whom we issued a certificate of public convenience and necessity in 

the above numbered application, asking for authorit,r to discontinue opera-

tions until June 15, 1955. 

After careful consideration of the matter, we are of the opinion, 

and so find, that the said certificate should be suspended until June 15, 

1955. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certil'icate of public convenience 

and necessity heretofore issued to Albert J. Walter in Application No. 817 

be, and the same is hereby, suspended until June 15, 1955. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 8th day of March, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CODIS IOI 
OF S ATE OF COLO 



J 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITDi8 COMMISSION 

01!' THE Si'AT.I OJ' COI.ORJDO 

* 

IN TD Jll!'Sl 07 Tlll .APPLIOA.'.'f!ON 01' 
'!BB m:.lBJ) Of OO'ON'J!I OOMIIISSIOBEBS 

* * 

(Decisioa 10. 4953) 

OJ' .AllAllE . COUNTY JHD !BB W:DUKD OIL 
BBFIN!NG OOMPJ.NY l!'OB 'lHI£ OP.IHING OF 
.&. PUBLIC BIOBWJ.Y CROSSING 01IR THE 
RIGm-OF-UY AND 'l'Rlcm8 OF THE UNION 
PAOMO B.ULRO.lD COMPANY AND THE 
em~, BURLING'J!ON &. Q.UINOY BAIL
:10.61) COMPANY .&IDNG TBm CIENBR ~ 
OJ' THI SOU'l'BB.IST ClU.Aftl!R OJ' SKC!ION 
!UL'V.I, 'l'OINSBIP TBBD SOtl'.m, ~ 
8Ilfi·EIGB!r U9t • 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

J.PPLICJ.TION 11), aGO 

--------- - -- ~ - ~ --- --

Bf the Commission: 

j 

,l1 
~·-----
~oh '11 1933 , ______ _ 
.'If: 
.• .. \.' 

'4'_, 

~~t 

~!!!!!!!! 

This proceeding arises from the application ot the Board ot Cou:"Q· 

OCII'.IIlisaioners of Adams County and the Jli.U.and Oi1llet1ninc Company, a oor-

poration, tor the opaain& of public hi~ erossinga O'ftl" tha right-ot-_.,. 

a.n4 traek:s ot the Union Paoit:lo Ra.ilroal ComP8J11' anct the Chicago, Burl.iapoa 

&. ~uinoy Bailroad Company at points where tlle east-wen eenter 1i:ae ot the 

Soutilaan ~ter ot Section t.rnl-n, 'rcnmship 'fe'ee SOuth, 'Raaga Six'Q'-eigh't 

West, intersects the U.eka ot said raill"'Ctad oCDpaniea. 

~· app1ioatioa alleged that it was neoeasar,y to eatabl18h a pub11i 

higb.wa;y at the points a'bOYe referred to in order "to pro'Yide iJIIrOSB and egress 

tor the properties ot the W.dland Oil Retiaing COm.pUlJ', a :awll' eoutruew4 oil 

refining oparatioa, and other intereata. 

Copies ot the application were duly aerve4 on 1he railroad eompaniea 

coneerll8d end arrangements were made to hol4 a eonterenoe o:a the grouacl to 

iJLftatigate and oonsider the matter by all tha intereata concerned; ao atoortl• 

ingq o~ October 5, 1932, suoh a oontarence was held, attentat 1Jr :rep:reaentat1ws 

from the County Ccmmisaioura, the .Midland Oil Refining Company, tlle l1n1oa 

Paoitie Railroad Compan,y, the State Hi Pill" Depart.n._ and the eDgilleer ot tM 

Comaisaion. The Chicago, Burlington & Q.uincy Railroad Oomp&D¥ waa not 
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repreaented on aecou.JR ot _. failve in :aotue. 

ne proposed looa-Uo• ot crossings waa examiud but toua« · 111lcle.-il'eble 

tor liiUJ' reasons, ant then other looations were oonaidered ~at would pMYiC. 

~ate iugraaa and egNsa tor the refining company. It .was tiDall;r deciclet 

What a proposed no highwq 'be opeMcl pn...:L]¥ aloD& the south line or Sec

tion 'fnlve, ~ownsh.ip !'b.ree South, Rugt Sirty..eight West, ud utilize the 

present pri nte oroasiq ot tha Union PacU1o Railroad Com.puy on this line 

and the pr1 vate orosai:ag ot the Mountain State a Mi:ad Jaed Ccmp~ oftr •• 

Burlington tracks about three hundred Hftn'Q' teet nortllward ot where the 

south line ot Section 'fftlYa eroaaea the Chiea&O, Bu~liilgton • tulnq RaU· . 
road Compauyts tracks, said new higllW8J'. to be opened to Colorado BouleYercl 

and cross the Burlinaton spur tracks near the southeast corner ot Section 

TWelft, Townllhip ftae South, Range Sixty-eight West. It was t0'\ID4 that a 

road opened on this line wouJ.d also &erft a general. purpo• and t Ilia plo 

met with the tentati'Y8 approYal ot all conoerud th.a" "" present. 

The •tter was thea taken up with. the Chicago, :Burlington • Clui».q 

Railroe4 Company' since this ccmp&ny" was not repreaantetl at the general eon-

terence above reterred to and tinalll' attar an inspection had been made ot 

the proposed arr~ta with the J.asistant Chie:t Engineer and other 

otticiala ot 'that company with the Ccmaiasion'a engiaar, tha COmmission ia 

advise( by the attorney tor the compaey that the proposed ar:rangementa are 

satia:t'aotol'Y to the company,· proVided the company is at no other expense 

than the installation of the necessary crossing signa. 

The C:OJJ&iae1on ia ,al.Jio now adYised by the attoriJry :t'or the Union 
. ' . '· 

'Paci:t'io Railroad Company that said company has no objection to the proposed 

arrangementi provided there is no expense 'to the comp~. This company has a 

crossing installed with cattle guards over the main line track at the proposed 

crossing, but the new highway also crosaea two spur tracks that will require 

some expense in graveling to make pod riding surface over the tracks and 

necessary arossing signs. 

Therefore, since all the parties concerned in this matter approve 

the proposed opening or a highway generally along the south line o:t' Section 
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Twelve, Township Three South, of Range Sixty .... ight West, for the ace~-

tion of said oil refining operation, and of others that me,v be conceraed now 

or in the future instead of the opening of' such a highway at the location 

given in the application and since all the crossings required 8.re satisfactory 

to the interests concerned, the Commission is of the opinion that no further 

proceedings in this matter are necessary, and will, therefore, now issue ita 

order authorizing the installation of the crossings required in the establish-

ment and opening of this new county highway. 

'rb.e Oanm.ission takes note of the stat8lllents of the rail carriers 

coneerned regarding the expense, but we are advised that since the main 

crossings required in this development are e.Uead7 installed and the sur-

facing required for these and the other crossings to be installed is very 

small, and as no objection is made for expense Of crossing signs required, 

the actual expanse 1D the carriers that misht be questioned is such that the 

OaDnission finds no reason to dep~ from its usual custom in the past in 

the allocation of costa. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THl!lrSFORE ORDEBED, That in accordance with the provisions 

of Section 89 of tbe Public Utilities Act, as amended, · ·. the following 

public highway crossings, at grade, be, and the same are herebJ', pezmitte4 

to be opened and established tor the establishment ot a new county highway 

located generally along the south line of' Section 'rwelve, Township 'fm:ee 

South, Range Sixty-eight West, of the Prinaipal Meridian, said =osainga to 

be located as follows: 

1. 'fhe private crossing of the Mountain States Mixed l"eed Company, 

located about three hundred --~•nty teet northward fran.the south line of 

Section Twelve, Township Three South, Range Sixty_.eight Wast, on the main 

line track of the Chicago, Burlington & Q,uincy Railroad Company to be 

· eonverted into a public highway crossing e>n said nu county highway. 

2 •. The present private crossing 9""r the main line traok of 
/:' . 

the Union Pacific Railroad located on the south line of Section Twelve, 

Township Three South, Range Sixty-eight West, to be aonverted into a pUblie 



• • 

highway crossing and new crossings on the same section line be installed over 

adjacent spur tracks of the Union Pacific Railroad. 

3. New crossings to be installed o-ver the side tracks, known as ·the 

Midland Oil Refinery Company's track, and the Market Street track ot the 

Chicago, Burlington & Quincy Railroad at points where the south line of Section 

Twelve, Township Three South, Range Sixty-eight ll'es~, or the extension ot sail · 

line eastward crosses aaicl aide traeks, said points beine; near the sou~haast 

corner of Section belva, Township Three South, Range Sixt7-eight West. 

4. The present private. crossing onr the Market Street traek ot tbe 

Chingo, Burlington & Q.uinc;r Railroad Gamp&D7 at the awi tch ot the 1414lu.4 011 

Be.tinery track to be abandoned. 

IT IS FORJ.'mta ORDERID, That the expeue tor the construction an4 

maintenance ot the highway up to the track, 1nolu41B& necessary drainage 

tharetor, sheil.l be borne by the COunty or Adams, Colera.do, and th.e expense 

tor the installation and maintenance ot the crossings and all neeesaar;r 

signs, cattle guards and wine tencas shall be borne by tba respondents as 

concal"l:ted, thlt Chicago, Burlington & Q,uiru~ Rail:road Compaey and the Union 

Pacific Railroad Company. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 7th day ot March, 1933. 
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(Deciaton No. 4t54) 

· BDURE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TH£ BrATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

IN 'l'.BE JUfTER OF WATER RATES TO . t 
THE OARDI:BT LIGHT AND WJ.TER ) 
OOMPANY ANJ) THE GRIZZLY WATER ) 
COMPANY. ) 
~ - - - - - - -- - - - --

--- ..... 
March 4, 1933 

STJ.TJ:MINT __ ...., ______ ... 
By the Commission: 

On January 12, 1933, the City of Glenwood Springs filed w1 th the 

Comtniasion a notice of its intention to establiih a ~at& ot 150.00 per month 

tor all water furnished to the Q.ardift Light and Water Cempany arid the Grizz~ 

Water Company delivered at the conneetions of said companies with the city 
. . ~ .. . 

main at the south end of Grand Avenue of the City of GlemroOd Springs 'with 

certain further charges for additional services of said companies in service 

after January 1, 1933 • 

On J"anuary 20, 1933, the Commission received a protest fran the 

attorn~ representing said canpanies on the proposed new rates and an order 

was issued suspending the proposed schedule one hundred twenty days from 

January 12, 1933, for investigation and determination of the matter. 

After an investigation of the matter by the Commission's engineer 

the City and the Treasurer of said companies, subjeet to approval of the 

stockholders, agreed upon an annual ~ate of $450.00 for all the water re-

quired by said companies to be delivered at their connections above referred 

' to, said rate to be increased or diminished by any increase or deerease in 

the number of customers of said companies in proportion to the. average number 

of custaners at date of agreemen1i em.4 said companies to maintain their own 

pipe lines and water fixtures that m~ be in use. 

On February 23, 19331 the Coilllllission was advised by Mr. F. 1. KaiMrt · 

Treasurer ot aforesaid companies, that the agreement proposed had been approved 
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by the companies' stockholders and the Commission will, therefore, issue its 

order dismissing any further proceedings in the matter • 

.Q.!!_DE,!! 

IT IS THEREFOBE ORDERED, That the water rate schedule of the OUy 

ot Glenwood Springs tor The Cardiff Light and Water Company and The Grizzly 

Water Company, as proposed in its notice dated ~anuary 5, 1933, be, and the 

same is hereby, cancelled. 

IT IS l!'URTHIR ORDEBED, That the water rates and terms as agreed 

upon between the City and said companies as herein referred to, be, and the 

same are, hereby approved and accepted for filing, in accordance with the 

rules ot the Commission, and that the proceedings herein ~ discontinued. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 4th day o:f' March, 1933. 

C UTILITDB COMMISSION 
.~ OY OOU>R&DO 
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(Decision No. 4955) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 

E. B. FAUS. ) 

RE MOTOR VEHIC~E OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 

E. B.FAUS. ) 

* * * 

March 8, 1955 

CASE NO. 1155 

CASE NO. US§ 

j 

Appearances: Richard E. Conour, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
Assistant Attorney General. 

By the Cgmmi ssion: 

In Case No. 1155 an order was entered on February 6, 1955, requir-

ing respondent to show cause why the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued to him in Application,No. 1419, should not be 

suspended or revoked for violation of certain conditions imposed in the order 

granting said certificate, wherein respondent was required to charge rates at 

least twent,r per cent higher than those charged by scheduled carriers for the 

transportation of all commodities except household goods and the products of 

agriculture, including livestock, between points served singly or in combina-

tion by scheduled carriers. Said certificate was further conditioned that 

applicant should not operate on schedule between any points and would not be 

permitted to establish branch offices or have any agent emplo,red in any other 

town or cit.y than Monte Vista for the purpose of developing business. 

In Case No. 1156, an order was entered on February 6, 1955, requir

ing respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-401 should not be 

revoked due to the fact that he was transporting freight in intrastate commerce 

in Colorado as a private carrier, and at the same time operating as a common 
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carrier under his certificate of public convenience and necessit,y heretofore 

issued to him in Application No. 1419, which granted him authority to transport 

freight generally between points s~tuated within a radius of twent,y miles o~ 

Monte Vista, Colorado, and ~ and all other points within the state. Said 

cases were combined for the purpose of hearing. 

The evidence disclosed that respondent had been transporting ship

ments of freight from Pueblo and Alamosa to various points in the San Luis 

Vall~ at rates which were considerably less than the tariffs on file b.1 ached-

uled carriers operating between said points. However, it was disclosed that 

in the transportation of said freight respondent had been operating under his 

private carrier permit No. A-401, which had been issued to him by the Comtnis

sion on October 15, 1952, and which authorized operations between Pueblo and 

towns in the San Luis Valley. 

Respondent did not deny such operations and wrote the Commission as 

follows: 

11When I requested issuance of Permit No. A-401 I did so in 
good faith not realizing such a permit would conflict with ~ permit 
No. 446, but thinking by so doing this business could be taken care 
of without conflicting or infringing on any other permit and would 
also make it possible to meet other Class A competition. 

11 However, if the Commission find that permit No. A-401 does 
conflict with Certificate No. 446, I am willing that it be cancelled 
if by so doing rny Certificate No. 446 m.ey be retained-:", 

Under the record, therefore, it fs quite clear that no question 
.. 

arises concerning the violation by respondent of the conditions cpn~ed in 

his certificate of public convenience and necessity issued in Application No. 

1419, and the sole question to be determined by the Commission is whether an 

operator holding a so-called 11rover's certificate" of public convenience and 

necessit,y, which permits the transportation of freight generally between 

points within a certain radius to and from any and all other points within the 

State, may also operate as a private carrier anywhere within the State of Colo-

rado. 

We believe it is a well-settled principle of law that the same person 

may be engaged in one line of business as a common carrier, and in another line 

of business as a private carrier, and we held in the case of Re Motor Vehicle 
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Ope;ra.tions of Greeley TI=anspo;rtation CompeJl1, a Co;rporation, Case No. 661, 

decided September 28, 1951, Decision No. 5675, that the Greeley Transporta

tion Company had the right to operate as a private carrier outside of the 

territory it was authorized to serve'as a common carrier under its certifi

cate of public convenience and necessit,r. 

We believe it is also well settled that one may not operate as a 

common and a private carrier at the same time with the·same facilities and 

within the same terri tory or over the same route. This doctrine is laid down 

in the case of Beach :v;s. Re:g.n, decided by the Public Service Commission of 

Pennsylvania and reported in P.U.R. 1950C, 155. 

In the instant case, it is apparent that respondent might operate 

as a common carrier from ~ point within the radius granted in his certifi

cate, to-wit, within twenty miles of the cit.y of Monte Vista, to any point 

within the State of Colorado. The result would be that he might be operating 

over the same highway under the same name and with the same equipnent as both 

a common and a private carrier if he is permitted to retain his private carrier 

permit. We do not believe that such a situation should be permitted to continue. 

After careful consideration of all the evidence the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that in Case No. 1156, the private permit No. A-401, 

heretofore issued to respondent E. B. Faus, should be cancelled for the reason 

that said respondent is now authorized as a common carrier to operate from 

point to point within a radius of twenty miles of the city of Monte Vista and 

from said territory to and from all points within the State of Colorado, and 

that such authority as a common carrier will not permit respondent to lawfully 

operate as a private carrier in the transportation of freight in intrastate 

commerce in Colorado. 

We are-further of the opinion that Case No. 1155 should be dismissed. 

ORDE]: 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That in Case No. 1156 private permit No. 

A-401, heretofore issued to respondent E. B. Faus, be, and the same is hereby, 

declared cancelled and revoked. 

-5-



II. ' , .._. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That Case No. 1155 be, and the same is 

hereby, d~smissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 8th ~~ of March, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES .COMMISSION 
OF · ST E OF COLORADO· 

Commissioners. 

-4-
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BUOlB !HI PUBLIC U'l'!LinBB tXMIII&ION 
07. !JIB S!'.m . OJ' COU>ll.&llO 

* * 

Ilr THE MA.'.l'!D OJ' TlB APPLI CATIOli OJ' ) 
R. J.. i'AllOBt J'OB.j.. ~J'ItaD OJ' ) 
~C.(X)~ .up:l_D~·- ) 

IN 'lKI MJ.ftJi:B OJ' fBI .APPLICATION OJ' ) 
.A.mU. •• ~I.Z, YOil _., OIB!f+:r.Ic.&.S ) 
o:r ~c.COHlDIIKa.AQ.~. ) ----- ~ - ---- --. ~ -- ~ -- . . . ~ .. . ' ' 

* 

... ------
- ... _,_ ~--

' .. -

.A.ppearaneaas H. A. 1'qlor, ~oOcl, Colorado, 
R1"0 ae, in ... pplica'tien No~ 8081; 

:a. B. 'CU~ictit, Saq •• :a.cmooa, 
_ Oolo~a~o, a't'tOftiiiP7 t~ · . .&.ua -. 

.... ~ .. 

l".ul1lol$, in .A.pJlieatio:a..lle. •on; ' 

If ~· Com.isaioat 

ll •. A• h'Yia, K•t•• le:a.wr, Colorado, 
a~to~ne;r lo~ De~r • SOU~ Pla't'te 
frau pOI"tat ion lomJflllY; 

••. A • .Ale:DD4er, ••t•• Denwr, Colorat.o, 
a~to;ne;r tar De:a.ver !r...,- CerporatiOil 
u4 Bua !rueportation 04\ID.l)&Q'• 

8'!A'!.K:Ili'! ___ ........ _ ..... __ _ 

H. A. !'..,-lor, toina 'bu.aiD.eas u "l!arl";r'a lab 8er1'ioe" tilei a· 
.... ·- . - ... 

applieatioD. tor a eertitiu.te ot pu.Dl.ie ooave:aieee u.i neeeaai'Q' aalloi'1Zl»> 

tl!le truapor'tation ot puaenaera 1a t.t•a'b Hl'Vilt t1"'m point to peint 1a 

~nood u.d bnwee».J1Dclnoo4, Denver, LittlneD., lharila., Pete~, 

ft. Losa U.d other point& 1a the TieiJd.Q' Of a.cJ.awood •. 

A few dqa iater a similar appUoatiOD. waa tiled b;r Aml.a J. l'uhols. 

. . 
buaineas would be run Ter7 l.ua-4 \;r her huaDu.4, ia the wite ot a · • ....,~ ·· 

-.n •. 

'&e e.pplioat1ou wva bo._ protaate.d b;r the Deliver· ad lolltil ·l'~tte 

~anapcrrtatien ~. a oorperatioa, whioh llaa 'Mea e:a&._t 1a $teJ..iit 

Mhedu.l.ed 'b•• •nice tor ;reea bet'aea Bllal.neod act Lit1il4ton• !Ida n• 

',t.'' 



I 

• 

... 

ba'fteea the' two towns. 

~• evitenoe showed that there. has lleea ao Uhitozmiv 1• tlt.a rate• 

oharpd by ~· applieuts ani other taxi operators, and that the .eampetitioa 

with the South Platte Company has been pretty keen. The Commission is ot 

the opinion, and so finds, that ualess protection is gina to sail 8ou1Jlt. 

Platte eampuy, it lfiU be uu.able, as was ita predannor, the el.eoblo .... 

re.lia'IU.e u4 depea4able. ~over, it is inconceivable that ta:d aeniot 

woulcl be an a4equate su'bsti tut.a therefor. 1'e believe that • '8houl4 to 

ua:•evu is reaaoma'blJ' necessary to insure tlle polio in beiDC able to tOD.• 

tinue au.n service tor ita on. 'beaetit. 

• doubt aerious]Jr whether it proper iuuranea is carrie!, there 

is room tor more the one ta:d operator in hglnool. We ue ot the op1a1on 

that there ia a need tor at least one such operator inEnglewoot • 
.. 

.. ere t'urthe ot the opillion, and so t1nd, that th• ·. peaoa 

authorized to do ta:d service w1'ill headquutera in halewood, ahould net ..,. 

pemittet to transport ~passengers to or tra Littleton ana Dea'Yer wU.e•• 

the chug,e per punnger is 11.00. With :res:pect to the aeni• to at troa 
. . 

th·oaa wo points, lira. ltalalaola heraelt p:ropo•s 811.0h a oharae. .. are el• 

ot the opinioa that u passenge:ra aholll.4 M aarrie4 to or trca int.-Uatt 

points aloDg the route betwaea L1 ttlaton ant Erlglaool, waiU. ere aea:rv ·• t1t&a 

five blooka t:r• the &oath Platte Oalapan;y' 8 r011te. In this eOJmaoticm, 1 t 

may M stated that praets.eall:r all of the. taxi 'busbies• along this r~•t• 

woul4 eitller k in EJlll,noo4 or lae'fteu Baglnoo4 and Litt~ten • 

.&.tter oaret111 eoaa14aration of all. the evide:nee, tl\e Colaisaioa ia 

of the opi:aiGJL, a4 so ti:rula, that the public aonua1a.ea and •naa1'Q" re-

tpi:re tile •tor nhiole ope:ratioa ot the applicant, .Anna K. l'aah.ol.S,. te."" 

ope:ratioa ot a taxi system tor tba traa8,Portation ot passenger• from poin 

to point in Enalewoocl ancl between lllsglnood, BeDn:r, Littlato:n, Shell'iua, 

PetersbUl."g, :rt. Logan and other points in the v1o1:n1-.,- of En&lwoo4, au'bjeet 
. . 

to the oonlitiona hereinafter stated, which in the opinion o~ tba ~·••~ 

the pualie oonwn1enoe and neeeasity :require. 

·~. 



• ·• 

neosasity lo not require the motor veh1cla operat1oma ot tae applicant, 

It is Tery littioult ia aome eases 1n whioh n tilld tllat OJil;f 

I ou oer·Uticate shoul4 be g:nntetl to let~i• to whieh appl18ut 'Oe 
• 

tertif:toate ahoul4 'be 1all1le4. .. ea. oJ3.17 ·a~q hen 'tha" atte auehl 

aons1de::rat1oa ot the eTi«ence, olNMarfttioa ot tla.e wi t••••••• e"te., n _.. 

ot the op1a1oa tha-t ~e pllbl.ia woul.cl 'be 'bette aerwd ll(r lira. :Kiulhels tJau . . 

liT llr. 'taylor. 

• have aiwa aezo1oua ao:u14era·t1oJ1 to 'the •ttv of retl11rilae 
- > > • • '" ~ 

th• uu ot ·•tara, as waa •a.twith ao118iiera-.l.e r.-.. b,r '\he attODtJ' 

tor De•ur b...,- Cel'Jorat1oa. We haw eouluded DO' "to make n.u ~

••' •' 'his tila, althoup we Dl8Y' eoneldde tO 4o Ito 1a the h.tua. 

!!!!! 
I'f IS THEBEll'ORI OR1SlBD, !hat the applieat1oa of H. .t.. ~lor tor 

a nn1t1ea•• of publ.io ooue•1ence and •nasity be, u4 the asae ia :tJ.aellf, 

denied, and tha' the said 'fa,ylor oeue and desist tr• opvatiDg. 

• • • 4 • • 

nflUire 'tlla .m.e1Dr wlliole operation ot the appliou.t, .Aaaa •• X.U.ela, tor 
" " 

the operation ot a Ux1 tq st• tor the transponaticm ot pasaeme;era :rr. 

point 'o po1:at ia Buc~nool. and 'betwea bgl.noel, Dea'Hr, Lit,lnoa, 
. -

llt.eridaat h-.erab'llrCt ft. Log.- and oth&r' JOillU 111 the TiOiaity ot ~· 
-

noel, n.bjeo-. -.o tll.e ooadi "tiona ll.e:Miut''Mr sta,e4, ed this «~&r ahall -.. 

"tma, cleaed atl held to 'be a oertU'icate ot pulllie aoaTeaie:ue ul ,...aa1Q' . 
tha:ntor. 

~ IS JmlTHliR • tor ~· trauportatioa ot -. :puae--;ra 

..,. • .,.JID8la,ioo.i aDi. a ::;:,...r, the eppli•.,.t &aU ....... a-
ot 11.00 :per J&aaeager • 

. I'f IS l!'Ulf.t.BIR OmauCD, fhat the applieut. Anna:&. Xahols, &all 

d.._ 110t w ... ,.pGn · IIJQ' , ..... ;. t.; ..V poiata 801ltll at tile poiat o~ t1ta -~ 
~t"" t&l'ai:a.u et ~anr all4 Scnlth ~lat'tie Transportation Ccmpa~:• line, w~oh. art: · 

withb. fiw ltloeka ot the route over whioll said ••»U7 operates, •z•:pt to 



• 

• 

or trom points in Littleton as atlreaa14. 

IT IS JiJl'ftBER ORDERJ:D, 'l'.ha.t jll!'iaditttiea ot this a})pltMtionb4t, u4 
- . .. . ., ~ , 

the same is berelQ', retained to the end tha• tba Comraissioa m.q make aoh 

oha:ogas ia -.. eondi Uo:as ltere1a speeit1e4 v nYokina or -.a41Jl8 soae or 

allot th• acl 'b;r ad41Dg ~ nw ud aclditioaal ones u ex.parienoe u4 

I1f IS IUR'l'HA ORDmD, Tha• the appl1eat shall t'!la tar1tt ot 
. . -

rates, rules ancl reglllatio:u and time aad diatenea aehedul.-.., u ~quu.4 

b7 tQ lhllas and R•ca~aUou or' this CCIDIIliast• IO~BC ao"o:w, 'f8h1ele 

•vr1cs, within a periol aot to exceed twenty tiQ'a tram tba tate henet. 

rt IS J!ORrHEB. ORJBRED, That the applicu1i shall operat~ nU. •tor 
. . 

fthiela oarrier syst. according to the schedule tiled with this cra.aaio:a 

ex•pt lfllen prevented trom ao doing by' the Act ot Got, the pa.Uia eMJi7 or 

UD.uauel or extrem.e wather colldi tiona; aDd this orclar is made eubjan to 

capliance by" the applicant with the Rules an.d llegula,.io:as aow in torce or 

to be hereafter adopted by the: camnission •1 th reapect to m.otor whiclAI 

earriers and also subject to any future legislative action that may '- taken 

with respect thereto. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this lOth .day ot March, .1:933. 

-4.-
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{Decision No. 49e7} 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STA'I'E OF COLORADO 

TEE TOVlN OF ORDWAY, a 
Municipal Corporation, 

Complainant, 

vs. 

THE PURE SPRINGS WATER SUPPLY 
COMPANY, a Corporation, 

Defendant. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

* * * 

March 10, 1933. 

CASE NO. 1082 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

A motion was made by the Town of Crowley, intervener in the abo.ve 

entitled case, tor an order requiring the defendant to produce a great d~al 

of documentary matter at the office of the Commission thirty days prior·-t;o the 
. ') 

hearing of the case in order that the intervener and the complainant might · 

inspect the same. The matter was set down for hearing, at which time we e:lq)lained 

tully to the attorney tor the intervener and complainant in what manner the 

information desired ce~d be obtained. 

As we stated at the hearing, we are of the opinion, and so find, 

that we do not have the power under the statute to grant this motion. Un-

doubtedly the defendant cah be required by subpoena to produce at the hearing 

all necessary documents and records. The Commission may, if it is necessary, 

grant the complainant and intervener further time to prepare the.ir case a:t:ter 

the session at which pl"o~~ction is made. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the said motion Qe, and the same 

-1-
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. At 

is hereby, denied. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this lOth day o:t' Mareh,1 1933 • 

'-' . .. 
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J'orm No. 6. 

(Decision No. 4958 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 
) R. M. SL&PP.!R. 

March u, 1933. 

STATEMENT ___ _. __ .... __ 

By the Commissiont 

CASE NO •. _._..lJAO.._ •. 

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. 1610) 

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 Rulen and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R D E.R .............. 
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 ord·ers 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, 830 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .... B.JDfL_ .. o'olock 
.-L .. .M. , o n.·-·-···March. .. U •... lii~L ...... _._. _____ ·-·-·-·-····-·-·-··, at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Commissioners. 



BEFORE TEE PUBLIC uriLI'riES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERA'riONS OF ) 
C. H. KELLEY AND JAMES STUART. ) -- - - - - - - - - - - - -

* * * 
CASE NO. 1049 

March 13, 1933. 

{Decision No. 4959) 

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

By the Commission: 

An order was made requiring above named respondents to show cause 

why their private permit'No. 175-A should not be revoked for failure to file 

monthly reports for the months of April, May, June, July and August, 1932, 

pay highway compensation taxes for the months of June, July, August, September, 

October, November, .1931, and January, 1932, in the sum of $66.03, a~l penal ties, 

and for failure to file the necessarj insurance policy or surety bond as 

required by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was had at which respondents did not appear, although 

they were given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. 'l'he 

evidence disclosed that the delinquent reports had not been filed, taxes 

due in the sum of $66.03 had not been paid and no insurance policy or surety 

bond has been .filed by respondents. 

The Commission is of the opinion,and so finds, that the said. private 

permit No. 175-A heretofore issued to respondents should be revoked and cancelled. 

0 R DE R -----
IT IS THEP~FORE ORDERED, That private permit No. 175-A, heretofore 

issued to c. H. Kelley and James Stuart, be, and 

and cancelled. 

Dated at J.)enver, C~lorado, 
this 13th day of March, 1933. 

\ 
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(Decision No. 4960) 

At a General Session ot The Public 
Utilities Cammission of The State· 
ot Colorado, held at its office at 
Denver, Colorado, March 10, 1931. 

INVESriG.A.TlON .AliD SUSFENSION DOCK:Rr NO. 195. 

IT APPE.ARING, That on Novembe.r 18, 1931, The Colorado ana. Southern 

Railey Company, in caa.plianc"& with General Order No. 15, filed a _notice of 

its intention to abandon certain trackage formerly serving the Majestic Mine 

at Forbes J"unction in Las Animas Counv, Colorado, and on the protest and 

request o:t Mr. w. E. Riggs, it was agreed that 1,110 teet of the main spur .. 

track, and 270 teet or the side spur track, known as No. 2 track, ot' the 

tre.cka concerned in this notice should be lett tor Mr. Rigga'use until 

August 1, 1932, ao that he oould have sufficient tila to da.oD.Btrate hie 

Mads for the tracks, the Oom:D.ission to retain jurisdiction tor ucy' ~rlher 

action that might be required. 

On J'anusry 18, 1933, the OODIDisston was advised by the raU

com.pany tha1l Mr. Riggs had practieall.y made no use of the tracks durlq the. 
' '•· 

test period and e.a the tima tor such teat period had ex1len4ed muoh be701ld · 

the time agreed upon, requeat was made :tor a hearing in the matter it. Mr. 

Rigs did not consent to removal of tracks. 

IT APP.URING P'Ul'frBER, That on J'anuary 30, · 1933, said lf. E. Riga 

tiled a lettar with the Oammisaion protesting the removal of said spar tracks, 

alleging that he had made saae use of the tracks and now bad his mine ia ~,Shape 

tor a reaa:>nable amount o:t coal production and would require these trao1ta tO-r 

the proper operation or his mine. 

IT ..APPEARING !'Uflr:f!.ER, That the Comm.iasion, tina the propoeecl 

removal ot said spur tracks might injurioual.y atteet the rights and inttres"a 

ot the said w. E. Riggs, 
. . ~ .• ,. J· ·~·" ·, .~-~ 

IT IS ~ OBD1CBED, 'fhat the ~tractive .4ate o:t 1he remo.Yil. and 
,, ._~ 

abandonment ot said &Pur tracks be extended one humtred 't;lrent.r de.y11i" ~ Karch 

10, 1933, or until ;Tul.y a, 1933, unless otherwise ordered by the Cammissio~. 

-1-



• 
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IT IS liUB'r.BER OBDERED, That the proposed removal and abandonment 
• 

of said spur tracks now used by w. E. Riggs at what was fol"m!!rl.y' the Majestic 

Mine be made a sUbject of investigation and determination by the COmmission 

within the said period of time or such :f.'urther time as the same might be 

au.apended. 

IT IS WRI'Hl!B ORDERED, That the matter of said protest by w. E •. 

Riggs be, and the same is, hareby set down for hearing before the Commission 

at the Hearing Room o~ the Ccunission, Room 330, State Office Building, Den'Yer, 

Colorado, at 10:00 o"clock A. M., March 27, 1933, at which time and pJ.ace such 

evidence as is proper may. be offered.· 

IT IS FORTEER ORDEmm, That a copy of this order be filet with the 

aforesaid notice of ths proposed removal and abando~nt of the tracka at the 
l '; ~ ' ' • 

Majestic Mine and copies hereof be forthwith served ~ said The Colorado end 

Southern Railway Company, the applicant, and Mr. w. E. Riggs, Route 2, Box 51, 

Trinidad, Colorado, the protestant. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this lOth day of March, 1933. 

-2. 
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(Decision No. 4961) J 
•' Jl' 

. ' 
,, 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO ~-· 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
EASTERN COLORADO TRANSPORTATION ) 
COMPANY. ) 

* * * 

March 16, 1955 

CASE NO. 756 

Appearances: A. P. Anderson, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
attorne7 for respondent; 

Colin A. Smith, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
Assistant Attorne.y General. 

Ey the Commissiqn: 

An order was made requiring the respondent to show cause w~ its 

certificate of public convenience and necessity heretofore issued to it b7 

the Commission should not be revoked for failure to make reports and pay 

highway compensation taxes. A hearing was had at which it appeared that the 

respondent was in default in both respects. The matter was continued for 

further hearing, at which the respondent did not appear. Moreover, the 

respondent has ceased doing business since the case was instituted • 
. · .. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity heretofore issued to Eastern Colorado Transportetion Compaqy in 

Application No. 1278-AA be, and the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th day of March, 1935. 

Commissioners. 



(Decision No. 4962) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
W. V. McKAUGHAN. ) 

March 16, 1955 

BY the Commis~ion: 

CASE NO. 954 

Since the above entitled case was instituted the respondent, w. V. 

McKaughan, has ceased operating under his motor vehicle private permit No. 

504-A. The Commission is of the opinion, therefore, that the said permit should 

be revoked and cancelled. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That motor vehicle private permit No. 504-A, 

heretofore issued to W. v. McKaughan, be, and the same is hereby, revoked and 

cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th day of March, 1955. 

Commissioners. 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~iiSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
C. B. RADER. ) 

* * * 
PRIVATE PERMIT NO. 162-A 

March 16, 1935 

Sy the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of a letter from c. B. Rader, to whom 

it issued a motor vehicle private permit, No. 162-A, in which he asks that his 

permit be suspended "for the time being", promising to advise the Commission as 

soon as he resumes operations. The Insurance of the said Rader has been cancelled. 

We are of the opinion, and so find, that the said motor vehicle private 

permit heretofore issued to said Rader should be suspended until such time as the 

insurance required by the rules and regulations of the Commission has been filed 

and the Commission given written notice of his intention to resume operations,' 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That motor vehicle private permit No. 162-A, 

heretofore issued to C. B. Rader, be, and the same is ,hereby, suspended until 

such time as the insurance required by the rules and regulations of this Commis-

sion has been filed and the Commission given written notice of his intention to 

resume operations. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th d~ of March, 1935. 



I , -· l 

BDOBE THE PUBLIC 'U'fiLI'!IES Cl()!.AMISSION 
OF '!HE ST.A.'S OF OOWB.&DO 

* * * 

Rl !mTJ!f OOAL 0<14PANY. ) 
- - - ~ ~ ~ - ---~ - - ~ } c.&SI W. l.O?O 

- ...... -.... 
March. 1'. 1931 -------

Br tRe Commission: 

~a CoBDission made an order herein Usmiaaing the case. tid-

ing that llotrat Coal C0111.p&D7 is not a pulll1c utUitr. •e aow lle.w tor· 
" .. ' ' 

consider.atio:a a petition tar reheuiq tiled by Colorado UtUitiea Gar)oJ'a-

tion, intervener. 

ft.e t1rn aewn aroun4a alleged in au.p:port ot the aotion are 

pneral in their nature. '.rhe last two are in real1t7 ugaeata apinlt 

the. tiding which we made. 

It is dou'bttul whether aQ"thiD& ot &1Q' :importance can '- aclclecl 

to what n he:na el.rea~ stated. Howe-ver, we aight adt a to more oltatrYa-

tiona. 

'l'e are inaliud to agree that one ot the purpose a, althoup a · 

auboriinate or iaoidental one, tor 'llhioll the raapouent is mow operatt*C ' 

is the aupplyiq ot eurST at wholesale to the to1rn ot Oak Czoeek. Jlowe"fU', 

in our opi:aion the auppl:yi:ag ot thia eJ181'gy at who~ salA to the ton,. 

which doe a ita an cl1atr1bu'UDg, does not briq the reape:a4e:at w1 tll1n the 

tarma ot tlul natuw •operati.Dg tor ta purpose ot s~pJ.¥ill8 •• ~._ • 

• • • • • '.rhe aituatio:a mS.ght quite poaaibl:y be 41threllt it o11r atatute 
-

-:i. 

oontained the 1~, as Cloea the Okl.elloma natu'tll, ••tireotl.y or i:atiJ'enk 
-

tor pub~io- uae• and "or uy su.ppl\f any oCIIDIOditr to }!! t!J!i&hect to tlla 

- -
pu.'blie. • (Undersoorin& ours. ) 

J:laphaaia is laid again on the :tact that the public 40JBain ani. ... 

highways have been oroaae4 by the respondent. • assume that the inter .. 

't'Einer takes the position that the com.pa:ar would haw :no right "tio «roaa 

-1-



~~~--~- --

. . 

either '\Ulleaa it ia operating as a pu'blie utilltr• 'lhetlar ·11he iate:rftller 

ia oonee-t or no11 w thi:ak 1aa~1al. !he JHre taet of the ldltbg ot the 
I 

voaab.ga UJlde:r the cdrCNII811ueea d.eaori'Md ill tu en4enoe ia eOJLaiaeat 

with. the uaap111on by the rupoD.d.ent that tha oroaaigga ooul.4 'M aa4e 

other 'than 'by' a pu&lio 11tUi'Q' ea:reiaiq the power ot amineat 4amaia. 

Some Mation is :made ot tba taot tha11 tae :reapoB4ent &llpJliet. • 

tn inti'fituala ancl oorpo:ra11iona tor oonaitera111ou •otller than .._"Mr.r.• 
~ . 

'!he suppl.71:ag ot eleo.tr,io •eru patia to -.e aplOJ&ea u.4 to • ~roal PDI. 

oeftpJ'iJll 1;a.Jiorar13.1' 801le aoue a oaed 1ly tbe reapo:aten11 el llloh o\ll.e 

tur:a18h1q ot ene:rg 1.8 was llllo1ra has not, i:a OlD.' op1n1oa, tU alis&tan 

tu.denq to show taa'l :reapo:aua• was o1Jfant1Dg u a Jll'blie utili_.. Ill 

t.ot au.oh ooD.ducn '\ada •• prove that i'l waa aot •• aotiD&• 

we api:a poi:a" out that 1 t ia aot .._ pl"''t'illM e:t tllia c...&:•1oa 

to aq whea a bua111eas is atteotel wUh a publit 1Bteren. It 1a •• &ntJ 

to cletermine whether or no11 iD a par'\ieuler -.se tke 'bus1Maa ia '\hat whioh 

the Legislature haa said ia attaoted with a pUbl1o 1atereat. 

Our attentioll ia oalled to the aUepd teet that tlle reqOD4eB11 

oonatructd a tranad.saion liDA trCD ita plant to the \orle:r ot ita pro:pert7,. 

where the energy is said to be deli 'fared to the 'ten. In ov original 
. . 

ieeiaion 'R suggested at the outset the.11 nan thoqb. t:U. reapoD.de:a'l J.• a 

public utili'Q', • are not a-are tllat it had do:ae aQ'tJ&lfc authority tor tae 

doing Of Whick should be COtta. t'Nm this COiaf.seiOD.e Renee the 1Jlt~Del!' 

has oalled our attention 11o the cout:ruotion ot thia ~lllliaa1oa line. It 

we ahoul4 tinll tha11 HQn.dant is a publi• ut 111-• .111 lliBh" be that til• 

:m.anm a. milWaia non ovat lu wol114 apply. 
) - ............ ~ 

'!he Co:m.m.iaaioa baa car•tull¥ oonaiderd the peti\io:D. tor ~-1• 
and is ot the opinion, ud ao tiada, that the same allould - 4n1.a •. · 

ORDER -----



' . 

ia here'b,y, denied. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 1'1th,clay ot .March, 1933. 

0 l:JiriL!TDS OOwtSSIO 
SUD OJ' OOID:aa:DQ . 



j 

(Deoiaion No. <6165) 

BEJroRE TBE PUBLIC UTILITIES OOJm:SSIOlf 
· 01!' mE BrAS OJ' COI.DlUDO 

* * * 

U MOTOR 'VEBIOI& OP:IR.&.TIONS OJ' ) 
:r • II • .&LIB. .) C&SB NO • '760 - -- ~ - ~ - --- - - - - -

-------
:March 1&, l95S. ------ ... 

B,y the CoDIDiaaion: 

On lleoember 14, 19Sl., the Commission ent•re4 i 't8 orcler rettuiriag 

the abne D~~med rea:poulent to sha.r oauee w!q private motor whiole pel'lll1t 

No. 179-B, heretofore issued to :r. 11. .Alire, of Geroia, Colorado, shoul.d 

not be cancelled for his :t'all't.t'N to tile the ~nsurance retutred b7 OU!' 

rules and regulations. 

Since the issuance of aaid order, said private permit has: t~Zpired 

by limitation, and the Oonmisaion is of the opinion, and so finds, that 

the instant ease Should be dismissed. 

ORD:IR _ .... ..,.._ .... 

IT IS TIIEBEl!'ORJ: ORDERED, That this case be, and the same is 

hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Den-nr, Colorado, 
this 16th daY or Karch, 1933. 

• 

~ 
v~ 



{Decision }Jo. 4966) . 

BEJroRE .mE PUB1'.IC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

D MOTOR 'VEHICLE OPEIUTIONS OF ) 
lW1L ANTHONY • ) OABE NO. 813 

-- - - . 

By the Commission: 

On December 16, 1931, the .Conmiasion entered its ora. in ~• · 

above anti tled ease, requiring the respondent to sh01r cause why private 

motor "Mhiele permit No. 42...&., heretofore issued to said Earl Anthony, 

should not be suspended or revoked tor his failure to tile the neoeaaar;r 

insurance required by OUt" rules and regulations. 

Since the issuance ot said order. it appears that said permit 

No~ 42""", was revoked in Case No. 1040, and the Camnission is, theretoMt . 

ot the opinion, and so finds, that the .instant case should be diamisaet,. .·· 

ORDBR -----

hereb,y, dismissed. 

• 

!!1:18 OOJIMJSIXOB. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16». clay ot Mareh, 1933. 

OFQO~. 



.· I' 
~ . 

(Deciaion lfo. 496?) · 

BDORE THE PUBL!O UfiLITIIS OOMIIISSION 
OJ' THE ST.&U OF OOU)RJDO 

* * * 
BE MOTOR VIHICLR OPl!BJTIONS OF ) 
BARNET'r FOIL & OIL OOJIP.A.NY • ) . <;All NO • 815 
~ - ~ -- -- -- ~ -- - - ~ - -__ .. ___ _ 

-- - - - -. 

By tla ColDDlisaion: 

On Denmber 16, 1931, .the CeliiD1¥ion ent;artt4 ita f#4_. M"'~r~l\8 

the aboTe named respondent to show oauae wh7 printe motor nhiole permii 

No. 34-B, ~to~e issued to tha said Bernett 1Ue1 & Oil Company, should 

not be suspended or reTOked tar 1 ta failure to tile the necesaa:ey ii18V8D.ce 

nt\lire4 'by our nle'a aDd. replatlons. 

Sinoe the issuance ot aaid order, it appflars that aai4 pr1Ta•• ·· 

permit No. 14-B, haa expired by limitation. I'\ further appears thn aaict 

pelmli t was not required tor th8 motor Tehiole operations ot said BvJa&tt 

J"uel & Oil~ and that said reapond.ent has been reillburaect tor. the 

oost ot same. 

Atter earetul oons1derat1on ot the ncard, the CODD1saioa is o't 

the •pinioD, ad so ti:ada, that the instant oa• should be di•taaet. 

!!!.!!!. 
l"l IS ua:ao• OB'SR'IJ), '!1\at th$.a oaae be, ad tile •- ia 

herelf.y • 41am1aaect. 

Dated at DenTer, Colorado, 
this 16th d.q ot Maroh, 1933. 

tl'fil.tTIIS OO.XISIOlf 
011'/ll'l'lll: ~ OJ' OOlDB.UO 

.~._,-. 
~· 



j 
.. 

(Deoiaion No. 4118) 

BD'OB.lC TBE PUBLIC UTILI'J!I!$ om.ISSION 
OJ" THB S!.AD O)f OOI..ORADO 

* * * 

BE MOTOR VJI:HIC:r& OPXIUTIOBS OJ.P ) 
.&LBI mcmmRS. ) Ci@ NO. 817 
- ~ - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - . -

- - .... 
March 16, 1933. 

!!!!!!!.!! 
. Bl the Courmiaaion: 

On December 16, ltSJ., .the Commission. atere4 ita oru:r riqu!J'i.Dc 

the abon named respondent to ahow cauae wh7 pri.,ate aotOr whicla paait 

No. 11-B, heretofore issued to the said Jl'bi Brothers, should not be ...,. 

paneled or ravokad tar their taUure to fi~e the Beoeasary i:uuranoe l'e• 

$iaoe the iseuanoe ot said order, it appears that sail printe 

permit Xo. ll•B, llaa u:pi:red v limi tatioB, and the 00Ja1s81on is ot the 

opinion, ancll. ao tind.a, that the tnatant ease aaould be diamia_..a. 

Dated at Denver, Colorato, 
this 16th day ot March, 1933. 

ORD:IR -------

IJ!HI PUBLIC UTILI'J!IES OOMII:rBSION 
. 0 ~ OJ.P OOJClU.l)O 



''lfl'ol-. •···· 

{Decision No. 4969) 

BEFORE THE Pt1BLIC UTILrriES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

:RE COLORJ.OO INTERSTATE GAS 
COMBINY, .1: CORPORJ.TION. 

--------------~--

ltr the Commi ssi<m; 

) 
) 

*** 
CASE NO. 9!0 

March 18, 1955 
--·-·----

The CoEission made its order herein on February "28. The 

effective date of said order was thirty days from the date thereof. 

The various parties have agreed that the etfeetive date may be post

poned ,until May; 1. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, On the written motion of the attorneys 
. . 

for the re;pondent :and in .accordance with the agreement of all pa.rtfes . 

concerned that the effective date of the order made on Februart .28 be, 

.and the same is hereby, extended to and made May 1, 1955~ 

IT IS FURJ.'HER ORDERED, That the parties hereto may have the 

same rights with respect to petitions for rehearing that they would have 

had if the effective date had originally been made May 1 instead of thirt7 

days :after the date of said order. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 18th day of March, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSIOI 
OE S E OF COLORlDO 



J: .............. 

(J)ee1a1ea ••· '"0) 

B'IJ&lll TBI JULIO trfiLITIIS OOliUSSIOI" 
OJ' THE STATI OF Oo.LOBADO 

* • * 

D Jl)f& UBIOL"I OPIBATIOU QJ } 
~ J'DIG.Ift' LIDS, DJC. ) 

O.ASI BO. l!ll 
4 

- -. -- ~ - - -. " - - ~ 

IZ tlle C!fti••&:oa: 

--- .. -- .. . 
Jir. :1. s, lo~on, InTel', Oolore4o, · 

tGr the Pu~lie Ut111t1ea ~aaioa. 

!!.!!!!!!.!! 

Oa CJote)fJJ~ ', lt&a, the Coaiaaioa enteral u erter requll's.ila 

the abne UJU4 reapeadeat w am cauae w)lJ t!le oertitlea•e ot JN\lie ooa

Teai~oe aa4 neoeaait,, heretofore 1asue4 to it ia ~1eat1oa Be. 1888, 

should ilot 1te aupeadol or reToted tor 1 ta taUure to tile aoatlalr .,..,.. •• 

tor the aontha ot Jluo!l -.o J.uaut, l9SI, both 1aelua1Te, paf hishwaJ •• 

peuatioa •ax•• :to:r tu •nth ot :rebraarJ, 1912, ia the UIOut ot ltl.a, ut tor 

failure w tile aa tuvuee J01107 or n.retJ boat aa. requ1re4 ~7 law u4 •• · 

rules aal recqlatiOB8 of tlle Oom.1aa1en. 

J. hearimg was hacl at which resJOndent did :aot appear. the 

eTidenoe cliaeloael tbat respondeat llacl not til«! the teliD.queat ao•t~ 

l'eporta in tueatioa or pail t1ut hishRJ coapeaaatioa tu tor the M.atJa ot· 

J'ebruar,-, 1931, aacl that i.asuraaoe had aot 'bee:a t1le4. 

Attar oaretul oouideratio:a .ot the reeer4 the Co•1aa1o• 1a of 

tu opinio:a, u4 ao tiaa, tat tu o•r·Utieate et public coB.Teaie:aee u.l 

aeeeaaitt, lleretotore 1ane4 to Iatera'ia"- be1gllt I.iaea, I:ao., ia .Applh&• 
.. . 

tion llo. 1.828, ahollli lie eanoeUet aa4 reTOke4 ter the a\OTe naul leli~ 

queuiea. 

O.B D E B 
~, .... -- ... 

l! IS '.l'BIBilORI ~,, .!hal tlle eez•\itieate ot pv.'blit 

eoaTeaiell.ce au aepesa1t7 t heretofore: ~ea'\lel. \f. Iawratate be1p\ Ll .. a., 
. \ 

1. 



Iao., ia Application ifo. 1818, ie, and ihe same ia herebJt cucell.el and 

reTolre4. 

..,.. .. D.J .. ~D UTILITDS CO*ISSION 
SV,rE OJ!' GOI.GBA.:DO 

Date4 at »enve:r, Colorado, 
· . thia lOth .. clay ot Mareh, 195$. 



j 

BD'OU lfRI PUBLIC lrl'ILITDS CEIIIISSIGI' 
OF T!D!! s-lAB OY COLO:RADO 

* * * 
d !IO'l'OB VEHIOLI GPDATIOE OJ' ) 
1. B. KoXD, c. o. SNYDD .uD ) 
~ :1. B4BSI&, 00-P.Ut'J'EIS, ) OASI IJO. 962 
JOIIJG BUSDIISS .AS .uB LINB 'lllUOX ) 
SIRVIOE. ) -- ~ - ~ --. - ~ ~ ------

-.. - -- ... .. .. 
Jlarea ao, 1911. --. ---- --

ST.A.'fEME:I'f _____ ..,......_ ___ _ 
!z the Cemmiaaioa: 

.~-l 

()f;bdd 

ila •rter na •4• reoiriq tke rea,.ueata to show •••:..., 

taeir eertitieate ot pablie eoannieace aatl aeoeeaitJ, heretofore 1ae .. 4 

to ·tha in J.:pplioat ioa :Jo. 1111-.A.U, should BOt 'be re1'oketl tor tall'Ve· to 

ake •atlal.J reporta tor Jluoh, .A.:prll, *7 utl 1lae, 1932, aat to PT llip• 

war ooa:peuatioa tu tor the Bntll ot 1ullary, 1938, amountiq witlt. :peul'IJ' 

at the tt.e ot tae order to t&t.3l. 

taxes aad report• were 1'erit1ed uader oath. Ia deter••• .. kina aa order 

with a 1'1ew to 418Jiiasiq the eaae it the respon4ea'ta ahoul4 eoJQlJ wttll· 

tu law i:a the tutve, partieularly aa to 'the ••'tlal.T reports. o.r l'eoo~ 
uw allow that the aonthlJ' report• ter the Mntu ot llo1'ea'ber at leeea•r, 

1918, u.4 lutt&rJ and ~'ruarr, lt31, ha1'o no11 beea tilet ant tat tlle 

aaout ot tax now Clue 11lle State a.4 teliaquent ia tlH.ft. 

We appr .. ia'M the tittio\lltr ot the 'U.-a ud are ateaptiq . 
to ahow enry proper ooasicl~aUon. to those OYer wlloa-. hne jviatietioa. 

Bowe•ert there ia u.o exoue wllateyer that we can see tor the opera'lora 

aet •king thai'!' ao:ath17 repone a.s 1a req~recl b7 law~ . !hq •r 'be 
.'". ' 

uaile in oertain oaaea to make J&JIIell't p.ooaptly ot the tu due the State,· 

but there is :u 1nab11111y 'M Mke. :reporta oa repor1 bl&Dka whioa the 

Ooam1aa1oD ~aiahea cratia. 

We are ot the opinion, ani ao tint, that beoauae ot the failure 

·~~ 
' ,.., 

·. . " ~ 

~,, 



ot 'the respoade:a._e to make their repone tor the aontu ot Marth, .tpr11, 

Jay aDd lane, 1938, their eertitioate ot paolie oonYeDienoe a:a4 aeoess1t;r 

should be ~eYoked. 

ORDJ:R 
----~-

1'1' IS !BERElOim OBDIUD, !hat the oerUt1oa"e ot pub11o eo:aYeD• 

1eaoe and aeoeea1tr, heretofore issued in Applieatioa Bo, llfi•A.tl te 1. B. 

~e, c. c. 8Ja7der and J'ltau E. Baaaig, ao-pannera, doi:ne 'buaineaa •• Air 

Line !ruok SerYite, 'be, aad the aaae is hereDy, reyoked. 

iated at le:aTer, Oolorado• 
this 80th day ot Marth, lt31. 

!IDE PUBLIC UTILI'riEB OIIMlSSI• 
OJ' ~'S OF COI.O!WJG 
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·' (Decision Ro. 4973) 

BD'tm& 'mE PUBLIC UTILITIES OO:MMISBION 
OF THE STA'l'.l OF OOLOlUDO 

* * * 

Rll MOTOR VEHiaLI OPlmA.TIONS OF ) 
'rHOS. F. MULVANY. ) UBI NO .. 1141 . - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - -

March 22, 1933. -,- - - -- -
Appearances: Mr• E. s. J"ohnson, Denwr, Colorado, 

tor the Public Utilities Commission. 

!!!!!!!!.!! 
By the ~ission: 

An order was entered 011 March a, 1933, requiring tlW abo,. J18111At4 

responde11t to ahow cause why the eartit1cate of public oonwnio.oe and aeoea ... 

sity, hereto:tore issued to him in .Application No. 1615, alloul.cl not be ns-

pemded or revoked tor his failure to tile highway ccmpenaation tax repor"a 

:tor the montha o:t October, November and Deoember, lt38, an.d J"&DU&r7, 1933. 

A hearing was had at which respondent did not appear. ~ e•iden• 

disclosed that subsequent to the issuance o:t said order, respondent had tiled 

all delinqwm't repor'ta. 

At'tier careful consideration. o:t the record., the Commission is o:t the 

opinion, end so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed with a 

warning to reapondent to be more prompt in the :tuture in the 1'1liq o:t hia 

reports. 

!!£!! 
IT IS '.mERU'OBE O:BDERED, 'J!hat this case be, and the aaa ia hert~lQ', 

cliaaissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day o~March, 1933. 



• 

e 
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{Decision No. 4974) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
W. O. RAWLINGS. 

) 
) PERMIT NO. 598-A 

March 22, 1955 

,ay the Comm1 ssion: 

The records of the Commission show that the above named 

respondent bas failed to rue any reports since July' 1932. On 

December 9, 1952, the Commission received a communication from said 

respondent stating in effect that he bad no reports to make, as he 

bad not been engaged in 8l17 commercial hauling, but that he desired 

to resume operations wheD.ever any work was available. 

Under the circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that private permit No. 598-A, heretofore issued to said 

W. 0. Rawlings, should be suspended for a period of one year from July 

1, 1952; provided, however, that said respondent may reinstate said 

permit during said period of suspension by .full compliance with all 

the laws, rules and regulations concerning the filing of reports, ~-

ment of high~ compensation taxes, and the filing of the necessar,r 

insurance policy or surety bond, and also by filing with the Commission 

an affidavit to the effect that he has not performed any transportation 

service for hire during said period of suspension. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That motor vehicle private permit Jo. 

598-A, heretofore issued to w. o. Rawlings, be, and the same is hereb,r, 

suspended for a period of one year from July 1, 1952, subject to the 

-1-



.. 

conditions hereinbefore stated. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22nd dq of March, 1955. 

-2-

.. 

TBE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSIOI 
OF ST E OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 



j ·.· ·····' . - . 

D _,TOR 'QHICJZ OPIRU!'IOE OY 
:tats 0. CBAI&. - ~ - ~ - - ~ -~ -. . -- --

!r the c,-tseioa: 

0 13TILIT~ OOIIUSSIOlf 
STA'l'E OF COLORADO 

* • • 

OAQ 1'0, 831. 

- ... --·----
Marth aa, 1931. 

~ATJKBN! 
----~---

.r . > ••• ., 

(Deeiaioa ... .f.lfl) 

Ia Deoeaber 11, 1931, the co .. isaion entere4 its order requ1rtas· 

:reapeadent to aJww eauae wlQ' :pri ate perait No. se-A, het-etotore hsu4 tf 

ht., ahoul4 not be aus,endet or votei tor hie tailure to paf highwaf ~ 

:Jeua·Uo• taxes tor the ao:atu o llal.J an4 .A.ugut, 1911, ._U.tiJII at 

lla14 tiae to tJae na ot +fl.89. 

8inoe the aeal"iJ1C 1n a.velopa taat $here is st1U a 

Hlaue·oclue ot ~11.41 •JO• the ut ot 'taxes ellon in aai4 or1a1nal ·,laf»w 

eause order; $)1at the total tu • at th1~ time 18 ..... ,, aad tba• •ntlal,. 

reports tor the aonths ot lfovemb r a:nd Dece~ber, 1932, and Ju.uar7, 1131, 

llaTe not 'beea tiled. 

fe deterred makln& u 

~/ 

the 88JI8 it reapoaclent aheuld o plJ' wi tll the law 111 the tu.twe, part1o\llarl)? •• · 

to montlllf reports. 

We appreciate the 41tt oulty ot the tiaes and an attemptina to 

show ever,. proper oonsid.eration o tllose over whom we hoe jurisdiction. 

However, there is ao exc\lH wha ver that we caB see tor tile operates aot 

.akinl their aonthl.J J"e:ports as a required b7 law. !hey may be uable ia 

oertain oases to aaa J81;aeA'\ pr ptlJ ot the ~ax 4ue the S'ate, &ut there 

is BO 1Dab111tf to mate reports n repor' blanks whioh the Commission 

turnis~ea gratia. 

However, 1-. te.Ussio is iD. reeeipt ot a letter tr• res_pon4eat 

elated Oetober 29, 1138, whereia e states tltat Jt.O reports tor A:uguat, S.Jtealler 

1. 



' .. .. ' . 

or Oetober, 1938, are neoeasar,r as he has only been engagel in baulinl hia 

on property, and that this s.m8 eondition baa ex1ete4 tar 

the montha of JJeT•ber and Jeoe laer, 1931, ud January, 1931. 

After oaretul oonside ation ot the reeerd the Comaissio:a ia ot tae 

opinion, and so tiBia, t~t Jri ate permit No. 26•A, heretofore iasuet to 

Lewis c. Craig, ahould be S118pe e4, etteeti'Ye Aucut 1, 1932, tor a period 

ot one year; prO't'ided, howernr, that aai4 reapontent •r reiaatate aiel pe~U 
" 

4urina aata auapenato:a period b eoaplying wUh all laws, rues aM. regal.s:Uo:aa. 

iD. regarcl to the tiliag ot Mllt J re~rta, pa,ment ot lllighwaJ ooapeuat ion 

taxea, aact the t111D8 ot the ae esaary insurance pe11ciea CJr ave-.,. beat, 

ana auo b7 t11i~~g w1 -.& the Oo isaioll an aft14a'1'U to the ettee" -.hat .av111 

Aid period ot auapeuloa he a not trauportet freight tor hire. 

ORDl!!l _ .... __ _ 

hereto tore iaauecl to Lewia C. C aig, be, &llcl the saae ia llerebJ, na:peacle« 

tor a :periot ot one ,ear, ettec iTe Aucuat 1, 1932, subjeo-. to the con41tiona 

hereinbefore a-.ated. 

k-.ea at DenTer, folorado, 
this lint. day ot laroh, 193&. 



.. 

Bll!'ORI 'l'BB PUB C U1'ILI!n5 COJIIISSI<m 
OF '!'BE ATE Ol!' COLORADO 

lUI: JIO!l'OB YIBIOLI OPIJW.'IONS OF ) 
M. B. OLLEY. ) -- - ~ ~ ~ - -- ~ - - -

* * * 
CASE NO. 831 , 

.. . - - - -
ch aa, 1933 •. 
- ·- -.... -

STJ.TEMEN!l' ----------
• the o,.usss.on: I 

Oa Dec•ber lt, 1931, fhe Oomaission ente.re4 Us or4er :requiriq 

the above lUUI84 respoatent to sh w eauu whJ private permU No. 3l•A, llereto-

tore issued to M. B. Itelltt7t sJw c1 not be suspended or revokecl 87 reaso• 

ot his failure to make month17 r pons tor the period. lla7 16 to Ma7 31, 1931, 

and tor the menth ot 1uue, 1931. 

Iince the hearina in 8 14 oase, U 4evelo:ps thai said a)JltUr Jte)Gl"te 

llave been tile4 ltJ re•ponde•t, t tha-. u reperte haT-e been receiTecl tor t:U 

110ntha ot Ooto'ber, llrovemier and eaber, 1932, ana 1&1t'W1J7~ 1931. HoweTer, 

oa ·leeember e, 1932, respondent 4T1aed the Go-.ission tl!l.at he had aolc1 his 

truck aD4 waa no longer engaged n the business ot transpor-.1ng tre1ght tor 

!lire. 

In Tiew ot th11 OOma\Ul oatioa, the Co-.ission is ot the opinio:a, 

aa4 80 tinds, that private per.m1 No. 31-i, heretofore issued to •· B. XelleJ, 

should be revoked. 

ORDER -----
r.r IS 1'BlmEJ'ORI OltDIBD, that DJOtor vehicle priTate peraU lfo. ll•A, 

·heretofore iaau.t to 11. B. Xelle7, be, and ~e sam.e 

Jated at Dauer, Colorado, 
this Und 4&7 ot Jlareh, 1933. 



(Decision No. 4978) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
WILLIAM CRAIG • ) 

) 

* * * 

March 22, 1955 

Eoc the Cgmmission: 

CASE NO I lll:S 

On January 27, 1955, the Commission issued its order req~ring 

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

convenience and necessi~, heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1019, 

should not be suspended or revoked by reason of his failure to file the 

necessary- cargo insurance policy as required by Section 17 of Chapter 1M, 

Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and :for his failure to :file monthly reports 

for the months of July to December, 1952, inclusive. 

Thereafter, on February- 10, 1955, respondent filed with the Commie-

sion, under oath, a statement setting forth that he is a United States mail 

carrier operating between the towns of Cortez and Dolores, Colorado, and 

does ver.r little hauling of freight outside of his carriage of the United 

States mail; that he does not feel that his operations should require the 

:filing o:f cargo insurance; and tba t he is am~ able financia.ll,y to take care 

of 8n1 loss that might occur to freight consigned to his care through accident 

or any other cause whatsoever. 

It further developed that all delinquent reports have been filed by 

respondent. 

While the Commission has no authority to waive the requirement for 

cargo insurance, yet we feel in the instant case that no good purpose would 

be served by revoking respondent's certificate for his failure to comply with 
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the cargo insurance requirement under all the circumstances affecting 

his particular case. We feel, therefore, that the doctrine of .!lfl minimis 

.DSm curat .li6 should apply. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is ot 

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

a warning to respondent, however, that he should be more prompt in the future 

in the filing of his monthly reports. 

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

dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day of March, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF HE STATE OF COLO . 

Commissioners. 

. : 
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(Dectaion No. -llf9) 

B1m>RE THE PUBLIC UTILI'l!tll OO:MMISSION 
OF THE ST~ OF. OO;u:nwlO 

• • • 
U OLOSIHG OF .AaBNOY 8U'fiON Jff ) 
~oa. ooLOR.&DO, :Bl• co~- ) 
J:U:PO JND SOU'J!IEB IAIIIIAY OQYP-4JY. ) 
~ ~ - ~ -- -. - - - - - - - - - - -

_.., _____ _ 

J.ppearancea: ~. L. Rice, Baq., Deaver, Colorado, 
attorney tor b Colorado u.d 
Southern Ba UW-~Q" Oom.pe:ny. 

STJ.'f:lllBNT 
________ _.. __ 

By the Oo:mmiuion: 

!he Ooloraa. and Southen RaUwa:r Company, purnant •o 'the 
·.,_. 

CODillliaaion' s Geaeral Order No. 34, notified tlle Oo•iu1on that ettec'tiu 

l4ay' ao, 1938', it proposed to w1 thdro its agent trom ita ••at ion at 

SUperior, Colorado, and diacontinue said station as an agenoy etation •. 

The COJJII.iaaion "hereupon made ita In-.eatigatio:a ana SUQeuioJI. ol'Cler. 

J. hearing was be.d on March 22, 1936. Dla notice •• gi:vea or 

the hearing to tlle T01111 ot Superior, the ganC"al and local ottieua ot 

!he Orcl.ar ot llaUroad !alagraphera and to !he Roclq :MO'Wlain JUel Oom.puJ. 

Bo appearanceao"har than tor tM carrier nre ma4e at the heUiq. 

!he evidence showed. that Superior 1s a ton or o0111111Ull1'l7 ot 

some 150 people, situated on a branoh ot the Colorado and Sout.hem 

extending :f'rcm Coal ton to the Oro• :Mine. 'rhe teatimony waa to the 

ettect that Superior 1a soa three to tilree ad. one-halt milae by h1gh-
.. 

W87 t:rcm Louiaville, which ia s1 tuated on the mai:a liM at whidl a ftP-

lar agent is emploJ'ed. Th«re has bean no agent at the terminal poiat ot 

the ,~anch. ~ CrOWJL :rtlal Compa~, whose mine is there aituated, llaa. 

alwqs telephoned ita billing. and ordered ita cars w and through tn 

agent &t Boulder, who has heretofore talegapl:Let same to the agent at 
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Superior. It the agene~J" at Superior is oloaed, tale graphic oriers will be 

made trom Boulder to LouiaTille, ao tar as the Oroe Compell1'' a bus t..-aa ia 

caoncerne4.. 

The attorney tor ~ ltoolq Mountain Fu.el Compmcy', llhioh operate a 
~ 

the ID4ustri a1 Kine at Superior, wrota the Co•1•aion a letter, wb.ioh waa 

made a part ot the record, stating that his client was not. disposed to 

appear in opposi tiOll t• tile application bu.t in order that ita ripta :aight 

be protected it would request tb.at it au tb.orit7 should be granted. to close 

the at at ion, the order should expresaJ.¥ proTide tor the retentioa ot juria-

4iotion so that at any t1DL8 the aerTice ab.oW.d be tQUl'ld. unsatiataetol'J, it 

eould have the case reopenad and a speedy' lleari.g he 14. !he Colorado ana 

Southern' a .lasiatan" General ~eger teatit1e4 that the nrrier haa no 

objection to the eri.er beiDS ao colliitioned. 

'rhe plan wh1ah. tlle Colorado and South•m pmpoaea to pu iato 

attect with respect to the shipments trom. the Industrial Jlliae 11 w haw 

a clerk ot the miae alp the IDulaTille agent' • a.~ to maniteata ant to 
-

have the LouisTilla agent, it ha is ao requeated, •11 a 'bill ot latliq 

'to the :tuel. GClDlpa!Q'. l.l.l. incoming treight daatined to the Crown Jl1u 

has al.ways been deli"fe:red to tha't mine. fb.e I8DI8 plan is proposed in the 

tutua with respect to the Industrial Jlline. 

The l.c.l. :freight destined. to Superior, excluding that to bo-.a 
The Rooq Uounte.in J'ul CampeD¥ and the OrOR J'uel Oompa.ny 1n the year 1Qal 

amounted to onl7 Utl poUD.cta, the charges on llhich were llB.,6. '!here ... ra 

only ten aueb.. ship:un.ta. ror tba yaar 1938 tb.e wight ot sucll shipments 

• was 1695, the za,uDibar elewn and the total charges 181.'16. 

'fhe- aavi•g that \he urrier 'IOU.ld · etteot· \y cliaoontill\t1Dg· the 

agenoy station would be some 11,200 to 11,500 per year. 
. . 

Attar care:t'ul consideration ot the eT1denee the Commtasion ia ot 

the opinion, and so 1'1nds, that authority should be aranted to !he Colon.d.e 

and Southern Rail__, Company to cloae ita agan«Y station at the atatioa o1 

SUperior, in Boulder CoUJlty, Colorado, at the close ot buaineaa onllarch 



. ' 

.. ' "' .. 

Sl., 1g33, 1ubj eot to the condi tiona made in the letter ot the attorney f'or 

The Rooky Kountain l'wtl Oom:pany. 

ORDER -----.. 
IT IS 'l!HJIRl!!liOBI ORDKRED, That authority be, and the IBD8 is 

. . . 
hereby, granted to The Colorado and Southern Railway Company to ol.on 

·it• a~ncy station at the station of' Superior in Boulder Ooul!:Q'., Oolo;rado, 

at the close o1' business on March 31, 1933, subject to the 1'ollotriD& l1mita-

tion and condition. 

IT IS FOM.'BlB OBDIBED, That jurisdiction be, and the aae is herebj, 

retained over this matter to the end that the OOIIIIDission lll8Y', if' m req,ueatet 

'by !he Boall;r Kowitain J'uel Oom.pany, reopen the aau u4 eet the matte 4oa 

tor turther heariBS ln order to detemiu Wb.etb.er or· :aot the oarrt_. a:houl4 

be requiret to re-inatall an ecent in said station • 

Dated· at Dennr, Colorado, 
~la l3rd.dQ' of' March, lg$3. 
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BEFOBE TBI RJBLIC tJ'l'ILITIEB COMMISSIOlf 
OF THE STATE O:F COLOIW:'O 

* * * 
D MOTOR TEHIC~ OP.ImA'.!IONS 01 ) 
R • Jl. SLA.PPBR • ) 

O.ASS NO. 1150 

- ---- - -- - - - --
- --... -- - -
March 88, 1933. ---- .. - --

STATEMENT _..., _______ _ 
BJ the Comaisaioa: 

(Deoiaion lfo-- 4t80) 

J.D. order was made on Maroa 11, 1933, requiring the abo'fe Ulled 

respondeat to show oauae whr the oert1t1oate ot public oon'feaieaee tad 

aeeessitJ, lleretotore 1aaue4 to hia in .6tppl1eat1oa lfo. ltlO, allou4 not H · 

au.apencle4 or re'foked tor llh failure to tile aa insurance polby or svetr 

boacl as required 'by law and tlle rules ani re@U)l. tions ot the Oo.1ss1oii. •. 

the ease was set tar hearing on March 8?, 1933. fhe record 41aeloaes • 

e however' that be tore tu time set tor aa1d hearing, respondeat ... t1let 

the neoeasary inauraaee policies. We are, theretore, ot the opinion, ant 

so t1nd, that thia oaae should be diamisael. 

ORDER ------
IT IS 'l'BEREFORI ORDERim, ··!hat this ease be, a:ad the same ia hereby, 

liam1sae4. 

Datet at Den'fer, Colorado, 
this 88th da7 ot Marell, 1933 • 

• 

$!;,~~. 
QoJilBiss1oners. 



:BEFORE !BE PUBLIC UTD..ITIES OOJIDSSIGN 
OF TEE STAB OF. OOLOBADO 

* * * 
IN THE JW.'UB OF IICDASBS m ) 
J'.RIIGilf J1!l8 AND OBABGD. ) 

CU.O lfO. OM 

... .. - --- .. - ~- .. -- .. - •. 

.A:ppe araneea: 

IZ "h• O!!JI!1••1~,a.; 

---- - - ... . 
Jfaroh 10, 1931. --- .. - -- -

George 11111ama ant 1. A.. kllaller, let• •, 
Denver, Colorado, for the Denver ant Ito 

.. Graao,e feetern lail.roat i#GaPfN'i · 
1. ·A. kllaher, laq., Denver, •ol.Oraio, 

tor the carrier• not repreaeatet b,-
COwaael at thia hearllis; · 

E. 1. Grenfell and 1. Q. Dier, laqe., 
Je:aTer, ~oracle, . tor the Colorado aat 
lniherlt. lailwa;r·O~ u4 lhieap, 
•ltBi'O•·& ~ ... ,_le.iJ,reat ••apur; 

1. CJ. b.owles, E•t.•, J)eaver, tole .So, 
fe Vnion Pao1t1e •Uroat fompaar; .. , 

•· L. Breck, lat., l)gver, toJMracto, ._·· · 
tor •• »enve ~ and Salt Lake laUwa,. Co.,..,;; · 

~. s. Woot, ·· • t8 1btpe~, for the Pl:l'Dlic .. · ,; · · ,, · 
V'Uli-.1es lnat1sa1e; 

Jtielaarll· Coaour, s.,., Jeaver, CJGlorede, 
.Uaiatut Attorney kural; 

&ar:rr D1ok1nson, !Mf'tio :.cr., DeJl'fer cauua'HZ' t 
ot Gom.uoe, De:aver, Colorado. 

S!Af!MEN! ---------------. 

the ...atasion •t• an orier •• Jlec•\er 11, 1911, ia tlU.a ease, 

whith :reacla aa follows s 

"D! IS THltRii'oD QRDBUD, ._t tit.! a. loataa1oa hel'tltJ 
a40Jt'a the report a:ad t1n41qs et the ~n-.~atate G._.ree 
Coilllliaaioa, da'e4 llec•ller 5, 1931, entitled •::rttteea :te 
Oeat Gaae 1931, ~ Pv'te 101, ln tl\e *""• ot Iaoreaae u 
Jreie;ht ..... ana lllars••, bJPl,811U.tal .. ,.r ........... , ....... 
tioa•, tor e.ppliclatien conteJIPOnaelti81J' o:a iatJ'e.atau t»atf1i 
et o.-n evriera 'by ra1lroe.l 1a·~- Sta1e ot te~alo nltJ••• 
to the j.r1ad1et1ea of this C-..1ejtoa! 

•a lB FOBtBIIl OR!liRED, !lla't aa14 earr.tera lte &lltlaeriael 
te P'tl11sh aa14 iafteaaes ill treipt ra .... &at cure•• upoa 
ou clay's DOtioe.tt · 

Atte:t 011r erter hat 'beea -'• we hal oe$1a intomal eontel'euea 
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ores and concentrates moving in intrastate cemaeroe. 

!he Interstate Commerce Oomm1saion in ita order date4 Maroh f, 

1933, as is atate4 in the first headnote thereot, peraitted the surcaarcea 

orig1nallJ' authorize4 in that pZ"ooee41Dg •to be cont1nue4 untU a.n4 1nol'tl41aa 

September so, lt33, excep-t (l.) that the aurobarge on noa .. terrous orea nd 

eoneentratea, aad (8) aore tho OD.e surcharge ot six cents per ton in con-

nectioa wi-th the transportation ot lake-cargo coal trom the ori&ina-tias 

lline 'to -.ha ul•tat.e clea-.ination, may no-. be coD.tinue4 atter Jlaroh :u, 1111.• 

• ua uw aata4 l17 the carriere to aka aa order aiailar "• 

the oae male by the ·lateratate loamerce Ooaadsaion. 

At the he~iag ao proteata were aade aga~nat the oontinnanoe 

ot 11he surcharges. 

!he Denver and ato Grande Westeu. lailroad GoapallJ auldai tiel 
.. 

nile:aae allowing •ut 'the n.rohargea oolleeted DJ' it were 41v1led. aa tollowe& 

kaoliae ;.. M per oe•-t 
Coal 16 "' "' Suaar 14 It • 
C;rude Oil 8 • " Ore 5 • • ·• 

LiM Book - 3 • • 
Laber - s II • 
All othera, 2' " " incl. merehaadiae 

!he income traa surcharges on a nwaber of these coaaodities, 

including gasoliae end l~er, were principally froa interstate shipmeata 

over which we would have no juriadietion. 

!he Interstate Commerce ~amaission pointed out in ita last 

lecision the oricinal reason tor ••thoriztag the aurehargea. It &lao 

poiD.tet o-a:ts that the pl&ll e.e a teapor&l'J' emerceuy aeasure ll.as te.Uet. 

It stated tha-t aeo11t1nuanee ot the suroharges without lt.itatioa or oendi• 

e tion Wuld 'Be equiTalelll •o 8. &eaeral increase in treigh'\ rates. ..18 
I 

olearly is no• juUt1e4 u.jon tlt.e present record. the probleu with whiell 

the railroacla are oontrontet todaJ oa.Jm.ot be solTe4 by general 1no:reasea 

in treight rates • • • !hetr lew earnings are not the .resUlt of low :ra•••·• 

HOwever, it toot the turther position that the oarriera do not 

aow lla.Te tiae to atteapt to ,jusUty the surcharge tariffs .and tlleir 



, .. 

appliea·Uon to iD.41viclue.l ooaaotities. It eonolu4el, 'th~retore, to 

authorize 'the ooa'tinuanoe ot 'the surcharges util u.t\ including Seipteabe~ 30 

10$1 the earriua' •average tea-mile revenue was 45. f per eent ai1ller 

thb in 111$. It adjuaaeats are JUcle tor the great inoreaee in a1'erage 

leBCth ot laaul sinoe 1913 and tor 'the oha:aae in proportions et ujor t:raft1e 

creupa, the level in 1111 was proba'bly at least •• per oent higller tlum 

ia 191~.· 

file au4Uor tor our Oo..tsaio:a 1Jl1troduoet au exhibi" showing 

that in 1138 wholesale prioea ot all commodities were oaly 84.1 J81' oeat 

of the prbea preva111DS 1a 1'9U ••d that the coat et toot a:t :retail ia 

1912 waa 98.f per cent ot the price ia 1111. 

We we~ at first 1noline4 nat to authorize the contiauanoe ot 

the auroara••· However, at•er careful couideratioa ot the queatioa 

•• have, alth.oush ao.Wat reluctantly, coaoludecl that tlut7 shoul4 'be 

con'tinuecl tor the perio4 in question. 

Aside tr~ the reasons po1nte4 out b7 the Interstate Gom.eroe 

Commission tor continuing the authority, we Bight say that there are sa.e 

others whioll have 1ll1'luenoe4 our final eonoluaion. We lmow troa experienoe 

that tlle rail carriers are sutter1Dg oons14erabl,. troa ooapetition 'bJ mok 

operators. !lhere 1s an opiD.1o:a held iJ' Dl8.l'lJ' to4q that -.he rail cerrien 

should be as tree from regula-. ion as are the :motor 1'ehiole car.,:riers, leavt.na 

them to meet the e•pe11i -.ion in their on. way. We 4o net apoee tullJ wt tll 

this opinion, altheqJt. we realize it has aa eleaeD.t o-r uri" 1• u. Oar , 

experience has been 11~at the oar7iers are now re4uo1ag :rates w~•ae••~ ther 

~· f1n4 it aeeeaaary in or4er to regain or holt t:ratfio agatast trRck ceapeti• 

-.s.oa. We have isau4 in :ree.:a.t 7eare lUerall7 hunueie of short aotioe . 
authorities tor re41let1ou. Jlareover, the increased rates are o:a c.-.(1"1•• 

which can 'better stant Aigaer rates thaa oaa other o...-iitiee, to w~o

ther do not applJ, aa4 atill other coame41t1es to w~1oh the aureharl•• 

a:pplJ but on wlliea the rate a tota7, inoludlag the surohargea, are bel.4Jw 
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1 " .. ' '·>. 

the ra"-s in existence at the time 1;he nrcharses were first authort.•el~ 

YCreOTer, one ot the earriers in Colorado is eugagei today ia , 

the oo:natructiOB. ot what is tnown as the JOtsero Cutott. the eYidenee 

showei that no tv.rther aoney, which is 'being aivaB.cet to 1 t on aoeou.t fl. 

'\he construe'\ioa ot the- outott, will 'be tortheomilll it -.lae _carrier tails" 

to meet its interest oharses. SU.ch a coDtiDgency, while aot MOessaril.J. 

probable, is whelly pess1ble in view ot p:reaent eooaeJiie,O.OncUtie:U;:.-. 

After careful consideration ot the evidenoe the Comaissioa is 

ot the opinion, u.ct so tinu, tha1; the rail car.riers sho1114 le a\lthoriset 

to eontiD.ue in etteo• oa tratfio •Tiug in iatJ"as11ate eoDDeroe ia lolora«o 

ltA, exoeJt 'tihose oa ao:a-te:rnus ores u.d ooaoeatntes. 

O:RDEB ... -----
IT IS T.lmBEFORI OJUZRD, fhat authori'tJ 'be, aad the sue 1s 

here'Dr, sraatel to the oa..oa carriers 'Dr railroal ia the State ot Ooleralo, 

subject to '\he jursidiotioa ot this lo.aiasion, to ooatin\le in etteet 9a 

trattie aoving in iD.t:ras-.ate oOE.eroe in Colorado tlae surollarses oriliaall.J' 

authorized here in u.'\11 and 1nclu4i:ag sept emier 30, 1933, exeept tllose 

oa non-terrous ores aad ooncentratee. 

Bate4 at Denver, Colorate, 
thia 30th daJ ot larch, 1133. 

'fBI: PO'BI.IC um.ITIES caMISS 
OF 8 'fJl OF COLGR4DO . 
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.... _ ...... ~~b 
· ·~7/a3 ~~: 

BUGBI DP! JUBLIC tn'ILITIES Ctii«<ssiO!i 
OJ' !J!HI ft.A.TI Ol. COUll Al)& 

•••• 

(Bec1a1oa Io. 4tel) 

._ Mil or GEWtAJ'll, A 
iiDTIClPAL OeBPORA.TIB, 

) 
} 
) 
} 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
} 

Coaplainant, 

••• 
!'HI em u LAMAB, A 
MUNIOIP.AL OOBPORA!ION, 

.. 
Detenlant. 

CAD 1:0. f21 

- .. - --- ... ~ .. ·~,--~ - - .. 

A:p:r1lS, 1931. - - -· - - - -
Ap:pearaaeea: &aaQ' JUU)fer, Eaq. 1 u4 G. R. li1Uye:r1 B•t•, 

J,aaa:r, Colorado, atwneys tor. o-.plaiD.at; . 
Jtersohel Jrera, ~sq., an4 Dctnal4 !. Bora, Sat•, · 

~.emu, Colora4o, at'Mraeya ter. 4etedut. 

S!A!EMENf ___ .,... ____ _ 
it tl!e !..Ussioa: 

the tfon ot G:ruala, loeatei 1D -.u cleuaty ot ~~~·, State .-1 "· ·· 

Oolora4o, hereina:t-.er calle4 coaplainant, tilel its ooaplaiat acai•t •:u 
li ty ot Jiaa.r, whieh is the couaty seat ot !l'onrs iou.v, hfreiu.n•. eall.._ 

leteaau•, :rect.v.e.tin& a reiu.ction 1a the rate obarpl eOllplaillu.t tor 

eleo-.rte eurreat turats~l \y defendant and asking tor an orle:r of this 

leatsaioa reqv.1riD& 4etea4aat to tu:raish eoa:plaiaaat eleet:rio euneat a4"-·~ J 

a rate COli.JU&'ble to the rates chariH other oonnaers et eleet:rio ~~~ 

turniaael )7 aail leteadaat. 

Said ooaplaint alleae4 paeral.ly that the :rates eharael ooa:plaiaaat 

are higher aa4 greatly in excess et the ra tee elta:rpl otlle:r ea.AM:ra ••"-4 

~,. deten4ant tor e1eotr1e JlerTiee iD:volTiag a aia11ar lnale• or eQeue • 

letendaat. 

le tll.ia ••plaint defel,daat tile4 a• ea•er aUeehg, in-.e:r alia, 
". 

•that it ls furnishing eleotrt.o ~ent to eomplil1t.a:at at a nte propertitJAte 

to the rate C1Tea othe,;r towns witldn lb.e 4tifetbut1on ayatea " leteataM•,. 

,':t 



-.d ottering to tarnish such electric current to complainant at the same 

l'a-.ea a-. Wllbh current 18. turn1ehe4 to o1her .towu, pr,-.tdet, b.O'ftTer, that 

coJQJ.ainu' shall tirst sell its 4is,r1'buUo• s)'atea to leteadu.t. RoweTer, 

the taet ia that.detendant does not wholesale cur:ren1 to aay other eus1oaer 

than complainant • 

.A. hearing was hell 11.;poa the issues inTolvel a-. Lamar, Oelorado, 

on J'ebru&rJ e, 1911. ft.e eTidence d:lscloae4 -.bat on 1u1J 5, ltli, a ooa

-.ract was e:m:,ered into 'between letelldu.t u4 eoaplai:aaat, wherein detenclant 

acree.d to eona•ruct a high tension line t:roa ita power plut i:a said cit)' ot 

Lamar to "lle power house or d1s1ri'b\1:Uo:a plant ot aa1t coa;plainaBt, u4 -.ut 

4etentant would h.rniah a:ad deliTer to said coaplainu.t &Tor said. line suoll 

eleo-.:rie our.re:at as ooaplaiu.nt might require. loa:plalJWlt apeel t:bat U 

would comatruo1 a1 ita on ex:peue its disiri'bution BJ'Stem in tlle IHD. ot 

Granada aad that it woull paJ to the letendant tor such eleetrie eurreat at 

the rate ot t oente per kilowa't hour. 

It was ~her agreet that 'he eomplainant aheald ie.ue aad sell 

1 ta bonia ot a face Tal'll.e ot t11, OOG. 80, and out ot the preoeell realised. 

t1Wl "lle sale ot aoe 1 t woul4 tv.rnisb. "• 4etelldaat such awa u migllt be 

required to ooaatrwet the aforesaid high teaaioa line. !rea t~ I oenta per 

DB that oomplalaut was to J&J defendant, one• third waa te 'be reta1nel \1~-

00JQlainut ut plued in a aillld.:ag tu4 tor tlle purpose ot re"lt.ri.D8 the 

·eonda it agree4 toiaaue to finance oonatraetion ot the line \tetweea ~ 

ui Clrau4a. Vpoa cOllpl.etioa et said line and the retireaent e;t the ltoata, 

the Une lteo8lllllt tlle prope:rtr ot 4ete:adant. laid oon,raet was to reata 
in tull terce and et:teot for a tera ot twenty-tiYe :rears t'li'Ul the I& te · 

ot ita exeeutioa. Numerou other preTiaiona were contained 1n aa14 

contraet, to wbica we teel it is not neeeesary '• rete:r, although it 

might he noted that all ot tlle eOTenaata, agre8DI8nts and provisions ot sail 

oontraet, includiD; tae ra-. to be paid tor elee,ric curreat, were mate 

SUbject to apprOTal, regulation, revisioa and alteratien by this Qo .. isaioa. 

tlle lt.~ waa eonatru.e,ed, as &greet, and enerQ has beea 

4eli verei theztetra to e~1naa' at or near the ci tJ l1mita -ot Granada. 



lhe eTidenee disoloaed that pu-. ot the laigll teuio:a line aow 

coueeting :Lamar' wi. th •raada h8d. beea eoutrutel prior to the exeeu:tioa 

ot the eont~aet a boTe referred to, and i '\ was oDl.y' necessary '\o extend the 

,... trea bl'lUI&Il, wh.ieb. is leeatei 4f mUos :aorta ot t.amar, west to -ae.la 
. 

Tia Bristol, a distance o1' Bli llilea. A liae llas since beea extentei eaa'\ 

I miles ~ the line eoaaocting Bristol with ~nada to a1lwood aad theDOo 

D.Grth 1.1 Jlilea to Bartan. l"rom. Ko~ aaid line extends aorth 'to llay 

Valley a:ad wosi to KoOlaTe. 411 all ef said )Oi:ata, as well as at a 

number o1' others, electric current is turaishel DJ dete:adaat to Ta:rioaa 

ooaswaen oTer this eatire diatr1Du.tiea syatea whieh it now owu u.t 

.whleh 1a known as ille •hip linelt'. 
- . 

the recercl is BOt clear as to just when the bonds 1sauel 1>7 

eoaplainu.t were all roti:rel, but in anr eTeat sb.ee •••h retir•e•t 

ooQlai:aut , U.s been payiB£ said rate ot I eeats per DK to 4e1'eadant 

tor all Clll'T8nt 1'\l.miahed and said eur:rent 18 aete1rei wheJ'e lel1Terei bf 

deten4a:at '•. •••plainaat.. After the ltonda issued. by o•plainaat hacl kea 

tully retirecl, deten4u.t receiTed t:be fUll I oenta. Defendant ie, ot 

course, cGapellei to a-.ana U.J distribution leas occurring between i·t. 

genera-.i:ag plaat at Lamar and Grau.cla, as well as the 1l;pkeep u.i •in'•· 

aanee ot t:be liu. No 1'1gurea are aTailable to detendne what iihia 

distributioa loss might be, but the entire distribution loss OTer the 

•high line• syatea aa a whole tor the year 1931 was S..l2 per eeDt, 

nile the loss auttered \ty cletendut ia the diatrintloa ot· current 

within the City ot ~ tor said period was oaly 8.815 per •••'· 

lathe yea~.lt3l, ooaplainu.t was eharsed with a ~otal ot 

10,038 DH, while Us bUlinc• to ita en conauaers sh.owet a total ot 

ol\17 e7 ,131 DB, or a loss in distribu'U.on ot 24.~8'14 per cen•. hila it 
. . . 

ia true that oea;plA,Jlot auttera a b.eaTJ loss in the operatioa et its 

distri~tion srstam, whio- ~oubtedly helps to toater hish ra.... to 

indiTidul oon8D8rs ill G~ada, yet this taot 11JII.y not excuse the aia• 

t&llu.ae ot aa ~eaaonablJ l!lir;h wholeaale ra~e by defendant '\o ooaplalau-. 



.. 

,, 
•re, the coat o~ the firn 10 ltWJ u.aet per •nth is 'f oe:ata per dB, a:at · 

the e:s:eeaa OTar aoo DB 1a a ce~t. 'per DB • 
. ' 

Vader the SMA.L;E. CCIIBRCLU. POWER schedule aya~lable w all coa• 

SU~Hrs, the ch~ge 1a tl.Ot per eo~c-kt IP UJ to lG JIP,, ad 25_ --~• tor each 

e aicU ticmal Br a boTe 10, ant the COst tor the first 100 .. Uetl per MD.t). 

is f.S cents per liB aad the excess aboTe 400 liB is S.et cents Jar 111, 

'U:ater the Ba MII..L rate available w couuaera -11!18 lH HI or 

larger •tor, the coat ot the first 100 DR ue4 par aontll is a eeata Jer .: 

liB, the exeeaa O'Yer 5,010 liB is • cents per liB, with a Je&rlf mint ... 

charge ot ta,4oo.oo. 
faa aaOTe sol1e4\ll.ea are all basel upo:a the taet that 4etedaat 

is requiret to aaa.-e all coat and charges ot retail diatrt-.tioa, inoluA• 

i%18 accouting ud losses autte:red 11broqla N.t accoata, wllioa cla&raea 4e 

aot applJ in the sale ot O'U.~:n-. to coJQlaiuD.". 

It we take tu aTerage aonthl.7 co:na'WJlPtioa. b7 eoafl.aiuat tor 

the year 19$8 ot approximately 5,800 IIH ana applf tle eo•calle4 1aall 

coamercial power rate aet out in "he schedule ettectiTe 1ul7 l, 1932, 

we tiJul that the eoat to eoaplai:aaat per DH u.der sa14 rate woul4 ie 

3.6 cents :per JtWK, and applying the 80•eaile4 ~1' :aan.:L" rate to the 

a111.e conauapt1on DJ' eoaplainut, we tin4 that 1;he coat per 1111 to e .... 

plaiPD11 woW.4 be 3.2 otnta. B;r the aa. •tho4 the coat per IIJI to 

oompJ.aiaaBt ut\er the ca'biu:t1oa cooking, lightiag, aeatiac aa4 

retrigeratioa sohe4ule wo'U.l.d be 2.06 cents, wll1le under tbe eoeklBS e.a4 

heating 'Rhedule 11he oest per IJlH weuld be t .G4 oeata. flle &Terage 

price receiTed throughout the entire systea bJ defendant as take:a ~ 

ita 1932 anaual report woul4 be its to't;al me11e:re4 aad flat :rate sales 

reTeJllle to general oonn.:re .'ot tui,42S.l6, wh1oh 4b14e4 'b7 2,2Gt,S21 

DfH sold, wou14 be e.aa ceata per DIR, inelu41DS Gra.ate.ta wholesale 

rate ot I cents. 

lroa the aaove ticures it woul4 appear to the Coaadseion 11hat 

a wholesale rate to f!ranata ot a cents uder aU the tact• u4 oirc11118taneee 

aurroun41ns the generating aad sale of eaicl current in the iutant oaae, 
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Ooaplainaat J*.rl tor the total current receiTel at its 41at~1'-tioa 

plu.t, ani 4eten4ant •Y aot coapla1n as to what happen& to aa14 ov:reat 

bere•t -~~- ~int ot 4el1Tery to cemplaiaa•t. We 4o nQt feel that iefeniaat 

18 Justit1e4 1a atteapting to toree eoaplainant .. eell ita tiatrlb•tioa 

•J•tea to 4etea4ut uaer the prOJii.ae that lt7 noh aotioa ra'tee · eOil,JU'able 

te 11lloae tura1ahe4 o-ther o-.unitiea will 11hu lae attorled 11he rea14ellta 

of k4laak. 

Ia tile 78U' 1131, CJraaata hal ta light aa4 penr aerTice11. -.,4 

,a14 tor tae total J.l11Jalter Of kilowatt hOVS UOD abon • JloweTer 1 in 

ltll, the auaber ot ita light aal pewer aenieea lult\ 4rop;pel to fl, aal it . 

wu 1t1Ue4 by 4eteniu.t with oal.J' 61,120 DR. 

h 3'ul.J 1, 1938, letea4at 1saue4 a new aollel'llle ot rates applJ,.; 

1q to all OOJI.Sl.IJilftl& wi'thia aDA withou-. 'llle corporate liaita of the eitf 

ot Lamar 1 e:z:oept 'the ,. ... o't _.. .. aa. fhia achelllle proT14el . •• •tel'ial. 
) 

reiQCtioaa 1a the ratea theretofere in effeet, aaa, without 41sous•1D8 the 

aau iD. detail, we nuld call attention to the following i teu ~ •-J.r: 

'Q'ader the aelledule OOIIMDOIAL RISIDDTIJ.L LIQB!ING &.Tatlalale 
- "' • ~ ! 

' . -
to all coq,..r.a outa1f,e the _o4tQOrate 11aita of the city ,0t Laaar, ••• 

: " !,, . . 

cost of the firn 100 DB uet per lliOnth ia 12.5 cents per DB, and tbe· 

e:z:ceaa OTer 100 Us 'uael per aonth is • eenia per DR. thl4el" the ea,YJtGI.U. 
. . -

DSIDJm'.rUL LIGlfllNG acheiule anil.able 1iO all eo:uU..a w1th1a· tJte e..,erate 
.. 

U.llita of the city ot J.aar, tlte coat et the fil'st ae DB 11.aet per aon-.h 

ia lG cents per IIH, aa4 -.he eoat of the excess oTer 300 IJQ! ia I cent• 

:per DH. 

Vade~ the 0~ .AliD JIIU,TING schedule &Ta1lable at a., :poiat 

UJen the citv'• 41atri\mtien sptea, the eoat ot the tirst ~to DB uel . 

per aonth ia 4 eents per DB: and the coat ot aU exeeaa eYer uO ·- uael 

per Mnth is 8 eenu pe:r DB. 

Vader the Gal DIAn Oil COOIONG, LIGH'fDlG, B.l!l&.TOO .Aim DftlQ'D.&.'!I. ·. 

aoheiule aTaUable to all residential liP,tiD& custo•r•. aerTei bJ' tu litr 
\ 

et I..aMr ui:qc aa eleet:rie. :rage h.aTiq a tot~ oapaci tJ •t 3 ,M watts ··fl" 

...t:-



_.., 1! .. 
\ 

is \UU"easenable. We cle a.ot :teel that· any' of t:be rates set out in the 

aohedu1e male effective 1uly 1, 1132, are applicable to the coaplainaat'a 
-

situation, 'but we do feel that a rate somewhere ltetweea the small ooaere.ial 

powe:r rate ui the •tay JUU,H rate would ae appl1eable. l" IIU&t lte ooaeete4 

that the load factor of coaplaiaaat'a .. e is a ta1rly well diatri'butecl ... 

froa the ata:aipoint of defeadant u4 coaparea more or leas favore.blJ' nth 

the lead factor ef the hay a1U ue. It is eoneeclel that clefeadu.'* has 

the power to diseontiD.ue the ha7 mill serTiee 4v1ng peak loata, whieh 

pr1Tilege would :aot applY to the current turniallel eaplaiaant. However, 

'\he evideue diaol.Gaed that this priTilege was rarely exereiae4. It is 

'\rue that a utility a&.J cle.ssifJ its custemers upo11 ~ reasonable ltaats 

aad sell eDergr to large conauaers at rates substantially lower than these 

which are ude to aaller o .. s. l! · hblie Service Col9!J!l ot ••1era4$), 

? Oolo. P.u.c. 13", P. u. R. l12tD, 348. EoweTer, the 41tterenee in 

rates mnst be reasonable. jA unreasonable difference constitutes unlawtul 

cUacriaina:Uon. Be, Ill t)l,e *i"•r ot the .A.;pJ!lic ation ot h.nniso• T'l.llez 

Powel" 8.•P!!J ~Oj! !! Order lom.HbJ:i!li 9Y1'~r PoJr.e~". imlYI to l!£SH 

attempti.Dg to freeze the rates ot public •tili'ties tor a lOX18 perioi ot 

ti.Die bJ contract, or otherwise. f1le various factors entering illto t:b.e 

coat ot service, valae of the dollar, economic conditions, chaase i•.ooa

petitiTe conditions, ete., all vary so materially wi'h the passage ot ~ 

that rate level.a JlllUJt ot 11eoeas1 ty toUow ,., some t.egree theee general. 

tre11da. 

We do not iD.teni to infel" trea "he a bOTe that it was not 

1-ealiset. at tae tiae aid contract ot 1u11 s, 1122, was enterel tnw 

that tbe .rate of 6 cents fixet. thereill might not ~e ehanged by. appropriate 

action ot the proper resuldol"f authori t7, becau.ae prniatoa tor aaae. was 

•peoitU.Ur •de "therein. 

Upon the record made 1• the iD.a'iaa-. eaae, the Coaiaaion ia et 

-6-
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the o:p:lnien, azul sa fi:p.ta, tha" the present rate ot 6 oe11ta per DR oharae4 

com.plainan'i b7 4eten4u:\ is unreasona'blJ cl1aer1Jaiaatory qainat ooaJlaiaut, 

and undulJ and umreasoaably pretere•tial ot other eenauaera ot eleotrio 

eurre:at fUrBished by letendant. 

file G-.1-aaioa is turther et tu opinion, u.l ao tUile, that 

&117 rate charged oom.plainu.t 'by 4eteJ11u.t whioll woul4 aa'te the etteot ot 

.Uing tlle aTera@e rate per Mn th tllat eoaplaiunt wo\114 pay 4etea!laat: ter 

elect;J."io oureat exceet s.~ cents per DB, would l>e ureaacuaable aD.t 

ORDlllll ------
IT I8 mEltErOBB EIBDDII, Tat 4etenclaat, the Gi ty ot £ear, a 

DI.Uioipal oerporaiioa, alaaU tease ant cleaiat troa ebU'gl:ag ooaplaiaUt, 

th.e t.n. ot Grau4a, a anio1J&l, oorporat1n.t a :rate b. ezoe11 ot 3.1 oe:a~a . 

per DR »er •nth ter ·all eleotrie e:aer11 pwollaael 'bf' eapla1JWlt tl'OII 

te:tendaat tor 41a-.r1lnlt1R to ,the Uha'bi-.u.ta at Orau.~ uler tlw eont~ao't 

.ate:~~_. iato be'twee Octa.Jlainaat e.ad dete•4u.t •• 1\117 I, --~Ia. " 
I! IS J'ORiDB tlllliRD, 'bat jur1a41cUoa ot tlais •tter 'be, 

u.4 the ..&e :La herebf, · reta1u4' to the ; e:a.A t·at nola tu.riller e4ora .,. 
·, ' "<. ) ,, ' 

'be en11ere4 aa tuture eond1111ona ma7 require. 

Date I at DenTer, Go lorado, 
this 3r4 fay ot April, 1931. 

'1m!.: PUBLIC 'D'l'IL1'1'IES OOJIIJSSt 
OJ . Ol COUil.mt 
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BEFORB THE PUBLIC '\JriLITIIS COMMISSION 
CJE B Sl'ATE OF. COLORADO 

* * * 

BE OHANGl!: IN LOCATION OJ! OROSSING ) 
j,T MONtl'MENr, COLORADO• ) APPLICATION NO. 2098 

~ ~- ~--- -.----------
-- .. .. ~ -- -
April 3, 1933 
~ - ... ~- - - --

Appearances: Col. Allen s. Peck, Denwr, Colorado, 
Regional Forester, for United States 
Department of Aariculture; 

f. J,. White, :Beq., Denver, Colorado, 
attorney for ~e .Denver & Bio Grande 
W.stern Railroad Oomp&JIY'. 

S!A!I14llNT ------- ... --

Thera a.ra invol'fed herein two questions. One is as to 11heth«r 

or not the Conmiss ion should require the installation of a crossing aigaal. 

at the highW81' crossing over the tracka and rightwo:t-wq o:t Th4t Denver u4 

:Qio a.&nda Western Railroad Compuy in the town of :Monument, Colorado, the 

crossing being known as the crossing over the Den"Yer and Rio Grandi l'eaten 
. .';· 

Railroad tracks on the coun1;1 highway ba'inreen Monument and Divide, Colorado, 

in the t011n of MoD.'W11.ent. Tha other is whether or not the highway crossing 

4eaor1 bed should be abandoned and another crossiJJg installed at a point 

The testimony showed that the expense of installiag the stndv4 

- crossing signal would be sane ll,aoo, and that there ia a serious· queatio:a 

Whether, in Tin of aU the tact!l ~nd ciraumatances, the railroad camp~ 

Should be required to assume that financial burden at this time. 

Several witnesses testified that tbe proposed new crossing woUld 
. . 

. 'bo s<er without a erossiug signal than would be .the p:rasent crossiDg w1 tl'l 

such a signal. The present crossing is over tour tracks, the proposed one 

-1-
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would be over two. Some of the 111 tneaaea, including the Oomlaiasioil' • 
· ... , . . 

Be.UwQ" and Hydraulic EngiD.Hr, testified that tbe 'Yisi'bUity troa· ~· 

approaobes to the new eroasing is m.uoh better than tha11 on the olcl oroaai:ag~ 

There were some two or three witnelaea who testified that the old orosaiB& 

is as safe or safer than the new one would be. Howver, moat ot th• ·· 

aamttted that they are personally interested because in the e<Nn11 tl1e ptto,;,. 

posed eroaaiq ia opened and the old cnae closed, t;taattio which a01t :paaae1 

in t.ron't; ot their p,oper't;y in MonUJUnt would be diwr•ad ·to another amet. 

Attar oaretu.l conaideration o'f all the e"fidence the ao.tnion 1• 

ot the opinion, and so finds, that authority ehould be crantai the n.Uree4 

COlllP&lQ' to ahudon the p:rea,ent highnf crossing, ·· aa above. ~~~1 ~·• · H.t~· · · 

to install a ~ one at the point described.~ 

01\DBB 
-~---

1'• 

... ~· ·~ 

•. .' 
... ~· 

granted to The Dennr and Rio Grande Western Railroad ClompaJSJ to ~IO:a the 

present highway .. crossing at or near Mile Post 56 1a the 1Dn ot lfm:a.--.t~ 

Colorado, and w install a new one at Mile Poat 56 plus 4lS teat ot saii 

railroad or approximately 320 f'eet south ot the present orossiDa 'the.t is 'to 

be abandoned, said point being about 2l teet south of the ice tn.ok. nitoh. 

IT IS lJ'ORrRBa OBIZRID, That the expanse of iastalliJl& the . an 
. ~ . ' 

crossing shall be di'Yided 1n the usual manner, the Oount;y OcaDlisaionn•a 

bearing all the expeue ot preparing a.pproaohea 'to the oroaaiDS proper, 

and the railroad co~ bearing ~e expense of installation of oroaai:ng 

planks and other eqttipuant oa ani. about 'the railroad tr~cka. 

Dated at Denwr, Colorado, 
this 3rd day ot April, 1933. 

-2-
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~ 
(Deo1a1on No. -4915) 

:SUORE ·'l'lm PUBLIC U'fiLITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STA'm OF 00~ 

* * • 
llf THE l4A.TDR OF TBI APPI.ICA'l'ION OF - ) 
ROWUlll) Bll.L AND CLIFJ'ORD HILL, co~ ) 
P~, !'01! A CJ~nmCAD OF PtmLIC ) 
CGVDDNC:& AND :DCJSSM. ) 

-------
4pr11 a, 1938. -------

J.p:pearu.ees: lowlu4 B1U and Clittori K1U, 8reel&J, " 

. :il the Co~saion: 

Colorado, E.!. se; 
J:. R. l!loutoaeaa, i8q,. , &1'eele7, Golora4o, 

tor ;r. K.. :rousea, llro'teatant. 

a~A!:IK:BN! 
-~---- .... ---,, .· . 

llowlaal ·Rill and Clifford Hill, oo-pa.rtnera, file! u a:pplioatio:a 

tor a eertifieate of public conTenienoe Qd neceasit7 au'tboriziD& th•tl'Us• 

:p~tation ot milk ud other :tarm ;proiuots to ._ Colorade eoncleuet K1l.k · 

001\pUJ at J'Ol't X..pton, Colorado. -Ae '\erri tor}T te be aenel was no'\ Ye1'7 
' . 

elnrl1 describel in ttle a:pplioatio:a. JoUowing 1he lleariq, which was hell 

so• tiae ap, tlle app11cuts, at the request ot the lo..isaio•, tilel a •J 

allow1~&& a route ner whioh thef desire to opeH.te. 

tae appl.ioets are trauportilll ailk to onlJ one oenaip", tll.e 

said Oon4ensei llillc: OolaJ&D7, ancl enl.7 to that oap&D1'a :Jon J.\lpo:a :pl.a:at. 

fheir eustomers are &:u under cont:raet with the milk company. 

Some ~estion arose at the hearing as to whether or not 1he a:pp11• 

the7 are not, thef woull, ot course, be e•11tled 1o a pr1Tate per..!~ aa a 

Since tlle bearing 'h~ protestaat, 1. x. lohnatoa, has aold ~1• 

oenit1oa11e, nbjec-. to author11;J for tlle truater 'beiDg 11 ven bf '•1• 

C..Uasio•. •• prepoaea. t:raustetoee ot J"olmatoa does not o'bjee' to ,., .· 

iasaanee ot the certificate hereia sought. •. 

·-~-
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• 
ue e~:a oarriera. 

At•er earetul cens!teratien ot the evidence the Qommiaato:a ta ot 

the o;pinioa, and so tiBia, that the public oonvenie:aee and neeeui'\7 retuire 
. ' 

the BDtor vehicle system ot the applica:ats'tor the transportation ot_milk~ 

u4 •ther tara Jrotue•• 'bf the fl.Jpliou:ta herei:a to the lort L\lptea plaa' 

of· fae Colorado Cfondeue4 !Ulk Coapany tro:m pointa alo:q ani wi thi». a 11111 
.~ 

ot . '"'• eollf1Wilt8 · 4eaori'Hd rout.•:. 

I 

\ 
\· 

Be«iu.iq •t tlt8. ~cnm.-ot :La laUe, thence along th6 :u.ia 
highwar ·te the litJ ot Greeley, t~enoe ·w tke ·!ion ot ~••1 aloq 
tke oli higawa7 runaina troa Greele'f thereto, theaoe oae mile eaat, 
thenee in a southeasterlY direction ter a distance ot about 3-1{8 
ailea to a poin-. at wl:deh ie looatel a f1Uiq atatiea U.n .-
the •haelc and Batra 11111ng Jtation, the:aoe aoutll two milt1l• theue. 

-west one mile,, theace south one aile, theaoe weet oae ail8., tlwao• 
eou.ta two llliles, tl\e:ace west no miles, tl1alwe aonll •• mile, 
taence west to~ miles, thence north one ~e, theDOe west one
halt aile 1 thence aorth one-halt mile, tllenoe west one-halt mi+e, 
theaoe north oae aad oae-halt miles, thence west to the len et 
:La Salle. · · , 

ORDER ____ ........ 

~ IS fBER1UO.IE cmDBBID, ~t the publio oonTeaienoe aa4 

net~s•it.,. require the •tor Tehicle •rata ot the applicants, inland liiU 

. ut GU.ttord RiU, co-.J&rtnara, to;- the ( vanaperta'tion of ailll. ad otiler 

.t82'Jil · p:roduo ta to the ~rt ~pton plan't; ot ~· lololau . Condeua4 .Mi.~ . /. 

CiJoap&JQ" troa poiats along a:ad withia a lJile ot:· tb 'attOTe aaao:ri'MI / 
. . ! ' -'\ ..... - ........... .. 

· .. tent torr y a:ad this order sba.ll ue taken, a.eemed and held -t;o •• a oe~• 

· ;•~tioate ot public con'fen1eno• ua neeesii't17 therefor. 

IT IS FUl?fltrm ~, that the appliouta · shall tile ta:ritts 

of' rates, rules and Jregulations and time u.d diatu.a aoll.ed'Cll.eiJ u re• 

tui:rel 'b7 1ihe 1tu.l.es. ad JieguJ.a't;iou ot this OOJIII.iaaioll SfTerning •"-' 

vehicle carriers, w·i thin a period llOt 't;o e:xeee4 bentr 4&78 t:ra tlle 4ate 

llereot. 

" . 

•tor vehicle earrier•:.:systea according to the aoheclule tilei with tllia 

ioaaiasion except when preTe:ated trom ao doilll by the Ao't of aoa., the . 
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' 

.... "" • 
,Ub~ie eAem, or unusual or.extreme weather eonditiena; 8D4 tkia or&.r ta 

mate au'bjeot to oeapliuoe 'bJ the applicut w1tll 11he 1lu1ea ut iep.la"lou 

now in tor•• or w be hereafter adopted by the 8oa1alll. on w1 th :reape1t to 

aotor Tehiele caar:rie:ra and also au'bjeet to IUl1 tuture les1alat1Te aetien 

that ma7 8e taken with reapeot thereto. 

late4 at DenTer, Qolorato, 
th1• ~th da7 ot •pril, la33. 

!'1m PQBLIC W:tLITUS O<NlJB8IB 
or B'UB.tS o~.. · 

. ' 
I 
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(Decision No. 4986'} 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION ) 
OF THE HIGHLAND UTILITIES COMPANY, ) 
A CORPORATION, FOR A CERTIFICATE ) 
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY.) 

April 10, 1955 

B;y the Commission: 

APPLICATION NO. 1896 

On February 25, 1952, the Commission made a preliminary order 

herein declaring that it would thereafter, upon application. by the appli-

cant and the making of satisfactory pro?f, issue the desired certificate 

after the applicant bad obtained a franchise which it COlltemplated securing 

from the Town of Kit Carson. Recent~ the Commission inquired of the 

attorne,ys for the applicant whether there is ~ prospect of securi~g such 

franchise. We are now in receipt of a letter from Messrs. Hunt and Breiten-

stein stating tbat there is no prospect of securing a franchise at this time • 

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the applica-

tion herein should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above entitled application be, 

and the same is bereb,y, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this lOth d~ of April, 1955. 

UTI~TIES COMMISS ON 
----~~~~~T~OF COLOruuo 

I ' ·'.t ~.! .• ' \T-
~~ ... ;' 

' 
' 

I 
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(Decision No. 4981) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MA'l"l'ER OF THE APPLICATION ) 
OF CHARLES H. 0' BRIEN AND GEORGE ) 
W, STOCKTON, FOR TRANSFER OF A CER- ) JPfLICATION NO. 1948:Al 
TIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVEtfiEN'CE AND ) 
NECESSITY. ) 

Appearances: 

April 12, 1955 

Jack Garrett Scott, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
attorne.y for applicants; 

Richard E. Conour, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
Assistant Attorney General; 

D. Edgar Wilson, Esq., Denver, Colorado 1 
attorney for The Chicago, Rock Island 
·ana. Pacific Railway- Company; 

Bert Hall, Parker, Colorado, ~ .u.; 
W. A. Plunkett, Denver, Colorado, for 

Mountain Petroleum Company. 

e B7 the Commission: 

Applicants seek authority to transfer from Charles H. O'Brien 

to George W. Stockton, the certificate of public convenience and necessity 

heretofore issued to said Stockton in Appiication No. 1948, Decision No. 

4093. The certificate which is sought to be transterred in the instant ap-

piication was g.eanted to George W, Stockton on the 9th dq of March, 19S2. 

Thereafter on the 11th~ of AprU, 1952,; said certificate was transferred 

to the said Charles H. O'Brien, Application No. 1948-A, Decision No. 4159. ' 

At that time said O'Brien agreed to pay said Stockton a total .consideration 
r 

of $2,000 for said certificate, together with one Ford truck then owned by 

said George W. Stockton. 

This application now involves a re-transfer from O'Brien to StocktoB, 

occasioned by the former's inability to pay for the same and to operate the 

line at a profit. 

-l-
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The evidence discloses that on the 9th dey of January, 1955, an 

agreement of sale was entered into between Charles H. O'Brien and George W. 

Stockton, providing for the transfer of the above mentioned certificate to 

the said Stockton, together with one G.M.C. 2i-ton truck, one Chevrolet li

ton truck and one Foro li-tcna truck. '!'he consideration for such transfer 

was that said Stockton should assume all labor bills, one-h.ali' of the $100 

note due George W. Stockton on October 15, 1952, and all notes signed by 

Charles H. O•Brien and payable to George W. Stockton which are due after 

this date, being a total of $1,200 in notes assumed, also a $200 tire bill, 

and the balance due on the aforementioned trucks. It appears that the afore

said notes were part of the purchase price paid by said O'Brien for the trans

fer of this certificate iD Application No. 1948-A, and which were thereafter 

negotiated by said George w. Stockton. It also appears that the tire bill 

mentioned, being the claim of the La.tcbam Tire Company, bas been settled 

since the execution of this agreement. The onlY other indebtedness involved 

in this transfer is the sum of $10.90 due to the Stockyards Nash Garage and 

$51.65 due to the Mountain Petroleum Company. In addition to paying the 

above indebtedness, Stockton agreed at the hearing herein that he would pay 

$118 to the trustee appointed in Application No. 50?-AAAA, Decision No. 4988, 

to be applied on the indebtedness of said Charles H. 0 1Brien. 

It also appears that no taxes have been paid for the months of 

January and February, 1955, during which time said operation has been carried 

·on by the said George W. Stockton, and that no insurance has been filed as 

provided by law. 

After a careful consideration of all the evidence, the Commission 

is of the opinion, and so finds, that authority should be granted to make 

the transfer as ~ed, subject to the condition that the accounts of the 

Stockyards Nash Garage and the Mountain Petroleum Company, be paid by the said 

George w. Stockton; that the further sum of $118 be paid to Jack Garrett Scott, 

as trustee, to be applied on the indebtedness of said Charles H. O'Brien, as 

-2-
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provided in the order made in Application No. 307-AAAA, and that all 

delinquent taxes be paid, and the insurance required by law be flied.·· 
? _.,, 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That authority be, and the same is here'b..r, 

granted to Charles H. O'Brien to transfer to George W. Stockton, the certi.fi-

cate of pUblic convenience and necessity heretofore issued by the Commission 

in Application No. 1948. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the transfer herein authorized shall 

not become effective until the said George W. Stockton ha;s filed the proper 

insurance as required by law, bas paid all delinquent highway mileage tax, 

bas paid the accounts of the Stocqards Nash Garage and :Mountain Petroleum 

Company in the amounts of $10.90 and $51.63 respective~, and has made satis-

factor.y arrangements with Jack Garrett Scott, as trustee, for the payment of 

said sum of $118. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the tariff of rates, rules and regu-

lations of the said Charles H. O'Brien, transferor herein, shall become and 

remain those of said George W. Stockton, transferee herein, until changed 

according to law and the rules and regulations ~f this Commission. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 12th day of April, 1955. 

-5-

I UTILITIES COMMISSION 
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{Decision No. 4988) J 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

IN TEE MA!rTER OF TBE APPLICATION OF ) 
CHARlES H. O'BRIEN, DOING .BUSINESS ) 
AS PARKER-IlENvER TRUCK LIB, AND ) 

IJ;y 
IY 

ALBERT mmsoN, MARTIN.MIKEISON AND ) APPLICATION NO. 307-.A.UJ. 
ROY E. WOODWORTH, CO..PJ.RTNERS, DOING ) 
BWINESS AS FRANKTOWN TRUCK LINE, FOR ) 
TRANSm!:R OF A CERTIF.I:CATE OF PUBLIC } 
CONVENIENCE AND :NECESSITY. ) 
~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Appearan oes: 

By the Commission: 

April l2, 1933 

., 

Jack Garrett Scott, Esq., Deaver, Colorado, 
attorney for applicants; 

Richard E. Conour, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
Assistant Attorney General; 

D. Edgar Wilson, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
·attorney for Chicago, Rook Island & 
Pacific Railway Company; 

Bert Hall, Parker, Colorado, 
pro se; 

W. A. Plunkett, Denver, Colorado, 
for Mountain Petroleum Company. 

STATEMENT ---------
On May 6, 1925, (Decision No. 838) the Commission issued a 

certificate of public convenience and necessity to Lester Augustus, 

authorizing a motor vehicle system for the transportation of freight 

in a certain territory not very de:f'initely described in the certif'icate. 

On January 16, 1929, (Decision No. 2042) authority was granted to assign 

and transfer this certificate. to Charles .L. Walker. On August 12, 1930, 

(Decision No_. 2997) Charles L. Walker was authorized to transfer ·~lid' 
,,,). "!-

assign to Bert Hall a portion o:f' said certificate. In this s&ma dEfoision 

the description of the territory which has theretofore been somewhat 

indefinitely described was cured. After the last transfer Walker still 

retained the right to transport freight by ~or vehicle between Parker 

and Denver and intermediate points. On October 30, 1930, this portion of 

-1-
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the original certificate was transferred to Charles H. O'Brien. It is 

now sought to transfer this portion of the certificate to Albert Mikelson, 

Martin Mikelson and Roy E. Woodworth, co-partners, doing business as 

:Jranktown Truck Line • 

The terms of the proposed purchase are set forth in an agreement 

dated December 27, 1932, between the parties to this application, which is 

attached to, and made a part of the application herein. 

The testimony shows that $1,000 of the purchase price has been 

paid and that possession of the equipment consisting of a Chevrolet lj...ton 

truck and a Chevrolet 1/2-ton commercial truck: has:. been delivered to the 

purchasers free o:f' enoumbranoe. The balance ot the purchase price of $1,000 

is to be evidenced by ten notes of $100 each, payable monthly commencing on 

February 1, 1933. 

The evidence further discloses that the applicant, Charles H. O'Brien, 

is indebted in the following amounts to the parties whose names are stated: 

w. L. Lebling, Inc., Denver (General Tire Co.) $226.64 

jack Garrett Scott, Den1er 80.20 

Dewey Helinga, Parker 

j. G. Mann, Denwr 

E. A. Pouppirt, Parker 

Simon Flierl, Parker 

Bert Hall, Parker 

Douglas County Bank:, Parker 

Frank Sedar, Parker 

j. Chandet, 

General Motors Truck Co., Denver 

Parker Marean tile Oo., Parker 

100.00 

160.00 

ao.oo 

245.!6 

40.00 

120.00 

90.00 

so.oo· 

82.86 

37.43 

In addition thereto, no taxes have been paid to the Commission for the montha 

o:f' October, November and Deo&mber, 1932, and which taxes are now unpaid and 

delinquent in the sum. of $73.61, upon which penalties will accrue until the 

same have been paid. 

-2-
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It also appears that the applicants, .Ubart Mikelson, Martin 

Mikelson, and Boy E. Woodworth, oo-pa,rtners, doing business as Frankton 

Truok Lina, have agreed to pQ' an additional $20S, making a total of $1,100 

to be paid to said Charles H. O'Brien, and that all of the applioants have 

agreed that said sum may be paid to a trustee in the manner and at the tilllie 

when the same shall become due and pro-rated among the. abow named creditors, 

after first paying all delinquent taxes remaining due and unpaid to this 

Commission. 

There has also been made a part of this r•cord the written assent 

of a majority of the cred~ tors to suoh an arrangement and au1horizing the 

Commission to select a ~stee to collect and distribute th& aforesaid 

atllOUUt • 

It further appea;rs from the records of the Commission and testi-

moey introduced at tb& hearing herein that the Franktown Truck Line has 

failed to pay the ton-mi+e tax assessed for the months of November and Dec•ber, 

1932, and January and February, 19:33, and ha:a tailed to tile monthly reports 

for the months of Febru~y and March, 1933 • 

.A.fter a care:f.'Ul consideration of the record ed testimo~, the 

OODmission is of the opinion, and so finds, that Charles R. O'Brien, doing 

business as Parker-Denwr Truck Line, should be authorized to transfer the 

certifioate of publio convenience and necessity involved herein to Albert 

Mikelson, Martin Mikelson and Boy E. Woodworth, co .. partners, doing busiD!tss 

as Franktown Truck Line; provided, that they shall pay all delinquent taxes 

due this Ccmnission, and shall pay to a trustee hereinafter named, the 

sum of $100 per month until the full sum of $1,200 has been paid, and 

shall file the proper iusura:nce, and make the monthly reports which should 

now be filed with this QonmisSioli. 

The C~ission. further finds that J"ack Garrett Scott is· a proper 

and responsible:"persdli well qualified to act as trustee in this ~tter, and 

will accept appointment of trustee herein for the purpose of collecting the. 

payments herein Nf'~d to and pro-rating the aame among the aredi tors of 

the said Charles H. O'Brien, after first paying the taxes due to thia ccm .. 
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It also appears that the applicants, .llbart Mikelson, Martin 

Mikelson, and Roy E. Woodworth, co-pe,rtnera, doing business as J!'ramktoa 

Truck Line, have agtteed to peJ en additional $200, making a total of tl,IOO 

to be paid to said Charlea H. O'Brien, and that all of the applicants haYe 

agreed that said sum may be paid to a trustee in the manner and at the time 

when the same shall becoma due and pro-rated among the. abo,. named cre41tora, 

after first paying all delinquent taxes remaining due and unpaid to.thia 

Commission. 

There has also been made a part of this rtcord the written assent 

of a majority of the cradi tors to such an e.rra,ngement and au ihorizi:og the 

Commission to select a trustee to collect and distribute the aforesaid 

amount. 

It further appears from the records of tba Commission and testi• 

mony introduced at the hearing herein that the Franktown Truck Line has 

failed to pay the ton-mila tax assessed for the months of November and Dac•ber, 

1932, and J"anuary ud February, 19$3, and has :tailed to tile monthly reports 

for the months of Febru~y and March, 1933. 

After a careful oonsi deration of the record. and testimony, the 

C~1ss1on is of the opinion, and so finds, that Charles R. O'Brien, doing 

business as Parker-Dennr Truck Line, should be authorized to transfer the 

certifi oate oi' public convenience and necessity involved herein to J.l.bert 

Mikelson, Martin Mikelson and Roy E. Woodworth, co ... partners, doing busimss 

as Franktown Truck Line; provided, that they shall pay all delinquent taxes 

due this Ccmnission, and shall pay to a trustee hereinafter named, the 

sum of $100 per month until the full sum of $1,200 has been paid, and 

shall file the proper insurance, and make the monthly reports which should 

now be filed with this Qomm.issio:ii. 

The Cammission.further finds that J"ack Garrett Scott is a proper 
I ~ • ' i. ". 

and responsible~\~rsO'A well qualif~~d. to aot as trustee in this ~tte~, and 

will accept appointment of trustee herein for tile purpose of colleoting the 

payments herein J:e1'erred t.o and pro-rating the aam.e em.ong the ared1 tws o:t 

the said Charles H. O'Brien, after first paying the taxes due to thia Ccm-



• 
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mission. 

.Q.!!,DE!!, 

IT IS 'mmEFORE OBDEBED, That Charles H. O'Brien, doing busira sa aa 

Parker-Denver Truck Line, be, and he is hereby, authorized to assign and tran~ 

fer to Albert Mikelson, Martin Mikelson and Roy B. Woodworth, co ... partnera, 

doing business ae Franktown Truck Line, that portion o:t the certiticate of' ___ ,. ... ,-,.,..-·-·•'" ··--· 

public convenience and necessity dated May 6, 1925, (Decisio~ No. 836) 

autliorizing the transportation of freight between Denver and Parker and inter

mediate points~ which said transfer shall not become effective until the said 

transferees shall pay all delinquent taxes levied and assessed against the 

Franktown Truck Line, and shall file all delinquent mont~ reports. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the said trans:f'erees shall pay the sum 

of $100 par month to the trustee hereinafter appointed, until the :f'Ull sum 

of $1,200 has bee~ paid, as the purchase price of and the consideration :f'or 

said transfer. 

IT IS FURTHER ORllEBED, That J"aok Garrett Scott, of' Denver, Colorado, 

be, and he is hereby, appointed trustee, to receive the aforesaid payments 

to be paid by said transferees as hereinbefore provided, :trom which to first 

pay all delinquent taxes due this Commission from the said Charles H. O'Brien, 

and to pro-rate the balance among the above named craditcr:s of the said 

Charles H. O'Brien, subject to tlie fUrther order of the Commission in the 

premises, and make due report to the Commission and said creditors of his 

acts and doings as 81lch trustee. And provided further, that nothing herein 

contained shall be so construed as to prevent any creditor from commencing an 

action against the said O'Brien in a court of competent jurisdiction to en-

force collection of any obligation due or any balance remaining unpaid at the 

time said trustee is discharged. 

IT IS FURTHER ORllERED, That the tariff of rates, rules and regu-

lations of the said Charles H. O'Brien, doing business as Park:er-Den•r Truck 

Line, transferor herein, shall became and remain those of said Albert Mikelson, 
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Martin Mikelson and Roy E. Woodworth, co-partners, doing business as 

Franktom Truak Line, transferees herein, until cha:uged aocording to law 

and the rules and regulations of this Oomm.ission. 

Dated at Denver, COlorado, 
this 12th day of April, 1933 • 

-5-
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(Decision No. 498t) 

BD'OBE !BE PUBLIC trl'ILITIES COJmSSIOlf .. 
OF THE S!AT.B OF. COLORADO 

* * • • 
IN '!'BE MA'fi'Jm. OF .THE APPLICATION ) 
OF THE COLORADO .AND S001l'!EBN ) 
R.ULWAY COMPA.'NY !0 . CONSOLIDATE . ) 
l'fS AGENCIES A!l AOOII.AR AI:m LYNN, ) 
IN U.S ANDIAS GOONTY, OOLOBADO. ) 

APPLIOUIOl!li'O. 8C>90 

--- - -~ --- - - - ~ ~ - - -
' 

April 14, 1933. 
- - -,·- -- --

Appearances: 1. L. Rice, Esq., Jenver, Oolora~o, 
attorney tor &J:plicaat; .. 

Orle.Ddo Erickson, LJna; Golorad•, 
.E.2. !!. and tor o'lih.er protestq:'s • 

.!!!.!!!E!,! 

II .. ~.l!e Oo•iseion: 

Applicant 'seeks authority to conaol14ate its agency stations 
' ' 

at Jr&uilar and Lynn and eaplor onl7 one qent tor the two said station.-.. 

L)'lUl is a small station loeate4 on the main line ot ,;ae Oolorado. 

ani ~uthern lailway Qo~any 8etween Trinidad and l&leenoars. Its 

' e population consists ot tw or three :families outside ot the railreal. 

·ampl.Gyea, and it is approximatelJ .oae and one-halt miles so11tlleaat .ot 

the town ot Aguilar, which is loeated on a branoh line ot the Coloratio 

and Southern e::dendin& :from Acme J"unction to the Brodhead mine. j,gu11ar 

;_ ) 

hAs a populatioa ot appro:z:imatel7 1,250 residents, ad both ot sail 

stations are located in Las Animas County, Goloredo. .l tair. '4..1n higllWJ 

connects the town ot Lynn with Aguilar, and it is proposed to haTe the 

agent on d11ty at l.ylm trom 6:45 A.M. to 9:45 A.M. and :from. 3:15 P.M. to 

4:15 P.M., while his hours at Apilar wili be substantiallr troa t:41 A.M. 

to 5;15 P.M. these hours will pe~t the ageat at Lynn to meet the two . 

passenger trains ot applicaat which.now pass tl:lrouch Lion cluring the 

daytille. No passenger or express service is now rendered. at Aguilar, 

but same is handled throush l.Jnn • 
., 

the eTidence diacle~taea. that both the tre·ight 'and pasaengel' 

·''· 



business at the towns ot Aguilar and ~ have decreasea very aateri&llf 

in the past three years and that the net railway opera'liing income ot 

applicant's system as a whole has decreased trom the sa ot tl,MV,~$-.f? 

in 1928 to a deficit ot tss,5SO.t5 in 1932. Jx»r••• business showa • 

very material decrease over the same period, having dropped trom u.~ 

average ot 26'1 shi:pments per Jt.On.tll in 1988 at IqDn "0 an average ot ., 

per month in 1932, while the total revenue received at Lynn trom carloa4 

freight in the year 1928 ot taa,sal.&S dl'Opped in the year 193! to •u 
sum ot tl6,535.42. ltxhibUa shCJW that a ai.Dlilar decrease in earload and 

l.c.l. freight has also OOOUI'J'Ied at .AeuilQ". It was estimated that ._he 

eliDdnation of one agent would save applicant approximately tl,50ct•09 

per year in ita o~rating expenses. 

Petitions Qbject1ng to the propose4 consolidation w.rs re-.1~ 

by the COllllllissio:a, and a nu.ber ot said protestant• appeared a$ ue.·.· 

hearing. BoweTer, attar applicant's witiiesaea had explained the ~er 

in which it was proposed to operate both ot sa14 stations with one .. ··:. 

agent, no objectioD'to the consolidation were offered lt7 D.7 ot t1lcJ81 · .. 

present. 

the tranapertation of coal produces the larcer pan ot. the' · 

revenue receiTei from loth the Aguilar and ~ stations, and it was 

testified that this business haa decrease4 9~ in recent years. Both 

Lynn and Aguilar are v.,on the same . telephone exchange, ana appl1eu-. 

proposes to arrange that it the agent·· is called by phone .a11 :LJ:aa while· 
. 

on duty a~ Aguilar, the call will be oonnec~ed at the sta~ion where he 

is on dut1 when same is· aade, and this would also apply to anr ·calla · 

ude a~ Aguilar when the agent is on duty at Lynn. 

It was tes~1t1e4 that one agent would ba~e aaple time te ta-. 

care ot the ~blio neeA' at both ot sai4 statioas. The tact that the 

OoDDission mipt permit consolidation of sa1d asency stations at the 

present time does not aean that, it ~usineas oon41tions improTe'to·aaoh 

an extent that the publ.io convenieaee and neceaait:y require a separ.ate 

aseat at both of said stations, applicant would not be requirel to. a~aia 

• 
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8Bplof two agents, in the event that they do not voluntarily do so.-

A number of let~ers were received by the Comaiasion fro. soae 

of the heavieat shippers over applicant's line coneenting to the )ropeS et 

oonaolU.atton. the coneent ot the Board ot Clounty co-.isstoners of Las 

Anias eounty was also placed in nidence • 

In view of all the circumstanees, the Commission is of the 

opinion, ud so finds, that applicant, !he Golorado and Southern Bailway 

Company, should be granted authority to eonsoli4ate ita station acenoiea 

at Lfnn and Aguilar bJ the emploJ,mBnt of ODe agent to attend to the 

business of both stations, effective May 1, lt33. 

ORDER ___ ...,._ 

IT IS T.BZBEFOBJ: ORDMID, '!llat authority be, an.d the same is 

hereby, g1'8.nte4 to the Oolorato and Southern RailwaJ loapaa7, ap)lieant 

herein, to consolidate its station agencies at LJIUl and ~lar, 1.• 

Las Animas Oounty, Colorado, ,bJ the emplo,ment ot one agent to atted 
\ 

to the business of both stations, etteetive 1&7 l, 1933. 

Dated at ~enver, Colorado, 
this l4th.day of April, 1933. 

'fBI PUBLICi 'O'!'ILITD!'S OMIISS IOI' 
0;&' . STA: . OF OW,)RADf _ . 

~:~·~ 
Colllllli sst oners. · 
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:BIIORE TBI PO'.BLIC UTILITIES COJIUSSION 
OF, S STAB OF QOLOlUD() 

* • * * 

(Decision lfo. 4110) 

Dt Tlll IIA.'t!IR Ol!' TEE APPLICATION ) 
OJ' 1. 14. lOBNSmN .AND W. H, SHOR'f) 
FOR AUTHOIM TO 'TBI .FOIUIJm TO. ) 
ft.ANSFEB '1'0 TBB J.A.!TD ).. OIR!Il"" ) 
IC.A.TI OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND ) 
ucr.ssm. > 

AlfLIOA!IOll'llO, 1'16$-~ 
. ; 

--- - ~ - - - ~ -- ~ --- - -
--- -- - -. 
April 14, 1933. 
~----·----

ApJieU'allOee: E. R. Kou-.ol&eu, Eaq,., Ol'eelef, Qolorado, 
a-tto:ne7 tor applicant w. H. Short. 

STATEY::IN'f -----------
"· 'the Co.isato:a: 

thia ia u. a:pplicaUoD. bf 1. M. J"olmatou. and 'f. H. Short ter 

a•-taority to aai4 1ohnatoa to transfer to said Short 'the oertitioa-.e ot 

pablic oovenienee nd neceaai'ty which na is~ecl ia Appl1eat1o». No. lf~ 

to aaid 1ohna'toD.. 

the tTidenoe. 1howect tha't the aa14 Shon tl'all8ferred a tam 1a 

fJoming 'to 1ohaaton tor a carase buildiDS situa-.ed ill La Salle and the 

aaid certificate ot public co:avenienee and necessity, sabject 'to the 

approval ot the transfer ot the latter DJ this foamisaion. 

the evidence showed further that the said Shor-. 1a in a 

reaaonablf sood tin&DOial condition, has had experience 1• operattn& 

" over the milk route in qtteatioa aa an emplofee ot lo)nston, and t~t 

1ohnaton haa outatancl1ag no 4ebta ariaiug out ot 'the operatioa -.cter 

~· hie certitieate. 

At~er oaretul oona1terat1on ot the evideaoe the Qommtaaioa is ot 

t~e opinion, aad eo tinda, 'tha~ authori-ty saould be granted to aa14 

1. M. .Tohnaton to vauter said cer~itiea te e't public conTenience aU. 

aeeeeeitJ to w. H. Short. 

-1-
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OBDBR -...-- ....... 

~ IS !liEltUOBE OJDEUD, ._at authori'\J be, and the sal!ll is 

here'bJ, sranted to 1. M. · J'olmston to transfer to W, H. Short 1he oer• 

·Uticate ot publie oonTenience and neoessi t7 heretofore iasuecl 1o sa it 

J'ohnaton in Application No. l71S, 

IT IS JURt'.BER ORDUJm, that the rate schedules uct rulea 

and r~ationa of the transferor herein become anct remain those of the 

transferee herein until changed according to law and the Bulea ani 

lesulat ions of the Oo•1I.JiiOB. . 

Dated. at DenTer; Goloracto,. 
this 14th day of ·~ril, 1933. 

·'S PUBLIC UTILITIIS OOlatll$SION 
. OF '8 OF OOLCR.A:DO 

· ... 
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... ' "'··· ""- ..... 

(Decision No. 4991} 

BE:JroRE THE POBLIC UTTI.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF '1liE STATE OF COIDRADO 

* * * 

IN THE MA.TTE.B. OF TEE. APPLICATION ). 
OF A. :r. BORQK AND THE S011l'IiWESTERN ) 
TRANSPORTA1'ION COMPANY FOR .A.UAMOR lTY ) .APPLICATION NO • 1239-d. 
TO THE FORMER TO 'lru.NSF.ER TO THE ) 
UTTER A CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CON- ) 
VENIENCE AND NECESSITY. } 

April 15, 1933 
-.- - - -- -

Appearances: J" •. D. Blunt, Esq., Canon City, Colorado, 
attorney for The Southwestern Trans
portation Company; 

J"ack Garrett Scott, Esq., Denver, Colqrado, 
attorney for A. :r. Borck. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

This is an application by A. J. Borck, doing business as A. J. 

Borck Truck Line, for authority to transfer to The Southwestern Tranapor-

tation Company, a corporation, a certificate o:f public convenience aD.cl 

necessity heretofore issued to said Borck in Application No. 1239. 

The consideration prop9sed to be paid by 'the transferee is $1,500. 

There are some details with respect to the matter ot the p~nt ot said 

consider~tion sat forth in the agreement attached to the application which 

we need not taka time to deac~ibe. 

The evidence shows that there are no outstanding d~bts owing b.r 

said Borck which have arisen out of. the operation under the said nrtificate, 

and that the said The Sou~western Transportation Company is an operator 
• 

under other certificates issued by this Commission and is in good standing. 

Af'ter careful consideration of' the evidence the COlllDli.ssion is ot 

the opinion, and so finds, that authority should be granted to said A. z. 

Borck, doing business as A. ~. Borck Truck L~ne, to transfer his said car-

tificate of public convenience and necessity to the said The Southwestern 

Tran~ortation Company. 
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ORDER ___ ..,.._ 

IT IS THIBEFORE OBDEBED, That authority be, and. the same is hereby', 

granted to said A.~ J". Borak,_ doing business as A. J. Borak Truck_ Line, to 

transfer to said ':Che Southwestern Transportation CompaJ:IY, the certU'ioate 

of public convenience and necessity heretofore issued to said Borck in 

Application No. 1239. 

IT IS Ftl'RrHER OBDEBEp, That the tarUf of rates, rules and regula-

tiona of the said A. J". Borck, doing business as A. J". Borck Truck Line, 

transferor herein, shall become and rsmain those of said The Southwestern . . 
Transportation Company, transferee herein, until Changed according to law 

and the rules and regulations o t this Commission. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 15th day of April, 1933 • 

-2-
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(Decision No. 4994 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

B' the Commission, 

~ 
) 

* * * 

1151 
OASE NO."""~----·--" 

S T A 'T EM EN T _..,._,.._ __ ........ 

Th~· records Q.f the Co~issiofi0cil,lS~R!(/ that :t;be above named re• 
spondent was heretofore issued a permit/unaer ~ne provisions ot 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 the above named re
spondent is and has been engaged in the business of 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 and in violation of the permit to operate as a 
private carrier by motor vehicle heretofore issued to him. 

ORDilR --------
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine whether or not 
the above named respondent is and has been engaged in the business of a motor 
vehicle carrier without a certificate of public convenience and necessity &nd 
in violation of law and of the permit to operate as a private carrier hereto
fore issued to him. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if anr he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commissission within ten dars from 
this date, why the Commission should not enter its order requiring said re
spondent to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless 
and until he procures a certificate of public convenience and necessit1J and 
an order suspending or revoking the pern1it to operate as a private carrier by 
motor vehicle heretofore issued to himJ and such other order or orders as 
mar 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 Hearina Room, 
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. _UU.Q.Q __ .. o • clook4 ..... M., on 
··-·-·-·-···M.U~.a .•... l.¥~ ....... -·-·-·--~·-·-·-··• at which time and place such evidence as is 
proper may be introduced. 

Oommissioners. 



(De~ision No. 4995) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMIOOION 
OF TEE STATE O:F OOWRADO 

TEE TOWN OF GRAN.ADA, A MIJNICIPAL 
CORPORATION, 

Complainant, 

vs. 

THE em OF LAMAR, A CORPORATION, 

Defendant. 

* * * 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) 
) 

- ... - - -- - -
J.pril 21, 1933 

Br the Commission: 

CASE NO. 72 9 

An application has bean filed by the City or Lamar :tor an order 

extending th.El affective date of the order or the Commission made herein on 

April 3. The Commission read the appli oat ion and after carefully consider-

ing the matters alleged therein ia of the opinion, and so finds, that the 

time when the aaid order or April 3 becomes ef:teotive should be extended 

ten days. 

ORDER -----
IT IS 'lliEREFORE ORDERED, That th.El time when the order o't April 

3, 1933, made herein,: shall becane effective, be, and tha S8I)le is hereby, 

extended ten days beyond the time the effective date would occur without 

this extension. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 21st day o:t April, 1933. 

TEE PUBLIC uriLITIES COMMISSION 
0 STATE OJ' COLORADO 

\ 
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(Decision No. 4996) 

BE:l!OBE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES C\1.:1MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF OOUlRA.DO 

* * * 

RE THill COLORADO .AliD SOlJI'EERN ) INVESTIGATION AliD SUSI?ENSION 
:OOCKm' J;..TO. 1~5. RAILVlAY COnlJ? lU"\'Y. ) 

April 22, 1933 

Appearances: Ja L. Rice, Es~ •• Denver, Colorado, 
attorm y for The Colorado &. 
Southern Railway Company; 

By the Commission: 

Mr. w. E. Riggs, Trinidad, Colorado, 
pro~; 

Mr. w. R. Murphy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Board of Land Commissioners, 
State of Colorado; 

R. E. Conour, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
Assistant Attorney General. 

On November 18, 1931, The Colorado and Southern. Railway Caapany, 

in compliance with Genaral Order No. 15, filad a notice of its intention to 

abandon certain trackage formerly serving the :Majestic Mine at Forbes J"unc-

tion in Las Animas County. Mr. w. E. Riggs protested. It was than agreed 

that some 1100 feet of tha main spur track and some 270 teet of the side spur 

track, known as No. 2 Track, be left in place for ~~. Riggs' use until October 

31, 1932, so that he might he.ve sufficient time to ·demonstrate his need for 
I 

the tracks, the Commission to retain jurisdiction for any turther action that 

might be required. 

On J"anuary 18, of this year, the Conmission was advised by the 

railroad company that Mr. Riggs had made practically no use of' the tracks 

during the test period and as the same had long since passed, re~uest was 

made for a hearing in the matter if Mr. Riggs did not consent to the removal 

of the tracks. The matter was then set down for hearing and was heard in the 

Hearing Room of' the Commission on March 27, at which time the Commission heard 
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the testimony of the Assistant General Manager of the Colorado and Southern, 

of Mr. W. E. Riggs, and of Ron. W. R. Murphy, Engineer of the State Board of 

Land Commissioners. 

At one time the Forbes Mine was operated by one of tba large coal 

companies of the State. The eampaey absildoned operations. The mine -being 

located on State land, the State Board of Land Commissioners then leased the 

mine to Riggs. At one time the spur track ran dOwn to the mine. Most of tha 

said track has long since been removed. There is left onlY some 1400 feet. 

The distance from the mine to the spur is some two and one-halt miles, over 

which distance coal has to be transported in wagons or motor trucks. There 

is no other spur in the vicinity available tar use by Riggs. 

The evidence showed. that Riggs had shipped one car of coal on Feb-

ruary 2, 1Q32, and that recently he had Shipped three cars of slack and ex

pected to ship another within a few days. The evidence with respect to the 

future was q~ita indefinite. Riggs, of course, is operating on a comparative

ly small basis but he has had to incur a substantial expense in getting the 

mine in condition. It rather appeared that there probably would be no coal 

shipped b.1 rail hereafter until next fall. 

It was brought out that the witch on the main line at the point 

where the spur track takes off constitutes a substantia.l operating hazard. 

It was further testified that there is a substantial amount of wear on the 

switch points and frog. The Assistant General Manager of the railroad com

paey testified that his compaey would want two or three cars per month it 

the spur and switch ere to be left in place; that since it costs some $25.00 

to $30.00 to taka out the frogs and points, the ccmpany would not want to 

replace them unless at least three cars are in prospect and that unless at 

least three more would probably be offered within the reasonably near future, 

the switch should come out again. 

O:f.' course, the railroad company is interested in developing tonnage. 

However, it is common knowledge that there is an excess supply of coal in the 
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State, including the Walsenburg and Las Animas Oounty districts. It thus 

appears that it' there is a market tor coal. to be shipped by rail it oan 

be moved from many points where rail tacilities are available. 

Attar careful consideration ot the evidence the Commission is 

ot the opinion, and so :t'inds, that unless it appears that the saidBiggs 

shall have available tor shipment .at least an a'ferage ot two cars per 

month in the tuture, the Colorado and Southern should be permitted to 

remove both the switch and the spur track. 

We are further of the opinion, and so find, that the track should 

not be removed until after the said Riggs has had an opportunity to. c1eliftr 

the necessary tonnaga within the next year. but that the authority Should be 

granted at this time to remove the switch, if there is no reasonable pros-

pact of two cars per month being offered between now and the tall Mason 

when the coal season begins. 

We are further of the opinion that the carrier should not be re

quired to replace the switch until three cars of coal are ready to be shipped 

by Riggs. 

The Commission is fUrther of th~, opinion that it should retain 

jurisdiction over this matter so that if any disagreement arisl;ts between 

the parties the matter can be set down tor further hearing. 

IT IS THl!:REl!'OBE ORDERED, That unless it appears reasonably 

probable that the said W. E. Riggs shall have· available for shipment by 

The Colorado and Southern Railway Company two cars per month from now 

until October 1, the said railway company shall be, and the same is 

hereby, authorized to remove the switch in its main line track at the 

point where the connection is made with the spur track in question. 

r.r Is FURTHER ORDERED, That if said switch is removed the 

said railway company shall replace the same at any time within a year 

from this date when the said w. E. Riggs has ready to tender for shipment 

three cars of coal. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That it said switCh is replaced, the same 

may be taken out again at any time wi~hin a year trom this data it it does 

not appear reasonably probable that an average of two ears ot coal per 

month will be shipped by Riggs. It so taken out after being replaced there 

shall be no duty to replace again until three cars ot coal are ready tor 

shipment. 

IT IS FORl'HER ORDERED, That it at the end ot one year trom this 

date, twenty-tour cars ot coal have not been shipped by the said 1f. E. Riggs, 

The Colorado and Southern Railway Company shall be, and the seme is hereby, 

au thor ize4 to take up· its said spur track. 

IT IS JroRTBJm ORDERBD, That jUrisdiction or this oasa be, end the 

same is hereby, retained to the end that it any disagreement arises between 

the parties with respect to their rights under this order the matter mat be 

set down again tor turther hearing. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day ot April, 1933. 

-4-
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(Decision No. 49~7) 

BEFORE '!BE PUBLIC UTILITIES COIIUSSION 
Ol!' THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 
D THE MATTER OF 'l'SE APPLICATION OF ) 
THE COLORADO .AND SOU'l'Hl!:RN RAILWAY ) 

APPLICA.TION NO. 209'1 COMPANY FOB AUTHORITY TO CLOSE ITS ) 
&l'ATION AT TIMNATH, COLORADO. ) 
- - ~ - - ---- ~ - - -- -- ~ ~ 

.. .. - - - - --
April a4, 1935. 

STA'fEMEN'l' ----------
By the Commission: 

QJ1 March U, the .Colorado and Southern :Railwar Compan7 tiled 

its application, No. 2097, asking authority to close the applicant's 

station at 1U.mnath as an acency station and to substitute tor the regular 

agent a custodian who would fUrnish all service reasonably re~tred. 

Notice ot the application was sent out on the same day on which 

the same was tilel to the Mayor of timnath, the Board ot County Oommiasioners 

ot Laramie County, Mr. R. c. Bonney, local representatiTe of •• Order ot . 

Railroad Telegraphers, and Mr. B. c. Lewis, Vice President· of said Order. 

None of tha persons to whom notice of the application was sent filed &DJ 

·answer or statement with respect to the matter, although the letter 

addressed to them asks them to •indicate in duplicate within ten days your 

attitude regarding awns•. 

In view of the tact that the application was sworn to.and of' 

the rur-.her fact that none of the persons who might be interested bave 

filed any statement of any kind with respect to the matter, the Commission 

'is of the opinion, and so finds, that. the authority should be gran-.ed. · 

HoweTer, in view of the fact that no hearing will be held, the Co111111sifb~ 

will retain jurisdiction over the matter so that it may on short notice 

reopen the application and set the same down for hearing if those inter-

ested'so request and it aeema advisable. 

ORDER ---.- .... 
IT IS THEREFORE OBIJB:aED, That authority be 1 and the same is 
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hereby, granted to The Colorado and Southern lia.Uway Coi!lpany to substitute 

at the station ot 'l!imnath, Colorado, a custodian b.- lieu ot the regular 

station agent. 

IT IS FORTBER ORDERED, That such custodian shall render all 

service reasonably required by the public at said station. 

IT IS FURTHE:R ORDERED, !hat jurisdiction over this appl1e.at1CI1 
• 

be, and the s~e is hereby, retained, to the end that the Commission ~y, 

it so requested and it seems advisable, reopen the matter tor earlr. 

hearing and tor such other action as,shall be meet end proper. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, · 
.this 24th.day ot April, 1933. 

TILITIEB CCIIII~ION 
TATE OF COLORADO 

~~. 
%:,~£~-~ 

Commissioners. 



BEFORE THE i PUBLIC UTILITIES OCMII.SSION 
OF rhJE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

(Decision lto. 4918) 

RE DISCONTINUANCE AND • AL ) 
OF SroB TaACX AT MILE PdST 362.96) 
BY THE DENVER AND RIO GliAmm: } 
WESTERN RAILROAD. COMP~. ) 

INVESTIGATION AND SUSPDSION 
.oocmr Na, 1t3 

- - - - -- - -- -- . ,- - - - -
April 24, 1933. 
- ... -- .. - --

STATEMENT -- . ....---.----
By the Commission: 

' 

The CODID.issiion is in receipt of a comunieation dated April 17, 
! 
I 

1933, 'f:NDI. the General /Attorney tor the above ~cl app"11~ant, atat1DS 
i i' 

tl).at,app11eant.desires/to withdraw notice of itsfntention to remoYe.tb.e 

spur track at Mile Posi 362.96 near Glenwood SprinS•• Colerado. 
I 
I . 

In confolmd~y with said request the Co~ssion is ot the 

opinion, and so finds,, tha~ the instant case should be diSII.isaed • 

.Q.!DER -
IT IS ~RE amJRED, That the instant case be, and the 

I 
same is hereby, dismi~aed. 

Dated at Denver, Col~rado, 
this 24th clay ot Aprll, 1933, 

I 

$::~.,.~ 
Conmissioners. 
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BEFORE 'lEE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 

(Decision No. 4999) 

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION ) 
OF R. W. NELSON AND JOHN CAMPBELL, ) 
DOING BUSINESS AS TEE CRESTED BUTTE ) 
HARDWARE AND .AUTO SUPPLY COMPANY, ) 
FOB .AUTHORITY TO OPERATE MOTOR TRUCK ) 
FREIGHT SERVICE. ) 

APPLICATION NO. 2086 

~ - -- --- - - - --- -
April 22, 1933 

Appearances: Clifford H. Stone, Esq., Gunnison, 
Colorado, tor applicants; 

T· A. White, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
tor Tbe Denver and Rio Grande Western 
Railroad Company and Rio Grande Motor Way, 
Inc., protestants. 

By the Commission: 

This is·an application by .R• w. Nelson and John Campbell, doing 

business as The Crested Butte Hardware and Auto Supply Company, tor a 

certificate ot public convenience and necessity authorizing the operation 

ot a motor vehicle system tor the transportation ot freight generally 

within the County of Gunnison, Colorado, and between points in said terri-

tory and all points within the State of Colorado. 

The application was resisted by The Denver and Rio Grande Western 

Railroad Company and its subsidiary motor vehicle company, litio Grande Motor 

Way, Inc. 

The applicants made a very satisfactory showing as to financial 

condition and general responsibility. They are engaged in the hardware 

business in Crested Butte, a town lo~ated in Gunnison County on a branch 

line ot the Rio Grande extending tro.m Gunnison. They have occasion to 

transport their own t reight not infrequently trom Salida or Ptleblo. They 

testified that there are a number or mining camps and summer resorts 

located in the territory tributary to Crested Butte and Gunnison which 

are not served by any rail carrier. 

fhe evidence showed also that there is a considerable demand 
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tor the transportation of' household goods and other commodities between 

points in Gunnison County, particularly in the Crested Butte area, and 

points on the north fork of' the Gunnison river. '!he highway mileage from 

Crested Butte to Somerset and other points on the North Fbrk is much less 

than the rail mileage via Montrose and Delta. The test~ony tor the 

applicants was to the ef'f'ect that they do not comtemplate operating any 

scheduled service. 

Mr. Nelson testified on the date of' the hearing, which was 

February 6, t:ta t his last trip trom Pueblo was in J'anuary, probably the 

23rd. He further testified that he had made some three trips trom Pueblo 

in sixty days. However, the infrequency of' their trips made have been due 

somewhat to the fact that they had no certificate of' public convenience 

and necessity. 

The Rio Grande was permitted to abandon its mixed train 

service between Crested Butte and Gunnison and to substitute therefor a 

motor bus which is so constructed as to permit of the carrying of' a 

large amount of l.c.l. freight. At the time of the hearing rail service 

was being rendered between those points, but f'or the reason that at that 

time it was impossible to operate the bus on account of' snow conditions. 

The president of' the Motor Way definitely undertook to carry daily 

between Gunnison and Crested Butte all l.c.l. freight that might be of'tered, 

promising either to make a second trip with the bus or to use additional 

equipment f'or the purpose. The Motor Way makes two round trips per 

week between Grand 1unetion and Gunnison, carrying freight only on these 

trips. The Rio Grande does not operate any regular or scheduled f're~t 

service between Salida and Gunnison. 

~o witnesses testified for the applicants, one being one of 

the applicants, the other a County Commissioner of' Gunnison County, who 

is familiar with traffic and road conditions in that part of the State. 
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The failure to have other witnesses doubtless was due largely to the 

tact that the hearing was held in Denver, which is situated a long dis

tance /rrom Crested Butte and Gunnison. However, the.::'e was no testimony on 
j 

the part ot any ot the shipping public as to a need ot the proposed service. 

The Commission has heretofore consistently taken the position 

that it should not authorize an operator who has no schedule, but SUnply 

goes and comes when he gets a satisfactory load, to operate without a 

rate differential in favor ot the scheduled motor and rail carrier. 

Here it is true that there is no scheduled freight service between Salida 

and Gunnison, yet there is regular l.c.l. freight service (which is 

necessarily the kind or service which the applicants propose to render, 

as their trucks would carry less than a rail carload) between Grand 

Junction and Gunnison and between Gunnison and Crested Butte. 

According to testimony, there are a number of other truckers 

operating in and out of Crested Butte. It is, ot course, clear under 

the law that we have no right to deny private carriers the right to 

operate provided only that they will secure the permit, which issues as 

a matter ot course, take out the 1 proper insurance and pay the lawtul 

taxes. Moreover, under the law, as declared by our Supreme Court, a 

private carrier can apparently haul tor quite a large number of customers. 

It is well known that the rail carriers ot the country at 

this particular time are suffering from a very great diminution of tra:ttic. 

One reason might possibly be that their rates have been held so much 

higher than those that are charged by private and motor vehicle carriers. 

The fact is, however, that the reduction of their taxes has not been 

at all comparable to the loss ot tonnage. In view of the lack of the 

showing ot a demand of the shipping public in Crested Butte that the 

services o:r the applicants are reasonably necessary, in view of the rail 

and motor vehicle service now available and in view o:r the tact also 

that the applicants may transport all ot their own commodities that they 

desire without any authority from this Commission, the Commission is ot 

the opinion, and so finds, that the public convenience and necessity 
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do not require the transportation of any freight by the applicants 

between rail points in Gunnison County and other rail points in the State 

without the usual differential of twenty per cent. 

We are of the opinion, and so find, that the public convenience 

and necessity do require the motor vehicle system of the applicants for 

the transportation of freight generally of all kinds between all points 

in Gunnison County and all other points in the State of Colorado, subject 

to the condition that where the freight, except household goods, is 

transported to or from points in Gunnison County located on the lines ot 

The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company from and to other rail 

points in the State the applicants shall charge a rate differential of 

not less than· twenty per cent more than the rates currently charged for 

rail service, provided, however, that if the rail mileage between points 

located in Gunnison County on the Rio Grande and other points to or from 

which freight is carried exceeds by twenty-five per cent the highway 

mileage, the said requirement shall not be made. The proviso named is to 

take care of such a case as the transportation of freight from Crested 

. 4lt Butte to Somerset and Paonia. 

~he Commission is further of the opinion, and so finds, 

that the usual requirement made in cases of this sort retaining juris-. 

diction over the application should be made herein • 

.Q.£!.1?.!! 
IT IS TEEREFORE ORDERED, That the public convenience and 

necessity require the motor vehicle system of the applicants, .R• w. Nelson 

and ~ohn Campbell, doing business as The Crested Butte Hardware and Auto 

~ Supply Company, for the transportation, not on schedule, of freight 

generally between all points in Gunnison County and all other points 

in the State of Colorado, subject to the conditions hereinafter stated, 

and this order shall be taken, deemed and held to be a certificate of 

public convenience and necessity therefor. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, ~hat this certificate is granted upon 
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the condition that the applicants be, and they hereby are, required 

i:a the case of the transportation of freight other tba:a household goecla 

betwee11 points in Gwmison OOUllty situate4 on the lines of the havel' 

and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company and other rail points in ~· 

State of Golorado to charge rates tor the transportation ot such trei&jt 

as much aa twenty per cent in excess of those currently in efteot ant 

being charged tor rail carriase betweea the same points, provided, afWeTe!", 

that where the rail mileage exceeds by twentf•five per cen~ the highwa7 

mileqe between the points between which the freight moves, said require:ment 

shall not obtain. 

IT IS FURTRD ORDER'ID, iJ!b.at jurisdiction of the applicaUo · 

herein be, and the same is hereb7, retained to the end that if and as 

occasion may arise appropriate orders mar be made to prevent taproper 

encroachment by the applicants upon the field of businea• occupied by 

rail and scheduled motor vehicle carriers, and at the same time te 

allow the applicants reasonable latitude in the carrJ1ng on ot ita 

businesa as it mar develop in the future. 

IT IS FORmER ORDERED, 'mta t the applicants shall tile taritfa 

ot rates, rules and re~ations and distance schedule& as reqmire« by 

the Bules and Regulations ot thia Gammisaion governiug motor vehicle 

carriers, within a period not to exeae4 twenty d&Ts froa the date hereot. 

I'! IS l!tJBTBER OIIDE.RED, !h,t ~:the applicants shall operate 

auch motor vehicle eUI':Ler s1atem according' to tlle sohe.dule filed 

with this Commission except when prevented from so doing by the A4t 

ot Qod, :the public ene:JQJ or \Ull'JU&l or extrenae weather oond1t1oaa; u~ *hi• 
order is .ade· subject to ooapl.1anee by the appliean'ts wit~ the 1\il&a 

and Begulationa now 1n force or to be hereatter adopted by the 

Commission with respect to motor vehicle carriers e.ud also s'ubjeo1 
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'to. anr tuture legislat1Te ac-tion that mar be taken with respec-t thereto. 

Da-ted at Denver, Colorado, 
thia 22nd dar ot April. 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
H. B. MINER, DOING BUSINESS AS 
H. B. MINER TRANSPORTATION 
COMPANY. 

* * * 

CASE NO. 1152 

April 25, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

• l . 

(Decision No. 5000) )0 

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, as amended, in Application No. 1381, authorizing him to engage in 

the business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission on the complaint of The 

Colorado Honey Producers' Association of Denver, Colorado, that said 

respondent, on the 25th day of November, 1932, accepted a c.o.D. shipment 

from said complainant, amounting to $8.85, and that said respondent has 

failed to remit said amount to said shipper within five days thereafter, 

or at all, in violation of Rule 37 of the Rules and Regulations of the 

Commission, covering the collection and payment for c.o.D. shipments. 

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 violated Rule 37 of the Rules and Regulations 

of the Commission by his failure, refusal and neglect to remit the afore-

said c. o. D. shipment to the said The Colorado Honey Producers' Association, 

of Denver, Colorado, within five days after collection of the same, 

or at all, or has otherwise violated said rule by his failure to remit 

other c. o. D. collections within the time and in the manner provided 
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in said rules and regulations. 

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 revoking said certificate of 

public convenience and necessity heretofore issued in Application No. 1381, 

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

carrier for his failure to comply with said Rule 37 relating to the collection 

and payment for c.o.D. shipments as aforesaid. 

,. IT IS l!URTHER 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 

May 8, 1933, at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be 

introduced. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 25th day of April, 1933. 



I 
(Decision No. 5001) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 
BE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
FRED S. KELSO, DOING BUSINESS .AS ) CASE NO. 1153 
KELSO TRUCK LINE. ) 

April 25, 1933 

STATEMENT 

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, as amended, in Application No. 1502, authorizing him to engage in 

the business of' a common carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission on the complaint of' 'IDle 

Deline Manufacturing Company, of' Denver, Colorado, that said respondent, 

on the 3rd day of' March, 1933, accepted a c. o. D. shipment from said 

complainant, amounting to $12.50, and that said respondent has failed to 

remit said amount to said shipper within five days thereafter, or at all, in 

violation of Rule 37 of' the Rules and Regulations of' the Commission, covering 

the collection and payment for c. o. D. shipments. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on 1 ts own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if' the above 

named respondent has violated Rule 37 of' the Rules and Regulations of the 

Commission by his f'ailure, refusal and neglect to remit the af'oresaid 

c. o. D. shipment to the said ~he Deline Manufacturing Company, of' Denver, 

Colorado, within f'ive days after collection of the same, or at all, or 

has otherwise violated said rule by his f'ailure to remit other c. o. D. 

collections within the time and in the manner provided in said rules and 

regula tiona~ 
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IT IS FtJR'l'EER OBDERED, That said respondent show cause 1 

if any he have, by written statement filed with the Commission within 

ten days from this date, why. it should not enter an order revoking 

said certificate of public convenience and necessity heretofore issued 

in Application No. 1502, and requiring him to cease and desist trom 

operating as a motor vehicle carrier tor his tailure to comply with 

said Rule 37 relating to the collection and payment for c. o. D. 

shipments as aforesaid. 

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

is hereby, set down tor hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 

Boom, 330 State Ottice Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 A. M. 

o'clock on May 8, 1933, at which time and place such evidence as ia 

proper may be introduced. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 25th day of April, 1933. 

TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COJIUSSION' 

--jlfif]i. COLORlllXl. ) "/,i 4 ~o'b> 

9~~ 
~,~Jt~~~ 

Commissioners. 
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(Decision No. 5003) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 

BE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
ALBERT SCHWIL'KE. } 

CASE NO. ll54 

-- - . - -- - - - - - - -
April 27, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

On june 20, 1931, the Commission issued a private motor vehicle 

:permit No. A.-24 to Albert Schwilke, authorizing him to operate as a private 

carrter tor hire by motor vehicle pursuant to the provisions or Chapter 120, 

Session Laws of Colorado, 1931. On September 12, 1931, the Commission made 

an order in Case No. 713 requiring the said Schwilke to show cause why his 

said private permit should not be revoked or suspended because of his 

~ having, after the issuance thereof, operated as a motor vehic~e or common 

carrier as defined in Section 1 (d) of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 

1927, without having a certificate of public convenience and necessity 

theret'or. 

The matter o~e on tor hearing, after which the Commission 

made an order on November 30, 1931, in which it found' that the said 

Schwilke, after the issuance of the said private permit, had operated 

as a motor vehicle carrier as defined by said Section ·1 (d), Chapter 134, 

s. L. 1927; that such operation was conducted without a certificate of 

public convenience and necessity, and was in excess of the authority 

41t· granted in and by virtue of said permit. The Commission turther found 

that the said private permit No. A-24 sho~d be revoted. In and by said 

order the said permit was revoked, and the respondent .Sc.hwilke was ordered 

to aeease operating as either a private or common carrier of freight by 

motor vehicle". Said order so made in said Case No. 713 on November 30, 

1931, remains in full force and effect at this time. 
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It appears now to the Commission that said Schwilke on April 19, 

1953, presented to the file clerk of this ,qo~bsi,on, who issues private 

permits more or less as a matter of' course, an application for another 

Class A private motor vehicle permit, and that the said fi~e clerk and 

_secretary of the Commission issued a permit on or about that day. 

It further appears that the members of' the Commission were not 

aware of the tact that said Schwilke had sought said permit and did not 

approve or consent to the issuance thereof'. 

The Commission is, therefore, of' the opinion, and so finds,, that 

an order should be made requiring the respondent, Albert Schwilke, to show 

cause, by written statement tiled with this Commission within ten days 

from this date, why the said private motor vehicle permit No • .a.-wa should 

not be revoked. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the said Albert Schwilke be, and 

he is hereby, re~ired to file with the Commission within ten days fraa 

this date a written answer why his private motor vehicle permit No. A-442 

should not be revoted. 

IT IS FURTEER ORDERED, That said matter be set down tor hearing 

in the Hearing Room ot the Commission, 330 State Office Building, Denver, 

Colorado, on the lOth day of' May, 1933, at 10:00 o'clock A.M., at which 

time and place the Commission will receive evidence concerning the matters 

and things set torth herein and bearing on the question whether or not 

aaid permit should be revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 27th day of April, 1933. 

~&v~ 
~~-~ Commissioners. 
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(Decision No. 5004) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

**** 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION ) 
OF ROARING FORK WATER, LIGHT AND ) 
POWER COMPANY FOR A CERTIFICATE OF ) 
PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. } 

---------
April 27, 1955. 

APPLICATION NO, 2100 

Appearances: George L. Nye, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
attorney for applicant; 

By the Commission: 

James D. Bromley, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
attorney for Public Service Company 
of Colorado. 

The applicant, Roaring Fork Water, Light and Power Company, a 

Colorado corporation, has been e~ed many years in the generation by a 

hydro plant of electricity which is distributed to the public in the town 

of Aspen and the vicinity thereof in Pitkin County, Colorado, It has fUed 

an application in which it asks "that the Public Utilities Commission of 

the State of Colorado enter its order that the present and future public 

convenience .and necessity require the extension of the facilities of the 

plant and system of Roaring Fork Water, Light and Power Company by the con
I 

struction of the proposed transmission line up the Roaring Fork River and 

over Independence Pass to the vicinity of the eastern portal of the tunnel 

project of Twin Lakes Reservoir and Canal Company." 

It asks also for any further order or direction as may be neces-

sarz,, appropriate and proper in the premises. 

Twin Lakes Reservoir and Canal Company is desirous of constructing 

a diversion tunnel through which it proposes to divert the waters of the 

Roaring Fork and its tributaries from the west side of the Continental Divide 

for the purpose of irrigating certain lands east thereof. The application 

states that the project has been approved by the Reconstruction Finance 



Corporation as a "self-liquidating project, upon which it will loan 

$1,250,000.00." 

The purpose of building this line is mainly to supply power to 

the reservoir and canal company for the construction of said tunnel. Energy 

would be furnished at both the east and west portals thereof. The line would 

be some twenty-three miles in length. It is doubtful whether it would be 

maintained after the tunnel has been constructed. 

The application further alleges that the making thereof is "the 

direct result of a request from Twin Lakes Reservoir and Canal Company that 

applicant take all necessary steps for the construction qf the proposed 

transmission line promptly so that it may assure prospective bidders that 

electrical power will be available for construction work." 

Ordinarily before the construction of a transmission line, such 

as is here proposed, can be undertaken, it is necessary to secure a license 

from the Federal Power Commission. However, it is possible for the Forest 

Service of the United States Department of Agriculture to issue, if agree;.. 

able to the Power Commission, what is called a special use permit, under 

which construction may be undertaken in advance of the . issuance of the 

license. As we are informed, the Power Commission requires the s~curing of 

a certificate of public convenience and necessity from this Commission. The 

Power Commission has approved the issuance of the special use permit in this 

case. 

Public Service Company of Colorado filed, prior to the hearing 

herein, a written statement that the contract for electrical power will be 

let by the general contractor and that such contractor bas not as yet been 

named; that said company's electrical system is available for furnishing of 

electrical energy for the construction of said tunnel. That company's 

written statement concludes with the prayer that no final order be entered 

herein "until such time as such general contractor has been designated ¥d 

negotiations for the furnishing of electrical current have been carried on.• 
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At the hearing some question was raised as to the capacity of 

the applicant. The evidence seemed to indicate that if its capacity 'is 

not now sufficient, the company would be able and willing to make it so 

without great expense. 

While the length of the line from Aspen would be about twenty

one miles, the line of Public Service Company, which would have to be built 

from Leadville, would be some twenty-seven or twenty-eight miles in length. 

While there would be more expense in building a line from Leadville, it is 

possible that this might be somewhat offset by the expense that the appli

cant might have to incur in order to make its equipment adequate for the 

purpose. 

There was also a statement made at the hearing to the effect 

that the Reconstruction Finance Corporation had possibly withdrawn its 

decision to make the loan in ~uestion. 

We assume that it is proper for this Commission to issue a certi

ficate of public convenience and necessity in a case of this sort where 

probably only one customer is to be served. However, we are inclined to 

believe that the question of what company should render the service when 

two companies are so nearly equidistant from the point at which the energy 

is to be delivered should be left very largely to the contractor who will 

buy and pay for the energy. We say very largely for the reason that it is 

quite possible that this Commission should in certain circumstances assume 

the responsibility of determining to which of the two applicants the certi

ficate should be granted. 

At the present time we do not understand that the applicant herein 

is ready to proceed with the building of a line. It is ready to do so when

ever it is assured that a satisfactory contract will be made with it for 

the energy. Public Service Company likewise is ready to do the same. It 

seems to us the Commission should deny the application at this time, retain

ing jurisdiction thereover, and holding itself ready immediately to set the 

matter down for further hearing if and when it is desirable and necessary. 

We stand ready, willing and desirous of doing all reasonably within our 
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• 

power to expedite a semi-public work of the kind in qu.es,tion. But we 

believe action by us at this time would be somewhat premature. 

After careful consideration of the evidence the Commission is 

of the opinion, and so finds, that the application herein at this time 

should be denied. 

ORDER _...,. __ _ 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the appltcation herein be, and 

the same is hereby, denied. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That jurisdiction over the application 

herein be, and the same is hereby, retained for such further action herein 

as shall be proper. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the applicant shall have leave at 

any time it so desires to ask that the case be set for further hearing. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 27th day of April, 1955. 

TILITIES COMMISSION 
l"fU:.~~..wo~...:=OF COLORADO 




