Decision No. R00-1040-I

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

DOCKET NO. 00A-363CP

in the matter of the application of chaffee transit, inc., d/b/a timberline express, p.o. box 912, salida, colorado 81201, for extension of operations under puc no. 29375.

interim order of
administrative law judge
arthur g. staliwe

Mailed Date:  September 19, 2000

I. STATEMENT

A. By stipulation received September 18, 2000, applicant and intervenors propose that the existing application to provide call-and-demand limousine service be restricted as follows:

I.
With respect to transportation to the Colorado Springs Airport and to the Denver International Airport, to trips that are arranged via reservation with Timberline with each trip having a minimum of three (3) passengers;

II.
Against picking up passengers by using the taxi lines at Colorado Springs Airport and Denver International Airport; and

III.
To the use of vehicles with a seating capacity of eight passengers or more, excluding the driver.

B. To begin, the requirement for a minimum of three passengers arranged via reservation (amount of advance notice not specified) takes on the earmarks of charter service, not call-and-demand service.  As interpreted by this agency, call-and-demand service can be invoked by one passenger, not a minimum of three.  Additionally, the issues of advance reservations and a minimum of three passengers raises significant enforcement and public convenience questions. What of the passengers making advance reservations, only to rudely find out at the last minute that the magic minimum has not been achieved, thus absolving the carrier of an obligation to carry passengers?  Compounding the problem, what occurs to passengers who have purchased roundtrip tickets, expecting to be picked up at a given airport, only to find out that a vehicle never left Salida or Buena Vista because the magic minimum of three passengers was not achieved to dispatch the vehicle?  Obviously, this restrictive amendment was not well thought out by the parties, and must be rejected.

C. As regards the question of not picking up passengers at taxi lines at the two airports, this is a matter that is not within the ambit of this Commission’s jurisdiction to control one way or the other.  Thus, this proposed restrictive amendment must be rejected.

D. Requiring the use of vehicles with a seating capacity of eight or more is not a problem.

order

E. It Is Ordered That:

1. The stipulated motion to restrictively amend the application filed on September 18, 2000 is rejected for the reasons set forth above.  It is not clear whether the parties wish to submit an additional restrictive amendment which could include an equipment seating capacity restriction.

2. This order is effective immediately.
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