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I.
BY THE COMMISSION
A.
Statement
1. This matter comes before the Commission for consideration of an application for rehearing, reargument, or reconsideration (RRR) of Decision No. C08-0022 filed by Durango Transportation, Inc. (DTI) filed on January 28, 2008.  That decision granted an application filed by Travel Crafter, LLC (Travel Crafter) for permanent authority to operate as a common carrier for the transportation of passengers and their baggage in sightseeing services, and denied DTI’s Petition to Intervene in the matter as moot.  This matter also comes before the Commission for consideration of a request to withdraw the application filed by Travel Crafter on February 7, 2008.    
2. In its RRR, DTI claims that the denial of its Petition to Intervene and the grant of Travel Crafter’s application without a hearing were in error.  DTI points out that the Commission issued Decision No. C08-0222 relying on incorrect information.  DTI also argues that it retained a property interest with respect to the authority it previously leased to MAAP Enterprises, LLC (MAAP) and therefore had standing to intervene in this docket.  DTI also point out that it was not served with a copy of a pleading filed by Travel Crafter with the Commission.

3. Now, being fully advised in the matter, we deny DTI’s RRR as moot and grant Travel Crafter’s request to withdraw its application, consistent with the discussion below.

B.
Background
4.
DTI filed an application to lease a portion of Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 14196 to MAAP on August 16, 2007.  DTI proposed to lease the authority to provide sightseeing services originating and terminating in La Plata and Montezuma counties.  The proposed lease period was from May 8, 2007 to May 8, 2012, or until cancelled.  That application commenced Docket No. 07A-308CP-LPTN.  

5.
The Commission deemed the application complete and granted it on October 10, 2007.  See Decision No. C07-0885.  DTI states in its RRR that Decision No. C07-0885 incorrectly approved the lease of all of the authority to provide sightseeing services held by DTI to MAAP, instead of only the authority to provide sightseeing services originating in La Plata and Montezuma counties.  See DTI’s RRR, p. 2.  

6.
Travel Crafter applied for permanent authority to operate as a common carrier in charter and sightseeing services to several historical sites in Southwestern Colorado on November 15, 2007.  The application was restricted to trips that originated and terminated in Adams, Arapahoe, Boulder, Denver, Douglas, Elbert, or Jefferson counties.  This application commenced Docket No. 07A-452CP.  

7.
The Commission noticed Travel Crafter’s application to all interested persons, firms, and corporations pursuant to § 40-6-108(2), C.R.S., on November 26, 2007.  DTI timely filed a Petition to Intervene opposing Travel Crafter’s application. 

8.
Travel Crafter filed a supplement to its application on December 31, 2007, requesting an amendment to its application to remove charter services, leaving sightseeing as the only applicable category of services.  In its RRR, DTI states that it was never served with a copy of this supplement.  See DTI’s RRR, p. 4.  

9.
The Commission found, relying on the information contained in Decision No. C07-0885, that DTI’s lease of sightseeing authority to MAAP eliminated a potential overlap between DTI and Travel Crafter with respect to sightseeing services.  The Commission also found that Travel Crafter’s request to remove charter services from its application eliminated a potential overlap between DTI and Travel Crafter with respect to charter services.  See Decision No. C08-0022, at ¶ 8, issued January 7, 2008.  The Commission concluded that DTI’s Petition to Intervene was moot and granted Travel Crafter’s application without a hearing. Id., ordering ¶¶ 2-3.  

10.
The Commission ordered Travel Crafter to file, among other things, a certificate of insurance before commencing its operations.  The Order stated that if Travel Crafter did not comply within 60 days, then its authority would be void.  Id., ordering ¶¶ 5-6.  
11.
Travel Crafter filed a request to withdraw its application on February 7, 2008.  It never complied with the filing requirements listed in Decision No. C08-0022.  
C.
Findings and Conclusions
12.
The review of the Commission file in Docket No. 07A-308CP-LPTN indicates that DTI applied to lease only its authority to provide sightseeing services originating and terminating in La Plata and Montezuma counties and not all of its sightseeing authority.  We therefore find that Decision No. C07-0885, which approved the lease of DTI’s entire sightseeing authority to MAAP, was incorrect and we will promptly issue an errata notice to clarify that authority.  DTI certainly had standing to intervene in this docket because of the possibility that the authority applied for by Travel Crafter would overlap with DTI’s authority to provide sightseeing services outside of La Plata and Montezuma counties. 

13.
In turn, DTI is correct in its claim that it retained a property interest in the sightseeing authority it leased to MAAP.  DTI therefore had standing to intervene in this docket because of the possibility that the authority applied for by Travel Crafter would overlap with the sightseeing authority leased to MAAP.  
14.
The review of the Commission file in Docket No. 07a-452cp indicates that DTI was not served with a copy of Travel Crafter’s supplement to application.  In fact, on January 28, 2008, Travel Crafter sent a letter to DTI and the Commission acknowledging this oversight.  We note that Travel Crafter is not represented by an attorney in this matter, but it is well settled that pro se litigants are generally bound by the same procedural rules as attorneys.  See Yadon v. Southward, 64 P.3d 909 (Colo. App. 2002); Karr v. Williams, 50 P.3d 910 (Colo. 2002); Negron v. Golder, 2004 WL 2744605 (Colo. App. 2004).  While the Commission makes every effort to avoid unfairness or undue hardship on a pro se party, notice to other parties in the docket is not merely a formality but a fundamental component of procedural due process. 

15.
We find that the denial of DTI’s Petition to Intervene as moot was in error.  However, because of Travel Crafter’s request to withdraw its application, which resolves the issues raised by DTI, we find that DTI’s RRR is now moot.  

II.
ORDER
A.
The Commission Orders That:

1. The request to withdraw the application filed by Travel Crafter, LLC, is granted.  

2. The application for rehearing, reargument or reconsideration filed by Durango Transportation, Inc., to Decision No. C08-0022 is denied as moot, consistent with the discussion above.
3. Decision No. C07-0885 incorrectly approved the lease of all of the authority to provide sightseeing services of Durango Transportation, Inc., to MAAP Enterprises, LLC, instead of only the authority to provide sightseeing services originating in La Plata and Montezuma counties.  An errata notice will be issued to correct that error. 
4. This Order is effective upon its Mailed Date.

B.
ADOPTED IN COMMISSIONERS’ WEEKLY MEETING
February 21, 2008.
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