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I. statement  

1. On November 24, 2008, the City of Grand Junction (Applicant), filed a Verified Application for an order:  (a) authorizing the construction of a new grade-separated overpass in Grand Junction, Colorado; and (b) apportioning the cost of that overpass between Applicant and the Union Pacific Railroad Company (UPRR).  This filing commenced this docket.  

2. The Commission gave public Notice of the Application Filed.  UPRR intervened of right and objected to the granting of the Application.  

3. The Intervenor is UPRR.  Applicant and Intervenor, collectively, are the Parties.  

4. The Commission assigned this docket to an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ).  

5. The ALJ bifurcated this proceeding; determined that the issue of authorization to construct the grade-separated facility would be heard first; and established the hearing dates and procedural schedule for both portions of the proceeding.  Hearing on the issue of authorization to construct the grade-separated facility is scheduled for June 23 through 25, 2009.  

6. Summaries of testimony on the issue of authorization to construct the grade-separated facility have been filed.  Attached to the summaries of testimony are copies of the documents that the witnesses will sponsor.  

7. The ALJ has reviewed the filed summaries of testimony and copies of the exhibits.  The summaries of testimony refer to and rely on documents and, in some instances, provide portions of those documents as exhibits.  Based on the summaries of testimony, it appears that there is a dispute about the content, purpose, and/or interpretation of the documents and the recommendations in the documents.  The failure to provide as potential exhibits the entire documents makes it difficult for the ALJ to understand the information filed.  

8. To prepare for the hearing and to assist in understanding the differences of opinion that exist with respect to the studies referenced in the testimony summaries, the ALJ finds that complete copies of the following documents, each of which is referenced in the testimony summaries, would be useful:  


a.
1996 North/South Transportation Corridor Improvements Study (UPRR witness Tschuor answer);  


b.
1999 West Metro Transportation Study (UPRR witness Tschuor answer);  


c.
2005 29 Road & I-70B Alternatives Development Technical Report (UPRR witness Tschuor surrebuttal);  


d.
1999 City of Grand Junction Growth Plan (City witness Shanks rebuttal);  


e.
2004 Pear Park Plan (City witness Shanks rebuttal);  


f.
2006 Riverside Parkway 1601 Study and Environmental Assessment (City witness Shanks rebuttal); and  


g.
2005 29 Road & I-70B 1601 Study and Environmental Assessment (City witness Shanks rebuttal).  

9. The ALJ will order the Parties to file, on or before June 17, 2009, complete copies of the referenced documents.  In addition, the ALJ will order the Parties to provide a copy of each of the referenced documents directly to the ALJ.  

II. ORDER  
A. It Is Ordered That:  
1. On or before June 17, 2009, the City of Grand Junction shall file the following documents:  (a) 1999 City of Grand Junction Growth Plan; (b) 2004 Pear Park Plan; (c) 2006 Riverside Parkway 1601 Study and Environmental Assessment; and (d) 2005 29 Road & I-70B 1601 Study and Environmental Assessment.  

2. On or before June 17, 2009, the City of Grand Junction shall provide a copy of the following documents directly to the Administrative Law Judge:  (a) 1999 City of Grand Junction Growth Plan; (b) 2004 Pear Park Plan; (c) 2006 Riverside Parkway 1601 Study and Environmental Assessment; and (d) 2005 29 Road & I-70B 1601 Study and Environmental Assessment.  

3. On or before June 17, 2009, the Union Pacific Railroad Company shall file the following documents:  (a) 1996 North/South Transportation Corridor Improvements Study; (b) 1999 West Metro Transportation Study; and (c) 2005 29 Road & I-70B Alternatives Development Technical Report.  

4. On or before June 17, 2009, the Union Pacific Railroad Company shall provide a copy of the following documents directly to the Administrative Law Judge:  (a) 1996 North/South Transportation Corridor Improvements Study; (b) 1999 West Metro Transportation Study; and (c) 2005 29 Road & I-70B Alternatives Development Technical Report.  

5. This Order is effective immediately.  
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Doug Dean, 
Director
	THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO


MANA L. JENNINGS-FADER
_____________________________

Administrative Law Judge
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