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I. STATEMENT  

1. On June 15, 2009, Spring Cab, LLC, doing business as Spring Cab (Applicant), filed a verified Application for a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity to Operate as a Common Carrier by Motor Vehicle for Hire.  That filing commenced this docket.  
2. On July 6, 2009, the Commission issued its first Notice of Applications Filed (notice given at 1); established an intervention period; and established a procedural schedule.  Decision No. R09-0909-I vacated that procedural schedule.  

3. By Minute Order, the Commission deemed the Application complete as of August 5, 2009.
  By Minute Order, the Commission referred this matter to an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ).  

4. On July 10, 2009, Applicant filed its Amended Application.  On July 20, 2009, Applicant filed Supplemental Information to Application.  On August 28, 2009, Applicant filed additional Supplemental Information to Application.
  
5. On September 14, 2009, pursuant to Decision No. R09-0978-I, the Commission renoticed the Application in its Notice of Applications Filed (renotice given at 1); established an intervention period; and established a procedural schedule.  The ALJ vacated that procedural schedule.  
6. Two entities intervened:  Colorado Springs Shuttle, LLC (Shuttle), and RDSM Transportation, Ltd., doing business as Yellow Cab Company of Colorado Springs (Colorado Springs Yellow Cab).  Each opposes the Application.  

7. By Decision No. R09-1181-I, the ALJ scheduled a prehearing conference for November 12, 2009.  By Decision No. R09-1272-I, on motion of Applicant, the ALJ vacated that prehearing conference.  
8. On October 30, 2009, Colorado Springs Yellow Cab filed a Motion to Consolidate Proceedings.  In that filing, Colorado Springs Yellow Cab sought consolidation of this docket with Docket No.09A-491CP.  Responses in opposition were filed.  By Decision No. R09-1336-I, for the reasons stated in that Order, the ALJ denied the Motion to Consolidate Proceedings.  

On November 25, 2009, Applicant and Shuttle filed a Stipulation.  By Decision No. R09-1342, the ALJ accepted the Stipulation; amended the Application; and dismissed the intervention of Shuttle.  As a result, the authority sought by Applicant in this proceeding is authority to operate as a common carrier by motor vehicle for hire and to provide transportation 

9. service as follows:   

Transportation of  

passengers and their baggage,  

in taxi service between all points in the County of El Paso, State of Colorado, and between said points, on the one hand, and Denver International Airport, Denver, Colorado, on the other hand.  

RESTRICTION:  This authority is restricted:  

Against providing taxi service between any point in the County of El Paso, State of Colorado, on the one hand, and any other point in the State of Colorado, except Denver International Airport, on the other hand.  

10. Colorado Springs Yellow Cab is the Intervenor.  Applicant and Intervenor, collectively, are the Parties.  

11. It is necessary to schedule a hearing, to establish a procedural schedule, and to discuss discovery and other matters.  To do so, a prehearing conference will be held on January 5, 2010.  

12. At the prehearing conference, the Parties must be prepared to address § 40-6-109.5, C.R.S.  This includes at least the following issues:  (a) whether, in view of the renotice in September, 2009, the Commission has deemed the Application complete; (b) whether, as a result of the amendment to the Application, Rule 4 Code of Colorado Regulations (CCR) 723-1-1309(a) may affect the time frame for Commission decision in this proceeding; and (c)  whether Applicant is prepared to waive the provisions of § 40-6-109.5, C.R.S.  

13. At the prehearing conference, the Parties must be prepared to discuss the following:  (a) the date by which Applicant will file its list of witnesses and copies of the exhibits it intends to offer in its direct case; (b) the date by which Intervenor will file its list of witnesses and copies of the exhibits it intends to offer in its case; (c) the date by which each party will file, if necessary, its updated and corrected witness list and copies of updated or corrected exhibits; (d) the date by which each party will file its prehearing motions;
 (e) the date by which the Parties will file any stipulation or settlement agreement reached;
 (f) the date for the evidentiary hearing; and (g) whether the Parties wish to make oral closing statements at the conclusion of the evidentiary hearing.
  

14. The hearing date will depend on the resolution of the § 40-6-109.5, C.R.S.-related issues identified above.  
15. At the prehearing conference, the Parties must be prepared to discuss any matter pertaining to discovery if the procedures and time frames contained in Rule 4 CCR 723-1-1405 are not satisfactory.  

16. At the prehearing conference, a party may raise any additional issue.  
17. The ALJ requests that the Parties confer in advance of the prehearing conference to discuss the matters identified above.  The ALJ also requests that the Parties, if possible, come to the prehearing conference with a proposed procedural schedule and hearing dates that are acceptable to all Parties.  
18. The Parties are advised that, and are on notice that, the advisements contained in previous Orders entered in this proceeding remain in effect.  
II. ORDER  
A. It Is Ordered That:  
1. A prehearing conference in this matter is scheduled as follows:  

DATE:
January 5, 2010  

TIME:
10:00 a.m.  

PLACE:
Commission Hearing Room  

1560 Broadway, Suite 250  

Denver, Colorado  

2. At the prehearing conference, the Parties shall be prepared to discuss the matters set out above.  

3. This Order is effective immediately.  
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�  Assuming the August 5, 2009 date holds and assuming neither an enlargement of time by the Commission nor Applicant’s waiver of the statutory time frame, a Commission decision on the Application should issue on or before 210 days from that date (i.e., March 3, 2010).  Assuming the August date holds and assuming the Commission determines, pursuant to § 40-6-109.5(4), C.R.S., that extraordinary conditions exist, a Commission decision on the Application should issue on or before 300 days from that date (i.e., June 1, 2010).  


�  Reference in this Order to the Application is to the Application as renoticed on September 14, 2009.  


�  This date can be no later than seven calendar days before the first day of hearing.  


�  This date can be no later than three business days before the first day of hearing.  


�  The Parties may elect to file written statements of position.  If they wish to make a filing, then the Parties must suggest a date for simultaneous filing of statements of position.  
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