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I. statement

1. On April 15, 2010, High Country Express, LLC (Applicant) filed an application for common carrier authority to provide call-and-demand limousine service within Summit County and from Summit County to Denver International Airport (Application).

2. On April 26, 2010, the Commission issued notice of the Application as follows:

For authority to operate as a common carrier by motor vehicle for hire for the transportation of 

passengers in call-and-demand limousine service

between all points in Summit County, State of Colorado, on the one hand, and Denver International Airport in Denver, Colorado on the other hand.

3. Intervenors in this matter include Rainbows, Inc., doing business as 453-TAXI (453-TAXI) and MTN Shuttle (MTN).

4. On June 2, 2010, the Commission, at its regular weekly meeting, deemed the Application complete and referred the matter to an Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) for disposition.  The matter was subsequently assigned to the undersigned ALJ.

5. The pre-hearing conference was held at the scheduled date and time.  Appearances were entered on behalf of Applicant and MTN.  Intervenor 453-TAXI filed a pleading indicating its interests were aligned with Applicant, and as a result, it wished to withdraw its intervention in this matter.  Intervenor 453-TAXI’s request to withdraw its intervention is granted.  Therefore, the sole intervenor in this matter is MTN.

6. After discussion regarding a procedural schedule, the following schedule was formulated:

Applicant’s Witness and Exhibit List due date


July 22, 2010

Intervenors’ Witness and Exhibit List due date


August 5, 2010

Date to file a Stipulation or Settlement Agreement


August 20, 2010

Evidentiary hearing






September 1, 2010

7. No final pre-hearing conference will be scheduled at this time.  Should a party desire to have an additional pre-hearing conference, that party may file an appropriate motion.

8. The testimony in this proceeding will be presented through oral testimony at the evidentiary hearing.  For each witness (except a witness offered in rebuttal at hearing), a summary of testimony will be filed in advance of the hearing.  The summary of testimony will include at least the following information:  (a) the witness’s name; (b) the witness’s address; (c) the witness’s business telephone number; (d) a brief statement of the content of the witness’s expected testimony.

9. Rebuttal testimony may be presented at the hearing without the necessity of filing in advance of the hearing, a detailed summary of the rebuttal testimony.

10. With the exception of a witness offered in rebuttal, a witness will not be permitted to testify unless a summary of the testimony of that witness has been filed in advance of the hearing in accordance with this Order.

11. Complete copies of all exhibits (except an exhibit offered in rebuttal) will be filed in advance of the hearing.  (See filing dates in procedural schedule above).  With the exception of an exhibit offered in rebuttal, an exhibit will not be admitted unless it has been filed in advance of the hearing in accordance with this Order.

12. Commission Rule 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723-1-1100 will govern the treatment of information and documents claimed to be confidential.  

13. Applicant indicated it proposed to present 15 to 20 public witnesses and intervenor proposes to present approximately 6 public witnesses.  Because Applicant requests the hearing be held in Breckenridge, Colorado, in order to maintain costs it is necessary to ensure as efficient a hearing as possible.  

In order to avoid duplication of testimony of various witnesses, the parties are advised that it is not necessary to have each and every public witness testify on behalf of each party.  Rather, it is advised that each party determine its witnesses that will provide the most relevant testimony and present those witnesses at hearing.  The parties may then obtain written statements from the remainder of the witnesses which can be offered into evidence and 

14. considered fully by the ALJ in his decision whether to grant or deny the Application.
  While the ALJ declines to set a limit on the number of witnesses that may testify at hearing for each side, it is noted that this matter is scheduled for a one day hearing only.  Each side should budget its time accordingly.

15. The parties are further advised and are on notice that there are service requirements contained in the Ordering Paragraphs below and the parties will be bound by those service requirements.

II. ORDER

A. It is Ordered That:

1. An evidentiary hearing in this consolidated proceeding is scheduled as follows:


DATE:

September 1, 2010


TIME:

9:00 a.m.


PLACE:
Summit County District Court



Courtroom 3



501 N. Park Avenue



Breckenridge, Colorado

2. The procedural schedule as indicated in Paragraph No. 6 above is adopted.

3. In the event a stipulation or settlement agreement is filed with the Commission, the filing party shall provide a copy of the stipulation or settlement agreement directly to the Administrative Law Judge.  Compliance with this requirement shall not reduce the number of copies to be filed with the Commission.

4. Rule 4 Code of Colorado Regulations 723-1-1100 shall govern the treatment of information and documents claimed to be confidential.

5. The parties shall be held to the advisements in this Order.

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


PAUL C. GOMEZ
______________________________

Administrative Law Judge
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� In other words, Applicant would obtain written statements from its public witnesses as to why the proposed service is necessary under relevant Public Utilities Laws, and Intervenor would obtain statements from its public witnesses as to why the proposed service is not necessary or why such service would be detrimental to the public interest.





5

_1339927905.doc
[image: image1.png]Lo




[image: image2.png]





 












