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I. statement

1. On September 11, 2008, Mile High Cab, Inc. (Mile High or Applicant) filed an application for authority to operate as a common carrier by motor vehicle for hire (Application).

2. On September 15, 2008, 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 and their baggage, in call-and-demand taxi service, call-and-demand limousine service, call-and-demand charter service, call-and-demand sightseeing service, and scheduled service,

between all points in the Counties of Adams, Arapahoe, Boulder, Broomfield, Denver, Douglas, and Jefferson, State of Colorado; and 

between said points on the one hand, and all points in the State of Colorado, on the other hand.

The Application further sought authority to operate 150 vehicles of all makes and models, 2000 or newer model year, with a seating capacity of 5 or more persons.

3. Intervenors in this matter at one point or another included: Gregg Rounds and Thomas Casey, doing business as Estes Valley Transport (Estes Valley Transport); Valera Lea Holtorf, doing business as Dashabout Shuttle Company and/or Roadrunner Express; Alpine Taxi/Limo, Inc.; AEX, Inc., doing business as Alpine Express; RDSM Transportation Ltd., doing business as Yellow Cab Company of Colorado Springs; SuperShuttle International Denver, Inc. and Colorado Cab Company, LLC, doing business as Denver Yellow Cab and/or Boulder Yellow Cab and/or Boulder SuperShuttle and/or Boulder Airporter and/or Boulder Airport Shuttle and/or Boulder Express Shuttle (Colorado Cab); and, MKBS LLC, doing business as Metro Taxi & Taxis Fiesta (Metro Taxi).
4. The undersigned Administrative Law Judge (ALJ) issued Decision No. R10-0745 denying Mile High’s Application.  Exceptions to the Recommended Decision were filed by Applicant.  Responses to the exceptions were filed by Metro Taxi, Estes Valley Transport, and Colorado Cab.

5. On October 26, 2010, after conducting public deliberations on the exceptions and responses to Decision No. R10-0745, the Commission issued Decision No. C10-1149, which denied the majority of Applicant’s exceptions, but nonetheless remanded the matter to the ALJ for further proceedings.  The Commission indicated that upon remand, the evidentiary record is to be reopened “to gather evidence on the current conditions in the taxicab market that Mile High requests to serve and the effects on such market after entry of Union Taxi and expansion of Freedom Cabs.”  In addition to re-stating the guidelines previously laid out in Decision No. C08-0933 and noted and followed in Decision No. R10-0745, the Commission stated that the evidence is to be gathered on remand, 

of the current conditions in the relevant taxi market and the effects of entry of Union Taxi and expansion of Freedom Cabs on the market can relate, inter alia, to the customer volumes, operations data, new carrier behaviors, and socially-desirable investments, including hybrid and wheelchair-accessible vehicles.  Such evidence could be useful in assessing whether the entry of Union Taxi and expansion of Freedom Cabs, which led to approximately a 30 percent increase in market capacity, led to healthy or unhealthy competition and whether the grant of Mile High’s application is in the public interest at the present time.  The evidence Mile High sought to introduce in the context of an oral argument or its [m]otions to take administrative notice may be relevant as well.  The new findings of fact on remand will supplement findings of fact already made by the ALJ.

6. The undersigned ALJ finds it appropriate to set a pre-hearing conference in order to set a procedural schedule for hearings on remand, as well as determine the scope of the remand hearings and to ascertain from the parties their intentions and positions regarding issues surrounding the Commission’s findings in Decision No. C10-1149.  Therefore, a pre-hearing conference will be held on Tuesday, November 9, 2010 at 10:30 a.m.
II. ORDER

A. It Is Ordered That:

1. A prehearing conference is scheduled as follows:

DATE:

November 9, 2010

TIME:

10:30 a.m.

PLACE:
Commission Hearing Room


Colorado Public Utilities Commission


1560 Broadway, Suite 250


Denver, Colorado 80202

2. 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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