(Decision No., 83865)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) APPLICATION NO. 26956-Extension
ROCKY MOUNTAIN TOURS, INC., 925 )

CLEVELAND, LOVELAND, COLORADO 80537,

FOR A CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE ORDER GRANTING PETITION TO

AND NECESSITY AUTHORIZING EXTENSION OF INTERVENE AND PROTEST.
OPERATIONS UNDER PUC NO. 526. )

e T T R =)

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 9, 1973, Colorado Motorway, Inc., and Denver-Boulder
Bus Company, by their attorney David Butler, filed with the Commission a
Petition to Intervene and Protest in the above-captioned proceeding.

The Commission states and finds that Petitioners for Intervention
are persons who may or might be interested in or affected by any order
which may be entered in this proceeding and that the intervention should
be authorized.

0O R D E R

THE COMMISSION ORDER THAT:

Colorado Motorway, Inc., and Denver-Boulder Bus Company be, and
hereby are, granted leave to intervene as requested in the petition filed
October 9, 1973,

This order shall be effective forthwith,

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 12th day of October, 1973,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

3
Commissioners

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO ABSENT.
hbp



(Decision No. 83866)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: APPLICATION OF SAN JUAN TOURS, )
INC., TO PUBLISH ON LESS THAN )

STATUTORY NOTICE, A REDUCED FARE APPLICATION NO, 27041
FOR PASSENGERS BETWEEN DENVER,

COLORADO AND PINEWOOD SPRINGS, )
COLORADO. 3

P S —

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On Qctober 10, 1973, David C. Pierce, Vice President and
General Manager, San Juan Tours, Inc., filed Local Passenger Tariff
No. 2, Colorado PUC No. 2, and Local Passenger Time Schedule No. 2,
adding Pinewood Springs, Colorado as a point of service on its Denver-
Stapleton International and Estes Park Run, providing a reduced rate of
$4.75 per person. In support of the reduced fare Applicant states as
follows:

"That Applicant has provided the transportation requested based
on the fare to the next most distant point or from the next
preceding point as may apply, in accordance with long standing
industry practice. This practice has been incorporated into the
rules in event of similar situation arising in the future.

Pinewood Springs has been named in the tariff and time schedule
as a flag stop and an intermediate fare which is a reduction
stated.

Other rules and regulations have been restated for clarity and
brevity. None of these result in either increases or decreases
in fares.

The foregoing recitals show that the changes proposed are re=
quired for public convenience and necessity and should become
effective in the earliest lawful date."

The Commission finds that good cause has been shown to allow
the publication of this fare and the change in the Time Schedule provided,
however, that Applicant cancels Rule No. 1 as provided in Tariff No. 2,
on less than statutory notice, and the following Order should be entered.



ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. That San Juan Tours, Inc., be, and it is hereby,
authorized to publish the amended changes as set forth in the
Statement of this Order, on (1) one day's notice to the general
public and the Commission.

2. That San Juan Tours, Inc., be, and it hereby is,
required to cancel Rule No. 1, Local Passenger Tariff No. 2,
Colorado PUC No. 2.

3. That this order shall be effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING this 12th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners

Commissioner Henry E. Zarlengo
necessarily absent and not
participating.



(Decision No, 83867)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: THE MATTER OF FILING NEW )

RATES FOR CONVAIR 580 AIRCRAFT g

AND INCREASED RATES FOR 340/440

CONVAIR AIRCRAFT IN CHARTER } APPLICATION NO. 27042

SERVICE, BY ASPEN AIRWAYS, INC.,
ON LESS THAN STATUTORY NOTICE.

——— ———— — —— — — — — — — — — —

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

By application dated October 2, 1973, Aspen Airways, Inc.,
by its Director of Traffic, Wayne Lucore, requested permission to
establish rates on recently acquired 580 Convair Aircraft, and to
increase rates on 340/440 Convair Aircraft in charter service, to
become effective on less than statutory notice.

Respondent states that this is the first increase in rates
published in three (3) years and that increases sought are necessary
to be able to continue to offer this type of service to the public,

The Commission finds that the proposed tariff provisions
would be in the public interest and should be allowed.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. That Aspen Airways, Inc., be, and it hereby is, authorized
to publish increased rates on 340/440 Convairs and file new rates for 580
Convair Aircraft on less than statutory notice.

2. That said publication shall become effective 15 days after

filing with the Public Utilities Commission.



3. That this Order shall be effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING this 12th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioner Henry E. Zarlengo
necessarily absent and not
participating.
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(Decision No. 83868)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* x *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
JACK A. LANG, DOING BUSINESS AS

“W. W. 'SHAG' LANG," P. 0. BOX 1209,
CRAIG, COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO
OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT
CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 26936-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e e e e S

IT APPEARING, That propner notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance

have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 16th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

%z@%

” /

Commi oners



Appendix
Decision No. 83868
October 16, 1973

W. W. "Shag" Lang

Transportation of
Barite and bentonite, in bags
Within the following described areas:

(a) From all points located within Craig, Colorado, to all points located
within the Counties of Moffat, Rio Blanco, Grand, Routt, and Jackson,
State of Colorado;

(b) Between 011 and gas well drilling sites and workover well locations
located within the Counties of Moffat, Rio Blanco, Grand, Routt, and
Jackson, State of Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted to rendering transportation service
for only Magcobar Operations, Oilfield Products Division of Dresser Industries,
Inc.



(Decision No. 83869)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* *® *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
RAYMOND E. MARCOTTE AND DOUGLAS LENZ, ) APPLICATION NO. 26952-PP
1930 FLORENCE STREET, AURORA, COLORADO, )

FOR AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" ; ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

- e o e e e e m e

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer 1ist, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance
have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 16th day of  Qctober, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

élgﬁzy/

Commissi rs



Appendix
Decision No. 83869
October 16, 1973

Raymond E. Marcotte and Douglas Lenz

Transportation of
Appliances

Between all points located within an area comprised of the Counties of
Adams, Arapahoe, Denver, Jefferson, and Boulder, State of Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted to rendering transportation service
for only Appliance Kare, Dayton Street Furniture, 1145 Dayton Street,
Aurora, Colorado; Used Appliance Mart, 397 Federal Blvd. and 1023 South
Federal Blvd., Denver, Colorado; and Walter Bobay Appliance, 2595 West Evans
Avenue, Denver, Colorado.



(Decision No. 83870)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
CECIL E. TOMBLESON, 305 NORTH 9TH
STREET, LAMAR, COLORADO, FOR AUTH-
ORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B"
CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 26960-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e

__________

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance
have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 16th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

P
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Commissioner



Append1ix
Decision No. 83870
October 16, 1973

Cecil E. Tombleson

Transportation of
Buildings

Between points located within a radius of one hundred (100) miles of the
intersection of Main and Olive Streets, Lamar, Colorado.



(Decision No. 83871)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

® * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF

D. H. WRIGHT TRUX, INC., P. 0. BOX APPLICATION NO. 27049-PP-Extension-ETA
254, JAMESTOWN, COLORADO, FOR EMER-)

GENCY TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO EXTEND) ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
OPERATIONS UNDER CONTRACT CARRIER ) AUTHORITY

PERMIT NO. B-8064. )

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER NROERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 16th day of  October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




Appendix
Decision No. 83871
October 16, 1973

D. H. Wright Trux, Inc.

Transportation of
Solvents of petroleum, chemicals and chemical products

Between all points located within a one hundred (100) mile radius of the plant
sites of Arapahoe Chemical, Inc. located at or near Boulder, Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This emergency temporary authority is restricted to rendering
transportation service for only Arapahoe Chemical, Inc., Boulder, Colorado.



(Decision No. 83872)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

® ® *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
EDWARD F. HIMES, DOING BUSINESS AS
"HIMES TRUCKING," 7025 NEWPORT,
COMMERCE CITY, COLORADO, FOR EMER-
GENCY TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO OPER-
ATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER
BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27048-PP-ETA

ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY

- e = = o o o o o W

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT 1S FURTHER NRDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 16th day of  QOctober, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

“*
Comhisgjgne?s
.

//

v



Appendix
Decision No. 83872
October 16, 1973

Himes Trucking

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radjus as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 50 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83873)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * L x

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
WESTERN AVIATION, INC., 3607 YUCCA ; APPLICATION NO. 26806-Transfer
PLACE, LOVELAND, COLORADO, FOR

AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER PUC NO. AC-46 )

TO THE PRATT AGENCY INVESTMENT ) RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
COMPANY , INC., DOING BUSINESS AS ROBERT L. PYLE, EXAMINER
"COMPASS AIRWAYS, LTD.". 604 NORTH
DOUGLAS AVENUE, LOVELAND, COLORADO. GRANTING APPLICATION WITH

MODIFICATION OF CERTIFICATE.

- W = o s e e

Appearances: Ernest Porter, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado,
for Applicant;
B. F. Napheys, III, Esq.,
Fort Collins, Colorado,
for Protestant.

PROCEDURE AND RECORD

The above-entitled application was filed with the Commission on
July 5, 1973 and timely protest was filed by Valley Airpark, Inc. After
due and proper notice to all interested parties the application was set
for hearing on Friday. September 7, 1973, beginning at 10 a.m. in the
Municipal Building, Loveland, Colorado, at which time and place the matter
was heard by Examiner Robert L. Pyle, to whom it was duly assigned. The
case was continued for further hearing and concluded on Monday, September
10, 1973,

Exhibits numbered 1 through 15 were tendered and admitted into
evidence.

Testimony was elicited on behalf of Applicant from Mr. Aaron
E. White, President of Western Aviation, Inc., Mr. Kenneth Pratt, Presi-
dent of Applicant Transferee, The Pratt Agency Investment Company, Inc.,
doing business as Compass Airways, Ltd., Mr. Kosta Constantine, Manager
of Fort Collins-Loveland Airport, and Manager of Goodrich Aviation, Inc.,
at said airport, and Mr. Herbert Wilson, Vice President of Pratt Agency

Investment Company, Inc. and Chief Pilot for Compass Airways, Ltd.



Mr. Clifford Russell, President of Valley Airpark, Inc.., of
Fort Collins, Colorado, testified for that company, a protestant to
the transfer.

At the conclusion of the hearing the subject matter was taken
under advisement.

Pursuant to Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado Revised Statutes
(1963), as amended, Examiner Robert L. Pyle now transmits herewith to
the Commission the records and exhibits of this proceeding, together
with a written recommended decision which contains his findings of fact

and conclusions thereon together with a recommended order or requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT,

Based upon all the evidence of record the following is found
as fact that:

1. By Decision No. 67565, Western Aviation,Inc.. was granted
Certificate AC-46, which, pursuant to letter of authority, authorized:

"Transportation by aivplane, of passengers and
property, not on schedule, but on call and demand.
in irregular service between all points n the
State of Colorado. Applicant shall not establizh
an office or branch for the purpose of developing
business, except at Fort Collins. Colorado, and
airports located within & radius of rifteen miles
therecf, Tariffs and rates for transportation of
passengers between points served by air carriers
operating on scheduled over fixed routes. and in
competition therewith, shall be sufficientiy in
excess of the per-passenger effective rates of
said fixed-route carriers by air so operating
on schedule between said points, to be non-
competitive therewith.” (Exhibit 1).

2. Aaron E. White was president of Western Aviation, Inc.. up
to and until April 13, 1972, On or about February 1, 1972, Western Avia-
tion, Inc. (hereinafter referred to as Western or Transferor) so'd the
assets of said corporation to Goodrich Aviation, Inc. (hereinatrter refer-
red to as Goodrich) (See Exhibit 10), said Agreement included 1icenses
and certificates, and specifically was intended to embrace Certificate
AC-46 as one of the assets to be transferred. Western intended to and
did dispose of the entire business; it has not engaged in any transpor-

tation by air since that date; had no aircraft under its ownership or



control and was finished with the business other than to assist the
transferee in technical ways, including cooperating in getting the transfer
of Certificate AC-46 approved.

3. There are presently no encumbrances against said authority
(Exhibit 2).

4, Goodrich subsequently discussed the matter of transfer with
the staff of the Commission and maintained insurance as required, covering
charter operations under AC-46. After these consultations with the staff
of the Commission and further evaluation of its operations at the Fort
Collins-Loveland Airport, which operations consist principally of main
tenance of aircraft, sales of aircraft and flight instruction, Gocdrich
decided against operating further charter operations under AC-46 and sold
the Certificate to the transferee, Pratt Agency Investment Company, Inc..
doing business as Compass Airways, Ltd. (hereinafter referred to as
Compass). At no time, either in the tranfer from Western to Goodrich or
from Goodrich to Compass, was any application filed or approval sought
from the Public Utilities Commission,

5. The Fort Collins-Loveland Airport is located about ten
miles southeast of Fort Coliins, Colorado, and about four miles northeast
of Loveland, Colorado. at an elevation of 5,019 feet above sea level, has
one hard surfaced runway, 6,500 feet long by 100 feet wide. which is
lighted, and has a weight bearing capacity sufficient to iand jet aircraft.
The runway heading is 150° and 3300 magnetic. The other runway is gravel
and is about 1,700 feet lcng, with reflective runway markers., and i1s on a
heading of 0600 and 240° magnetic. There are two FAA approved instrument
approaches, the airport has rotating beacon, medium intensity runway
lights, runway end identifying strobe lights.

6. The airport repair facilities operated by Goodrich at this
airport offered major airframe and power plant repairs, 80/87 octane,
100/130 octane and also available high pressure and Tow pressure oxygen.

Airport advisories on radio. on frequency 122.8.



7. Protestant valley Airpark. Inc., operates from the Fort
Collins Valley Airpark. The Fort Collins Valley Airpark, which is located
two miles east of Fort Collins, Colorado, is a privately owned and funded
airport as contrasted to the Fort Collins-Loveland Airport, described
above, which is a joint enterprise of the two municipal corporations. The
Fort Collins Valley Airpark has an elevation of 4,930 feet above sea level,
has one hard surfaced runway 4,700 feet long, and the runway heading is
1100 and 290° magnetic, has a weight bearing capacity of 3,800 Ibs.. as
contrasted to the Fort Collins-Loveland Airport of 130,000 ibs. This air
port has no instrument approaches available, has low intensity runway
lights and does not have a rotating beacon or runway end ident fying
strobe 1ight. The airport offers major airframe and power plant repairs,
80/87 octane, and 100/130 octane fuel and has high pressure oxygen
available. Airport advisories on the radio on frequency 122.8.

8. It appears from both a public convenience and necessity
aspect and that of public safety that the Fort Collins-Loveland Airport
is preferable for the safety of passengers and continued operations under
Certificate AC-46 is in the public interest and there 13 no other PUC
carrier operating off the Fort Collins-Loveland Airport nor haz there
been in the recent past.

9. Compass operates five different aircraft; two of which are
owned and three of which are leased. Compass owns a 1973 pressurized
Cessna 414, twin-engine plane which can operate up to 30,000 feet without
oxygen and is a seven place airplane, has two continental turbo super-
charged fuel injected engines. which will permit fly .ng at aititudes in
excess of 30,000 feet. Compass owns a twin-engine, 1969 Cessna T-337
which has a similar altitude capacity which does not attain as much speed,
but for the comfort of its six place passengers has built in oxygen. The
company also has under lease from Boska Aviation, Inc.. a 1971 Cessna 206,
single-engine airplane, and two 1973 Cessna 177, single-engine airplanes.

one with retractable gear and one with fixed gear, leased from Goodrich.



Each of these airplanes has undergone the 50 and 100 hour inspections and
is maintained in airworthy condition. Compass has not experienced any
accidents and its safety record is unblemished.

10. This application was protested by Valley Airpark, Inc..
of which Mr. Clifford Russell is president. Valley Airpark. Inc. (here-
inafter referred to as Valley or Protestant) alleged in its protest that
such a hiatus of service existed as to create a vacuum or dormancy in the
service and authority. The protest also alleged illegal operations under
Certificate AC-46 and that Compass should not be allowed to profit by
its own wrong doings.

11. Compass has been flying charter, intrastate, purportedly
under AC-46 authority consistently and has flown for the forest service
and ambulance service as well as other charter business and had done so
up to the time they were advised by the Commission’s staff that to do
so without authority or transfer of the Certificate was unlawful. Thus
1t would appear that the public was actually being served by Compass under
AC-46 and there was service being rendered,

12, The Certificate involved in this proceeding PUC No., AC-46
has never in fact been abandoned. The parties involved in this proceeding
as well as Goodrich acknowledged in good faith at all times but simply
neglected to gain the approval of the Public Utilities Commiszion with
respect to the previous transfers of the certificate. The Certificate
itself remained fully operative during the time 1t was owned by Western
Aviation, during the period of time it was in theory owned by Goodrich.
and during the time that it was under lease, so to speak, to Compass. No
action or show cause proceeding was ever instituted by the Public Utilities
Commission,or anyone else, against the operator or operators ot the
Certificate, and there was never any intent on the part of the operators
to abandon the Certificate. This is in fact a transfer proceeding so as
to gain Commission approval of the transfer of the Certificate. and it is
found as a matter of fact that the Certificate is presently in good

standing with the Commission,



13, Any illegal acts have not been shown to be willful or
intentional, and there was no attempt on the part of Western, Goodrich
or Compass, at any time, to evade the law or the Commission’'s Rules and
Regulations or to mislead the Commission. In fact, the record shows
good faith, though clumsy efforts, to comply with the requirements of the
statutes and the Commission’s Rules and Regulations as far as obtaining
a transfer is concerned, and in ceasing to operate when the unlawfulness
was called to the attention of Compass.

14, Notwithstanding conferences between the staff and the per-
sonnel of Goodrich and Compass, which would indicate operations under
Certificate AC-46 and should have alerted the staff to conduct an investi
gation which might have resulted in the suspension or revocation of AC-46,
there was no investigation, there was no suspension, there was no revoca-
tion, there was not even a complaint filed by anyone.

15, Mr, Clifford Russell, President of Valley Airpark, Inc.,
and General Manager of Valley Airpark, is responsible for the operations
of Valley Airpark, which operates a flight school and charter, and part
of his duties is to see that the FAA rules are properly enforced and
observed by people using the airport. Valley Airpark, Inc, operates under
Certificate AC-18, and they own or lease the following aircraft: Three
Cherokee 140’s, consisting of a 1970 four place, a 1971 two place and a
1973 three place; two Cherokee 235's four place, one a 1969 and one a
1973; two Cherokee Arrows, four place retractable, a 1971 and 1972 model,
one Piper Senaca, 1973 twin engine, and one Aztec, six place, twin engine,
Leases for equipment are on file with the Commission, the maintenance is
performed by Sheldon Aircraft Service at Valiey Airpark.

16, The showing on this record, as reflected by the evidence
adduced at the hearing, is that the Transferee is financially and physic-
ally equipped to conduct the operations under Certificate AC-46, that the
equipment described is adequate to accommodate the demands under the
certificate, and that the equipment is well maintained and safe for the

operations. It is further found that the airport (Fort Collins-Loveland)



out of which Compass operates will better serve the public. It is in
the public interest and the public convenience and necessity require
that the application to transfer Certificate AC-46 to the Applicant be
approved as hereinafter granted and restricted.

17. Applicant has a net worth of $27,959 as shown by Exhibit
No. 8; has ample equipment as shown by Exhibit No. 7; has operating
personnel who are amply experienced, as shown by Exhibit No, 5; and
consideration is fair and reasonable.

18. The President of Transferee Corporation is not now
familiar with the rules and regulations of the Commission, but agreed
to acquaint himself with them and abide by them, Adequate provision
has been made for insurance.

19. The granting of the application will be in the public
interest.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the above findings of fact, it is concluded that:

1. The application should be granted as hereinafter set forth,

2, This is not a complaint case and no finding of unlawfulness
of operations under Certificate AC-46 is made.

3, Pursuant to 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-
mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following order.

0O R D E R

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT :

1. The authority contained in Certificate of Publiic Convenience
and Necessity, AC-46, be transferred to Pratt Agency Investment Company,
Inc,, doing business as Compass Airways, Ltd. and henceforth Certificate
of Public Convenience and Necessity AC-46 shall read and be as follows:

Transportation, on call and demand, of

Passengers and property

By fixed wing aircraft, in irregular service

Between all points in the State of Colorado.



RESTRICTIONS. This authority is restricted as follows:

a, To a base of operations at the Fort Collins-Loveland
Airport.

b. No office or branch for the sciicitation or gevelopment
of business shall be established at any place other than
Loveland, Colorado, and the Fort Collins-Loveland Airport.
c. Tariffs and rates for transportation of passengers De-
tween points served by air carriers operating on schedule,
over fixed routes and in competition therew th. shall
be sufficiently in excess of the per-passenger ertective
rates of said fixed route carriers by air so operating
on schedule between said points, to be noncompetitive
therewith.

2. This Recommended Order shall be efrective on the day 't be-
comes the decision of the Commission, 1f such be the case, and s entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

3. As provided in 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended, copie: of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties. who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extens on to
be served upon the parties), or unless such decision is stayed within sudl
time by the Commission. upon i1ts own motion, such Recommended Decision
shall become the decision of the Commission and subject to the procv sions

of 115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMLSS LUN
OF THE STATE GF COLORADC

(xpé?w £

Examiner
hbp




(Decision No., 83874)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE DISAGREEMENT )
BETWEEN EAGLE VALLEY TELEPHONE ) CASE NO. 5528
COMPANY AND THE MOUNTAIN STATES )
TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY ) ORDER DENYING JOINT MOTION OF
RELATING TO THE METHOD OF PROVIDING ) THE MOUNTAIN STATES TELEPHONE
EQUIPMENT FOR THE TIMING AND TICKET- ) AND TELEGRAPH COMPANY AND

ING OF DDD TOLL CALLS ORIGINATING ) EAGLE VALLEY TELEPHUNE COMPANY
IN THE EXCHANGES OF EAGLE, GYPSUM, ) 10 DESIGNATE HEARING OFFICER

)

AND EDWARDS. AND PERMIT PREHEARING CONFERENCE.

October 12, 1973

- wm owm = Em e =

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 9, 1973, Mountain States Teiephone and Telegraph
Company and Eagle Valley Telephone Company, by their attorneys u M, Westa
and Monte Pascce, filed with the Commission a pleading entitled "Joint
Motion of the Mountain States Telephone and Telegraph Company and Eagle
Valley Telephcne Company to Designate Hearing Officer and Permit Pre-
Hearing Conference” in the above-captioned matter.

The Commission states and finds that caid pleading does not set
forth sufficient grounds for the granting thereof. and that the foliowing
order should be entered.

O_R DER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

The pleading entitled "Joint Motion of the Mountain States
Telephone and Telegraph Company and Eagle Valley Telephone Company to
Designate Hearing Officer and Permit Pre-Hearing Conference” filed
October 9, 1973, by Mountain States Telephone and Telegraph Company and

Eagle Valley Telephone Company, be, and hereby is, denied.



This order shall be effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 12th day of October, 1973,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISS1ON
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

G 2y

drnda )

mmissioners

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO ABSENT.
hbp

w2



(Decision No. 83875)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) _
PROPERTY LEASING AND DEVELOPMENT ) APPLICATION NO. 26712-Transfer-Portion
COMPANY, A COLORADO CORPORATION, )

DOING BUSINESS AS NORTHERN COLORADO ) RECOMMENDED DECISION OF

TRANSFER AND STORAGE, LOVELAND, ) HOWARD S. BJELLAND,

COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER ) COMMISSIONER

A PORTION OF P.U.C. NO. 538, TO

DISTRIBUTION CENTER, INC., DOING GRANTING APPLICATION

BUSINESS AS NEW ULM FREIGHT LINES

OF COLORADO. )

Appearances: dJohn P. Thompson, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado,
for Transferor;
Roger Sollenbarger, Esq.,
Lakewood, Colorado,
for Transferee.

PROCEDURE AND RECORD

On May 30, 1973, Applicants filed the above-titled application
with this Commission for authority to transfer a portion of Certificate
of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 538 from Property Leasing
and Development Company, doing business as Northern Colorado Transfer and
Storage, to Distribution Center, Inc., doing business as New Ulm Freight
Lines of Colorado.

The Commission assigned Docket No. 26712-Transfer Portion to
application and gave due notice in accordance with the provisions of
115-6-8(2), CRS 1963, as amended.

No protests were filed subsequent to the notice of the
application.

Pursuant to law, the Commission assigned the application to
Commissioner Howard S. Bjelland for the purpose of conducting a hearing
and, after due and proper notice to all interested persons, firms, or

corporations, set the herein matter for hearing to be held in the Hearing



Room of the Commission, Columbine Builing, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver,
Colorado, on Thursday, August 23, 1973, at 10 a.m. The hearing date was
subsequently vacated and reset for hearing on Thursday, September 13,
1973. This last hearing was also vacated and reset for hearing on
Thursday, October 11, 1973, at 10 a.m. The hearing was held at the

said time and place.

As a preliminary matter, Commissioner Bjelland announced that
he was familiar with Applicant-Transferee's attempts to obtain authority
in the past, which attempts were unsuccessful.

Exhibits 1 through 14, inclusive, were tendered and admitted
into evidence.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes 1963, as amended, Commissioner Howard S. Bjelland now
transmits herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this pro-
ceeding together with a written recommended decision which contains his
findings of fact and conclusions thereon, together with the recommended
order or requirement.

FIDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all of the evidence of record, the following is
found as fact that:

1. Transferor herein is a Colorado corporation duly organized
and existing under the laws of the State of Colorado, and is the present
owner of Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 538,
which is the subject matter of this proceeding. Said Certificate provides
for:

"Transportation of freight, generally, from point
to point within the territory extending ten miles
north of Loveland, fifteen miles east, ten miles
south, and to the Larimer County lines on the west,
and between points within said territory and other

points within the State of Colorado, subject to
the following conditions:



(a) For the transportation of commodities other
than household goods between points served singly
or in combination by scheduled carriers, applicant
shall charge rates which, in all cases, shall be

at least twenty per cent in excess of those charged
by scheduled carriers:

(b) Applicant shall not operate on schedule between
any points:

(c) Applicant shall not be permitted, without
further authority from the Commission, to establish
a branch office or to have any agent employed in

any other town or city than Loveland for the purpose
of developing business."

2. The application seeks to transfer Certificate of Public
Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 538 with the imposition of an additional
restriction, which is as follows:

"(d) A1l shipments must either originate at or be
destined to the warehouse or distribution facilities
of Distribution Center, Inc."

3. If the restriction set forth in paragraph 2 above is imposed,
the parties also seek the cancellation of that portion of Certificate of
Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 538 which remains.

4, Letters of Authority demonstrating the operating capabilities
of existing motor carriers who are now presently authorized to serve all or
a portion of the territory authorized to be served by Property Leasing and
Development Company were tendered as exhibits 3 through 10. Actual competi-
tion will not be diminished by a grant of the herein application.

5. Exhibit No. 2, a traffic study abstract, was presented which
demonstrates the viability of Certificate of Public Convenience and Neces-
sity PUC No. 538 for service and handling general commodities to and from
the warehouse of Distribution Center, Inc. (Applicant-Transferee) for the
mobile home and modular home industry.

6. The following appeared as public witnesses in support of the
application:

(a) Jack Ratzlaff, general manager Skyline
Corporation, Brighton, Colorado, a manufacturer
of mobile homes who relies heavily upon the
specialized service rendered by Transferor in
the handling of commodities from the warehouse

of Transferee to the manufacturing facilities
of Skyline.



(b) Robert Schroeder, president, Central Homes,
Inc., Division of U.S. Industries, Greeley,
Colorado, a manufacturer of mobile homes and
modular home units, relying heavily upon the
specialized services rendered by Transferor from
Transferee's warehouse.
(c) John Houser, sales representative for Owens-
Corning Fiberglas Company, Denver, Colorado, testi-
fied that he could not rely upon the services of
railroad carriers from his manufacturing plants to
the plants of his users in the mobile home and modu-
lar home industries but required the specialized
services of Transferor and Transferee as a marriage
of their services and desires to see continued use
by Distribution Center, Inc. of the motor carrier
authority as presently held by Northern Colorado
Transfer and Storage.
Each of the above witnesses stated that unless there was a continuation
of the service upon which they had come to rely, they would be inconven-
ienced and financially pressed by that loss.

7. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Transferor, Trans-
feree, and the subject matter in this proceeding.

8. The parties have entered into an Agreement to transfer the
operating authorities. Each party stated that he felt the Agreement was
fair, adequate, and financially reasonable. HNo creditors will be harmed
by a transfer of the authority. The purchase price is sufficient, fair,
and reasonable.

9. Transferee has sufficient equipment consisting of several
special vehicles, which equipment is ample and suitable for the operation
of the authority sought to be transferred herein.

10. The terminal facilities of Transferee would not change but
would remain the same as the public has come to rely upon.

11. The officers and personnel of the Transferee are sufficiently
familiar with the rules and regulations of the Public Utilities Commission
and, if this application is granted, have promised to abide by said rules
and regulations, as well as the safety requirements of the Commission, and
have made or will make adequate provision for insurance.

12. If this transfer is approved, Transferee intends to and will

engage in bona fide motor carrier operations under the operating rights

set forth herein.



13. The granting of this application will be in the public
interest.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon the aforesaid findings of fact, it is concluded
that:

1. The transfer sought by Applicants should be granted as
hereinafter set forth.

2. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-
mended by the Commissioner that the Commission enter the following order.

ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Property Leasing and Development Company, Loveland, Colorado,
be, and hereby is, authorized to transfer all right, title and interest in
and to Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 538 as modi-
fied by further restrictions set forth below.

2. Henceforth the full and complete authority under Certificate
of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 538 shall read and be as follows,
to-wit:

"Transportation of freight generally, from point

to point within the territory extending ten (10) miles
north of Loveland, fifteen (15) miles east, ten (10)
miles south, and to the Larimer County line on the
west, and between points within said territory and
other points within the State of Colorado, subject to
the following conditions:

(a) For the transportation of commodities other than
household goods between points served singly or in
combination by scheduled carriers, Applicant shall
charge rates which, in all cases, shall be at least
twenty percent (20%) in excess of those charged by
scheduled carriers;

(b) Applicant shall not operate on schedule between
any points;

(c) Applicant shall not be permitted, without further
authority from the Commission, to establish a branch
office or to have any agent employed in any other town
or city than Loveland for the purpose of developing
business;



(d) A1l shipments must either originate at or be
destined to the warehouse or distribution facilities
of Distribution Center, Inc.

3. The remaining portion of Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necessity PUC No. 538 be, and hereby is, cancelled.

4, Said transfer shall become effective only if and when, but
not before, said Transferor and Transferee, in writing, have advised the
Commission that the Certificate has been formally assigned, and that said
parties have accepted, and in the future will comply with, the conditions
and requirements of this Order, to be by them, or either of them, kept and
performed. Failure to file said written acceptance of the terms of this
Order within thirty (30) days from the effective date of this Order shall
automatically revoke the authority herein granted to make the transfer,
without further order on the part of the Commission, unless such time shall
be extended by this Commission, upon proper application.

5. The common carrier rates, rules and regulations of Transferor
shall, upon proper adoption notice, become and remain those of Transferee
until changed according to law and the rules and regulations of this
Commission.

6. The right of Transferee to operate under this Order shall
depend upon a prior filing of an annual report by Transferor herein, cover-
ing the operations under the aforesaid Certificate up to the time of -
transfer of said Certificate.

7. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

8. As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20)
days after service upon the parties or within such extended period of

time as the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of such extension



to be served upon the parties), or unless such Decision is stayed within
such time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Deci-
sion shall become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the
provisions of 115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

1ssioner
vir



(Decision No. 83876)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
WILLIAM R. SMILANIC, 1384 SO. EUDORA, ) APPLICATION NO. 26995-PP
DENVER, COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO )

OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT ; ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

- e o wm owe mm m wm wm =
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IT APPEARING, That prover notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance
have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

= 2

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSENT

Commissioners



Appendix
Decision No. 83876
October 19, 1973

William R. Smilanic

Transportation of

(1)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 100 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83877)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *®

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
MARION D. BAIRD, DOING BUSINESS AS
"MARION BAIRD," 382 3RD STREET,

BOX 551, STEAMBOAT SPRINGS, COLO-
RADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A
CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR
VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27004-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e S S S e S S

.

IT APPEARING, That prooer notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance

have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

222 Loty

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSEWT

Commissioners



Appendix
Decision No. 83877
October 19, 1973

Marion Baird

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 50 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83878)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* x *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF

LEE E. FUCHS AND DEAN FUCHS, DOING
BUSINESS AS "4-F TRUCKING & EXCAVATING,"
P. 0. BOX 649, OAK CREEK, COLORADO, FOR
AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B"
CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27005-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e M N S N
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IT APPEARING, That prooer notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth 1n the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance
have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th  day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSEAT




Appendix
Decision No. 83878
October 19, 1973

4-F Trucking & Excavating

Transportation of

(1) Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of

(2)

roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 50 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No, 83879)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
MOUNTAIN VIEW ELECTRIC ASSOCIATION,
INC., A COLORADO CORPORATION, LIMON,

*

APPLICATION NO. 26908

RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
ROBERT L. PYLE, EXAMINER

ALTERING ITS CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY IN EL PASO
COUNTY, COLORADO, IN THE MANNER SET
FORTH IN THIS APPLICATION, TO INCLUDE)
AN AREA PRESENTLY CERTIFICATED TO THE)
CITY OF COLORADO SPRINGS, COLORADO, )
A MUNICIPAL CORPORATION. )

i
COLORADO, FOR AN ORDER EXTENDING AND )
)
)
)

- e e m W m = o W™ =

Appearances: Robert T. James, Esq.,
Colorado Springs, Colorado,
for Applicant Mountain View
Electric Association, Inc.;
Louis Johnson, Esq.,
Colorado Springs, Colorado,
for The City of Colorado Springs;
Newton Free,
Colorado Springs, Colorado,
for the Cimarron Corporation;
Kent A. Teall,
Denver, Colorado, of the
Staff of the Commission.

PROCEDURE AND RECORD

Under date of August 22, 1973, Applicant filed the above-entitled
application seeking an order from the Commission (1) approving an Agreement
dated May 29, 1973, between Mountain View Electric Association, Inc. and
The City of Colorado Springs, (2) granting Applicant a Certificate of
Public Convenience and Necessity to serve an area containing approximately
7.19 acres located in the E1/2 of Section 6, Township 14 South, Range 65 West,
E1 Paso County, Colorado, presently within the territory duly certificated
to The City of Colorado Springs, Colorado, and (3) deleting an area contain-

ing approximately 3.02 acres located in the W1/2 of Section 5, Township 14



South, Range 65 West, E1 Paso County, Colorado, from Applicant's Certi-
ficate of Public Convenience and Necessity.

The Commission, pursuant to law, designated Robert L. Pyle as
Examiner for the purpose of conducting a hearing on this application and,
after due and proper notice to all interested persons or corporations, set
the herein matter for hearing to be held in the auditorium of the E1 Paso
County Office Building, 27 East Vermijo Street, Colorado Springs, Colorado,
on Friday, October 12, 1973, at 10:00 o'clock A.M. The hearing was held
at the aforesaid time and place.

No protests were filed with regard to the application and no
one appeared at the hearing in opposition to the granting of the authority
sought therein.

Applicant's General Manager, A. C. Payne, testified in support
of the application.

Exhibit's A through D, inclusive, were admitted into evidence.

At the conclusion of the hearing the subject matter of the instant
application was taken under advisement.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115; Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963). as amended, Examiner Robert L. Pyle now transmits
herewith to the Commission the records and exhibits of this proceeding to-
gether with written recommended decision which contains his findings of fact
and conclusions thereon, together with a recommended order or requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, it is found as fact that:
1. Applicant, Mountain View Electric Association, Inc. is a

public utility as defined in Chapter 115-1-3, Colorado Revised Statutes 1963.



It is engaged in the business of purchasing, acquiring, transmitting,
distributing, furnishing, and selling electricity to its consumers
on its lines in the Counties of Elbert, Arapahoe, E1 Paso, Pueblo,
Washington, Lincoln and Douglas, all in the State of Colorado.

The Applicant herein is a corporation organized under the
Laws of the State of Colorado, and its Articles of Incorporation and
all amendments thereto properly certified are on file with this
Commission.

By Decision No. 49651, dated February 18, 1958, Mountain
View Electric Association, Inc., was declared to be a public utility
by this Commission. Subsequent decisions of the Commission granted
Mountain View Electric Association, Inc., certificates of public con-
venience and necessity of its service territory.

2. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Applicant and
the subject matter of this application.

3. As a part of Applicant's service area included in its
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity, Applicant presently
serves an area in Township 14 South, Range 65 West, E1 Paso County,
Colorado, east of the following described boundary line:

Commencing at the SW corner of Section 33,
Township 14 South, Range 65 West; thence
North along the Westerly boundary lines of
Sections 33,28, 21, 16 and 9 to the NW

corner of said Section 9; thence West along
the Southerly 1ine of Section 5, Township 14
South, Range 65 West to the SE corner of Lot
234, Cimarron-Westridge Filing No. 1, as shown
in Plat Book T-2, page 15, E1 Paso County,
Colorado, thence Northerly along the Easterly
line of said Lot 234 and along the Easterly
line of said Lot 234 extended to the center
of Omaha Boulevard; thence Westerly along the

center of said Omaha Boulevard to a point where
the centerline of said Omaha Boulevard inter=-



sects the centerline of Tahlequah Drive thence
in a northerly and easterly direction along the
centerline of said Tahlequah Drive to a point
where the centerline of Tahlequah Drive inter-
sects the centerline of Osage Way extended,
thence Northwesterly along the centerline of
said Osage Way to the center of the cul de sac
of said Osage Way, thence Northerly along the
Easterly boundary line of Lot 167 extended,

and along the Easterly boundary 1line of Lot

167 to the NE corner of said Lot 167, thence
Westerly . along the Northerly boundary line of
said Lot 167 to the SE corner of Lot 1663
thence Northwesterly along the Easterly bound-
ary line of said Lot 166 and along the said
Easterly boundary line of said Lot 166 extended
to a point where said extended boundary Tine
intersects the Westerly boundary line of Sec-
tion 5; thence North along the Westerly bound-
ary line of said Section 5 to the NW corner of
said Section 5, all in Township 14 South, Range
65 West, E1 Paso County, Colorado.

The City of Colorado Springs, a municipal corporation, serves
to the West of said boundary 1line in said Township 14 South, Range 65
West.

4, A portion of Sections 5 and 6, in said Township 14 South,
Range 65 West, E1 Paso County, Colorado, has been platted by The
Cimarron Corporation, and a road named "Peterson Road" is under construc-
tion in a general North-South direction, on or near the present boundary
1ine between the areas served by Mountain View Electric Association, Inc.
and The City of Colorado Springs.

5. In order to avoid duplication of facilities, Applicant and
The City of Colorado Springs have entered into an Agreement dated May 29,
1973; modifying the boundary Tine between the said two utilities in
Sections 5 and 6 of Township 14 South, Range 65 West, E1 Paso County,
Colorado, subject to the consent and approval of this Commission. A true
copy of said Agreement dated May 29, 1973, was duly admitted into evi-

dence and marked as "Exhibit B,"



6. The present and future public convenience and necessity
requires and will require an amendment to the boundary line of the
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity, heretofore issued to
Applicant as hereinafter ordered and set forth.

7. Applicant is fit, willing and able to perform the service
in the area hereinafter granted and to conform to the applicable statutory
requirements and the Commission's Rules and Regulations thereunder.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid Findings of Fact, it is concluded, that:

1. Application No. 26908 should be granted.

2. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), 1963 CRS, as amended, it is
recommended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following
Order.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. The following portion of Section 5, Township 14 South,
Range 65 West, E1 Paso County, Colorado, lying westerly of Peterson
Road should be and is hereby, deleted from the territory included
within the Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity of Applicant
Mountain View Electric Association, Inc., to-wit:

A tract of land located in the West half of
Section 5 being located in Township 14 South,
Range 65 West of the 6th P, M. in E1 Paso
County, Colorado, described as follows: Com-
mencing at the Northwest corner of said Section
5, thence S. 00°24'56" W along the West line

of said Section 5 for 2628.44 feet to the West 1/4
corner of said Section 5, thence S 00°41'10"

W along the West 1ine of said Section for

129.44 feet to the centerline of proposed Peter-
son Road, which is the point of beginning,



thence, (1) s 00941'10" W for 975.05 feet

along said West Ssction llh_ to a point on

the centerlins of Palmer rk Boulevard, (2)
along the said cencerline OT Palmer Park
Boulevard on a cuxve to the left having a

radius of 1975.00 fe=st and a central angle

cf ?055'19” for an arc length of 273.07 feat,
said curve having a chord bearing of N 78°30'19"
E for ??“.85 feet +*o the centerline of Peterson
Road, (3) along said centerline of said Peterson
Road N 15927'21" W for 959,30 feet ito the point
oL begl““LFC, containing 3.02 acres of land,

venience and Necessity to render electric service in the follow-
ing described areas::

Beginning at a point in the Southwest corner
of the Scuthwest Quarter of Section 18, Town-—
sblp 8 South, Range 65 West, ¢th P. M., the
point of beginning, thence East 5 miles to the
Northeqst corner ol Sectimn 23, Townsnip 8 South,
les to the
Southeast corner of S ction 14, Township 9
South, Range 65 West; thence East 7 miles to
the Southeast corner of Section 13, Township
9 South, Range 64 West; thenca North 2 miles
to the Southwest corner of Section &, Township
9 South, Range 63 West; thence approximately
2.8 miles in a Northeasterly direction, begin-
ning at szaid Southwest corner of Section §,
Township 9 South, Range 63 Wast, to the Noxrth-
west corner of Section 33, Township 8 South,
Range 63 West; thence East 4 miles to the
Northeast corner of Section 36, Township 8
South, Range 63 West; thence South 1 mile to
= the Southeast corner of Section 36, Township
8 South, Range 63 West; thence East 2 miles -
to the Northeast corner of Section 5, Township
9 South, Range 62 West; thence North 6 miles
to the Northwest corner of Section 4, Township
8 South, Range 62 West; thance approximately
19.5 mlles in a Northesasterly direction to the
Morthwest corner of Section &, Township 6 Scuth,
Rangs 59 West; thence East app:oximately 18
milas to the Southwest corner of Section 31,
Townsiip 5 South, Rangs 56 West; thence North
6 miles to the Northwest corner of Ssction 6,
Township 5 Scuth, Range 56 West; thence East
13 miles tc the Northeast corner of Section 6§,
Township 5 South, Range 54 West; thence South
3 miles tc¢ the SL thwest corner of Section 17,
Township 5 South, Range 54 West; thence East 4
miles to tha Southwest corner of Section 13,
Township 5 South, Ranges 54 West; thance South



3 miles to the Southeast corner of Section
35, Township 5 South, Range 54 West; thence
East approximately 12 miles to the Northeast
corner of Section 1, Townsnip 6 South, Range
52 West; thence South 12 miies to the South-
east corner of Secticn 36, Township 7 South,
Range 52 Westi; thence West 17 miles to thsa
Northwest cornar of Section 5, Township 8
Soutn, Range 54 West; thence South § miles to
the Southesast corner of Section 18, Township
9 South, Range 54 West; thence West 1 mile to
the ScuLhwosL corner of Section 18, Township
9 South, Range 54 West; thance South 3 miles
to the Southzast corner of Section 36, Town-
ship 9 South, Range 55 West; thence Vest §
miles to the Northwast corner of Saction &,
Township 10 South, Range 55 West; tience South-

erly GPDIb“;hatElj 12 miles along the East
boundary linz of Range 56 Wast to e Southwast

corner of Section 31, Township 11 3South, Range
55 West; thence East 12 miles teo the Southwast
corner of Section 31, Township 11 South, Range
53 West; thence ﬂorth approximately 12 miles
along the East boundary line of Range 54 to
the Northwest corner of Section 6, Township

10 Soutn, Range 53 West; thence Hust 12 miles

]

to the Northeast corner of Section 1, Township
10 South, Range 52 West; thence Scutharly along
the East boundary line of Range 52 West a dis-
tance of approximately 44 miles to the South-
east corner of Section 13, Township 17 South,
Range 52 West; thence West 2 miles to the South-
west corner of Section 14, Township 17 South,
Range 52 West; thence South 2 miles to the
Southeast corner of Section 34, Township 17
South, Range 52 West; thence Westerly approxi-
mately 36 miles along the South boundary line
of Township 17 South, Ranges 52, 53, 54, 55, 56, 57
and 58 Wast to the Southwest corner of Section 35,
Township 17 South, Range 58 West; thence North 4
miles to the Northwesi corner of Section 14,
Township 17 South, Range 58 West; thence East
2 miles to the Northeast corner of Section 13,
Township 17 South, Range 58 West; thence North
6 miles to the Northwest corner of Section 18,
Township 16 South, Range 57 West; thence West
3 miles to the Southwest corner of Section 10,
Township 16 South, Rangs 58 West; thence North
2 miles to the Northwest corner of Section 3,
Township 16 South, Rangz 58 West; thence West
2 miles to the Southwest corner of Section 32,
Townshlp 15 South, Range 58 West; thence North
5-1/2 miles to the Southwest corner of the North
1/2 of Section 5, Township 15 South, Range 58
West; thence Wesu 8 miles to the Southeast corner
of the North 1/2 of Section 2, Township 15 South,
Range 60 West; thence North.l/Z mile to the
ortheast corner of Section 2, Township 15 South,
Range 60 West; thence West one mile to the North-~
wast corner of Section 2, Township 15 South,
Rangs 60 West; thence South 1/2 mile to the



Southwest corner cf the North 1/2 of Section
2, Township 15 South, Range 60 West; thenca
West 4 miles to the Southwest corner of the
North 1/2 of Szsction 6, Township 15 Sout
Ranga 60 West; thence North 1/2 mile to ti
Northwest corner of Saction €, Township 15
South, Rangs 60 West; thenca Wast 2-1/2 miles

to the Southwest corner of the SE 1/4 of Section
34, Township 14 South, Range §1 West; thance
Noxth 1-1/2 miles to the center of Section 27,
Township 14 South, Range 61 West; thence West

2 miles to the center of Section 29, Township

14 South, Rang=z 61 West; thence North 2 miles

to the center of Sscticn 17, Township 14 South,
Range 61 West; thencs West 1-1/2 miles to the
Northwest corner of the South 1/2 of Section

18, Township 14 Scuth, Range 61 West; thence
Souhh 21-1/2 miles to the Southesast corner of
Section 35, Tc vrah10 17 South, Ranga 62 Yest;
thence heat 7 miles to the Northeast cornar of
Section 2, Township 18 Souvth, Range 63 West;
thence South 5 miles to tha Southeast corner

of Section 26, Township 18 South, Range 63 West;
thence West 9 miles to the Northwest corner of
Section 33, Township 18 Scuth, Range 64 Wast;
thence South 1/2 mile to the Scutheast corner
of the North 1/2 of Secticn 32, Township 18
South, Range 64 West; thence West 4 miles Lﬁ t
Southwest corner of the North 1/2 of Section 3
Township 18 South, Range 65 West; thence lNorth
5-~1/2 miles to the Northwest corner of Section 2,
Township 18 Scuth, Range 65 West; thence ijest 4
miles to the Southwest corner of Section 31,
Township 17 South, Range 65 West] thence North

6 miles to the Northwest corner of Section o,
Township 17 South, Range 65 West; thence East

1-1/2 miles to the Southwest corner of the East

1/2 of Section 32, Township 16 South, Range &5

Wast; thence North 2 miles to the Northwest cornasr
of the East 1/2 of Section 29, Township 16 South,
Range 65 West; thence East 1/2 mile to the North-
east corner of Section 29, Township 16 South, Range
65 West; thence North 2-1/4 miles to the Northwest
corner of the S%Sk of Section 9, Township 16 South,
Range 65 West; thence East 1 mile to the Northeast
corner of the SX%8% of Section 9, Township 16 Scouth,
Range 65 West; thence North 3/4 mile to the North-
east corn=r of Section 9, Township 16 South, Range
65 West; thence West 3/4 mile to the Southwest
corner of the EXWX of Section 4, Township 16 South,
Range 65 West; thence North 1 mile to the Northwest
corner of the EXWk of Section 4, Township 16 South,
Range 65 West; thence West 1/4 mile to the Northwest
corner of Section 4, Township 16 South, Range 65
West; thence North ll miles to the Souuhwest co”ner
of Sectlcn 4, Township 14 South, Range 65 West

thence West on the South line of Secticn 5, Town—
ship 14 South, Range 65 West to the Southsast cor-
ner of Lot 234, Cimarron-Westridge Filing No. 1 as
shown in Plat Book T-2, Page 15, El Paso County,
Colorado; thsnce North along the Easterly boundary
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line of sa3id Lot 234 and along the Easterly
boundary of said Lot 234 extended to a point
in the center of Omaha Boulevard; thence West
along the center of Omaha Boulevard to a point
wnare the center of Omaha Boulevard intersects

the center of Tahleguah Drive extenda=d; thence
Northeasterly along the center of said Tehleguan
Drive to a poL“t vhere the center line of Tanle-

quah Drive intersects the centzsr line of Osags
Vay extended; thence Northwesterly along the
center line of Osage Way to the center of the
cul de sac of said Osage Way; thence Noxtherly
along the Easterly boundary line of Lot 167 of
said Cimarron-Westridge Filing No. L extanded,
and along the Easterly boundary line of said

Lot 167 to the Northsast corner of said Lot 1l&7;
thence Westerly along the Northerly boundary line
of said Lot 167 to the Southeast corner of Lot
166 of said Cimarron-Westridgzs Filing No. 1;
thence Nortpwas_evlj alOﬂg the Easterly boundarxy
line of said Lot 166 and along the said Easterliy
boundary line of said Lot 166 extended to a
point where said extended boundary line intersec
the Westerly boundary line of Section 5, Townshi
14 South, Rangs 65 West; thence North along the
westerly boundary line of said Section 5 to a
point on the centerline of Palmer Park Boulevazd,
thence Northzasterly along the said centarlins of
Palmer Park Boulevard on a curve for 272.85 feet

to the centerline of Peterson Road, thence North-
westerly along the said centerline of Peterson

Road North 15°927'21" West for 959.30 fest to a
point on the Westerly boundary line of said Section
5, thence North 15927'21" West along said Peterson
Road for 532.74 feet; thence along said centerline
of Peterson Road for a distance of 1988.09 feet to
a point on tha Westerly line of said Section 5,
Township 14 South, Range 65 West; thence North
along the Westerly boundary line of said Section

5 a distance of approximately 285.07 feet to the
Northwest corner of Section 5, Township 14 South,
Range 65 West; thence North 3 miles to the South-
west corner of Section 17, Township 13 South,

Range 65 West, thence Uest 2 miles ta the Southwest
corner of Section 13, Township 13 South, Range 66
West; thence North 2 miles to the Southwest corner
of Section 1, Township 13 South, Range 66 West;
thence West 3 miles to the Southwest corner of
Section 4, Township 13 South, Range 66 West;

thence North 1 mile to the Northwest corner of
Section 4, Township 13 South, Range 66 West; thence
West along the North boundary line of Section 5,
Township 13 South, Range 66 West to the East bound-
ary lins of the Air Force Academy site; thence fol-
lowing the East boundary line of the Air Force
"Academy site approximately 6.2 miles in a North-
westerly direction to the North boundary line of
the Air Force Acadsmy site on South line of Section
36, Township 11 South, Range 67 West; thence West . .
approximately 3.7 miles to the Northwest corner

i
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f Section 5, Township 12 South
; thence South 1 mile on the -
quarter saction lina to the South lins of .
Section 5, id Township and Rang2; thence

East 1/4 mile to the Scuthsast cornsr of

Section 5, Township 12 South, Range 67 West;

of the EL;EX
Range 67 We
ct

thencse Sou th 2 miles to the Southwest corner
of Section 16, Mownship 12 South, Range 57
West; thancm East 1/2 mile on the section
line to the Northeast corner of the Northwest

gquarter of oectlon 21, Township 12 South,
Range 67 West; thence South 1/2 mile to the
Southeast corner of the Northwest quarter of
Section 21, Township 12 South, Range 67 West;
thence West 1/2 mile to the Northwest corner
of the Southwest guarter of Section 21, Town-
ship 12 South, Range 67 West; thance South 1/2
mile to thes Southwest corner of tha Southwest
quarter of Section 21, Township
Range 67 VWest; thence Wast 2 mile
section lins to the Southwest corne

{‘I'
o]
B

19, Township 12 South, Range 67 Wast;
North 8 miles to the ﬂoﬁb;wudt corner
tion 18, Township 11 South, Range 67 7
thence East 2 miles on the Seczticn lins
Noxrtheast corner of Section 17, Townshin
South, Range 67 West; thence South 1/4 m
to the Southwest corner of the F1E3 il
16, Township 11 South, Range 67 West
East 1-1/2 miles to tne South ast corn
the N%NW% of Section 15, Township 11 South,
Range 67 West; thence North 2-1/! miles to the
Northwest corner of the Northeast qLarter of
Section 3, Township 11 South, Range 67 West;
thence East 1-1/2 miles to the Southwest co:nev
of Section 36, Township 10 South, Rangz 67 We
thence North 1-1/2 miles to the Northwest corner
of the Southwest quarter of Section 25, Township
10 South, Rangs 67 Wast; thance approximately

‘ 4,3 miles in a Northeasterly direction to the
Scuthwest cornar of Section 15, Township 10
South, Range 66 West; thence approximately 3.5
miles in a Northeasterly direction to the North-
east corner of the Southeast quarter of Section
34, Township 9 South, Rangs 66 West; thence West
1 mile to the Northwest corner of the Southwest
quarter of Section 34, Township 9 South, Range
66 West; thence North 1 mile to the MNorthwest
corner of the Southwest quarter of Saction 27,
Township 9 South, Range 66 West; thence East 1
mile to the Northeast corner of the Southeast
quarter of Section 27, Township 9 South, Range
66 West; thence approxlmatﬂlj 7.7 niles in a
Northeasterly direction to the point of begin-

. ning; located in Arapahoe, Elbert, El Paso,

Washington, Lincoln, Douglas and Paeblo Counties,
Colorado,
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3, That this Recommended Decision shall be effect-

ive on the day it becomes the Decision of the Commission, if



such be the case, and is entered as of the date herein above set out.

4, That as provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended,
copies of this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties,
who may file exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within
twenty (20) days after service upon the parties or within such extended
period of time as the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of
any such extension to be served upon the parties), or unless such
Decision 1is stayed within such time by the Commission upon its own
motion, such Recommended Decision shall become the Decision of the
Commission and subject to the provisions of 115-6-14, CRS 1963, as
amended,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
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(Decision No. 83880)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
WAYNE T. DALY, 3305 W. 80TH, WEST-
MINSTER, COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO
OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT
CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27014-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

S S e S St

- e e e e s e e e e

IT APPEARING, That prover notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth 1n the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer 1list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance
have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of  October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE _STATE OF COLORADO

0 2

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABGENT

Commissioners



Appendix
Decision No. 83880
October 19, 1973

Wayne T. Daly

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processina plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the desianated radius as restricted below,

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Acgainst the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 100 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83881)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* ® *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
PEEK & McKENDRY ENT. INC., 12500 W.
CEDAR DRIVE, LAKEWOOD, COLORADO,
FOR AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS
"B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR
VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27020-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e S S S Vi S

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance

have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

HENRY E. ZARLENGO- ABS;;E

4

Commissioners



Appendix
Decision No. 83881
October 19, 1973

Peek & McKendry Ent. Inc.

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 50 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83882)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
ALBERT HILBRAND AND FRIEDITH
HILBRAND, 54 EAST DANTE LANE, PUEBLO
WEST, COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO
OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT
CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27021-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e S N S S

----------

IT APPEARING, That propner notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance

have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

/Zgﬁ/

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABS

Commissioners



Appendix
Decision No. 83882
October 19, 1973

Albert Hilbrand and Friedith Hilbrand

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radjus
of 100 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83883)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

*

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION

OF SCA SERVICES, INC. FOR AUTHOR-
IZATION TO PURCHASE THE OUTSTAND-
ING CAPITAL STOCK OF ALEX GERLACH
& SON DISPOSAL CO., RECORD QWNER

OF PUC NO. 3344.

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION
OF SCA SERVICES, INC., FOR AUTHOR-
IZATION TO PURCHASE THE OUTSTAND-
ING CAPITAL STOCK OF ALEX GERLACH
& SON DISPOSAL CO., RECORD OWNER
OF PUC NO. 5342.

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION

OF SCA SERVICES, INC. FOR AUTHOR-
IZATION TO PURCHASE THE OUTSTAND-
ING CAPITAL STOCK OF ALEX GERLACH
& SON DISPOSAL CO., RECORD OWNER

OF PERMIT NO. B-6128.

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION

OF MONARCH DISPOSAL CO. FOR AUTHOR-

IZATION TO TRANSFER PUC NO. 3156
TO ALEX GERLACH & SON DISPOSAL CO.

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION
OF GREEN MOUNTAIN DISPOSAL COMPANY
FOR AUTHORIZATION TO TRANSFER

PUC NO. 3452 TO ALEX GERLACH &

SON DISPOSAL CO.

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION
OF GREEN MOUNTAIN DISPOSAL
COMPANY FOR AUTHORIZATION TO
TRANSFER PUC NO. 5341 TO ALEX
GERLACH & SON DISPOSAL CO.

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

)
)
)
)
)

*

APPLICATION NO. 26389-
Stock Transfer-Amended

APPLICATION NO. 26390-
Stock Transfer-Amended

APPLICATION NO. 26391-PP-

Stock Transfer-Amended

APPLICATION NO. 26572-
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STATEMENT

On June 12, 1973, Examiner Robert L. Pyle issued his Recommended
Decision No. 83132 in these matters. On June 29, 1973, the Commission, by
its Decision No. 83272, stayed and postponed said Recommended Decision,
pending a final determination by the Commissijon, and directed the official
reporter to prepare a transcript of the proceedings. After reviewing the
transcript and the balance of the record of the proceedings before the
Examiner, the Commission on September 11, 1973, by Decision No. 83666, set
the matter for further hearing before the Commission. Said Decision No.
83666 more fully sets forth the scope of such further hearing.

Accordingly, the matter was further heard by the Commission on
October 3, 1973, after due and proper notice to all parties. At this hear-
ing, additional testimony was taken and Exhibits A, B, C, D, E, F, G, H,
I,Jd, K, Ly, M, N, 0 and P were offered and admitted into evidence. These
exhibits were prepared and sponsored by Commission Staff and generally set
forth the competitive situation in the area in which the certificates in-
volved in the instant applications overlap. In particular, Exhibit "0" is
a large map setting forth competitive trash carrier routes in the area, as
determined by a Staff study.

At the conclusion of the hearings, the matter was taken under
advisement by the Commission.

After careful consideration of the entire record herein, including
the record before the Examiner in these proceedings, as well as the record
as a result of the said further hearing before the Commission, and upon
reconsideration of the matter upon its own motion pursuant to 115-6-9(2),
CRS 1963 (1969 Supp.), the Commission hereby enters its decision and order
without regard to the findings of fact and conclusions of the Examiner
herein.

FINDINGS OF FACT

The Commission finds as fact that:
1. Stock transferors are Alex Gerlach, Helen Gerlach and

Bruce Gerlach, who collectively hold all of the outstanding capital



stock of Alex Gerlach & Son Disposal Co. (Gerlach), holder of Certifi-
cates of Public Convenience and iecessity PUC ilos. 3344 and 5342, and
Permit No. B-6128.

2. Asset transferors are Monarch Disposal Co. (Monarch),
holder of PUC ilo. 3156, and Green Mountain Disposal Company (Green
Mountain), holder of Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity
PUC Wos. 3452 and 5341. Al11 outstanding capital stock of Monarch
Disposal Co. and Green Mountain Disposal Company is presently held
by SCA Services, Inc., pursuant to authorization previously granted
by the Public Utilities Commission.

3. The transferee for the stock of Alex Gerlach & Son Dis-
posal Co. is SCA Services, Inc., 99 High Street, Boston, Massachusetts,
which company is listed on the ilew York Stock Exchange and is primarily
in the business, either directly or through its subsidiaries, of providing
service for the transportation and disposal of various wastes in multiple
<tates and metropolitan areas throughout the United States. SCA Services,
Inc., is also, as heretofore stated, the sole stockholder of Monarch
Disposal Co. and Green Mountain Disposal Company, the asset transferors
herein.

4, The asset transferee is Alex Gerlach & Son Disposal Co.,
which company, as previously mentioned, is the holder and operator of
various authorities granted by this Commission providing for the trans-
portation of waste materials.

5. The transaction for which authorization is sought herein
falls basically into two parts. The first part is that which is contained
in the initial application and seeks approval of an agreement and plan of
reorganization (Exhibit ido. 4) whereby all of the outstanding stock of
Gerlach would be delivered to SCA in exchange for a designated number of
shares of the outstanding stock of SCA. As a part of the transaction,
employment agreements are to be entered, with both Alex Gerlach and Bruce

Gerlach, who, together with Helen Gerlach, are the principal officers



and supervisory officials of Alex Gerlach & Son Disposal Co. Accordingly,
the transaction contemplates the continuation of the present management
and employees of Gerlach, with however the ownership and ultimate control
residing in SCA.

6. The second part of the within transaction is contingent upon
the approval of the first part, i.e., the acquisition of the Gerlach stock
by SCA. In the event the stock acquisition of Gerlach is approved, there
will be brought under the common control of SCA Services, Inc., all of
the following authorities:

Alex Gerlach & Son Disposal Co.

PUC iNo. 3344

Transportation of
Ashes, trash and other refuse

From all points within the City and County of
Denver, Colorado, to designated and approved
dumps and disposal sites within the following
Counties of the State of Colorado: Adams,
Arapahoe, Denver and Jefferson.

PUC No. 5342

Transportation of

Ashes, trash and other refuse

From all points within Jefferson County, State
of Colorado, to designated and approved dumps
and disposal sites in Jefferson County, State
of Colorado.

Permit No. B-6128

Transportation of
Ashes, trash and other refuse

From only the Sigman Meat Co., Inc., and Davis
Bros. Wholesale Florists, to designated and
approved dumps and disposal sites within the
following Counties of the State of Colorado:
Adams, Arapahoe, Denver and Jefferson.

Monarch Disposal Co.

PUC Ho. 3156

Transportation, on call and demand

Ashes, trash and refuse
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From and between points in the following described
territory, to dumps and disposal places as may be
designated or approved by the Health Authorities:
Beginning at the intersection of Cornell Avenue and
Federal Boulevard; thence north along Federal Boule-
vard to its intersection with West Colfax Avenue;
thence along West Colfax Avenue to a point five miles
west of the City of Golden, Colorado; thence south
along a Tine extending five miles west of Golden,
Colorado, to a point where said Tine intersects West
Cornell Avenue extended; thence east to the point of
beginning;

Dirt

In that territory situated in the City and County of
Denver described as follows: West Colfax Avenue, on
the north, Cornell Avenue, on the south, Sheridan
Boulevard, on the west and Federal Boulevard, on the
east;

Dirt and garbage

In that territory situated in the County of Jefferson,
State of Colorado, described as follows: Bounded by
the center line of West First Avenue, on the north;
Sheridan Boulevard, on the east; West Jewell Avenue,
on the south, and Kipling Street along West Alameda
Avenue to an imaginary line one mile west of Morrison,
on the west;

Provided that there be no transportation of dirt or
garbage in that part of the above-described territory
in the territory described as follows:

Kipling Street, on the east, Ulysses Street on the

west, West Alameda Avenue as extended to Ulysses Street,
on the north, and an imaginary line running parallel to
and being two thousand feet south of Alameda Avenue, on
the south,

And provided further, that no dirt shall be transported
under authority herein granted that does not arise from
and is incidental to, the hauling of trash, and for

his trash and garbage customers, all of said hauling to
be on call and demand;

Ashes, trash, and other waste materials;

Between points within the City and County of Denver, and
from points in the City and County of Denver, to regularly-
designated and approved dumps and disposal places in the
Counties of Adams, Arapahoe and Jefferson, State of
Colorado.

Green Mountain Disposal Company (Corp)

PUC No. 3452

Transportation of ashes, trash, and other refuse,



Between points within the City and County of
Denver, State of Colorado, and from points in
the City and County of Denver, to regularly-
designated and approved dumps and disposal places
in the Counties of Adams, Arapahoe and Jefferson;

Transportation of fertilizer,

Between points within the City and County of
Denver, State of Colorado.

PUC No. 5341

Transportation of ashes, trash, rubbish, and other
debris,

In the territory known and described as follows:
Beginning at First Avenue and Sheridan Boulevard;
thence due west on First Avenue, as extended, to

the Hog Back Road, thence in a southerly direction
along the Hog Back Road to where the Hog Back Road

and Morrison Road intersects (U.S. 285); thence east
and northeast following Morrison Road (U.S. 285) to
Sheridan Boulevard; thence north along Sheridan Boule-
vard; to the point of beginning.

Since the foregoing authorities contain substantial overlapping
authorizations, it is proposed by the Applicants herein as the second part
of the within transaction that a merger be authorized whereby all of the
assets and liabilities of Monarch Disposal Co. and Green Mountain Disposal
Company be transferred to Alex Gerlach & Son Disposal Co. with operations
thereafter to be performed as a division, or divisions, of the surviving
corporation. As a part of this merger, all of the outstanding stock of
both Monarch Disposal Co. and Green Mountain Disposal Company would be
cancelled and thus the operations would be vested in Alex Gerlach & Son
Disposal Co., with all of the stock of Gerlach being held by SCA Services,
Inc., who already controls Monarch and Green Mountain. The merger would
result in corporate simplification and, as a part thereof, all duplicating
operating rights are proposed to be cancelled.

7. Concerning the overlapping of the various authorities, a

careful review thereof reveals that the commodity description is "Ashes,

trash and other refuse," in Certificates of Public Convenience and



Necessity PUC No. 5342, PUC No. 3344 and a portion of Certificates
of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 3452 and PUC No. 3156.
Additionally, under Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity
PUC No. 5341, the commodity description is "Transportation of ashes,
trash, rubbish, and other debris,". Clearly the term "other refuse"
would encompass both "rubbish and other debris" and thus the descrip-
tion in Certificate of Public Convenience and ilecessity PUC iNo. 5341
may be considered for all practical purposes to be coextensive with
that heretofore mentioned in the other certificates. It may likewise
be found that collectively these certificates and portions thereof pro-
viding for the transportation of ashes, trash and other refuse cover all
points in the Counties of Denver and Jefferson. Thus, with all duplica-
tions eliminated, insofar as the transportation of waste materials is
concerned, the combined common carrier authorities may be set forth as
follows:

Transportation of

Ashes, trash and other refuse

From all points within Jefferson and Denver

Counties, Colorado, to such points where the

ZiTe may lawfully be delivered or disposed
The language with reference to delivery and disposal as aforesaid is
provided as now being applicable to all waste transporter authorities
pursuant to Case No. 5453, as set forth expressly in Decision No. 79404,
dated January 13, 1972, later adopted by the Commission.

There then remains under other categories in the various certi-

ficates the following:

Transportation of

Fertilizer

Between points within the City and County of
Denver, State of Colorado.

Transportation of dirt



In that territory situated in the City and County
of Denver, described as follows:

West Colfax Avenue on the north, Cornell Avenue on
the south, Sheridan Boulevard on the west and Federal
Boulevard, on the east.

Dirt and garbage

In that territory situated in the County of Jefferson,
State of Colorado, described as follows:

Bounded by the centerline of West First Avenue, on the
north; Sheridan Boulevard, on the east; West Jewell
Avenue, on the south, and Kipling Street along West
Alameda Avenue to an imaginary line one mile west of
Morrison, on the west;

provided that there be no transportation of dirt or
garbage in that part of the above-described territory
in the territory described as follows:

Kipling Street, on the east, Ulysses Street on the
west, West Alameda Avenue as extended to Ulysses Street,
on the north, and an imaginary line running parallel to
and being two thousand feet south of Alameda Avenue, on
the south,

And provided further, that no dirt shall be transported
under authority herein granted that does not arise from
and is incidental te, the hauling of trash, and for his
trash and garbage customers, all of said hauling to be
on call and demand.

The remaining authority is a contract carrier authorization
under Permit No. B-6128 and, although the commodity description "ashes,
trash, and other refuse" is identical, it appears that the authorization
covers service for two specific customers and that such service may be
provided for those customers without respect to any territorial Timita-
tions whatsoever and accordingly the contract carrier authorization is not
specifically overlapped by the common carrier authorities heretofore speci-
fied. Further, the statute applicable in such cases provides that where
there is an overlap, the carrier shall operate under his common carrier
authorization and therefore no problem should be posed with reference to
Permit No. B-6128. The permit should be reworded to accommodate the
delivery and disposal provisions as previously added to the other authori-
zations herein and therefore the permit as corrected should read as

follows:



“Transportation of

Ashes, trash and other refuse

From only the Sigman Meat Co., Inc., and Davis

Bros. Wholesale Florists to such locations where

the same may lawfully be delivered or disposed of."
With the foregoing rewording, all duplications are eliminated.

8. The certificates presently held by Gerlach in Jefferson

County completely overlap the certificates presently held by Green Mountain
and Monarch. By bringing all these certificates under common control and
consequently cancelling the certificates of Green Mountain and Monarch,
competition now existing between Gerlach, on the one hand, and Green
Mountain and Monarch, on the other hand, will be eliminated. Potentially,
these carriers are competitors throughout the certificated area of Green
Mountain and Monarch. However, large portions of this area are completely
or relatively undeveloped, so that the actual competitive area, that is,
the area where the carriers have regular competitive routes, is considerably
smaller. The shaded area shown on Exhibit "0" delineates the territory
where the carriers involved in these applications are presently engaged in
active competition on a regular basis and hereinafter shall be referred to

"1 The competitive area lies on both sides of

as "the competitive area.
West Jewell Avenue as follows: north of West Jewell Avenue and south of

West Alameda Avenue, from South Sheridan Boulevard to approximately Indiana
Street; and south of West Jewell Avenue and north of West Cornell Avenue,

between South Wadsworth Boulevard and South Simms Street. Gerlach regu-

larly serves approximately 1,300 residential and 75 commercial customers

in the competitive area. Green Mountain and Monarch Companies have some

7,454 residential and 422 commercial customers--most of which are in the competi-
tive area. Outside the competitive area, Green Mountain and Monarch also

regularly serve an area between West 6th Avenue and West Alameda from

2
Sheridan Boulevard to Independence Street and from Youngfield to Indiana.

]The Staff witness referred to this area as "the contested area."

2A11 street locations are approximate. The map introduced as Exhibit "0"
depicts the situation more accurately.
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9. Eight other common carriers are presently actively engaged
on a regular basis in the transportation of trash and refuse in the area
covered by the Green Mountain and Monarch certificates. These carriers
are:

Metropolitan Trash, Inc.;

U.S. Cargo Corporation;

Evergreen Disposal Service;

Colorado Disposal Inc.;

B&W Disposal Service;

Wheatridge Disposal Service, Inc.;

Mountain View Rubbish Removal, Inc.;

United States Disposal Systems, Inc.;
(formerly Best-Way Disposal Service
and Golden Ash & Trash Service Co.).

There are other carriers that have the authority to serve in the
area covered by Green Mountain and Monarch certificates, but which do not
actively provide such service on a regular basis at this time. They are,
nevertheless, potential competitors.

10. In addition to Gerlach, Green Mountain and Monarch, the
following carriers also provide regular route service within the competi-
tive area:

Metroplitan Trash, Inc.;

U.S. Cargo Corporation;

Evergreen Disposal Service (a very small
portion of the area);

United States Disposal Systems, Inc.;
Colorado Disposal, Inc.; and
Mountain View Rubbish Removal, Inc.
In addition, a contract carrier, Mountain Disposal Company, serves
approximately 500 trash removal customers in the competitive area.

11. The six common carriers actively engaged in transportation of
trash and refuse in the competitive area, as enumerated in the finding above,
have reqular routes, each of which covers parts of the competitive area as
well as other areas. The information in the record is not detailed enough
to determine with precision the exact number of customers that each of these

carriers has in the competitive area. However, on the routes that overlap

the competitive area, the following customers are served:



U.S. Cargo Corporation, Route 182 and Route 184 --
909 residential customers, 475 commercial customers

Metropolitan Trash, Inc., Route 6 -- 175 commercial
customers

Colorado Disposal, Inc., Monday Route -- 6,000 resi-
dential customers

Evergreen Disposal Service, Wednesday Route -- 287
residential customers, 29 commercial customers

United States Disposal Systems, Inc.:
Best-Way Disposal Service -- 1,500 commercial customers
Golden Ash and Trash Service, Monday and Wednesday
Routes -- 850 residential customers, 70 commercial
customers

Mountain View Rubbish Removal, Inc., Tuesday Route --
170 residential customers

12. The solid waste disposal, or trash hauling industry, is
characterized by the participation of one-man operators as well as large
national companies with multi-state holdings. In the Denver metropolitan
area, three national companies are currently operating, as follows:

Browning-Ferris Industries;

Waste Management, Inc.; and

SCA Services, Inc.
None of the trash carriers operating in the competitive area are owned or
controlled by Browning-Ferris. Green Mountain and Monarch are, of course,
controlled by SCA Services, Inc., which also seeks the control of Gerlach
in this proceeding. Waste Management, Inc., controls Colorado Disposal,
Inc. (see Exhibit I). United States Disposal Systems, Inc., is a new
entity, and is a consolidation of a number of locally owned trash carriers
in the metropolitan area. This consolidation has received final Commission
approval; the actual operations may or may not be consolidated on the date
of this decision. Upon completion of such consolidation, United States
Disposal Systems, Inc., wil be a locally owned carrier of considerable
resources. The other carriers in the competitive area are what might be
termed independent operations of varying size.

13. In addition to the regular service provided, there is also

considerable rate competition between the carriers serving the competitive
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area, as shown on Exhibit "P". The existence of different rate struc-
tures as far as parties to this proceeding are concerned, however, poses
a slight problem. Within the competitive area, the rates of Gerlach are
different from the rates of Green Mountain and Monarch. Upon merger,
there would only be one carrier and it could not continue to charge and
maintain two different sets of rates. While existing customers could
possibly be "grandfathered", a problem would certainly arise as far as
new customers are concerned. Discrimination as between customers of the
same public utility would occur. It is therefore essential that a single
rate structure be established upon the merger becoming effective within
the territory where the merging carriers now hold duplicating authority.
There is nothing wrong per se, however, with having different rate struc-
tures in different territorial areas.

Furthermore, the merger should not be authorized if adverse
effects upon the public cannot be eliminated. Thus, the only alternative,
if the merger should be authorized, is to do so upon the condition that
the initial rates to be charged by the surviving carrier within the areas
where existing certificates overlap shall be the lTowest of the existing
rates of the merging carriers.

14. The proposed merges would, of course, result in a slight
diminution in the number of competing ash and trash carriers in the competi-
tive area. On the other hand, it would enhance the competitive balance in
the remainder of Jefferson County by placing control of a relatively small
carrier in a large national company, to wit: SCA Services, Inc. This
would tend to maintain a better balance in that, in addition to a large
number of small carriers, the number of large carriers would also be
increased. It is the Commission's opinion that an ideal competitive
balance in any area would consist of several large carriers as well as
a number of medium size and smaller carriers. SCA Services, Inc., because

of its financial resources in particular (see finding below), is in a
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position to be, in some respects, considerably more competitive with
organizations such as Browning-Ferris and Waste Management than a
carrier the size of Gerlach,

In the aggregate, therefore, the change in the competitive
situation in Jefferson County as a result of the proposed acquisition
and merger would not adversely affect the public interest to any material
extent; indeed, the competitive situation may be somewhat enhanced. The
small and medium sized operation in the waste disposal business has its
own inherent advantages in terms of more personal services and specialization
that large national concerns may be unable to do. Thus, it is in the public
interest to have a completely balanced competitive picture with having
several carriers in each category of size.

15. Al1 three carriers who are parties to this proceeding also
hold authority to transport trash and refuse from points within the City
and County of Denver. A small portion of their business, however, is now
inthe City and County of Denver and there are more than 100 other carriers
who are authorized to, and do, provide service in Denver. Thus, the
merger as proposed would have no measurable impact upon the competitive
situation, actual or potential, within the City and County of Denver.

16. The Commission has jurisdiction over the transferors and
transferees and the subject matter of the within proceeding.

17. The various authorities as heretofore specified have been
continuously and actively operated in the past and are now in good standing
before the Public Utilities Commission.

18. The certificates being transferred, as well as those for
which control only is being transferred, are free and clear from all debts,
encumbrances or other obligations.

19. SCA Services, Inc., as the controlling stockholder, is a
company fully familiar with the operation of an ash, trash and other refuse
service, not only in the area involved in the present authorizations, but
in other areas throughout the United States. Further, it is SCA's current

intention to continue the utilization through employment contracts of
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local personnel who are already specifically familiar with the opera-
tions under the various authorities. Concerning Alex Gerlach & Son
Disposal Co., which would be the recipient of various authorities in the
event of approval of the proposed transaction, this company is a current
operating company providing waste services at the present time and is
therefore fully qualified to receive the specified authorities. Under
the circumstances as set forth herein, both transferees are fully quali-
fied experience-wise to conduct the specified operations,

20, With reference to financial fitness, the present trans-
actions do not involve the removal of any of the assets from any of the
separate businesses. Specifically, following the entire transaction, all
of the assets of each of the companies will remain in the surviving corpora-
tion and be available for the conduct of the respective operations. The
balance sheets of these companies are in evidence before the Commission.
Concerning the controlling stockholder, SCA, its financial position as
shown by Exhibit No. 3, reveals substantial assets and a clear ability on
the part of the controlling stockholder to make such additional investments
in the operating company as may be required to provide adequate and respon-
sive service to the public. Accordingly, all transferees herein are fully
fit financially to continue the provision of services under the specified
certificates.

21. The various responsible officials of each of the transferees
herein are generally familiar with the rules and regulations of the Public
Utilities Commission and, if the application is granted, all parties agree
to abide by said rules and regulations, as well as the safety requirements
of the Commission and all other appropriate rules and regulations. It
further appears that asset transferee intends to and will engage in bona
fide motor carrier operations under the rights as set forth herein, and
that the stock transferee will continue, through ownership of the company,

to likewise provide services under the specified authorities.
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22. The granting of the application as amended is in the
public interest. Likewise, since the transaction is by necessity a
two-step proceeding, it will be in the public interest to allow the
consummation of the stock transfer portion of the proceeding, separate
and apart from the merger portion thereof, provided that the merger,
together with the cancellation of duplicative operating rights as
hereinafter specifically provided in the ordering portion hereof, shall
be completed within thirty (30) days after the consummation of the stock
transfer.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid findings of fact, it is concluded that:
1. The transfers as sought by the Applicants herein should be
granted as hereinafter set forth.
2. The following order should be entered.
ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Alex Gerlach, Helen Gerlach and Bruce Gerlach be, and hereby
are, authorized to transfer all of their respective stock holdings in
Alex Gerlach & Son Disposal Co. to SCA Services, Inc., which transfer may
be completed separate and apart from the remaining transfers as approved
herein.

2. Monarch Disposal Co. be, and hereby is, authorized to transfer
all right, title and interest in and to Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necessity PUC No. 3156 to Alex Gerlach & Son Disposal Co.

3. Green Mountain Disposal Company be, and hereby is, author-
ized to transfer all right, title and interest in and to Certificates of
Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 3452 and PUC No. 5341 to Alex
Gerlach & Son Disposal Co.

4. A1l duplicating operating rights under Certificates of
Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 3344, PUC No. 3156, PUC No. 3452
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and PUC No. 5341 be cancelled concurrently with the operating rights
transfers as provided for in paragraphs 2 and 3 hereof and that, upon
the consummation of said operating rights transfers, the various certi-
ficates shall be merged into Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity PUC No. 5342 and the full and complete authority under said
merged certificate shall be known as Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necessity PUC No. 5342, and shall read and be as follows, to wit:
(1) Transportation of
Ashes, trash and other refuse
From all points within Jefferson and Denver
Counties, Colorado, to such points where the
same may lawfully be delivered or disposed of.
(2) Transportation of

Fertilizer

Between points within the City and County of
Denver, State of Colorado.

(3) Transportation of dirt

In that territory situated in the City and County
of Denver, described as follows:

West Colfax Avenue on the north, Cornell Avenue
on the south, Sheridan Boulevard on the west, and
Federal Boulevard on the east.

(4) Dirt and garbage

In that territory situated in the County of Jefferson,
State of Colorado, described as follows:

Bounded by the center line of West First Avenue, on
the north; Sheridan Boulevard, on the east; West
Jewell Avenue, on the south; and Kipling Street along
West Alameda Avenue to an imaginary line one (1) mile
west of Morrison, on the west;

Provided that there be no transporation of dirt or
garbage in that part of the above-described territory
in the territory described as follows:

Kipling Street on the east, Ulysses Street on the
west, West Alameda Avenue as extended to Ulysses
Street on the north, and an imaginary line running
parallel to and being two thousand feet south of
Alameda Avenue on the south,
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And provided further, that no dirt shall be trans-
ported under authority herein granted that does not
arise from and is incidental to, the hauling of trash,
and for his trash and garbage customers, all of said
hauling to be on call and demand.

5. Henceforth, the full and complete authority under Permit
No. B-6128 shall read and be as follows, to wit:

Transportation of

Ashes, trash and other refuse

From only the Sigman Meat Co., Inc., and Davis
Bros. Wholesale Florists to such locations where
the same may lawfully be delivered or disposed of.

The stock transfer and operating rights transfers as set forth
herein are mutually dependent upon each other and both must be consummated,
or neither shall be consummated. However, the consummation of the stock
transfer may be completed prior to the consummation of the operating rights
transfers, in which event the carriers shall within thirty (30) days after
the consummation of the stock transfer complete and consummate the merger
and operating rights transfer as provided for herein. Upon failure of the
parties to consummate the transfer of the operating rights within the
specified time 1imit, or such additional time as may be authorized by the
Commission, this Order shall become null and void in its entirety and both
the stock transfer application and the operating rights transfer applica-
tions shall be deemed denied, with control under the stock transfer authori-
zation to revert on the day of such denial to the prior stockholders.

6. The authorization for the transfers herein is further expressly
contingent upon the requirement that upon consummation of the merger, the
initial rates within the territory presently certificated to Green Mountain
Disposal Company and Monarch Disposal Company shall be the Tower of the
then existing rates of the parties to the merger in such territory; pro-
vided, however, that this requirement shall not be construed to prevent
any future rate changes pursuant to law and the rules and regulations of

the Commission. The transferee shall make an appropriate tariff filing

to become effective upon the consummation of the merger in accordance herewith.
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7. The transfers as provided for herein shall become effec-
tive only if and when, but not before, the transferors and transferees,
in writing, have advised the Commission that the stock, or the operating
rights, as the case may be, have been formally assigned, and that said
parties have accepted, and in the future will comply with, the conditions
and requirements of this Order, to be by them, or any of them, kept and
performed. Subject to the provisions herein with reference to the 30-day
delay in the transfer of the operating rights, the failure to file the
written acceptance of the terms of this Order within thirty (30) days
from the effective date of this Order, shall automatically revoke the
authority herein granted to make the transfer, without further order on
the part of the Commission, unless such time shall be extended by this
Commission, upon proper application.

8. The right of the transferees to operate under this Order
shall depend upon the filing of an annual report by the transferors herein
covering the operations under the aforesaid authorities up to the time of
transfer of those authorities.

This Order shall be effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 16th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

" Commissioners
vir
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(Decision No. 83884)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )

RALPH W. LYON, PEARL LYON AND )

ELIZABETH E. McKEEVER, DOING BUSINESS ) APPLICATION NO. 26913

AS "RAMPART SANITATION" FOR A CERTI- ;

FICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND

NECESSITY AUTHORIZING EXTENDED OPER- ) ORDER GRANTING MOTION FOR
ATIONS AS A COMMON CARRIER BY MOTOR ) EXTENSION OF TIME IN WHICH
VEHICLE FOR HIRE, UNDER CERTIFICATE g TO FILE ANSWERS TO WRITTEN
NO. 7211 FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF INTERROGATORIES

ASH, TRASH AND OTHER REFUSE. )

L T T

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 11, 1973, the above-named applicants filed a Motion
for Extension of Time to Friday, October 26, 1973, in which to file
answers to the written interrogatories of Refuse Management, Inc., doing
business as "Freddie's Trash Box and Superior Sanitation, Inc." in the
above-captioned application. The Commission finds and states that good
grounds exist for the granting of the within request and concludes that

the following order should be entered.

0 R D E R
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

Applicants, Ralph W. Lyon, Pearl Lyon and Elizabeth E. McKeever,
doing business as "Rampart Sanitation," be, and hereby are, granted an
extension of time to Friday, October 26, 1973, in which to file answers to
the written interrogatories of Refuse Management, Inc., doing business as

"Freddie's Trash Box and Superior Sanitation, Inc."



This order shall be effective forthwith,

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 16th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADC

ki Lot

mhissioners
hbp



(Decision No. 83885)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION
OF PROPOSED CHANGES IN RATES OF
SALIDA GAS SERVICE COMPANY, SALIDA
COLORADO, FILED UNDER ADVICE LETTE
NO. 7.

INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION
DOCKET NO. 778

e

ORDER DENYING EXCEPTIONS

e e N S

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On September 20, 1973, in Decision No. 83712 Thomas M. McCaffrey,
Examiner, entered his Recommended Decision in the above-captioned matter.
The Order in said Recommended Decision authorized the Respondent, Salida
Gas Service Company (Salida Gas) to file gas rates and tariffs in accordance
with Appendix A which was attached to said Recommended Decision,

On October 2, 1973, Salida Gas filed Exceptions to the Recommended
Decision of the Examiner solely to correct certain typographical errors in
Appendix A to the said Decision.

On September 28, 1973, Salida Gas filed Application No. 27010
which sought authorization of the Commission, without formal hearing and
based upon the verified application, to file upon less than statutory notice,
to become effective on October 15, 1973, certain increases in its gas rates
to reflect increased wholesale gas costs.

On October 5, 1973, the Commission, in Decision No. 83835,
authorized Salida Gas to file, to become effective on not less than one (1)
day's notice on October 15, 1973, the proposed new gas tariffs as were shown

in Exhibit B attached to its application.



To put into effect the gas tariffs authorized to be filed by
Decision No. 83835, Salida Gas, by its Advice Letter No. 13, filed on
October 15, 1973 the following tariff sheets:
COLORADO PUC NO. 2 - GAS

Colo. PUC Cancels Colo. PUC

Sheet Number Title of Sheet Sheet Number

Fourth Revised 10 Natural Gas Rates Third Revised 10
Residential Service

Third Revised 11 Natural Gas Rates Second Revised 11
Commercial Service

Second Revised 18 Natural Gas Rates First Revised 18

Interruptible

Industrial Service
The Exceptions filed to Decision No. 83712 correctly pointed out
typographical errors in Appendix A to said Recommended Decision. However,
inasmuch as the tariffs filed by Advice Letter No. 13 in implementation of
Decision No. 83835 would supersede the tariffs of a corrected Appendix A
to Decision No. 83712, the Exceptions have become moot.
The following Order should be entered.
ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

The Exceptions of Salida Gas Service Company filed on October 2,
1973, having become moot, be, and the same hereby are, denied.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 16th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO DISSENTS

js



COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO DISSENTING:

I respectfully dissent.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

ommissagner

Js



(Decision No. 83886)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: COLORADO MOTOR TARIFF BUREAU,INC.
JOINTLY WITH WARD TRANSPORT,INC. AND
RUAN TRANSPORT CORPORATION, FILED
APPLICATION NO. 15, TO PUT INTO EFFECT

)
2 APPLICATION NO. 27052
NEW INCREASED RATES ON LOWER MINIMUM )

GALLONS PER SHIPMENT TO COMPLY WITH
HIGHWAY WEIGHT LAUS, ON LESS THAN
STATUTORY NOTICE

CASE NO. 1585

————————————————

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

By Application No. 15, filed October 12, 1973, the Colorado
Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc., Agent, for and on behalf of carriers party to
its Tariff No. 7-A, Ward Transport, Inc., its Tariff No. C-4, and Ruan
Transport Corporation, its Tariff No. Colo. PUC No. 5, request permission
to file new increased rates with lower minimum gallons per shipment on
Petroleum Products weighing less than 6.6 pounds per gallon and those
weighing more than 6.6 pounds per gallon, in order to comply with the
strict enforcement of the weight laws on the Interstate Highway systems.

The Applicants wish to publish a 7300~-gallon minimum with an
8% (84%) percent increase over the rates of the 8000 gallon minimum for
petroleum products weighing less than 6.6 pounds per gallon, and publish
a 6300 gallon minimum with a 9% (9%%) percent increase over the rates
of the 7000 gallon minimum on Petroleum Products weighing more than 6.6
pounds per gallon,

Said rates on the proposed minimum gallonage would apply only
when transpontation is over the interstate highway system, and the
existing rates and mimimums will be retained for transportation over

highways other than the interstate system.



a. That this change in the rate scales is proposed to recover the
carriers' out-of-pocket loss of revenue only and that, if
effective, its use will not improve or alter the carriers'
profit,

The carriers state that there is an urgent and immediate need
for the above-stated new rates and minimums due to loss of revenue in haul-
ing lighter loads on the interstate highways.

The Commission finds that good cause having been shown, the above-
mentioned lower minimum gallon shipments with increased rates should be
allowed to become effective.

ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. That the Colorado Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc., Ward Transport,
Inc., and Ruan Transport Corporation, be, and they hereby are, authorized
to publish a new scale of rates on a 7300-gallon minimum. Said rates to
be an 8% (84%) percent increase over the existing 8000 gallon rates for
petroleum products weighing less than 6.6 pounds per gallon, and a new
scale of rates on 6300 gallon minimum, which rates to be 9% (9%%) percent
increase over the 7000-gallon minimum rates for petroleum products weighing
more than 6.6 pounds per gallon.

2. That said new minimums and rates shall become effective, after
filing with the Public Utilities Commission, on October 22, 1973.

3. That the Rates and Charges as set forth above shall be the
prescribed rates and charges of the Commission.

4. That all motor vehicle common carriers who are affected by
the changes prescribed herein shall publish, or cause to be published,
tariffs reflecting the changes prescribed herein.

5. That all contract carriers by motor vehicle, to the extent
they are affected by the changes involved herein, shall publish or cause
to be published, rates, rules, regulations and provisions which shall
not be less than those herein prescribed for motor vehicle common carriers.

6. That on and after October 22, 1973, all affected motor
vehicle common carriers shall cease and desist from demanding, charging

and collecting rates and charges greater or less than those herein

8



prescribed, provided that a'l call and demand motor vehicle common carriers
shall be subject to the penalty rule of twenty (20) percent.

7. That on and after October 22, 1973, all contract carriers
by motor vehicle operating in competition with any motor vehicle common
carrier affected by this Order, shall cease and desist from demanding,
charging and collecting rates and charges which shall be less than those
herein prescribed provided that Class "B" Contract Carriers shall be
subject to the penalty rule of twenty (20) percent.

8. That this Order shall not be construed so as to compel a
contract carrier by motor vehicle to be or become a motor vehicle common
carrier, or to subject any such contract carrier by motor vehicle to the
laws and Tiabilities applicable to a motor vehicle common carrier.

9. That the Order as entered in Case No. 1585 on February 5,
1936, as since amended, shall continue in force and effect until further
Order of the Commission.

10, That this Order shall become effective forthwith.

11. That jurisdiction is retained to make such further Orders
as may be necessary and proper.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING this 16th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Lomiissioners

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO
DISSENTING.

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO DISSENTING:

I respectfully dissent.

The Applicant is being authorized, inter alia, to file to become
effective upon less than 30 days’ notice as required by statute a tariff
which provides for increases in the rates for the transportation of petroleum

products of 84%% and 9%% (1) without hearing; (2) without evidence of good

a3



cause shown for less than thirty (30) days' notice as required by law;
(3) upon a notice which, in addition to its impropriety because of its
reduced period, is not a good, sufficient or reasonable notice to
interested parties; and (4) without good and sufficient evidence before
the Commission to support the authorization of such increases.

A large number of carriers are involved. Good and sufficient
evidence is not before the Commission upon which it can be determined
whether or not such carriers, or any of them, can absorb the alleged
increases in costs, or some part thereof, and still retain a fair rate
of return.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Cogfiissioner,



T

(Decision No. 83887)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF

V. M. IRVIN, 1245 PARK AVENUE, CANON
CITY, COLORADO, FOR TEMPORARY AUTH-

ORITY TO OPERATE AS A COMMON CARRIER
BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27000-TA
ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY AUTHORITY

- e e e e e e e o e

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being under
consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is an immediate and urgent need for the motor
carrier service described in the Appendix attached hereto, and that there is no
carrier service available capable of meeting such need.

IT IS ORDERED,That Applicant(s) named in the caption above be granted
temporary authority for a period of 165 days commencing as of the day and date
hereof to engage in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the
extent and in the manner set forth in the Appendix attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced until
all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been received from
the Commission that compliance has been effected and service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

A gfz?/

Commissioner



Appendix
Decision No. 83887
October 19, 1973

V. M. Irvin

Transportation of
Liquid waste
From all points located within the Counties of Fremont, E1 Paso, and

Pueblo, State of Colorado, to such locations where the same may be
lawfully delivered or disposed of.



(Decision No. 83888)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
CUSTOM WALLBOARD STOCKING SERVICE, INC., ; APPLICATION NO. 27007-PP-TA
)

820 MATTHEWS STREET, FT. COLLINS, COLO-
RADO, FOR TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO OPER- ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY AUTHORITY

ATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY
MOTOR VEHICLE.

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is an immediate and urgent need for the motor
carrier service described in the Appendix attached hereto, and that there is no
carrier service available capable of meeting such need.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant(s) named in the caption above be granted
temporary authority for a period of 180 days commencing as of the day and date
hereof to engage in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the
extent and in the manner set forth in the Appendix attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced until all
requirements have been met and notice in writing has been received from the
Commission that compliance has been effected and service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING THE 19th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSEN

e Bu)

Comm1ss1oner

/
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Appendix
Decision No. 83888
October 19, 1973

Custom Wallboard Stocking Service, Inc.

Transportation of
Wallboard and accessory items used for the installation of wallboard

From all points located within the Counties of Boulder, Larimer, and
Weld, State of Colorado, to construction sites located within the
Counties of Boulder, Larimer, Weld, Jefferson, Adams, Denver, Arapahoe,
Jackson, Grant, Summit, Clear Creek, Gilpin, and Eagle, State of
Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This temporary authority is restricted against rendering
transportation service for more than fifteen (15) customers at any one
time.



(Decision No. 83889)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
BOULDER-YELLOW CAB, INC., 2680

)

) APPLICATION NO. 27008-PP-TA
ARAPAHOE STREET, BOULDER, COLORADO, ;

)

)

FOR TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO OPERATE ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY AUTHORITY

AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY
MOTOR VEHICLE.

- e mm e mm o o o mw w w

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being under
consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is an immediate and urgent need for the motor
carrier service described in the Appendix attached hereto, and that there is no
carrier service available capable of meeting such need.

IT IS ORDERED,That Applicant(s) named in the caption above be granted
temporary authority for a period of 165 days commencing as of the day and date
hereof to engage in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the
extent and in the manner set forth in the Appendix attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced until
all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been received from
the Commission that compliance has been effected and service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

22

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABS

Nosda B 1)

Comm1ss10nen§/’
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Appendix
Decision No. 83889
October 19, 1973

Boulder-Yellow Cab, Inc.

Transportation of
Passengers and their baggage and parcels

Between the IBM Chesapeake Building, Niwot, Colorado, and the IBM Main
Plant Building, Niwot, Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This temporary authority is restricted as follows:
(a) Transportation of parcels shall not exceed fifty (50) pounds.

(b) To rendering transportation service for only International Business
Machines Corporation.



(Decision No. 83890)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
GROSCH-TUCKER, INC., DOING BUSINESS )
AS "GROSCH-TUCKER, INC. OF MISSOURI," ) APPLICATION NO. 27011-PP-TA
1521 CLEVELAND PLACE, DENVER, COLO- )
RADO, FOR TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO ) ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY AUTHORITY
OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT )

)

CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

P .

October 19, 1973

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being under
consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is an immediate and urgent need for the motor
carrier service described in the Appendix attached hereto, and that there is no
carrier service available capable of meeting such need.

IT IS ORDERED,That Applicant(s) named in the caption above be granted
temporary authority for a period of 165 days commencing as of the day and date
hereof to engage in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the
extent and in the manner set forth in the Appendix attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced until
all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been received from
the Commission that compliance has been effected and service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of OQctober, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

,é ,Zd.f%.«/

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABS

undr@ulln)
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Appendix
Decision No. 83890
October 19, 1973

Grosch-Tucker, Inc. of Missouri

Transportation of

(1) Convention and trade-show exhibits, display equipment and parapher-
nalia for sales meetings and exposition

Between all points within a thirty (30) mile radius of the inter-
section of Colfax Avenue and Broadway, Denver, Colorado.

(2) Convention and trade-show exhibits, display equipment and parapher-
nalia for sales meetings and exposition

From all points located within the City and County of Denver, State
of Colorado, on the one hand, and all points located within the
State of Colorado, on the other hand.



(Decision No. 83891)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION ) APPLICATION NO. 27051

OF NORTHERN NATURAL GAS COMPANY

FOR AN ORDER AUTHORIZING IT TO ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

PUT INTO EFFECT EMERGENCY GAS ) AUTHORIZING TARIFF FILING
RATE ADJUSTMENT. ) ON LESS THAN STATUTORY NOTICE

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 15, 1973, Peoples Natural Gas Division of Northern
Natural Gas (Peoples), a Delaware Corporation and utility subject to
the jurisdiction of this Commission, filed the above application seeking
authorization of the Commission, without formal hearing, and on less
than thirty (30) days' statutory notice, to file an emergency gas rate
adjustment to its existing natural gas rates now on file with the Commis-
sion.

The gas tariffs sought to be filed on less than statutory notice
of thirty (30) days are proposed to be filed to become effective on not
Tess than one (1) day's notice and would result in increases in Peoples'
retail gas revenues amounting to approximately $7,667 annually.

Peoples obtains its natural gas supply for the Town of Gunnison
and surrounding area in Gunnison County from the Western Slope Gas Company,
which Company received authority from the Public Utilities Commission of the
State of Colorado to increase its rates on less than statutory notice.
Peoples was obligated to pay such increased rates on and after October 1,
1973.

The increased rates of Western Slope Gas Company are estimated to
increase the annual cost of gas purchased by Peoples from the Western Slope

Gas Company by approximately $7,598, based on volumes purchased through



August 31, 1973. Peoples proposes to increase its rates to cover the
increase in the cost of gas brought about by the increased rates of the
Western Slope Gas Company, and the increased franchise taxes resulting
from the pass-along of the increased Western Slope Gas Company rates.

Peoples' natural gas rates presently on file with this Commis-
sion produced revenues which result in an approximate rate of return to
Peoples of 8.49 percent for the year ended June 30, 1973, as more fully
shown in Exhibit A attached to the application.

Peoples' proposed emergency gas rate adjustment to rates F and V
is contained in Exhibit B to its application.

Peoples further states that in the event the Western Slope Gas
Company should subsequently refund to Peoples, all or part of its increase
in rates, Peoples will refund to its customers the applicable amount of
any refund so received in such manner as shall be approved by this Commis-
sion.

FINDINGS OF FACT

The Commission finds that the application herein will increase
Peoples' gas rates by an amount calculated to produce, on an annual basis,
additional revenue substantially equivalent to the total of the annual
increase in the cost of gas to be purchased by Peoples from the Western
Slope Gas Company and the increased franchise taxes resulting from the
pass-along of the increased Western Slope Gas Company rates; and that,
good cause having been shown therefor, Peoples should be authorized to
file the tariffs contained in Exhibit B to become effective upon one (1)
day's notice.

The following Order should be entered.



ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

Applicant, Peoples Natural Gas Division of Northern Natural Gas
Company be, and hereby is, authorized to file to become effective upon
not less than one (1) day's notice, the tariff provisions shown in Exhibit
B attached to the application, which exhibit is hereby made a part hereof
by reference, provided however, that all rates to be filed shall be rounded
to the nearest tenth of a cent.

This Order shall be effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 16th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO
DISSENTING.

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO DISSENTING:

I respectfully dissent.

The Applicant is being authorized, inter alia, "to file to become
effective upon not less than one (1) day's notice" a tariff which provides
for an increase in retail gas rates "calculated to produce, on an annual
basis, additional revenue substantially equivalent to the total oi the annua’
increase in the cost of gas to be purchased by Peoples from the Wectern Slope
Gas Company and increased franchise taxes resultina from fthe pass-along of
the increased Western Slope Gas Company rates," (1) without hearing: (2)
without evidence of good cause shown for less than thirty (30) davs' notice
as required by law; (3) upon a notice which, in addition to its impropriety
because of its reduced period, is not a good, sufficient or reascnable notice
to interested parties; and (4) without good and sufficiernt zviderce befive

the Commission to support the authorization of such increases



Good and sufficient evidence is not before the Commission upon
which it can be determined whether or not the Applicant can absorb the
increase, or some part thereof, and still retain a fair rate of return.

To approve such increase under the circumstances to offset
increases in wholesale costs to Applicant destroys incentive on the part
of the Applicant to resist by whatever means possible increases in whole-
sale costs and encourages the wholesaler to seek further increases.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

7 ’ mmfss”ﬂ:n?
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(Decision No. 83892)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
HANSEL KNIGHT, DOING BUSINESS AS

"K & Y TRUCKING CO.," 1342 WASHINGTON,
LOVELAND, COLORADO, FOR TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B"
CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27012-PP-TA
ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY AUTHORITY

e M S e S

- e o e o o e e o =

October 19, 1973

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is an immediate and urgent need for the motor
carrier service described in the Appendix attached hereto, and that there is no
carrier service available capable of meeting such need.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant(s) named in the caption above be granted
temporary authority for a period of 180 days commencing as of the day and date
hereof to engage in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the
extent and in the manner set forth in the Appendix attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced until all
requirements have been met and notice in writing has been received from the
Commission that compliance has been effected and service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING THE 19th day of Qctober, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
0F THE STATE OF COLORADO

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSEAT

Eomm1ss1on§£§,/’
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Appendix
Decision No. 83892
October 19, 1973

K & Y Trucking Co.

Transportation of

Livestock feed and farm products

Between all points located within a fifty (50) mile radius of the inter-
section of Lincoln Avenue and Eisenhower Street, Loveland, Colorado, and
between said points, on the one hand, and points located within the State
of Colorado, on the other hand.

RESTRICTION: This temporary authority is restricted as follows:

(a) Against transporting livestock, bulk milk, and dairy products; and

(b) Against the transportation of liquid feed in bulk, in tank vehicles.



(Decision No. 83893)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
JAMIE D. EIFFERT, 285 SOUTH JAY
STREET #27, LAKEWOOD, COLORADO, FOR
TEMPORARY APPROVAL TO CONDUCT OPER-
ATIONS UNDER CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT
NO. B-4873.

*

APPLICATION NO. 27015-PP-Transfer-TA
ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY APPROVAL

- e wm -

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being

under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to grant temporary approval herein
may result in destruction of, or injury to the carrier or ca‘rier proper-
ties sought to be acquired, or interfere substantial!ly with their future
usefulness in the performance of adequate and continuous service to the

public.

IT IS ORDERED, That Transferee(s) be granted temporary approval
for a period of 165 days effective as of the day and date hereof, to engage
in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to tne extent of the
authority granted by this Commission under the authority set forth in the

caption above.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the Transferee(:; shall not commence
operations until all requirements have been met and notice 1n writing has
been received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and

service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day or  Qctober, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMiSSION

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABS

“ Nnnd @)
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(Decision No. 83894)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
DONALD LEE GROKETT, DOING BUSINESS
AS "DON'S TRUCK LINE,"™ RURAL ROUTE
2, LIMON, COLORADO, FOR TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A COMMON
CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27027-TA
ORDER DENYING TEMPORARY AUTHORITY

e S e M S S

- e o mm wm wm e e o = o=

The above-entitled application being under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is no immediate or urgent need for the

relief herein sought.

IT IS ORDERED, That the application herein be, and is hereby,

denied.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

2L Mo —

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABS

Commissioner



(Decision No. 83895)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
KEITH L. RATCLIFFE, R. R. #1, BOX
127, KERSEY, COLORADO, FOR TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B"
CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27029-PP-TA
ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY AUTHORITY

e e e e

October 19, 1973

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is an immediate and urgent need for the motor
carrier service described in the Appendix attached hereto, and that there is no
carrier service available capable of meeting such need.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant(s) named in the caption above be granted
temporary authority for a period of 180 days commencing as of the day and date
hereof to engage in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the
extent and in the manner set forth in the Appendix attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced until all
requirements have been met and notice in writing has been received from the
Commission that compliance has been effected and service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING THE 19th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSENT

CommissTonéri//,/’



Appendix
Decision No. 83895
October 19, 1973

Keith L. Ratcliffe

Transportation of

Grain, feed, and feed ingredients

Between Northern Colorado Grain Co. facilities located in Greeley, Colorado,
on the one hand, and points located within a seventy-five (75) mile radius

of the intersection of U.S. Highway 85 by-pass and 18th Street, Greeley,
Colorado, on the other hand.

RESTRICTION: This temporary authority is restricted as follows:

(a) To rendering transportation service for only Northern Colorado Grain Co.;

(b) Against the transportation of liquid feed in tank trucks.



(Decision No. 83896)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* *

*

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF)

LEROY K. WHITT, DOING BUSINESS AS ;

"WHITT TRANSFER & STORAGE CO.,"

506 WEST 3RD STREET, PUEBLO, COLO- ; APPLICATION NO. 27030-Transfer-TA
RADO, FOR TEMPORARY APPROVAL TO

CONDUCT OPERATIONS UNDER CERTIFI- )

CATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND )

NECESSITY PUC NO. 2288. )

ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY APPROVAL

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to grant temporary approval herein
may result in destruction of, or injury to the carrier or carrier proper-
ties sought to be acquired, or interfere substantially with their future
usg?u]ness in the performance of adequate and continuous service to the
public.

IT IS ORDERED, That Transferee(s) be granted temporary approval
for a period of 180 days effective as of the day and date hereof, to engage
in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the extent of the
authority granted by this Commission under the authority set forth in the
caption above.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the Transferee(s) shall not commence
operations until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has
been received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and
service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th  day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

2 2 Zokere)

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSENT

Co Wi;s%ﬁhers
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(Decision No. 83897)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
NORTHERN NATURAL GAS COMPANY FOR AN
ORDER AUTHORIZING IT TO PUT INTO
EFFECT EMERGENCY GAS RATE ADJUSTMENT.

APPLICATION NO, 27050

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
AUTHORIZING TARIFF FILING
ON LESS THAN STATUTORY NOTICE

e e e S
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S TATEMENT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 15, 1973, Peoples Natural Gas Division of Northern
Natural Gas (Peoples), a Delaware Corporation and utility subject to the
jurisdiction of this Commission, filed the above application seeking auth-
orization of the Commission, without formal hearing, and on less than thirty
(30) days' notice, to file an emergency gas rate adjustment to its existing
natural gas rates now on file with the Commission.

The gas tariffs sought to be filed on less than statutory notice
of thirty (30) days are proposed to be filed to become effective on not
less than one (1) day's notice and would result in increases in Peoples
retail gas revenues amounting to approximately $15,384.00 annually.

Peoples obtains its natural gas supply for the Ute Pass area of
E1 Paso and Teller Counties from the Department of Public Utilities of the
City of Colorado Springs, which department filed an application with the
Public Utilities Commission of the State of Colorado to increase rates on
less than statutory notice. The net increase in rates filed by the City of
Colorado Springs resulted from the net effect of Colorado Interstate's rate
settlement in FPC Docket RP72-113, its general increase filing at FPC Docket
RP73-93 and the 2.39¢ per MCF PGA increase. The Department of Public Utilities
of the City of Colorado Springs requested to effectuate the increased rates

on and after October 10, 1973,



The increased rates of the Department of Public Utilities are
estimated to increase the annual cost of gas purchased by Peoples from
the Department of Public Utilities by approximately $15,094, based on
volumes purchased for the twelve months ended August 31, 1973. Peoples
proposes to increase its rates to cover the increase in the cost of gas
brought about by the increased rates of the Department of Public Utilities
and the increase of franchise taxes resulting from the pass-along of the
increased Department of Public Utilities rates.

Peoples natural gas rates presently on file with this Commission
produced revenues which result in an approximate rate of return to Pecples
of 8.49 percent for the year ended June 30, 1973, as more fully shown in
Exhibit A attached to the application.

Peoples' proposed emergency gas rate adjustment to rate C is
contained in Exhibit B to its application. Peoples further states that in
the event the Department of Public Utilities and/or City of Colorado Springs
should subsequently refund tc Peoples all or part of its increase in rates,
Peoples will refund to its customers the applicable amount of any refund so
received in such manner as shall be approved by this Commission.

FINDINGS OF FACT

The Commission finds that the application herein will increase
Peoples gas rates by an amount calculated to produce, on an annual basis,
additional revenue substantially equivalent to the total of the annual
increase in the cost of gas to be purchased by Peoples from the Department
of Public Utilities of the City of Colorado Springs, and the increased fran-
chise taxes resulting from the pass-along of the increased Department of
Public Utilities rates; and that, good cause having been shown therefor,
Peoples should be authorized to file the tariffs contained in Exhibit B

to become effective upon one (1) day's notice.



The following Order should be entered.
ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

Applicant, Peoples Natural Gas Division of Northern Natural Gas
Company be, and hereby is, authorized to file to become effective upon not
less than one (1) day's notice, the tariff provision shown in Exhibit B
attached to the application, which exhibit is hereby made & part hereof
by reference, provided however, that all rates to be filed shall be rounded
to the nearest tenth of a cent.

This Order shall be effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 16th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners

COMMLSSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO DISSENTS

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO DISSENTING:

I respectfully dissent.

The Applicant, Peoples Natural Gas Division of Northern Natural
Gas Company, is being authorized, inter alia, "to file to become effective
upon not less than one (1) day's notice" a tariff which provides for
increases in retail gas rates of approximately $15,384 annually (1) without
hearing; (2) without evidence of good cause shown for less than thirty (30)
days' notice as required by law; (3) upon a notice which, in addition to
its impropriety because of its reduced period, 15 not a good, sufficient

or reasonable notice to interested parties, and (4) without good and



sufficient evidence before the Commission to support the authorization of
such increases.

Good and sufficient evidence is not before the Commission upon
which it can be determined whether or not Applicant can absorb the increase,
or some part thereof, and still retain a fair rate of return.

To approve such increase under the circumstances to offset
increases in wholesale costs to Applicant destroys incentive on the part
of the Applicant to resist by whatever means possible increases in whole-

sale costs and encourages the wholesaler to seek further increases.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

= missione

Js



(Decision ilo. 83898)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION ) APPLICATION 0. 26570-PP-Amended
OF SPD TRUCK LINE, INC., OPALENA

AT COTTAGE, ABILENE, KANSAS, FOR RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
A CLASS "B" PERMIT TO OPERATE AS ) ROBERT L. PYLE, EXAMINER
A CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR ) GRATING APPLICATION
VEHICLE FOR HIRE. )

October 17, 1973

Appearances: Edward T. Lyons, Jr., Esq.,
Denver, Colorado,
for Applicant.
Joseph F. Nigro, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado, for
G.I. Moving & Stovrage Co.,
Murph's Express, Inc.,
Thomas & Son Transfer Line, Inc.,
United States Transfer & Storage Co.,
and leicker Transfer & Storage Co.,
Protestants.

PROCEDURE AND RECORD

By the subject application, filed April 12, 1973, as subsequenrtly
amended, the Applicant seeks a Class "B" Permit to operate as a contract
carrier by motor vehicle for hire, for the transportation of such commodi-
ties as are dealt in or used by wholesale or retail discount or variety
stores, over irregular routes, between all points in the State of Colorado,
subject to a restriction to serving two customers only, namely, Duckwall
Stores, Inc., and Western Merchandise Company.

Protests of the application were filed on behalf of G. I. Moving
& Storage Co.; Murph's Express, Inc.; Thomas & Son Transfer Line, Inc.,
United States Transfer & Storage Co.; Edson Express, Inc.; and Trans-
Westerr Express, Ltd. The protests of the latter two carriers were with-
drawn by a communication to the Commission from their counsel, dated

September 17, 1973.



After due and proper notice to all interested parties, a
hearing on the application was held on September 28, 1973, before
Examiner Robert L. Pyle, to whom the matter was assigned pursuant
to law. At the hearing, the Applicant presented testimony in support
of the application by Mr. Leo Foltz and Mr. L. E. Garrison, both of
Abilene, Kansas, and in connection therewith offered Exhibits 1 through
6, which were duly received in evidence.

At the commencement of the hearing, it was stipulated between
counse] for the Applicant and counsel for the Protestants, G. I. Moving
& Storage Co.; Murph's Express, Inc.; Thomas & Son Transfer Line, Inc.;
United States Transfer & Storage Co.; and Weicker Transfer & Storage Co.,
that official notice could be taken of the certificates of public conven-
ience and necessity held by the named carriers. Other than this stipula-
tion, these Protestants offered no evidence in opposition to the application,
and did not participate further in the hearing.

At the conclusion of the hearing, the matter was taken under
advisement by the Examiner.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado Re-
vised Statutes 1963, as amended, Examiner Robert L. Pyle now transmits
herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this proceeding
together with a written recommended decision which contains his findings
of fact and conclusions thereon, together with his recommended order or
requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found
as fact that:

1. Applicant SPD Truck Line, Inc., hereinafter referred to by
name or as Applicant, is a Kansas corporation duly authorized to do busi-
ness within the State of Colorado. Its principal office is located in

Abilene, Kansas. It is a wholly owned subsidiary of Duckwall Stores,



Inc. The parent company operates numerous variety stores, several discount
department stores, and a number of fabric shops in the states of Kansas,
Colorado, New Mexico and Texas, and together with another subsidiary corpora-
tion, Western Merchandise Company, supplies these stores and shopes with
the major part of their stock in trade. Since Duckwall Stores, Inc., and
Western Merchandise Company are affiliated companies engaged in a common
enterprise as far as this proceeding is concerned, both of them will be
referred to hereinafter simply as Duckwall.

2. There are presently 21 Duckwall variety stores, six of the
discount department stores, and one fabric shop in operation within the
State of Colorado. These stores are located at numerous points within
the state. Additional stores are being planned at the present time, and
it is the policy of Duckwall to establish additional stores and shops
wherever it is feasible to do so. Almost any community within the state
could be the potential site of such a facility. For this reason, in order
to accommodate the distribution requirements of Duckwall, a motor carrier
should be authorized to serve statewide destinations.

3. The traffic which Duckwall ships to its Colorado stores has
in the past originated at the shipper's central warehouse facility at
Abilene, Kansas, and has therefore moved entirely in interstate commerce.
This distribution pattern is changing, however, and Duckwall has recently
acquired additional warehouse facilities in Denver, Colorado, which will
be utilized to supply a portion of the needs of the Colorado stores. In
addition, Duckwall purchases a variety of commodities which are used or
dealt 1in by its stores from independent vendors within the State of Colo-
rado. Shipments are sometimes made directly from these vendors to the
individual stores. As of 1971, Duckwall was doing business with vendors
at 36 different locations within the State of Colorado, and the number of
such vendors would be even greater today. Because of the competitive pur-

chasing policies which Duckwall pursues, the identity and location of these



vendors will change from time to time. In order to originate shipments
from the facilities of these vendors, Duckwall accordingly has a present
or foreseeable future need for a transportation service able to serve
statewide origins within Colorado.

4. The traffic which Duckwall ships to its Colorado stores,
including the traffic which originates directly from vendor origins,
covers the full range of the type of commodities which are typically dealt
in by variety and discount department stores. There are literally hundreds
of such items, and a broad description of operating authority such as that
which the Applicant seeks in this proceeding will be necessary in order to
satisfy the transportation requirements under consideration. During 1971,
Duckwall shipped 4,391,455 pounds of the involved commodities from its
Abilene warehouse to its Colorado stores, and an additional 276,260 pounds
were shipped to these stores from vendor locations within Colorado. Both
categories of traffic have increased substantially as of the present time.
As has been noted previously, a large portion of the traffic formerly
shipped from the Abilene warehouse will now move from Duckwall's warehouse
facilities in Denver.

5. Previously, Duckwall has relied primarily upon meeting its
own transportation needs as a commercial carrier of its own traffic using
privately owned motor vehicles. This has come about because of the
extremely specialized nature of the service which is required and the
lack of any suitable common carrier service. Now, however, due to the
circumstance that there are actually two different shipping entitites
involved, the continuation of commercial carriage is no longer feasible
because of the legal restrictions which would T1imit the joint use of
the same fleet of trucks by more than one shipper. The present applica-
tion has been designed to furnish the two involved shipping combanies
with a satisfactory substitute.

6. The evidence establishes that the two-company enterprise

we are referring to as Duckwall has a definite present or future private



or personal need for the proposed service of the Applicant. The shipping
requirements under consideration are extremely specialized and not
generally available from common carriers, and the proposed service of

the Applicant has been specifically tailored to meet these requirements.
The service which the Applicant will provide will be closely coordinated
with both Duckwall and the individual stores to which deliveries will be
made, and will involve such features as peddle-type deliveries to the
stores, deliveries to the stores timed to coincide with their own con-
venience and internal requirements, split pick-ups between warehouse and
vendor shipping facilities, interstore movements, the return of merchandise
to the warehouses, and the use of special high-cube trailers of a type
not generally operated by common carriers of general commodities. The
operations of the Applicant within Colorado will be inextricably inter-
twined with similar operations within Kansas and in interstate commerce
between points in Kansas, Colorado, New Mexico and Texas. For instance,
the Applicant's trucks will be dispatched from Kansas with interstate
freight to be delivered en route at Colorado stores, and the same trucks
will then be reloaded in Colorado for delivery both at points within this
state and at interstate stops en route back to Abilene. The Applicant
had already obtained temporary authority from the Interstate Commerce
Commission to provide the interstate phase of the service, and has a
corresponding application for permanent authority pending before that
agency. The State of Kansas has already authorized comparable operations
within its jurisdiction.

7. Authorization of the proposed service of the Applicant will
not impair the existing public service of any authorized motor vehicle
common carrier now serving the same territory. In this respect, the evi-
dence establishes that there is in fact no common carrier now providing
or offering to provide the same type of service, and the granting of this

application will therefore have no competitive effect upon any such

.



carrier. Moreover, the evidence establishes that the type of service
which common carriers provide would be entirely inadequate and uneconomi-
cal from the viewpoint of the supporting shippers.

8. The Applicant has demonstrated that it is fit, willing and
able properly to perform the proposed service and to conform to this Com-
mission's rules and regulations., As of September 2, 1973, the Applicant
had total assets of $154,924.45 and liabilities of only $4,310.87, result-
ing in a net worth of $150,613.58. Through the first eight months of 1973
it has derived a net profit from operations, before provision for taxes,
of $19,613.58. It operates nine units of power equipment, and 18 specially
designed trailers, which will be used in the proposed service. The Appli-
cant clearly has sufficient financial ability and equipment to satisfy the
transportation requirements under consideration. Its representatives are
familiar with this Commission's applicable rules and regulations, and the
Applicant will comply therewith if this application is granted.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon the foregoing findings of fact, it is concluded that:
1. Application No. 26570-PP-Amended should be granted.
2. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-
mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.
" ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Application No. 26570-PP-Amended, being an application of
SPD Truck Line, Inc., of Abilene, Kansas, is hereby granted, and said
Applicant is hereby granted a Class "B" Permit to operate as a contract
carrier by motor vehicle for hire, for the transportation of

Such commodities as are dealth in or used by
wholesale or retail discount or variety stores,
over irregular routes, between all points in
the State of Colorado. RESTRICTION: This
Permit shall be restricted to serving two cus-
tomers only, said customers being Duckwall
Stores, Inc. and Western Merchandise Company.

-6~



2. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day
it becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is
entered as of the date hereinabove set out.

3. As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies
of this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may
filed exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty
(20) days after service upon the parties or within such extended period
of time as the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such
extension to be served upon the parties), or unless it is stayed within
such time by the Commission upon its own motion, this Recommended Deci-
sion shall become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the
provisions of 115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

. )ﬂf{e¢ffk f Jwﬁ
%

xaminer
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(Decision No. 83899)

¢ BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

x * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF)

FELIX DURAN, JAMES DURAN, AND FRANK)

ECKHARDT, JR., DOING BUSINESS AS g APPLICATION NO. 27053-PP-ETA
"DURAN AND ECKHARDT TRUCKING," P.0O.

BOX 416, LASALLE, COLORADO, FOR ) ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
EMERGENCY TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO ) AUTHORITY

OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT )

CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE. )

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

s 2t

Commissione



Appendix
Decision No. 83899
October 19, 1973

Duran and Eckhardt Trucking

Transportation of

Farm products

Between all points within an area comprised of the Counties of Weld, Morgan,
Adams, Arapahoe, Boulder, Larimer, Sedgwick, Washington, Logan, Phillips,
Yuma, Denver, and Jefferson, State of Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This Emergency Temporary Authority is restricted against the
transportation of livestock, bulk milk, and dairy products.



(Decision No. 83900)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

x ® x

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ;

E. G. HIBBERT, DOING BUSINESS AS
"ROAD RUNNER ENTERPRISES," P. 0. APPLICATION NO. 27054-PP-Extension-ETA

BOX 1942, STEAMBOAT SPRINGS, COLO-
RADO, FOR EMERGENCY TEMPORARY AUTH- ) ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
ORITY TO EXTEND OPERATIONS UNDER ; AUTHORITY

CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO. B-8046.

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER NRDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of Qctober, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

AL s

Commissionefs



Appendix
Decision No. 83900
October 19, 1973

Road Runner Enterprises

Transportation of
Baled hay

From all points located within the County of Routt, State of Colorado, to
all points located within as area comprised of the Counties of Moffat,
Routt, Rio Blanco, Jackson, Larimer, Weld, Boulder, Adams, Arapahoe, Denver,
Jefferson, Douglas, and E1 Paso, State of Colorado.



(Decision No. 83901)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
GERALD G. WOOD, DOING BUSINESS AS
"WOOD AND SONS," ROUTE 1, SUN

)

)

) APPLICATION NO. 27066-PP-ETA
PRAIRIE, WISCONSIN, FOR EMERGENCY ;

)

)

ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY

TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS
A CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR
VEHICLE.

- e = e = ws s s m
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The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER NRDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of Qctober, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

T Ly

i Commiiiioné%s
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Appendix
Decision No. 83901
October 19, 1973

Wood and Sons

Transportation of
Bulls (other than ordinary)

From points located within the State of Colorado, to the American Breeders
Service, Inc. facilities located near Wellington, Colorado.

RESTRICTIONS: (1) Transportation service rendered under this Emergency
Temporary Authority is restricted to only the
movement of bulls to be used for breeding purposes;

(2) This Emergency Temporary Authority is restricted to
rendering transportation service for only American
Breeders Service, Inc., DeForest, Wisconsin.



(Decision No. 83902)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF)
WALTER D. WHEELER AND LINDA JEAN )
WHEELER, DOING BUSINESS AS "DIAMOND) APPLICATINN NO. 27069-PP-ETA
TRUCKING," 328 3RD STREET, BOX 553,)

STEAMBOAT SPRINGS, COLORADO, FOR )
EMERGENCY TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO )

OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT ;

CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY

- e = = e o m m m =

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER NRDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 23pd day of (Qctober, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

2R 2
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Appendix
Decision No. 83902
October 23, 1973

Diamond Trucking

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the desianated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Acgainst the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 100 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83903)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
DOUG'S TOWING SERVICE, INC., 5320
IRVING STREET, DENVER, COLORADO, FOR
AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B"
CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 26904-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

S S N N S
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IT APPEARING, That propner notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there 1s a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance
have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 23rd day of OQctober, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

A2 2 M —
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Appendix
Decision No. 83903
October 23, 1973

Doug's Towing Service, Inc.

Transportation of

Motor vehicles

From all points located within the State of Colorado, to National Auto Salvage
Auction, Inc., 2100 West Oxford Street, Englewood, Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the transportation of trucks and tractors having greater than
3/4 ton manufacturers rated capacity.

(b) To rendering transportation service for only National Auto Salvage Auction,
Inc.



(Decision No. 83904)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN
AIRWAYS, INC., 201 STAPLETON AIR TERMINAL, DENVER,
COLORADO, FOR EXTENSION OF ITS EXISTING CERTIFICATE
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC NO. AC-9

TO INCLUDE AND PERMIT PICK-UP AND DELIVERY BY
GROUND TRANSPORTATION.

APPLICATION NO.
25193-Extension-Amended

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN
AIRWAYS, INC., 201 STAPLETON AIR TERMINAL, DENVER,
COLORADO, FOR EXTENSION OF ITS EXISTING CERTIFICATE
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC NO. ACS-45
TO INCLUDE AND PERMIT PICK-UP AND DELIVERY BY
GROUND TRANSPORTATION.

APPLICATION NO.
25194-Extension-Amended

APPLICATION NO.
25195-Extension-Amended

)
)
)
)
)
)
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN )
AIRWAYS, INC., 201 STAPLETON AIR TERMINAL, DENVER, )
COLORADO, FOR EXTENSION OF ITS EXISTING CERTIFICATE )
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC NO. ACS-62 )
TO INCLUDE AND PERMIT PICK-UP AND DELIVERY BY )
GROUND TRANSPORTATION. )
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN
AIRWAYS, INC., 201 STAPLETON AIR TERMINAL, DENVER,
COLORADO, FOR EXTENSION OF ITS EXISTING CERTIFICATE

)

; APPLICATION NO.
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC NO. ACS-69 g

)

26489-Extension

TO INCLUDE AND PERMIT PICK-UP AND DELIVERY BY
GROUND TRANSPORTATION.

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF VAIL LIMOUSINE
SERVICE, INC., DOING BUSINESS AS "ROCKY MOUHNTAIN
AIR FREIGHT DELIVERY SERVICE, INC.," 1421 COURT

)

g APPLICATIO. HO.
PLACE, DENVER, COLORADO, FOR A CLASS "B" PERMIT g

)

25196-PP-Amemded

TO OPERATE AS A CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE
FOR HIRE.

ORDER GRANTING EXTENSION OF TIME
FOR FILING EXCEPTIONS

- e o e e =

- e o wm m e wm wm =

Appearances: Robert S. Wham, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado,
for Applicants;
John S. Mueller, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado, for
Gary C. Bogue, doing business
as "Roaring Fork Express Company,"
Protestant.



STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION :

On September 28, 1973, Recommended Decision No. 83785 of
Thomas M. McCaffrey, Examiner, was entered and served upon the parties.

On October 15, 1973, John F. Mueller, attorney for Protestant,
Gary C. Bogue, doing business as "Roaring Fork Express Company," filed
with the Commi<cion a letter requesting an extension of time in which to
file exceptions to Recommended Decision No. 83785, until and including
October 29, 1973.

The Commission states and finds that said request for an exten-
sion .of time is in the public interest and should be granted.

ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

Protestant, Gary C. Bogue, doing business as "Roaring Fork Express
Company," be, and hereby is, granted an extension of time within which to
file exceptions to the <aid Recommended Decision of the Examiner to and
including October 29, 1973.

This Order shall be effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO ABSENT.
vir



(Decision No. 83905)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

%* * *

RE: MOTOR VEHILCE OPERATIONS OF )
PAUL HENDRYX AND DORMA HENDRYX, )

DOING BUSINESS AS "COMMUNITY PUC NO. 6396
SANITATION," BOX A, MONUMENT,
COLORADO 80132. )

- e o o o = m wm o=

- e o mm o e mm e

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

By Commission Decision No. 82805 dated April 17, 1973, the
Commission authorized the suspension on the motor vehicle operations
under the above-entitled authority from April 17, 1973, to and including
October 17, 1973.

On October 15, 1973, the owner of the above-entitled authority,
by and through his counsel, HayDen W. Kane, requested an extension of the
suspension until an unspecified later date.

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein request
for continued suspension will be in the public interest and that it should
be granted as set forth in the following Order.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

The suspension of the motor vehicle operations under the above-
entitled authority be, and the same hereby is, authorized by the Commis-
sion from October 17, 1973, to and including April 17, 1974.

Unless prior to the expiration of said suspension period, a
request in writing for reinstatment thereof be made with the Commission,
insurance be filed, and compliance with all rules and regulations of the
Commission applicable thereto be made, said authority, without further

action by the Commission, shall be revoked without the right to reinstatement.



DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

"Commissioners

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO ABSENT.
vir



(Decision No. 83906)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
CHARLES V. OWENS, DOING BUSINESS AS ) APPLICATION NO. 27022
YVEX, 650 RUSSELL STREET, CRAIG, )

COLORADO 81265, FOR A CERTIFICATE ) COMMISSION ORDER GRANTING
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY ) MOTION TO INTERVENE AND
TO OPERATE AS A COMMON CARRIER BY % PROTEST

MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE.

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 15, 1973, Denver-Colorado Springs-Pueblo Motorway,
Continental Bus Systems, Inc., Continental Bus System, Inc. (Rocky Mountain
Lines Division), Continental Central Lines, Continental American Lines,
Denver-Salt Lake-Pacific Stages, Inc., by their attorney, John R. Barry,
filed with the Commission a Motion to Intervene and Protest in the above-
captioned proceeding.

The Commission states and finds that Movants for Intervention
are persons who may or might be interested in or affected by any order
which may be entered in this proceeding and that the intervention should
be authorized.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

Denver-Colorado Springs-Pueblo Motorway, Continental Bus Systems,
Inc., Continental Bus System, Inc. (Rocky Mountain Lines Division),
Continental Central Lines, Continental American Lines, Denver-Salt Lake-
Pacific Stages, Inc., be, and hereby are, granted leave to intervene as
requested in the Motion filed October 15, 1973.

This Order shall be effective forthwith.



DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

ommissidéners

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO ABSENT.
vir



(Decision No., 83907)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
WILLIAM L. BLAIR AND KENNETH W. ) APPLICATION NO. 27023-PP-Extension
BLAIR, DOING BUSINESS AS "BLAIR & )
SONS," P. 0. BOX 403, OLATHE, )
COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO EXTEND )
OPERATIONS UNDER CONTRACT CARRIER 3

PERMIT NO. B-6024.

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

October 19, 1973

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above

entitled application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2);
that no protest, objection or petition to intervene or otherwise parti-
cipate in the proceeding has been filed by any person within the time
prescribed and that the herein proceeding is therefore noncontested
and unopposed; and that pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6=9 (5) the herein
matter is one which may properly be determined without the necessity of
a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submit=-

ted amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter extended and
ordered;

WE_FIND. That there is a present and special need for the
transportation services as hereinafter extended and ordered; and that
it does not appear that the grant of authority as hereinafter extended
and ordered will impair the efficient public service of any authorized
common carrier adequately serving the same territory over the same
genera! route or routes;

AND WE FURTHER FIND, That Appliicantsnamed in the caption above

are fit willing and able properly to perform the extended service as
hereinafter granted and to conform to the applicable statutory require-
ments and the Commission's rules and regulations,

An appropriate order will be entered.



IT 1S ORDERED, That Applicants named in the caption above be

authorized to extend operations under said Contract Carrier Permit No.
B-6024 to include the following:

"Transportation of

(1) Logs, poles and timber products

From forests to sawmills, places of storage and loading
points within a radius as restricted below.

(2) Rough Tumber

From sawmills within a designated radius as restricted
below to markets in the State of Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:
(a) Against town-to-town service; and
(b) Against rendering of any transportation service
beyond a vadius of 200 miles form the point(s)
of origin.”

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED. That henceforth the full and complete

authority under said Contract Carrier Permit, as extended, shal! read
and be as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto and this order shall
be deemed to be a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED. That no operations shall be commenced

until a statement of customers, the necessary tariffs. reqguired insurance.
have been filed and author ity sheets have been issued.

AND T IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this order shall become effec-

tive as of the day and date hereof,

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 19th day of October, 1973.

iHE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSICN
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO ABSENT.
hbp



Appendix

Decision No. 83907
October 19, 1973

Blair & Sons

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction
of roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs,

mixer and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted
below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated
radius as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs
within the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: 1items Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 4 of thi: Permit are restricted as

(5)

(6)

follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a
radius of 150 miles from the point(s) of origin.

Logs, poles, and timber products

From forests to sawmills, places of storage and loading points within
a designated radius as restricted below.

Rough lumber

From sawmills within a designated radius as restricted below to markets
in the State of Colorado.

RESTRICTION: Items Nos. 5 and 6 of this Permit are restricted as follows:

(a) Against town-to-town service; and

(b) Against rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius of
200 miles from the point(s) of origin.



Appendix

Decision No. 83907
October 19, 1973
Page 2

Blair & Sons

(7) Coal

From mines to points within a radius of one hundred (100) miles of
Olathe, Colorado.

(8) Farm implements and farm products (excluding 1ivestock)

Between points within the counties of Mesa, Delta and Montrose, and from
and to said points to and from points in the State of Colorado.

RESTRICTION: Item No. 8 of this Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against delivery in the city 1imits of Denver, and an area
within five miles of the city 1imits of Denver.

(b) Against delivery in the city limits of Colorado Springs and Pueblo,
and an area within three miles of the city limits of either Colorado
Springs or Puebio,

(c) Against delivery in the city 1'mits of Golden, and an area within
two miles of the city limits of Golden.



(Decision No.83908)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
JACK R. SHIDELER, VONA, COLCRADO, APPLICATION NO. 27003-PP-Extension
FOR AUTHORITY TO EXTEND OPERATIONS )
UNDER CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO, ;

B-7851. ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

I . I

October 19, 1973

= W B % M B e o e =

IT APPEARING; That proper notice of the filing of the above

entitled application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2);
that no protest, objection or petition to intervene or otherwise parti=
cipate in the proceeding has been filed by any person within the time
prescribed and that the herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and
unopposed; and that pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter
is one which may properly be determined without the necessity of a
formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING. That the evidence heretofore submit-

ted amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter extended and
ordered;

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the
transportation services as hereinafter extended and ordered; and that
it does not appear that the grant of authority as hereinafter extended
and ordered will impair the efficient public service of any authorized
common carrier adequately serving the same territory over the same
general route or routes;

AND WE FURTHER FIND, That Applicant named in the caption

above is fit, willing and able properly to perform the extended service
as hereinafter granted and to conform to the applicable statutory
requirements and the Commission's rules and regulations.

An appropriate order will be entered.



IT_IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be

authorized to extend operations under said Contract Carrier Permit No.
B-7851 to include the following:

Transportation of

Farm products

Between all points located within Kit Carson County, State

of Colorads, and from said points on the one hand, to Denver,

Colorado, and Commerce City, Colorado, on the other hand.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted against transporting
TTvestock, bulk milk, and dairy products.

IT 1S FURTHER CRDERED, That henceforth the full and complete

authority under said Contract Carrier Permit, as extended, shall read
and be as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto and this order shall
be deemed to be a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced

until a statement of customers, the necessary tariffs, required insurance,
have been filed and authority sheets have been issued.
tive as of the day and date hereof.

DONE IN OFEN MEETING the 19th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

FIR e

omm#ssioners

COMMISSTONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO ABSENT.
hbp



Appendix

Decision No, 83908
October 19, 1973

Jack R. Shideler

Transportation of

(1) Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction
of roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

(2) Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated
radius as restricted below.

(3) Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

(4) Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs
within the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: Items Nos. 1, 2, 3, and 4 of thi: Permit are restricted as
ol lows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 75 miles from the point(s) of origin.

(5) Farm products
Between all points located within Kit Carson County, State of Colorado,
and from said points on the one hand, to Denver, Colorado, and Commerce
City, Colorado, on the other hand.

RESTRICTION: Item No. 5 of this Permit is restricted against transporting
vestock, bulk milk, and dairy products,

"



(Decision No. 83909)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE ‘MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
THE CITY OF LOVELAND, COLORADO, AND ) APPLICATION NO. 26875
THE COUNTY OF LARIMER, STATE OF

COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO REPLACE ;

THE EXISTING AUTOMATIC FLASHING

SIGNALS AT 29TH STREET JUST NORTH )

OF THE CITY OF LOVELAND, COLORADO, ;

WITH AUTOMATIC CANTILEVER TYPE |

FLASHING LIGHT SIGNALS.

RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
THOMAS M. McCAFFREY,
EXAMINER

——————————

Appearances: Lynn A, Hammond, Esq.,

Loveland, Colorado, for

City of Loveland and County

of Larimer, Colorado, Applicants;
Willard L. Peck, Esqg.,

Denver, Colorado, for

Colorado and Southern Railway Company;
John H. Baier, Denver, Colorado,

of the Staff of the Commission.

PROCEDURE AND STATEMENT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On August 3, 1973, the city of Loveland, Colorado, and county
of Larimer, State of Colorado, Applicants, filed the above-titled
application for authority to replace the existing automatic flashing
signals at 29th Street just north of the city of Loveland, Colorado,

The Commission assigned Docket No. 26875 to the application
and, after due and proper notice to all interested persons, firms, or
corporations, set the matter for hearing to be held in the City Council
Chambers, Municipal Building, Loveland, Colorado, at 10:00 a.m. on
Friday, September 28, 1973. The hearing was held at the said time and
place by Thomas M. McCaffrey, Examiner, to whom the matter was assigned
pursuant to law,

No one appeared at the hearing to protest the granting of this

application. Two public witnesses testified in support of the application.



Exhibit No. 1, a large map of the Loveland area delineating the
subject crossing site and surrounding area, was offered and admitted into
evidence. Official notice was taken of the agreement between the Colorado
and Southern Railway and Larimer County, Colorado, filed with the appli-
cation together with the following items:

Exhibit - A sketch showing the proposed grade crossing

protection;

Exhibit B - A diagram of the proposed crossing signal;

Exhibit C - Copies of the estimated cost of materials and

labor to adjust signal circuiting and pole line
and to extend the crossing;

Exhibit D - Copies of the estimated cost of installing

cantilever type signals.

At the conclusion of the hearing, the subject matter was taken
under advisement,

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, CRS 1963,
as amended, Examiner Thomas M. McCaffrey now transmits herewith to the
Commission the record and exhibits of this proceeding together with a
written recommended decision which contains his findings of fact and
conclusions thereon, including the recommended order or requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

THE COMMISSION FINDS:

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found
as fact that:

1. The Commission has jurisdiction over the parties and
subject matter in this proceeding,

2, The purpose of this application is to secure Commission
approval for the replacement, operation, and maintenance of the existing
automatic flashing 1ight signals and addition of cantilever type signals
at site where 29th Street crosses the Colorado and Southern Railway tracks

immediately north of the Loveland, Colorado, city 1imits in Larimer County.

-2=



3. No person or firm has filed with this Commission any
objection or protest to the approval sought in this application, and
no one appeared at the hearing to intervene or protest.

4, The subject crossing is located approximately 1000 feet
west of U.S, Highway 287 on 29th Street adjoining the city limits of
Loveland, Colorado. The city has recently widened 29th Street from a
two-lane to a four-lane roadway west of the tracks. To the east of the
tracks 29th Street remains two lanes, but is also to be widened from
the crossing to Madison Avenue approximately one mile east of U.S. 287,
It is this widening with the attendant rapid increase in vehicular
traffic, that has necessitated the placement of the existing signals.

5. There has been considerable residential development west
of the tracks, with new developments presently under construction or
to be built in the near future to the north and south of 29th Street.
Indicative of the population growth in this area is the opening this
year of the Mary Blair Elementary School, located 3% miles east of the
crossing on 29th Street, and Conrad Ball Junior High, located approxi-
mately 3000 feet east of the crossing. Loveland High School is 1/2
mile to the west of the tracks on 29th Street. Mary Blair Elementary
has an enrollment of 371 students, Conrad Ball Junior High 858, and
Loveland High a student body of 1,426. For Mary Blair and Conrad Ball
students residing west of the tracks, 29th Street is the only access
to and from school. In addition to the increased pedestrian and
bicycle traffic that these new schools create, high school students,
who are permitted to drive cars to school, add to the rapid increase
in traffic across these tracks. Traffic counts taken during the week
of July 16, 1973, on 29th Street showed an average dai]y count of 7,114
vehicles immediately east of the crossing with a peak hourly load of
589 between 5 and 6 p.m. on Tuesday of that week, These figures, which
do not, of course, include the pedestrian and bjcycle traffic, increase

considerably upon opening of school,

B



6. There are two scheduled trains per day in each direction for
a total of four crossings per day, plus a local switch train that regularly
operates every other day in the area (daily during beet season). These
scheduled trains pass the crossing at approximately 25 miles per hour, The
speed limit for vehicular traffic is 30 miles per hour.

7. The width of 29th Street as widened west of the tracks is
57 feet curb to curb. New planking proposed to be installed will be 60
feet in length. Lanes have not yet been marked on the widened portion of
29th Street, and the City of Loveland, in addition to providing for four
traffic lanes, will also designate a smaller lane for bicycle traffic and
a sidewalk for pedestrians. Curb and gutter will also be constructed.

8. Present protection devices at the subject c}ossing consist
of two masts with signals mounted on them. These devices, which were
previously suitable for two lanes of Tow-volume traffic on 29th Streef.
are inadequate for the present traffic over this crossing. The existing
masts will be moved to each side of widened 29th Street, and 20-foot
cantilever arms with 2 flashing lights on each arm will be installed.
The cantilever arms with flashing 1ight signals will extend above both
lanes of traffic in each direction. There will also be a warning bell,
which is to be installed at or near the bicycle lane and pedestrian
walkway. Track circuiting will provide a minimum warning time of 22
seconds before the approach of a train at the crossing from either direc-
tion. The signals and circuiting will be in conformance with the stan-
dards and specifications of the Association of American Railroads. Colo-
rado and Southern Railway will be able to install the protection devices
immediately, since the work mainly involves modification of the existing
devices, with the cantilever arms being the only new equipment needed,

9, Colorado and Southern Railway Company and the Board of
County Commissioners of Larimer County have entered into an agreement for
the proposed signal work for an estimated cost of $9,800. This estimate
at the time of hearing had been revised upward to a total of $10,740,

which amount includes $5,583 for labor and material in relocating the



existing signals and adjusting the circuiting, and $5,157 as the cost
of labor and materials for installation of the cantilever arms.

The City of Loveland has entered into an agreement with
Larimer County wherein it is agreed that the City will pay the total
cost (Exhibit C) for labor and material to adjust the signal circuiting
and pole line and to extend the crossing. Said agreement also provides
that the City will pay 10% of the costs (Exhibit D) for the new canti-
lever type signals that the County would normally pay. By the terms
and provisions of the aforesaid agreement between the railroad and
Larimer County, the City of Loveland will thus pay 10%, the Colorado
and Southern Railway Company 10% and the remaining 80% for the costs of
the additional cantilever to be paid from the Crossing Protection Fund.
No part of the cost of the proposed signal devices will be paid from
funds available under any federal or Federal-Aid Highway Act. Colorado
and Southern Railway Company will provide all maintenance to the signal
devices, at its own expense, for the life of the crossing so protected.

10. The present signal devices at the crossing of 29th Street

roadway across the Colorado and Southern Railway Company tracks are
inadequate, in view of the continually increasing vehicular, pedestrian
and bicycle traffic, to properly protect the public using this crossing.
The public safety, convenience and necessity require the granting of this
application, and such granting will be in the public interest.

CONCLUSIONS ON_FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on all the evidence of record and the above and foregoing
findings of fact, it is concluded that:

1. Such devices as are herein contemplated are required so as
to promote the public safety.

2. The order sought in this application should be granted and
the actual cost of the additional cantilever signal lights prorated as
follows: 10 percent to the City of Loveland, Colorado;

10 percent to the Colorado and Southern Railway Company;

80 percent to the Commission Crossing Protection Fund,

-



3, The signal devices and installation should be in conformance
with the current Bulletin of the Association of American Railroads' Joint
Committee on Railroad Crossing Protection Bulletin No. 6.

4, As provided by 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is
recommended that the Commission enter the following order.

0O RDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. Application No. 26875, being the application of the City of
Loveland, Colorado, and the County of Larimer, State of Colorado, for
authority to replace the existing automatic flashing signals with auto-
matic cantilever type flashing light signals at 29th Street just north
of the City of Loveland, Colorado, be, and hereby is, approved.

2, The crossing construction, signal installation, operation,
use, maintenance, and costs of the said public grade crossing as described
in paragraph 1 of this order shall all be performed and paid in accordance
with the appropriate agreements, stipulations, plans and specifications
filed with this application and/or submitted as exhibits in this proceeding,
all of which are hereby approved and by reference made a part hereof.

3. The installation and maintenance of the crossing protection
devices shall be done by the Colorado and Southern Railway Company, as set
forth in the Agreement entered into by the parties herein, which Agreement
by reference is incorporated into and made a part hereof. Pursuant to
the revised estimate, cost for installation of the proposed safety devices
will be $10,740.

4, A fair, just, and equitable distribution of the total cost
and installation of the proposed protection devices shall be as follows:

(a) The City of Loveland to pay total cost for
relocation of the existing signals and widening
of the crossing.

(b) The City of Loveland to pay 10 percent of the cost:
of cantilever signals and installation thereof to

cover its share of benefits received from such



installation. Upon completion of the proposed work,
an itemized statement of the actual cost and a bill
covering said 10 percent shall be forwarded by
Colorado and Southern Railway Company to the City
of Loveland, which bill shall be paid to Colorado
and Southern Railway Company within thirty (30)

days of receipt thereof.

(c) Colorado and Southern Railway Company shall contribute
out of its own funds 10 percent of the costs of the
cantilever signals and installation thereof and shall
thereafter maintain the protection devices to cover
its share of the benefits therefrom.

(d) The remainder of the cost of the cantilever signals
and installation thereof, or 80 percent, shall be
paid out of the Commission Highway Crossing Protection
Fund. Upon completion of the proposed work, an
itemized statement of the actual cost and a bill
covering such 80 percent shall be forwarded by Colo-
rado and Southern Railway Company to the Commission,
which bill shall be paid within thirty (30) days
after receipt thereof.

5. The signal devices and installation shall all be in conform-
ance with the current bulletin (No. 6) for railroad-highway grade crossing
protection by the Association of American Railroads' Joint Committee.

6. The Commission hereby retains jurisdiction to make such
further order or orders as may be required in the instant matter.

7. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
become the decision of the Commission if such be the case, and is entered

as of the date hereinabove set out.

s



8. As provided by 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to
be served upon the parties), or unless such decision is stayed within such
time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision shall
become the decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions of

115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




(Decision No, 83910)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: PUBLICATION OF CHARGE FOR THE )
PULLING OF A SHIPPER FURNISHED TRAILER )
IN ITEM 280 of WEICKER TRANSFER & )
STORAGE COMPANY TARIFF NO. 3, COLORADO )
PUC NO. 3

T ——————— — —— — — — — — — — — — —"

Investigation and Suspension
ocket No, /91

.

October 19, 1973

T T T e —p——

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On June 26, 1973, Decision No. 83250 suspended 3rd Revised Page
No. 20-A to the Weicker Transfer and Storage Company Motor Freight Tariff
No. 3, Colorado PUC No. 3, to and including October 24, 1973.

Pursuant to 115-6-11 (1) of the Statutes governing suspension
of rates, the Commission finds that the suspension of the matter involved
herein should be further suspended for an additional period of ninety (90)
days from October 24, 1973, or te and including January 24, 1974,

ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. That Item 280, 3rd Revised Page No. 20-A, the Weicker Transfer
and Storage Company Motor Freight Tariff No. 3, Colorado PUC No, 3, be
further suspended an additional ninety (90) days from October 24, 1973,
or to and including January 24, 1974,

DONE IN OPEN MEETING this 19th day of October, 1973,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioner Henry E. Zarlengo

absent



(Decision No. 83911)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
RANGEVIEW, INC., GARFIELD, COLORADO,)
FOR AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER ALL RIGHT,) APPLICATION NO. 26916-Transfer
TITLE, AND INTEREST IN AND TO CER- )

TIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND )
NECESSITY PUC NO. 7192 TO MONARCH )
RECREATION CORP., GARFIELD, COLO- )

RADQ, )

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

----------

Appearances. W. Gerry Imig, Esq., Salida,
Colorado, for Applicants.

It appearing, That proper notice of the filing of the above
entitled application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2);
that no protest, objection or petition to intervene or otherwise par-
ticipate in the proceeding has been filed by any person within the time
prescribed and that the herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and
unopposed; and that pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter
is one which may properly be determined without the necessity of a formal
oral hearing.

And it further appearing. That the evidence heretofore submit-

ted amply warrants approval of the transfer as hereinafter ordered,

We find, That the financial standing of the Transferee has been
satisfactorily established and that the transfer is compatible with the
public interest;

And we further find, That Transferee is, fit, willing and able

to properly engage in bona fide mutor carrier cperations under the authority
tc be transferrred.

An appropriate order will be entered.



It is ordered, That Applicants named in the caption above

be authorized to transfer all right, title and interest in and to
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 7192, as

granted by Commission Decision No. 70581 dated December 19, 1967,
subject to encumbrances. if any, against said authority approved

by this Commission.,

It is further ordered, That said transfer shall become

effective only if and when, but not before, said Transferor and Trans-
feree, have advised the Commission in writing that said Certificate
has been formally assigned, and that said parties have accepted; and in
the future will comply with, the conditions and requirements of this
Order, to be by them or either of them, kept and performed.

It is further ordered, That the tariff of rates, rules, and

regulations of Transferor shall, upon proper adoption notice, become and
remain those of Transferee until changed according to law and the rules and
regulations of this Commission.

It is further ordered, That the right of Transferee to operate

under this Order shall be dependent upon compliance with all present and
future laws and rules and regulations of the Commission, and the filing
by Transferor of delinquent reports, if any, covering operations under
said Certificate up to the time of transfer.

And it is further ordered, That this Order shall become effective

twenty-one days from the day and date hereof.

-2



NDONE IN OPEN MEETING the 23rd day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioner

js
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(Decision No. 83912)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* »* *

RE: TARIFFS ON FILE BY DENVER CLEANUP
SERVICE, INC., DOING BUSINESS AS
"BROOMFIELD RUBBISH REMOVAL," CERTIFI-
CATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECES-
SITY PUC NO. 3048; DENVER CLEANUP
SERVICE, INC., DOING BUSINESS AS "WASTE
DISPOSAL, INC." CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC NO. 3343;
AND WASTE DISPOSAL, INC., CERTIFICATES
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC
NO. 3430 AND PUC NO. 5623,

CASE NO. 5520

COMMISSION ORDER DENYING
APPLICATION FOR REHEARING,
RECONSIDERATION, OR REARGUMENT

e e e N M e e T e T N B

Respondents.

- e wm m m oW wm = -

- w W e e wm =

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On June 4, 1973, the Commission entered its Decision No. 83091 in
the above-entitled application.

On October 18, 1973, Applicant Denver Cleanup Service, Inc.,
through its attorneys Holland & Hart, filed with the Commission an Applica-
tion for Rehearing, Reconsideration, or Reargument of Decision No. 83795
denying Applicant's Exceptions to the Examiner's Recommended Decision No
83091 dated June 4, 1973.

The Commission states and finds that Applicant's Application for
Rehearing, Reconsideration or Reargument does not set forth sufficient
grounds for any change or modification and that said App'ication should
therefore be denied as set forth in the Order following.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

Application for Rehearing, Reconsideration, or Reargument filed on
October 18, 1973, of Decision No. 83091 dated June 4, 1973, and Decision No.
83795 dated September 28, 1973, be, and hereby is, denied.



This Order shall be effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 23rd day of October, 1973

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

ﬁ ZM}/




(Decision No. 83913)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE RULES OF THE
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF COLORADO REGULATING THE
SERVICE OF ELECTRIC UTILITIES
WITHIN THE STATE OF COLORADO.

CASE NO. 5320

IN THE MATTER OF THE RULES OF THE
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF COLORADO REGULATING THE
SERVICE OF GAS UTILITIES

WITHIN THE STATE OF COLORADO.

CASE NO. 5321

IN THE MATTER OF THE RULES OF THE
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF COLORADO REGULATING THE
SERVICE OF WATER UTILITIES

WITHIN THE STATE OF COLORADO.

CASE NO. 5322

IN THE MATTER OF THE RULES OF THE
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF COLORADO REGULATING THE
SERVICE OF TELEPHONE UTILITIES
WITHIN THE STATE OF COLORADO.

CASE NO. 5323

e e e S S S S S e e S el S S e S S S S Ve S S S

ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR STAY OF PORTION OF
COMMISSION DECISION NO. 83551 ENTERED IN CASE NO. 5323

m me D e e o ow e W W

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 18, 1973, Central Telephone & Utilities Corporation,
a Kansas Corporation of which Southern Colorado Power is a division, by
its attorneys Petersen, Evensen and Mattoon, filed a Petition for Stay of
Portion of Commission's Decision No. 83551 which adopted Rule 10 (c) of
the Rules Regulating the Service of Electric Utilities "until such time
as its (Petitioner's) present supply of bill forms has been exhausted, or

until August 1, 1974, whichever date is the earlier."



It is noted that by Commission Decision No. 83699 entered on
September 14, 1973, the order in Case No. 5320 was, on the Commission's
own motion, stayed to and including December 2, 1973.

The Commission finds that insufficient grounds exist for the
granting of the within Petition and concludes that the following order
should be entered.

0O R DE R
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

The pleading entitled "Petition for Stay of Portion of Com-
mission's Decision No. 83551 and Entered in Case No. 5320" filed on
October 18, 1973, by Central Telephone & Utilities Corporation, a Kansas
Corporation of which Southern Colorado Power is a division, be, and the
same hereby is, denied.

This order shall be effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 23rd day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

ﬁl&z?/

Commissioners
hbp



(Decision No., 83914)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
UNITED TRUCK SERVICE, A CALIFORNIA
CORPORATION, 2800 WEST BAYSHORE
ROAD, PALO ALTO, CALIFORNIA, TO
PURCHASE ALL OF THE OUTSTANDING
STOCK OF EPHRAIM FREIGHTWAYS, INC.,
1385 UMATILLA STREET, DENVER,
COLORADO, RECORD OWNER OF PUC NO.
7368 AND PUC NO. 7368-I, FROM
JEROME W. EPHRAIM AND MURIEL A.
EPHRAIM.

)
)
i
i
i
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
UNITED TRUCK SERVICE, A CALIFORNIA g
CORPORATION, 2800 WEST BAYSHORE
ROAD, PALO ALTO, CALIFORNIA, TO )
PURCHASE ALL OF THE OUTSTANDING g
STOCK OF EPHRAIM FREIGHTWAYS, INC,,
1385 UMATILLA STREET, DENVER, )
COLORADO, RECORD OWNER OF PUC NO. )
7946, FROM JEROME W, EPHRAIM AND )
MURIEL A, EPHRAIM, )
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
UNITED TRUCK SERVICE, A CALIFORNIA g
CORPORATION, 2800 WEST BAYSHORE
ROAD, PALO ALTO, CALIFORNIA, TO )
PURCHASE ALL OF THE OUTSTANDING )
STOCK OF EPHRAIM FREIGHTWAYS, INC., )
1385 UMATILLA STREET, DENVER, )
COLORADO, RECORD OWNER OF PUC NO. ;
8195, FROM JEROME W. EPHRAIM AND
MURIEL A. EPHRAIM. )
)
)
i
)
)
)
)
)

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
UNITED TRUCK SERVICE, A CALIFORNIA
CORPORATION, 2800 WEST BAYSHORE
ROAD, PALO ALTO, CALIFORNIA, TO
PURCHASE ALL OF THE OUTSTANDING
STOCK OF EPHRAIM FREIGHTWAYS, INC.,
1385 UMATILLA STREET, DENVER,
COLORADO, RECORD OWNER OF PERMIT
NO. B-6487, FROM JEROME W. EPHRAIM
AND MURIEL A. EPHRAIM.

*

APPLICATION NO.
26659-Stock Transfer

APPLICATION NO.
26660-Stock Transfer

APPLICATION NO.
26661-Stock Transfer

APPLICATION NO.
26662-PP-Stock Transfer

RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
ROBERT L. PYLE, EXAMINER
GRANTING STOCK TRANSFERS

- o = =

Appearances: William F. Schenkein, Esq. and

John H. Lewis, Esq.

Denver, Colorado, for

Applicants

John E. Archibold, Esq.

Denver, Colorado,

for the Staff of the Commission



PROCEDURE AND RECORD

Under date of May 15, 1973, Applicants filed the above
entitled applications with the Commission for authority to transfer all
of the outstanding stock in and to Ephraim Freightways, Inc., record
owner of Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity, PUC No. 7368,
7368-1, 7946 and 8195, and Permit No, B-6487 from Jerome W. Ephraim and
Muriel A, Ephraim to United Truck Service, a California corporation,

Transferee requested both temporary authority and emergency
temporary authority for the interim period prior to the granting of
permanent authority and on May 29, 1973 the Commission granted the
emergency temporary approval and on June 1, 1973 the Commission granted
the temporary authority.

The Commission assigned dockets 26659, 26660, 26661 and
26662-PP to the respective applications.

Pursuant to law the Commission designated Robert L. Pyle as
examiner for the purpose of conducting the hea@;ng on these applications
and after due and proper notices to all persons, firms or corporations
set the matter for hearing to be held in the hearing room of the Commission
at Denver, Colorado on October 15, 1973 at 10:00 o'clock A.M. The hearing
was held at said time and place.

Prior to the taking of evidence the hearing examiner agreed to
hear the four applications on a consolidated record, the later was a non=-
contested matter and there were no protests filed. The staff of the
Commission enterd its appearance and is a party of record.

C. J. Eﬁddington, Wayne Follick and Jerome Ephraim testifed in

support of the applications.

D



Exhibits 1 through 6 inclusive were tendered and admitted
into evidence. These exhibits included the Purchase and Sale Agreement,
the financial statements of the transferee, the Commission order granting
temporary authority, a list of equipment and an abstract of shipments
handled by transferee under temporary authority.

At the conclusion of the hearing, the examiner stated on the
record that he was approving and granting the applications.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Art. 6, CRS 1963,
as amended, Examiner Robert L. Pyle now transmits herewith to the
Commission the record and exhibits of this proceeding, together with a
Recommended Decision which contains his Findings of Fact and Conclusions
thereon, together with a recommended order or requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found
as fact that:

1. Ephraim Freightways, Inc. is a Colorado corporation, duly
organized and existing under the laws of the State of Colorado.

2, Ephraim Freightways, Inc. is the present owner and operator
of Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity, No. 7368, 7368-I,

7946 and 8195, together with Permit No. B-6487.

3. Jerome W. Ephraim and Muriel A. Ephraim are either the owners
or control all of the outstanding stock of Ephraim Freightways, Inc. and
are in a position to transfer all said outstanding stock of Applicant
transferee upon approval of the instant applications,

4, By these applications Jerome W. Ephraim and Muriel A. Ephraim
petition this Commission for authority to transfer all of the outstanding

stock of Ephraim Freightways, Inc. to United Truck Service,

B



5. These applications were not protested by any motor carrier.

6. The Commission has jurisdiction over the transferor and
transferee and the subject matter of this proceeding.

7. The transferee as the new owner of all of the stock of the
corporation and thereby the operator of the authority intends to and will
engage in a bona fide motor carrier operations pursuant to the involved
authorities.

8. All of the terms of the contract were set forth in Exhibit 1.
Sajd Exhibit shows that the consideration to be paid is $300,000., which
includes not only the stock of the corporation but the real estate held
in the name of Jerome W. Ephraim and Muriel A. Ephraim. The $300,000
consideration was arrived at at an arm's length transaction and is fair
and reasonable.

9. The authorities are free and clear of any debts, encumbrances
or obligations.

10. As shown by Exhibit 5, the transferee owns 136 pieces of
equipment and will obtain additional equipment if needed. This equipment
is amply suitable for the operation of the authorities involved herein.

11. A1l of the stock of the transferee is owned by ONC Freight
Systems, which in turn is owned by Rocor International which also owns the
stock of several other businesses. Rocor International guaranteed payment
of the note to the transferors and this guarantee includes Rocor Interna-
tional Consolidated.

12, As shown by Exhibit 2, the net worth of transferee is in
excess of $2,000,000,, whereas the net worth of Rocor International Consol=
jdated is in excess of $12,000,000. Thus transferee is financially fit to

conduct the operations.



13. The transferee or its stockholders have been engaged in
the transportation business for over 17 years and the Vice President who
will conduct the operations in Colorado has been engaged in the trans-
portation business in Colorado for over 14 years. Thus the transferee has
sufficient experience and is sufficiently qualified in all respects to
receive the authorities sought in this instant application.

14. The transferee is sufficiently familiar with the rules and
regulations of the Public Utilities Commission and if this application is
granted, promises to abide by said rules and regulations as well as the
safety requirements of the Commission and has, or will make, adequate pro-
visions for insurance.

15. The grant of the instant applications is compatible with
the public interest,

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid Findings of Fact, it is concluded that:
1. The stock transfer sought by Applicants should be granted.
2. Pursuant to 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-
mended by the examiner that the Commission enter the following
ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. Jerome W. Ephraim and Muriel A. Ephraim, be, and hereby are,
authorized to transfer all of the outstanding stock of Ephraim Freightways,
Inc., a Colorado corporation, record owner of Certificates of Public Con-
venience and Necessity, PUC Nos. 7368, 7368-1, 7946 and 8195 and Permit No.
B-6487 to United Truck Service, a California corporation, 2800 West Bayshore
Road, Palo Alto, California, subject to encumbrances, if any, against said

authorities.



2. Said transfer of stock shall become effective only if and
when, and not before, the transferor and transferee, in writing, have
advised the Commission that said stock certificates have been formerly
assigned and that said parties have accepted, and in the future will
comply with, the conditions and requirements of this Order to be by them,
or either of them, kept and performed. Failure to file written acceptance
of the terms of this Order within thirty (30) days from the effective date
of this Order shall automatically revoke the authority granted herein to
make the stock transfer, without further order on the part of the Commission,
unless such time shall be extended by the Commission, wupon proper application.

3. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

4, As provided by 115-6-9 (2) CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to be
served upon the parties), or unless such decision is stayed within such
time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision shall
become the Decision of the Commission ana subject to the provisions of
115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

@m A

Exdminer
js




(Decision No. 83915)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* ® *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
CLAUDE E. WHEELER, DOING BUSINESS AS
"GRAIN TRANSPORT," BOX 82, ORDWAY,
COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS
A CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR
VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 26903-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e S S S S S

B

. T

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer 1list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance

have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 26th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissionérs



Appendix
Decision No. 83915
October 26, 1973

Grain Transport

Transportation of

Barley, corn, wheat, milo, oats, beet pulp pellets, alfalfa pellets, alfalfa
wafers, alfalfa cubes, and manufactured 1ivestock feed supplements

Between all points located within the State of Colorado.
RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) To rendering transportation service for only the Foxley Company, Omaha,
Nebraska.

(b) To shipments which either originate or terminate at a Foxley Company
farm, elevator, mill, or feed lot.

(c) Against the transportation of liquid commodities in tank vehicles.



(Decision No. 83916)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
JOHN M. SHEA, DOING BUSINESS AS
"JOHN M. SHEA & SONS TRUCKING,"
6750 YORK STREET, DENVER, COLORADO,
FOR EMERGENCY TEMPORARY AUTHORITY
TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT
CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27074-PP-ETA

ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER NRDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 26th day of  QOctober, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

)
d
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Appendix
Decision No. 83916
October 26, 1973

John M. Shea & Sons Trucking

Transportation of

(1) Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of

(2)

(3)

(4)

roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processina plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from ppints within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 150 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83917)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: AMENDMENT 30 TO CMTB TARIFF 12-B

NAMING INCREASED RATES ON COLORADO ;

INTRASTATE TRAFFIC AS FOLLOWS: 16% )

ON ALL CHARGESj; 15% ON CLASS AND ;

COMMODITY RATES SUBJECT TO MINIMUM CASE NO. 1585
)

WEIGHTS, 5000 POUNDS OR LESS, AND
10% ON CLASS OR COMMODITY RATES
SUBJECT TO MINIMUM WEIGHTS EXCEEDING
5000 POUNDS.

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 3,1973, the Colorado Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc., for
and on behalf of the participating carriers in Colorado Motor Tariff
Bureau Tariff No. 12-B, filed Amendment No. 30 -~ setting forth increases
in the minimum charges and the Class and Commodity rates -- to become
effective on November 2, 1973. A copy of Amendment No. 30 showing the
exact level of the increases is attached hereto as Appendix "A".

No timely protests to the proposed increases have been filed
with the Commission. However, a telegraphic protest dated October 25,

1973 was received from Brown and Williamson Tobacco Corporation, Louisville,
Kentucky.

In support of the above filing, certain information and financial
data were submitted by fourteen of the participating carriers. Information
and data were submitted by the largest scheduled intrastate carrier (Rio
Grande Motor Way -- Revenue in excess of $4,000,000) and also by some of
the smaller scheduled carriers such as Crowley County (revenue less than $8,000).
Geographically the carriers who submitted data blanket the entire state and
-- without question -- transport the major share of the Common Carrier
Traffic moving in intrastate traffic.

The supporting data as filed varied from carrier to carrier and

differed in format. To delve through such volume of data is extremely



time consuming and makes a detailed analysis by the Commission difficult
to accomplish.

The most detailed and informative data was filed by the Rio
Grande Motor Way -- the largest intrastate carrier. This data revealed
an intrastate operating ratio of 103.2% based upon 1972 Revenue and
Expenses annualized to June 30, 1973 levels. llhen the labor expenses
at the July 1, 1973 level are added -- without any offsetting revenue
increase -- the operating ratio increases to 107.9% (Revenue of $4,794,481;
Expenses of $4,794,481; Expenses of $5,173,830; and an Operating Loss of
$379,351). This same carrier also provided a breakdown of the traffic in
the minimum charge (5000 pounds and under) and over 5000 pound categories.
Employing the data furnished, and applying the proposed rate increases to
the aforesaid traffic, results in an operating ratio of 94.79% which ==
in prior Commission decisions == has been found to be within the zone of
reasonableness by this Commission.

The following is a summary of the data submitted by some of the
smaller scheduled carriers:

(1) South Park Motor Lines, after elimination of Harp and

Platte Valley Cartage operation, established the

following restated operation for the year ended
December 31, 1972:

Revenue $223,654
Operating Expense 236,532
Operating Loss $(12,878)
Operating Ratio 105.76%
ST TS TSI TR

(2) Denver-Limon Burlington Transfer Company divided its
operation by major business segments for the first three
months of 1973 and established the following results of
its Colorado operations:

Burling'ton Route:

Revenue $ 55,743
Operat¥ng Expense 67,425
- Operating Loss $(11,682)
Operating Ratio 120.96%

B
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Lamar Route:

Revenue $ 81,784
Operating Expense 88,392

Operating Loss $ %6,608;
Operating Ratio 08.0

(3) Platte Valley Freight Lines submitted a statement of
income and expense for the eight months to August 31,
1973. This statement was apparently a cash receipt
and disbursement presentation setting forth no
individual ownership drawing and established the

following:
Revenue $154,226
Operating Expense 157,374
Qperating Loss $ 2,148

Operating Ratio 105,01%

(4) L & E Freight Line, Inc., submitted a profit and loss state-
ment for the six months ended June 30, 1973 which established
the following:

Revenue $ 76,945
Operating Expense 73,999
Operating Profit $ 2,946
Operating Ratio 96.17%

(5) Cargo and Transportation Services, Inc., submitted a profit and
loss statement for Crowley County Transportation for the six
months ended June 30, 1973 which established the following:

Revenue $ 8,604

Operating Expense 9,280*
Operating Loss $ (676)
Operating Ratio o

Cargo and Transportation Services, Inc., also submitted a profit
—— and loss statement on behalf of Fowler Truck Line for the seven
months ended July 31, 1973 which established the following:

Revenue $ 43,062
Operating Expense 41,890*

Operating Profit $ 1,072
Operating Ratio .

Cargo and Transportation Services, Inc., further submitted a
profit and loss statement for Colorado-Kansas Truck Line

for the seven months ended July 31, 1973 which established
the following:

Revenue $ 40,788
Operating Expense 37,992*
Operating Profit $ 2,796
Operating Ratio 93.15%

*The Manager of the above three operations (Crowley County Transportation,
Fowler Truck Line and Colorado-Kansas Truck Line) has not been paid a
salary by any of the aforesaid carriers.

R T



The Middlewest Motor Tariff Bureau submitted a consolidated test
of various dates and of various degrees of traffic for Boulder-Denver
Truck Line; Ephraim Freightways, Inc.; NW Transport Service, Inc.; Red
Ball Motor Freight, Inc.; and Trans-lestern Express, Ltd., applying fully
allocated costs developed from statistics of traffic for the Rocky Mountain
Region for 1969, and Southeast Region for 1969, mathematically increased
by a standard average for cost increases subsequent to the development of
the fully allocated costs. The test applied purportedly established an
operating ratio of 113.63% as of the filing date.

The test submitted by Middlewest Motor Tariff Bureau also
established an operating ratio for the above referred to carriers establish-
ing the result of the requested rate increase. The obvious errors in this
test (i.e., the application of increased rates other than those requested;
the failure to divide the traffic into the different weight categories
which correspond with the weight categories of the increase proposed; and
an abundance of mathematical errors) cause this Commission to question the
validity of the projected operating ratio of 98.42%. Despite this question,
however, adequate and substantial evidence does exist to justify a general
increase in rates and charges.

The data submitted in justification of the instant filing also
included a voluminous 1ist of certain cost increases. Although taken from
various data as submitted, all carriers will in general be subject to the
following similar increases:

Denver Transport Clearing Collection Fee:

Commercial 10¢ plus .003 of amount to 10¢ plus .005
Non-member 10¢ plus .007 of amount to 10¢ plus .009

Anti-Freeze
Tire Rental
Diesel Fuel
Gasoline
0il

90¢ a gallon to $1.15
.0283¢ per mile to .03¢
.103¢ to .136¢

.123¢ to .173¢

.64¢ to 70¢

Equipment Repair and Service - - - - 6%
Hired transportation(without drivers) - 7%
Joint Terminal - 3.7%

Insurance and Safety Expenses - 9.6%
General Office Expense - 8%
Communication - 9%



Salaries and lages:

7/1/72 1/1/73 7/1/73
Line haul hourly drivers $5.68 $5.88 $6.23
Line haul mileage 15.450¢ 15.450¢ 16.200¢
Pickup and delivery drivers:
Straight Truck $5.63 $5.83 $6.18
Semi Truck 5.68 5.88 6.23
Platform employees 5.63 5.83 6.18

Mechanics' wages increased 45¢ per hour 9/1/73.

Office wages increased 20¢ per hour 7/1/73.

Health and llelfare increased $6.00 per week 7/1/73.

Social Security Taxes increased from 5.2% to 5.85% while
the base increased from $9,000 to $10,800 on 1/1/73.

Vacation for 20-year employees increased 1 week 7/1/73.

The past several increases authorized by this Commission have
admittedly been cost pass-ons involving Teamster labor only. As can be
readily seen from the above, tremendous cost increases have and are being
experienced in areas other than Teamster labor. Increased rates to compensate
for these known and existing costs must be given consideration by this
Commission.

Past labor contracts have included increases on a six month
interval. Because of this fact, filings for increased rates have been made
by the carriers twice a year with the attendant cost studies, traffic studies
and, in some cases, after extended hearings. All of these factors are costly
and without doubt contribute, to some degree, to the need of the carriers for
additional revenues. The present labor contract includes increases on a yearly
basis. It is the sincere hope of this Commission that the increase to be
authorized herein will preclude the necessity of any further general rate
increases until July of 1974 -- at which time the next labor increment will

become due.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon the above and foregoing findings of fact, the Commission
concludes as follows:
1. That the participating common carriers in Colorado Motor Tariff
Bureau Tariff No. 12-B are motor carriers operating under authority of
Certificates issued by this Commission and are subject to the jurisdiction

of this Commission.



2. That the fourteen carriers that submitted data in support
of the increase as sought are representative of the participating
carriers in Colorado Motor Tariff Bureau Tariff No. 12-B; and that
these carriers cover the State geographically and transport the majority
of the common carrier traffic in the State.

3. That a definite need for additional revenues has been
adequately and substant’'ally demonstrated by the herein representative
carriers.

4, That, unless revenue rel:ef is authorized without delay.
irreparable harm will be done to many of these carriers.

5. That the increases n rates and charges as published in
Amendment No. 30, Colorado Motor Tariff Bureau Tariff No. 12-B are just
and reasonabie.

An appropriate Order prescribing the herein increases will
be entered.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. That the increased rates and charges as published in
Amendment No, 30 to Colorado Motor Tariff Bureau Tariff 12-B, attached
hereto as Appendix "A", shall be the prescribed rates and charges of
the Commission on the effective date provided for herein.

2. That all motor vehicle common carriers who are affected
by the changes prescribed herein shall publish or cause to be published
tariffs reflecting the changes prescribed herein.

3. That all contract carriers by motor vehicle, to the extent
they are affected by the changes involved herein, shall publish, or cause
to be published, rates, rules, regulations and provisions which shall
not be less than those herein prescribed for motor vehicle common carriers,

4, That on and after November 2, 1973, all affected motor
vehicle common carriers shall cease and desist from demanding, charging
and collecting rates and charges greater or less than those herein pre-
scribed provided that call and demand motor vehicle common carriers shall
be subject to the penalty rule of twenty (20) percent.
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5. That on and after November 2, 1973, all contract carriers
by motor vehicle operating in competition with any motor vehicle common
carrier affected by this Order shall cease and desist from demanding,
charging and collecting rates and charges which shall be less than those
herein prescribed, provided that Class "B: contract carriers shall be
subject to the penalty rule of twenty (20) percent.

6. That this Order shall not be construed so as to compel a
contract carrier by motor vehicle to be or become a motor vehicle
common carrier or to subject any such contract carrier by motor vehicle
to the laws and liabilities applicable to a motor vehicle common carrier.

7. That the Order entered in Case No. 1585 on February 5, 1936,
as since amended, shall continue in force and effect until further Order
of the Commission.

8. That Jurisdiction is retained to make such further Orders
as may be necessary and proper.

9. That this Order shall be effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING th's 26th day of October, 1973,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

..... 2 %/7/
' Coéi’ 1ssionérs

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO
DISSENTS.

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO DISSENTS:

I respectfully dissent.

In this matter we have a tarift which provides for increased
rates of "16% on all charges, 15% on class and commodity rates subject to
minimum weights (5000 pounds or less); and 10% on class or commodity rates
subject to minimum weights exceeding 5000 pounds," the approval of which
will result in increased charges on transportation to the public of mil1lions

of dollars annually.



The intrastate rates of some sixty carriers throughout the State
are being increased by the Commission Order on the basis of information
and financial data submitted to the Commission by only fourteen of the
sixty carriers participating in the tariff,

One of the basic essentials which must be considered by the
Commission in authorizing a rate increase is the operating ratio of the
carrier whose rates are to be increased. It is obvious that if a class
rate is within the zone of reasonableness, i.e. "fair", the increase
requested must be denied. There is no competent evidence of the operating
ratios of each and all of the sixty carriers whose rates are being increased,
yet, increases for all sixty carriers are being ordered,

The Order provides for the same increases without distinction for
all the carriers. It must be obvious that all sixty carriers do not have the
same operating ratio and therefore that all sixty carriers cannot be entitled
to the exact same increase. It is also obvious that all sixty carriers cannot
be so "similarly situated" as to require the exact same increase and treatment.

The result is that some carriers are granted an increase greater
than they are legally entitled to, some are granted what they are entitled
to and others are granted an increase less than they are entitled to.

The customers of those carriers who are being granted increases
greater than they are legally entitled to are paying an unjust and unfair
charge for their transportation service and the customers of those carriers
who are being granted an increase less than their carrier is entitled to
are likewise not paying a just and fair charge for their transportation
service.

The Order states that "no timely protests to the proposed increases
have been filed with the Commission," with but one telegraphic protest
received.

The record discloses that evidence of "notice to the public"
consists of affidavits filed with the Commission certifying that notice to
the public of the proposed changes were posted "in a prominent public place
in each terminal facility." The total inadequacy of such notice to the

"public" is obvious. How many members of the public inspect terminals for,
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or have occasion to see there, notice of request for increased transpor-
tation charges affecting thepm,or inspect or have occasion to see the files
of the Commission? The inadequacy of the notice is certainly supported by
the fact that of the many thousands affected by the increases only one
protested.

The purpose of "notice to the public" is to make the public
aware that an increase in transportation charges affecting them is being
requested and to afford the public an opportunity to file a protest.

Such notice to the public, if it can be called such, is in my
opinion contrary to the Constitutions of the United States and of the
State of Colorado.

The staff has estimated that these increases will apply to
carriers whose total intrastate revenue for 1972 was almost $21,000,000,
and that the increase granted is in the range of 10% to 16%, dependent on
the type of traffic handled by each individual carrier.

The public, under the law, 1s entitled to a reasonable notice
and is entitled to a hearing which should be provided them in order to
comply with the law,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

% mmi1ssiondr
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(DECIS1ON NO, 83917)
CcToBCr 26, 1973

APPENDIX "A"

Applies on Colorado intrastate Traffic only

| SUPPLEMENTS 10 AND I3 AMD
MENDMENT 30 CONTAIN ALL AMENDMENT 30

ICHANGES ) T0
Covo. PUC 19%

{ *CoLoRrADO MoTOR CARRIERS' ASSOCIATION, AGENT, SERIES)

AMENDMENT 30
to
TARIFF 12-B
COLORADO MOTOR TARIFF BUREAU, INC., AGENT
LOCAL AND JOINT CLASS AND COMMODITY RATES
and
RULES
via
ALL MOTOR ROUTES
Between Points in

COLORADO

MOTICE QF INCAEASE IM RATES AND CHARCES
{SUBGECT To NOTES 1, 2 AND 3J)

1. ALL CHARGES, INCLUTING MINIMUM CHARGES, ARE HEREBY INCRLAZFD BY 16%
WITH THE RESULTING FlGURE ROUNDED TO TKE NEARESY "Q" om "3t

2., ALL LESS=THAN=TRUCKLOAD ANDG ANY QUANTITY CLASS AND CIMMODITY RATES
AND &LL CLAS3 AND COMMODITY RATES 3UBJECT TO MINIMUM wEIGHTS OF
5,000 PouNDS OR LESS ARE HEREBY INMCREASED BY I15%.

3- ALl CLAZS AND COMMODITY RATESR JUBJECT 1o MINIMUM WEIGHTS EXCEEDING
5,000 pPouUNDS ARE HERCBY INCREASED BY 10%,

NOTE 12 WHERE RATES ARFE STATED IN THE FORM OF ARBITRARIES OR DIFFERENTIALS TO
BE ADDED TO OR DEDUCTED FACM BASE RATES, THE BASE RATE AND THE ARBITRARIES
COR DIFFERENTIALS ARE SEPARATELY INCREASED aS PROVIDED HEREIN,.

NOTE 2: IN THE DISPOSITION OF FRACTIONS OF A CENT, ANY AMOUNT LESS THAN
ONE=HALF CENT WILL BE DROPPED, AND ONE=HALF CENT OR OVER WiLL BE INCREASED
TO THE NEXT WHOLE CENT,

NOTE 3: THE INCREASE PROVICED FOR HEREIN WILL MOT APPLY TO THE RATES AND
CHARGES PUBLISHED IN SECTION 5 oF THIS TarIFF.

*I SSULD OcToBER 3, 1973 EFFECTIVE WOVEMBER 2, 197'3.}

AUTHORITY TO PUBLISH INCREASES IN THIS MANNER EXPIRES WITH NOVEMEZR 1, 1674,
ON DR BEFORE THAT DATE, INCREASES AUTHORIZED wiLL BE INCLUDED IN THE RATES
AND CHARGES.,

Issuec By:
J. R. SMiTH, CHIEF oFf TarifFf BuRsau
4060 EraTl STREET, DENVER, CoLoORADG BO216

Yeveenone (303) 433-3375

= la -



(Decision No. 83918)
BEFNRE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSINN
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN RE THE MATTER OF MOTOR VEHICLE )
COMMON AND CONTRACT CARRIERS LISTED ) RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
ON "APPENDIX A" HERETO, ) CHRISTIAN 0., IGENBERGS,
) EXAMINER
Respondents. )

Appearances: John A. Hurt, Denver, Colorado,
of the Staff of the Commission.

STATEMENT

Each of the cases listed on the attached "Appendix A" was insti-
tuted by Notice of Hearing and Order to Show Cause duly issued pursuant to
law by the Secretary of the Commission and served upon the respective
Respondents on July 2, 1973. The matters were duly called for hearing pur-
suant to such notice on Monday, July 16, 1973, at 10 a.m. in the Commission
Hearing Room, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado, By Christian 0. Igenbergs,
assigned by the Commission as Examiner in these proceedings pursuant to law.

None of the Respondents 1isted in "Appendix A" hereto appeared
at the hearing.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Christian O, Igenbergs now
transmits herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this pro-
ceeding, together with a written recommended decision which contains his
findings of fact and conclusions thereon, together with the recommended
order or requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found as
fact that:

1. The records and files of the Commission do not disclose a
currently effective Certificate of Insurance and/or Tariff and Issuance Fee
paid as to each of the Respondents listed in "Appendix A" hereto, and by

reference incorporated hereinto.



2, The said Respondents, and each of them, without good cause

shown, failed to appear as lawfully ordered by the Commission.

CONCLUSINNS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid findings of fact, it is concluded that:

1. The operating authorities of the Respondents should be revoked
for failure to keep a currently effective Certificate of Insurance and/or
Tariffs and Issuance Fee paid on file with the Commission, and failure, without
good cause shown, to appear at hearing as lawfully ordered by the Commission.

2. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-

mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.

NRDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. The operating authorities of each of the respective Respondents
as identified in "Appendix A" attached hereto, and by reference incorporated
in this Order, be, and hereby are, revoked as of the effective date of this
Order.

2. This Order shall be null and void and the respective case shall
be dismissed by the terms hereof as to any such Respondent who files the
required Certificate of Insurance and/or Tariff or pays the required Issuance
Fee prior to the effective date of this Nrder.

3. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

4, As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to

be served upon the parties), or unless such Decision is stayed within such

20



time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision
shall become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions

of 115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

(ot ) Sodie

Examiner




(Decision No. 83918)

"APPENDIX A"

NAME AND ADDRESS

Mountain States Towing Co., Inc.
5285 Newport Street
Commerce City, CO 80022

Eddie Rubio
P.0. Box 27
La Junta, CO 81050

Royal M. Griffin
6960 Colorado Boulevard
Commerce City, CO 80022

Herb Cromer
608 Cook Drive
Fort Collins, Colorado

William D, and Bonnie Colson
dba William D. Colson

3732 G 4/10 Road

Palisade, CO 81526

Gary B. Coleman
Route 1, Box 747
Delta, CO 81416

Claire S, Chamberlin and Bill
H. Smith

dba Chamberlin & Smith Const, Co.

11994 East Virginia Drive
Aurora, CO 80010

Marius Mark Faidy
620 Columbia
Delta, CO 81416

Mel Provost
Route 1, Box 27
Avondale, CO 81022

Albert Petty
Box 63
Hamilton, CO 81638

Lawrence G. Petersen

dba Petersen Trucking Co.
Box 67

Flagler, CO 80815

Frank H. Southway

dba Frank H. Southway Co.
2620 Hawk Street

Denver, CO 80221

James A. Starr

dba Northstarr Equipment Rental
Box 1324

Montrose, CO 81401

APPLICATION NO.

25343-PP-Tfr.

25956-PP

26125-PP

25125-PP

25318-PP

25828-PP

25618-PP

25111-PP

25885-PP

25903-PP

25520-PP

25762-PP

25814-PP

CASE NO.

1-App.

2-App.

3-App.

4-App.

5-App.

6-App.

7-App.

9-App.

10-App.

11-App.

12-App.

13-App.

14-App.



NAME AND ADDRESS

Porfirio R. Martinez
Box 718
Pagosa Springs, CO 81147

Paul F. Russell
422 South Cedar Street
Colorado Springs, CO 80903

Cecil Byron McLeod
P.0. Box 251
Colorado City, CO 81019

John A. McRoy
715 South Townsend
Montrose, CO 81401

A.M.W. Construction Trucking, Inc.
Route 2, Box 470
Delta, CO 81416

Elias Alex Hernandez
dba Brush Cab Service
1702 Edison Street
Brush, CO 80723

Willijam D. Vine

dba Bi11 Vine Trucking

Route 1, 15521 Telluride Street
Brighton, CO 80601

~ Powderhorn Ski Corp.
P.0. Box 1265
Grand Junction, CO 81501

Ephraim W. Martin
P.0. Box 367
Ault, CO 80610

Donald P. Snodgrass

dba Durango Construction Company
P.0. Box 1826

Durango, CO 81301

Standley H. Scott
dba Scott Farms
Route 3, Box 44
Brighton, CO 80601

Mark L. Bellamy

dba Royal Gorge Flying Service
P.0. Box 287

Florence, CO 81226

Bee-Gee and Assoc. Const. Co.
601 South Lincoln
Loveland, CO 80537

11

APPLICATION NO.

25124-PP

25879-PP

26145-PP

25629-PP

25368-PP

25026

25692-PP

25234

25558-PP

25624-PP-Tfr,

26418-PP

26306

26216-PP

CASE NO.

15-App.

17-App.

19-App.

20-App.

21-App.

22-App.

23-App.

25-App.

26-App.

29-App.

31-App.

33-App.

34-App.



NAME AND ADDRESS

K. M. Wertsbaugh
701 East Street
Salida, CO 81201

Norman Forshee

dba Timberlake Construction

P.0. Box 828
Steamboat Springs, CO

John Edward Wilkerson
P.0. Box 702
Cedaredge, CO 81413

Donald Hurtado
3414 Gilpin Street
Denver, CO 80205

Virgil A. Gates
731 Yampa Avenue
Craig, CO 81625

Eusebio Martinez
6201 Ivy Street

80477

Commerce City, CO 80022

Vences A. Trujillo
P.0. Box 362

533 Hurt Street
Center, CO 81125

Fouret Bros. Garage & Taxi

Service, Inc.
137 West First Street
Trinidad, CO 81082

James & Sons, Inc.
P.0. Box 3387
Durango, CO 81301

APPLICATION NO.

25748-PP

25935-PP

25646-PP

26213-PP

25909-PP

26308-PP-Ext.

26351-PP

25670-Ext.

26300-PP-Tfr,

CASE NO.

35-App.

36-App.

37-App.

38-App.

39-App.

43-App.

48-App.

50-App.

51-App.



(Decision No. 83919)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
HARRY J. HUMPHRYES, DOING BUSINESS

AS "A ASH & TRASH," 783 SOUTH CORONA,
DENVER, COLORADO, FOR TEMPORARY AUTH-
ORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CON-
TRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27025-PP-TA
ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY AUTHORITY

R L —_—

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is an immediate and urgent need for the motor
carrier service described in the Appendix attached hereto, and that there is no
carrier service available capable of meeting such need.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant(s) named in the caption above be granted
temporary authority for a period of 180 days commencing as of the day and date
hereof to engage in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the
extent and in the manner set forth in the Appendix attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced until all
requirements have been met and notice in writing has been received from the
Commission that compliance has been effected and service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING THE 30th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

é%/

Commissionérs



Appendix
Decision No. 83919
October 30, 1973

A Ash & Trash

Transportation of

Ash, trash, and other refuse

From Natkin & Company located at 2700 So. Zuni Street, 2800 So. Zuni
Street, and 2820 So. Zuni Street, Englewood, Colorado, to such locations
where the same may be lawfully delivered or disposed of.

RESTRICTION: This temporary authority is restricted to rendering trans-
portation service for only Natkin & Company, Englewood, Colorado.



(Decision No. 83920)
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN RE THE MATTER OF MOTOR VEHICLE )
COMMON AND CONTRACT CARRIERS ) RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
LISTED ON "APPENDIX A" HERETO, ) CHRISTIAN 0. IGENBERGS,
) EXAMINER
Respondents. )

- e wm e wm e e mm e

Appearances: dJohn A. Hurt, Denver, Colorado,
of the Staff of the Commission.

STATEMENT

Each of the cases listed on the attached "Appendix A" was insti-
tuted by Notice of Hearing and Order to Show Cause duly issued pursuant to
law by the Secretary of the Commission and served upon the respective
Respondents on July 2, 1973. The matters were duly called for hearing pur-
suant to such notice on Monday, July 16, 1973, at 10 a.m. in the Commission
Hearing Room, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado, by Christian 0. Igenbergs.

None of the Respondents listed in "Appendix A" hereto appeared
at the hearing. However, since the date of the hearing, the respective
carriers, although belatedly, have complied with the Commission's request
and have filed with the Commission the necessary documents, the lack of such
filing having been the reason for the show cause cases in the first instance.
In other words, all the necessary documents which the carriers cited before
the Commission had to file are on file now in accordance with the Public
Utilities Law of this state and the rules and regulations of this Commission.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Christian 0. Igenbergs now
transmits herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this pro-
ceeding, together with a written recommended decision which contains his
findings of fact and conclusions thereon, together with the recommended

order or requirement.



FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found as
fact that:

1. The records and files of the Commission do disclose that the
necessary documents, as listed in "Appendix A" hereto and by reference in-
corporated hereinto, are now on file with the Commission in full compliance
with the Public Utilities Law of this state and the rules and regulations
of this Commission.

CONCLUSIONS-ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid findings of fact, it is concluded that:

1. The carriers listed in "Appendix A" should be admonished
and directed to file the necessary documents as requested by this Commis-
sion timely and in accordance with the rules and regulations of this Com-
mission.

2. The cases as listed in "Appendix A" should be dismissed.

3. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-
mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.

ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. The carriers listed in "Appendix A" hereto be, and hereby
are, admonished and directed to pay strict attention to the requirements
as contained in the rules and regulations of this Commission with respect
to the filing of the necessary documents.

2. The cases as listed in "Appendix A" hereto be, and hereby
are, dismissed.

3. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day 1t
becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

4. As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file

exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
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after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to
be served upon the parties), or unless such Decision is stayed within such
time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision
shall become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions

of 115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

,./"/%rd%.iu i j‘j?-"" L_Lg s &L
. ExaQiﬁer !f

rw/js




(Decision No, 83920)

"APPENDIX A"

NAME AND ADDRESS APPL. NO. REQUIREMENTS CASE NO.
AA Taxicab Co., Inc. 25916 Cargo Ins., 8-App.
206 Court Street DA & Issuance
Pueblo, CO 81003 Fee
Otho Wykert, Marvin R.  25412-PP Cargo Ins. 18-App.
Weber, Ray G. Wadlington,
and Robert C. Quam, dba
Y R Bar Trucking
Route 1, Box 29
Ault, CO 80610
Tony, Paul & Tony Lee 25976-PP Cargo Ins., 30-App.
Sefcovic, dba Tony Tariff, COD,
Sefcovic & Sons Issuance Fee
Route 2, Box 280
Pueblo, CO 81004
Weitzel & Sons Exca- 26439-PP-Tfr. PLPD & Cargo 44-App
vating, Inc. Ins.
225 South Taft Hill
Fort Collins, CO 80521
Reyher Enterprises, Inc. 26533-PP Cargo Ins., 45-App.
Box 15 Tariff, COD,
McClave, CO 81057 Issuance Fee,

DA
Bonanza Moving & Storage 26111-Tfr. PLPD, Cargo, 49-App.
Co., Inc. and DA, Tariff,
4585 Ironton Street 26112-Tfr, COD, Acceptance
Denver, CO 80239 of Transfer,

Equipment List,

Annual and

Terminating

Report filed by
Transferor



(Decision No. 83921)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

& * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
EDWIN W. HENION AND EVELYN L. HENION,
DOING BUSINESS AS "YUM YUM BOX TRASH
REMOVAL," P. 0. BOX 68, WINTER PARK,
COLORADO, FOR A CERTIFICATE OF PUB-
LIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY TO
OPERATE AS A COMMON CARRIER BY

MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE.

APPLICATION NO. 26805
ORDER DISMISSING APPLICATION

e S S St N e S S

- . = m e W wm m W =

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On July 10, 1973, the above-captioned application was filed with
the Commission.
On October 23, 1973, Applicant's attorney Ernest Porter, filed
with the Commission a letter requesting that the application be dismissed.
ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

Application No. 26805 be, and hereby is, dismissed.
This Order shall be effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 26th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners

Jjs



(Decision NO. 83922)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
COLORADO OFFICE SERVICES, INC., FOR

g APPLICATION NO. 26764

A CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE ; ORDER VACATING HEARING AND
)
)

AND NECESSITY AUTHORIZING OPERATION DISMISSING APPLICATION
AS A COMMON CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE
FOR HIRE.

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On June 19, 1973, the above-styled application was filed with the
Commission.

On October 1, 1973, said Application was set for hearing on Wednes-
day, November 7, 1973, at 10 a.m. in the Hearing Room of the Commission,
500 Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado.

Applicant's Attorney, John J. Conway, on October 23, 1973, filed
a Motion to Dismiss Application without prejudice.

Considering the Motion received from Applicant's attorney, it
appears proper to the Commission that the hearing scheduled for November 7, 1973,
be vacated and the application dismissed.

ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. The hearing scheduled on Application No. 26764 for Wednesday,
November 7, 1973, at 10 a.m. in the Hearing Room of the Commission, 500

Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado, be vacated.



2. Application No. 26764 be, and hereby is, dismissed, without
prejudice.

This Order shall be effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 26th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

G2 z,,f.,,/zj/
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Commissiéners
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(Decision No. 83923)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION OF
PROPOSED CHANGES IN RATES OF MOUNTAIN
STATES TELEPHONE AND TELEGRAPH COM-
PANY, 930 - 15TH STREET, DENVER,
ﬁOLOR?DO, FILED UNDER ADVICE LETTER
0. 919.

INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION
DOCKET NO. 817

ORDER SUSPENDING EFFECTIVE DATE OF
RATES AND NOTICE OF HEARING

e S N S St
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STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

Mountain States Telephone and Telegraph Company, on October 2,
1973, filed with this Commission its Advice Letter No. 919, Colorado PUC
No. 5 - Telephone, accompanied by 53 tariff sheets as more fully described
therein and reference to which is hereby made. The stated purpose of this
filing is to increase telephone revenues by approximately $119.200 annually.

The proposed rates would become effective on thirty (30) days'
notice or on November 1, 1973, unless suspended by the Commission.

As a3 result of the notice to the customers, the Commission has
received a singie protest t-cm Western Union the customer of the Compan}
who will be affected cbjecting by the proposed increase. The Commission
has decided on its own moticn tc suspend the effective date of said tele-
phone tariffs for a period of one hundred twenty (120) days or until March
1, 1974, unless otherwise ordered by the Commission, and to hold a hearing
in regard thereto as set forth in the Order below.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. The effective date of the tariff sheets filed by Mountain

States Telephone and Telegraph Company, Denver, Cclorado, on October 2.



1973, under Advice Letter No. 919, be., and hereby is, suspended for the
period of one hundred twenty (120) days or until March 1, 1974 or until
further order of the Commission. The tariff sheets involved are more
fully described in said Advice Letter which is incorporated herein by
refe-ence.
2. The matter be, and hereby is, set for hearing as follows:
TIME: 10:00 AM.
DATE:  November 28, 1973
PLACE: Hearing Room
Cclumbine Building
1845 Sherman Street
Denver, Colorado
3. Notice be. and hereby is, given of the hearing in this
matter as stated above.
4. This Order shall be effective forthwith.
5. DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 26th day of Octcber, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




(Decision No. 83924)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

- * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE RULES OF THE ) CASE NO. 5320
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF COLORADO REGULATING THE
SERVICE OF ELECTRIC UTILITIES
WITHIN THE STATE OF COLORADO.

IN THE MATTER OF THE RULES OF THE
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF COLORADO REGULATING THE
SERVICE OF GAS UTILITIES WITHIN
THE STATE OF COLORADO.

CASE NO, 5321

IN THE MATTER OF THE RULES OF THE
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF COLORADO REGULATING THE
SERVICE OF WATER UTILITIES WITHIN
THE STATE OF COLORADO.

CASE NO. 5322

IN THE MATTER OF THE RULES OF THE
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE
STATE OF COLORADO REGULATING THE
SERVICE OF TELEPHONE UTILITIES
WITHIN THE STATE OF COLORADO.

CASE NO. 5323
SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER
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STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT
BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 23, 1973, the Commission entered Decision No. 83913
in Case No. 5320. The title of said Order incorrectly reads as follows:

“ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR STAY OF PORTION OF COMMISSION
DECISION NO. 83551 ENTERED IN CASE NO. 5323".

The title, in fact, should have stated the case number as "5320".
In view of the above and foregoing, the Commission states and
finds that Decision No. 83913 should be amended as set forth in the

following Order.



ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. The title in Decision No. 83913 be, and the same hereby is,

amended nunc pro tunc as of October 23, 1973, by changing the title to

read as follows:

"ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR STAY OF PORTION OF COMMISSION
DECISION NO. 83551 ENTERED IN CASE NO. 5320."

2. That except as herein amended, Decision No. 83913 shall

remain in full force and effect.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 26th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioner

JS
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(Decision No. 83925)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION ) APPLICATION NO. 27075
OF NORTHERN NATURAL GAS COMPANY )
FOR AN ORDER AUTHORIZING IT TO PUT ) ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
INTO EFFECT EMERGENCY GAS RATE ) AUTHORIZING TARIFF FILING
ADJUSTMENTS. ) ON LESS THAN STATUTORY NOTICE

October 26, 1973

= = o= m ™ = W = o=

STATEMENT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 24, 1973, Pecples Natural Gas Division of Northern
Natural Gas (Peoples), a Delaware Corporation and utility subject to the
jurisdiction of this Commission, filed the above application seeking
authorization of the Commission, without formal hearing, and on less
than thirty (30) days' statutory notice, to file an emergency gas rate
adjustment to its existing natural gas rates now on file with the
Commission.

The gas tariffs sought to be filed on Tess than statutory notice
of thirty (30) days are proposed to be filed to become effective on not
less than one (1) day's notice and would result in increases in Peoples'
retail gas revenues amounting to approximately $15,471 annually.

Applicant obtains its gas supply for the Towns of Cortez,

Delores and Mancos, Montezuma County, and in areas surrounding Durango,
Colorado, from E1 Paso Natural Gas Company, which company has filed an
application with the Federal Power Commission seeking an increase in its
rates for natural gas sold to Peoples Natural Gas Division and others per
provisions of its Purchased Gas Adjustment Clause as approved by the Federal
Power Commission (Docket No. RP72-154). Applicant will be obligated to pay

such increased rates effective on and after October 1, 1973.



The above increase in rates of E1 Paso Natural Gas Company is
estimated to increase the annual cost of gas purchased by Applicant from
E1 Paso Natural Gas Company by approximately $20,007, based on volumes
purchased through August 31, 1973. Of this total increase, $5,271 is
attributable to Applicant's special contract customer, Montezuma P1ywood
Company, leaving $14,736 attributable to remaining customers. Applicant
will recover the $5,271 gas purchase cost increase from Montezuma P1ywood
Company pursuant to contract. Applicant proposes to increase jts rates
to remaining customers to recover the increase of $14,736 in the cost of
gas brought about by the increased rates of E1 Paso Natural Gas Company.

Peoples' natural gas rates presently on file with this Commission
produced revenues which result in an approximate rate of return to Peoples
of 8.49 percent for the year ended June 30, 1973, as more fully shown in
Exhibit A attached to the application.

Peoples' proposed emergency gas rate adjustment to rates E, E-1,
H and I is contained in Exhibit B to its application,

Peoples further states that in the event the E1 Paso Natural
Gas Company should subsequently refund to Peoples, all or part of its
increase in rates, Peoples will refund to its customers the applicable
amount of any refund so received in such manner as shall be approved by
this Commission.

FINDINGS OF FACT

The Commission finds that the application herein will increase
Peoples' gas rates by an amount calculated to produce, on an annual basis,
additional revenue which, together with an amount which will be recovered
by Peoples' from Montezuma Plywood Company pursuant to contract, is sub-
stantially equivalent to the total of the annual increase in the cost of

gas to be purchased by Peoples from E1 Paso Natural Gas Company and the

0



increased franchise taxes resulting from the pass-along of the increased
E1 Paso Natural Gas Company rates; and that good cause having been shown
therefor, Peoples should be authorized to file the tariffs contained in
Exhibit B to become effective upon one (1) day's notice.
The following Order should be entered.
ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

Applicant, Peoples Natural Gas Division of Northern Natura! Gas
Company be, and hereby is, authorized to file to become effective upon not
less than one (1) day's notice, the tariff provisions shown in Exhibit B
attached to the application, which exhibit is hereby made a part hereof
by reference, provided however, that all rates to be filed shall be rounded
to the nearest tenth of a cent.

This Order shall be effective forthwith,

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 26th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissicner

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZABVENGO DISSENTS

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO DISSENTING:

I respectfully dissent.
The Applicant, Peoples Natural Gas Division of Norinern Natural
Gas Company, is being authorized, inter alia, "toc file to become effective

upon not less than one day's notice.," a tariff which provides fur increases



in retail gas rates of approximately $15,470 annually (1) without

hearing; (2) without evidence of good cause shown for less than thirty

(30) days® notice as required by law;, (3) upon a notice which. in additicn
to its impropriety because of its reduced periocd, is not a good, sufficient
or reasonable notice to interested parties: and (4) without guod and
sufficient evidence before the Commission to support the authorization

of such increases.

Good and sufficient evidence is not befcre the Commissicn upon
which it can be determined whether or not Applicant can absorb the increase,
nr some part thereof, and still retain a fair rate of return,

To approve such increase under the circumstances to offset
increases in wholesale costs to Applicant destroys incentive on the part
of the Applicant tc resist by whatever means pussibie increases in whoiesale
costs and encourages the whoiesaler to seek fuither increases.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADOC

F WY O L AL
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(Decision No. 83926)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

® * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF)
CHELSEY SHULTS, 8318 CHARLES WAY, ) APPLICATION NO. 27076-PP-ETA
DENVER, COLORADO, FOR EMERGENCY )

TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A) ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR; AUTHORITY

VEHICLE.

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 30th day of  October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

S 7—414—2/
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Comm1ssiQrers




Appendix
Decision No. 83926
October 30, 1973

Chelsey Shults

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad leading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 100 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83927)
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN RE THE MATTER OF GOLDEN EAGLE ) CASE NO. 40-App.
TRANSPORTATION CO., INC., P.O. )
BOX 654, VAIL, COLORADO, 81657, ) RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
) CHRISTIAN 0. IGENBERGS,
Respondent. ) EXAMINER

Appearances: Hans Weibel, Vail, Colorado,
pro se;
John A. Hurt, Denver, Colorado,
of the Staff of the Commission.
STATEMENT

This proceeding was instituted by Notice of Hearing and Order to
Show Cause duly issued pursuant to law by the Secretary of the Commission
and served upon the Respondent on July 2, 1973, because said Respondent had
failed to file with the Commission the necessary tariffs and evidence of
insurance, all in accordance with the rules and regulations of this Commis-
sion Governing Common Carriers by Motor Vehicle for Hire. The matter was
duly called for hearing pursuant to such notice on Monday, July 16, 1973,
at 10 a,m. in the Commission Hearing Room, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver,
Colorado, by Christian 0, Igenbergs, assigned by the Commission as Examiner
in this proceeding.

Hans Weibel, a resident of Vail, Colorado, and president of the
Respondent carrier appeared at the hearing pro se.

At the conclusion of the hearing, the subject matter was taken
under advisement.

On August 20, 1973, Stewart H. Brown, attorney for the Respondent
carrier, filed with this Commission a pleading entitled "PETITION TO STAY
ORDER OF REVOCATION OR ALTERNATIVELY PETITION TO REINSTATE AUTHORITY."

Concurrently, Respondent filed with the Commission the necessary tariffs

and informed the Commission that its insurance agent has been instructed



to transmit a Certificate of Insurance as required by the Commission, Said
proof of insurance has since been filed with the Commission.

By the aforesaid pleading, the Respondent carrier prays that
the Order of Revocation, if pending, be stayed, or, in the alternative,
if such Order has been issued, that Petitioner's authority be reinstated.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Christian 0. Igenbergs now
transmits herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this pro-
ceeding, together with a written recommended decision which contains his
findings of fact and conclusions thereon, together with the recommended
order or requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found as
fact that:

1. The records and files of the Commission disclose that the
Respondent carrier presently has on file with the Commission a currently
effective Certificate of Insurance and the necessary tariffs.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid findings of fact, it is concluded that:

1. The carrier should be admonished and directed that in the future
it pay more strict attention to the rules and regulations of this Commis-
sion and make the necessary filings in accordance with said rules and
regulations of the Commission.

2. Case No. 40-App. should be dismissed.

3. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-
mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.

ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Golden Eagle Transportation Co., Inc., P.0. Box 654, Vail,
Colorado, 81657, be, and hereby 1s, admonished and directed to pay strict
attention to the requirements as contained in the rules and regulations of
this Commission with respect to the filing of the necessary documents.

-2-



2. Case No. 40-App. be, and hereby is, dismissed.

3. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

4, As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to
be served upon the parties), or unless such Decision is stayed within such
time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision shall
become the Decision of. the Commission and subject to the provisions of

115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

-
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(Decision No. 83928)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
HENRY LINDEMANN AND DOROTHY C.
LINDEMANN, DOING BUSINESS AS "H & L
RUBBISH REMOVAL," 4320 SOUTH HURON,
ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO, FOR AN ORDER
AUTHORIZING APPLICANTS TO EXTEND
THEIR CERTIFICATE PUB NO. 3742.

APPLICATION NO. 26872-Extension

ORDER OF THOMAS M. McCAFFREY,
EXAMINER, CONTINUING HEARING

e Nl e e VP N

Appearances: Valjean H. McCurdy, Esq.,
Arvada, Colorado, for
Applicants;

William A. Wilson, Esq.,

Denver, Colorado, for
Colorado Disposal, Inc.,
and U. S. Disposal System,
Inc., Protestants.

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE EXAMINER:

Pursuant to notice the above-titled matter was called for hearing
on Tuesday, October 16, 1973, at 10 a.m. in the Hearing Room of the Commis-
sion, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado. As a preliminary matter,
counsel for Commerce Refuse Disposal and Best-Way Disposal, both Protestants
of record, moved that these firms be changed of record to the name of U. S.
Disposal System, Inc., into which corporation both of these Protestants have
now merged. Said Motion was granted by the Examiner. Also as a preliminary
matter, counsel for Applicant advised that Mr. Vern A. Vanzant, City Planner
for the City and County of Denver, who had been issued a Subpoena by the
Commission to attend this hearing, was unable to appear because of illness.
Applicants moved to continue the hearing after presentation of evidence so
as to allow Mr. Vanzant the opportunity to testify. The examiner reserved
ruling on the motion, and Applicants proceeded to present testimony and other

evidence. A1l Applicants' witnesses testified except Mr. Vanzant, and upon



conclusion of testimony, the Examiner granted the Motfon to Continue the
hearing. Upon concurrence by all parties present, the matter was continued
to Wednesday, November 21, 1973, at 2 p.m. in the Hearing Room of the Com-
mission, Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado, so as
to allow Applicants to present the testimony of Mr. Vern A. Vanzant and to
allow Protestants herein an opportunity to present evidence.

ORDER
THE EXAMINER ORDERS THAT: |

1. Application No. 26872-Extension, being the application of
Henry Lindemann and Dorothy C. Lindemann, doing business as "H & L Rubbish
Removal," 4320 South Huron Street, Englewood, Colorado, for an order
authorizing extension of authority under Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necessity PUC No. 3742, be, and hereby is, continued for further hearing
on Wednesday, November 21, 1973, at 2 p.m. in the Hearing Room of the Com-
mission, 500 Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado, so
as to allow Protestant to present testimony by Mr. Vern A. Vanzant and to
allow Protestants Colorado Disposal and U. S. Disposal System, Inc., the
opportunity to present evidence.

2. This Order shall become effective forthwith.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

7 did




(Decision No. 83929)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* x *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
TOMMY J. SIMMONS, 2009 GAYLORD, ) APPLICATION NO. 27036-PP
DENVER, COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO )

OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT g

CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e
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IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2), that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there 1s a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance
have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973.
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

/

Commiss1op€ers



Appendix
Decision No. 83929
November 2, 1973

Tommy J. Simmons

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted belaw.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad 1oading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 50 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83930)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* x *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
ROGER L. PETERS, DOING BUSINESS AS
"PETERS ENTERPRISES," BOX 119, BYERS,
COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO OPERATE
AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY
MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27039-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e et S e e

T

__________

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise particivate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there 1s a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will 1mpair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named 1n the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance

have been filed by the aforesaid Appl!icant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissjdners



Appendix
Decision No. 83930
November 2, 1973

Peters Enterprises

Transportation of

(1)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobhs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colarado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Adgainst the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 100 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83931)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
EDWARD F. HIMES, DOING BUSINESS AS
"HIMES TRUCKING," 7025 NEWPORT,
COMMERCE CITY, COLORADO, FOR AUTH-
ORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B"
CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27048-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

- e hm e e mm e e e
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IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2), that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there i1s a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth i1n the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance

have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners



Appendix
Decision No. 83931
November 2, 1973

Himes Trucking

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Acgainst the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 50 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83932)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* " *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
ELMER A. WARD, 424 MOUNT VIEW LANE,

; APPLICATION NO. 27058-PP
FOUNTAIN, COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO g
)

OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

- e wm e e e e e

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2), that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there 1s a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named 1n the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth i1n the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer 1list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance
have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

A Rl

4§

Commissigrers
~



Appendix
Decision No. 83932
November 2, 1973

Elmer A. Ward

Transportation of

(1)

(3)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below,

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jpobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Acgainst the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radijus
of 150 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83933)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* " *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
JIM L. DRY, 204 NO. 22ND STREET,
COLORADO SPRINGS, COLORADO, FOR
AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B"
CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27059-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e S S S S

——————————

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2), that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter 1s one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there 1s a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named 1n the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth i1n the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance

have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day ot November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

ﬂ%

Commiigjpné?s



Appendix
Decision No. 83933
November 2, 1973

Jdim L. Dry

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the desianated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 50 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83934)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* x *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
NORMA E. WORLEY, DOING BUSINESS AS
"STOCKMAN'S HAY AND GRAIN CENTER,"

)

)

) APPLICATION NO. 27062-PP
2305 BUSCH AVE., COLORADO SPRINGS, ;

)

)

COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
A CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR
VEHICLE.

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there i1s a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth i1n the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance
have been filed by the aforesaid Aoplicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of  November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

R

Yo

4

Commissfoners



Appendix
Decision No. 83934
November 2, 1973

Stockman's Hay and Grain Center

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the desiagnated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 200 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83935)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
WALTER D. WHEELER AND LINDA JEAN )
WHEELER, DOING BUSINESS AS "DIAMOND ) APPLICATION NO. 27069-PP
TRUCKING," 328 3RD STREET, BOX 553, )

STEAMBOAT SPRINGS, COLORADO, FOR ) ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" g

CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

- e wm e o m m m  w=
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IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer 1ist, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance
have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of  November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

s

Commissionérs



Appendi x
Decision No. 83935
November 2, 1973

Diamond Trucking

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Sand, aqravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processina plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado ta roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 100 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83936)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: APPLICATION BY COLORADO MOTOR
TARIFF BUREAU, INC., FOR AND ON

BEHALF OF PARTICIPATING CARRIERS IN
CMTB TARIFF NO. 12-B, COLORADO PUC

)

|

) APPLICATION NO. 27078
NO. 19, TO ADVANCE THE EFFECTIVE }

DATE OF INCREASE AMENDMENT NO. 30,
PRESENTLY SCHEDULED TO BECOME
EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER 2, 1973.

----------------

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS

BY THE COMMISSION:

On the date of October 4, 1973, the Colorado Motor Tariff
Bureau, Inc., for and on behalf of the participating carriers in Tariff
No, 12-B, Colorado PUC No, 19, filed an application for permission to
advance the effective date of Amendment No. 30, to become effective on
5 days' notice.

Said amendment has the effect of increasing the minimum
charges by sixteen (16%) percent; Class and Commodity Rates through
5000 pounds by fifteen (15%) percent and Class and Commodity Rates
over 5000 pounds by ten (10%) percent, and was filed on October 3,
1973, with a scheduled effective date of November 2, 1973.

The Commission finds that no good cause having been shown
therefor, the application for a shortening the notice should be denied.
ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1, That Application No. 27078 herein, be, and it hereby is,

denied.



2. That this Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING this 26th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

%Zé%;/

CoMmissioners



(Decision No. 83937)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
ENIS P. BAUDINO, ADMINISTRATRIX OF )
THE ESTATE OF ANGELO BAUDINO, DECEASED, g
DOING BUSINESS AS "BAUDINO TRANSFER," APPLICATION NO. 26917-Transfer
P. 0. BOX 525, AGUILAR, COLORADO, FOR
AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER ALL RIGHT, TITLE,

AND INTEREST IN AND TO CERTIFICATE OF

PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC )

NO. 419 AND 419-1 TQ ENIS P. BAUDINO, )
DOING BUSINESS AS "BAUDINO TRANSFER," )

P. 0. BOX 525, AGUILAR, COLORADO. )

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

- e e o o wm owm e om

Appearances: Carmel A. Garlutzo, Esq., Trinidad,
Colorado, for Applicants.

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above

entitled application has been given pursuant $o CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2)3
that no protest, objection or petition to intervene or otherwise parti-
cipate in the proceeding has been filed by any person within the time
prescribed and that the herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and
unopposed; and that pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter
is one which may properly be determined without the necessity of a formal
oral hearing.

AND 1T FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted

amply warrants approval of the transfer as hereinafter ordered;

WE FIND, That the financial standing of the Transferee has been
satisfactorily established and that the transfer is compatible with the
public interest;

AND WE FURTHER FIND, That Transferee is fit, willing and able

to properly engage in bona fide motor carrier operations under the authority
to be transferred.

An appropriate order will be entered.



IT IS ORDERED, That Applicants named in the caption above be
authorized to transfer all right, title and interest in and to Certifi-
cate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 419 and 419-1, as
granted by Commissfon Decision No. 2554 dated September 27, 1929, subject
to encumbrances, if any, against said authority approved by this Commission.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said transfer shall become effective

only if and when, but not before, said Transferor and Transferee have ad-
vised the Commission in writing that said Certificate has been formally
assigned, and that said parties have accepted, and in the future will comply
with, the conditicns and requirements of this Order, to be by them or either
of them, kept and performed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the tariff of rates, rules, and regu-

lations of Transferor shall, upon proper adoption notice, become and remain
those of Transferee until changed according to law and the rules and regula-
tions of thiz Commission.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the right of Transferee to operate

under this Order shall be dependent upon compliance with all present and
future laws and rules and regulations of the Commission, and the filing by
Transferor of del inguent reports, if any, covering operations under said
Certificate up to the time of transfer.

AND IT 15 FURTHER ORDERED, That this Order shall become effective

twenty-one days from the day and date hereof.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 26th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

= ’L&V/QZ}/

Egmm€§sioners
did



(Decision No. 83938)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
MIDTOWN HOSPITAL ASSOCIATION, INC.,
1601 EAST 19TH AVENUE, DENVER,
COLORADO, FOR A CLASS "B" PERMIT TO
OPERATE AS A CONTRACT CARRIER BY
MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE.

e e e e e

*

APPLICATION NO. 26620-PP

RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
THOMAS M. McCAFFREY, EXAMINER

DISMISSING APPLICATION

Appearances: Lawrence Levin, Esq.,

Denver, Colorado,
for Applicant;

Walter M. Simon, Esq.,

Denver, Colorado,

for Yellow Cab, Inc.,

Protestant;

Edward T. Lyons, Jr., Esq.,

Robert G. Shepherd, Jr., Esqg., and

Thomas J. Burke, Jr., Esq.,
Denver, Colorado, for
Purolator Courier Corporation,
doing business as "Purolator
Courier Corp. and Colorado
Armored Service Company,"

Protestant.

PROCEDURE AND RECORD

On May 1, 1973, Midtown Hospital Association, Inc., the

Applicant herein, filed the above-titled application with this Commission

requesting authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor

vehicle for hire for the transportation services as specifically set forth

in said application.

Applicant requested temporary authority for the interim period

prior to the granting of permanent authority, and on May 18, 1973, in

Decision No. 82998, was granted such temporary authority by the Commission.



The Commission assigned Docket No. 26620-PP to the application
for permanent authority and gave due notice in accordance with the pro-
visions of 115-6-8(2), CRS 1963, as amended.

On May 11, 1973, the protests of Yellow Cab, Inc., and Colorado
Cartage Company, Inc., doing business as "Coloradc Armored Service Company,"
were filed with the Commission.

Pursuant to law, the Commission assigned the application to
Christian 0. Igenbergs, Examiner, for the purpose of conducting a hearing,
and, after due and proper notice to all interested persons, firms, or corpo-
rations. set the application for hearing to be held in the Hearing Room of
the Commissicn, 500 Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado.
on Wednesday, June 20, 1973, at 10 a.m, The hearing was held at the
scheduled time and place. As a preliminary matter, Protestant Colorado
Cartage Company, Inc., doing business as "Colorado Armored Service Company,"
moved to substitute in its stead Purolator Courier Corp., doing business
as "Purolator Courier Corp. and Colorado Armored Service Company." This
moticn was based upon a Commission Decision which was issued subsequent to
the initial filing of the protest by Colorado Cartage Company, Inc.. doing
business as "Colorado Armored Service Company." There being no objection
to such substitution, the motion was granted by the Examiner,

Exhibits 1 through 19, inclusive, were offered and admitted into
evidence, Official notice was taken of "Attachment 5," which was filed as
an attachment to the application, and the Notice of the instant application
issued by the Commission on May 7, 1973, The parties were granted permission,
if they so desire, to file Post-Hearing Briefs. The Briefs of Applicant and

Protestant Purolator Courier Corp. were duly filed.



At the close of Applicant's case, Protestant Purolator Courier
Corp.. doing business as "Purolator Courier Corp. and Colorado Armored
Service Company," moved to dismiss the application on the grounds that
the Applicant failed to establish a prima facie case. The Motion to
Dismiss was taken under advisement to be ruled upon in the Recommended
Decision, At the conclusion of all testimony and presentation of
evidence, the subject matter was taken under advisement.

Examiner Christian 0. Igenbergs in Decision No. 83590, issued
August 27, 1973, set the application for further hearing in the Hearing
Room of the Commission, 500 Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman Street,
Denver, Colorado, on Tuesday, September 25, 1973, at 10 a.m. for the
purpose of allowing Applicant the opportunity to present oral testimony and
exhibits with respect to the financial position of the Applicant and the
pclicy or intended use of Applicant's services by the proposed hospital
customers, as well as to allow Protestants the opportunity to cross-
examine and present such additional evidence as they may desire. On Sept-
ember 12, 1973, Examiner Igenbergs became seriously i11 and unable to con-
ciude his duties in this matter. The Chairman of the Commission, pursuant
to 115-6-1(2), CRS 1963, as amended, did on September 25, 1973, designate
Examiner Thomas M. McCaffrey to serve temporarily until the Commission
orders ctherwise in place of Examiner Igenbergs in this matter. Pursuant
to such designation, Examiner McCaffrey called the application for additional
hearing at the time and place specified in Decision No. 83590, at which
time the above-listed counsel for Applicant and Thomas J. Burke, Jr., Esq.,
entered his appearance on behalf of the attorneys of record for Protestant
Purclator Courier Corp. Neither Protestant Yellow Cab, Inc., nor anycne on

its behalf appeared in this additional hearing.



Because of various difficulties in proceeding with an additional
hearing on this application, including a disagreement between Applicant
and the appearing Protestant as to testimony, if any, to be taken in this
additional hearing, Applicant and Protestant Purolator Courier Corp.
entered into a Stipulation as to the manner in which further proceedings
would be conducted. It was agreed and stipulated between Applicant and
Purolator Courier Corp. that Applicant would immediately request the complete
transcript of all prior proceedings held before Examiner Christian 0.
Igenbergs, with Applicant to pay all charges for such transcript, which
was to be forwarded to Examiner Thomas M. McCaffrey for review in order
to render his Recommended Decision.

Examiner Thomas M. McCaffrey, having thoroughly reviewed the
transcribed record of this proceeding, together with the exhibits, briefs,
and other matters in the Commission file; now transmits herewith to the
Commission, pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, CRS 1963,
as amended, the record and exhibits of this proceeding, together with a
written recommended decision which contains his findings of fact and con-
clusions thereon, together with the recommended order or requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Frem the entire record herein, the following is found as fact
that:

1. Applicant is a nonprofit corporation duly organized and
existing under the state of Colorado. Applicant corporation was formed to
provide services for hospitals and hospital-oriented firms in the Denver
metropolitan area. Applicant corporation was formed by seven metropclitan
hospitals: St. Luke's Hospital, Children's Hospital, St. Joseph’'s Hospital,
Presbyterian Medical Center, Mercy Hospital, Mount Airy Psychiatric Center;

and Spaulding Rehabilitation Center.



2. Protestant Yellow Cab, Inc., is holder and operator of
Certificztes of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 2204 and 2378, the
exact provisions of which were not introduced into evidence in this pro-
ceeding.

3. Protestant Purolator Courier Corp., doing business as
"Purolator Courier Corp. and Colorado Armored Service Company," is owner
and operator of various Certificates of Public Convenience and Necessity.
which in general conflict with the authority sought in this application.

4. The Commission has jurisdiction over the parties and subject
matter of this proceeding.

5. Applicant does not hold previously granted authority from
this Commission,

6. Applicant by this application seeks a Class "B" permit to
transport blood, blood products, X-ray films and interpretations; mail,
reports, forms, postage meters, laboratory specimens and reports, printing
for the Midtown Hospital Association Print Shop, books and materiais for
area medical libraries. maintenance items, medical/surgical supplies and
equipment, radioisotopes, and medical records between points located within
an area comprised of Denver, Adams, Jefferson, and Arapahce Counties,

7. Applicant in this proceeding presented the testimony of four
public witnesses in support of this application. These were: Mrs, Lucy
Gonzales, receptionist, clerk, and secretary at the St. Luke's Hospital
Laboratory; Mr., Emerson Clark, Lab Supervisor at Children‘s Hospital;
Eimyra Eiliott, Administrative Assistant of the Community Electrccardio~
graph Interpretative Service (CEIS), located at St. Luke's Hospital; and
Mr. Brinley Maclaren, head librarian, Denver Medical Society., No adminis-
trator or other person authorized to enter into a contract for and on behalf
of the proposed customers testified in this hearing., Although the admini-

strators of the seven hospitals which form the Applicant's association are

" -



members of the Applicant's executive committee, and it may logically be
presumed that these administrators do support the application, neither
these administrators nor any person having contractual authority from

the other thirteen proposed customer firms appeared in the hearing to give
testimony and submit to cross-examination by Protestants. Sixteen letters
in support of the application were introduced into evidence in this pro-
ceeding (Exhibits 3a through 3p), but these letters unsupported by oral
testimony are not competent evidence to support this application.

8. There is no substantial evidence in the record of this pro-
ceeding to show that the proposed type of service is sufficiently distinct
from service that may be rendered by other common carriers, and while the
service prouposed to be rendered is somewhat specialized in nature requiring
coordination between the carrier and proposed customers, there is no
evidence tc indicate that such coordination has ever been attempted with
an authorized common carrier, or that Applicant has ever solicited the
services of another carrier except that of Protestant Yellow Cab, Inc,
Indeed, the evidence shows that if the Applicant were granted the requested
contract authority, its transportation services would necessarily be supp-
'emented by another carrier’s services, since, at least as of the time of
hearing, Appiicant was rendering services only between the hours of 9 a.m.
and 5 p.m. Applicant's proposed pilot transportation project, entered as
Exhibit No. 4 herein, indicates that services will be rendered between the
hours of 9 a,m. and 6 p.m., which operating period would still cali for
supplemental services by other carriers because of the urgent nature of

some of the pick ups and deliveries to be made,



Applicant's aforementioned pilot program (Exhibit 4) tends to
place the Applicant in the incongruous position of stating that the pro-
posed service could and would be rendered by a common carrier. On page 1
of Exhibit 4, after stating the reasons for the pilot project, Applicant
states that the pilot project will insure the following:

"a) Collection of enough data in order to give
common carriers a reasonable chance to bid intelli-

gently on the business.

"b) Allow Midtown to gain operational experience
on this project in order to encounter unforeseen problems.

“c) Allow Midtown an opportunity to temporarily
attempt to improve the existing service where it is
presently inadequate.
"d) Allow for some experimental consolidation and

coordination of trips into a routine pickup schedule and

thus reduce costs and unnecessary vehicular traffic in the

area,"
On page 10 of Exhibit 4 in the portijon outlining the timetable for the pro-
gram, it is provided that:

"Phase 2 will last for a maximum of 80 days and during

this period various contract and common carriers will

be asked to bid on the permanent program. Their replies

to the invitation to bid will be analyzed and the pro-

gram will be implemented on a permanent basis at the

termination of this second phase."
This pilot program, as reflected in the testimony of Mr. Timothy L. Long.
Executive Director of the Applicant's firm, has not been modified or
amended., While the Examiner recognizes that the statements contained in
Applicant's pilot program are merely proposals, the record is devoid of
any substantial evidence to show why the above quoted provisions should
be modified or deleted. It is found as fact that Applicant has failed

to prove that the proposed service is in fact contract carriage.



9. Applicant presented no evidence concerning a specific and
definite method of operating the requested authority, and there is no
information of record, other than the proposed pilot program, Exhibit 4,
to show the rates Applicant would charge, or indeed if it is economically
feasible for Applicant to render the proposed services. While the Examiner
realizes that Applicant had only approximately one month prior to the hearing
on this application to operate under its pilot program and thus compile the
necessary data for a detailed operational proposal, it is clear that
Applicant during this period has been unable to follow the guidelines of
the pilot program in establishing the proposed hours of operation, a
scheduled service aided by dispatching equipment, or a reasonable charge
for services rendered. Although the aforesaid pilot program proposes that
a flat rate cf $2 for any services rendered within a 2-mile radius is to be
charged, the tariff, of which the Examiner on his own motion hereby takes
officia! notice, filed with this Commission in accordance with the temporary
authority granted to Applicant, states that the amount to be charged for
this service is to be $1, which is the amount Applicant had been charging
to the date of hearing. Whether this charge reasonably reflects the actual
costs incurred is unknown,

In the aforementioned pilot program (Exhibit 4) Applicant states
that this application has been filed, "in response to requests from member
hospitals to improve the inadequate inter-hospital transportation system
and reduce costs . . . ." Applicant, for the most part, prior to the
granting of temporary authority by this Commission, was utilizing the
services of Protestant Yellow Cab, Inc., and while the evidence indicates
that scheduled service may well reduce costs by reducing the number of
separate pickup delivery services rendered by this Protestant, the
evidence fails to indicate that Applicant is aware of the provisions of
Rule 19 of this Commission's Rules and Regulations Governing Private Carriers

by Motor Vehicle, which states, in pertinent part:



“(a) Every private carrier by motor vehicle

operating in intrastate commerce and competing with

any one or more duly authorized motor vehicle common

carriers shall charge and receive for the transpor-

tation of persons and property not less than the

minimum rates and charges applicable to such private

carriers which shall be fixed from time to time by

the Commission, and said minimum rates and charges

shall not be less than the rates prescribed for

motor vehicle common carriers for substantially the

same or similar service."
As stated in this Rule, Applicant cannot in any event charge less than an
authorized common carrier. Whether Applicant can, since it has not
solicited the services of a common carrier other than Yellow Cab, Inc.,
render the described services as cheaply as an authorized common carrier
is entirely problematical. Applicant admits that the proposed operations
would almost certainly have to be subsidized for a pericd of time by revenue
derived from other aspects of its operations. An assumption, then, that
Applicant's preoposed operation weould result in over-all reduced costs to
the proposed customers, and by inference to the public, is unwarranted,

10. Protestant Purolator Courier Corp.'s Motion to Dismiss
Application No. 26620-PP should be granted for the abovestated reasons.

EXAMINER'S COMMENTS

While 1t may be within the discretion of the Examiner to set
this application for further hearing to take additional evidence, it is
the Examiner’'s firm opinion that it would not; in this case, be procedurally
proper to do so, and the public interest would not be served thereby.
While the evidence of record indicates that utilization of transportation
services other than those presently used by the various hospitals and medical
facilities may be necessary in order to increase efficiency and properly
serve the proposed customers, it is also evident that these varicus medical

facilities have;made nc serious attempt to utilize other services available.



If indeed presently authorized common carriers are unable to adequately
meet the needs of the proposed customers, Applicant should formulate the
most specific operational plan possible and reapply to this Commission
for the necessary authority.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid findings of fact, it is concluded that:

1. Protestant Purolator Courier Corp.'s Motion to Dismiss Appli-
cation No. 26620-PP should be granted on the basis that Applicant has failed
to establish that the proposed service is true contract carriage, has failed
to present substantial evidence as to a specific method of operation, and
has failed to present testimony concerning the economic feasibility of
operating the proposed authority.

2. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-
mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Application No. 26620-PP, being an application of Midtown
Hospital Association, Inc., 1601 East 19th Avenue, Denver, Coiorado, for a
Class "B" permit to operate as a contract carrier by mctor vehicle for hire,
be, and herby 1s, dismissed.

2. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the Decision of the Commission if such be the case, and is entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

3. As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties; who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as the

Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to be served

-10-



upcn the parties), or unless such Decision is stayed within such time
by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision shall
become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions of

115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

11-



(Decision No. 83939)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * i

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION )
OF THE MIDLAND TELEPHONE COMPANY, )
A COLORADO CORPORATION, AND UTAH )
TELEPHONE COMPANY, A UTAH CORPORA- )
TION, FOR AUTHORITY (a) TO ALLOW )
THE MERGER OF THE MIDLAND TELEPHONE )
COMPANY INTO UTAH TELEPHONE COMPANY,)
AND (b) TO CARRY OUT ALL OTHER
TRANSACTIONS IN CONNECTION WITH
SAID MERGER, INCLUDING THE ASSIGN- )
MENT OF CERTIFICATES OF PUBLIC )
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY, IF ANY, )
AND OPERATING RIGHTS AUTHORIZING g
)

APPLICATION NO. 27072

THE CONSTRUCTION AND OPERATION OF
TELEPHONE COMPANIES.

- w = wm wm wm = o W
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STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 23, 1973, Applicants Midland Teiephone Company and
Utah Telephone Company filed Application No. 27072 seeking authorization
of (a) the merger of Midland Telephone Company into Uteh Telephone Company;
and (b) carrying out all other transactions in connection with said merger,
including the assignment of certificates of public convenience and
necessity, if any, and operating rights authorizing the construction and
operation of telephone companies.

On October 24, 1973, said Applicants filed @ Moticn requesting
the Commission to authorize a hearing on the proposed merger of Midland
Telephone Company into Utah Telephone Company on ten (10) days' notice.

The Commission states and finds that good cause exists for the
granting of the within request and concludes that the following Order should

be entered.



ORDER
THE_COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. The Motion filed on October 24, 1973, by Applicants Midiand
Telephone Company and Utah Telephone Company requesting the Commission to
authorize a hearing on the proposed merger of Midland Telephone Company
into Utah Telephone Company on ten (10) days‘' notice, be, and hereby is;
granted.
2. Application No. 27072 be, and hereby is, set for hearing as
follows:
DATE:  November 12, 1973
TIME: 10:00 A.M.
PLACE: Hearing Room
Columbine Building
1845 Sherman Street
Denver, Colorado
This Order shall be effective forthwith,
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 26th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

= Zé:fﬂz?;/
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(Decision No. 83940)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE RULES OF THE )

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE

STATE OF COLORADO REGULATING THE CASE NO. 5321
SERVICE OF GAS UTILITIES WITHIN

THE STATE OF COLORADO.

Appearances: John E. Archibold, Esq., Denver,
Colorado, for the Staff of
the Commission.

PROCEDURE AND RECORD

The above-captioned rule-making proceeding was instituted on the
Commission's own motion on September 11, 1973, by Decision No. 83667. By
said Decision, Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Notice of Hearing were
given to all interested persons, firms, and corporations and the matter was
set for hearing on October 24, 1973 at 10 a.m. in the Commission's Hearing
Room at 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado.

Said notice further provided that any person desiring to intervene
or otherwise become a party shall file appropriate pleadings therefor on or
before the seventh day prior to the hearing. Said notice further provided
that in addition to the proposed Amendment to Rule 18 (b) as set forth
therein, the Commission will consider all suggestions, comments and proposals
filed with the Commission, in writing, at least seven days prior to the hear-
ing. No motions to intervene or otherwise become a party were filed and no
suggestions, comments, or proposals were filed with the Commission.

A hearing was held on October 24, 1973. Exhibit 1, being a copy
of Decision No. 83667, Notice of Proposed Rule Making and Notice of Hearing,
was identified by Mr. Harry A. Galligan, Jr., who testified as a witness on
behalf of the Staff of the Commission. Contained in said Notice of Proposed
Rule Making and Notice of Hearing was proposed Rule 18 (b), the Commission's

Rules Regulating Service of Gas Utilities.



Exhibits 2 through 4 were identified by Mr. Verbon E. Waggoner who
qualified and testified as a witness on behalf of the Staff of the Commission.
Exhibit 2 was a copy of Public Law 90-481 90th Congress, S. 1166, August 12,
1968, generally known as the "Natural Gas Pipeline Safety Act of 1968."
Exhibit 3 was a 1isting, by title, of Amendments 1 through 14 of the "Trans-
portation of Natural and Other Gas by Pipeline; Minimum Safety Standards"
which are contained in Part 192 of Title 49 of the Code of Federal Regulations.
Exhibit 4 is a Federal Register pamphlet compilation of the "Transportation
of Natural and Other Gas by Pipeline; Minimum Safety Stdndards" including
Amendments 1 through 14. Amendments 1 through 14 have been delineated in
Exhibit 4 by arabic numerals in ink, circled. Exhibits 1 through 4 were ad-

mitted into evidence.

FI NDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the Coﬁmission finds that:

1. Pursuant to 5 (a) of the Natural Gas Pipeline Safety Act of
1968, the Commission is qualified as the enforcement agency of gas safety
standards as to persons other than interstate pipelines under the jurisdiction
of the Federal Power Commission, after certification that it has adopted each
federal safety standard applicable to such pipeline facilities and transporta-
tion of gas established under the Natural Gas Pipeline Safety Act of 1968.

2. The Commission presently holds a Section 5 (a) certificate
issued by the Secretary of Transportation %or the year 1973.

3. In order to continue its gas safety program, the Commission must,
if it is to continue to qualify for federal funds pursuant to Section 5 (c) of
the Natural Gas Pipeline Safety Act of 1968, certify to the Secretary of Trans-
portation that i1t has adopted the Federal Minimum Safety Standards, and all
amendments thereto.

4. The Department of Transportation, Office of Pipeline Safety, has
adopted Amendments 1 through 14 to the Minimum Safety Standards with regard to
the transportation of natural and other gas by pipeline, which Amendments are

set forth as follows:



Amendment No. Federal Register

Vol. No. Date
1 35 205 10/21/1970
2 35 220 11/11/1970
3 35 223 11/17/1970
4 36 126 6/30/1971
5 36 176 9/10/1971
6 36 252 12/31/1971
7 37 172 9/2/1972
8 37 192 10/3/1972
9 37 193 10/4/1972
10 37 199 10/13/1972
11 37 200 10/14/1972
12 38 35 2/22/1973
13 38 68 4/10/1973
14 38 109 6/7/1973

5. The Staff of the Commission is capable of enforcing the proposed
Amendment to Rule 18 (b).
CONCLUSIONS 0N FINDINGS 0F FACT

Based upon the findings of fact herein made, the Commission concludes
that:

1. It is in the public interest for the Commission to continue to
qualify as the enforcement agency of gas safety standards as to persons other
than interstate pipelines under the jurisdiction of the Federal Power Commis-
sion.

2. To qualify as the enforcement agency of gas safety standards, as
above delineated, it is necessary, pursuant to the Natural Gas Pipeline Safety
Act of 1968, for the Commission to adopt the Federal Minimum Safety Standards,
as amended.

3. It is in the public interest to adopt proposed Rule 18 (b) which
adopts the Federal Minimum Safety Standards, including Amendments 1 through 14
thereto by reference.

The following Order should be entered.



ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Rule 18 (b) of the Rules Governing Gas Utilities shall be re-

vised to read as follows:

"RULE 18
Construction Requirement.-- * * *

(b) Unless otherwise specified by the Commission,
utilities shall use the Federal Minimum Safety
Standards in part 192 of Title 49, Code of Federal
Regulations as of June 30, 1973, containing the mini-
mum Federal Safety Standards for the transportation
of gas and for pipeline facilities used for this
transportation. These regulations which are made a
part hereof by reference are set forth in detail in
the Federal Register, Volume 35 No. 161 of Wednesday,
August 19, 1970, and subsequent amendments 1 through
14 thereto, which are also made a part hereof by

reference, are published in the Federal Register as

follows:
Amendment No. Federal Register
Vol. No. Date
1 35 205 0/21/1970
2 35 220 11/11/1970
3 35 223 11/17/1970
4 36 126 6/30/1971
5 36 176 9/10/1971
6 36 252 12/31/1971
7 37 172 9/2/1972
8 37 192 10/3/1972
9 37 193 10/4/1972
10 37 199 10/13/1972
11 37 200 10/14/1972
12 38 35 2/22/1973
13 38 68 4/10/1973
14 38 109 6/7/1973"

2. The Federal Register compilation of the transportation of

natural and other gas by pipeline; minimum safety standards, including

amendments 1 through 14, which was introduced as Exhibit 4, be, and the

same hereby is, reproduced and attached as Appendix A to this Decision.

3. The Commission will concurrently with this Order seek the

Opinion of the Attorney General of the State of Colorado regarding the con-

stitutionality and the legality of the proposed Amendment to Rule 18 (b).

Duplicate copies of the Opinion of the Attorney General and a copy of the

proposed Rule 18 (b) will be placed on file with the Secretary of State.



This Order shall become effective twenty-one (21) days from the
day and date hereof.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 30th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
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Hazardous Materials Regulations Board

Transportation of Natural and
Other Gas by Pipeline;
Minimum Safetv Standards

Including “mendments 1 thru 14
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Title 43—TRANSPORTATION

Chaater j—Hazardous Materials Rea-
wla¥ens Eouord, Daportment of
Tran:sortatien

{Docket OPS-3]

PART 160—-INTERIA 4 mualm FED-
ERAL SAFETY S| iNDARDS FOR THE
TRANSPORTATION OF NATURAL
AND OTHER GAS BY TIPELINE

PAPT 192—TRANSPORTATION OF
NATURAL AND OTVHER GAS BY
FIFSLiNE: MINIMUM FEDERAL
SAFETY STANDARDS

Estck! ment of Minimum Standards

- ..:s amendment establishes a new
Part 192 in Title 49, Code of Federal Reg-
nlagion: contalning the minimum Fed-
ara! zafe’ o =tanda. ' for the transporta-
Lo - < ana for p peline facliities used

for '+ o Lrensnariation,

. 3as ipeline Safeiy Act
R +. on August 1o, :358, It re--
guived % ¢ “ecretary of Transportation
. adop?. . ..hin 3 months, the then exist-

ing Jtale iafely standaids for gas pipe-
lines as Inizrim regulations and W estab-
fi=4, within 24 months, minimum Federal
«faty standards. The interim standards
were issued on November 7, 1964, as Part
150 of Title 49 of the Code of Federal
Regulations and became effective on De-
cember 13, 1968. With the ad:.licn of
thes2 minimum Federal standards in
Pir. '42, the interim siandards are no
longar necessary. Theiefore, the int=n
standirls are revoked on the date that
Part L.7 becomes effective, except for
thesa provisions applicable to design, in-
stallar.on, construction, initial inspec-
tinn, and initial testing of naw pipelines
whi~h will remain in effect until dMarch
13, L1671,

Thes« agula.:ns were proposed in the
1~ g notices of s.roposed rulemaking
tued between M- ember 14, 1989, and
June 10, 1570:

(s sotice 69-3,34 © 7 18556
OFS fiotice T0-3,35 ¢ 4 1112,
O¥FS atice T2-2, 35 PLiv. [ 237,
OFS Nother T0-3 35 & B, 4da3.
CPS Waciea T-4, 35 2.0 2013,
© 1 Notirs 70-5. 33 P.R. 5482,
OPS Notles 70-3, 35 F.R. 5724,
OPS Notice 737,35 .2, 5T13.
OPS Kotwe i2-11, 55 P.R. 5293,

This amendment does not include the
requirements on corrosion control (Sub-
part 1) which were proposed in & notice
published in the Fzocrefl RESISTER On
May 6, 1970 (35 ¥.R. 2127). Final action
on thal notice will be taken after the
comments that were received cn the no-
tice and at the public hearing that was
hield on July 20, 1970, have been analyzed.

7art 192 differs in many respects from
the potices upon wliich it is based. Some
¢l.nges were made for consistency in
terminology and format, Others involve
the moving cf requirements from one
section to another, or {rom one subpart
to another, for better organization.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 35, NO. 161—WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 17,

o - — ———

RULES AND REGULATIONS

Many sections were yenumbered, par-
ticularly in Subparts C. D, L, and M. Even
numbered sections and blocks of sectious
beiween subparts were left blank to ac-
commodate additional sections in future
rulemaking activiis.

Some chanzes are substantive in na-
ture and ar~ ° 4 .both ¢. th2 com=
ments receivea on the notices er 500
separale comments totalino over 2500
pages were received and tiie recommens
dations of the Technical Pipcline Safety
Standards Committee. Each of these
changes is within the general scope of
the notice on which it was based.

This is 2 major rulemaking action
dealing withh a highly technical subject
in which many requirements are inter-
dependent. Since the entire project was
accormplished in 125 than 8 months from
the Jitst notice Lo the final yule, some of
the changes may create problems in in-
terpretation and compliance. Interested
persons should inform the Office of Pipe-
line Safety In writing of any such prob-
lems, so that s determination cen be
made as to whether & correcting or clat-
ifying ameadment should be issued be-
fore the oifective date of the particular
requirement.

In addiiion to the many comments on
the proposals which have been refiected
in .a:s final rule, a number of comment-
ers recommended additicaal require-
ments to supplement present require-
ments or to cover areas not presently
covered. Since many of these recommen-
dations were beyond the scope of the
proposed regulations, they could not be
included in this final rule. However, these
recommendations will be considersd as
petitions for rulemaking and many will
be the subject of future rulemaking
actlons.

A large number of the comments were
directed to areas of overall effect, such
as tho determination of maximum all. w-
abie operating pressure, the definition of
“class location’, and the ¢ .crmination
and effect of a change in c a:s location.
These gensral suhiccts are discussed in
detall below. All other significant changes
and comments are discussed in 3 subpart
by subpart, section by section, analysis.

Determination of mazimum allowable
operaling pressure. As proposed in the
notice, maximum allowable operating
pressure would have been limited to the
lowest of a deslgnated series of pressures.
Two of the desigznated pressures were (1)
the design pressure in the weakest ele-
ment in the pipeline system, and (2) the
pressure obtained by dividing the pres-
sure to which the pipeline was tested
after construction by the factor for the
appropriate class location.

Since some pipelines have been oper-
ated above 72 percent of specified mini-
mum yield strength (the highest design
stress allowed by Part 192) and since
many were ‘ested to no more than 50
pounds above maximum allowable op-
erating pressure, these propesed require-
ments would have required a reduction of
operating pressures in those pipelines.
in a letter to the Office of Pipeline Safety,
the rederal Power Commission stated
(Note: the section numbers are those
used in the notice) :

Section 192.617 establishes maximum &al-
lowable operating pressurs for existing steel
pipeliues. Severasl limitations are listed with
paragrsph (a8) providing, “No person may
operate s steel or plastic pipeline or main
at & pressure that exceeds the lowest of the
follow.ng.” Paragraph (2, (2v{W) is & wable
that requires applying o factor reiated 19
test pressure to establih the maximum @l
lowable operating pressure, This table pro-
vides thas in Class 1 locations the moaximum
allowable operating pressure cannot excecd
tlie test oressure divided by 1.1 and in Class
2 locations & factor of 1.25.

Presumably these himlls were established
to relate to the requirements for testing pres-
en:ly contained n the Interim Federal Safety
Geandards which are essentially the same s

v gn ANSL 831 8-1940

‘Ihe proposed regulation docs not recogn.at
ihat the B318 Code did not estublish Lhise
minimum test levels until 1952, Prior to that
<ime, between 1935 and 1951, the predecessor
Code, B3l required only that a pipeline be
tesled to & pressure 50 pslg in excess of the
proposed maximum operating pressure.

There are thoriands of miles of jurisdic-
tionnl interstaie Jines installed prior Lo
1952, in zomplisice wita "he Lthen existing
codes, which gould not .ntinue o ororate
a%t ~helr present pre + levels au.l v R

sinpliance with proposed seetlon 1926

This Comm‘ssion has rev,: w1 the ot
ing record of the lnterstate p:peling '
paales and has found Lo svidence that wou'd
indlcate a materiul increase In salely would
result from requ.ring wholesale reductlons
In the pressure of cx.sting plpelines which
have been proven capable of withstanding
present operating pressures through actual
operation.

If It 15 the intentlon of the Office of Pipe-
line Sa‘ety toc require the retesting of all
existing pipelines 1 Lhe higher standards
proposed in section 192 617, It ls our sug-
gestion that ihis section be revized to permit
the development of an orderly testing pro-
gram that w:! allow the Jurisdictional pipe-
lina ~cmpanis. e necessary time to obraln
! . this Commi-slon such certificate au-
L. zations as may be necessary.

In view of the statements made by the
Federal Power Corimission, and the fact
that this Departient does not now have
enough information to determine Lhat
existing operating pressures are unsale,
a “grandfa’ner” clause has been facluded
in tne final rule to permit continued op-

eraticn of pipelines at the highusi pres-
sure t which the pipeline had —=en sub-
jected during the 5 years ceding

July 1, 1979,

The uprating requirements in Sudpart
K apply when an operator wants to es-
tablish 2 maximum allowable operating
pressure higher than the highest actual
operating pressure to which the pipeline
was subjected in these 5 years. This will
prevent an operator from using a theo-
retical maximum allowable operating
pressure which may have been deter-
mined under some formula used 20, 30, or
40 years ago.

Changes in class location. The notice
proposed that confirmation or revision of
maximum allowable operating pressure,
due to a change in class location, must
be accomplished within 60 days of the
date when the operator has notice that
such a change has occurred. The notice
reqy 1ested specific comment on the pro-
posed G0-day period, since the B31.8 Code
provisions upen which this proposal was
based did not contain a specific time

1970
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limit. (It is relevant to note that the re-
quirement for the evaluation of pipeline
facilities when it appears that there has
_been a change in class location was newly
adopted in the 1963 edition of the E2!.8
Code, which dees not apply in a number
of States, and that there is diversity of
opinion as to the burden these reguire-
ments impose on operators.) The com-
ments on the proposed reguirement were
in general agreement that a 60-day time
limit would be impractical and would
leave the operators no alternative but to
reduce pressure, thereby decreasing
throughput. With respect to this pro-
posal, the Federal Power Commission in
its comments stated (note: "the section
numbers are those used in the notice):

Sectlon 192.609(e) requires that “confir-
matioa or revision of the maximum allow-
abis operating pressure in accordance with
this section must be sccomplished within
60 days of the date when the operator has
notlced that a change o location class has
ocetrred,”

it is the Commission’s of .*.0on that thils Is

unduly restrictive requirement which
v d be lmpossible of accoon:,!lshment by
jusizdictional Interstate pipeline companles
under the requirements of the Nariml Gas
Act.

Section T(b) of the Act prohibits aban-
donment of facilities or any service rendered
by such Zacllitles without the permission of
the Commisslon after due hearing.

Section 7(c) of the Act prohibits construc-
tion or extension of facllities unless there 1s
in force a certificate of public convenlence
and necessity Issued by the Commission au-
thorizing such construction,

Giving conslderation to requlrements for
public noticing, opportunity for intervention
and accumulation of an adequate record
upen which a decision can be rendered, It
does not appear that In every lnstance the
Commission would have adequate time to
permit alternate construction within the 60-
ds; time limit,

The potential loss In delivery capacity at a
time when many pipeline companles are en-
countering difficulty in cb'sining adequate
supply of gas to meet grow . requirements
could serfoucly affect the ot Ly of the In-
dustry to mest Its obligaticn v satisfactorily
«=-ve the public convenlence and necessity
ol the Natlon.

It is suggested that the Office of Pipellne
E.'sty consider modifying proposed § 192.-
€ la) to not be mandatory as applied to
Jurisdiotional interstate pipeline companies
unlesas and untll appropriate certificate au-
thorlzation has been granted by the Federal
Power Commission.

The alternative time periods suggested
by the other commenters ranged from
120 days to 5 years. Further, the com-
ments pointed out that compliance with
this section would be complicated by
the fact that the "class location” defini-
tions were not indentical with the
present B31,8 definitions.

In view of these comments, the change
in class location requirements will be
treated in two phases. A new §192.607
contseins requirements for the initial
determination of class location and
confirmation or establishment of max-
imum allowable operating pressure. Each
operator is required to complete before
April 15, 1971, a study to determine (for
pipelines operated at more than 40 per-
cent of SMYS) the present class loca-
tion of &ll of the pipeline in its system,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

and whether the maximum allowable
operating pressure for each segment of
pipeline is commensurnte with the
present class location. The operator is
then required to confirm or revise, in
accordance with section 192.611, the
maximum allowable operating pressure
of the affected segment of pipeline so
that at least 50 percent of the affected
pipeline is confirmed or revised beiore
January 1, 1972, and the remainder
before January 1, 1873.

In view of the new definitions of "class
loeation”, the diversity of views as to
how much time is needed for confirma-
tion or revision of pressures after o
change has been discovered, the fact
that the change in class location re-
quirements are not Included in the in-
terim Federal standards in & number of
States, and the disagroement within the
pipeline industry as to the actual mean-
ing of the change in class location
requirements added In the 1968 edition
of the B31.8 Cade, the impact of § 192.607
will not be known until April 1971, when
the required studies are completed.
These studies may show thi! the existing
pipelines are, for the most part, already
in compliance with the new class !oca-
tions, so that there will be little difficuity
in meeting the schedule for adiustng
operating pressure. On the other hand,
the studies may reveal a problem’ of
such magnitude as to raise serious
question as the practicality of the
schedule.

The Office of Pipeline Safety plans to
hold a public hearing in late April 1971
to get the results of the required studies
and to give all interesied parties an op-
portunity to present their recommenda-
tions on any adjustment which may be
required in the schedule for =<justing
operating pressures. The date, time, lo-
cation, and other specific details ol that
Liearing will be announced.

Sections 192.609 and 192.611 apply to
chaneres i1 class location that occur zfter
April 15, 1971. Unde2: §192.611(e), an
operator will have 1 year from the date
when a change in class location has oc-
curred to accomplish the confirmation
or revision.

Cdorizationr of gas in lransmission
lines. The notice of proposed rilemaking
proposed to require the odorization of gas
in transmission lines. This proposal was
based on a requirement that presently
exists in the States of California, New
York, New Jersey, Massachusetis, and
Vermont (previously Wisconsin was er-
roneously included in this list). Because
the comments received on the original
notice were almost unanimously opposed
to the odorization of gas in high pressure
transmission lines, we issued a supple-
mental notice on June 10 requesting ad-
ditional comments.

The comments received on the June 10
notice also generally opposed the pro-
posal. However, the States of New York,
New Jersey, and Massachusetts urged
thint the requirement be adopled as
originally proposed. These States indi-
cated that their experience with the
odorization of transmission lines did not
support the objections that had been
listed in the supplemental notice.
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The information on hand Is conflicting
and inconclusive, though it tends toward
eliminating the requirement for odoriza-
tion of gas in interstate transmission
lines. Further, the comments were
Inrgely expressions of opinion, with little
objective information to support the
opinions. To insure that thoss who favor
the requirement have ample opportunity
to furnish furiher supporting informa-
tion, the Office of Pipeline Safety plans
to hold a public hearing in mid-Septem-
ber on this subject. The date, location,
and other specific details on this public
hearing will be announced in the near
future, If warranted by the infermation
received ot that hearing, further action
will be taken before November 12, 1970,
when Part 192 takes eflect.

Liguefied petroleum gus systems. Sec-
tion 192,11 contains requirements ap-
plicable to petroleum gas pipeline sys-
tems. The authority of this Department
to regulate certain petroleum gas pipe-
line systems under the Natural Gas Pipe-
line Safety Act, has been quesiioned.
While there may be some question as to
jurisdiction over = pipeline carrying
petroleum gas from a tank (where it is
stored in liguid form), to one or two
single-family houses, there is no question
as to authority over petroleum gas sys-
tems that serve a significant number of
customers. In these cases, there js cer-
tainly a sufficient affect on interstate
commerce to sustain a Congressional
grant of anthority and the language of
the Natural Gas Pipeline Safety Act is
broar enough to cover such cases. Sec-
tion 192,11 applies only to petroleum gas
systems that serve more than 10 cus-
tomers from a common source or in
which a pipeline crosses a public place,
such as a highway.

A new paragraph (e) has been added
to make clear which gas systems have to
meet the additional requirements of this
section. In effect it excludes gas systems
that use petroleum gas onily to supple-
ment natural gas supplies during peak
shaving. 72 word liquefied has been de-
letzd to aveid any implication that these
sections apply to retroleum gas whea it
i3 in liguid form. >otwithstandine that
§ 192.11 refiects the present requirements
of the B31.8 Code, certain requirements
(particularly in the operating and main-
tenance areas) may not be appropriate
for a petroleum gas system. In order to
determine whether there are any such
inappropriate requirements and what, if
any, changes should be made, we are ask-
ing operaters of petroleum gas svstems
and other interested persons to comment
on the various provislons of this regula-
tion. If any of the provisions are inap-
propriate, commenters should sugpest
alternative requirements that would be
appropriate and that would achieve the
same safety objective,

Authority of States to act es enforce-
ment accnts of the Department with
respect to interstale pipelines. In section
180.6 of the interim minimum Federal
safety standards, Stales were authorized
to act as the agents of this Department
with respect to Inspecting and oversee-
ing interstate pipeline faciilties, because
the Oflice of Pipeline Safety was not
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stafed Lo enforce reguiations. Termina-
tion of the interim regulations will not
alfect the autizority of the States to act
as aTents of "is Depariment with re-
spacy o jalerstate pipelines. The author-
ity is ba continted and those States
we already acung as azents of the
wiment inay continue Lo do so with-
further indication of their intent. All
tine arency relationships will con-
tinue until formally terminated by either
the State or by this Deparlment. Any
State which wishes to act as azent, but
did not previously so indicalte, may es-
tablizh an arency relaticosiinp merely by
submittinz a statement of intcul to the
COiicr of Pipeline Safety.

The agency authority withh respect Lo
interstate pipelines authorizes the State
to maintain surveillance over the opera-
tion to insure compliance with Federal
regulations. State personmnel should per-
form the same function that Federal
p=rform, 1nspectivg oper-

sformal veinlons and
somphaace with the

so¢acy aawvharity does no. create
e -rement authority i 1.+ State, En-
forv=ment actinns, except t.use which
the uperator v~ untarily accepts, will be
taken at Lhe feg-ral level.

The agenc: -uithority does not au-
tnurite a Stal: 0 create new standards
or to take any action which would sub-
stantiv. ¢ change the Federal standards.
The Acr veq res that standaids be pre-
geribed Ly the Department in ac-
cerdance with applicable rulemaking
procedures.

State and industry officials are invited
to -contact the Offize of Pipeline Safety
with regard to any qucstions that may
2iise concerning this relationship.

Tectine date. As stated in Nouce T0-1,
ce..on Jic) of the Natural Gas Pipeline
Zalety Act requires that standards and
smendmants thereto presciibed under
ti.  Act "shall become c®oclive 30 days
&iLo o the date of issuance unicess the See-
relaiss. 'ur zood cause recited, determines
an eariier or later eFreclive date is
requilea oo o oresult of ine period rea-
sonably necessary for compliance”, In
that notice, it was stated that since most
of a» propnsed requirements would be
Luaed o= existing recommended industry

wangards, & long lesd time should not
ke necessary for compliance. Further,
the aolice requested commenters to
identify specific requirements that would
‘require a longer lcad time.

In addition to the numerous comments
recrived in the various dockets on the
proposed effective date, the question of
eifective dates was discussed with the
Technical Pipeline Safety Standards
Commities, That Committee unani-
mously recommended that the overall
ellective date should be 90 days after the
date ot lsuance. Additional time for
certain provisions relating to new pipe-
lines is covered In § 192.13 and discussed
elsewhere in this preamble. The primary
reasons for an effective date more than
30 days after issuance are as follows:

(1) Part 192 is a complete revision of
the interim minimum Federal regula-
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tions and it is desirable to allow time
for 21l affected parties to receive copies
of the new regulation and to thoroughly
review its provisions before its effective
date,

(2) Thoueh Part 192 is hased largely
on the interim muumum Frderal rogula-
tions, which were based primarily ci: rec-
on nded industry standards, we have
found that many operators are not [a-
miliar with the recomme: o d standards
of the Bil8 Coar. From investigations
of accidents and the comments on our
notices of proposed rulenismes, we know
thal o wide range of opertors——large
and small, privately owned and manici-
paliy-owned—are not familiar with
citlier the Act or thie interim resulations,

(3' The B31.8 Code 1n many cases rec-
ommendaed the establishment of written
plans, and the interim Federal regula-
tions required plans, but the requirement
was not =t lod in clearly mandatory
terms. We now find muny companies
liave nob esty: "Lihed ti2 plans.

Therefove ziter considi '=r ‘he com-
meiis, the recommenda! . uhie Tech-~
nical Pipeline Salely o .adeods Com-
mittee, and the other iniormation that
l:as come to our attention, the 20-day
recommendaltion of the Technical Conm-
miltee has been accepted.

Fetroactive effect on erxisting pipe-
lines. Many comments related to the
effecct of these reeiiitinons on exisiing
pipelines, They cxpreszed concern that
existing pipelines would not meet Lthe de-
sign, construction, and testing require-
ments of the new regulations and would
therelore hiive Lo be replaced or other-
vise modified ‘0 order to comply. There

tio basis for this concern and the pros-
pective effect ¢ Part 192 is made clesr in
coction 19213, The Natural Gas Pipeline
Safety Act (Section b)) speaks quite
cle~rly on this point, as (ollows:

Not later than 24 months: after ‘he enici-
ment of thls L ., sod fram Jme 0 dime
thereafter, the Secretiry shadl, by order es-
tubli-: minimum Peders analel; utridnrds
for the transportation of gns nud plpeline
facilities, Such andards may wpply to the
design, mmstaliation, Iaspeciion, tesling, con-
struction, extension, operation. r: ~ement,
and malutence of pipeline facilities 5Stsnd-
ards alfecting the design, instaliatici, con-
struction, Intial inspection, nnd initial test-
ing shall not be applicuble to pipelire facl!-
ities In existence on the date such standar
are adoptled, .

Existing pipelines are subject to the
maintenance, repair, and operations re-
quirements, They may be subject to re-
test reguirernents or restrictions on op-
erating pressure under a future rule-
making 2ction. if that action is necessary
to meet the need for pipeline safety.

Federal regulations as a minimum
standard. The scope provisions of these
regulations state that they preseribe
minimium  safely  standards. Though
some commesntars objected to the word
“minimum,” it has been retained. Un-
der the Nalural Gas Pipeline Safety
Act, these are in fact minimum stand-
ards., With respect to interstate facili-
ties under Federal jurisdiction; an oper-
ator may voluntarily excced these
standards. With respect to intrastate

- et

facilities under State jurisdiction, an
oparator ruay voluntarily exceed these
standards. Further, section 3(b) of the
Act specifically provides that a State
agency may adopt edditional or more
stringent standards,

As evidence of hazardous situations
becomes available the Denzriment will,
either through an individual hazardous
condition order or through a general
amendment, provide more strinzent re-
quirements for individual pipelines or
for different types of pipelines.

Perjormance vs. specification reguire-
ments. At indicated in the secies of no-
tices upon which this resulation is
based, we intend to state the Federal
salety standards in performance {erms,
rather than as detaied specifications,
whenever it is possible to do so within
the state-of-the-art and without lower-
ing the required level of safety. Several
commenters pointed out certain resizre-
ments that are staled in specification
larruage and recommended that they
bs siated in the final rule in perform-

ance terms, As th» iziucsion of this
subject in the no-ices ted out, the
schedule withun which this rulemaXking

action was accomplished did nict give us
time to cdevelop adequate performance-
tvpe substitutes in all of the instances
where such a standard would be zppro-
priate, This is one of ilie areas to which
future atten*ion will be devoted and
will be the sulject of future rulemak-
ing actionts where performance-type re-
quirements are appropriata,
Incorporation by reference. In the
proposed ruiemaking it was stated thas,
while the editiois ol the documents in-
corporated by reference in the notice
were based on the E21 8 Code, the final
rerulation might be undated to *-oor-
porate the most recent edition ul :he
referenced <tandard or specification.
Epecific comments were requs=sted on
= hether the use of the newer editions
watild cause a sigaificant change in the
impact ol the reowations involved. The
comments in general indicatad that use
ol the Iatest published o%itinn would

ot create any problems. T ar, Some
comraenters questioned h iro edi-
tion chanhges would bLe ! 4, since
pipe and materials built to . new spec-

ification could not be used i{ thal spee-
ifivadion were not referenced in the
reeulations. New editions of referenced
documents will be reviewed as scon as
they are available and, if found to be
acceptable, will be included in the refer-
enced documents,

Subpart A—General:

Section 1923, In response to many
requests, several new cdefinitions have
been added. A number of comments sug-
gested the incorporation of all of the defi-
nitions in the B31.8 Code. This has not
been done, since it 1§ not necessary to
define a term when it is used in its ordj-
nary dictionary sense or in accordance
with thie meaning commonly under-
stood in the industry.

We have defined those terms which
are being used in = different sense than
the commonly understood meaning, por
example, the term “piceline™ is yseq in
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the 8351.8 Code to refer to a high pres-
sure, long distance transmission line,
while in the Natural Gas Pipeline Safety
Act the term is used as a generic term
for ell types <! linies carrying gas in
gathering, transmission, or distribution
systems. Since this latter meaning is
also consistent with the liquid pijpeline
regulation (42 CFR, Part 195), pipeline
is defined in this broad sense in these
regulations.,

In most places where the proposed
rules used tli: phrase “pipeline facili-
tles,” the word “pipeline” has been sub-
stituted. The ‘erms “gathering line”
“transmissior, line,” and “distributicn

" are é2fincd as varlous types of
pipelines. “Distribution line™ is further
divided Into “"main" and “service line.”
In addition to these six terms, we have

defined the term “pipe” to include
turing.
The definition of SMYS has been

¢charsed to make it consistent with the
use ¢! that term in the deslgn formula
of §79” 105. For specifications listed in
Aope- 'in B, SMYS will be the yield
stren: . specified as a minimum in the
specificoon. For unlisted or unknown
speclficasions, SMVS is the yield strength
determined by tensile testing in accord-
ance with §192.107(b) and Appendix B,
paragraph II-D.

Section 192.5. A number of comments
pointad out that the proposed class loca-
tion deflnitions cou'd create a 2-mile
stretch of hizh class location salely to
proiect 8 small cluster of buildings at a

or road crossing.

To avoid this situation, a new para-
grooh (f) hes been added to allow ad-
Justment oi ..ass location boundaries. A
Class 4 location poundary may be moved
t within 220 yards of the nearest four-
st.. : bullding. Whenever a Class 2 or 3
lov - Uon is required by a cluster of build-
irgs In otherwise open country, the
boundary may be moved to within 220
yards of the nearest building in the
cluster,

In =ddition, 2 number of other changes
have been made to clarify this section. It
was pointed it by one commenter that
heavy trafic and many other under-
ground utilities almost always exist In
an zrea where four-story buildings are
prevalent thus making the proposed
Class 4 location criteria redundant.
Since other comments indicated some
confusion about whether these require-
ments were cumulative or alternative in
eflect, the references to heavy traffic and
other underground utilities have been
deleted and the sole criterion for Class 4
locations will be a prevalence of four-
story buildings.

The term “class location unit" has
been substituted for the sliding mile, but
wiil be used in the same way. It also has
been made clear that each separate
dv-iiing unit, such as an apartment,
must be counted as a bullding intended
for human cccupancy.

Section 192.9. Several comments
pointed out that, although gathering
lines in nonrural areas were included in
the scope, the proposed rules made no
specific provislon for them. This new
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section has been added to eliminate the
problem by requiring all gathering lines,
If they are subject to the regulations
under § 1921, to meet the requirements
applicable to transmission lines.

Section 192.13. This new section has
been acd-”>d to clearly state the appli-
cability of these regnlations with respect
to new and existing pipelines, and Lo
avoid confusion as to the retroactive
effect of these standards. Due to the long
lead times involved In preparing for
pipeline construction, the new require-
ments for design, installation, construec-
tion, initial inspection, and initial testing
will apply only to new pipelines that
initially becaire ready for seivice after
March 12, 1971. Since the comparable
provisions of the interim standards will
continue in effect until March 13, 1971,
a pipeline that-is readied for service
before March 13, 1971, will have to com-
ply with *he interim Federal standards.
With respect to existing pipelines, all
changes made after Noyvember 12, 1670,
must comply with Part 192, ‘

A paragraph (¢) has been included to
maxe clear that plans, programs, and
procedures required to be established
must also be followed by the operators.

Section 192.15. Some basic rules to be
used-in construing these regulations have
been set forth in this section,

Subpart B—Materials:

A number of commenters felt that fail-

T2 to include certain types of materials
would preclude their use. This is not the
result because these regulations are not
all-encompassing. Rather, they establish
prohibitions and requirements only for
those areas where safety problems are
known to exist. To the extent that cer-
tain materials are not specifically
treated, they need only meet the general
requirements of this subpart to be quali-
fled for use in a pipeline.

Sectior. 192 53. This section has been
reorganized siightly and, based on para-
graph 810.1 of the 'B31.8 Code, a new
requirement for chemical compatibility
has been added. Since it is now uscd in
other subparts as well, the definition of
“listed specification” has been placed in
§ 192.3. . . y

Section 12.55. In paragraph (a) the
word “or"” was inadvertently omitted in
the proposed rules. It has been inserted
to make clear that paragraph (a) (1),

“(2), and (1) is compiete alternatives,

any one of which will suffice to qualify
new steel pipe.

Several commenters apparently mis-
understood the import of paragraph (e).
This paragraph merely states the ways
that new or used steel pipe may be used
if it is not otherwise qualified under
paragraph (a) or (b).

Section 192.61. This section has been
expanded to require both new and used
copper pipe to be manufactured in ac-
cordance with a listed specification.

Section 192.63. Several comments ex-
pressed concern that small diameter pipe
{5 sometimes marked only by the bundle
and therefore would not comply with
this seetion. However, so long as marking
by the bundle is prescribed in the manu-
facturing specification, the pipe will
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comply with this section under para-
graph (a2)(1), A paragraph has been
added to prohibit field dle stamplng on
surfaces of plpe or components that are
subjected to Internal stress.

Section 192.65. This section has been
lmited in application to large-dlameter,
thin-wall plpe whick s more susceptible
to damage during railroad transporta-
tion, i it is not properly loaded. Although
the other pipe that would have been
covered by the language of the proposed
regulation might alsn be damaged by im-
proper loading, this damage would be of
a type that could be found by the re-
quired visual Inspections and need not
be a basis for rejecting tire pipe as ra-
quired by this section.

Subpart C—Pipe Design:

The proposed sections on corrosion
factors and design limitations for steel
pipe have been deleted and a new
§192.103 has been added with general
requirements for pipe design. These
changes have resulted in renumbersing
of ench section of this subpart after
§ 192.101. The corrosion section is de-
leted, becauss we are now considering
regulations which will require the in-
stallation of corroslon protection (pro-
posed Subpart I) and control systems,
Therefore, requiring an Increase in the
wall thickness of pipe to provide addi-
tional protection against the effects of
corrosion will be unnecessary. The design
limitations for steel pipe have been
placed in 3§ 192,103 and 192.105(b),

Section 192.103. This new section has
been added as a composite of several
separate provisions contalned in the de-
sign requirements for each type of pipe
material, It replaces requirements pro-
posed in the notice as $5192.117(b),
192.119(b), 192.121(b), and 152 127(d).

Section 1392.105. A sentence has been
added to the definition of “t" to prevent
the increase of design pressure based on
wall thickness added under § 192.103 to
protect against external loads. Para-
graph (b) was taken from the proposed
design limitations on steel pipe without
change. One comment suggested an al-
ternative method of determining “S" for
pipe of unlisted specification by hydro-
stalic yield testing. This suggestion ap-
pears to have merit but will require fur-
ther study and a separate rulemaking
proceeding to obtain the benefit of full
public comment.

Section 192.111. In response to com-
ments requesting clarification of this sec-
tion, language has been inserted in para-
graphs (b) (1), (b) (2), and (¢) to insure
that heavier wall pipes is installed across
the entire right-of-way when ¢ pipeline
crosses a public road or street without a
casing.

Since Classes 3 and 4 locations require
the use of design factors 0.50 and 0.40,
the application of paragraph (d) has
been limited to Class 1 and 2 locations.

Proposed paragraph (e) has been
deleted. The situation it was desizned for
is now covered by § 192.5(f) which per-
mits adjustment of class location bound-
aries in thinly populated areas.

Section 192.113. ASTM specification
A333 has been added to the longitudinal
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joint factor list. The flush paragraph at
the =iud of 112 table has been reworded so
as not to preclude the use of a lower
jiint factor if this 15 desired by the
operatar,

S+ *on 192115, In response to & com-
I swerd “gas” has been inserted in
the tabis to maXe clear that this is a
temparaty attalned during operation
of the nipel’ e,

Seclion 152,121 The definition of “S"
for thesmosetting plastic pips has been
change to 11,200 p.sd, to conform to the
design provisions contained in the B31.8
Caode.

Section 1972.123, Paragrapli (a) has
been rearranged for greater clarity and a
new parazrani, which was propozed as
pa.t of subpert D, has been udded

Section 15273, The minunum wall

thiskness requirement for copper service
ur = has p=en moved from Suboart H to

thyis

soctio
pov O-=Daslen of Pipeilne Tom-

art has been coinplete v re-

3% o =1 and s~ee sect “ns have been
Cidnliied or &' 'sd t4 remove over-
14, ang and o .indanl provisions. For
insiance, where there were 10 separate

sectizns on compressor station design,
there gre now six sections: where there
ware 5ix sziions on pipe and bottle-
tyvi« holders, there are now two sections.
Muast of this consolldation ha: been done
witliout = Lstantive chungs ~nd. except
for trans. s to other subpar’.. lhe re-
quirements that were proposed will be
found in Subpact D. The substantive
changes or °-insfers to other subparts
nre discu: ~d below aleng with sume of

the me: - =znSgant changes result-
ing fro . com-ohidation of proposed
regulati

Sectiom 37 | ]1. Beferenss ' gpecific

compoitents o ‘oyvices covered 3 Sub-
=L 1) has "= deleted Irom the Scope.

Section 92145, Parvagraph (a) has
been rewritten to requirc that valves be
used in accordance with the apulicable
ADPT «nd M3S standerds, rather than the
z21= 've recommendation of the manufac-
tuter, and that valves be capable of
meeting “anticipated” operating con-
ditions.

Paragravh () restcicts the use of
valves “huaving shell components made
ol ductiic ion”, wherez:, the proposed
rule referred to valves "having pressure
containing parts made of ductile iron".
The substitution wes made in response to
comments that, as written. the rule would
limit the nss of vaives with internal
pressure coolaining parts, such as valve
discs or plugs made of duc*ile iron. How-
ever, paragranh (d) retains the words
“pressure containing parts made of duc-
tile iron”, since it was Intended to l'mit
suct use in compressor stations where
valves are subjected to greater vibration.

Seclion 192.147. Taraaraph (a) is a
new paragrapgh requiring that flanges
and ®:nge nccessories meet the minimum
requiremnants of applicable ANSI and
MSS standards. Except for paragraph
fc) (1), 102 144 as proposed in the notice
and on whict 7 192.147 is based has been
eliminated in accordance with comments
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recommending that the section be re-
written in performance language, omit-
ting details, and specifications.

S ‘ism 102 123 Paragraph (b), which
requires that the actual bursiing strergth
of steel butt-welding fittinngs must at
least equal the computed ovursting
strecuihy of pipe of the designated ma-
terial and wall thickness, !1as been modi-
filed by the addition of tis words, “as
determined by a proto-tvpe that was
tes «d.to at least the pressure roquired
for the pipeline to which it is being
added.”

Seclion 192.151. Thi:r secticn, entitled
“Branch connections" as proposed in the
notice as § 192,148, is now enlitled “Tap-
ping'. Tt now provides that a 1Y;-inch
tap muay be made in a 4-irch cast iron or
ductile iron pipe without reinforcement.
However, In areas where climate, soil,
and service conditions may create un-
wsval external stresses on cast iron pipe,
veoainforeed taps nray be used only ou
w- ol o larger pipe.

Section 187,167 In response {0 & im-
ber of .omments, electrical circulis
needed to protect equipzicnt, such os
circuils driving the lubricating pumps,
wiil not have to be desciivated b the
emervency shutdown system. Since uhe
requirements for shutdown systems for
transmission and distribution compressor
staiions were so vimilar, they have heen
combined ir. paragruph (a) of this
sectio o
Seocion 192.175. Since pipe-type hold-
ers are basically pieces rf pipe, the
recuirements for their desivn and in-
stailation were nearly identical w those
for pipe contained in other subparts.
Therefore, the definitior: of fipe lhas
besn expardsd to include these holders
and eall tiie identical provisions have
been delete- In addition, the prohibition
against t... storage of gas with a hign
hydrogen sulfide conient In pipe-type
and bottle-type holders (it been trans-
ferred to Subpart L.

Section [92:!79 The provisions on
spacing of transmission line valves have
been rewritten to more clearly express
the :ntended result. Due to the lack of
necessity and the impracticality of in-
staiiation and operation, ='. offshore
transmission lines have been exempted
from the requirements for sectionalizing
block valvas,

Section i92.185. The requirement that
vaults b~ iocated in accessible locations
away from street intersections, heavy
traffic, eic., has been modified by the ad-
dition of the words, “so far as practical”.
Many comments indicated that it would
be impossible in some cases to comply
with the section as written,

Section 192.189. The provision that
“all electrical equipment in vaults must
conform to the requirements of Class 1,
Group D, of the National Electrical
Cods. ANSI Standard Cl, has been

modified by the insertion of the
wo=d “applicable” before the word
“requirements’.

Section 192.197, Parsgraph (a) (5) has
been rewritten in performance-type lan-
guage by the addition of the words “to
prevent a pressure which would cause

that will make o

the unsafe operation of any connected
and properly adjusted gas utilization
equipment.”

Paragraph (¢) (1) has been rewritten
by changing “secondary regulator” to
“upstream regulator” ifor purposes of
clarity. A new subparagraph (4} has
besn added to the list of metlhods in
paragraph (o) which may be used to
rezgulate and limit the pressure of gas
where the maxzimum actual operating
pressure of the distribution system ex-
ceeds 60 ps.i.g. This new subparagroph
authorizes the use of—"A service regula-
tor and an automatic shut-off device
that closes upon a rise in pressure down-
stream from the regulator and remains
elnerd uatil manually reset.”

Saction 152,199, A new paracraph (h)
has been added to the requirements for
pressure Iimiting or pressure relief de-
vices. It provides that “except for a valve
that will isolate the system under pro-
tection from its source of pressure, (such
devices must) be designed to prevent un-
authorized .oeraticn of .ny stop valve
z pressius relief valve
or pressure limii..g device inoperative.”

Section 192.201. Parzgraph (2) .nas
been rewritten in performas.. =~iype lan-
guage by delei.. ; “2 p.sig.” and sufsti-
tuting “a pressure that will not exceed
the safe operating pressure for any con-
nected end progerly adjusted gas utili-
zation 2quipment.”

Section 192203, Paragraph (h) (6 is
£ new provision which reguires that nipe
or components subject to clogging from
solids or deposits must have suilable con-
nections for cleaning. Several comments
pointed out that this requirement was
contnined in the B31.8 Code and should
not oe omitted {rom the regulations,

Subpart E—Welding of Steel in Pipe-
lines:

Three of the sections that were in pro-
posed Subpart E have been deleted or
m:ved., Since each welding procedure
coiitalns detalled requirements for flller
metal, it Is not necessary to have a sen-
arate requirement in these recule ona,
Sacticn 192,213 now cor ains the restric-
tivr= on miter joints which were trans-
ferred from Subpart G. The section on
the acceptability of welds has been added
to § 192241 as paragrz; . (¢), The sec-
tisn requiring repair of arc burns has
been included in Subpart G with the sec-
tion on repair of steel pipe,

Section 192221, The words “arc and
gas” have been deleted so0 as not to ex-
clude new welding processes such as elec-
tron beam welding, from the scope of this
subpart. In this section, as in other scope
sections. the newly defined word “pipe-
line” has been substituted for “pipeline
facilities.” This will make it clear that
these requirements do not apply to weld-
ing on water or air piping or welding
during construction of buildings that will
house gas equipment. Since the scope is
broad enough to include all welding on
pipelines end components, the words
"when constructing, relocating, replac-
ing, repairing, or otherwise changing

® * *7 are unnecessary and have been
deleted.




Section 192.223. As proposed, para-
eraph (¢) related to industrial safety
practices; it has been deleted as inap-
propriate i1 these regulations, The size of
a fillet 'weid is covered by individual
welding procedures and a separate re-
quirement proposed for paragraph (d) is
repetitious and unnecessary. Paragraph
(b siss been reworded to make clear that
multipl> qualification of welders under
AFPI 1104 is acceptable.

Sections 192.227 and 192.229. In re-
sponse {0 & number of comments re-
questing clarification, these two sections
have been reorganized, As proposed,
3 192,209 was intended only as an alter-
native method of qualifying for low stress
level welders and did not preclude the
use of high stress level welders on low
stress level pipe. This section has been
placed in § 192.227 as paragraph (¢) to
clarify this point. Section 192.229 now
contains only the limitations on the use
of welders. The limitation in § 192.229(c)
has been added to cover the situation
of the welder qualliied for high siress
level pipe (ie., qualified under § 192.227
{a)) who welds only on low stress level
Pipe, High stress ievel welders are not
rerulred to periodically requalify since
it s assumed that their work is regularly
suajected to nondestructive testing, How-
ever, thls is not always the case when
they weld only on low stress level pipe,
since nondestructive testing 15 not re-
quired for pipe to be operated below 20
percent ol SMYS. Consequently, para-
grapn (c) requires high stress level weld-
ecs to have st least one weld destruc-
tively or nondestructively tested each 6
months,

Bince the guided bend test is appro-
priste only for butt welds and not for
flet welds, the requirement for com-
pressor station welders has been made
more flexible by requiring only that a
walder's qualification be based on de-
structive testing, rather than requiring
the specific test.

Section 192.233. Since miter bends are
another form of welded joint, the re-
strictions on their use have been moved
{rom Subpart G to tiils section. The pro-
vislons have been reworded and the pro-
hibition agalnst miter bends in plastic
pipe has been placed in Subpart F with
the other provisions on the joining of
plastic pipe.

Section 192.235. In response to many
comments, paragraphs (¢) and (d) have
been deleted and paragraphs (a) and
(b) have been comblined. Since these re-
quirements were appropriate for all weld-
ing, the section has been expanded and
is no longer limited to butt welding.

Section 192241, Paragraph (a) has
been modified to avoid the implication
that every weld must be inspected. This
requirement is intended to impose on
the operator the responsibility for pro-
viding sufficient visual inspection to en-
sure that certaln criteria are met. In
the ¢ase of a highly qualified and ex-
perienced welder, occasional spot check-
ing may be sufficlent to achieve this goal,
while apprentice welders may require
constant inspection,
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Section 192.243. Several changes have
been made to this section to remove or
reduce some burdensome requirements
that, in light of the conunents received,
would have provided little increased
safety. There is a substantial increase
in time spent and cost associated with
testing the last few welds in order to
achieve 100 percent coverage. Therefore,
some flexibility is permitted in Classes
3 and 4 locations and ab river crossings
by permitting, if 100 percent testing is
not practicable, the testing of less than
100 percent, but in no event less than 90
percent of the welds.

Also, since the identification and re-
tention of X-ray film would present &
substantial clerical burden, and will not
prove too valuable in accident invesii-
gation, these requirements have been
deleted from paragruph (f). Instead the
operator will have to identify his testing
records by geographic loeation to facili~
tate their analysis should leaks occur
during subseguent testing or operation
of the pipeline.

A third major change involvss the ap-
plicabiily of paragraphs (d), (2), and
(f). In order to encourage Llie use of
nondestructive testing on the low stress
level lines where it is not required, the
provisions of these paragraphs have been
changed =0 as to apply only to nonde-
structive testing that is required by
§192.241(b). This will permit randem
testing of welds and welders on lines
operated below a 20 percent stress ‘evel
even though they ere in s Classes 3 or
4 location and will avold the burden of
keeping records In this situation.

Since the comments indicated that a
single daily sampling of each welder's
work is sufficien: to establish his con-
tinued competency, the requirement for
sampling to a specific percentage has
been removed from paragraph (e).

An exception has 2!s0 been made to
avoid the problem of testing welders
eachi day, who might be working in areas
quite remote from the regular welding
crew and testing apparatus.

The prohibition against the use of tre-
panning a5 & nondestructive testing
method has been placed in paragraph
(8) of this section.

Subpart F—Joinings of Materials other
than by welding:

Section 192.271. The scope of this sub-
part has been changed to make it clear
that welding material other than steel is
not covered. At such time as reguiations
to cover this subject are issued they will
be placed in Subpart E. This change will
also make it clear that joining of steel,
other than by welding, is covered by this
subpart. As with the scope of Subpart E,
the broad coverage of this section per-
mits the elimination of redundant lan-
guage concerning constructing, replac-
ing, and repairing of pipelines.

Section 192.273. The general require-
ment proposed for this section hes been
reworded to make clear that the use of
restraint devices at poinls other than at
the Joints is permitted. So long as each
joint will sustain the forces that may be
applied, it does not matler whether the

Jolnt dees so because of Iis own intrinsic
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strength or because of a restraining or
enchoring device attached elsewhere on
the pipeline.

In addition, two new requirements
have been added to require visual inspes-
tion of thie completed joints and thé use
of written procedures in joinine. These
new parz-raphs are basea on the general
construction requirements of the B318
Code.

Section 192.275. As proposed, this see-
tion contained two requirements that re-
lated to existing joints in cast iron lines.
To alleviaie the misunderstandings that
result+d from this placement and to put
these requirements in their proper per-
spective, these requirements have been
added to the subpart on maintenance as
§ 192.753. As now written, parasraph (a)
of this section applies only to newly
joined caulked bell and spigot joints. The
prohibition egainst brazing of east iron
pipe that has been added to this section
was taken from a proposed requirement
in Subpart H.

Section 192281, Paragraph (a) has
been rewritten in performance type lan-
guage. The prohibition against miter
join's in plastic pipe has been transferred
to this section from Subpart G. The pro-
hibitions against joining different types
of plastic were too inflexible and have
been deleted since the requirement for
compatability of materials that i5s con-
tained in § 192.53 attains the same ob-
Jjective.

Subpart G—Geneml Construction Re-
quirements for Transmission Lines and
Mains:

Three proposed sections, 192.313—
Dents, 192.319—Miter bends, and
192.329—Casing of plastic pire or tubing,
have been deleted or combined with other
sections, Hestrictions on dents are now
included In the section on repair of steel
pipe, § 192.309. The restrictions on miter
bends have been transferred to § 192.233
of Subpart F. Paragraph (b) of the pro-
posed section on casing of plastic pipe
was deleted, since the desica requirement
in new § 192.102, and the palance of the
section on the cesing of plastic pipe have
been added to § 192.325.

Section 192.301. Some comments sug-
gested the establishment of separate sets
of regulations for transmission lines and
mains because of different, operating con-
ditions, However, the requirements are
sufficiently similar to warrant retention
in one set of regulations, If at some time
in the future the requirements for trans-
mission and distribution systems become
sufficiently different, separate bodies of
regulations may be established,

Section 192.309. The requirements for
elimination of dents and arc burns have
been added to this section 2s new para-
graphs (b) and (e). In response to a
number of comments, an alternative lim-
itation has been esteblished for the depth
of a repair by grinding. If a plece of pipe
has a greaier nominal wall thickness
then required for the pressure and stress
level at which the pipe is to be operated,
the operator may grind down the pipe
wall to the required thickness aven
though the remaining wall may be less
than permitted by the tolerances of the
plipe specification.
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Many commenters suggested that this
wetion apply only to pipeline operated at
»3 nercent of SMYS, or more. In resporse
-~ these comments, paragraph (a) has
_-wn changed Lo require repair only when

:4 damage is such that the serviceatility

‘ the pipe is impaired. This will allow
ceater flexibility in repair of low stress
-vel pipe. rather than requiring repair
.renever & s‘ress concentrztor, however
smal!, is discovered. Wilth respect w0
derts, the specific requirements for re-
moval centained in paragraph (b) will
opply only to pip2 operated at more than
20 percent of SMYS. Dents on lower
stress level pip? will be subject to repair
or removal under parggrepi (a) il they
impair the se.w ' Lility of the pipe.

Section 192.313. When this section was
proposed in Xiot'ce T0-2, it applied only
w steel pipe operated at S0 percent of
SYS or inore. Thir limitaticn was

sed on a propesal or:zinally made in

stice 69-3, the first no ice of the series,
~as intended to apriv only &o para-
aph (aY{l) ¢, ‘he preoposed section
-hich required bends {n e made at least

e and one-half pipe diameciers away
‘am @& circumferential weld. This re-
riction on bends has been deleted due
:: a number of comments questic..ng its
+alidity 2nd pointing out the prcbiems
this created when bending double foiated
~p2, Therefore, the 30 percent stress
ievel limitation has been deieted as well.
The new pacagraph (1) (1) contains a
broad, general requirement that a bend
may not impair the serviceability of the
p.pe. Parngraph (a){4) has been com-
bined with paragraph (d) in a rsneral
requirement that applies to ali types of

The restriction or .ii-oi-roundness
125 heen limited to p -« of more ti:nn 4
~ches in diameter because the 2. cer-
=t of nominal d:ameter i difficu.. to
measure on small L.ameter ~ipe. In addi-
won, it appears that = grester degree of
zut-of-roundness. is acceptable in small
dizmeter, low pressure pipe. Pipe that
is four inches or smaller in diameter will
be required to be serviceable as provided
in pararaph (&) (1), Proposed para-
graph (e) has been deleted.

Section 192.325. In response to a greal
many comments pointing out the diffi-
c:lties that distribution companies would
riave attaining the proposed 12 inches of
ciearance, the clearance requirements
{or mains are now couched in perform-
ance type language, This will allow these
oparitors flexibility to attain the desired
objectives of proper maintenance and
protection from external damage. In ad-
dition, a new paragraph has been added
to refer to the section in Subpart D
which prescribes clesrznce for pipe-type
asd hottle-type holders.

Sectinm 192,327, The minimum depth
of cover for transmission lines laid in
consolidated rack has been decreased to
24 inches fur pipe under drainagze ditches
ard in Classens 2, 3, and 4 locations. After
considering the coraments It zppears
that a rock ditch with 24 inches of cover
provides a considersble Jdegree of pro-
testion, which is increased relatively
Litle by requiring 30 or 36 inches of
cover. However, despite the small in-
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crease i protection this additional 6
or 12 inches of cover adds substantially
to the cost of construction,

It also appears that increasing the
cover for mains from 2¢ to 30 inches will
not provide :early as much additional
protection as had been hoped. Therefore
the 24-inch requirement of the existing
standards is being retained. However,
we plan on developing new standards,
particularly in the areas of marking,
mapping, and interutility coordination
of construction work, to achieve the
additional protection.

The requirement for encasing or bridg-
ing a pipeline to protect from excessive
external loads has been removed {rom
this section since it is now covered by
§ 192.103.

Subpart H—Customer Meters, Service
Regulators and Service Lines:

Section 152 351, In accordance with
suggestions receiv:3 in the comments,
reference to specific ioaterials used for
service 1 5 has bezen deisted from Lie
scope, an: ¢ the words “customer's meters”
have bees citanged o “custiomer meters”
to avoid any implication of customer con-
trol over merers,

Section 192.353. The following changes,
all of which were suggested in the com-
ments, have been made in § 192.353:

(1) Paragraph ‘2) no longer requiress
that meters and service regulators be in-
stalled in a location that provides pro-
tection from corrosion or other damage”,
but only that they be installed in a
readily accessible location, and “be pro-
tection from corrosion or other damage,
age', The comments indicated that it is
sometimes impossible for protection irom
corrosion and damage to be nrovided by
the location itself. In addition, pai.7raph
(a) now permits the upstream regula-
tor in a series to be buried.

(2) "Paragraph (b) provides (hat each
service regulator within a building must
be lccated “as near as practical” Lo the
point ol service line entrance. ;

{3) Paragraph (d) provides that
“where feasible,” the upstream regula-
tor in a series must be located outside the
building, “unless it is located in o sepa-
rate metering or regulating building."

Section 192.357. Paragraph (b) of this
section has been completely rewritten to
express the intention that close all-
thread nipples must be of extra strong
wall pipe so that after the threads are
cut, the remaining wall thickness meets
the minimum wall thickness require-
ments of Part 152, Paragraph (d) was
added to make clear that regulaters that
release gas must be vented to the outside
atmosphere.

Section 192.359. This section has been
rewritten to reflect the present practice
of the industry, which based on the com-
ments and further investigation, appears
tn be salfe. Parazraph (a) limits the pres-
sure at which any meter may be used to
67 percent of the manufacturer's sheil
test pressure.

Paragraph (b) requires that each new
meter must have been tested by the man-
ufacturer to a minimum of 10 p.si.g.

Section 152.361. In response to the
comments, paragraph (b) no longer re-
quires that each service line be “properly

supported at all points"” on undisturbed
or well compacted soil but merely that
it be “properly supported”, material for
backfill must be “free of materials that
could damage the pipe or its coating”,
rather than "“free of rocks and building
materials”, as provided in the proposal.

Paragraph (d) now provides that serv-
ice lines must be installed so as to mini-
mize “anticipated"” piping strain or ex-
ternal loading.

Section 192.363. The requirement for
tamperproof valves in paragraph (¢) is
now limited to valves on high pressure
service lines, installed above ground or
in an area where the blowing of gas
would be hazardous, rather than all hich
pressure service lines, 1s n the proposal,

Section 192.365. Paragra.: (b) re-
quires that each serivee line be equipped
with a shutoff valve in a readily accessi-
ble location that, “if feasible", is outside
the building. This requirement applies
not only to new shutoff valves, but also
to replacement valves and valves on re-
placed service lines,

Section 192.367. The reguirement of
paragraph (a) that a service lire con-
nection to 2 main must be locawd at tha
top of the main, or if that is not practical,
at the side of the main, has been modified
by the addition of the words “unless a
suitable protective device is installed to
minimize the possibillty of dust and
moisture being carried {rom the main
into the service line."

Section 192.369. This section has been
rewritten to require that a service line
cornzaction to a cast iren or ductile iron
main must be made by a mechanical
clamp, by drilling or tapping the main,
or by anoiher method meeting the re-
quirements of §192.273. If o throaded
tan is used, the requirements of § 192.151
(b) and (¢) must be met. Paragravh c)
of the proposal, which pronibited bra-iag
a service line connection directly to a
cast iron or ductiie iron main, haes been
deleted from this section s.nce it is cov-
ered in §§ 192.275{(d) and 192.277(c).

Section 192.371. The proposed reqitire-
ment o7 installation of steel service linas
in boras has been deleted and will be in-
cluded in Subpart I on corrosion control.

Section 192.373. The prohibition
against the installation of cast iron pipe
less than 6 inches in diameter for service
lines has been extended to ductile iron,
since it appears that this wi'l not cause
any practical problems for the industry
and will result in added safaty. The pos-
sibility of eliminating the use of cast
iron in any size for service lines has been
suggested, and is currently under con-
sideration. This proposal may be the sub-
ject of a future notice of proposed rule
making.

Section 192.375. Paragraph (a) of the
proposal has been deleted because it is
covered in § 192.321(¢) of Subpart G,
General Construction Requirements,

This section also provides that a plas-
tic service line inside a building “must
be protected against external damage",
in contrast to the [ormer requirement
that it “not be exposed”.

Section 192.377. Paragraph (a) of the
proposal, on the minimum wall thickness
for copper pipe used for service linss, has
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been moved to §192.125(b) of Subpart
C, Pipe Design.

Subuart J—Test Requirements:

Secticn 192.503. Section 182.503(b) has
becn rewritten to make 1t clear that
liguid, air, nalural gas, or inert pas may
each be us . as a test medium, provided
ti:-= the stated requirements are met.

Section 192.505. Tt - Inclusion of the
test medium authiorizations in §192.503
has made it possible to eliminate the
table that was proposed for § 192.505(a).
The required test pressures in each case
may be calculated by applying the fac-
tors set fortlr in §192,619(2)(2) to the
desired maximum allowable operating
pres: . e

Poragraph (¢) of §192.505 in the no-
tice proposed to require that field tests
be conducted by maintaining the test
pressure for at least 24 consecutive hours
after the pressure stabilized in all parts
of the pipeline facility being tested.
N::ierous objections were recrived lo the
24.. yur requ.rement, After vorsultation
wii: the Technical Pipeline Safety
Standards Committee, it has been con-
eludzil that the evidence avallable at
L. time w.! substanti:ie a requirement
for i 8-hour test, but not for a longer
¢sst. The question of test duration will
ke the subject of further study and, if it
i= determined that a different test pericd
is warranted, w.l be covered in a future
rule making action.

Section 192.507. The requirements of
progesaed 55192507 and 192509 have
been combined in § 192.507. The proposed
4-hour test duration has been reduced to
one hour since, as many commenters
poiated out, the test requirements of pro-
posed § 192507 are escentially leak test
rether than strength test requirements.

Subpart K—Uprating: i

Sc-tion 132.551. Several commenters
objected to the requirements of proposed
§192.553(a) (2) that gach leals must be
repalred before a further pressure in-
cress: Is made. Section 192.553(a) (2), as
fssui, neludes an exception for leaks
th.a¢ are determined not to be hazardous,
provided they are monitored during the
pressure increase 2nd do not become po-~
tentially hazardous. This will permit the
repalr of very minor leaks in the course
of routine malntenance.

Section 192.555. The notice proposed
that, where a pipeline qualified for an
increase in maximum allowable operat-
ing pressure, the increase must be made
in increments not greater than 25 per-
eent of the total of the proposed increase.
Some commenters questioned the need
{or incremental intreases in distribution
systems, while others questioned the
need for four increments where the total
pressure increase was a small percentage
of the pressure before the proposed in-
erease. Other commenters questioned the
just:fication for incremental increases
wh=-a the basis for the proposed uprat-
ing "was a pressure test.

Section 192.555(e). Requires that,
where & plpeline segment qualifies for
uproting, the Increase In pressure must
be made in increments of either—

(1) 10 percent of the pressure before
the uprating; or
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(2) 25 percent of the total pressure
increase;

whichever requires fewer increments.
s will eliminate the need for four
ineremental increases if the total in-
crease is small as compared to the pres-
sure before uprating. Section 192.557(c)
contains a similar provision for pipeline
segments that are uprated under that
section. Also, §192.555(e) does not re-
quire incremental increases where the
basis for the uprating is a new pressure
test under paragraph (d)(1) of
§ 192.555.

Section 192.557. Proposed §%192.557,
192.559, and 192,561 have been combined
since the requirements of each proposed
section were substantially similar. Sev-
eral commenters indicated that, while
proposed § 192.561(b) (4) required the
testing of each regulator to determine if
it {s functioning, it would be impossible
to complete such a test without increas-
ing the pressure. Therefore, § 192.557(b)
(6) r=s been revised to permit pressiue
to be -.-reasad, as necessary, to test each
reqiu. or after a regulator has been in-
gtalled on each pipeline that is subject
to inz increased pressure.

Subpart L—Operations:

Section 192.605. In response to com-
ments received, several changes have
been made. In paragraph (a), the re-
quirement that the operating and
maintenance plan include detailed in-
structions for employees covering oper-
ating and maintenance procedures has
been changed by the deletion of the word
“detailed.”

Paragraph (e), proposed to cover
periodic inspection of transmission sys-
tems only, l:os been reworded W also
{n-lude distribution systems.

Paragraph (f) as proposed in the
notice, which required that provisions
for a detalled population index survey
be included in the operating and maln-
tenance plan, has been deleted, since
§ 192.609 requires that a study must be
mads whenever an increase in popula-
tion density indicates a change in class
location.

Section 192,607 is & new section on the
{nitial determination of class location
and confirmation or establishment of
maximum allowable operating pressure
applying to existing pipelines. It has
been discussed above.

Section 192.611. In paragraph (c), the
word “hydrostatically” has been deleted,
since testing must be done in eccordance
with the applicable requirements of
Subpart J and there may be instances
where other methods of testing would be
permitted under that subpart. Paragraph
(e) has been rewritten to provide that
the operator shall confirm or revise the
maximum allowable operating pressure
“within 1 year of the date when a change
in class location has occurred”, instead
of “within 60 days of the date when the
operator has notice thata change in class
location has occurred”, as was proposed
{n the notice. The reasons for this change
gre discussed In detail above.

Section 192.613. In response to com-
ments recelved, paragraph (a) was re-
written by deleting *“drop in flow
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efficiency due to internal corrosion™,
from the list of conditions to be deter-
mined by a continuing surveillance pro-
gram and by aciing “changes in class
location” to this List, A drop oceurring in
flow efficiency cennot necessarily be re-
lated to internal corrosion and may be
due to other factors.

Section 192.615. Paragraph (d) of this
section on emergency plans has been
changed by omitting the requirement
for an educational program O enable
custdmers and the genera! public “to
know how and when to shuti off the sup-
ply of gas at the customer's meter in an
emergency”. Although this requirement
was a recommendation of the National
Transportation Safety Board, most of
the comments Indicated that safety
would be Iessened if inexperlenced per-
sons were to close or open the supply of
gas. For this reason, the requirement
was not included. If further information
incdicates its desirabllity, it will be con-
sldered for a future notice of proposed
rulemaking.

Section 192.617. In accordance with
suggestions received in the comments,
the selection of samples of a Tfalled
facility or.equipment for laboratory ex-
amination is required only “where
appropriate”.

Section 192.619. In this section, which
establishes the maximum allowable op-
erating pressure for steel or plastic pipe-
lines, new paragraphs (a)(3) and (c)
have been added to permit operation at
the highest actuzal operating pressure to
which an existing segment of pipeline in
satisfactory condition was subjected
during the 5 years preceding July 1,
1970. Paragraph (a)(3) also permits
operation at a pressure for which a seg-
ment of pipeline was qualified by Gest
during that perlod. This section has
been more f[uliy discussed above.

Sections 192.621 and 192.623. In these
sections, dealing with maximum allow-
gble operating pressure for high- and
low-pressure distribution systems, para-
graph (2) (5) of § 192,619 and paragraph
(a) (2) of § 192.621 as proposad in the
notice have been deleted, because the
definltions of “hlgh-pressure distribu-
tion systems" and “low-pressure distri-

bution system” permit the elimination.

of 2 psig. as a dividing line between
high and low pressure distribution sys-
tems, and have also permitted the use of
performance-type language.

Section 192.625, Paragraph (a) of this
sectlon limits the applicability of the
odorization requirements to malns and
service lines. This requirement is dis-
cussed above.

Section 192.629. This section on purg-
ing of pipelines has been modifled to
make the procedure for purging air con-
sistent with the procedurs for purging
gas. Paragraph (c) has been eliminated
from this section and moved to § 192.751,
Subpart M, Maintenance.

Subpart M—Malntenance:

Section 192.701, In accordance with
suggestions recelved in the comments,
references to the specific areas of main-
tenance covered in this subpart have
been deleted from this section.
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Soction 152.703. This is a new section
comp:-sed of general provisions. Section
182.503 (a) and (b) was formerly con-

tained In proposed § 192.723(b) (3) and
(4.

Sections 192711 and 192.713. The
words “injurio s defect, gouge, groove,
dent, or l=nk ' liave been replaced by
“lenk, tmperieciion, or damage that im-
pairs its serviceability,” and the defini-
ticus contained in the mnroposal have
been rlirninaed, o ordz- ‘o make this
zevtion corsiztent with “"ubpart G

Seotion 192715, The ¢ =ds "Each weid
feund o have an injurlous defect” nave
besn ellminated and replaced by “Each
weld thaet 1§ unacceptable under
§ 1422414 "

Sections 192.713, 192.715. and 192.717.
A full encirciement weidad spiit sleeve
is required to be "of appropriate desion”
and the words “greater design strength'™
b been substituted for the words,
“gr ter wall 'hicmess and grade

i" tion 152.725. The provisicns con-

sadng \:"""c lines “r~revious!. aban-

dt‘u »d" aad cervice lines “lemporuriy
gireyinected  are comnined, since in
each Iastenc- M2 Une st be tested in
the same mal. .er & 3 new service line

Be! .~ bezing reinstated.
&+ liom 192.727, Sections 182.719 and
%725 s proposed in the notice have
+ :ombined In this section, since the
roy urements for soandonment of trans-
mission and distribution facilities are
evotantiallly the same. Abandoned lines
= tmclucia lines that are not subject to
ressure, except when undesroing
m.x!._tﬁnnnce In addition, it Is now pro-
viZed in parngraph (a) that the line need
not be purzed wher *t= volume of gas is
g0 small that there i° o potential hazard.
Pamoraph S requires that, if air s
us=! {¢ purgs .= line, the cperator shail
é-c ¢ that & combustible mixture is not
pivgent afler purging.

Seolion (52737, TParzgraph (b) has
bear .0 ~1nated since 7 e requirsments to
foilr= nresc-ihad plans, keep records and
promplly correct al’ - nsatisfac ory con-
ditions are covered sisawhere.

Sections 192,739 and 192.743 Rupture
Aiics are excepted rom the pec.odic test-
ing requi-ements for pressure rellef de-
vices in order to make these secticns
consistent with §192.731, aad because
testing of a rupture disc would destroy
it and require replacement.

Section 192.751. This section has been
mixdiflad t5 require the operator to mini-
mise the danger of accidental ignition of
g4s in aress where the pressure of gas
constitutes a hazard, Including the re-
nicval of potential sources of ignition
when a hazardous amount of gas is being
vinted In% cpen air, and the prohibition
of welding or cutting on pipe containing
a combustitle mixture of gas and alr in
the area of work.

Seetion [92.753. This section requires
taatall 2xisting cast iron caulked bell and
spigot jo nts subject to pressure of 25
P3sig. or ore must be senled with
viechanical ieak clamps, Those subject
to pressure of less than 25 p.sig. must
b2 seeied by me2ns other than caulking

RULSS AND REGULATIONS

whenever exposed for any reason. These
requirements were transferred to Sub-
part 4 {rom Subpart F* (§ 192.255 as pro-
posed in the notice) .

Appendices. The proposed appendices
have been reletiered so as to appear in
the order in which they are refsrred to
in the reaulations, 'This resulls in pro-
posed Appendixes A and C being ex-
changed. The materials incorporated by
referznce have been corrected and the
editions listed have been updated to the
most recent one. The dates have also been
added to the listed specifications In Ap-
peadix B, section T fer convenient ref-
ereace. ASTM specification A 539 has
been adcded to the list in Appendlx B.

Report of Technical Pipeline Safety
Standards Committee. Section 4(a) of
the Na:ural Gas Pipeline Saiecty Act re-
quired the establishment of a 15-member
Technical Pipeline Safety Standards
Commitiee. Section 4(b) of the Act re-
quires that all proposed standards and
smendrients o such standards be sub-
mitted to thz Committee acd that the
Commitiee be w1 Tordad a reasonable op-

portunity to oDrepare a repoit on the
“technical feasibllity, reason:cleness,
and pra: :ticaiit of each such p omqal >

mitted a favorable report. The Commit-
tee's report and the minority views of the
one Committee member who disagreed
with the majority report are set forth be-
low. As indicated in the majority report,
several members of the Committee sub-
mitted concurring statements recom-
mending further regulatory action in
specific nreas. These recommendations
have been included in the rulemaking
docket for Part 192,

SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION,

400 Sixth Strest SW.,

Waskington, D.C.

Atiention: Mr. Wililam C. Jennings, Act-
ing Director, Office of Pipeline Safety.

Avcust 10, 1870.

GenTLEMEN: In accordance with the pro-
visions of Section 4 of the Natural Gas Pipe-
line Safety Act of 1868, the Technica! Pipeline
Safery Standards Committes herewith sub-
mits It3 report on the technlcal feasibility,
reasonableness and practicabliity of the sev-
eral n>1ale of the OMece of FPlpeline Safety

whicy ¢ "ner comprise a “Rule Establishing
Coc -slve  Federal Plpeline Safety
Btar .02 Thesa miunlmum Pedersl safety
Bti: ..7ls are those which were developed
by ..» OMce of Plpaline Sufety to comply

..m requiremects of rectlion 3":1
the &

* and consist of propasals, and

14

Part 17 ¢ was submitted to the Technical cat.lunl thereto, which wers published in che
Commiitee and that Ccmmittee-has sub« Te=nEmar Rxcistes 23 follows:
Notlce Dockat Title FinnaAL REGUTER
publication
s—s.,,.-. Mintmuwm Federal Saloty Standards sssicarrsrraranses T Ry}
eaee Welding and Uther Jolning of Pipe Cumwamu.. « 3 F.R. 1IN
B. . Qenersl Constructlon Requlremants .- 3 F.R. 237
C..... Customers Maters, Sarvice Regulators and s.rvlu Llnu . 35 F.R. 4329,
Clnss L S, - B F.R, 8012,
Operatlon and Maintenance 35 F. R, 548,
Testing and Uprating.... - 35 F.B. BTN,
Plfp. and Componant D 33 F.R. 51'!3
..... Ororization of (i:s—Hequest for Additlonsl Comment. .. 3B F.R.

The Committes has worked very closely
with ths OMce of Pipellne Salcty and has
offered tecanical assistance (o a serles of
meetings in June and July 2f thls year
whic.. esulted In materiil ~hanges in tha
techulcal content of the ::veral proposals.

In viow of the Commitize's close associa-
tion witi the daveiopment of the final rule
it did 1ot appear appropriate to prepare a
separate report on Committee considera-
tion of indlvidual items of the final rule.
Therefors the Committee has, by letter bal-
lot, evaluated the proposed final rula snd a
majority concurs t!at the proposed stand-

accomplished * -
establish reasonable m!nlmum standards ap-
plicable to the desizy, installation, inspec-
tlon, tesring, construcclon, extension, oper-
atlon, repiascement, and maintenance of
plpeline facilitles.

It should be not.i from the concurring
views, expressed In the attached documents,
that a number of the members of the ma-
jority are concerned that much work re-
malns to be accomplished In future ruie-
making to expand and clarify the rules to
further {mprove the safety of pipeline fa-
cliities,

The Committee, In approving the presently
proposed final rule, relles on assurances
of the OfMce of Pipelius Safety and the Gen-
eral Counsel of the Dapsrtment ur ‘Trans-
portation that supp king
dockets will be instituted to pruvlda oppc--
tunity to consider additional liems alect-
ing safety of plpeline facllities that were
judged to be beyond the scope of Docket
OPS-3 and its several subparts. Addition=

intent of Congress to~

ally, the Committes recognizes the neces-
sity for !nclusion of “Requirements for Cor=-
rosion Conirol"” which 13 the subject of No=
tice 70-8, Docker OPS-5 (35 F.R. 7127} and
was conaldered :n a publie hearlng on July
20, 1270, pursuant to Notice 70-12. .

The letter ballot canvasa of th= Commit-
tea (copien ette-h=d) ind'cated a vote of
13 approviag the majority report and one
opposed.

Minority views on specific items (coples
atteclitd) were submitted uy Coamittes
members Melvin R. Meyerson, A. Vi Pea-
body, Martin T. Bennett, George W. \White,
Robert I Snyder, and A. F. Rhodes.

Mr. Lang In voting In opposition to the
majority has chosen to refer to the tran-
escripts of the several meetings of the Com-
mittes for detall of his proposed alternate
to the rule recommended by the majority,

This final Committee action [s based on
s review of the final rule without benefit of
the preambile that will be issusd with the.
rule. Therefore, the Committee has voted
on the assumption that the preamble

t t will be cor ent with the Com-
mittee's understanding of the Intent of the
various requirsments as speclifically dia-
cussed with the Committee at its saveral
meetings with the Office of Pipzline Safety.

Loris W, MeENDONSA,
Secreicry. Technical Pipeline
Safety Standards Commiitees,
Attachments:
cc: Mr. Sheftel, Bureau of the Budget.
Each committes member,

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 35, NO., 141—WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 19, 1970




Frepenic A, Laxc PE,
Good Hope Road,
Landenbery. Pa. 19350.

Ex=* »-AT10N oF THE DISAPPROVAL BY FRED-
ERIC A, LANG OF THE ProPosSED MAJORITY
REPAT = iy THE PROPOSED FINAL RULE ESTAH-
LIsit COMPREHENSIVE FEDERAL PIPELINE
SAFETY STANUARDS

August 7, 1970,

As membsr of the Technleal Pipeline
Safety Stanuards Commilttee, I disapprove
the propcssd malority report because the
proposed Final Rule will establish regula-
tions wot measurably more effective than the
standards written and suggested by the in-
dustry, In fact, the proposed Final Rule Is
based on the Industry standard B 318 and
has the same deficiencles.

Industry standards do not requlre more
safety than !s optimum for profits. The in-
dustry standards leave major loopholes
avallable to thes pipellne operater in order
that the standard or the regulation not re-
sult in higher costs which might result from
usinz a safer pipe material or a safer design,
construction, or operating practice.

A further weakenlng of the Final Rule
exlsts because of documents incorporated by
reference. The oplinloa of DOT counsel is that
doci:ments Incorporated by relerence pro-
vidas the same locpholes (lack of regulation)
in this DOT Reguiation (Part 192) that exlst
in the referenced document.
documents were written In most cases by
industry groups such as American Petroleum
Instituts who were not desirous of creating
self-unposed rezulation and who provided
num.. »us loophicles and options that leave
uncontrcled important pipellne safety items.

A sultabls =lternate Proposed Final Rule
was outllned by me and others during the
ofclal Commitiee meeting on the Proposed
Final Rule. The transcript of the meetings is
avallable.

PrEDERIC A, LANG,

After considering the comments, the
recommendations of the Technicl Pipe-
line Safety Standards Committee, and
other information discussed abore, I have
determined that zood cause exists for
mzking these regulations effective more
tha: 30 days after issuance.
his amendment is izsued under the

au-"ority of the atural Gas Pipeline
Surety Act of 1668 (49 US.C. §1671 et
seq.), Part 1 of the Regulations of the
Crifice of the Secretary of Transportation
(49 CFR farl 1), and the delezation of
authority to the Director, Office of Pipe-
line Safety, dated November 6, 1958 (33
F .. 16468).

1n econsideration of the foregoing and
for the reasons stated in the series of
notices listed above, Title 49 of the Code
of Federal Regulations is amended as
follows:

1. Part 190, except for those provisions
applicable to design, installation, con-
struction, initial inspection, and initial
testing, is revoked effective November 12,
1970,

2. The provisions of Part 190 appli-
cable to design, installation, construc-
tion, initial inspection, and initial test-
ing are revoked effective March 12, 1871,

3, A new Part 192 is added, effective
November 12, 1970, to read as set forth

. below.

Issurd in Washington on August 11,
1970.

Raferenced-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

NMorte: The reporting and/or recordkeeping
requirements contained herein have been ap-
proved by the Office of Management and
Budget In accordance with the Federal Re-
ports Acts of 1542,

Wriiam C, JENNINGS,
Acting Director,
Cffice of Pipeline Safety.

The incorporation by reference provi-
sions in this Part 192 were approved by
the Director of the Federal Regisier on
August 18, 1970.
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1923 Definltions.
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152.7 Incorporation by relerence.
1923 Gathering lines.
19211  Petroleum gas systems.
182.13  General.
192,15 Rules of regulatory constructlon.

Subpart B—Materials

Scopa.

General.

Steel pipe.

Cast !ron or ductile iron pipe.
Plastic plpe.

Copper pipe.

Marking of materisls,
Traznsportation of pipe.

15251
192.53
192.55
19257
192.59
192.61
13263
192.65

Subpart C—Pipe Design

Scope.

General.

Deslgn formula for steel pipe,

Yileld strength (S) for steel plpe.

Nominal wall thickness (t) for steel
plpe.

Design factor (F) for steel plpe.

Longitudinal Joint factor (£) for
steel plpe.

Temperature derating factor (T)
for steel pipe.

Design of cast iron pipe,

Design of ductils iron pipe.

Design of plastic pipe.

192.123 Design limitations for plastic plpe.

102.125 Design of copper pipe.

Subpart D—Design of Pipeline Components

192141 Scope.

182.143 General requirements.

192,145 Valves,

192.147 Flanz2s and flange accessorles,

192.149 tandard.dttings.

132151 Tapping.

192,153 Components fabricated by welding.

192.155 Welded branch connections,

192.157 Extruded outlets,

192.159 TFlextbility.

192161 Supports and anchors.

192.163 Comprassor stations:
consiructlon.

Compressor statlons:
moval,

Compressor
shutdown,

Compressor stations: pressure lim-
iting devices.

Compressor statlons:
safety equlpment,

Compressor statlons: wentllatlon.

Pipe-type and bottle-typs holders.

Additinnal provisions for bottle-
type holders.

Transmission line valves,

Distribution line valves,

Vaults: structural deslgn requlre-
ments.

Vaulis: accessibllity.

Vaults: sealing, veating, and ven-
tliation,

192.101
192.103
192.105
192.107
192.109

192 111
132,113

192115

192.117
1977119
192.121

dasign and

102,165 liguid re-

152.167 statlons: emergency

192.169

192.171 additlonal
192173
192.175
102:177

192.179
132181
192.183

1592.185
192,187

.182.3%7

13257

Sec.

192.189
192.191
192.193
192,195

Vaults: dralnage and waterproofing.

Design pressure of plastic fittings.

Valve installation In plastic pipe.

Protection pgainst accidental over-
pressuring.

Control of the pressure of gas de-
livered from high-pressure dis-
tribution systems.

Requirements fur design of pressure
relief and limiting devices.

Required capaclty of pressure re-
lieving and limiting statior

Instrument, control, and snpling
pipe and components,

192.197

192.199

192 201

182.203

Subpart E—Welding of Steel in Pipalines

192,221 Scope.

122,223 General.

182.225 Qualification of welding procedures.
192227 Qualification of welders,

182 225 Limitations on welders.
192.221 Protection from weather.
192.233 Miter joints.

192235 Preparation for welding.
192.237 Preheating.

192.239 Stres:s relleving,

192.241 Insy--.lion and test of welds.
162 242 Nondestructive testing,
192.245 Repalr or removal of dalects,

Subpart F—loining of Materials Other Than by
Welding
192.271
192.273
192.275
192.277
152.279
192.281

Scope.

General,

Cast iron pipe.
Ductile iron pipe.
Copper pipe.
Plastic pipe.

Subpart G—General Construction Ragquirements
for Tronimission Lines and Mains
Seope.
Compliance with specifications or
standards.
192305 Inspection: general,
192.307 Inspection of materials,
192.309 Repair of steel pipe.
192.311 Repalr of plastic pipe.
192313 Bends and elbows.
192.315 Wrinkle bends in steel plpe.
192.317 Protection fram hazards.
192319 Installation of pipe ina ditch,
192,321 Installation of plastie plpe,
192323 <Casing.
182.325

192.301
192.303

Subpart H—Custamer Meters, Service Reguiaiors,
and Service Lines

Scope.

Customer meters and regulators:
location.

Customer meters and regulators:
protection {rom damage.

Customer meters and regulators:
installation,

Customer meter insigllatlons: oper-
eling pressure.

Service lines: installallon.

Service lines: valve requirements.

Service lines: locatlon of valves,

Service lines: general requirements
for connections to maln piping.

Service llnes: connections to cast
iron or duectile lron mains,

Service Hnes: steel,

Service lines: cast fron and ductlls
{ron.

Service lines: plastic.
Service lines: copper.

152351
192.353

192355
192.357
192.359

192.361
192.363
192.385
192.367

192,369

192371
192.373

192.375

192377
Subport |—{Reserved]

Subport J—Tes) Requiremenls

Bcape.
General requirements,

192,501
192.508
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B,
192.503

192 507

192,599

192.511
102,518

192,517
192.551

1912.553
182535

182.557

192.801
19303
132.008

19407

152.800
is2.ell
192.613
182,615
102.817
iouels

192.621
192 5.3

192.3235
132.027
192529

Strength test requirements for steel
pipellne to operate at a hoop
trass of 30 percent or mors of
EMTYS.

Tesr requirements for plpeilne to
omwrata at 3 hoop stress less than
20 percant of SMYS3 and above
100 valg.

Test requirements for pipelines to
operate at or below 100 Ds.)g.

Test requirements for service lines.

Eavironmeantal protection and
safaty requirements,

Hecordas.,

Fubpart K—Uprating

Scope.

General requirements.

Tprating to a pressure that will
produce & hoon stress of 30 per-
sent or more of SMYS In steel
pipelinse.

Uprating: steel pipelines to a pres-
sur= that will produce a hoop
stress 12z than 30 percent of
Sl . 5 oiie i, cast lron, and duce
Ye troo pipelnes.

Syczarnt L—Operations

Cenacn: provision.

Essentiais of operailog and maln-
tenznce plan.

Inttial determination of class loca-
tlon and confArmation or estab-
lishment of maximum allowable
operaiing pressure,

Change in class locatlon: required
study.

Chnaogze In class locatlon: con-
firmaiion or revision of mazimum
ellowanle operating pressure.

Continuing surveil'ance,

Em.zrgency plans.

Investigation of fallures,

Maximum allowable operating pres-
sure: stssl ar plastic pipelines.
ffaxirium «llowable operating nrs-

surs: high-pressurs distribucion

Maximum acd mini—am aliowable
operating pressurs: low-pressure
disrrinution systams,

QOdorizadon of gas.

Tapping pipeilnes under pressure.

Purging of pipelines.

Subnart M—Mainlenoncs Procedures

152.701
122 703
192.705
192.707
132,109
19271

152.713

102.715
182.717
192.719

102.72
192723

192.525
192.721
162,729
192.731
132.733

e sa—aa i ——— it

Scape.

General.

‘Transmission lines: patrolilng.

Transmiasion lines: marikers,

Transmission llnes: recordkeeping.

Transraission 1llnes: gemeral re-
qulrements for repsair procedures.

Traasmission lines: permanent fdeld
c>palr  of Imperfections and
damage.

Traznsmission lines: permanent re-
pair of welds.

Transmission ilnes: permanent fleld
repalr of leaks.

Transmission lines:
repatrs,

Distribution systems: patroling.
latributlon systems: leakage sur-
veys and procedures,

Test requlrement for relnstating
service lines,

Abacdonment or Iinactivation of
racilities,

Corapressor stations: procedures for
gos compressor units.

Coinpressor stations: inspection and
testing of rallef services.

Compressor stations: lsolatlon of

. equlpment for malntenance or
alteratlons.

testing of
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Sec.
192,735 Compressor stations:
ccmbustible materials,
192.777 Plpe-type and bottle-t e helders:
plan for inspecilon and testing,
192739 Pressure limitipg and resulating
stations. inspection and testing.
Pressure’ Umitlc- and regulating
stations: telemei=ring or racord-
ing gages.
192743 Pressure llmiting and regulating
statlons: testing of rellef devices.

storage of

192.741

192,745 ‘Valve malntenaunce! rinsmission
lines.

192747 Valve maintenance: cistribvtlon
systams,

192743 Valve malntenance,

192,751 Preventlon of accidental lgnition,

192 753 Caulked bell and spigot Jolnts.

Ap-radix A—Materlals Incorporated by ref-
erence.

Appendix B—GQuallfication of pipe.

Appendix C—Qualification of weiders for low
stress level plpe.

AvtHortry: The provislons of this Part
192 Issued under 43 U.S.C, 1771 el seq.

Subpart A—General
§ 171 Scopeof part.

This pert prescribes minimum
safelv requirements for pipeline facllities
and :he traasportation of zas, including
pipeline facilities and the trancportation
of gas within the limits of the outer con-
tinental shelf as that term i3 defined in
the Cuter Continental Shelf Lands Act
(43 U.S.C. 1331).

(b) This part does mot =2oply to the
gatheri= 7 2: zas outside of tane following
areas:

(1) An area within the limits of any
i-corporasted or unincorporated cicy,
wan, or vulage.

(2) Any designat=a residential or com-
mercial area such a- a subaivision, busi-
ness or shoeoping center, oo community
developmen ‘.

§ 192.3 Definitions,

45 used in Lhis part—

*Distribution Line" means a pipeline
other than a gathering or transmiision
line.

“Gas" means natural gas, fammable
gas, or gas wlich is toxic or corrosive,

“Gathering Line” means & pipeline
that transports gas from a current pro-
duction facility to a transmission line or
main.

“High pressure distributicn system”
means a distribution system in whicn
the gas pressure in the mein is higher
than the pressure provided to the
customer.

“Listed specification” means a specifi-
cation listed in section I of Appendix B
of this part.

“Low-pressure distribution system”
means a distribution system in wiich the
gas pressure in the main i3 substantially
the same as the pressure provided to the
customer.

“Main’ means a distribution line that
serves as a common source of supply for
more than cne service line.

“Maximum actual operating pressure”
means the maximum pressure that oc-
curs during normal operations over &
period of 1 year.

“Maximum =allowable operating pres-
sure” means the maximum pressure at
which a pireline or segment of a pipe-
line may ke operated under this part.

“Municipality” rnean=s a city, county,
or any other poilitical suldlivision of a
State.

“Oeerator™ means . person who en-
gafes in the transpertation of gas.

“Pz2rson” means any individual, firmn,
joint ventnrTe, partnership, corporniion,
association, State, municipality, coopera-
tive cssociation, or joint stock association,
snd includes any trustee, receiver, as-
signee, or personal representative
thereof.

“Pipe" means any pipe or tubing used
in the transportation of gas, Including
pipe-type holders,

“Pipeline” means all parts of those
physical facilities through which gas
move: in transportation, including pipe.
valves wnd other appurtenance attached

i, gompressor units, metering sta-
tions, regulator statlons, delivery sta-
tior holders, and fabricated assemblies.

“Pipeline facility” means new sn<
existing pipelines, righic-of-way, and
any eguipment, facility, or building used
in the transpcrtation of gas or in the
trez'ment of gas during the course of
transportation.

“Secretary” means the Secretary of
Transportation or any person to whom
he has delezated authority In the mat-

¢ concernad,

“Servize Iine” means a distribution
llne that transports gas t0 a customer
meter set sssembly from a common
source of supply.

HONTY3™ means specified minimum
yleld sirength !s—

(1) Tor steel ploe manufactured in ac-
cordince with 2 listed specification, the
yield strength specified as a minimum in
that specification; or

(2 for steel pipe manufactured in ac-
entdance with an unknown or unlisted
soecification, the yield »frongth deter-
mined it accordance with § (52.107(0).

“State” means zsach of the several
States, the District of Columula, and the
Commonwesalth of Puerto Rico,

“Transmission line” means & pipeline,
other than a gathering line, that—

(1) Transports gas {rom a gathering
line or storage facility to a distribution
center or storege facility;

(2) Operates at & hoop stress of 20
percent cr more of SMYS; or

(3) Transports gas within a storage
fleld.

“Transportation ¢ 2as” means the
gathering, tranamission, or distribution
of gas by pipeline or the storage of gas,
in or affecting interstate or foreign
commerce.

§ 192.5 (lass locations.

(a) Class location is determined by
applying the criteria set forth in this
saction. The class location unit is an
area thai extends 220 vards on either
side of the centerline of any continuous
1-mile length of pipeline, Except as pro-
vided in paragraphs (d)(2) and (I) of
this section, the class location is deter-
mined by the buildings in the class loca-
tlon unit. For the purposes of this
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section, esch separate dwelling unit in
a nmultiple dwelling unit building is
ecunted as a separate building intended
for human cccupancy.

ib" A-CUlnss 1 location is any class lo-
callo o that has 10 or less buildings
inten for himan occupancy,

(g} & “Uass 2 location is any class lo-
cation unit that has more than 10 bus
Jess than 46 buildings intended for hu-
man occupancy.

(d) A Class 3 location is—

(1) Any class location unit that has
46 or more buildings intended for human
OCCUpAancy; or

(2) An area where (5= pip- a2 lies
within 100 yards of any of the following:

(1) A building that is occupied by 20
or more persons during normal use.

(ii) A small, well-defined cutside area
that is cccupied by 20 or more persons
du mg normal use, such as & play<round,
viozationarea, outdoor theater, or other
p:ace of publica whle,

(e} X Class 3 Imatwa {s any class
locgtr " unlt where buil dings with four
¢r =™ore stories sabove ground are
pi-.alent.

(fy The boundaries of the ciass loca-
tlors Jetermined in asccordance with
paiagraphs (a) through (e) of this sec-
tic may be adjusted as follows:

(1) A Cilass ¢ location ends 220 yards
from the nearest bullding with four or
mbre stories above ground.

(2) ¥ hen a cluster of buildings in-
tendad for human occuparncy reguires a

_€lass 5 location, the Class 3 location ends
220 yords from the nearesi building in
the cluster.

(1Y When a cluster of buildings in-
teriusd for human occupancy requlres
a Class 2 localion, the Clz-. o location
ends 220 yards from the nearest building
in the cluster

§ 192.7° Incorporation by reference.

(a) Any documents or parts thereof
inccrpe ted by reference in this part
are o - % of this regulation as though
E3Y Lol In fall,

(b) Al ireorporeted documents are
availrhls for i: - <ticn in the Office of
Pipelin: Safety, Room 107, 400 Sixth
Street SW., Washington, D.C. In addi-
tion, the documents are available at the
a.dgtresses provided In Appendix A to this
part.

(c) The full titles for the publications
incorporated by reference In this part
are provided in Appendix A to this part,

§192.9 Gathering lines.

Each gatheringline must comply with
the requirements of this part applicable
to transmission lines.

§192.11 Petroleum gas systems.

(a) No operator may transport petro-
leum gas in a system that serves 10 or
more customers, or in a system, any por-
tion of which is located in a public place
(such as a highway), unless that system
meets the requirements of this pa-; and
of NFPA Standards No. 58 and No. 59.
In the event of a conflict, the require-
ments ¢’ this part prevail.

(b) Each petroleum gas system cov-
ered by pamgraph (a) of this section
must comply with the following:

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(1) Aboveground structures must have
open vents near the floor level.

(2) Belowground structures must have
forced ventilation that will prevent any
accumuiation ef gor

(3) Relief valve dischar:» vents must
be located s0 as io prevent i)y 2ccumu-
lation of gas at or selow ground leval,

(4) Special precautions must be taken
to provide zdequate ventilation where
excavations are made to repair an under-
ground system.

(c) For the pwrpose of this section,
petroleum gas means propane, butane,
or mixtures of these gases, other than a
gas air mixture that is used to supple-
ment supplies in a2 natural gas distribu-
tion system.

§19273 General.

(a) o person may operate - scoment
of pipeline that is readied for service
after March 12, 1971, unless thai pipeline
has been designed, installed, constructed,
initially inspected, and initially tested
in accordance with this part.

(b) No -erson may operale o segitient
of pipeline that is replaced, r&.:-cated or
otherwise changed aiter Novzmber 12,
137y, unless that replacement, relocatlon,
or change has been made in accordance
with this part.

(c) Each operator shall maintain,
modify as appropriate, and follow the
plans, procedures, and programs that it
is required to esteblish under this part.

§ 192.15. Rales of regulalory construc-
tion.

(2) Asused in this part—

“Includes” means including bub not
Hrited to.

»f=y" means “is permitted to” or s
authorized to™.

“May nol” means “Is not permitted to”

* or“is not authorized to”.

“Shall” is used in the mandatery and
imperative sense,

(b) Inthispart—

(1) Weords importing the singular in-
cluce tihe plural;

(2) Words importing the plural in-
clude the singular; and

(2) Words importing the masculine
gender includa the feminine.

Subpart B—Materials
§192.51 Scop=.

This subpart prescrives minimum re-
quirements for the selection and qualifi-
cation of pipe and components for use in
pipelines.

§192.53 General.

Materials for pipe and components
must be—

(a) Able to maintain the structural
integrity of the pipeline under temper-
ature and other environmental conditions
that may be anticipated;

{b) Chemically compatible with any
gas that they transport and with any
other material in the pipeline with which
they are in contact; and

(¢) Qualified in accordance with the
applicable requirements of this subpart,

§ 192.55 Steel pipe.

(2) New steel pipe is qualified for use
under this part if—
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(1) It was manufactured in accord-
ance with a listed specification;

(2) It meets the requirements of para-
graphs II-A through II-D of Appendix B
of this pa™; or

(3) It is used in accordance with para-
graph (¢) of this section.

{b) Used steel pipe is qualified for use
under this part if—

(1) It was manufactured in accord-
ance with a listed specification and it
meets the requirements of paragraph
II-C of Appendix B to this part;

(2) It meets the requirements of para-
graph II-A through II-D of Appendix
B tw this part.

(3) It has been usedin an existing line
of the same or higher pressure and me cets
the requirements of paragraph II-C of
Appendix B to thls part; or

(4) It is used in accordance with
paragraph (¢) of this section.

(c) New or used steel pipe may be used
at a pressure resulting in a hoop stress of
less than 6,000 p.s! where no close coil-
iig or close vending 1s to be done, if
visual o:aminatiun indicates that the
plpe is in good conditlon and that it is
free of split seams and other defects
that would cause leakage. If it {5 to be
welded, steel pipe that has not been
manufactured to a listed specification
must also pass the weldability tests pre-
scribed in paragraph II-B of Appendix
B to this part.

(d) New steel pipe that has heen cold
expanded must comply with the maxida-
tory provisions of API1 Standard 5LX.

§192.57 Cast iron or ductile iron pipe.

(a) New cast iron or new ductile iron
pipe is qualified for use under this part
if it has been manufzctured in accord-
ance with a listed specification.

(b) Used cast iron or used ductile iron
pipe is gqualifled for use under this part
if inspection shows that the pipe is sound
end allows the meakeup of tight joints
and—

(1) Tt has been removed from an
existing pipeline that operated at the
same or higher pressure; or

(2) It was manufactured {n accord-
ance with a listed specificacion.

§ 192.52 Plastic pipe.

(a) New plastic pipe 1s qualified for
use under this part if—

(1) It is nanufactured o sccordance
with & listed specification; and

(2) It Is resistant to chemlicals with
which contact may be anticipated.

(b) Used plastic pipe is qualified for use
under this part if —

(1) It meets the requirements of a
listed specification;

(2) It is resistant to chemleals with
which contact may be anticipated;

(3) It has been used only in natural
gas service;

(4) Its dimensions are still within the
tolerances of the specification to which it
was manufactured; and

(5) It Is free of visible defects,

§ 192.61 Copper pipe.

Copper pipe is qualified for use under
this part if it has been manufactured in
accordance with a listed speciflcation.
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§ 192.63 Marking of materials.

(a) Each valve, fitting, length of pipe,
and other component must be marked as
prescl ihed in—

(1) The specification or standard o
whicn It was manufacturad,; or

:2) A158 standard practice, SP-25.

th} Su:'f;;es of pipe and components
thar »-2 sudjeclt to stress frcm internal
pressu-e may not be fleld die stamped.

(e¢) It any item Is marked by die
stamo ng, the die must have blunt or
rouni-d edges that will minimize stress
congentirations.

5 192.65 Transportation of pipe.

In & pipeline to be operated at a hoop

siress of 20 percent or more of SMYS, no

operator may use pipe having an outer
diarceter to wall thickness ratio of 70 to

ecne - more, that is transported by rail--

TG ‘ass that transportation was per-

Lo accordal..» with API LPSL1.
Subipart C—Fipe Design

§i i Scope.

‘Th = subpart prescrites the minimum
recloements for the design of plpe.

g 192,173  Ceneral.

Pips muit be designed with sufficient
wall thizen=ss, or must be installed with
adequate protection, to withstand antiel-
pated external pressures and loads that
will bz imposed ou the pipe after
installstion.

§ 1¥2.105 Design formula for steel pive.

(¢ The design pressure for steel pipe
is determined in accordance with the
followiag furmaula:

3 %
P=vp= RFXEXT

Px=Dsé-g01 pressure in pounds per squars
inch gage.

S=Tial4 streagth lp pounds per square
ioch daiarmined ln accordance with
§ 292200,

P="omiaal vuts!ia diameter of the pipe
In toches.

t =Nom!zal wail thickness of the pipe In
Inches. If this I3 unknown, it is de-
termiced In  mccordance  with
§ 192.158, Afditional wall thickness
required for concurrent external
loads 'm aoccoedance with § 192100
may nci be laciuded in computing
design picssure.

F=Deslgn factor determined In acoordance
with § 182.111.

E=Tongitulingl Joint factor determined In
socordance with § 192,113,

T=Temperature derating factor deter-
mined in accordance with § 192.115.

(b) If steel pipe that has been cold
worked to meet the SMYS 1is heated,
other than by welding, to 600° I, or more,
the design pressure is limited to 75 per-
cent of the pressure determined under
paragraph (s) of this section,

§ 192107 Yield strength (5) for steei
pipe.

(8) For pige that s manufactured in

e with o specification listed in

section I of Appendix B of this part, the

vieid strength to be used in the design

formula in § 192,105 is the SMYS stated
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In the listed specification, if that value
is known.

(k) For pipe that is manufactured in
accordance with a spec: fcation not listed
1 section I of Appendix B {o this part
or whose specification or tensile prop-
erties are unknown, the yield strength to
be used in the design formula in § 192,105
is one of the {rliowing:

(1) If the pioe i tensile tested in ac-
cordance with section 11-D of Appendix
B to this part. “he lewer of the following:

(1) 80 percent of the average yield
strengih determined by the tensile tests.

(ii) The lowest yleld strength deter-
mined by the tensile tests, but not more
than 52,000 p.s.l.

(2) If the pipe is not tensile tested as
provided in subparagraph (1) of this
paragraph 24,000 p.si.

§192.109 Nominal wall thickness (t)
for steel pipe.

(a) If the ~ominal wall t! if‘knem for
steel pipe : known, 1* ‘e " 1od
by rrep: & thickness 9. cacn s
ol Lioe . JArter poini: on one

fhy = r, if the pig: ¥ endorm
gr: 2@, and thick =35 pad izre ars

mors than 10 lengt™ . only 10 percz:.t
ol the individual lengz:cs, but not less
than 1D lengths, nzed pe measured. The
thickness of the ls=ngths that are not
measured must be verified by applying a
gage set to the minimum thickness found
by th2: measurement. The n.ominal wall
thic'...ess to be used in the design for-
mulg in § 192.105 is the next wall thick-
ness Jound in commercial specifications
that s below the average of all the mea-
suroments taken. However, the nominal
wi. [ ickness ur:d may not be more
than 1.14 times the smallest measure-
m=nt taken on pipe less than 20 inches in
outsids _iametar, no- more than (.11
times the smaiest ineasurement taken
on pipe 20 Inzhes or more In oulsic:s
dlameter.

§132.711 Design factor (F) for srecl

(a) Except as otherwist proviced in
parzs-aphs (b)), (€), and (d) of this sec-
tion, the design factor to be used in the
design formula in § 192.105 {5 deterncined
in eccordance with tr= rollowing table:

Cliass Deszign
location Jecter (F)
L e e i e e s . T2

R i v iy o 0. 60

3 0.50
e 0.40

(b)Y A design factor of 0.60 or less
must be used in the dessign formula in
§ 192.105 for steel pipe in Class 1 loca-
tions that:

(1) Crosses the right-of-way of an
unimproved public road, without a
casing;

©2) Crosses without a casing, or makes
» parsllel encroachment on, the right-
Jf-way ol either a hard surfaced road,
4 highway, o public street, or a railroad;

(3) Is supported by & vehicular, pe-
destrian, raiiroad, or pipeline bridge; or

(4) Is used in a fabricated assembly,
(including separators, mainline valve as-

semblies, cross-connections, and river
crossing headers) or is used within five
pipe diameters in any direction from the
last fitting of a fabricated assembly,
other than a transition piece or an elow
used in place of a pipe bend which is
not associated with a fabricated
assembly.

(¢) For Class 2 locations, u design
factor of 0.50, or less, must be used in
the design formula in § 192.105 for un-
cased steel pipe that crosses the right-of-
way of a hard surfaced road, a highway,
& public street, or a rallroad.

(d) For Class 1 or Class 2 locations,
a design factor of 0.50, or less, must be
used in the design formula in § 192.105
for each compressor station, regulator
station, and measuring station.
§192.113 Longitudinal joint factor (E)

for steel pipe.

The 1 -itudinal Joint fuctor to be
used in Lthe design formula in § lfr ma 15
determined in accordance w’ i-
lowing *-\le:

Specification Pipe class

ASTM A 53._... Seamiess..
Elscir'= reslstance weided...
Furnace butt welded__......
ASTM A 108, . Beamss. .
ASTM A IM... Eleetr
AnTM A 138, .. Tlactricresistanes welded. ..
ASTM A 139, .. Electric fusion walded . ..

1¢ fusion are weldsd. .

1,0, e g

PELs5232828888 S38888388888

Submergsd are weldad. ..
Furnace butt welded_...

ASTM A 155, .. Eiectric fusion arc saldad ..
ASTM A 211. .. Spiral welded steel pipe. ... e
ASTH A 233 Seamless L
Electric resistancs weided... 1
ASTM AJ81... Dnuhé:;ubmnrg«i are L
APISL.. . Seamless, . 1.
Elactric resistance walded. . 1
Electric flash weldad. . ...... {

Furnaca lap-weided. ...
APIS LX...... Sam'a, ta 1
Fleet 4 raeftliii0n welded .. 1
Elrctria ! ealded .. 15
Sithnergs wolded 1
APISLS. ...... Eipztr sii08 waldee !
Submemed are weldac ., L
Other__........ Pippoverdinches . ___
Clher. . eaecn Pipe i vrbesorless____ ...

If the type of lon-tudinal inint cannot

be determined, the joint foc .o used

raust not exceed that designated for

“Other".

§192.115 Temperature derating f(actor
(T) for steel pipe.

The temperature derating factor Lo be

used in the design formula in § 192.105

is determined as follows:

Gas temperature Temperature

in degrees derating

Fahrenheils Jactor (T)
250 0r1ess. cciannnacinuaa 1. 000
300 0.587
350 0.923
B it s i s s 0. 900
450 0.887

For intermediate gas temperatures, the
derating factor is determined by inter-
polation,

§192.117 Design of cast iron pipe.

Cast iron plpe must be designed in ac-
cordance with ANST A 21.1 using the fol-
lowing wvalues fcr S (bursﬂng tensile




strenzth) and R (modulus of rupture)
in the desizn equations:

Epecification Typaof plps - R
el pri

ANZL AL Titeast, . wecaeess 15,000 51,000

NSNS A ZL5Lo Centrid ..,uu.r 4l 16,000 40,000

mald
L (‘en:;gugnl (jﬂmd- 15,000 40, 00O

§ !" 2,119 Design of duectile iron pipe.

(2, Ductile iron pipe must be designed
in accordance with ANSI A21.50 using
tha. following values in the design
ezeations:

# 1 ~tzn hoop stress) = 16,300 p.s.l.
I (des.gn bending stress) =35,000 ps.l.

(b) Ductile iron pipe must be grade
(60—+2-10) and must conform to the re-
quirements of ANSI A21.52,

§ 192.121 Design of plasiic pipe.

va) The design prescsure for plastle
pipz is determined in accordance with
the following formu’z and is subject to
the lmitations of § ..J). 123:

P=25— { n =5 —~XF

P=Deslgn pressure in pounds per square
inch gage.

S=For thermoplastic pipe, the long-term
hydrostatic strength in pounds per
squere inch a3 stated in the listed
specification; for thermosetiing
plastic pipe, 11,000 p.ol.

{ =Specified wall thickness in inches,

D =Specified outside dlametsr in inches.

F = Deslgn factor for plastic pipe.

(») The design factor for plastic pipe
Is determined as follows:

Class Design
lozation Jactor
i e 0.32
s A A i 0.25
B e e e 0.25
@ 0.20
§ 192.123 Design Iimitations for plastic
pipe.

(a) The design pressure may not ex-
c2ed 100 p.si.g. for plastic pipe used in—

(1) Distributlon svsiems; or

(2) Classes 3 and £ locatlons.

(b) Plastic pipe may not be used where
operating temperatures of the pipe will
be—

{1} Below minus 20* F.; or

(2) Above 100* F. for thermoplastic
pipe or above 150° F. for reinforced ther-
mosetting plastic pipe.

(c) The wall thickness for thermo-
plastic pipe may not be less than 0.062
inches.

(d) The wall thickness for reinforced
thermosetting plastic pipe may not be
less than that listed in the following

table:

Nominal Mintmum wall
size in thickness in
inciieg inches

|- AR T S 0. 080
3 0. 060
4 0. 070
L] 0.100

RULES AND REGULATIONS

§192.125 Design of copper pipe.

{a) Copper pipe used in mains must
have a minimum wall thickness of 0.065
inches and must be hard drawn.

(b) Capper pipe used in service lines
must have a minimum wall thickness as
specifled for type “L’ pipe in ASTM T 88,

(c) Copper pipe used in muslus and
service lines may not be used al pres-
sures in excess of 100 p.si.g.

(d) Copper pipe that does not have
an internal corrosion resistesi lining
may not be used to carry gas that has
an average hydrogen sulfide content of
more than 0.3 grains per 100 standard
cubic feet of gas.

Subpart D—Design of Pipeline
Components

§ 192,141 Scope.

This subpart prescribes minimum re-
quirements for the design and installa-
tion of pipeline components and fa-
cilities. In addition, it prescrites
requirements relating to protection
against accidsntal overpressucicsg, *

§192.143 Ceneral requirements.

Each component of a plpeline must be
able to withstand operating pressures
and other anticipated loadings with unit
stresses equivalent to those al'~+.d for
comparable material In pipe (n Llie same
location and kind of service.

§ 192,145  Valves.

(a) Each valve must meet the mini-
mum requirements of API 6D, or MSS
SP-52, or the equivalent, and may not be
used under operating conditions that
exceed the applicable pressure-tempera-
ture ratings contained in tl.cce stand-
ards.

(b) Each valve must be able t5 et
the anticipated operating conditions,

(¢) No valve having shell componants
meads of ductile iron may be used at
pressures exceeding 80 psreent of the
pressiic roiings for cumiocable steel
valves ai (.. - listed temperature. How-
ever, a valve having shell components
made of ductile Iror may be used at
pressures up to 890 percent of ‘e pres-
sure ratings for comparable steel valyes
at thelr listed temperature, {!—

(1) The temperature-adjusied servica
pressure does not exceed 1,000 psig.;
and

(2) Welding is not n-2d on any ductile
iron component in tie fabrication of
the valve shells or their assembly.

(d) No value having pressure contaln-
Ing paris made of ductile iron may be
used in the gas pipe components of com-
pressor stations,

§192.147 Flanges and flange acces-
sories.

(a) General requirements. Each flange
or flange necessory must meet the mini-
mum requlrements of ANSI B18.5,
MSS SP-44, or ANSI B16.2¢4, or the
equivalent.

{b) Each flange assembly must be
able to withstand the maximum pres-
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sure at which the pipeline is to be op-
erated and to maintain its physical and
chemical properties at any temperature
to which it is anticipated that it might
be subjected in service.

§ 192,142 Siandard fittings.

(a) The minimum metal thickness of
threaded filtings may not be less than
specified for the pressures an:d tempera-
tures in the applicable standards refer-
enced in this part, or their equivalent.

(b) Each steel butt-welding fitting
must have pressure and temperature
ratings based on stresses [or pipe of the
same or equivalent material, The actual
bursting strength of t'= Atting must at
least equal the compited bursting
strength of pipe of the desiznated ma-
terial end well thickness, as determined
by a prototype Lhat wes tested to at
least the pressure required for the pipe-
line to which it is being added.

§192.15! Tapping.

(a) Eech mechanical fitting used to
make & hot tap miz b be da-imazd for et
least thes operaling pressure of the
pipeling

(b) Where a ductile iron plpe is
tapped, the extent of full-thread en-
gagement and the nead for the use of out-
slde-sealing service connections, tapping
saddles, or other fixtures must be deter-
mined by service'conditlons,

(c) Where a threaded tap is made In
cast iron or ductile lron pipe, the diam-
eter of the tapped hu‘.e may nob ke mors
than 25 percent of iie nominal diameter
of the pipe unless the pipe is relnforced,
except that

(1) Existing taps may be used for re-
placement =oovice, if they are free of
cracks and have geod threads; and

(2) A 1%-Inch tap may be made In a
4-inch cast fron or ductile iron pipe,
without reinforcement.

However, in areas where climate, soll,
and service conditlons may create un-
usual external stresses on cast {ron pi~e,
unreinforced taps may be used only cn
6-1nch or lacger pipe.

§192.152 Componenta

w=lding.

{(a) Except for branch connections
and assemblies of standard pipe and fit-
tings joined by clircumiferential welds,
the design pressure of each componang
febricated by welding, whose strenzth
cannot be deiermined, must ba estah-
lished in accordance with paragraph
UG-101 of section VIII of the ASME
Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code.

(b) Each prefabricated unit that uses
plate and longitudinal seams must be
deslgned, constructed, and tested in ac-
cordance with the ASME Eoller and
Pressure Vessel Code, except for the
following:

(1) Regularly manufactured butt-
welding fiitlngs,

(2) Pipe that has been produced snd
tested under a specification listed o
Appendix B to this part.

(3) Partlal assemblies such 28 spild
rings or collara,

fabricated by
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(e) Orange-peel bull picgs and
orangs-peel swages may not be used on
pipelines that are to operate al g hoop
stress of 20 percent or more of the
SMYS of the pipa.

1d) Fxcept for flat closures designed
‘~ actordance with section VIII of the
ASME Roiler and ©  suure Code, flat
closures and fish taus may not be used
on pipe that either operates at 100 psig.,
or more, or is more than 3 inches nominal
diameter.

3 102,155 Welded branch connections.

Eech welded oranch connection mads
to pipe In the form of a single connec-
tion, or in a header or manifold o3 8
serles of connections, must be designed
to ensure that the strength of the pipe-
line system is not reduced, taking into
account the stresses in the remalning
28 wall duz to the opening in the pipe
¢ *eader, the shear siresses produced dy

presau: acting on the area of “lie
ach opety, and any coernal e d-

e due wo thermal movement, welght,
v b
B L22.0207 Extruded suilets.

Each extruzed sutlet must be suitable
for anticinaied sarvica conditions and
must be ni least 2., to the deslgn
strengui of the pipe and other fittingsin
tha pipeline to which it is attached.

5192159 Flexibility.

Each pipeline must be designed with
enotzh flexi:ility to prevent thermal ex-
pansion or contraction from causing ex-
cessive stresses In the pipe or compo-
nsnts, excessive bending or unusual lcads
at jou..s. or undesirable forces or mo-
ments at points of connectlon to equip-
mer* or at anchorage or guide points.

5 19" 161 Supports and anchors.

- 5 pipeline and its associated
equ:pmen' ﬂust have enough nociiurs
or siipports to—

1) Prevent undie strawn on connected
squipment;

(2) Resist longitudinal forres caused
by a bend or offset in the ;pe; and

(3) Prevent or damp out excessive
vibration.

(b) Each exposed pioeline must have
enough supports or anchors to protect
the =xposed pipe Joints from the maxi-
mum and orce caused by Intarmal pres-
sure and any additional forces caused by
temperalure expansion or contraction or
by the waight of the pipe and its contents,

(c) Each support or anchor on an ex-
posed pipeline must be made of durable,
noncombustible material and must be
dtsis'ned ard installed as follows:

(1) Frae cxpansion and contraction of
the pipeline between supports or anchors
may nat be restricted.

(2) Provision must be made for the
service condilions involved.

(3) Movement of the pipeline may not
cazuse disngagement of the support
equipment,

‘d) Each support on an exposed pipe-
line uperated st a stress level of 50 per-

cent or more of SMYS must comply with
the followingz:
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(1) A structural support may not be
welded directly to the pipe.

(2) The support must be provided by
a member that compietely encircles the
pipe.
(3) If an encircling member is welded
to a pipe, the weld must be continuous
and sover the erive circumference,

(¢) Each underground pipeline that is
connected to a relatively unyielding line
or othier fixed objzct must have enough
flexibility to provide for possible move-
ment, or it must have an anchor that
will limit the movement of the pipeline.

(1) Each underground pipeline that
is being connected to new branches must
have a firm ioundation for both the
header and the branch to prevent lateral
and vertical movement.

§192.163 Compressor slations: desizn
and construciion,

(a) Location of compressor building.
Iich main compressor bullding of a
¢-mnressor station must be lacated on
property under the rontrol of the opera-
to- It meusi oe lar enough away from
& " jacent property, not under . :itrol of

2 operator, to minimize ‘nhe possibi.iy
of fire beinz communicated to the cum-
pressor building from structures on ad-
jacent property. There must be enough
open space around the main compressor
b ding to allow the free movement of
Are-fighting equipment.

(b) Building construction. Each build-
ing on a compressor station site must be
made of noncombustible materials i it
contains sither—

(1) Pipe more than 2 inches in diam-
eter that is carrying gas under pressure;
or

(2) Gas handling equipment other
than gas utilizawcr equipment used for
domastic purposes.

(c) Erits. Each operating floor of a
main ¢ompressor buil._ g must have at
least tw:> separated - | unobstructed
exits located so as to pro. ! '» & convin-
{en’ possibility of escape and an unob-
sructed passage tn a place of safety.
Each door latch on an exit must be of &
type whic: can be readily opened fror
the inside without a key. Each swinging
door Iaeated in an exterior wall must be
mounied to swing outward.

(d) Fenced areas. Each fence around
& compressor station must have at least
two gales located so as to provide a con-
venient opporiunity for escape to & place
of safety, or have other facilities afford-
ing 2 similarly convenient exit from the
aren. Each gate located within 200 feet
of any compressor plant building must
open cutward and, when occupled, must
29 openable from the inslde without a

ey.

(e) Electrical facilities. FElectrical
equipment and wirlng installed in com-
pressor stations must conform to the
National Electrical Code, ANSI Standard
Cl, so far es that code is applicable,
§ 192.165 Compressor stations: liguid

removal.

(a) Where entrained vapors in g
may liquefy under the anticipated prés-
sure end temperature conditions, the

compressor must be protected againsi the
intreduction of those liquids in quantities
that could cause damage.

(b) Each liquid separator used to re-
move entrained liquids at a compressor
station must—

(1) Have a manually opsrable means
of removing these liqulds.

(2) Wkere slugs of liquid could be
carried into the compressors, have either
automatic liquid removal facilities, an
automatic compressor shutdown device,
or a high liguid level alarm; and

(3) Be manuiactured in accordance
with seclion VIII of the ASME Roiler
and Pressure Vessel Code, except that
liguid separators constructed of pipe and
fittings without internal welding must be
iabricated with a design factor of 0.4,
or less.

§ 192,167 Compreessor stations:
geney shutdown.

(a) Except for unatiended fleld com-
pressor stations of 1,000 horsepower or
less, es2h compressor station must have
an emsargency shutdown swvstem that
meets the following:

(1) It must be able to biock =a: zut of
t.t}e station and blow down the staiion

Cmers

iping.

(2) It must discharge gas from (he
blowdown piping at a location wheare the
gas will not create a hazard.

(3) It must provide me=ns for the
shutdown of grs compressing equipment,
gas fires, and electrical fazilities in Lhe
vicinity of gas headers and in t-» com-
pressor building, except, that—

(1) Electr:cal circuits thast supnly
emergency ! .niing required to asssl st
tion personnel in evacuaticz the zom-
pressor building and the area in the
vicinity of the gas headers mus’ r>main
energized; and

(ii) Electrical circuits needad o pro-
tect equipment from damage =~ . remain
energized.

(4) It must be operable [;u:z ot least
two locations, each of which is—

(i) Outside the zas area of the statlon;

(ii) Near the exit gates in ! "= station
iance; and

(iif) Not more than 500 feet from the
limits of the statlon.

(b) If a compressor station supplies
gas directly to a distribution system with
no other adequate source of gas available,
the emergency shutdown system must be
desizned =0 that it will not function at
the wrong time and cause an unintended
outage on the distribution system.

§ 192.169 Compressor stations: pressure
limiting devices.

(a) Each compressor station must
have pressure relief or other suitable pro-
tective devices of sufficient capacity and
sensitivity to ensure that the maximum
allowable operating pressure of the sta-
tion piping and equlpment is not ex-
ceeded by more than !0 percent.

(b} Each vent line thal exuausts gas
from the pressure relief valves of a com-
prassor station must extend to a location

where the gas may be discharged without
hazar

1970




§192.171 Comn -cssor slalions:
utonal safets -~ uipment,

ta) Each compressor station must
have udequate fire protection facilities,
If fire primps are a part.of these facllities,
their o,-: 1on may not be aflected by
the emerzency shutdown systom,

(b) Each compressor station prime
mover, othier than an electrical induction
or synchronous rmotor, must have an au-
tomatic “evire to shut down the unit
before ti: ‘== of either the prime
mover or the (riven unit exceeds a maxi-
murm safe speed.

¢) Enilt compressor unit in a com-
pi- =50 station must have a shutdown or
alarm Aevice Lat operates in the event
of i.adequate cooling or lubrication of
the unit.

(d) Each compressor station gas en-
gine that operates with pressure gas in-
ieation must be equipp=d so that stop-
7+ . ol ths engine automatically shuts
off the fuel and vents the engine distri-
but!. - manifold.

{e) Each muifficr for a gas engine in a
coipressor station must have vent slots
or holes in the baflles of each compart-
mers to prevent gas from being trappec
in zhe mufier.

§ 152,173 Compressor slations: venli-
lation. y

Each compressor station building
‘must be ventilated to ensure that em-
ployees are n.. =ndangered by the ac-
cumulation of gas in rooms, sumps, at-
ties, nits, or other enclosed places.

§192.175 Pipe-type
holde-

(a) Excii pipe-type and bottle-tvpe
holder mst be designed so as to prevent
the acci.nulation of liquids in the holder,
in cornecting pipe, or in auxiliary equip-
ment, that might cause corrosion or in-
terfere with the safe operation of the
holder.

in) Each ©'z:-iype or bottle-lvpe
holder must have minimum clearalice
from other holders in accordance with
the following formula:

_3DMPXF

T TT1e00

addi-

and  bottle-type

in which:

C=Minimum clearance between plpe con-
talners or bottles In inches.

D —Outside diameter of pipe contalners or
bottles ia inches.

P=aaximum aliowable operating pressure,
pslg.

F=Design factor as set forth In § 182,111
of this part. -

§192.177 Additional
bottle-type holders.
(a) Each bottle-type holder must be—
(1) Located on a storage site entirely
surrounded by fencing that prevents ac-
cess by unauthorized persons and with

provisions for

minimum clearance from the fence as
follows:
Minimum
Mazimum allowable clearance
operating pressure (feet)
Less than 1,000 ps.ig 25
1,000 pS.L.E. OF MOT®e e cccemmcenn 100

408-030 O - 2
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(2) Designed using the design factors
set forth in § 192.111; and

(3) Buried with a minimum cover in
accordance with § 192.327.

(h) Each boitle-type holder manufac-
tured from steel that is nol weidable
under field conditin’  must comply with
the followins;

(1) A bottle-type holder meade from
alloy steel must meet the oemical and
teasile requirements for (he various
grades of steel in either APl Standard
5A or ASTM A 372.

(2) The actual yield-tensile ratio of
the ste:! may not exceed 0.85.

(3) /2iding may not be perforied on
the hiolder aiter it has been heat treated
or stress relieved, except that copper.
wires may be attached to tlie small di-
ameter portion of the bottle end closure
for cathodic protection if a localized
thermit welding process is used.

(4) The holder must be given a mill
hydrostatic test at a pressure that pro-
duces a hoop stress at Jea.t cqual to 85
percent of the SEMYS,

(5) The holder, connection pipe, and
compo -~ nts must be leak tested after in-
staiiztion as required by Subpart J of
this part.

§192.179 Transmission line «alves.

(a) Each transmission line, other than
offshore segments, must have sectionaliz-
ing block valves spaced as follows:

(1Y Each point on the pipeline in a
Class ¢ location must be within 214 miles
of a valve,

(2) Each point on the pipeline in a
Class 3 location must be within 4 miles
of a valve

(3) Ea.. point on the pipeline in &
Class 2 locailon must be within 7'% miles
of a valve.

47 Each point on the pipeline in a
Clz .- 1 location must be within 10 miles
of a vilve.

(b~ Each sectionalizing block valve on
a transmission line, other than offshore
segmen. must comply with the follow-
ing:

(1) The valve and the operating device
to ouen or close the valve must be readily
accessible and protected from tampering
and damage.

(2) The valve must be supported to
prevant settling of the valve or move-
ment of the pipe to which it is attached.

(¢) Each section of a transmission
line, other than offshore segments, be-
tween main line valves must have a blow-
down valve with enough capacity to al-
low the transmission line to be blown
down as rapidly as practicable. Each
blowdown discharge must be located so
the gas can be blown to the atmosphere
without hazard and, if the transmission
line is adjacent to an overhead electric
line, so that the gas is directed away from
the electrical conductors.

§192.181 Distribution line valves.

(a) Each high-pressure distribution
system must have valves spaced so as to
reduce the time to shut down a section of
main in an emergency. The valve spac-
ing is determined by the operating pres-

n.‘;sg

sure, the size of the mains, and the Jocal
physical conditions.

(b) Each regulator station controlling
the fiow or pressure of gas in a J. tribu-
tion syvstem must have a valve installed
ou the inlet piping at a distance from the
regulator station suflicient to permit the
operation of the valve during an emer-
gency that might preclude access to the
station.

(c) Each valve on a main installed for
operating or emergency purposes must
comply with the following:

(1) The valve must be placed in a
readily accessible location so as to facil-
itate i's operation in &n emergency.

(2) The operaling stem or mechanism
must be readily accessible.

(3) If the valve is installed in a buried
box or enclosure, the box or enclosurs
must be installed so as to avoid trans-
mitting external 1aads to the main,

§192.183 Vaults: structural design re-
fuirements,

(a) Each undsrgmund vault or pit for
valves, pressure relieving, pressure lim-
iting, or pressure regulating stations,
must be able to meet the loads which
may be imposed upon it, and to protect
installed equipment,

(b) There must be enough working
space so that all of the equipment re-
quired in the vault or pit can be properly
installed, operated, and maintatned.

(¢) Each pipe entering, or within, a
regulator vault or pit must be steel for
sizes 10 inches, and less, except that con-
trol and gage piping may be copper.
Where pipe extends through the vault or
pit structure, provision must be made to
prevent the passage of gasses or liquids
through the opening and to avert strains
in the pipe.

§192.135 Vaulis: acces<ibility.

Each vault must be located in an ac-
cessible location and, so far as practical,
away from—

(a) Street intersectiorns or poants
where trafiic is heavy or dense;

(b) Puoints of minimum elevation,
catcit basins, or places where the access
cover will be in the course of surface
waters; and

(c) Water, electric, steam, or other
focilities.

§ 192.187 Yaulis: sealing, venting. and
ventilation.

Each underground vault or closed ton
pit containing either a pressure regulat-
ing or reducing station, or & pressure
limiting or relieving station, must be
sealed, vented or ventilated, as follows:

(a) When the internal volume exceeds
200 cubic feet—

(1) The vault or plt must be venli-
lated with two ducts, each having at least
the ventilating effect of a pipe 4 inches
in diameter;

(2) The ventilation must be enough to
minimize the formation of ecombusti-
ble atmosphere in the vault or pit; and

(3) The ducts must be high enough
above grade to disperse any gas-alr mix-
tures that might be discharged.
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(b} When the internal volume is more
then 75 cubic feet but less than 200 cubic
feet—

(3) If the vault or pit is sea’»4 each
epening must have a tight fitting cover
witheut open holag through which an ex-
plosive mizture might be fi:i'ed, and
there'mis: be a means for estng the
internal atm-cphere before removing the
gover;

(2 If the vault or pit is w"ted there
vt he a means of preter- tinz external
scurces of ignition from rvachtr‘o the
vault stmer"‘-.*re: or

2 I{ the vault or p!* is ventilated,
pnragraph (a) or (c) of thls sectlion
applies,

t2) If & vault or pit covered by para-
graph (b) of this section is ventllated by
operings In the covers or gratings and
the ratio of the {nternal volume, in cubic
feet, to -.,_, =factive ventilating area of
thee oove rrating, (. souare feet, Is
Jess fhav 20 %0 1, addltioral ven-
Eettor  tguisucd
[P e TN |

nrum‘. uz.

%) Each vauit must be cesizm=d so
o0 minimrize the enuunece of waler.
By A yault '.*-'>-‘-.s.lnl.r'.g g Mping may
et ‘e connect-? by means of n drin
ocru:.ee‘..:an to 'ny other i ~—~gund
siructure,

() Al =lectrical egulpment In vaulls
must “-nform to the appliezl!s require-
ments of Class 1. Group D, of the Na-
tlonal Flectrical Code, ANSI Standard C1,

! 191 Design pressure of plasic
fittings,

(8! .. srmosetting fittings for plastic
.plpe must conform to ASTM D 2517
‘B2 T0 ¢ design pressure of a-
buas-s7. ~ene (ABS) and polyviayl
er'mi. PVC) Bchedule 40 and 80
tr o oiastie fittiszs must be obtained

‘rainage mnd  uers

s

18-

frc: » foliowing table:

&GN PRESS: -2 OF THERMOPLASTIC 7 [TiNCA
FST0. ow " «RIOUS STHENGTH?, MATERIA. &
aND CLASBS L.CATIONS

ABS Type Tand
Won Tong CPVE RN PVC Type !
erred  ula claas Lo lun elass Yocation
1 2and3 4 1 2endd ¢
» 4« 100 00 100 00 10 10
L i 1 100 1 1172 109
¥ 0 10 100 2% " W00 v
B 100 100 10 10 100 1N
1 1" 1M 100 90 100 100 100
&l 1M 100 w0 10 100 100
M o @ ™10 ¢ W
L] i e i 100 100 L0
% @ 0 T =™ e 1 1w 10
) 1% 1 ™ 0 100 100
] 40 B L] 8 100 100
8 109 100 AL 100 10 100
™ L] o 76 8l 100 10 100
L i 100 & 1M 1M 10
3 0 ~ & 8 1 10 100
0 100 H 7% 1w jo0 100
B 0 7 60 48 100 100 96
£0 1m 6 & 100 10 100
L} 40 71 5 ° 4 100 1M 89
] 10 il ez 00 100 100
H LA 62 49 il 10 o 74
50 o5 2 8 1 10 1
L 40 i 4“4 3s 100 3 7l
L] ] &8 10 W 10

Ntz Thess t ressure ralings are the same valus as
the destem pre<sure of the correspondine pine stra nnd
gchaslule in the simin class Ioeation, as determined by

' r:!- :n in §1920 and the limitations la

TP 1% of this part.
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§ 192,193 Valve installation in plastic
pipe.

Each valve installed In plastic pipe
ittt be designed so as to protect the
plastic material against excessive tor-
sional or shearing loads when the valve
or shm'~7 js operated, and from any
other s+~ondary stresses that might be
exerte<d through the valve or its
enclusure,
£ 192,195 Protection against accidental

overpressuring.

(a) Gineral requiremenls. Except as
providad in § 192.197, each pipelire that
is connected to a gas source s¢ that the
maximum allowable operating pressure
could be exceeded as the result of pres-
sure control failure or of some other type
of failure, must have pressure relieving
or pressure limiting devices that meet
the requirements of §§192.199 and
192:201.

thy Additional requiremenis for dis-

€1 Each disiribution
:pplied from = vrre of

oo fem g

Syauiin tat is

a3 that 't at & nigher pressure tacsa whe
maximum gl ble operatinc preéssure
Iz the syste “Ust—

P17 Have pressure regulation devices
casswie of mesiing the pressure, load,
&.... other =z.. . ce enpnditions thet will
be experienced .= normal operation of
the system, and that conl. ue activated
in the event of fallure of ..me portion of
the system; and

(2) Be desizned so as to prevent acci-
dental cverpressuring.

§192.197  _ontrol of the pressure uf gas
delivered (vom high-pressure distri-
bution systems.

(&) If the n.>ximum actual operating
pressure of the distribution sysicm is
under 60 psig. or less and a service
regulator having the followinz chirac-
teristics is used, no other pres...e lim-
iting device ls required:

(1) A regulator capable of r<:izing
distribution !lin~ pressure Lo Ppressures
recommeaded for household appliznces.

(23 A single port valve with propsr
orifice for the maximum gas pr .iira at
the regulator _..let

+3) A valve seat made of resilient ma-
terial designed to withstand ab:ison
of the gas, Impuritles in zas, cutti .z by
the valve, and t= resist permanent defor-
mation when li s pressed against the
vaive port.

(4) Pipe connections to the regulator
not exceeding 2 inches in diameter,

i5) A regulator that, under normal
operating conditions, is able to regulate
the downstrs'm pressure within the nec-
essary limits of accuracy and to limit the
build-up of pressure under no-flow con-
ditions to prevent a pressure that would
cause the unsafe operation of any con-
nected and properly adjusted gas utiii-
zatlon equipment.

a7 A self-vontained service regulator
wi'  no eviarnal static or control lines.

et If the maximum actual operating
pressure of the distribution system is

60 p.si.g., or less, and a service regulator

that does not have all of the character-

istics listed in paragraph (a) of this

section is used, or if the gas contains
materials that seriously interfere with
the operation of service regulators, there
must be sultable protective devices to
prevent unsafe overpressuring of the cus-
tomer's appliances if the service regu-
lator fa '..s

(c) If the maximum actual operaiing
pressure of the distributica system ex-
ceeds 60 psig., one of the followiag
methods must be used to regulate and
limit, to the maximum safe value, the
pressure of gas delivered to the customer:

(1) A service regulator having the
characteristics listed in paragrapn (a) of
this section, and another regulator lo-
cated upstream from the service rezula-
tor. The upstream regulator may not be
set to maintain a pressure higher than
60 ps.ig. A device must be instuiled be-
tween the upstream regulator and the
service regulator to limit the pressure on
the inlet of the service rezulator to 60
p.slg. or less in case the ..'paue'\m Te =
lator i1, to function procerly, Tais de-
virs may be elther a nller valve or an
auw*nm. ¢ shutoff that shuts, if the pres-

sure on the inlet of the service regiLator
exceeds the set z:e<sure (50 psliz. or
less), and remains closed Lol manualiy
reset.

(2) A service regulator and a monitor-
ing regulator set to lunit, to a maximum
safe value, the pressure of the gas de-
livered to the customer.

(3) A service regulator with a relief
valve vente: to the outside atmosphsre,
with the relief valve sel {0 open so Lthat
the pressure of gas going to the customer
do=s not exceed a maximum safe value.
The reliel valve may either be built Into
the service regulator or it mer ke o
separate unit inst~'ed downstream from
the service regulicor. This comuination

v be used o' : only in thoss cases
where the inlet nrassure on the ssrvice
regulator does -t exceed the manufz:-
turer's :..l¢ working pressure rating of
the service regulator, and may not be
used where the inlet pressure on the secv-
ice regulator exceeds 125 psig. +o-
Li.zher inlet pressures, the methods in
subparagraph (1) or (2) of this para-
graph must be used.

(4) A service regulator and an auto-
matic shutoff device that closes upon a
rise in pressure downstream from the
regulator and remains closed until man-
ually reset.

§ 192.199 Requirements for design of
pressure relief and limiting devices.

Each pressure relief or pressure limit-
ing device must—

(a) Be constructed of materials such
that the operation of the device will not
be impaired by corrosion;

(b) Have valves and valve seats that
are designed not to stick in a position
that will make the device inoperative;

(¢) Be designed and installed so that
it can be readily oparnted to d=termine
il the valve is [ree, can be tested to
determine the pressure at which it will
operate, and can be tested for leakage
when in the closed position;

(d) Have support made of noncom-
bustible material;

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 35, NO. 161—WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 19, 1970

-

=y crball




(e) Have discharge stacks, vents, or
outlet ports designed to prevent accumu-
lation of water, ice, or snow, located
where gas can be discharged into the
atmosprhere without undue hazard;

(f) Be designed and installed so that
the size of the openings, pipe, and fit-
tings located between the system to be
protected and the pressure relieving de-
vice, 2nd the size of the vent line, are
adou. ¢ to prevent hammering of the
valve and to prevent impairment of re-
lief capacity; )

() Where installed at a district reg-
ulator station to protect a pipeline sys-
tem fiom overpressuring, be designed
and ins:alled to prevent any single in-
cifdani s:1ch as an explosion in a vauwlt
or damage by a wvehicle (nm affecting
the operation of both the overpressure
protective device and the districi regu-
lator; and

(h) Except for a valve hat will iso-
late iae system under po. oction from
its source of pressure, be desizned to

-avent unitithorized operation of Ly

‘v tiat will make the presc -e
alve or pressure limiting devi.e
in. cerative,

§ 192.201 Required capacily of pressure
relieving and limiting stations.

(a) Each pressure relief station or
pressure limiting station or group of
t* use stations installed to protect a pipe-
line must have enough capacity, and
m it be set to operate, to prevent—

1i) The pressure from exceeding the
maximum allowable operating pressure
plus 10 percent or tie pressure that pro-
duces a hoop stress of 75 percent of
SMYS, whichever is lower; or

(2) In alow-pressure distribution svs-
tem, a pressure that would cause the un-
sale operation of any connected and
properly ad)usted gas  utilization
équipment.

(b) When more than one pressure
regulating or comoressor station feeds
jnto s pipeline, relisf volves or other
protective devices must L. instalied at
each station to ensure that the complete
failure of the largest capacity regulator
or compressor, or any single run of lesser
capacity regulators or compressors in
that station, will not impose pressures
or «ov part of the pipeline or distribu-
tlon system in excess of those for which
it was designed, or against which it was
protected, whichever is lower.

(e) Relief valves or olher pressure
limiting devices must be installed at or
near each regulator station in a low-
pressure distribution system, with a ca-
pacity to limit the maximum pressure in
the main to a pressure that will not ex-
ceect the safe operating pressure for any
connected and properly adjusted gas
utilizasion equipment,

§192.203 Instrument, control, and sam-
pling pipe and componenits.

(a) Applicability. This section applies
to the desizn of instrument, control, and
sampling pipe and components. It does
not apply to permanently closed systems,
such as fluid-filled temperature-respon-
sive devices,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(b) Malerials and design. All ma-
terials employed for pipe and compo-
nents must be designed to meet the par-
ticular conditions of service and the
following:

(1) Each takeoff connection and at-

made of suitable material, be able to
withstand the maximum secvice pressure
and temperature of the nipe or equip-
ment to which it is attached, and be
designed to satisfactorily withstand all
stresses without failure by fatigue,

(2) A shutoff valve must be installad
in each takec:: line as near as practicable
to the point of takeoff. Blowdown valves
must be installed where necessary.

(3) Brass or copper material may not
be used for metal lemperatures greater
than 400° F.

(4) Pipe or components that may con-
tain liquids must be protected by heat-
ing or other means from damage due to
Ireezing,

(5) Fipe or components in
liquids may accumulata
drains or 0s.

(§) Pipe or corn.oonents subject to
clogging from v daposits must
have suitable connections for cleaning.

(7) The errangement of pipe, com-
pon:znts, and supports must provide
safety wunder anticipated operating
stresses.

(8) Each joint between sections of
pipe, and between pipe and valves or
fittings, must be made in a manner suit-
eb's for the anticipated pressure and
temperature condition. Slip type expan-
sion joints may not be used. Expansion
must be allowed for by providing tlexi-
bility within the system itself.

(9) Each control line must be pro-
tected from anticipated causes of damage
and must be designed and installed to
prevent damage to any one control! line
frem making both the regulator and thes

..,I. '; ;.ch
must have

‘pver-pressure protective device inopera-

tive.
Subpart E—Weldina of Steel in
Pipelines
§192.221 Scope.

{a) This subpart prescribes minimum
requirements for welding steel materials
in pipelines.

(b) This subpart does not apply to
welding that occurs during the manufac-
ture of steel pipe or steel pipeline
components.

§192.223

(a) Welding must be performed in
accordance with established written
welding procedures that have been
qualified under §192.225 to produce
sound, ductile welds.

(b) Welding must be performed by
welders who are gqualified under
§5192.227 and 192.229 for the welding
procedure to be used.

§192.225 Qualification of welding pro-
cedures,

(a) Each welding procedure must be
qualified under either section IX of the
ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code
or section 2 of API Standard 1104,

Ceneral.
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whichever is appropriate to the function
of the weld.

(b) When a welding procedure is belngz
qualified under section IXX of the ASME
P or and Pressure Vessel Code, Lue fol-
lowing steels are considered to fall within
the P-Number 1 grouping for the purpose
of the essential variables and do not
require separale qualification of welding
procedures:

(1) Carbon steels that have a carbon
content of 0.32 percent (ladle analysis)
or less.

(2) Carbon steels that have a carbon
equivalent (C+Y; Mn) of 0.65 percent
iladle analysis) or less.

(3) Alloy steels with weldability char-
acterlstics that have been shown to be
simlilar to tha carbon steels listed in sub-
puragraphs (1) and (2) of this
parag-aph.

Alloy steels and carbon steels that are
not covered by subparagraph (1), (2%, or
(3) of this paragraph require separate
gualification of procedures for each indi-
vidual pipe specification in accordance
with sections VIII and IX of thz 2=ME
Boiler and Pressure =32l Code.

(¢) Each welding srocedure must be
recorded in delsll during the gqualifying
tests. This record must be retained and
followed whenever the procedurs is used.

§192.227 Qualification of welders.

(z) Except as provided in paragraph
(c) of this section, each welder must be
qualified in accordance with cne of the
following:

(1) Section IX of the ASME Boiler
and Pressure Vessel Code.

(2) Section 3 of API Standard 1104.

(b)Y When a welder is being qualified
under section IX of the ASME Boiler and
Pressure Vessel Code, the followingz steels
~ = considered to fall within the P-Num-
ber 1 groupinz for the purpose of the
essentlal variables and do not require
separate qualification:

(1) Carbon steels that have a carbon
content of 0.32 percent (ladle analysis)
or less.

(2) Carbon st2sls that have a carbon
equivalent (C--14 Mn) of 065 percent
(ladle analysis) or less.

(3) Alloy steels with weldability char-
acteristics that have been shown to be
similar to the carbon steels listed in
subparagraphs (1) and (2) of this
paragraph.

Alloy steels and carbon steels that are
not covered by subparagreph (1), (2),
or (3) of this paragraph require sep-
arate qualification of welders for each
individual pipe specification in accord-
ance with sections VIII and IX of the
ASME Boiler and Pressure Vessel Code.

(¢) A welder may qualify to perform
welding on pipe to be operated at a pres-
sure that produces a hoop stress of less
than 20 parcent of SMYS by perfurming
an acceptable test weld, for the process
to be used, under the test set forth in sec-
tion I of Appendix C to this part. A
welder who makes welded service line
connections to mains must also perform
an acceptable test weld under section II
of Appendix C to this part as a part of
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nis qualifying test. After initial qualifica-
tion a welder may not perform welding

u- Wittt the precading 12 calendar
-wm"*' he has rejqualified; or

2; "rnin the preceding § calendar
menths.. s had—

th A --'E-:.“. vald cut out. tested
and fauna acceniabis (0 accordancs with
the qualifying test; or

(14) FPor welders who work only on
sorvlee lines 2 Liches or smaller in diam-
crer, two =z2n.%le welds tested and found
zoceptable In accordance with the test
i section TIT of Appendix C to this part.

£ 192.229 Limitations on weld=rs,

(&} Nn v-.der whose qualification Is
based o nend sstructive testing may weld
sta-ion pipe and cuthonents.

er may weld with a par-
ng process unless, within the
calendar months »2 has

BZE

icuiarwe
vrazeding ©
Laged = welding with =2 Ces
4 No welder w70 15 giausied under
S 192227 at mar w3 unless, M;hln L‘
pregediaz £ calendar months, Rz has?
a.. least one weld tesied and found ac-
ceptable vnder ejther section 3 or 6 of
AP! Standards 1104,

§192.231 Protec:ion from weather.

Ths welding operation must be pro-
iected from weatner conditons that
would impair the gqual.sy of th2 com-
pleted weld.
£ 192,232  Miter joirts.

(a) A micer joint on steel pipe to be
. operatad s=* a pressure that produces a
t.oop stress of 30 percent or more of
SMYS may not deflect the plpe more
than 3*

(o) A miter joint on steel nipe to be
operated 2t a pressure that produces o
hoop - -<: of less than 30 percent, but
mare winn 10 parcent, of SMYS may ot
deflect the pl.= mnore than 1213* =-d
must be a distan.s equal to one plps
dizmeter or more away from «..y other
miter inint, as measured from the crotch
of each joint.

(¢) A miter joint on stcel plpe to be
ooerated at a oressure that producss a
hoop stress of 12 percent or less of SMYS
may not defl:ct the pipe more than 90°.

§192.235 Preparation for =elding.

Before beginnr-c a: ' welding., the
welding surfacss ust ke clean and {ree
of any material that may oe detrimental
1o thz.wald and the sSipe or component
must be allg: ‘o provide the most
faverable econdidon for deposiiing the
root bead. This alignment must be pre-
served wiile the root Lead is being
depasited.

§192.237 Prelieating.

(a) Czrbon steel that has a cathon
content nn excess of 0.32 percent (ladle
analy .31 or a carbon equivalent (C4+%
M+ In excess of 0.65 percent (ladle
aralrsis) must te preheated for welding,

(b} Tarbon sieel that has a lower car-
bon content or carbon =guivalent than
the :teels covered by paragraph (a) of
this section must be preheated for weid-
ing woen preheating will alleviate exist-

FEDERAL REGISTER,

B -

RULES AND REGULATIONS

ing conditions that would limit the weld-
ing technique or tend to adversely affact
the quality of the weld.

(¢) When steel mzterinls with diferent
preheat temperatures are beinaz pre-
heated f~- welding, the higher tempara-
ture must be used.

(d? Preheat teoaperaturs must be
monitored to ensurs thal tozs required
preheat temperature is reacharl hefove,

and maintained during, the ws .Ju‘.:,'
operation.
§192.239 Siress relieving.

(a) Earant as provided in paracsraph
(f) of this section, eacn weld on earbon
steel that has a carbon content i excess
of 0.32 parcent (ladie ana’ysis) or 2 cur-
bon equivalent (C L4 M) la exees: of
0.65 percent (ladis arilysis; must b
stress relieved as preseribed in section

VUI ¢f iha ASME Bofler nnd Pressure
Vessel Code.

(b) Exeept 23 rrovided In patugrapa
(I} of tiis sectt on. each w»'d on sarhen
steel thiat has a ¢arbon content of less
than 0.32 v~-~ut dadie 9.:13.1}*5:5) or 4
sarbon aful' Lanf (O35 Wiy el lass

than 0.65 percent (ladle analy sis) must
be thermally stress relleved when con-
ditions ealist orhdeh cool the weld at & rate
detrimerntal to the quallty of the weld.

(¢) Except as provided in paragraph
() of this section, each weld on carbon
steel plne with a wall thickness of more
than 115 inches must be stress relleved.

(d) When a weid connects plpe or com-
ponents that are of d.lﬂere 1% Eaicknes,
the wall thickness to be used In de.er-
mininz whether stress relieving s re-
quired under this szction {s—

(1) In the case of pipe connectiors, the
thicker of the two pipes joined,; or

(2} In the case of b.inch connootions,
slip-on fianges, or socket w=ld fiii.ngs,
the thickness of the pipe run or hesader,

(e) Each wzld of different materias

st be =° rasa relieved, i either malter!al
required  stress releving under his
section.

(£) Notwithston
(b}, and (¢) of
Hleving 15 not r=qu.

(1) A fillet o groove weld one-half
inch, rlass, in size tleg) that attaches

"% paragraphs a),
-aotlon, stres-
1 for the ™awing:

roa

a connection 2 inches, or less, In ‘4ame
eter; or
(2) A fillet or groove weld three-

elgnths inch, or less, in groove size that
attaches a supporting member or other
nonpressure attachment,

(g) Stress relleving required by this
section must be performed at a tempara-
ture of at least 1,100° F. for carbon steels
and at least 1,200° P. for ferritic alloy
steels. When stress relleving a weld be-
tween steel materials with diffaren: stress
relieving temparatures, the higher
temperaturs must be used.

(h) When stress relieving, the tem-
peratura must be monitored to eraure
that a uniform temperatuse 5 muin-
tained and that the proper siress
relieving cycle (s accomplished.

§192.241 Inspection and test of welds.

(a) Visual inspection of welding must
be conducted to insure that—

(1) The welding is performed in ac-
cordance witl: the welding procedure;
and

(2) The weld is acceptabie under
paragraph fe) of this section.

(b) The w2lds on a pipeiine to be
operated at 2 pressure that producss a
hao:: stress of 70 percent or mere of

SMYS must e nondestructively tested
ln m.cn.“..- we with § 182243, ‘ent that,
welds that sre visually inspe 3 and
eporoved by a qualified welding ‘naprctur
need not be nendestructively rested (f—

11} 'rhc pipe has 8 pomina! diamuler
of !255 than 6 inches; or

(21 The pipeline is o he operated at
& oressure that prodices w hoop stress
cf less than 20 percent of SMYS and
the wwilas arve '--.1 .inlltn'ed in number that
nongsstretl,= iting is impractical.

(e?r The ncr:,.'.'.‘s' ity of ooweld that
is nondestructively te: .rm or visually
tmpm.ed is petermined acoording to the

stardards in section 6 of API Star Tard
1104,
§197.213 Nondestructive testing,

{ ondesieaetive fesling ¢f walds

must o0 nerismasd by any process, other
than G:epo - “iag, that will clearly indi-
cate defec': thal may affect the integrity
of the weld.

(b) Nondestructive testing of waids
must be performed—

(1) In asccordance with written pro-
cedures; and

{2) By parsens who have been trained
and q'ﬂ.'_ 2d in the establishisd pro-
cedures nd  with the equipment

employed 1r. testing

(c¢) Procecures must be established for -
the proper interpretation- of each non-
destrucuve test of a weld w #nsure the
acceptability of the weld wunder
§ 1582.241.¢).

(d) When nondestructive tasting is
reqriired undder §192.241(B), the fol-
lowins percentages of escn _.ys fleld
but: soids lected &bt rasc.m by the
0""-’.!'.1 or, ust be nondestructively

sted aver iheir entire ecirco

=y v s

t.l, In Class 1 locations, i l=asg w
percent.

(2) In Class 2 locations, at l=ust 15
percent.

(31 In Clesses 3 and < leeations and
at crossings of major or nazabla rivers,
100 percent if practlcabls, but not less
than 90 percent,

+4) Within railroad or public hishway
rights-of-way, including tunnels, bridges
and overhead road crossings, and at pipe-
line tie-ins, 150 percent.

(e} Except for a welder whose work is
isviated Irom the principal welding ac-
tivity. a sample of each welder's work for
each day must be nondestructively tested,
when ncndestructive testing is reguired
under § 192.241(b),

tfY Wnen nondestructive testing is
vequited undar § 132.241b), each opera-
tor must retaln, for the life of 1he pipe-
line, a :ecord showing by milepost,
enzineering station, or by geographic
feature, tiie rumber of girth welds made,
the number nondestructively tested, the
nuiaber rejected, ana tre disposition of
the rejects.
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§ 192.245 Repair or removal of defects.

(a) Each weld that is unacceptable
under § 192.241(2) must be removed or

repaired. A weld mo ot be removed if it
hs ' . erach: *naot is more than 2 inches
jorg or that penvrates either the rocs

or 2eond V-

g Zach ' 'l.at is repaired must
Have the removed down to clean
meial and tio segment to be repaired

mus: be preb:--tad, After repair, the seg-

ment of ths weid that was repalred must

be wnspected to insure its acceptability.

1f the repair is not acceptable, e weld
must be romaved,

Subpart F—Joining of Materials Other
Than by Welding

§ 152,271 >cupe.

fa3 This subpart prescribes minimum
rec _rements for joinlng materials in
pipeiines, ol than Ly welding

ipr "This s oart does not avply to

JolL 3 -he manufacriue of pipe
Qt L elns -caponentd.
. neral.

§ 114273

Ji ™12 pipeline must be deslie< and
ins: alled .o that e.ch joint wi. sustain
the longituainal pullout or thrust iorces
caused by contraction or expansion of
the /i..n2 or by anticipated external or
in*2mnal loading.

'b) Each j .. must be made In ac-
cor’ . .ce with written procedures that
ha-c been proven by test or experience
to produce strong gas'izght joints.

{¢) Each joint mu.: be inspected to
fnsure compiiance witn this subpart.

§ 192,27 Castiron [ 'p&

(a) Each caulked beil and spigot jolnt
in :ast {~oo pipe must be sealed with
mechanical lesk clamps,

()} Each mechanical joint in ~st iron
plye must have a gasket made o1 = resil-
4ont material as the sealing medium.
Each gas:st must be suitably conifined
g~ ' ~-tainaed urcor compression by a
s:parale gland or follower ring.

te) Ceast iron pip® may not t= joined
by “readad jolns.

td» Cass (7o pipe may not be joined
by brazing.

{#) Each ange on & flanged joint in
cast {ron pipe must conform in dimen-
slons and drilllng tc ANSI Standard
Bl16.1 and b= cast integrally with the
pipe, valve, or fitting.

§ 192,277 Ductile iron pipe.

(a) Each mechanical joint in ductile
{ron pipe must conform to ANSI Stand-
ard A21.52 and ANSI Standard A21.11.
~ (b) Ductile iron pipe may not be
joined by threaded joints.

{¢) Ductile iron pipe may not be
joined by brazing.

§ 192.279 Copper pipe.

Copper pipe may not be threaded, ex-
cept thab copper pipe used for joining
screw fittings or valves may be threaded
if the wall thickness ls equivalent to the
comparabla size of standard wall plipe, &3
defined in ANSI Standard B36.10.

RULES AND REGULATIONS

§ 192.281 Plastic pipe.

(a) Generel, Each plastic pipe joint
must be made in accerdance with wristen
srocedures that have seen proven by
destructive burst test to produce join's
~% least as strong as the pipe belng
joined, A plzsuc pipe inlnt that is joinad
by solvent cement, aw.iesive, or heat fu-
sion niay not be disturbed until it has
properly set. Plastic pipe may not be
joined by a threaded joint or miter joint.

(b) Solvent cement joints, Each sol-
vent cement joint on plastic pipe must
comply withi the following:

‘1) Tr- =ating surfaces of the joint
m= " be clzan, dry, and free ol material
w* .1 might be deterimental to the joint.

(2) The solvent cement must conform
to ASTM Specification D 2513,

The safety requirements of Appen-
dix A of ASTM Specification D 2513
must be met.

(4) The joint may not be heated 10
accelerate t=o =2tting of the cement.

(c) Hea. jusion joints, Each heat-
{ +ian join: on plastic pipe must comply
<rith the foliowing:

(1) A butt heat-fuslon joint must be
joined by a device thai holds the heater
£ =ment square to the ends of the pipiag,
compresses the heated ends together, and
ho!ds the pipe in proper alignment while
the plastic hardens.

(2) A socket heat-fusion joint must
be joined by a device that heats the mat-
ing surfaces of the loint unifcsnly and
simultans2ously to essentlally the same
temperaiure.

(3) Heat may not be applied with a
torch or other open flame.

{d) Adhesive joints, Each adhesive
joint on piastic pipe must comply with
the following:

(1) The adheslve must conform to
ASTM Specification D 2517.

(2) ™™ .nateriil uod adhesive must
be compa..sie with each other.

(e) Me-hanicci joints. Each compras-
slon typ-: mechanical joint on piastic
pipe muse c>mply with the following:

(1) The gasket material in the cou-
pling must be compatible with the
plastic. ..

12y A rigid internal tubular stiffener,
otner than a split tubular stiffner, must
be used in conjection with the coupling.

Subpart G—GCGenercl Consiruction Re-
quirements for Transmission Lines
and Mains

§192.301 Scope.

This subnart prescribes minimum re-
quirements for constructing transmission
lines and mains.

§192.303 Compliance with sapecifica-
tions or standards.

Each transmission line or main must
be constructed in accordance with com-
prehensive written specifications or
standards that are consistent with this
part. ’

§192.305 TInspection: general.

Each transmission line or main must
be inspected to ensure that it is con-
structed in accordance with this part.
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§ 192.307 Inspection of materials,

Each length of pipe and each other
component must be visually inspected at
the site of installation to ensure that it
has not sustained any visually determi-
nable damaze that cowld imporr its
serviceability.

5192.309 Repair of steel pipe.

(a) Each imperfection or damage that
impalrs the serviceabllity of a length
of steel pipe must be repaired or removed.
If a repair is made by grinding, the re-
maining wall thickness must at least be
equal to either:

(1) Th: minimum thicknsss required
by the tolerances in the specification to
which the pipe was manufactured; or

(2) The nominal wall thickness re-
quired for the deslyn pressure of the
pipeline,

(b) Each of the followilng dents must
be remo -om steel pip= (o be operaled
at 8 pressure that produces a hoop s*~:sa
0! 20 percent, or more, of BMT 5!

(1) A dent that contains & =‘ress con-
centrator such 2s & jscreich, Zouge,
srpove, or &rc hurn,

(2) A <. ::ihataiTects the longltudinal
weld or a circumferential weld.

(3) In pipe to be operated at a pres-
sure that produces a hoop stress of 40
percent or more of SMYS, a dent that
hag a depth of—

(1) More than one-quarter inch in pipe
1234 Inches or less in outer diameter; or

(11) More than 20 percent of the nom-
inal pipe Adiameter in pipe over 12%
inches in cuter diameter.

For the purpose ui this section a “dent”
is a depression :hat produces a gross dis-
turbance in the curvature of the plpe wall
‘without reducing the pipe-wall thick-
ness, [7:e depth of a dent is m22sured as
the gap Letween whe lowest point of the
dent and & prolongation of the original
contour of the pipe.

(¢! Fach arc bumm on steel pipe to be
operated at a pressure that produces a
hoop stress of 40 percent, or more, of
SMYS must -2 repaired or removed. 77
g repair is made by grinding, the arc
burn must be completely removed and
the remalning wall thickness must be at
least equal to either:

(1) The minimum wall thickness re-
quired by the tolerances in the specifica-
tion to which the pipe was manufactured;
or

(2) The nominal wall thickness re-
quired for the design pressure of the
pipeline,

(d) A gouge, groove, arc burn, or dent
may not be repalred by insert patching or
by pounding cut.

(e) Each gouge, groove, arc burn, or
dent that is removed from a length of
pipe must be removed by cutting out the
damaged portion 2s a cylinder.

§192.311 Repair of plastic pipe.
Each imperfection or damage that
would impair the serviceability of plastic

pipe must be repaired by a patching sad-
dle or removed.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL 35, NO. 1561—WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 19, 1970

AT i S S

B e T R

e v




13258

§ 192,313 Bends and elbows.

{a) Bach Seld bend In steel pipe, other
th=~ o wrinlne bend made In accordance
with § 122315, must comply with the
followins:

.13 A :end mav not impair the serv-
jccability of tha Line.

(2) On piac tontaining a longitudinal
wzid, the longitidinal seam must be as
nez- =5 practicable to the neuiral axis
cf v« bend.

:&+ A bend on pipe that is 12 inches,
or ¢ = nmominal diameter must not
dedecr -he p.oe more than 172" In any
length .{ pipe equal to the diam:

(4) Tor .pipe more than 4 inc in
#iarneter, the difference bet™ n

e oo mum and minimum diametes at
g bar ' —av not be more than 2!z per-
cent of v~ nominal diameter.

&y » oncreumferential weld of st

ress auris
vely tesied
-Jlbows and

¢ sublccted W sy

: 7aldin
* .2 elbows may

N sad for == in direction on
steel i that iz - inches or more In
amar » =lasg the are lensth, as meas-

12! 1.ung the croteh, Is at least 1 inch.
«1' Each bend, other than a wrinkle

ber.2 made in accordance with § 192.315,

must have a smooth coniour and be {ree

of rmachanical damage.

§192.315 Wrisl .« bends in steel pipe.

(e) A wrink!s bend may not be n:.de
o sieel pipe to be operated at a pressure
that produces 8 hoop stress of 30 »er-
cent, or more, of SMYS.

i5' Tush =rinkle herd on steel pipe
—rust sumply vith the following:

(1) The bend must not have any sharp
kinks.

(2) Whsn measured along the crotch
of 1=+ bena. zh: stinkles must be a dis-
tance of st 'sast one pipe diameter,

(3) Or. z.>= 16 inches or iarger in
diametar, the bend may not have a de-
fiees: @ of mae than 1%* for each
wringls

¢4} Cn pipe ~ontaining a longitudinal

‘weid the longitudinal seam must '~ as

near 'as practicaiic to the neutral axis
of-the bend.

€ 192.317 Pruicei on from hazards.

(a) Bach transmission line or main

must be protectod from washouts, floods,
urstabla soil, landslides, or other hazards
that may cause the pipe to move or to
sustain abnormal loads.
"~ {(b' Fach transmission line or maln
that iy constructed above ground must
be protected from accidental damage by
vehicular traffic - other similar causes,
either by being placed at a safe distance
from the traffie or by installing bar-
ricades.

§192.319 Installation of pipe in a- ditch.

(a) When Installed in a ditch, each
tran-missic line that is to be operated
at 3 pressure preducing a hoop stress of
20 percent or more of SMYS must be in-
stalled 30 that the pipe fits the ditch so
&s to minimice stresses and protect the
pipe coating [rcm damage,

RULES AND REGULATIONS

(b) Each ditch for a transmission line
or main must be backfilled in a manner
that—

(1) Provide: firm support under the
pipe; and

(2) Prevents damage to the pipe and
pipe coating from equipment or from the
backfill material.

§192.321 Insiailation of plastic pipe.

(a) Plastic pipe must be installed be-
low ground level.

(b) Plastic pipe that is installed in &
vault or any other below grade enclosure
must be completely encased in gas-tight
metal pipe and fittings that are ade-
quately protected from corrosion.

(¢c) Plastic pipe must be instailed so
as to minimize shear or tensile stresses.

(d) Thermoplastic pipe that is not
encased must have a minimum wail
thickness of 0.090 inches. except thal
= » with 2n outside diameter of 0.875
taches or less may have a minimum wall

thickness of 0.9:2 inches,
(ey Plastic pips that is not encased
mus? I} ~1t eler ically conductive wire

or othe: means . :ocating the pipe - hile
it is undergrownd.

(f) Plastic r e that is belng encased
must be inserted into the casing pioe In
& manner that will protect the plastlec.
The leading end of the plastic must be
closed tefore insertion.

§192.323 Casing.

Each casing used on a (ransmission
line or main under a railroad or highway
must comply with the 20 . +ing:

(&) The casing must be designed to
withstand the superimposed loads.

(b) If there Is & possibliiy of water
entering the casing, the ends must be
sealed.

= If the =:.“3 of an unvented casing
are sealed ... ! the sealing is strong
enough to reiais the mavimum allow-
able operating pressure of the pipe, the
casing must be designed to hold this
pressure et 8 stress level of nol more
than 72 percent of SMYS.

(d) If verts are Installed on & casing,
ths vents must be protecied from the
weather to prevent water from entering
the casing.

§192.325 Underground <learance.

(a) Each transmiscion line must be
installed with at least 12 inctes of ciear-
ance from an;’ other urdergreind siruc-
ture not sssociated with the transmis-
sion line. If this clearance cannot be at-
tained, the transmission llne rnust be
protected from damage that might result
from the proximity of the other
structure.

(b) Each main must be installed with
enough clearance from ary other under-
ground structure to allow proper main-
tenance 2! 2 protect agninst damage
that might result from pooximity to
other structures.

(¢) In =addition to meeting the re-
quirements of paragraph (a) or (b) of
this section, each plastic transmission
line or main must be installed with suf-
ficient clearance, or must be Insulated,

frcm any source of heat so as to prevent
ths heat from impairing the servicea-~
bility of the pipe.

(d} Each pipa-type or bottle-type
holder must be ‘nstalled with a minimum
clearance from any oti2tv holder as pre-
scribed in § 192.1715(h).

§192.3%7 Cover.

(a) Excevt as provided in paragraph
(c) of this secticn, each buried transmis-
sion line must be installed with a mini-
riimn cover as follows:

Locatlon Normal Consolidated
ol e

Inches Inches
] ;3

T e
and rallzoad crossings. .o oaee - 3 24

ih Except us provided i oaragraphs
{¢) and (&) of this sact weh bhitried

ma  must be installed v least 24
inc. s of cover,
Where an undergro. - _‘ructure

prevants the intaliation of a fransmis-
sion line or main with the minunum
cover, the transmission line or main may
be installed with less cover if it is pro-
vided with additional protection to with=-
star. ! anticipated external loads.

A mair may be installed with less
t.. 11 24 inches of cover il the law of the
Sie = or municipality—

(1) Establishes a minimum cover of
less ihan 24 inches;

(2) Requires that mains o< [nistalled
in a common trench with other utility
lines; and

(3) Provid=s adsquately for preven-
?.on of damage to the pipe by external

nrres,

Subpart H—Customer Meters, Service
Ragulators, and Servi.: Lines

§192.351 Scope.

This suboart preser’™ss minimum re-
quireme=nzis for I—=aliing cusiomer
meters, service regulators, s-:vice lines,
service : valves, and service line con-
nessions to mains,

§192.353 Customer meters and regu-
lators: location.

(2) Each meter and service regulator,
whether inside o~ outside of a huilding,
must be [astalied in 1 readily accessible
location and Y2 orofected from corrosion
and other damage. However, the up-
siream regulator in a series may be
buried.

(b) Ench service reculator installed
within a building must be located as near
as practical to the point of service line
enirance.

(¢} Each meter installed within a
bullding must be located in a ventilated
place and not less than 3 feet from any
sourcse of ignition or ony source of heat
which might damage the meter.

(d) Where feasible, the upstream reg-
ulator in & series must be located outside
the building, unless it is located in a
separate metering or regulating building.
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§ 192,355 Customer meters and regu-
lators: protection from damage.

(a) Protection from vacuum or back
pressure. Il the customer’s equipment
might create either a vacuum or a back
pressure, a device must be installed to
protact the system.

(b) Servics regulator vents and relief
vents,. The outside termiiiial of each serv-
ice req lator vent and reliefl vent must—

(1) Es raln and insect resistant;

(2) Ee= located st a place where gas
from th= vent can escape {reely into the
atmosphers and away from any opening
into tiie building; and

(3) Be protected from damage caused
by submergence in areas where flooding
may occur.

(e) P:uz and vaults. Each pit or vault
tha. .. .ses & customer meter or reglla-
tor at a place where vehicular traffic is
anticipated, must be able to support that
trriid.

5192357 Customee meiers and rego-
fntors: installntion,

a! 'ach meter and each regulator
mi. b installed so as to minimize an-
ticipe.ed stresses upon the connecting
piping and Lhe meter.

(b) When close all-thread nipples are
used, the wall thickness remaining after
the threads are cut must meet the mini-
mum wall thickness requirements of this
part,

{c) Connections made of lead or other
easlly damaged material may not be used
in the installation of meters or regulators.

(d) Each regulator that might release
gas in {ts operation must be vented to the
outside atmosphere.

§ 122.359 Customer meter installations:
operaling pressure.

(a) A meter may not be used at a
pressure that is more than 67 percent of
the manufacturer’'s shell test pressure,

(b) Each new meter must have been
tested by the manufacturer to a mini-
mumecf 10 ps.i.g.

(¢) A rebuilt or repaired iinned steel
cas® ieter may not be wed at a pres-
sure that Is more than 50 percent of the
pressure used to test the meter after
rebuilding or repairing,

§ 192.361 Service lines: inswllution.

in) Depth. Each buried service line
must be Installed with at least 12 inches
of cover in private property and at least
18 inchas of cover in streets and roads.
However, where an underground struc-
ture prevents installation at those
d=pths, the service line must be able to
withstand any anticipated external load.

(b) Support! and backfill. Each serv-
ice line must be properly supported on
undisturbed or well-compacted soil, and
material used for backflll must be free of
materials that could damage the pipe or
its coating,

{¢c) Greding for drainage. Where con-
densate in the gas might cause interrup-
tion in the gas supply to the customer,
the service line must be graded so as to
draln into the main or into drips at the
low points in the service line.

(@) Protection apainst piping sirain
end external loading. Each service line

RULES AND REGULATIONS

must be installed so as to minimize an-
ticipated piping strain and external load-

(e) Installatiom of service lines into
buildings. Each underground service line
installed below grade through tie cuter
foundation wall of a building must—

(1) In the case of a metal service
line, be protected gainst corrosion;

(2) In the case of a plastic service line,
be prolected from shearing action and
bhackfill settiement; and

(3) Be sealed at the foundation wall
to prevent leakage Into the building.

(f) Instgliction of service lines under
buildings. Where an underground service
line is instalied under a building—

(1) It must be encased in a gas-tight
conduii;

(2) The conduit and the service line
must, if the service line supplies the
building it underlies, exlend into a nor-
mally usable and accessible part of the
building; and

(3) Th= space betwesn L= conduit
end the service line must b+ sealed to
prevent gas leskage info thes building
and, if th= :onduit is sealed at both ends,
a vent line {rom the annular space must
extend to a point where gas would not
be a hazard, and extend above grade,
maﬁns in a rain and insect resistant

t s

§ 192.363 Service lines: valve require-

mentas,

(a) Each service line must have a
service-iine valve that meets the appli-
cable requirements of Subparts B and
D of this nart. A valve incorporated in
a meter bar, that allows the meter to be
bypassed, may not be used as a service-
line valve.

(b) A soft seat service line valve may
not be used if its ability to control (¢
flow of gas cduld Le adversely affectsd
by exposure to anticipated heat.

(¢) Each service-line valve on a high-
pressure service line, installed above
ground or in an area where th: blow-
ing of gas would be hazardous, must be
designed and constructed to minimize
the possibility-of the remoral of the core
of the valve with other than -} ecialized
tools.

§ 192,365 Service
valves,

() Reletion to regulator or meter,
Each service-line valve must be in-
stalled upstream of the regulator or, if
there is no regulator, upstream of the
meter.

(b) Outside valves. Each service line
must have a shut-off valve in a readily
accessible location that, if feasible, is
outside of the building.

(¢) Underground valves. Each under-
ground service-line valve must be lo-
cated in a coverad durable curb box or
standpipe that allows ready operation of
the valve and is supported independently
of the service lines.

§ 192.367 Service lines: general require-
ments for conneclions 1o muin
piping.

(a) Location. Each service-line con-
nection to a main must be located at the

lines: locution of
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top of the main or, if that is not practi-
cal, at the side of the main, unless a
suitable protective device is installed to

imize the possibility of dust and
moisture being carried from the main
into the service line,

(b) Compression-type connection to
main. Each compression-type service
line to main connection must—

(1) Be designed and installed to effec-
tively sustain the longitudinal pull-cut
or thrust forces caused by contraction
or expansion of the piping, or by antici-
pated external or internal loading; and

(2) I gaskels are used in connecting
the service liue to the main connection
fitting, have gaskets that are compat-
ible with the kind of gas in the system,

§ 192365 Service lines: connections to
cast iron or ductile iron mains.

(a) Each service line connected to a
cast iron or ductile iron main must be
connected by a mechanical clamp, by
drilling @l tapping the main, or by
another method meeting the require-
ments of § 192.273.

(b) If = threaded tap is being inserted,
the recui-oments of §192.151 (b) and
(¢) must also be met,

§ 192,571  Service lines: steel.

Each steel service line to be operated
at less than 100 p.si.g. must be designed
for a minimum of 100 psig.

§ 192,373 Sarvice lines: cawmt iron and
ductile iron.

(a) Cast or ductile iron pipe less than
6 inches in diameter may not be in-
stalled for service lines,

(b) If e~z iron pipe or ductile iron
pipe is in:talled for use as a servies
line, the part of the service line which
extends through the building wall must
be of steel pipe.

() A cast iron or ductile iron service
line may not be installed in unstabie
s0il or under a building.

'§ 192,375 Service lines: _-:hultil:'o

(a) Each plastic service line outside a
building must be installed below ground
level, except that it may terminate above
ground and outside the building, if—

(1) The above ground part of the
plastic service line is protected against
deterioration and external damage; and

(2) The plastic service line is not used
to support external loads.

(b) Each plastic service line inside a
building must be protected against ex-
ternal damage.

§ 192.377 Service lines: copper.

Each copper service line installed
within a building must be protected
against external damage.

Subpart |—I[Reserved]
Subpart J—Test Requirements
§192.501 Scope.

This subpart prescribes minimum leak-
test and strength-test requirements for
pipelines.

§ 192,503 Ceneral requirements.

(a) No person may operate a new seg-
ment of pipeline, or return to service a
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segment of pipeline that has been re-

iocated or replaced, until—
T €1) Ic i2s bteen tested {n accordance
#ith this s~ art to subsiantiate the pro-
posed waninum  allowable operating
Presiure; and

i2: Each mcientiailly hazardous leak
s been lodated and 2liminated,

w3 The tes: m=2un must be liquid,
2.7 -natural ga3s, or inert oas that Is—

i Compatible with t2 material of
which the pipeline is consricted;
2 Relatlvely free of sedimaniary

matarials; and

13y Excep: for patural gas, nonflam-
mable

(¢/ Except as provided in § 192.505
(a), {f air, natural gas, or inert gas is
used a&s tne test medium, the following
maximum hoop stress iimitations apply:

Maxlmum hoop firess allowed as
percenticr of SMYS

(]

Naters' T

id) Euch weld used to tie-In a test
sze=men: of pipeline is excepted from the
tess requirements of this subpart,

§ 192,505 Sirength test reguirements
for steel pipelineto oo e ai i hoop
stress of 30 percent or mo- e of SMYS.

ta: Except for ssrvice n. ., each seg-
meni <? a steel pipaline that is to op-
ercie a. a hoop stress of 79 percent or
mera 0! SMUS must be strenizth tested
in ¢ .ordance with this sieiicn to sub-
staniriate the proposed maximum allow-
&..= ~re-ating pressure In additlon, in
e T.iss | or Cizss 2 location, {f there is
a oulidin . .rtended !¢r human occu-
pancy within 300 feet a pipeline, a
hydrnstatic iest ruast be conduiod to a
ey, presiuce of ot least 25 peocent of
RIZXiMUmM Operat.iia sure on that
segment of the pipol . :thin 300 feet
of such 2 ding, L . 0 event may
tha (esr section be liss than 600 feet
Li.eos e L onzth of the newly Installed
or relugs <2 pipe is less than 600 feet.
However, if the buildings arve evacuated
while the hood stiess exceads 50 percent
of SMYS. zir or inert gac may be used
as the tast medium.

(b) In ~lass 1 or Class 2 loacation,
each ecomprezsor station, regulzior sta-
icn, and measuring station, must be
tesied 10 at least Class 3 location test
EnG.
xcent as provided in paragraph
zection, the strength test must
ueted by maintaining the pres-
sove the test pressure for at

fa f_amnrnen'. other than pipe is
the oniy 1t2m being replaced or added to

a pipe! 4 strength Lest after installa-
tion 1s 1.¢0 required, i the manufacturer
ef the companent certifies that—

€1 T} raponent was tesled Yo at
lrast the nros=ure required for the pipe-
l:ne to wriich it is beine zrided: or

+2) '[he component was manufactured
under a quality control system that en-

RULES AND REGULATIONS

sures that each item manufactured is at
least equal in strength to a prototype
and that the prototype was tested to al
least the pressure required for the pipe-
line to which it is b~i5 added.

(e) For fapricated units and short sec~
tions of pipe, for which a post installa-
tion test s impractical, a preinstailation
sirength test must be condnuected Ly main-
talning the prossure 2t or above the wal
pressure for at least 4 hours,

§ 192,507 Test requirements for pipe-
lines | aperale at a hoop siresa less
than 39 percent of SMYS sad above
100 p.sai.g. -

Except [or service lines and plastic
pipelines, each segment of a pigeline
that is to be operated at a hoop stress
less than 30 percent of SMYS and above
100 p.sis. must be tested in accordance
with the foilowing:

(a) T nipeline operator must use a
tosl procec s that will ensura discovery
of all potesul rdous leaks in Lhe
sesment boil.e cested.

tb) If, during . = :2st, the segment s
to Le stressed to 2u -ercent or more of
SAMYS and natural gas, Inerl gas, or alr
i5 Lhe test medium.—

(1) Aleak test must be made at a pres-
sure between 100 psi.g. and the pressure
required to produce a hoop stress of 20
percent of SMYE: or

(2) The !:ne must be walked to check
for leaks wh ie the hoop stress !s held at
appruimatels 20 parcent of SMYS.

(c) The pressure 12usi be maintained
at or above the test pressure [or st ieast
1 hour.

§ 192,509 Test requirements for pipe.
lines 10 operate at or bo ~ 100
Pes.d.gs

Except for service lines ana nlastie
pipe ines, ach segment of a pipeline that

is to ~» overated at or below 100 p.s..:

m u2 lezk testesd in accordance with
ti= foilowing:

‘The test procedure used must en-
¢ .-~ discovery of all poten hazazd-
ous leaks in the segment belny: tested.

(b)Y Each main that is to u» operated

at less th 2 1 ps.ig must be tested to at
least 10 and each ~:in to be op=
erated at - above 1 p.s.i.g. most betested

toat leas: 50 psig.
§ 192,511

linies.

(a) Each segment of a service line
(other than plastic) must be leak tested
in accorcince with this section before
being placed in service. If feasible, the
service-line connection to the main must
be included in the test; if not feasible,
{t must be given a leakage test at the
operating pressure when placed in
service.

(b) Each segment of a service line
(other than plastic) Intended to be op-
erated at a pressure of at least 1 ps.ig.
but not more than 40 p.s.ig. must be
given a leak test at a pressure of not less
than 50 psig,

(¢c) Each segment of a service line
(other than plastic) intended to be op-
erated at pressures of more than 40
psig. must be tested to at least 90

Test requiremenis for seevice

psig. except that each segment of &
steel service line stressed to 20 rercent or
more of SMYS must be tested in ac-
cordance with § 192,507 of this subpart.

§192.513 Test requirements for plastic
pipelines.

(2; Tach segment of a plastic pipeline
must be tested in accordancs with thls
section.

(b) The test procedure must Insure
discovery of all potentially hezardous
leaks in the —2zment being tested.

(e) Tiie test pressure must be at least
150 percent of the maximum operating
pressure or 50 psisg., whichever Is
greater. However, the maximum test
pressure may not be more than three
times the design pressure of the pipe.

(d) Thea temperature of tnermoplastic
material must not be more than 10¢* F.
during the test.

§ 152,515 Environmenionl nrotection ar

LS conducting tests unds nls
subpu .z, each operator shall insu:: wnag
every reasonable precaution is taken to
protect it employens - 1 the gene:r:l
public during the testing “henever the
hoop stress of the segm it of the pire-
line being tested will excesc 50 perc
of SMYS, the operator slialli take
practiceble steps to keep persons
working on the testing operation outs:
of the testing area until the pressure 3
reduced to or below the propesed muxi-
mum allowable operating pressure.

{b) The operator -hall insure that the
test medium is dizzowed of in & manner
that will minimize damage to the
environment.

§ 192,517 Rerovdda,

Each operzior shall make, and retain
for the useful %2 of the pipeline, a rec-
ord of each :=<% performed under
§8192505 end 192507. The record
must contain at least the following
information:

(a} The operator’s mame. the names of
the opsrator’s employee resuonsible for
maidng the test, and the name of any
test company used.

(o) Test medium used.

(c) Test prassure,

(d> Test duration.

(el Fressure recording charts, or other
record of pressure readings,

(I} Elevation variations, whenever sig-
nificant for the particwar test.

(g) Leaks and failures noted and their
disposition.

Subpart K—Uprating
§192.551 Scope.

This subpart prescribes minimum re-
quirements for increasing maximum al-
lowable operating pressures (uprating)
for pipelines.

§ 192.553 Cencral requirements,

(n) Pressure increases, Whenever the
requirements of this subpart require that
an increase in operating pressure be
made in increments, the pressure must
be increased gradually, at a mate that
can be controlled, and in accordance with
the following:
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(1) At the end of each Incremental
increase, the pressure must be held con-
stant while the entire segment of pipeline
tha: . =aTected is checked for leaks.

(2) Each leak detected must be re-
palred Leoore a further pressure increase
i5 wiade, excopt that a leak determined
not te be potentially hazardous need not
be repalred, if it {s nionitored during the
pressure increase and it does not become
potentially hazardous,

(b) Records. Each operator who up-
rates a8 seoment of pipeune shall retain
for the life of the segment a record of
each !nvestigation required by thls sub-
part, of all work periormed. and of each
prossure test conducted, in connection
with tihe uprating.

{e) Writtex »lan, Each operator who
uprates a segment of pipeline shall estab-
lish a written procedure that will ensure
that each applicuble requirement of this
subyart is compiied with.

(¢t Limitation on increase in mc ~i-

mu. :z!loweb’s cerating pressure, Ex-
e, ' =s orovided o §192.5550¢), A new
max.oum allow + nperaling pressure
estat . ..2d under Liis subpart may not

exci+d the maximum that would be al-
lowed under this part for a new segment
of pipeline constructed of the same
materials in the same location.

§ 192,555 Uprating to a pressure that
will produce a hoop stress af 30 per.
;‘I‘ﬂl or more of SMYS in steel pipe-
ines.

(a) Unless the requirements of this
section have been met, no person may
subject any segment of a steel pipeline to
an operating pressure that will produce
a8 hoor =tress of 3¢ percent or more of
SMYS and that is ebove the established
mexim  : allowauis operating pressure.

(b) “Zefore increasing operating pres-
sure =%ove *he previously established
maximum azllowable operaling pressure
the = arz-or shall—

(1 Tioooew the design, operating, and
mainte ~anoa history and previous test-
ing - “1ie segment of pipeline and deter-
mins whether th2 proposed increase is
safe a~l consistent with the require-
mer.ts [ Lhis part: and

(2» Make any vepairs, replacements,
or alterations in the segment of pipeline
thet are necessary for safe operation
at the increased pressure.

{c) After complying with paragraph
(b) of this section, an operator may in-
crease the maximum allowable operating
pressure of a segment of pipeline con-
structed before September 12, 1970, to
the highest pressure that is permitted
under § 192.619, using as test pressure
the highest pressure to which the seg-
ment of pipeline was previously sub-
jected (either in a strength test or in
actual operation).

(d) After complying with paragraph
(b} of this sect;on, an operator that does
not gu: .¥ under paragraph (¢) of this
secti~-n may increase the previously es-
tabl..ned maximum allowable operating
pressur= if at leas: one of the following
reqrirements is met:

(1) The segment of pipeline s suc-
c23.04lly tested in accordance with the
requirements of this part for a new line
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of the same material in the same
location.

(2) An increased maximum allowable
operating pressure may be established
for a segment of pipeline in a Class 1 lo-
cation i the line has not previously been
tested, and {[—

(1Y 1¢ 1s impractical to test it in ac-
cordance with the regquirements of this
part; i

(i) The new maximum operating
pressure does not exceed 80 percent of
that allowed for a new lin2 of the same
design in the same location; and

(iil) The operator determines that the
new maximum allowable operating pres-
sure is consistent with the condition of
the scgment of pipeline and the design
requirements of this part.

(e) Where a8 segment of pipeline is
uprated in accordance with paragraph
(c) or (d) (2) of this section, the in-
crease in pressure must be made in in-
crements that are equal to—

(1) 10 perrent o the pressure before
the uprating; or

(++ 20 percent of the total pressure
increase,

whichever produces the {swer number
of [ncrements.

§ 192.557 Uprating: stecl pipclines to a
pressure that will product a hoop
siress less than 30 percent of SMYS;
plastic, cast iron, and ductile iron
pipelines.

(a) Unless the requirements of this
section have been met, no person may
subject—

(1) A segment of steel pipeline to an
operating pressure that will produce a
k~an siress less than 30 percent of SMYS
and that Is above the previously estab-
lished maximum allowable operating
pressure; or

(2) A plastic, cast iron, or ductile iron
pipeline segment to an operating pres-
sure that is above the previously estab-
lished maximum allowable operating
pressure,

(b) Before increasing operating pres-
sure =bove the previously established
maximum allewable operating pressure,
the operator shall—

(1) Review the design, operating, and
maintenance history of the segment of
pipeline,

(2) Make a leakage survey (if it has
been more than 1 year since the last
survey) and repair any leaks that are
found, except that a leak determined not
to be potentially hazardous need not be
repaireu, if it is monitored during the
pressure increase and it does not become
potentially hazardous;

(3) Make any repairs, replacements,
or alterations in the segment of pipe-
line that are necessary for safe opera-
tion at the increased pressure;

(4) Reinforce or anchor offsets, bends
and dead ends in pipe joined by compres-
sion couplings or bell and spigot joints
to prevent failure of the pipe joint, if the
offset, bend, or dead end is exposed in an
excavation;

(5) Isolate the segment of pipeline in
which the pressure is to be increased
from any adjacent segment that will
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continue to be operated at a lower pres-
sure; and

(6) If the pressure in malins or serv-
ice lines, or both, is to be higher than the
pressure dellvered to the customer, in-
stall a service regulator on each service
line and test each regulator to determine
that it Is functioning. Pressure may be
increased as necessary to test each regu-
lator, after » regulator has been installed
on each pipeline subject to the increased
pressure.

(c) After complying with paragraph
(b} of this section, the increase in maxi-
mum allowable operating pressure must
e made in increments that are equal to
10 p.s.i.g. or 25 percent cf the total pres-
sure increase, whichever produces the
fewer number of increments. Whenever
the requirements of paragraph (b) (8) of
this section apply, there must be at least
two approximately equal incremental
increases.

(d) If records for cast iron or ductile
iron pipeline facilitizs are not complete
enough to ascertain compliance with
§192.117 or §192.119, as applicable, the
following procedures must be foliowed:

(1) If the original laying conditions
cannot be ascertained, the operator shall
assume, when applying the design for-
mulas of ANSI A21.1, that cast iron pipe
was supported on blocks with tamped
backfill and, when applving the design
formulas of ANSI A21.50, that ductile
iron pipe was laid without blocks with
tamped backfill.

(2) Unless the actual maximum cover
depth is known, the operator shall
measure the actual cover in at least three
places where the cover is most likely to
be greatest and shall use the greatest
cover measured.

(3) Unless the actual nominal wall
thickness is known, the operator shall
determine the wall thickness by cutting
and measuring coupons from at least
three separate pipe lengths. The coupons
must be cut from piz= lengths in areas
where the cover depih is most likely to
be the greatest. The average of all
measurements taken must be increased
by the allowance indicated in the
following table:

Allgwanea (inchas)

Tipe sizo * Cast lron pipe
(inchies) Duetila
Pit cast Centril- iron pipa
pipe ugally
cast pipe

0.075 0, %5 0, 065
0D 0= 0,07 007
0.08 0,08 0,075
0.0 0, 0 0,075
0.09 0. 0.08
0.09

NoTe.~Tho nominal wall thickness of the cast iron is
the standard thickness listed in Lable 10 or tabls 11, as
applicable, of ANSI AZ2L1 nearest the value obitained
unter this subpargraph. The nominal wall thickness of
ductiles iron pipe is the standard thickness listed in talile 6
of ANSI A2L50 nearest the value oblained under Lins
subparagraph.

(4) For cast iron pipe, unless the pipe
manufacturing process is known, the
operator shall assume that the pipe
is pit case pipe with a bursting tensile
strength of 11,000 ps.i. and a modulus of
rupture of 31,000 ps.i.
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Subpart L—DOperations
§ 192.601

This subpart prescribes minimum re-
ulcements for me operation oi p ueline
':lCL-Ma

Scope.

192,503 General provisions.

14t Ng v - on may operate a segment
of ..’ .2 uniess it {5 operated in
accordanc: with thi: | Ypart,

H Ba -marator shall establisn o
@7°v o operanng ant maintenance plan

mesung i requirements of this part

and ke records necessary to
adminisier e plan,
§ 192.606., Essenti® of operating and

mainicnanrce phis.

Each operator shall include the fol-
lowing in its operating and maintenance
plan:

) Instructions for employees cov-

erizs operrrnT and maintenar "2 pro-
estires o nigrmal ope 3
Co- o saiicod *g be oot

M ot Mgl v 9 park

[ - NUCN) R nus  relatzg ot

faolitiss preserine greatast ard
to pablic safetr =una in an er ENcy
or tacause of extraordinary « stion

or malh.r.:r»r.:,r:t:a requiremer:i--.

fdi A prosram for conversiun proce-
dures, if con\'erslon of a ! w-pressure
distribution svstem to a higher pressure
is contexiated,

te: 2ry.izion f:r periodic inspections
o = aure to. a3 aunz pressures are

soroptite Tor oo lass location.

819 " Iniliai Zeterminaiion of classe
e tior anel roanfirmation or estab-
! Jhment o maximum  allowable
Loernting , ressure.

(ai-Belfore Apsil 15, 1971, o siel=
a*ar shill complets 2 study to determine
15 wn mnert of plpeline with 8
mas 54 ‘»bie operating pressure
ths: »il o= = a hoop stress that is

ware the= '-l.en.. of SMY-:

(1) Tre present class luca:la.. of all
such ' :elinie in (t3 system; and

‘2: Wnefher tie hoop stro. corre-
sponding - the maximum allosible op-
arating far. each segment of
Pty ~ commensurate with the
p:b&.‘ L+ s location,

() 1! an operztar finds that the hoop

siress corresponding to the «.'ablished
maximurs zllowaktle operating oressure
¢! a segoont of plpeline is not commen-

sturate with the' present cla.: location
and the segmeant.is In satisfactory physi-
cal condltion, the operator shall confirm
or ra.i% the mo:ximum allowable oper-
pring prassure of the affected segment of
pipeline a: renuired by § 192611 in
accordar. . : with the following schedule:

(1 Mefore January 1, 1972, the oper-
ator sha.. complete the confirmation or
revision of at least 50 percent of the
afected pipelines

(2% E+"sre January 1, 1973, the oper-
ator =h:. complete the confirmaiion or
revizinzs of the remainder of the affected
pipelines.

FEDERAL REGISTER, VOL. 35, NO. 161—WEDNESDAY, AUGUST 19,

RULES AND REGULATIOMS

§ 192,609 Cliange in class location: re-
quired study.

Whenever an increase in population
density Indicates a change in class loca-
t:on for a segment of an exiting steel
pipeline operating at hoop stress that is
mbre than 40 percent of SMYS, or Indi-

catles that the hoop stress coriz gonding
to the established maximum .lowable
opciating o .ssure for a séz>mt of

existing pipéline I5 not comme..iurate
with the present class location, 1h= oper-

ator sha!! ‘nurncdiately make a stud)’ to
determ:. -

(a} T  oresent class location for the
segment i “lved.

(b) Th: design, constructizn, and
testing procedures followed in the origl-
nal ccustruction, and a comparison of
these procedures with those 1. ired for

the present class location by tne appli-
cable provisions of this part.

(¢) The physical condit! : the seg-

ment to . o extent it can be ascertalned
from available rw ris:
Thi ap and malntenance

=3kars s

AL e um: actuni oserating
pressure and e correspondic, - eratine
hoop stress | .king pressure g uidr
account, sor the segment of cline in-

volved; and

{f) The actual area zffeciad by the
ponulation density incic.. -, and physi-
cal barriers or other factors which may
limit furthes expansion of the more
densely populated area.

§ 192.611 Change in class location : con-
fier i) oF revision of maximum al-
lowaole vperaling pressure.

It o stress corresponding to the
establis...d maximum allowable operat-
ing pressure of a segment of pipeline is
not commensurate with th: present class

<ation, and ths segmeni ' in satisfac-

ory physlecal condition, the ...ximum
LaoWable operaciag pressure of that seg-
ment of piesline must be conZirmed or
revijed as i lows:

(a3 1f the .cgment Involves he 373
pretiously (ested In place to . least 50
parcent »f its SMYS for a period of not
less tha: 2 hours, the maximunm allow-
able operating pressure must be con-
firmed or reduced so that the corre-
sponding hoop stress will not =veeed 72
percent of SMYS of the pipe in Class 2
locations, 60 perceat of 3MYS in Class 3
locations, or 50 percent of 8MYS in Class
4 locations

(b) If the segment involved has not
been previously tested in place as de-
scribed in paragraph (a) of this section,
the maximum allowable cperating pres-
sure must be reduced sn that the cor-
responding hoop stress is not more than
that allowed by this part for new seg-
ments of pipelines in the existing class
location.

(¢) If the segment of plpeline involved
has not been qualified for operation
under paragraph (a) cr «b) of this sec-
tinn, it must be tested in accordance with
th12 applicable requirements of Subpart
J of this part, and its maximum allow-
able operating pressure must then be

established s0 as to be equal to or less
than the following:

(1) The maximum allowabie operating
pressure after the requalification test Is
0.8 times the test pressure for Class 2 lo-
cations, 0.667 times the te !t pressure for
Class 3 locations, and 0,555 times the test
pressure for Class 4 locations,

(2) The maximum allowable operat-
{ng pressure confirmed or revised in ac-
cordance with this section, may not
exceed the maximum allowabie operat-
Ing pressure established beifore the
confirmation or revision.

(3) The corresponding hocp siress may
not exceed T2 percent of the SMYS of
the nipe in Class 2 locations, 60 percent
of SMYS In Class 3 locations, or 50 per-
cent of the SMYS in Class 4 locations.

(d) Confirmation or revision of the
maximum allowable operating pressure
[ a segment of pipeline in accordance
with thi- section does not preclude the
applical. ~ of §§ 192.553 and 192.555.

(e} After completing t*e study Te-
quired by ® 192603, the nperator shall
SonSom b sovise L 1% _m allowable
operating iJI‘i" i e segment of

ripelite n ary vitin this section
v.uh 13 "'.u‘ of the daie wner a ¢change
in ciiss location has cccurred.

§192.613 Continuing surveillance.

(a) Each ¢ orator shall L..¢ & pro-
cedure for contl.uing surveillance of its
facilities to d<! ~ine and take appro-
priate action co..ceming changes in class

location, faill-ex, lankage history, cor-
rosion, subsiantial changes in cathodic
protection requirements, and other

unusual operating and muaintenance
conditions.

(b) If a segment of pipeline is deter-
mined to be in unsatisfactory condition
but no immedi=te hazard exists, the
operzior shall initiate a program to re-
condition or phase out the segment in-
volved, ., i the segment cannot be re-
conditioned or phased ou‘ -oduce the
maximum allowable operaiing pressure
in accordance with § 132615 (a) and (b).

§192.615 Emergency plans.

Each cperator shall—

(a) Have written semergepiy Dro-
cedures;

tb) Acquaint sporopriate operaiing
and maintenance empluyees wilhh the
procedures;

(c) Establish liaisen with appropriate
public officiais, including fire and police
officials, with respect to the procedures;
and

(d) Establish an educational program
to enable customers snd the general
public to recognize and report 8 gas
emergency to the appropriate officials.

£ 192,617 Investigation of failures.

Each operator shall establish proce-
dures for analyzing accidents and fail-
ures. including the selection of samples of
the failed f=zcility or equipment for labo-
ratory examination, where appropriate,
for the purpose of determining the causes
of the failure and minimizing the pos-
sibility of a recurrence.
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§192.619 Maximum allawable operat-
ing pressure: steel or plastic pipe.
lines.

(a) Except as provided in paragraph
() of Lals section, nio per<on may operate
a serment of stee! or plastic pinsline at a
pressure that . - eds the lowest of the
follow:

(1) The design pre. »of the weakest
element in the segment, determined in
accordance with Subparts C and D of
this part.

(2) The pressure obtamed by dividing
the pressure to which the segment was

=sted after construction as follows:

(i) For plasiic pipe in all locations, the
test pressiire is alvided by a factor of 1.5.

(i{) Tor stesl pipe, the test pressure is
dividad by & {actor determina {1 accord-
ance with the following table:

Factor

Hegment
Instulied before
(Now, 12, 1970

Sepment
Installed aflor
(Nov. 11, 1570)

(s
lovation

Ll
o

-

11
L2
L5
L3

(3) The highest actual operating pres-
sure to which the segment was subjected
during the 5 years preceding July 1, 1970,
unless the segment was tested in accord-
ance with paragraph (a)(2) of this
szction afler July 1, 1965, or the segment
was up-aled in accordance with Subpart
K of tiis part.

(4) For furnace buit welded steel
pipe, a pressure equal to 60 percent of the
mill test pressure to which the pipe was
sud;ected.

(5) For steel pipe other than furnace
butt welded pipe, a pressure equal to 85
percent of the highest test pressure o
which the pipe has been subjected,

whether mill test or Ly the post
installatic #st.
15) The ;.essure determined by the

operator to be the maximumn s« nre
siire after considering the hlStOI‘Y ol che
sezment, particularly kuown corrosion
and the actual operating ressure.

(L ° No person may opcorate a segment
to which paragraph .« 6+ of this sec-
tion is applicable, unless uver-pressure
protective deviers are installed on the
szgment in a manner that will prevent
the maximum allowable gperating pres-
* sure from being exceeded, in accordance
with § 192.195.

(c) Notwithstanding the other re-
guirements of this section, an operator
may operate a segment of pipeline found
to be in satisfactory condition, consider-
ing its operating and maintenance his-
tory., at the highest actual operating
pressure to which the segment was sub-
jected during the 5 years preceding
July 1, 1970, subject to the requirements
of § 192611,

§ 192621 Maximmm allowable operat.
ing pressure: high-pressure distribu-

slon aystems,
(a) No person may operate a segment
of a high pressure distribution system at
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a pressure that exceeds the lowest of the
following pressures, as applicable:

(1) The design pressure of the weakest
element in the segment, determined in
accordance with Subparts C and D of
this part.

(2) 60 psi.g., for a2 segment of a dis-
tribution system otherwise designed o
operate at over 60 psig., unless ihe
service hines in the segment are equipped
with service reeulators or other pressu:2
limiting devizes in series that meet the
requirements of § 192.197(e).

t3) 25 p.si=, in segments of cast iron
pipe in which ti:. . are unreinforced tell
and spigot joints.

(4) The pressure limits to which a
joint could be subj-cied without the pos-
sibility of its parting.

(5) The pressure dete-mined by the
operator to be the maximum safe pres-
sure after considering the history of the
segment, particularly known corrosion
and Lo actual operating pressures.

(h) Mo person may operate a segment
of pipsline to which paragrs "1 LW (H)

ol b1 section applies, unless overpres-
sure prot--tive devices are installed on
the s 0% in 2 manner that will pre-

:hile operu' g
cord-

vant the maximum allot
pressure frorm heing excueded inn
ance with § 192.195.

§ 192,623 Maximum and minimum al.
lowable operaling pressure: Jlow-
pressure distribution systems. ¢

(a) No person may operate a low-
pressure Zistribution system at a pres-
sure hizh enough to make unsafe the
operation of any ~~mnected and properly
adjusted low-pressurs gas burning equip-
ment. .

(b) No person may operate a low pres-
suwie distribution system at a L. o.sure
lower than the minimum pressure at
which the safe and continuing operation
of ary connected and properly adjusted
low-pre~:ure gas b, g equipment can
be assuod,
§ 192.625

(2) Couwoustible gases in mains and
service lines must be odorized as provided
in this section.

th) The intensity of the odor of com-
bustible gases must be such as to be
readily detectable at concentrations of
one fifth of the lower explosive limit.

(¢c) In the concentrations in which il
is used, the odorant in combustivle gases
must comply with the followinz:

(1) The odorant may nct be deleteri-
ous to persons, materials, or pipe.

(2) The products of combustion from
the odorant may not be toxic when
breathed nor may they be corrosive or
harmiul to those materials to which the
products of combustion will be exposed.

(d) The odorant may not be soluble
in water to an extent greater than 25
parts to 100 parts by weight.

(e) Equipment for odorization must
introduce the odorant without wide vari-
ations in the lavel of odorant.

(fY Each operator shall conduct pe-
riodic sampling of combustible gases to
assure the proper concentration of odor-
ant in accordance with this section.

Odorization of gus,
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§ 192.627 Tapping pipelines under pres-
sure.

Each tap made on a pipeline under
pressure must be performed by a crew
qualified to make hot taps.

§ 192,620

Purging of pipelines.

(a) When o pipeline is beins purged of
air by use of gas, the gas must be re-
leased into cne end of the line in a mod-
erately rapid and continuous flow. If gas
cannot be supplied in sufficient quantity
to prevent the formation of a hazardous
mixture ol gas and air, & slug of inert
gas must be released into the line before
the cas.

(b) When a pipeline is being purged
of gns by use of air, the air must be re-
lecased into one end of the line in 2 mod-
eralely rapid and continuous fAow. If air
cannot be supplied in sufficient quantity
to prevent the formation of a hazardous
mixture of gas and air, a sluz of inert
gas must be released into the line before
the air

Subpart M—/Agintenance
§ 192,701 Scope.

This subpart_prescribes minimum re-
quirements for maintenance of pipeline
facilities.

§192.703 Cencral.

(a) No person may cperate a segment
ol pipeline, unless it is maintained in
accordance with this subpart,

(b) Each segment of pipeline that be-
comes unsafe must be replaced, repaired,
or removed from service,

f¢) Hazardous leaks must be repaired
promptly

§ 192,70
lmg

(2' Farch operator shall have a patrol
program Lo observe, at i-t-rvals not ex-
cecding 1 year, surface conditions on and
adjacent to the transmission line rizht-
of-way for indications of leaks, ciostrue-
tion activity, and other factors afecting
safety and operatlon.

(b The frequency of the patrol must
be determined by the size of the Yima the
operating pressures, the clas, oosiion,
terrain, wealher, and other relevent
factors.

(ey Highway and railroad crossings
must be patrolled more often and in
greater cdatall than transmission lines in
open country.

Transmission lines: patrol-

§ 192.707 Trunsmission lines: markers.

Each operator shall install signs or
markers wherever necessary to identify
the location of a transmission line in
order to reduce the possibility of damage
or interference.

§ 192,709 Transmission lines:
keeping,

Each operator shall keep records cov-
ering each leak discovered. repair made,
transmission line break, leakaze survey,
line patrol, and inspection, for as long as
the segment of transmission line invoived
remains In service.

record-
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§192.711 Transmission lines: general
sequirements for repair procedures.

—(a) Each coperator shall take immedi-
gte temporary measurss to prolect the
pubilc wnenever—

(11 A leak, imperfection, or damage
tha! impairs its serviceability is found in
. ageement of steel transmizcion line oper-

ating at or above 10 perceni of the SMYS;
‘and

(2) It is not feasible to make a per-
manen: repair et the time of discovery.

As soon a:z feusible, the operator shall
make permanent repairs.

. (b) Exrentasprovided in § 192.717(¢),
no ope-alor may use a welded patch asa
maans of repair.

§192.713 Transmission lines: perma-
nent field repair of imperfections and
dutnage.

Each imperfection or damage that im-
pairs ine servicnadility of a segment of
steel transmission line operating at or
ale=s <0 percent of SMYS must be re-
1 -5 follows:

W1 Is fessible to take Lne eag-
= 4 out of servire the imperfoction or
domage must be remo,ed by culting out
a cyvlindrical piece of pipe 504 replacing
it wi. pipe of similar or greater design
strenzih,

(o) If it is not feasible to take the seg-
ma=nt out of service, a full encirclement
walded split sleeve of appropriate design
must be applied over the imperfection
or 'inage,

+ ) I the segment is not taken out of
e ce, the operating pressure must be
reducad to a safe level during the repair
operations,

§ '72.715 Transmission lines:
rent field repair of welds,

Iach weld that is unacceptable under
%197 241(c) must be repaired as follows:
(2) Ifitis feasible to take the segment
of transmission line out of service, the
weld must be repaired in accordance with
t>+ spolicable requirements of § 152245,
w: A weld may be repaired in accord-
gnce with §182.245 while the sezment
of transmission line is in service if—
The weld is not leaking,

2} 'The pressure in the segment is
ey 24 50 that it does not produce a
stress that is more than 20 percent of
the SMYS of the pipe; and

t3) Grinding of the defective area can
be limited so that at least Ya-inch thick-
ne=3; in the pipe weld remains.

w) A defective weld which cannot be
repalred In accordance with paragzraph
(e) or (b) of this section must be re-
puaired by installing a full encirclement
weldzd split sleeve of appropriate design.

§ 192.717 Tronsmission lines:
nent ficld repair of leaks.

perma-

perma-

Each permanent field repair of 2 leak -

must ba made as follows:

(a) If feasible, the segment of trans-
mission line must be taken out of service
and repaired by cutting out a eylindrical
piece ol pipe and replacing it with pipe
of zlmilar or greater design sirength.

(b) If it is not feasible to take the seg-
ment ol transmission line out of serv-
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ice, it must be repaired by installing a full
encirclement welded split sleeve of ap-
propriate design, )

(c) If the leak is due to a corrosion
pit, the repalr may be made by installing
a properly desivned tolt-on leak elunp;
or, If the leak is due to & corrosicn pit
and.on pipe of not more than 40,000 p.si,
SMYS, the repair may ha nde by fillet-
welding over the pited ar. . o o<l plate
patch with rounded corners, of the same
or greater thickness than the pipe, and
not more than one-half the diameter of
the pipein size

§ 192.719 Transmission lines: lesting of
repairs.

(a) Testing of replacement pipe. (1)
If a segment of transmission line is re-
paired by cutting out the damaged por-
tion of the pive as a cylinder, ihe re-
placement pipe must be tested to the
pressure required for a new line installed
in the same location.

(2) The test roquired by . Lparagraph
(1 ~f this r-rsigraph ms be miie on
th ~ipe befors it Is insta!.-d, but ail feld
pl. = butt welzs that 2 not strenzth
to I must e tested r installatis
by nondestructive lests meeting Lhe

requirements of § 182.243.

it) Testing of repairs made by »eld-
ing. Each repalr macde by weldires in
accordance with §§ 192713, 192,71/, and
192.717 must be examined In accordance
with § 192,241,

§ 192{721 Distribution =rystems: patroi-
ng.

(a) The frequency of patroling mains
must be determined by the reveritr of
the conditlons which could cause .ullure
or leakage, and the consequent hazards
to public :alety.

(b) Main. in places or on structures
where anticipated physicel movement or
extzrmal loadlng could cause failure or
lesnze must be patroled at Intervals nob
excesding 3 mont. ;.

§192.723 Distribution systems: leakage
survers and procedures.

{a) Fach operator of a distribution
Syste 1 snall ide for perindic leak-
age surveys W ... uperating and mainte-
nance pian.

(b) Tha type and scope of the leakazge
control program must be determined by
the nature of the operations and the
local conditions, but it must meet the
followinz minimum requirements:

(1) A zns detector survey must be
conduciad in business districts, includ-
Ing tests of the atmosphere In gas, elec-
tric, telephone, sewer and watar system
manholes, at cracks In pavement and
sidewalks, and at other locations pro-
viding an opportunity for finding gas
leaks, at intervals not exceeding 1 year.

(2) Leakage surveys of the distribu-
tion system outslde of the principal bust-
ness areas must be made as frequently
g3 necessary, but a¢ intervals not ex-
ceeding 5 years,

§ 192,725 Test requirements for rein-
stating service lines.

(a) Except as provided in paragraph
(b) of this section, each disconnected

service line must be tested in the same
manner £s a new service line, before
being reinstated.

(b) Each service line temporarily dis-
connected from the main must be tested
from the point of disconnection to the
service line valve in the same manner as
a new service line, before reconnectling.
However, if provisions are made to main-
tain continuous service, such as Ly in-
stallation of a bypass, any part of the
orizinal service line used to maintain
continuous service need not be tested.

§ 192,727 Abandonment or inactivation
of facilities,

Each operator shall provids for aban-
donment or innctivation of facilities in
its operating and maint*nance plan, in-
cluding the following provisions:

(a) Each facility abandoned in place,
or, excep: when undergoing mainte-
nance, each line not subject to gas pres-
sure, must be disconnected from all
suurces and supplies of zas, purged of
gas,"and the ends sealed’ however, the
1ii.2 need not be purged =hen the volume

s gas-is = =L there is no po-

tentizl koo

thr I ai. wsz=d T purging, the op-
erator shall ensure *L b & comhbusiibie
mixture is nat present aflter purging.

(c) Each abandoned vault must be
filled with & suitable compacted
material.

§ 192.729 Compressor stations: proce-
dures for gas compressor units,

Fach overator shall establish starting,
operating, and shutdown procedures for
gas tompressor units.

§192.731 Compressor staiions: inspec-
tion ansd testing of rene! devices.

(8) Except for rupture discs, each
pressure relieving device in a compres-
sor staiion must be inspected and iested
in accordance with §%192.73%9 and
192743, and must De operated peric -
cilly to determine that It opens at the
correct sel pressure,

(b any defective or iInadeuace
equipment i. .4 must be pro
paired or 1« placed.

(c) Each ramote conirol shuldown ge-
vice must he 'rspecled and tested, at In-
tervals not w exceed 1 year, to de-
termine that it functions properly.

matd «?

npdy re-

§192.733 Compressos stations: isolation
of squipment for masintenance or
alterations.

Each operator shall establish proce-
dures for maintaining compressor sta-
tions, including provisions for isolating
units or sections of pipe and for purging
before returning to service.

§19%2.735 Compressor siations: storage
of combustible materials.

(a) Flammable or combustible ma-
terials -in gquantities beycnd those re-
gnired lor everyday use, or other than
those normally used in compressor bulld-
ings, must be stored a safe distance from
the compressor building.

(b) Aboveground oil or gasoline stor-
ege tanks must be protected In accord-
ance with National Fire Protection As-
sociation Standard No. 30.
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§192.737 Pipetype and bottietype
holders: plan {or inspection and
testing.

Each operator having a pipe-type or
bottla-Lype holder shall establish a plan

for thie systematic, routine inspection
nz of these Iacilities, including

‘&) aust be made for de-
tecting c¢terlial corrosion before the
strengii. of the container has been
wnpaire?

to) Per.dic sampling and testing of
wus in storswe must be made to determine
the dew point of vapors contained in the
stored gz~ that if condensed, mirht

czuse internd” corrosion or intericre with
the safe operation of the storuge plant.
(¢) The pressure control and pressure
limiting equinment must be inspected
and tested pe:...cally o determiine that
it is in a safe operating condition and

hus adequat2 capacity.
§ 19¥2.739 * -essure limiting and reculat-
Inz slations: inspection and : <ling.

Fach

ressure limiting station. relief
device =<cepl rupture dizcs), ans mres-
aulet ouilating station and its equuip.zng

raust. be subjected, at intervals nc' .:-
ceeding 1 year, to inspections and tests
to .I-*~=mine that it is—

{a; ' good mechanical condition:

{b) Adequaw ‘rom the standpoint of
capacity and reliability of operation for
the service in which it is employed;

(c) Se: to function at the correct
pressure; and

(d) Properly installed and protected
from dirt, liquids, or other conditions
that might prevent proper operation.

§ 152.741  Pressure Himiling und regulat-
ing stutions: telemetering or record-
N T e

i) Euach distributio: system supplied
by mor2 than one districl pressure regu-
lating station must be equipped with
telemetering or recording pressure gages
tn indicate the gas pressure in the
ghhymrebadt

th¥ On distribution systems supplied
by a single district pressure regulating
siation, the operator shall determine the
necessity of installing telemeteni: or
recording gages in the district, taking
into consideration the number of cus-
tomers supplied, the cperating pressures,
the capacity of the installation, and
other operating conditions.

(¢) If there are indications of abnor-
mally high- or low-pressure, the regu-
lator and the auxiliary equipment must
be inspected and the necessary measures
employed to correct any unsatisfactory
operating conditions.

§ 192.743  Pressure limiting and regula-
ing stations: testing of relic? deviees,

ia) If feasible, pressure relief devices
1oxeept Tunlure discs) must be lested In
place, a4 :ntervals not exceedinT 1 year,
o delermrine that they have enough
capecity to limit the pressurc on the
facidiiies to which they are conaccted to
Lhe desired maximum pressure.

ipy If a test is not feasible, review
and calculalion of ithe required capacity
.of the relieving device at each station
must be made, at intervals not ex-
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ceeding one year, and these required
capacities compared with the -ated or
experimentally determined relieving ca-
pacity of the device for the operating
conditions under which it works.

(¢y If the eligving device is of in-
sufficient ceity, a new or additional
device mus:t installed to pru,.le the
additional capacity required.

§192.745 VYalve maintenance: transmis-
sion lines.

Each transmission line valve that
migit be required during any emergency
must be inspected and partially operated,
at intervals not excezeding 1 year.

§192.747 VYalve maintenance: di-tribu-
tion systems.

Each valve, ilie use of which may be
negessary for the safe operation of a
distribution system, must be checked
and serviced, at intervals not exceeding

1 year.

§ 192,749 Vault mainlcnance.

(a) Eaenh vault housing pressure ree-
ulating and pressure ! miting eauipment,
and nhaving a volumetric internal con-
tent of 200 cubic feet or more, must be
inspected, at intervals not exceeding 1
year, to determine that it is in good
phrsical condition and adequately
ventilated.

th) If gas is found in the vault, the
equipment in the vault must be in-
spected for leaks, and any leaks found
must be repaired.

t¢) The ventilating equipment must
also be inspected to determine that it is
fur:: ‘oning properly.

(d; Each wvault cover must be in-
spesled o assuire that it does not npresent
a haczard Lo public safety.

§ 192.751
hon.

Each operator shall take steps to min-
imize the danger of accidental ignition
of as in any structure or 2rea where the
~esence of gas consuitules & hazard of
0 o explosion, including the [ollowing:

ta) When a hazardous amount of gas
is heing vented into open air, each po-
tential source of ignition must be
removed f(rom the area and a fire
extinguisher must be provided.

(b) Gas or electric welding or cutting
may not be performned on pipe or on pipe
components that contain a combustible
mixtuie of gas and air in the area of
work,

(c) Post
appropriate.

§192.753

{a) Each cast iron caulked be]l and
spigot joint that is subject to pressures of
25 psi.g. or more must be sealed with
mechanical leak clamps.

(b) Each cast iron caulked bell and
spigot joint that is subject to pressures
of less thaa 25 p.sig. and is exposed for
any reason, must be secaled by a means
other than caulking.

APPrENDIX

Prevention of accidental igni-

warning  signs, where

Canlhed hell and spigot joints,

A—INCORPUGRATED DY REFERENCE

I. List of organizations and addresses,

A. American Natlonal Standards Institute
(ANSI), 1430 Broadway, New York, N.Y.
10018 (formerly the United States of Ameri-
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can Standards Institute (USASI)). All cur-
rent standards issued by USASI and ASA
have been redesignated &s American Na-
tional Standards and continued in effect.

B. Amerlcan Petroleum Institute (API),
1271 Avenue of the Americas, New York,
N.Y. 10020 or 300 Corrigan Tower Bullding,
Dallas, Tex, T5201.

C. The American Soclety of Mechanical
Engineers (ASME) United Engineering Cen-
ter, 345 East 47th Stree:, New York, N.Y.
10017,

4. Amerlcan Society for Testing and
Materlals (ASTM), 1916 Race Street, Phila-
delphla, Pa. 19103.

E. Manufacturers Standardization Soclety
of the Valve and Plttings Industry (MSS),
1815 North Fort Myer Dri.e, Room 913, Ar-
ington, Va, 22209,

F. National Fire Protection Asscclation
(NFPA), 860 Batterymarch Street, Boeston,
Mass, 02110,

II. Documents uncorporated by reference.

A, American Petroleum Institute:

1. API Standard 5L “API Speclfication for
Line Pipe" (1570 editlon),

2. APT GStandard S5LS “API Spectfication
for Sp'tal-Weld Line Pipe" (1970 editlon).

3. .21 Standard SLX “API Specification
for Higti-. <t Line Pi.a (1570 edition),

4. API Recommended Practice 5LI entitled
“API Recommended Practice for Raiiroad
Transportation of Line Piz2™ (1967 edition).

5. API Standard 5A “API Specification for
Casing, Tubing, and Drill Pipe” (1968
editlon).

G. API Standard 6D "“Specification for
Pipeline Valves™ (1968 edition).

7. API Siandard 1104 ""Standard for Weld-
ing Pipe Line and Related Facllities” (1968
edition).

B. The American Society for Testing and
Materials:

1. ASTM Specification A53 “Standard
Specification for Welded and Seamless Steel
Pipe" (A53-68).

2. ASTM Specificalion A72 “Standard
Specificntitn lor Welded Wrought-Iron Pipe”
(AT72-68).

3. ASTM Spwcilication A106 "Standard
Specilication for Seamless Carbon Steel Pipe
for High-Temperature Service” {A106-68).

4. ASTM Specification A134 “Standard
Specification for Electrie-Fusion (AZC)=
Welded Steel Plate Pipe, Sizes 16 in, and
Over" (A134-68).

5 ASTM Sp;ccification Al135 “Standard
Specifieation four Electric-Resislance-Welded
Sieel Pipe™ (A135-68).

6. ASTM Speciii-alion Al139 "Standard
Specification for Electric-Pusion (ARC)-
Welded Steel Pipe (Sizes 4 in. und over)™
(A149 G8).

7. ASTM Specification Al155 “Standard
Specificallon  for  Elcelric-Fusion-Weided
Steel Pipe for High-Pressure Service™ (A155-
68}.

7a. ASTM Specification 211 *“Siandard
Specification for Spiral Welded Steel or Iron
Pipe” (A211-G8).

8. ASTM Specificalion A333 *Standard,
Specilication for Seamless and Welded Steel
Pipe for Low-Temperalure Service” (A3733-
67).

9. ASTM Specification A3J77 “Standard
Specilication for Cast Iron and Duclile Iron
Pressurz Pipe” (A377-G6).

10. ASTM Specification A381 "Standard
Specification for Melal-Arc-Welded Steel
Tipe for High-Pressure Transmission Sery-
ice™ (A381-68).

10a. ASTM Specilicalion A539 “Slandard
Specitication for Eleclrie-Resistance Welded
Coiled Steel Tubing for Gog and Fuel Oil
Lines™ (A539-G5).

11, ASTM Specification B42
Specification for Seamless Copper
Standard Sizes" (B42-66).

12. ASTM Specification B68 "Standard
Specificatlon for Seamless Copper Tube,
Bright Aunealed™ (B68-68).

“Standard
Pipe,
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AETM

Specification B753 “Standard
for Seamless Copper Tube”

13.

Specillcai..
(35-68).
I+

ASTM 3pecification B88 “Standard

Seamless Copper Water

P
=0f

Srecification 3231 “Standard

‘¢ General Requirements for

-~ Copper and Copper-Al-
Sl

vization D23513 “Standard

lnstic Gons Pres-

ings” (D2513-

Speciicatlon D257 “Standard
£ for Reinforced Thermosettin
F.zstic Gas Pressure Piping and Fittings™
(281757 .

L!!;. ASTM Specification A372 "Srandard
Sricificasion for Carbon and Alloy Steel
=-rmogs for Pressure Vessel Shells” (A872-

—ne as-erican National Standards In-

svitute. Inc.:
1. ANSI A2! 1 "Thickness Design of Cast-
Yoom Pope’ (411 1-1967%

Specifications for £ Tral
st (AZ1.3-3053)
7 “Cust-Trom Pipe 72
alds for Gos »

2. ANEI AZI G

i7=

y- i bwert YCasrodoon Plpe
3t in Sara-Taoed hicids foT
'3

[

L1 “R 3 Ser Gasket Joi: s for
¥--- and Pitungs” {..21.-

X ANSI 20 wIhicxess Deslgn of Duce
tile-Iron Pipe" [ AZ) B0-1453).

§=. ANSI A2} 72 "Ductile-Iron Pipe, Cen-
= rugally Cost, ‘n Metsl Molds or Sazd-Lined
Motds for Cas™ (A21.32-1865).

7. ANS? T16.1 “Cas Iran Pipe Flanges and
Flanged F°. ‘~2s" (Bic (-1967,.

8 ANS! ©.5E “Steei Plpe
Tlangs? Pitn. 57 (B125-1968).

8 ANST B1f34, nze Flanges and
Fianged Fiitings” (T°7.24-18492).

. AN3SL BI6.10 Wroughu-Steel
Wrought-Iron Pipe” £36.10-1959).

Tanges and

and

1 ANST C1 “National Electrical Code,
1§88~ Ji=.298). )

L. e Americar Soclety »f Mechanlecal Z 2=
. ;Le.‘.".',
‘ux. AL Z-iler and Pressure Tessel Code,
secticn W7 3 tirled “Pressure Vassels, Di-
T.ionl” 3 ed. Y

. né?.l‘ cler pad. Pressure Vessel Code,
sectiog I olsled VIWLT g Quallfcationa”

=aw'sy Standardization Soclety
1 Pittings Industry:

Ftandard Marking System
s, Flanges, snd Union"

2744 “Steel Pipe Line Flanges”
ny.
-52 "Cast Iron Pipe Line Valves”
{1937 edziion)}.

P. Natiznal Fire Prutection Association:

1. NFP: S:andasd 20 “Flammable and
Combustinla Ligu'ds Code™ (1569 editlon).

2 WFPA Standasd 58 "Storage and Han-
gling, Ligu-fzd Petroleum Gases" (1969
edition).

8. NF2A Standard 35 “LP Gases et Utility
Gas Planis” {1968 edition).
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APPENDIX B—QUaLIFICATICN OF PIPE
I. Listed Pipe Specificaiions.

API 5 L—Steel and iron pipe (1970).
API 5 LS—Steel pipe (1870).

APl 5 LX—Steel pipe (1970).
ASTM A 533—Stee] pipe (1068),
ASTM A 106—5teel pipe (1963),
ASTMN A 13:—S8tee! pip= (1568),
ASTM A 130—Stes! pipe (1068),

M A 130 —Stucl pipe (1965},

AT A 155—Steel pipe | J008) .,

z A Zli—<Sresl and iron pipe (1968).
ASTM A 337 —Steel pipe {1367)

CASTM A 577 —Cast iron pipe (1868).

ASTM A 381-—Steo! pipe (1988).
ASTM A 539—Steel tubing (1983).
ANSI A 21 3—Cast iron pipe (1033).
ANTI AN T—Casl irun pine (1962),
© A 21.9—Castiron pipe (1962,

AN

LA 21.52—Dwactile lror pipe (1865).
AS 1 ATZ—Wroughnt lron pipe (1968).
AT | B 42—Copper pipe (1966).

ASTM B 63—Copper tubing (1964}
ASTM T T5—Copper tublng (1938)

AST “—Conre tubling (19661,
AST '31—Cupses pipe and L.uing (18831,
A5 1 —Thermoplastic pine ang tab-
ir
, F-—Thermosetting pl=tiz plp2
1 1587).
vize of umnkucwn or unlsted

A5 P sropertiez. For plpe 3 ina g
iess 1o c.oameier, & lengta ¢ pipe must ne
cold bent through at least 50 degrees around
& cylindrio1l mandre! thst has & diazeter 12
times tho dlameter of the plpe, wiloour de-
veloping crucks at any portion and without
opening the longltudinal weld.

For pipe more than 2 inches {n dlameter,
the pipe must meet the requlirements of the
flattenlng tests set forth In ASTM AS53, sxcept
that the number of tests must be at least
equal w the minimum required 'n paragraph
II-0 of tals appendix to delcmine yield
strength.

B, Welda’:!ity. A girth weld must be wiade
in the pipes oy & welder who is guallfied un-
der Subpart E of this part. The weld must
be made undsr ihe most severs condltions
under which welding will be allowed in the
S2ld and by mesns of the same procsdure
that wii. be used io the field. On pipe more
than ¢ iaches In diameter, at leist one test
weld muyst ' —ade for each 100 lengths =7
pipe. On pipe srhes or less In diameter, at
least one test weld mu=r he made for each
400 lengths of pipe. The «zld must be tested
in accordance with AP? Siandard 1104. If the
recuiremeants of API Standard 1104 canoot be
rmes, we.iability may be established by mak-
ing cher:iioal tests for carbon and manganese,
and proceeding in accordance «ith section IX
of the ASME Sotlar and Pressure Vessel Code.
1he same number of chemical tests must be
made as ace required for testing o girth weld.

C. insnestion, The pipe must be clean
enough to permit adequate Inspection, It
must ba visuly laspacted to ensure that It
18 reaseonably rsund and straight and there
ere nu dafecis which might impalr the
strength or tightness of the plpe.

D. Tensile Properties. If the tenslle prop-
erties of the pipe are not known, the mini-
mum yield strength may be taken as 24,000

p.s.lg. or less, or the tensile properties may
be establishsd by perferming tensile tests as
set forth in API Standard 5LX. All test
specimens shall be seclected at random and
the foilowing number of tests must be
pérformad:

Nurnazr oF Tensite Tests—ALL SZes
10 lengths or lass_.- 1 set of tests for each
ivnth,
11 to 120 lengths_._ 1 se: of tests for sach

3 lengths, but not
less than 10 tests.
s¢t of tests for each
10 l=ngths, but not
“less To.oan 20 tests,

Over 100 lengiths__--

Y. the vield-tensile ratin, based on the prop-
et ~erir.aerd by these tests, exceeds 0.85,
p: may be used ounly as provided in
§192.95:¢).
APPENDIX C—QUaLFies 770N FOR WELBERS OF
Low Simess IEvEL Pien

o .

I. Easic test. The ilest |s made on pipe 12
inches orless In diameter. The test weld must
be mede with the plpe in a horizontal Azed
position so ihat the test weld Includ
1eost one &= on ol orethead position ~=ld-

Tretes. ning, and ¢ -

e speeclfiicat: o5 of

o umlcr =hilch the weice- is
d. Upon completlon, the tesk

~.t0 four coupoens and subjes
oand’ test. LI, as & result of tu

test, two or more of tae T our coupons dev

& crack in the weld muacciial, or betwee. e
weld mazes’ ! and base metal, that 13 © re
thaa .. -‘nch leng in any dire:4taa, the we2id

is unacceptable. Cracks that occur on ihe
corner of the specimen during testing are not
considered.

II, Addtzional tests for wueiders of s.rvice
line connections to meims. A servize llne con-
nection fitting is weldad to a pipe section
with the same dlameter 85 & t7..cal msain.
The weid {s made in the same position &S it
is made in the fiel2 "The oeid {3 unacceptable
if i shows a sericuLs undercutting or if it
haa rolled edges. The weld 13 testad by at-
temptinz to break the fitting off ... un
plpe. Tnez weld 1s unacceptable If 1t Lreaks
and 7% Incomplete Tuslon, overiu;. or
poor pe;  wation at the junction of the fit-
tinz and run pipe.

I11. Periodic tests for welders of small seru-
iee lintes. Two samples ¢f *ha welder™ vork,
each about 8 Inches leng wiih the -
cated approximately In the cenier, are cut
from steel service line and tested as follows:

f1) One sample is centered {n a guided
Lend testing mach!ne and bent to thz con-
tour of the die for = distance of 2 inches
on each side of the weld, If the sampie sh0ws
anv breaks or cracks after removal from the
bending machine, 1t is unacceptable,

{2) The ends of the second sample ars
fiattened and the entire joint subjected to
a tensile strength test, I fallure occurs ad-
jaceat to or in the weld metal, the weld (s
unacceptable. If a tenslle strength testing
machine Is not avallable, this sample muss
8l50 pass the btending test prescribed ln s5ub-
paragraph (1) of this paragraph.

[F.R. Doc. 70-10673: Filed, Aug. 18, 1870;
8:45 a.m.]
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Title 49—TRANSPORTATIH

Chapter |l—Hozardous Malerials 2sg-
vlations Boord, Deparment of
Transportation

{Amdt 192-1; Doctet No. oPs—4]

PART 192—TRANSPORTATION OF
NATURAL AND OTHER GAS BY
PIPELINE:  MINIMUM  FELZRAL

SAFETY STANDARDS

Filing of Inspaction cnd Maintenance
Plans

The purpnse of this amendmeni is to
establish reg.Lalicns (or the filing of in-
spection and maintenance plans, and
~nanges thersto, as requirsd by section
+1 =f ++s Natural Gas Pipeline Safely
Acy This a—=c°ndment was proposed In
& notice of rule making issued on Decem-
ber 31, 1969 (OPS Notice 89—4, 35 F 1.
325, January B, 1970) which was subse-
quently amended (OPS Notice 70-5. 33
F R. 8333, June 6, 1970).

The malrrity of the comments were
addresse “ . orly oo soint, the proposed
fi' 1 date. It was in response to these
comments that the proposal was
amenard to delay for 6 months the pro-
posed fling date. This delay permits the
opecators to revise their inspection and
smamntenance plans so as to comply with
the new minimum Federal standards be-
fore tney are fled.

As Anally issued, this filing date has
peen further modifled due to the expira-
tion and renewal of cer:lfications and
arreements. When a certification or
agreement s In effect in a particular
State. these plans must be filed with the
approoricts State agency. A mber of
existing certifications and ngreements
explire and are renewed at the 2nd of the
calendar year and it is possible that some
may not be renewed untl the last few
days of the calendar year, Consequently,
operators in these States would not know
where the plans must be filed in sulicient
t'me to meet the January 1, 1871, dead-
line In this situation, their only recourss
wonld be to file plans with both the State
agency and the Department. To avold

OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

tha edmialstrstive r=-2ieres amocisted
with tris coursa 27 nonion, the azeratoms
will =at o= regiizra Lo £12 the inapection
angd maintenance 2lans unil! Fahruary 1,
1971,

A numioar of comuments also stated {nhat
the propesal seerned to requires the filing
¢! o1 changes with th2 Offce of Pipziine
Safeiv even though the basle plan was
on Nz with a State agency. To avold this
inserpretnlion, the section ous oeRn re-
organized, A pew paragrach (c) has also
peen added to state the address to which
the plans can be mailed for Aling pur-
poses.

The second senience of propesed

£ 170.7(a) stawed: “7Tois reguirement
shall ot epply to anv -=rson who l& re-
quired to file su~~ « p:na ¥ith a State

agency that has in efect a cert_ication
under section 5fa) or agreement under
section 5.b) of the Natural Gas Pipeline
Bafety Act of 1968". One comment sug-
gested that this requirement should not
spply W persons operating intrastate fa-
cilitles In a State tnat had certified, re-
gardless of whether or nol thal person
was required to file a plan by that Stata.
This cor~. ision was based on thne as-
suraption that section 5(a) of the Act
requires only that a State certify that it
has authority to require the filing of
plans, not that *his authority be impie-
mented. This - >mment ignores the an-

made clear by tnhz House of Represeata-
tives Committee report quoted in the pre-
ambu.e to Notice §9-4, In par:, this report
states “The filing of such plans ls man-
datory under the bill as to uil gathering,
transmission and w:stribution pip-. nes
+nd pipeline facilitles which are not un-
Aer the jurisdiction of the Federal Power
Corarvizsion under the Natural Gas Act”
(H. Rept. si0. 1390, 80th Cong., 2d gess,
p.24).

Thus, establishing a regulation to re-
quire the filing of plans under section 11
of the bill for pipeline facilities not under
the jurisdiction of the Federal Power
Commission s not an action that is dis-
cretionary with the Secretary or the
State agencles since it is clear that Con-
gress Intended that such implementing
rezulations be adopted in each jurisdic-
tion. Therefore, & State must not only
nave authority to require the filin: of
inspection and maintenance plans, but
must actually exercise that autherity to
meet the requirements of section 5(a) of
the Act. The Federal regulations are
written so a3 to assure that each com-
pany subject to the Act Is complying with
the Congressional intent since it is ex-
cepted from filing an inspection and
maintenance plan with the Department
only If it is required to file with a Stata
sgency.

Tt wea Sdupested by rome ocmments
chat it was mot neoessary that there be
an acival Aling of inspection and main-
tenance plans with = State or Federal
gsence and that it wouwld be suflclent
to reguirs merely that such plans be es-
tablisned hy each opersting company
~n#d made avsliable for inspection on T2-
~1:n3t, The Depariment does not aRree
tnat sush 8 svatam wouid be conststent
with t= seotmrements of section 1i of
the Aol The Act reguires thess docu-
memts 1o be fled o place on record A
pian which the opestor intends to fal-
low In inspecting and maintalning his
pipelina facilities, Cnce thls plan is on
record, it bacomes, in #Tect, o roralation
25> tne operator who flled it and it must
bs complied with under section 8(a) (2}
of the Act, I: ! for thia purpose thatl
4 192,17 is belng establlshed.

Several commenters stated that the
ri«juirement that changes in established
inspection and maintenance plans must
be flled within 10 days aiter the change
is made would be unduly restrictive. It
is recognized that a 10-day requirement
could at times be burdersome and It has
peen determined that a 20-day require-
ment should ensure that the Depart-
ment's records Aare kept reasonably
current.

Several State agencies included with
their comments copies of guidelines that
had been prepared to £ssist operating
companies in preparing ‘mspection and
rmalntenance plans. At the sresent time,
the Department Jo2s not intend to pre-
scriba =inimum requirements for in-
spection and mainienance plans other
than th- - substantive requirements con-
tained in the minimum Federal salety
icandards. As the Department salns ex-
perience from raviewing the flled plans,
this dzcision will ba reviewed and addi-
tianal requirement3 for such plans may
be established {n the future. In any event,
the Department appreciates the work
that several of the State azencies hav=
accomplished to date In this regard and
further appreciates belng kept informed
of these State eforts,

One comment stated that inspectlon
and maintenance plans are not appro-
priate for llquefled petroleum gas sys-
tems and that these systems should be
exempted from these requirements since
the Act was not intended to cover them,
This contention was discussed and re-
jected In the preamble of the amendment
establishing the minimum Federal safzty
standards, However, by virtue of placing
this regulation in Part 192, the exemp-
tion of systems serving less than 10 cus-
tomers that are not located In a publiz
place, as specifiad in § 192.11, will apply.
Thus, many of the smaller LPG systems
will not be required to file such plans.
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= conalderation of the foregoing, Part
123 o! T:te 49 of the Cnda of Federal
Regulaticns ia amended by adding the
follo'wing new sectlon after § 192.15, ef-
fective January 1, 1871,

3 192,17 Filing of inspection and
malnteiaxnce plans.

(a) Excent ps provided In paragraph
{b) u: this sectior, cach operator shall
file w'th the Becretary not la‘sr than
February I, 1371, & plan for Inspection
and maintegance of each pipeline faciilty
which he owns or operatas, In addition,
esch changs to an inspection and maln-
tenance plan must be filed with the S2c-
retary within 20 days after the change
is made.

(o) The provislons of paragraph (a)
of this section do not apply fo pipellns
fectitiot—

(1) That are subject to the jurisdic-
tion of a Stats agency that has submitted
a certification or agreement with respect
to those Iacllities under section 5 of the
Natural Gas Pipeline Bafety Act (49
U.8.C.1675); and

(2) For which an Inspection and
maintenance plan is required to be fled
with that Stale agency.

tc) Plans filed with ths Secretary

must -» zent to the office of Pipeline
Baf: —epartment of Transportation,
Waoo _agton, D.C. 20580.
(Bac. 11, ¥alural Oas Pipeline Bafety Act of
1568, 49 T S.C. sec. 1871, et seq; Part 1,
Regulations of Ofice of the Secretary of
Transportation, 49 CFR Part 1: delegation of
authority to Director, OMce of Pipsline
Bafety, datad Nov, 8, 1983, 33 PR, 18488)

Izaued in Washington, D.C., on Octo-
ber 18, 1970,
JoazpA C. CaLoweLL,
Acting Director,
Office of Pipeline Sajety.

[P.R. Doc, T0-14184; Piled, Oci 530, 1970
4,43 am.]
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Title 43—TRANSPORTATC

Chap'sr l—Hazardous Matericls Reg-
vigtions "oard, Department of
Tronsportction

[Amdt. 192.7, Docket OPS-3]

PART 192—TRANSPORTATICN OF
NATURAL AND OTHER GAS BY
PIPELINE: MINIMUM FEDERAL
- AFETY STANDARDS

Ocdorization of Gas

The purpose of this amendment is Lo
keep in effect, in those States now re-
quiring the odorization of gas in trans-
m .5isn lines, the interim minimum Fed-
ere. alety standards that apply (o the
edo- 2otion of gas, for = period of time
=md.ng not iater tha> “anuary 1, 1972,
This will allow time for the resolution of
pr.olems still remalning with regard to
gas oz .rization requirements in those
Sta in all other States, the odoriza-
tion of gas w!ll be governed by the new
minimum Fsderal safety standards.

Section 192.625 of the new Federal gas
pipeline safety standards (35 F.R. 13248,
4.z 18, 1570) requires odorization of
ccimhustible gases in malns and service
lines. However, the notice of proposed
ruie making published on April 2, 1970
(35 FR. 5482 ;- -posed to also require
the odorization ol gas 'n transmission
imes. This 5roposal was based on & -e-
quirement that presently exists in the
States of Calfornia, Connecticut, Mew
Hampshire, New York, New Jersev, Mas-
saciusetts, Rhode T<land, and Vermont.
Bince the comments received on the orig-
inel nctice were almoest unanimously op-
posed to the odorization of gas in high
pressure transmission lines, a supple-
mental —otice was issued on June 10,
JB70, requesung additional comments
rna information. (Notice 70-11; 35 F.R.
9293, June 13, 1970.)

WASHINGTON, D.C. 205%0

The comments recelved on the June 10
notice alsp generally opposed the pro-
posal, These comments argued that «if-
ficulliss In regulating and maintaining
the required level of odorant would re-
sult, .nat odorants used by transmis-
slon companles and distribution com-
panies might be incompatible, that re-
moval of odorant from supplies to cus-
tomers who must nave unodorized gas 13
difficult and costly and creates disposal
problems, that highly corrosive sulphur
compounds in odorants precipitate out of
the gas stream as liqulds and cause in-
ternai corrosion, end that it Is often im-
possible to separste gas destined for
underground storage (which would have
been excepted irom the proposed odori-
zation requiresment) from gas destined
for the market.

However, the States named above that
now require cdorization in transmission
lines urged the requiremeant pe
adopted as or'zinally proposed. These
States Indicated that their experience
with the odorization of gas in transmis-
sion lines did not support the objections
that had been listed In the supplemental
notice, and maintained that since many
high-pressure transmission lines are lo-
cated in highly populated areas, often
very close to bulldings used as dwellings,
schools, and places of assembly, and
since the use of odorant is still one of the
most effective means of early detection of
leaks in gas facilities, its use should be
required in all facilities transporting or
distributing gas.

Since the information recelved on the
notice was conflicting and inconclusive,
the minimum Federal safety standards
were 1ssued without the requiremen: for
odorization of gas in transmission lines
and the Office of Fineline Bafety con-
ducted an informal public hearing on
Beptember 17, 1970, to detarmine the ad-
visability of further action. The notice
of hearing (Notice 70-13; Docket No.
OP8-3E, 35 F.R. 13470, Aug. 22, 1970)
stated that such further action might in-
clude temporary extension of the interim
standards.

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION

On the basls of the information re-
ceived on “he notice and aiL the hearing,
the Department has concluded that it
should ratain the renquirement for odori-
zazion of sas in & 182,£25, as adopted, and
not reguire odorization in transmission
iines. However, little specific informuiion
was submitted st the hearing on the
sctusl effect of § 192,625, es issued In
August, on those States whose Interim
standards required odorizaticn in trans-
mission lines. The Department wishes Lo
detarmine how many Jistribution com-
panie: in thase States will be affected by
the eliminaiion of the requirement, the
extent of the additional sction that must
be undertaken by them, the length of
time 1t will take tham to assume these
new functions, aad the costs, It also de-
sires to make & more thorough évalua-
tion of the safety benefits of transraission
line odorization.

In order to nllow suMcient time for the
resolution of these problems, the interim
standards for odorizatlen of gas trans-
mission lines, in each State now requir-

ing .that odorization, will be extended

until January 1, 1972, or until the date
upon which the distribution companies in
that State have actually taken over the
odorization of gas in mains and service
lines in mccordance with the require-
ments of § 192,625, whichever is earlier.
Until that time, gas in transmission lines
must continue to be odorized in those
States. In all States other than those now
requiring odorization of gas in transmis-
sion lines, the interim standards apply-
ing to odorization will be revoked when
the new minimum Federal safety stand-
.ards become effective on November 12,
1970.

Although section 3 of the Natural Gas
Pipeline Safety Act of 1988 provic=s that
no State agency may adopt or con.inue
in force additional or more stringent
standards applicable to Interstate trans-
mission facilities after the Federal safety
standards become effective, the Federal
standards are minimum standards and
an cperator may voluntarily exceed
them. Thus, after January 1, 1972 (or the
earlier date, if applicable), in those
States where transmission companies are
equipped to odorize their lines, and ac-
tually do so at the present time, they may
continue to do so, even In the absence of
Federal requirements,
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Since the regulatory provisions that
are sectad by this amendment will be-
come efactive on November 12, 1970, and
since this anendment will impose no
wdditicnal biurden on any person, I find
that notice and public procedure thereon
are not necessary and that good cause
ex'sts for haking (i eTective on less than
30 éays' notlce.

This amandment i3 izsued under the
authority of the ' atural Gaa Pipeline
Safety Act of 1568 (49 U.5.C, secilon 1871
2t zeq), Part 1 of the Bogulations of the
Oace of the Becr=rary of Transports.ion
(49 OTR Part 1), and the delegstion of
2o *hority to the Dirscscr, Ofice of Pipe-
lins Safaty, dated MNovember 8, 1988 (33
P.R. 1504848).

In considaration of the foregolng,
§192.625 of Titla 49 of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations 1s amended by revising
paragraph (3), and by adding a new
paragraph (g), to read aa follows:

§ 192,625 Odorization of gas.

(a) Combustible gases in mains and
service llnes must be odorized as pro-
vided in paragraphs (b) through (f» of
this section.

(g) The odorization requirements of
Part 190 of this chapter, a3 In elfect on
August 12, 1970, must be complied with,
in sach 3tate In which odorization ol gas
in transmizsica llnes is required by that
part, unt:l tne earller of the fallowinz
dales:

(1) Jenuary 1, 1972; or

(2) The date upon which the distribu-
tion companies Io that State are odoriz-
ing ges in arcordance with parasraphs
(a) through (f) of this sectlon.

Tasued in Wash!nz:cn, D.C., on Novam-
ber 6, 1870.

Joszer C, CaLowzLe,
Acting Director,
Oftic= of Pipeline Salety.
[P.R. Doc. 70-15127: Piled, Nov. 10, 1970;
2:00 am.)




Chonter l—Hazardous Matarlals Reg-

ulations Bousd, Deporiment of
Transporlation
[ Amdt, 183-47 Docket OP8-]

PART 192—TRANSPORTATICN OF
MATURAL AND OTHER GAS BY
PIPELINE: MINIMUM FEDERAL
SAFETY STANDARDS

Miscellaneous Amendmentz

The purpess of this amendment is to
medily several provislons of the nevly
established minimum Federal safety
standards. Thess changes wlll avold sev-
era! problems that would have caused
unnecessary burdens [or the pipeline
industy }

Tr: .oinimum Federal safety stand-
ards ne—c e<tablished on August 12, 1870,
as Part 192 of Title 49 of the Code of
Federal Regulations (35 F.R. 13247,
Avg. 18, 1970). These amendments are
alto being made eflcetive November 12,
1970 in erder to coincide with the effec-
tive date of Part 192,

Oae major preblem area Is the appli-
1t o of the new standards to existing
<torks of pipe and other materials, par-
ticulariy with respect to Subpart B and
Appet 2:x P The editlons of the pipe
ep-sif ~ations listed in Appendix B were
the mest recently issued editions. This
requircd that stockpiled pipe made under
eatlier ecittons of these specliications be
qu-''"“ed or used in some other way. To
nyve.. this situclion, two 'ra'xd-ue'us
are bemng riade. The earller editlons of
'I.e=~ spoctfications that were listed In

& 15¢ titinn of the B31.8 Code are
h-mf' inciaded tn the list In Appendix B
wy-ther, §192.55 Is being amended to
permtt {Le use nf new stoel pipe for re-
=scement in an existing pre!tnc it it
~as manufactured in accords.rce with
the same specification as the pipe used
in the pipeline.

ey ——

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

Anoiner sten belng token o avold 8153
culties with oxisiing stocks of parzs js thc
additios of an exception to § 152,63, Tals
will permlt, under certein condlrions, the
continved use of ilemns that voere manu-
factured before the effociive Jdate nf the

standards and ere unmarked, put wnich

are clearly ldentifiable as Lo inanuliac-
turer, type, and medel. In additicn,
§192.3597b) is being mo2ifled 1o make
it applicadble oniv to meiers manufsc-
turec after the eleclive date of the rezu-
lations, This will permit the us= of the
large stocks cof exisiting meters which
avn Lot bien e w 0 s.sig,

Spyeral gusctions have been asded 25 W
whether APT £4 i3 an eccoptadls stand-
ard for s ourpose of §182.145(a). In
responsa Lo tnesa quesi.ons, end o clarily
the !ntendad mezning of this reguire-
ment, this section is amended to
specifically permit the u:e cf valves
manufaciured in accordance with this
standard,

In response to a pellticn by & manu-
fecturer of pipeline parcs, ar additional
exception is being added to § 192.15310).
Tn 3 2xcepticn is one that was contained

in the B31.8 Code and the interim stand-
ards, bvtwas inadveriently omitted from
the new stanzards. However, to gssur?
that the part& being excepted are prep-
erly made, certain conditions will have
to be met betore the ex:epblon 2plies,

Section .32.198 zrovides requirements
for design o pressure relief and limiting
devices. Thzse requirements wers not
intendaed to apply to rupturas discs since,
in effect, they would prohlbit the usz of
these ltems. To avoid this probl.... and
to permilt con:iruation of the pres:=at
industry ~ractice (n using rupture discs,
they are baing exempted from tha ra-
quirements of this section .

Anothar corzection s being madz In
section 152.371, As proposed In Notize
70-3, this requirement wowld have ap-
plied only to pipe used In steel service
lines, not to the cther components of tne
line, As issued, this section would require
the service line valves and other com-
ponents as well as the pipe to be desizned
for 100 pslg. This was not the intent
and the reguletion has been corrected
to apply to plpe only.

o ———— e ————bg—
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Bastion 182.519(s) establishes maxi-
oum operating pressurcs hased on @
munker of factars, one of which is based
on the tzsting of the plpeline. Since this
test facior applled to ell pipelines with-
oul rezard to operating oressure, it ap-
peared o be [nconsistent with the testing
requirements of § 192,509 which cnly re-
quired testing to S0 p.s.lg. for pipelines
operated ai or below 100 p.sig. To avoid
this problem, §192.619(a) s emended
Lo require the usa of the Lest factor table
only {or pipeclines cperated ot mere than
NG p5.ig. For those pipelines operated
at ov bLelow 100 ps.lg., the laak test
requirenienis of §192.500 will te sufi-
cient.

Appendix A has been changed so as
to ccnlform to the chenges malde to the
st of specificstions Ir. Appandix B and
to include API Slandard 6A which kas
becn edded o § 152.1457).

In additlon to the amendments dis-
cussed above, several minor emendments
have bean mades to other seciicns to
ecorrect typographlcal errors and other
mistakes.

These amendments, together with the
changes to § 192,625 (ODdcrizat:ion of
Gzs) that were published In the Ferzaar
Rrsistzz on November 11, 1970 (35 F.R.
17235), have been reviewed by the Tech-
alcel P'nc in2 Safety Standards Tom-
mities n accordance with §4i{b) of the
Natural Cas Plpeline Safely Act. The
renort of the Committen on the technical
feasibiilty, reasonabiencss, and practl-
cality nf each amendment, tog=ther with
a transcsiot of the meeting at which t.‘le
lrr‘er'"r"r."l s were reviewed, is contained
In a public docket, Docket OPS-3, at the
Clice of Pipeline Safely. The amend-
ments lszued herein conform to the rec-

mmendations of the Commiites wit
two exgesiions,

The emendments to §192.55{a) aad
to Appendix B are Issued as they were
submlitted to the Conimittee by the De-
partment. With respect to § 192.55(a),
the Commlitiee vrecommendad that the
new subparsgraph (4) read "New stes]
pipe In stock before March 12, 1571, may
be used In a segment of pipelines if it
bas bern manufdctured in accordance
with a previous edition of a specification
listed in Appendix B. I? the pipe I3 %o
be used as a replacement in an existing
segment of plpeline the pipe shall be
compatlible with the existing segment”.

Since this recommended language
would have made a change to the list
of specifications unnecessary, the Com-
mittee further recommended that Ap-
pendix B remain unchanged,
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v . Doparnunent has concldered the
_emess cf the Committes’s recommenda-
v cn and has concluded thet it involves
a ~liangs *a tite existing regulations of
such '-~"..“.::1:".:e as to reavire a full
sroceeding, inelud!ing a notice
ruie mazing putlshed in
1stzR. This will give the
ndustry an opncriunity
ha recommendation and
ts provids ths Department wilh more
eomplete [nformation on the extent of
the prenlem.

s second Instance in wonuch these
an=sdments do not conform te oo rec-
c.ounendations of the Committee 5 with
respect (0 § 192.359(b). The Commiitee
recommendad that thls paragraph be
amended to permit the use of meters
manufactured before “farch 12, 197%,
that h:.d not been tested to at least 10

p st g Tha Department has moedified this

.' afatian to limit ths date {7

™ 2 os.0e without testing to Nove—-

beE “270. Du-ing these rule-ma:
“Noes InEs, Depn-tment ascerts .:d

s Y rasting wes & comman

g 3 meter manulacture::

: is —rr regulrement would aot create

T L v . Further, the effective date

of the u.mum.rn I-‘edera.l standards gives
svv me=sufacturers who were not previ-
cusly tesung thelr meters 30 'days to
adjust thelr opcrations to meet this re-
quitement. Tine Deportment believes that
tris 15 2n adequate timea to achieve coin-
pf.ama while still permitting the use
ol all =x1sting stocks of meters that h:w
not ten tested.

Sirce *ae rezulations that ars = Tected
Ly e candment will becoma ‘*'ﬂcu\.e
ca N 221 12, 1970, and since thesa
smenunents relleve certain restrictions
‘gnd will iinpese no additlonal burdsn on

.+ person, I And that notlce and pub-

© noacedure are nc’ o Cecessary, and thas

4 cause exists for m = *'*:; them eJeg-
‘.,\ a0 l2ss than 30 2 notce.

In consideration of the for2golng, Pert
1672 of Title 49 of the T2de of Fedsral
“ations is amended as follows, effec-
] <vember 12, 1570,

T™i5 amendment 18 issued under tii=
:mr o! the Netural Gas Pipeline

Act of 1968 (45 US.C. {1671 eb
“Part 1 of the Regulations of Ll
0"‘.& of the Secretary of Tran.;pcrta.-
ilen (49 CFR Part 1), and the delegation
ol avthority to Lhe Direcior, Ofilce of
Pipeline Safety, dated Nove:rmber 6, 1968
(33 7.R. 16468),

Issued in Washklngton, D.C,,
vember 10, 1870.

Josgeu C. Cu.nwzu.,
Drirector, Acting,
Cfllce of Pipeline Safety.

1. Sectien 192.55 !s amended by revis-
Ing paiagraph (e)(3), by amending
paracraph (d), and by eddirzy new para-
§.agh (e), to read as {ollows:

§ 192.55 Steel pipe.

ta) » * *

(71) It !s used in accordance with para-
graph (¢) or (d) of this section.

- L] - - L]

on No-

RULES AMND REGULATIONI

gy Sieel pipe that hae et been pre-
Vitusly ws=d piny 1:0 used as rerliacement
pl2ina n.-:-:'.-\e s of pipeline 1f 1t has
besn manufac m"rd prior to Ncvember
12 1279, ln az2zordapre with the same
specificaticn =5 the pi pe used i{n con-
strusinz that secrent of pipelce:

te) New sleel pipe that has been cold
exsanded must comiiy wath the manda-
tory provisions of ArI Standard SLEL

2. Section 192.63 i3 amended to read
as follcws:

£192.63 Markiog of materials

(a) Except as provided in paragraph
(s of tnls sectinn, 2ach valve, fitting.
length of plpe, and other cumponena
must be marked as preseribed in—

(1) The specification or standard to
which it was manufactured:; or

(2) MSS5-Standard Practlce, SP-245.

(b) Surfaces of pipe and components
that are subject ta stress from internal
sressura may not be field die stamped,

(¢) If zuy ilem i marked by die
stamping, the die must has» blunt or
tounded edg=s that will minoi.ce sir
concantrations,

(d) Fu f;.m“ fa) of 41 sction does
Aot ap,.i 1o ¥ ] r.‘.anu.!ac d “efore
MNovemoe - ..‘ 970, trat meet u.l ol the
Tollowing:

(1) The item s identifia%i2 =3 to type,
manufacturer, and model.

(2) Snecifications or standards giving
pressure, temperature, and other uppro-
priate criteria for ths use of ilems are
readily available.

§192.145 [Amended]

3. Scetion 192.1457a) Iz amendzd by
inseriinrz the words “AP! ©A" bEezlween
the word “of" and the words “APL D",

4. Section 192.152.7) is amendad to
read as Isllows:
©192.153 Comuonenis  fobricated by

weiding.
£l - L 3 [ "

{) Each profaliri-ated unit that uscs
plite and loi_.iuw.sl sczms must ba
designated, constructad - nd tested In ac-
cordance with the ASALLC Baller and Pras-
sure Vessel Code, except for the
followlng:

(1) Regularly
weldiing fittings.

(2, Plpe that has been produced and
tested unc=c a specification lsted in Ap-
pendix I to this part.

(1) Tartlal assemblles such as split
rhigs cr collars.

(4) Prefabricated units that the raan-
ufacturer certities have bezen tested to at
least twlce the maximum pressure to
which they will be sub!scted under the
anticipated operating conditions.

] s - - -
£192.191 [Amended]

5. Scctlon 192.19170) Is amended by
d=lating the word "alpha-bunastyrene”
and oy 1n.-s°r'J"z the word "acrylonitrile-
butadiene-styrenc” in place thereof.
2192197 [Amrnided]

6. Sectlon 152.197(a) 13 amended by

deleting the words “or less” frem Lhe
lead-in sentence,

manufactured butl-

7. Seclon 182,199 is amended by re-
vising the introductory text preceeding
paragraph (1) %0 read ay follows:

E 172,199 TNequiremnents for design of
pressures relicef and miting dinicea.
Exccpt for rupture discs, erch pressure
relief or pressure lLmiting de=vice must—
- L] - El -
§192.309 [Amen?sd

3. Section 182.20970) (3) F1) faamendsd
by deleting the number "23" and insert-
ing in place thersof the number “3",

9, Section 182.359(b) iz amended to
read 2a {ollows:

§192.359 Curtomesr meter installations:
operating pressurs
. . ® L] L] L]

(z) Each newly Instalied meter man-
ufactured after November 12, 1870, must
have been tested {0 & minimum of 10
pali.

- L] . - L

10. =Z=zction 192.371 s 2mended to read
23 follows:

§192.371

Each steel service line to ba cozrat-d
at iess than 100 psig Tmost <on-
structed of nipe deslgned [or 2 n-imum
of 100 p.s.d 3.

11, Secilon 192.81%(a) (2) (i) is
smended by revizing iz iatreduclory
text toread as follows:

§ 192.619 Maximum- allowable operat.
ing pressure: sleel or plastic pipe-
lines.

(a" - & @
(2] - 9 9
(Y For stcel pipe operatzd at iD
p.alE. ur moce, the test pressure is di-
viced b7 4 factar & '.e""' ned in accord-
snce witn ¢he folluwing tzole:
- L 7 . .

12, Szeiions II-A end °-3 of Appen-
dix A are ravised to read ‘ollows:

YI. Dasumnzats lacorporated by reference.

A. American Petrolaur Inatituta:

1. API Standard SL "API Specllicatlon for
Lins Pips’ (1857, 1870 e:t::um] '

2. APL 8randard S8 “API Epscificetion

Szizal-Woid Lins Pipa™ (1387, 1070
elitions).

3. API Standard 5LX "API Bpeclfication for
High-Test Line Pipa’ (1937, 1070 sditions),

4. API Recommended Practica 3LI entl-
tled “API Recommanded Practlce for Rail-
road Transportation of Lina Pipe” (1937
editton).

3. APL Standard 5A "API Specificaticn for
Ca:lzg, Tublog, and Dsil Plpa™ (1928
ed!tion).

8. APIStandard 6A "Specification for Well-
head Equipment™ (1563 editinon).

7. API Stavdard 8D “Spacification for
Plpelins Valves” (16883 edition).

8. API Standurd 1104 “Standasd for Weld-
ing Pipe Lina and Feiated Facllities™” (1983
emtlor.;

B. Tha Amerlcan Scclety for Teatlng and
Marterials:

1. ASTM Specificatlon AS3
Speclfication for Weldad
Plpe” (A53-85, A33-83).

2 ASTM Epecification A72 "Standard
Speeificatlon for  Welded  Wrought-Iron
Plpa™ {AT2-84T, AT2-8R).,

3. ASTM Specificatlon Ai03 “Stapdacd
Soectfcation for Beamlsss Cachon Stzel Bioe

Service lines: steel,

“Jtandard
and Senmless Slasl
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for High-Temperaturs Barvica™ (A108-80,
A108-43),

4. ABTM Bpecificatlon Al34 “Standard
Bpecification for Eleztric-Fusloa ({ARC)-
Wae'ded Btasl Plats Plpe, Slees 16 in. and
over™ (A134-64, A134-83).

B ABTM Specification Al138 "Standard
Bpecifoation for Electric-Resistance-Weided
Biea! Pipa™ (A133%-82T, A12%-£3),

6. ASTM Speciiication 4179 *“Slandard
Spezifica far Eectric-Fu..ca (AHC)-
Welded Suecl Pipe (Sizes 4 in. and over)”™
(A1)5—84, A135-32 .

7. AST' FBoecillzation Al183 “Btandard
Bpecification f2r Electric-Pusion-Weided
Steel Plps for High-Pressure Bervice™ (AlS5-
63, A1BAT)

8. A5 .. Bpecideation 211 “Standard
Bpecifcation lor Splral Welded Steel or Iron
e (A211-83, A211-68),

8. ASTM  Epecifcation A3 “Standard
Epeciication for Seamless and Weldad Steel
Pipe for Low-Temperature Service” (A333-
&4, A903-67).

10. ASTM Bpecification A377 “Etandard
&8pecification for Cast Iron and Ducille Iron
Pressure Pipa" (A277-88),

11, ASTM Bz: '2zatton A381 “Biandard
Bpeetficastion for suial-Arc-Welded BSteel
Pipo for ligh-Pressure Transmnlsslon 8a2:ve
fen™ 'A231-86, AJ31-63),

13. AETM SzeciBation AS30 "Blandara

¢ fen’.in for Ecciric-Reslastance Welded
Cied 5 ool Tuding for Oas and Fusl Ol
Lines .+ 035-83).

RULES AND REGULATIONS

13. ASTM Epecifieation BE42 “Standard
Bpecification for Beamless Copper Pipe,
Btandard Dlres” (B43-83, B43-84).

14. AST!U Bpecifieation P83 “Standard
Specitication for Baamless Copper Tubs,
Bright Annsaled" (BO0B-85, BAR-88),

16, AST'1 Bpecification BT6 "Standard
Bpecification for Beamlcas Cspper Tube"
(B75-C5, H75-03).

18. ASTM Specification B8a “Stznird
Epecificallon for Beamlesa Copper Water
Tube” (Dg2-38).

17, ABTM Epecificaticn B251 “Siandard
Specificatlion for Genecrul Payulrements for
Wrought Scamle:y Cepper antt Copper-Alloy
Tube' (B251-649, B251-48),

18, ASTM Spaclfication D2313 “Standoard
Specification tor Thermoplastle Gaa Fressure
Fipe, Tubing, and Flitings" (D2513-60T,
D2513-€8).

19. ASTM GBpeclfication D2317 “Standard
Specifieatlon for Relnforced Thermosetting
instlc Oes Pressure Diping and Fittings”
(D2517-£8°7, N2517-67).

20. ASTM Bpecification A373 "5Standard
Epecification for Carbon and Alloy Steel
Forgings for Pressurs Vessel Shella” (A372-

13, Pe-tlon 1 of Aprendix B s
Amendsd to read as follows:
Arrexoiz B—QuaALDricaTioN or Pirs

T, Listed Pipe Specifications. ./imbirs in
parentheses Liil.c.ie appilcable edizions.

JITA/

17661

API BL—Steel and iron plpe (1087, 1970).

APT 5LS—Stcel pips (1087, 1870).

APT 5LX—8teal pipe (1267, 1970).

ASTM ABI—Stcel plpe (1953, 1908).

ASTM A108—Steel plpa (1048, 1068).

ASTM A134—Steel pipe (1904, 1868),

ASTM A135—8teel pipe (1643T, 1963).

ASTM Al139—Steel pipe (1004, 1668).

ASTM A135—8teel pipo (1365, 1969),

ASTM A211—Stez] and ircu plpe (106G3,
1068).

ASTM AJ33—Stecl plpe (1094, 18567).

ASTM A377—Cast lron plpe (10£6).

ASTM ASB1—Etee] ploe (1048, 1538),

ASTH A530—Srea! tuliing (1865,

ANSI A21.3—Cnst lron pipe [1003).

ANSY A21.7—Cast Iron plpe (1092).

ANSI A71.8—Ccst iron pipe (18682).

ANSI A21 52—Ducille iron plpe (1863).

ASTM AT2—Wrought lron pipe (1854T,
18G3).

ASTM B42—Copper plpe (1062, 1568),

ALTM Boe—Copper tublng (1565, 1868),

ASTM B75—Copper tubing (1965, 1068).

ASTM B38—Copper tublng (1985).

ASTM Ti31—Copper plps and tublog
(1088, 1833).

ASTM D23513—Thermaoplasile pipes and
tubdblag (15987, 1835).

ASTAM D3I517—Thermosetting plastic plpe
and tubing (1866T, 19837).

[PR, Dos. T0-15414: F..»! Nov. 10, 1070;
3:47 am.}
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Title 49—TRANSPORTATION

Chapter l—Hazardous Matericls Reg-
vlations Board, Department of
Transportation

| Docket No. OPS-5; Amdt. 192-4]

PART 192—TRANSPORTATION OF
NATURAL AND OTHER GAS BY
PIPELINE: MINIMUM FEDERAL
SAFETY STANDARDS

Requirements for Corrosion Control

This amendment establishes a new
Subpart I to Part 192 in Title 49, Code
of Faderal Regulations, containing the
minrum Federal safety standards for
the tiansportation o! gas and for pipe-
line facilities used in this trans ~oitation.

On April 30, 1970, the Depariment is-
sued a nodice of proposed rule making,
No:ice 70-8, containing requirements for
corresion control (35 F.R. 2127, May 6,
19701 . Interested persons were invited to
participate in the making of the proposed
rules by submitting written comments
bafore June 29, 1970.

On June 6, 1970, an amended notice
of proposed rule making was published
in the Feoerar Recrster (Nolice T70-10.
35 FR. 83833 to make certain changes
in «. proposed rules relating to cast
iron ai:c ductile iron pipe. After a request
for a public hearing on the requirements
of these (wo nouces, a public hearing
tsee Notice 70-12. 35 F.R. 10596, June 30,
1950 was held on Julv Zu, 1870, and
comment was received =~ the proposed
applicability of the requ..cments to ex-
istine pipelines and to cast jiron or ductile
iron pios. The information and views
presented 1n the comments and at the
hearint have been fully considered, and
are reflected in this final rule, S 'me sec-
tions contained in the notice nive been
consolidated, eliminated, or reorganized
and most sections have been renumbered,
The deviation table below indicates the
corresponding section number in the no-
fice fov ench section of the final rule.

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530

DerIvATION Tanpr

N tion Proposed section
192451 .. . 192451
152.453. . . -~ 192481, b}
132452 ------ 1B2.453, 192.455, 192.457
192 457 aeeen 192,467, 192469, 192473,
192.459. ... -- 192.481(a)
192 46! smme e 192455,
192463 ... 192457
192465___._______ 192475,
192467 ______. 182463, 102.463, 192 470
1862469 _____ 192453, 192477,
EF 1K SOty ---- 182461, 192477
192473 cesees 193491
- T . P 192487
102477 oo ..__.. 102487
192479 ... 192:489,
192480 .. .. 192 489,
192483, ... 102481, 182477 192 485
102485 .. 102400,
192487 . _______ 192485 (a) and |b}.
AFBARG. o Q).
1R ) FEER Ry 3

Subpart I differs in many ::spects
from the notice upon which it was based.
Some changes were made for consistency
in terminology and format. Others in-
volve the moving of requirements from
one section to another for better organi-
zation. Other changes are substantive in
nature and are based both on the com-
ments received on the notice and on the
recommendations of the Technical Pipe-
line Safety Standards Committee. Each
of these changes is within the gener:!
scope of the notice on which it was
based.

A number of recommendations in-
cluded in the comments were beyond the
scope of the proposed regulations, and
could therefore not be included in the
final rule. However, these recommenda-
tions will be considered for inclusion in
fuiure rule-making actions.

Some of the comments were directed
by, the 3l effect of Subpart [, and
these general sublects are discussed
below, All ether significant ¢l .28 and
comments are discussed in a section-by-
section analysis.

Eflective dale. Section 3t¢) of the Nat-
ural Gas Pipeline Safety Act requires
that standards and amendments thereto
prescribed under the Act '"shall become
effective 30 days aftey the date c’
issuance * * * unless the Secretary, for
good cause recited, determines an earlier
or later effective date is required as a
result of the period reasonably necessary
for compliance”. The notice invited com-
ment on the adequacy of specific pro-
posed effective dates, both as to whether
earlier dates would be in the interest of
increased safety and whether later
dates are indicated by factors of cost or
feasibility.
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Besides the numerous comments re-
ceived on proposed effective dates the
question was discussed with cthe Tech-
nical Pipeline Safety Standards Com-
mittee. Accordingly, this regulation will
become effective 30 days after the date
of issue. However, certain specific provi-
sions will 1101 become applicable at onee,
The primary reason for allowing addi-
tional time for these provisions is that
tie corrosion regulatons are new re-
quirements that were not conlained in
the interim minimum Federal regula-
tions, and it is desirable to allow appro-
priate leadtime to all affected parties
o receive comes of the new regulaticn
and 5 (horoughly review its require-
ments, and to make the o=cessary
preparations and arrangemer:: {or com-
pliance. Thiz additional Isadtime is
contained in provisions relsting to
cuthodic protection of new pipelines
(§ 192.4551a112)) ; cathodic protection of
existing pipelines (% 192457 (a) and
th)); interference currents (§ 192,473 :
internal corrosion control (§ 192.475):
atmospheric corrosion control of exist-
ing cboveground pipelines (§192.479):
and corrosion control records (§ 192 491)
Retroactive effect on existing pipe-
lines. Some comments related to the
eflect ol this regulation on existing pipe-
lines, and suzgested the insertion of
dates in particular sections to make clear
that these sections are not intended to
apply to installations, repairs or replace-
ments made before the effective date.
(See § 192 455:¢» (installation of alumi-
num); § 192461 (protective ceatinzg::
§ 192,467 (electrical isolation); and
§ 192483 (repaired or replaced pipe) + Ag
stated in the preambie when Par: 192
was issuerd, there is 10 basis for such con-
cern. The Natural Gus Pipeline Safety
Act action 3ib) ) makes clsar thar only
standards applying o extension,
operation. (cplacement, or maintenance,
and subsequent inspection and subse-
quent testing are applicable to pipeline
factlities in existence on the date the
standards are adopted.
However, provisions applicable to ex-
isting lines need not be limited to cases
in which a facility is hazardeous to life

.
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or property, as asserted in some com-
ments, but are permissible as part of
the -egular operation and meaintenance
requirements for existing lines. The
determliaction of areas of sactive cor-
‘rosion on existing pipelines by slectrical
sureey, h‘ t'ndy of rorrosioh and leak
4} ‘-'-ry »35 and < leak detestion
Su. Ly, as ‘wel' iz the application of
cathedic prolectivn o such nreas, or re-
paired or replaceq areas, and su n)'mﬂnt
jnspection and testing to detei.n'me the
- gdeguacy and efficacy of -:on'o»lon Lon-
tro!, are examp'es o° operition. replace-
ment, ms . atenanze. and = bsequent test-
fng and inspcetion -pecificallv permitted
under the Act.

Whe: : = racticuiar zection applies only
w existing uipolinaz, thot is made clear
by use of the phrase “pipelines installed
befcie August 1, 1971”7, (See §§ 192.457,
192479 )

Ingtinction belween Righ and low
siress pipe distine'im between bare and
cocied - o To he conswient with ihe
pr: - ousty Issued subparts of Part 182,
the *srms “transmission line” and “dis-
tHbutls  Tine™ hav: beer substituted lor
the phrvcs “"pipelines, mains and service
Yin: zeratlr'g at 2¢ —---=nt or more of
er,’“" and “pipelines. r.: 1, or seryice
Mnes operating at less thsn 20 percent
of SMYS8", which were use< !n the no-
tice. Some of t+- “omments maintained
that the distinc:ion between high- and
low-stress pipe, and between bare and
coated pipe, was unjustifiable as a basls
for " “ering corrosion control require-
men's However, the problems of cathodl-
on".:z- ~rotecting existing distributior 'nes
e~: ifsren: frori those of = . '‘ng
tio.ismission  L..2s. Special p:o'lims

mekc compliance in the case of *..» dis-
fritutuon lines more difficult, so more
toe &

et te allosred for meeting these
Ly i* is more
-nlly protec: .n exist-
~:~...ad transmizsion line In iig en-

tirety .=n to sumey I for “r.oi spo
ar ' ta.  lea’y orotect o1 those areas
Wi = ...ve corrosion is found. Con-

sequently !t Is required that effectively
eosted ex.cting transmicesion lines be
catliodizally protected within 3 years of
the aff=ctive date, but 5 years is allowed
for existing bars.transmission lines, all
distviution lne: and all station piping.

Inatinction based on tyre of metal
Special provisions deal with specific
metals having unigque characteristics,
such as copper (§ 192.455(e) (1)), alumi-
nurm (§ 152.455(e) 7, and cast iron and
ductile froa (§ 192.489). However, the
phinse “steal or a’'uminum pipeline”, as
used in thi2 notice, has been eliminated,
sinao: Dwere wes ro Intention to exclude
other types of metallic pipe such as
wrought iron,

Seciior 192,451, This section, stating
th: s*op- of the subpart, has heen re-
»ritien, The word “pipeline” hos now
pbeen c.ihs.itut.ed for the words "“gas pipe-
line facilitles” and “pipelines, mains,
servioe ies and related facilities” which

were 13ed In proposed § 192.451, ss well
as ln many other sections of the notice.
As defined in § 192.3, "pipeline” means sll

parts of those physical facilities through
whnich gas moves in transportation, in-
cluding pipes, valves, and other appur-
tenances attached to pipe, compressor
units., metering stations, regulator sta-
tions, delivery stations, holders, and
fabricated assemblies. The second sen-
tence of the proposed scope seclion in
the notice was deleted as unnecessary.

Various suggestions were made that
the scope section state tha: these require-
menis are for the protection of pipelines
from “barmiual” corrosion, or corrosion
“detrimental to safety”, or that it state
that it prescribes minimum requirements
for the protsction of pipelines {rom cor-
rosion, “consistent with puvolic safety™,
in order to make clear that not every
da=gree cor type of existing corrosion im-
poses an obligation on the eperater to
take protective steps. These proposals
were deemed unnecessary, since their
purpobe i3 accomplished by the definition
oI ac-tue coriesion™ in § 192.457(e) as

“cont... . ng corrosion * . lch, unless con-
trolied, could result .. a condition that
is ‘»‘rimental o ¢ safety”. More-
o vrder §§ 192485, 192.487., and
132 4= remedial aci:on is required only
wiiers ¢orrosion is of the deares or extent
described In tnose sectlons. In addition,
cathodiz protection of most ex.siing iines
is now recuired only in "areas in wiich
active corrosion is found" (§§ 192.457()
and 1924852)) thus eliminating any
implication that an operator must
cathodically protect the pipeline in all
areas of existing corrosion, even where
the operator has not been able to detect
it.

Section 177.453. This section, based on
proposed § 192.481(b), which applied
only to cathodic proteciion systems, now
applies to all procedures to imnlement
the requiremen's of this subpart, “in-
cluding those for the design, installa-
tion, operation, and maintenance of
cathodic protection systems™.

Recommendations that some stand-
a~~- be included to assure the cor .e-

e.re of the “person qualified by exeri-
eace and training in pipeline corrosion
control mzthods”, or that such a person
be qualified under the terms of the ac-
creditation program of the National As-
soclatlon of Corrosion Engineers, were
deemed !nappropriate at this time. The
word “corrosion specialist”, suggested as
a substitute for the word “person”, wes
thought to be redundaut in view of the
additional language, "qualified by ex-
perience and training in pipeline corrc-
sion control methods". A person so quali-
fied, but not officially designated as a
corrosion specialist, should not be pre-
cluded [rom acting under this section.

Section 1852.445. Paragraph (a) of
§ 192,455 requires, with certain excep-
tions, protection against external corro-
sion for all newly constructed pipelines,
by means of a combination of external
protective coating and cathodic protec-
tion.

The propose< regulation would have
required new buried pipelinres to be
“cathodically protected not later than 1
year afier completion of construction™.

2

Since time must be allowed for the en-
vironment to reach & stable level due to
changes in soil settling and in oxygen
and water content of backfll, before final
measurements can be taken to determine
adequacy of protection, it is now pro-
vided that a properly designed cathodic
protection system must be “installed and
placed in operation within 1 year™. An
additional year will then be available
under § 192,465 for any adjustments
necessary because of changes in the soil
following construction.

No differentiation has heen made in
§ 192.455(a) between new transmission
and new distribution lines. Excspt 25
provided in paragraphs (b) snd (c), all
new pipelines must be coated and
cathodically protected.

New pipe thal replaces pipe removed
from an existing buried or submerged
pipeline because of external corrosion, is
covered by § 192483 (2) and (b), but it
should be noted that such new replace-
ment pipe also must be coated and
cathodically protected.

Paragraph (b) provides an xception
to the requirements of parasraph (a),
Many comments recornmendced that an
exception to the coating and cathodic
protection requirements, similar to that
proposed for mnew copper Dpipelines
(where the operator can demorzirate by
test, investigation or experience in the
area of application that a corrosive
situation does not exist), should be ex-
tended to all new pipeiines. This has been
done in paragraph (L) of § 192.455, but
with additional safeguards Certain
minimum tests for soil resistivity and
corrosion accelerating bacteria will be
required, These tests are a prerequssite in
every instance of an instaliation made
without complying with the reguire-
—ents of paragraph (a), In addition.
*,.thin 6 months after such an installa-
tion, the operator must conduct tests, in-
cluding pipe-to-soil potentizl measure-
menss and =il resistivity measuremenis
at potentia! profile peslk locations, and
the pipeline must be cathodically pro-
tected in those areas in which the tests
indicate a corrosive conditio: exists,

Paragraph (¢) provides an additional
exception to the requirements for coat-
ing and cathodic p-otection, for new
temporary pipelines, where the onerating
period of service is not to exceed 5 years
bevond installation.

Paragraph (d) provides that even
where protection of a new buried pipe-
line against external corrosion control is
not required under one of these excep-
tions set out in paragraphs (b) or (¢},
if the pipeline is coated, it must then also
be cathodically protected. This is neces-
sary because first leaks can develop
sooner on a coated pipeline than they
would on the same line left bare, since
harmful discharge of current would be
concentrated at the breaks in the coating
(holidays),

Paragraph (e) of §192.455 has been
modified to incorporate suggested lan-
guage in regard to installation of alumi-
num, which is the same as that used in

T —— e —— = (4
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the 1969 edition of NACE Standard RP-
01-69. Commenis criticized the term
“nighly alkaline environment” used in
the notice as too vague, and suggested
that the use of aluminum should be pro-
hibited in “an environment with a nat-
Lot =M oo axcess ~f 20", unless tests in-
dicaze its swiinhliity in the pariicular en-
vironment involved.

Pinally, it should b2 noted that no ex-
raption to the requirements of § 192,455
1s provided for new cast iron or ductile
iron. Because of the unique physical
characteristics of its corrosion process

graphiuization', and because of *"ie nor-
mal allowance ~f extra wall th.oxuess, it
w5 argued in some of the comments and
aL "¢ hearing on July 20, 1970, that it
shot:4 not be required that nawiy in-
stal.zd cast iron or ductile iron be coated
and <athodically protected, but that a
loosa. palyethyiene wrap should be con-
sl red an aporopriate coating adequate
“=asion contrel. But mois-
ture anl grond water which can enter
in= 1 oase palverhylene wrzp may form a

braec. g gr 4 for bactericlogical cor-
Tos L More ., in the event there is
a bre:is !n the polyethylene wrap and

corr-sion started, there is no way to
app's cathodic protection to prevent
further corrosion. The current would be
intercepted by the insulating qualities
of the polyethylene sheet, and cathodic
protection would only reach the metal
under the break. The other areas under
the wrep that may be correding rom
war<r and arress to oxygen would not be
cathodica’ © proiected. Therefore, new
cast iron ! ductile iron have not been
trectad duferiouwy irom steel and a coat-
ing bonded to the pipe and cciliodic
pro° = .on are required.

Sect:on 192.457. Whereas § 192.455,

" hdeals wi'h new pipelines, makes no
dist. tiom for corrosion control pur-
poses, Totween new transmission lines
and ne - distriburion lines, generally re-
quiring bol- *= be coaled and cathodi-
Cdiy ,ootecic . .n the entirety, § 192.457,
which applies to existing pipelines, has
diff+ ant req rements for cnatad trans-
mission Hnes than for distril.ccion lines.

Several crimments pointed out that
coated pipe with deteriorated coating
that is no longer effective should be
treated as bare pipe for corrosion control
purposes Accordingly, the proposed re-
quirement that coated pipelines operat-
ing at 20 percent or more of SMYS must
be caliodically protected in the entirety
within 3 years, now applies only to exist-
ing buried or submerged transmission
lines that have an etfective external coat-
Ing (§192.457(a)). The effectiveness of
the coating is to be established by tests
to deLormine the current requirements of
the pipgeline for cathodic protection.
Coating 15 deemed ineffective if the ca-
bixdic- protection current requirements
are substantially the same as if the pipe-
line wars bare,

Paragraph (b) of §192457 provides
that except for cast iron or ductil bare
transmition lines (including those with
inefrective coating), bare or coated sta-
tion piping, aud bare or coated distribu-

-
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tion lines, all must be cathoedically pro-
tected within 5 years in areas in which
active corrosion is found. “Active cor-
rosion’’ isd...ned in paragraph ‘co,

The proposed regulation would have
required cathodic protection of existing
distribution lines and bare transmission
lines within 5 vears. “in areas in which
correzion exists”. The ~perator was to
determine these areas by electrical sur-
vey or other means, There appeared to be
some concern in the comments that the
proposal contained an ab . olute reqiuire-
ment that every area of existing corro-
sion be found and protected sgainst
within 5 years. This was apparently felt
to be impossibie for some distribution
lines, since determination of areas of cor-
rosion by electrical survey is often im-
practical in the case of distribution lines
(such as those under paved city streets
and sidewalks). This “=5 now been
changed to require cathodic protection
“in areas i which active corrosion is
found”, and that areas of active corro-
sisn %= determined by eiectrical survey,
o1 aere eiectrical survey is impracti-
cix.. oy the study of corrosion and leak
history records, by leak detection survey,
or by other means”, This modified lan-
guage should make clear that the oper-
ator is not obligated to take action con-
cerning active corrosion which cannot be
found by the required methods. The op-
erator must conduct electrical surveys in
areas where they are practical, In other
areas, he must make dilizent efforts, uti-
lizing leak surveys, all available records
such as corrosion and lea: history rec-
ords, or other appropriate methods, to
discover active corrosion, Leak surveys
could be made by such commonly used
means of leak detection as flame foniza-
tion, infro-=d detectors and combustible
gas detect = If these efforts do not in-
dicate the . _-ence of active corrosion,
the operator may a.:ume that none ex-
ist- until such time as an actual indica-
tior: 7 its exizfence arises. Moreover, it
should u¢ noted that an operator may av-
pl¥ for a waiver if it is shown that justi-
fication exists for ot meeting the 5-year
time period in cathodically protecting
“hot spols” found by the methods set
out in § 192.457(b).

In summary, § 192457 now provides
thet exisiing, efectively coated transmis-
sion lines must be cathodically protected
in the ent.. v within 3 years, while all
other existir g lines (including bare trans-
mission lines, bare or coated buried sta-
tion piping operating at above or below
20 percent of SMYS, and bare or coated
distribution lines) must be cathodically
protected within 5 vears in areas in which
active corrosion is found. On new con-
struction, § 197.455 provides that all new
pipe (both transmission and distribu-
tion) must be coated and catho<ically
protected within 1 year of installation
urniless the operator can demonstrate that
a corrosive environment does not exist.

Section 192.459. The requirement that
whenever any buried piping is exposed
for any reason it must be examined for
evidance of external corrosion has been
modified. Comments suggested that it be
made clear that this requirement would

not necessitate tearing off good coating
to examine the pipe. As the section is
rewritten, it requires only that “When-
ever an operator has knowledge" that
any portion of buried pipeline is exposed,
the pipe must be examined for evidence
of externn} corresion “il the pipe s bare
or if the coating .5 deteriorated”.

Section 192 .461. This section, dealing
with protect.ve coating, has been stightly
reworded,

Subparagraph (a)(2) requires a pro-
tective extermnal coating to have sufiicient
adhiesion o the meial surface to “effec-
tively resist” (rattcr than *“prevent”)
underfilm migraticn of moisture, in re-
sponse to comments asserting that the
coating could not absolutely prevent un-
derfilm migration of water.

Paragraph (c) relating to inspection
of coating prior to lowering the pipe and
backfilling, now requires repair only of
“any damage detrimental to etfective
corrosion conlrol”, since the comments
indicatad that minor damage often does
not require r:pair.

Paragraph (e) is a new paragraph
requiring that precautions be taken to
minimize damage to coating duriaz in-
stallation by boring or driving. This par-
agraph, =zlthough proposed in Notice
70-3, Subpart H (Customer’s Meters,
Service Regulators, and Service Lines)
as proposed § 192.429(b), was omitted
in the final rule for that subpart, since
it was considered to be more properly a
part of the corro:ion subpart.

Section 192.463. Paragraph (a) of this
section refers to the criteria for cathodic
protection contained in a new Appendix
s rather than to paragrapi 6.3 of the
1249 edition of NACT Standard RP-01-
69. However, it should be noted that the
criteria in the appendix are substantially
the same as those in the NACE Stand-
ard. In addition, it is now provided that
“If none of these criteria is applicable,
the cathodic protection system must pro-
vide a level of cathodic protection at least
equal ic that provided by compliance
with one or more of these criteria.” It
was felt that the rossibility of an ex-
ception should be provided, but that
where the criteria are applicable, they
should be followed.

. In accordance with several suggested
comments, paragraph (d) of proposed
section 192.457 was deleted as unneces-
sary, and paragraph ) of that proposed
section has been rewcrded to eliminate
the requirement that the cathodic pro-
tection “assure proper performance of
the protective coaling system”, and in-
stead now reguires that the amount of
cathodic protection must be controlled
"s0 as not to damage the protective coat-
ing or the pipe",

Section 192.465. The section on moni-
toring differs from the proposal in sev-
eral ways. It applies to monitoring of
both new and existing lines, In para-
graph (a), offshore pipelines, where
monitoring is impractical, have been ex-
cepted. The phrase “at intervals not ex-
ceeding 12 months™ has been changed to
“at least once each calendar year, with
intervals not exceeding 15 months”, The
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purpose of the change was to allow sea-
sonal consideratiions in scheduling an-
nuzi inspections, and it was felt that 3
munths' leeway would provide sufficient
flexdbility for this purpose.

nstead of requirinz that cach inter-
ikrznce bond be electrically chocked fur
proper performrance at intervds not ex-
c=xding 2 months, it is now orovided in
§ 192.485(¢) that each interference bond
“whose fiilure would jeopardize struc-
ture preooction”, raust be electrically
checkead for proner perforniur.ce at inter-
vals not exceeding 2 months. Each other
interferznce bond must b2 checked at
least amnua:y, bas with intervals not
exceeding 15 months.

Section 152.467. This section, entitled
“Extsrnal corrosion control: Eleetrical
isolation”, is based on the proposed sec-
tions which dealt with electrical insula-
tion on new comstructicm and existing
nipelines, and with elearsr. ¢ belizeen
pipe and underground sb:ii. ures on new
seostruction,

arazraph () sti! require that - ch
buried p'- vine imust electrically o=
Inted Lo o other underground metallis

structures, but :n accordance with sug-
gestions received, it permits an exception
if the pipeline and the other structures
are electrically interconns .»d and ca-
thodicallv protected asa '~ :le unit.

Parazraph (b) of § 193.467, requires
that en Insulating device be installed
where ~.zctrical isolation of a portion of
a ' eline s necessary to facilitate cor-
resion control. It was felt that this per-
for mance-type language is sufficient to
cover such specific situations as the
r=cesuar insulation of ferrous valvas and
{tzzings installed in underground copper
sorvice liies,

Paragraph (c) of § 192.467, providing
for =lectrical isolation of the pipeline
from metellic casings that are a part of
the underground systers now permits
othar measures to minim ‘wrroslon of
. L.pzune inside the cus.ug, whers lso-
iation Is impraclical. The edditisnal
lurzuage was added in response to com-
manis suzzesiing that this requirement
should not apply to a service going
through = cesing in a cement or masonry
wall, whers the casing is above ground.
Other measures that may be taken in-
clude placing a noncorrosive casing filler
made of high dielectric material in the
annular space hetween the pipe and
casing.

Parugrrph (f) concerniag protection
againss daciage due to f2ult currents and
lizztning now refers to “areas where
fault currenis or unusual risk of lighi-
ning may be anticipated".

Promosed § 132 463(e) has been elimi-
rate ! ps unnecessary, since the specific
situations descrited in thet paragraph
are covered by the more performance-
or.:nted type of lencuage of § 192.467
(ar ard W),

Section 192 473. This section now re-
quizes that after July 31, 1973, each
operaior whose pipeline system is sub-
jected to siray cwrrents must have a
continuing program to minimize the
detrimental elfects of such currents,

Comments Indicated that the 12-month
leadtime originally proposed was insuf-
ficient for the acquisition of manpower
and equipment for such a program.

Sections 192475 and 192.477. These
sections are essentially the same a3 pro-
pesed.  However, parasraph (¢) of
§ 192,475, providing that gus containing
more than 0.1 grain of hydrogen sulfide
per 100 standard cubic feet may not be
stored in pipe-type or bottle-type hold-
ers, is newly added. It was originally
proposed as part of Notice 70-7, Subpart
D (Design of Piping System Componsants
and Faeilities), as proposed § 192.168(h),
but was not included in Subpart D, since
it was considered to be more apbropri-
ately within the corrosion subpart.

In responsa to comments, § 192.477
makes clear that coupons are required
only “f corrosive gas is being trans-
poreed”. However, it should be neted that
§ 182.475(b) applies also in casss where
e “ive gas is not belng tran <irted,
but lLiienal corrosion is eaused o other
factors.

Sections 122479 and 1.7 47! The sa¢-
tinns on atimospherie curn v contiol
hav- bpeen complelely rewritten., Tha
proonsal would have required all new
and ~uisting steel, cast iron and ductile
iron aboveground pip=zlines to be coated
or jacksted within 1 year for the preven-
tlon of atmospheric corrosion. This re-
quirement would have applied to alum!-
num and copper pipe only when exposad
to an atmospheric environment corro-
sive to those metals.

The comments objected to the 1 year
time limitation as insufficient. and also

suzrested that coating only - required
wh= - etmospheric corrosion . s actu-
ally tazir: nlace. While § 102.47%(a),

& g to newly installed aboveground
P 2= =" requires that such pipe-
lines be ¢lezned and coated with o ma-
temi=l suileble for the prevention of
aft. +~oheric corrosion, it now also allows
for an sxception to this require:.cnt if
the operator can demonstrate by tests,
investiration or experience in the areas
of w,. | ~ation that a corrosive atmos-
phere does not exist,

Paragraph (b), applylng t. existing
aboveground pipelines, now reqiores that
they be cleaned and coated within 3
years, but orly in areas where atmos-
pheric corrosion has taken placs on the
pipeline.

Section 192.481 requires that at inter-
vals not exceeding 3 years, aboveground
nipelines must be reevaluated and neces-
sary action taken to maintain protection
against atmospheric corrosion.

Section 192.483. This section on gen-
eral remedial measures requires that all
new replacement pipe Installed because
of exiemal corrosion (ineluding cast
iron or ductile fron) must be coaled and
cathodically protected, as {5 required for
new pipelines In §192.455(a). The =g«
reption to these requirements allowed for
new pipelines in § 192.455(b) (where the
operator can demonstrate that a corro-
sive environment does not exist), would

not apply to replacement pipe, where

replacement s necessitated by external
corrosion, since it would normally be
impossible to make such a demonstra-
tion, However, it should be noted that if
copper pipe is used to replace corroded
steel, cast iron or dustlle iron, the pro-
visions ol § 192.455(¢)(2) micht permit
the use of uncoated copper replacement
without cathodic protection, in the
highly unlikely event that the operator
could demonstrate by test that the en-
vironment (which had been corrosive to
the other metals) was not corrosive to
copper.

Except for repaired cast iren or duc-
tile iron, a segment of buried pipe that
is repaired because of external corrosion
must be cathodizally protected. Repaired
cast lron and ductide iron azre excepted
from the cathodic protection require-
ment because the density of cathodic
protecticn current, as normally provided
by galvenlc anodes, is not sufficient o
Teach the cest iron beneath the zaphi-
tized surface so s to prevent iLriber
graphitization. Current of such e den-
sity from h Jow <isctromeotive force
collects co. wne grapnitlzed crea and comne
tinues through edjacent east iron and
back to thie galvanic enode source with-
out providing protection.

It should be noted that at this time, the
regulations are not requiring that re-
paired pipe be coated in every case, since
it is rot always practical to do s0, espe-
ciell; where the repair Is in a very smail
area, or on & bare pipeline, However,
where the repaired segment is part of an
effeclively coated pipeline, the repaired
area would also have to be coated.

The proposed regulation provided that
genera!' - corrode? pips wouldl not need
to be rz- aced ur repaired if the operat-
Ing pr. ure were reduced so as to be
commensurate ith the specified limits
on operating pressure based on tha retual
remaining wall thickness. 7mat opion is
retained in § 192.433(2) ¢o ring genera)
corrision on transmissiva lines. How-
ever, §192.487(a) dealing with gensral
corrogion on distribution lines does nol
provide the optlon of recucing operating
pressure Instead of revlacing the pir»

ince such lines are elr:20y operating xi
low press. .. tiie reduction of pressure
would be meaningless, In this connectian,
it should be noted that the minimum per-
centage of remaining wall thickness ro-
quired 1n such cases is not continger:
on internal pressure (hoop stress) but on
exiernal loads.

Sections 192.485 and 192.487. The pro-
posed regulations dealing with remedial
measures for isolated corrosion pitting
were the subject of considerable com-
ment. Based on the information avallahle
at this time, the Department has de-
veloped the following regulations which
are considered adequate to protect the
public:

§ 152,485 Remedial measurea: transmission
lneg = & '«

{b) Localized corrosior pitting. Each seg-
ment of transamission line pipe with localized
corrosion pltting must Le raplaced or re-
palred, or the opsmting pressure must be re-
duced based on tha actual remalning wall




thickness in the pits, If elther o! the follow-
ing exigts:

(1) The diameter of the pits as measured
st the surfnce of tha pipe ls grester than
threa tiries the nominal wall thickness of
the pipe.

{2} The remalining wali thickn’ss at the
pottom ¢f the pits !s less than 37 psroent of
the nominal wall thickness,
£ 102.487 Remedial meosures: distr:bition

lines ofher than cast tron or ductile iron
Ei-"l!" - & =

19y Lucalized corrosion pitting. Except for
cast lron or ductlle iron plpe, each segment of
#+stribution line pipe with localized corrosion
pitting must be replaced or repaired If elther
“! the following exists:

{1} The diameter of the plis, as menasured
at the -2 of the plpe, !s greater than
five times the pominal wall thickness of the

1 A
» 5:;} The remaining wall thickness at the
battom of the plts s less than 20 percent of
the nomioal wall thickness,
However, we are aware that the comple-
w.zn of research now going on = anticl-
pated in the near future, on the subject
of the effect of pitting on the integrity
of pipe, requiring repair or replacement
for the protection of the public. Accord-
ingly, the Department intends to deiay
the issuance of these regulations on
localized corrosion pitting, in order to
10ld a public hearing on July 20, 1971, to
nxplore the problem further. (See p.
1...9 of this issue.) This will give in-

re - -1 persons an opportunity to
prese... new material or to demonstrate
that the criteria set out above are
inappropriate.

In {ssuing this rule, the Department
has ihelud =1 general criteria on ¢corrosion
pitting in §!192.485(b) and 192.487(b)
o5 interim regulations. These interim
reelations give the operator discretion
L etermine tii= severity of pitting that
o vires remec.cl action.

TUnless the hearing discloses informa-
tion indicating other eri*~via are mors
appropriate, ths ragulal ==t forth
above in this preamble wiil e sub-
stituted for “he interim provisions within
80 to 90 ¢ vs5 from the effective rate of
this ¢ avion.

Sec' on 192.491. The comments on this
provision urged that construction draw-
ings and records should not both be re-
quired, and that records or drawinszs
should not be required as to all neigh-
boring structures. In response to these
vommrents, § 182.491(a) now requires that
“rec: 705 or maps” be maintained to show
the li~ation of cathodically protected
piplng. cathodic protectiun facilities
*other than unrecorded galvanic anodes
installed prior to August 1, 1971", and
neighboring structures that are “bonded
to™ the cathodic protection system.

In response to other comments urging
that the retention of all records of tests,
surveys, and inspections is unnecessary
and unduly burdensome, paragraph (b)
now provides for retention only of rec-
ords, tests, and inspections in sufclent

detail to demonstrate the adegquacy of
corrosion control measures, or, in the case
of unprotected pinelines, that a corrosive
cond.tion does . =xist,

Appendir D. An appendix has bsen
added, setting out criteria for cathodic
protection required by § 192.463ia), 2nd
methoeds of determining such measure-
ments as voltage, voltage shifts, and
polar ‘ation voltaze shifts. These criteria
and 1:ethods of measurement are based
on the 1969 issue of the Nutional Associ-
ation of Corrosion Enginects' Standard
RP-01-69. Recommended Practice—Con-
trol of External Corrosion on Under-
ground or Submerged Metallie Piping
Systems.

Report of Technical Fipeline Salety
Standcrds Committee. Soction 4 of the
Natura! Gas Pipeline Safety Act requires
that all proposed standards and amend-
ments to such standards be submitted to
ti.2 Committee and that the Committe=
pe alforded & reasonable opportunity o
precale a repori on tne "technical feasi-
wility, reasonableness, and pracucality of
eav . such proposal™. This amendmen*
Part 192 has been submitted to the Te: -
nical Committee and tua. Commitiee has
submitted a favorable report. The Com-
mittee's report and the minority views of
the Committee member who disagreed
with the majority report are set forth
below.

June 21, 1570

Memorandum to: The Secretary of Trons-
portation, Attention: Joseph C. Caldwel,
Acting Director Office of Pipsline Salety.

From: Secretary, Technlcal Pipeline Salety
Standards Committee.

Subject: OfMce of Pipeline Buafety Proposed
Requiremsants For Corrosion Control
(Part 182, Subpart I).

Th= following letter and attachments rep-

resent an officlal report by the Technleal.

Pipeline Safety Standards Committee con-
cerning the Committee actlon related Lo
“Requirements for Corroslion Control (Part
192, Subpart I}"” which the Ofce of Pipsiina
Safery proposes to 2'9pt A3 & part of Mini-
mum Federal Safety S.andards: Transporta-
tion of Natural and Other Gus by Pipeline.

The Committee reviewsd proposals of the
Offic « of Plpelin  Zafety at a meeting held
Apnl 13-14, 1571, and through an informal
ballot procedure recommended roodifcation
to the OPS proposed regulations. The Ofce
of Pipeline Sai«:y considered the recom-
mendations of the Technical Committes and
prepared a revised draft regulatlon which
reflacted recommendations of the Commliiee,
The ravised draft regulation accompanisd by
a "Discussion of Technlcal Committes Rec-
ommendations” prepared by OPS8 was dis-
tributed to the membership of the Commit-
tee on May 4, 1971, by the undersigned lo-
gether with a formal letter-ballot.

The results of the letter-ballot as finally
tabulated reveal that 13 members of the
Committee approved the proposed regulation
as being technically feasible, reasonable and
practicable. One member disapproved the
proposed regulation.

Attached, as Item A, are the minority views
expressed by the dissenting Committee
member,

Also attached, s Ttem B, 18 & summary of
views expressed by Committee members who
voted in favor of the proposed regulation but
disagreed with minor specifics.

Lovis W, MENDONSA.
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EXPLANATION OF THE DISAPPROVAL BY FRzD-
rric A, LANG oF THE PROPOSED MAJORITY
HEPOAT ON THE Pnorosed PaRT 192 SUBPART
1 “REQUIREMENTS For Cornosion CoxTroL.”

As s member of the Technical Pipeline
Safety Standards Commiitee, 1 disapprove
of the. prapesed majority report because it
13 less ilhan adequate for providing safety
t0 the public living beside gas pipelines, dis-
tribution lines. and mains,

Design and operation of pipelines as reg-
ulated by Federal Pipeline Sal«iy Braudprds
Part 102 wrendy issued except for Sub-
part I, does not contemplate any weakening
of the pipe wa!l by corrosion, therefore, the
“Requirements of Corroilon Control” as
proposed, should guaraniec, within practical
limits, that corrosion does not ecour. Unfor-
wiy, the raguiations as drafted are less
than adeguate O prevent a dangerous degree
of corsslon

My comments on the need for beiler cor-
rosion control appeer In the transcript of
the Committes maetings held Anril 13 and
14, 1971, to discuss the proposea regulatlon,
In summary, my recommendations are that
cathadie protectton be used on all piping
at all times to vant corrosion and that
B 2201y de d samphing be used to
detarmune wire-ilier corroston has occurs=<
When corroziuon has occurred the piplng
should be replaced or downrated in accord-
ance with the remaining wall thickness avail-
able to contain the pressurized gas.

Freperic A. Lawc,

This regulation is issued under the au-
thority of the Natura! Tras Pipeline
Safety Act of 1368 (49 U.S.C. § 1671 et.
zeq.), Part 1 of the Regulations of the
Office of the Secretary of Transporta-
tion (49 CFR Part 1), and the delsgation
of authority to the Director, Office of
Pipellne Saisty, dated November 6, 1968
(33 F.R. 16488).

In consideration of the foregoing, a
new Subpart I is added to Part 192 of
Title 48 of the C 2 of Federal Ragula-
tions, effective A zust 1, 1971, (o read
as set forth Lalow

Tssued in V.
25, 1971.

tuna

nington, D.C, on June

TosepH C, CALDWELL,
Acting Director,
Office of Pipeline Safety.

“ubpar |—Reaquirements for Coreosion Contral

Sec.

192,451 Scope.

192,453 Censeral.

192.455 External corroslon control: burled
or submerged plpeiines installed
after July 31, 1071,

192,457 External corroston control: burled
or submerged plpelines installed
before August 1, 1971,

102,459 External corrostion control: examin-
atlon of burled pipeline when
exposed.

102.481 External corroslon control: protec-
tive coating.

192,463 Externsal corroslon control: cathodic
protection,

1924656 External corresion control: mon!-
toring.

182 487 External corroslon control: electri-
cal isolation.

192.449 External corrosion control: test
statlons.

192,471 External corrosion control: Test
leads,




Bec.

192.47) Eutarnal corrosion control: Interfar-
eace currents.

WLATS Imzemmal corroal

10 combrol: geueral
192471

Irnternal corroslon control: monld-
toring,

A:mospheric
gonarsl,

A =neris

1.&1'.:15’
.2l measures: general,

ﬂ" neiial megsures: transmissiol
lines,

Reme«:al  measures: distributlon
lines cther than cast (ron or 2us-
tils Lo lines,

Remec:2l measures: cast lron and
ductile lron pipelines

182491 Corrosion control records.

Appendix D—Critesa for cathod!le protection
and determlination of measure-
ments,

AvryoniTy: The Provisions of this Subpart

I ssved urrder Wotural Gas Pipaline Act c

182479 corTosion  control:

1975581 corrosion  coniroll

132.483
193 445

162 4587

192488

1558 4% U.S “ac. 1671 et seq.. I-’lr Treg ﬂa.-
tiony of O
tatie %
| S sirecter Do of P:.*‘l.ne Safe::
ST TR dywdd.
Subpart | ~Raquiremeats {or
Coi, s, Contrad

§192.451  S<. oo

Tii5 subpar* orescribes miniinum re-
quirements fc + protection of metallic
pioelines from e«<rnal, internal, and at-
mospheric corrcs.on.

§ 192.153 General.

Esch cerator shall estzhlish vroce-
d' res t. impizment the requirem:ant
L giTs Thosw procedures, nciads

ing tht 2% 107 the r’tﬂsign, installa~ . *v-
eratlon and ma.acenance of
proteciion sysiesss, must be ca; “ied oul
by, or undar b= direction of, & ,=2rson
qualifisd by expirsicnce and tra'ning in
pipelins [orrosion control methio

2192455 External corrosive . ontrol:
buried or submerzed 7P|y lines in.
stulled after July 31, 19

1 Zxcept as provided in parazraphs
ra- and (¢! of this section, each buried
or svhagierged pipeline Installed = "lar July
31 1471 must be protected azainst ex-

rial corrosion, including the fojlowing:

(1) it muzt have an extemal protec-
tive conting meeting the requitements of
§ 19245,

{2} It must have a cathodle protection
system designed to protect the pipeline in
its entirety in accordance with this sub-
part, installed and placed in operation
within one year after completion of
coasttuction,

(b) An operator need not comply with
paragraph {a) of this section, if the cp-
era.or can demonstrate by tests, investi-
gation, or experience in the area of ap-
plcation, including, as 2 minimum, soil
resistivity measurements rnod tests for
corrosion accoelerating bacteria, that a
corrosiya environment does nol exist.
Hovszver, within 6 months alfter an in-
stallarion made pursuant to the preced-
ing ser'ence, the operator shall conduct
tests, lncluding pipe-to-soil potential
mensurements with respect to either a

———

5,..,........,....-.__‘.‘ ser - . ,

i

continuous reference elactrode or an
2iectrode using close spacing, not to ex-
ceed 20 feat, and soil resistivity mezsure-
ments as potential profile peak lacations,
to adequately evaluate the poteatial pro-
file along the entire pipsline, If the tests

made indicate that a corrosive cordition
exists, the pipeline must be cathodicaily
protected ~.d accordance with paragraph
(a) (2! of this section.

‘el Anr opercror need not comply with
paragrapn (a) of this section, if the op-
erator can demonstrate by tects. inves-
tigation. or experience that—

(1) For a copper pipeline, 2 corrosive
environment does not exist; or

(2} For a temporary pipeline with an
operating period of service not to ex-
ceed 5 y2ars beyond installaiion, corro-
sion during the 5-year period of scrvice
of the pireline will not be detrimental
to public safety.

(d) Nntyithstanding the provisions of

1 ) or (e cetion, if
aally cvnated, ¢ osaast

S EXLe]

bl‘ n od

ected 'n accordance

- “!:1.'. S0 ) L2006 tnts s=etion.
ST “np- r]"'"\ not he = ed in
a er subtaerged pipeline. 7 that
£ m i3 exp ced to an environment
with » _.tural pii in excess of 8, unless

t:.  or experience indicate its suitabil-

ity 1n the particular environment
tnvols
ﬁl‘)’“ 457  Externul corrosion control:

turied or submerged pipelines in-
stailed hefore August 1, 1971,

(a: Except for burizd piping at com-
pressor, regulator. -1 measuring sta-
tictis, each buricd or submerged !tans-
missior line in...l=d before August 1,
1971. taat has an eflective external coat-
fag must, not later *han Augus: | 1974,
be cathodically protected along the en-
tire area that is effectively coat=-1 in ac-
cordance with this subpart. For the pur-
poses of this . .Lpart, a pipelisze does nnt
have an #fetive external roating if 1t
cethouic o oction current requirenic .is
are substanr wlly the same as if it were
bare. Ths wsiritoe shall make tests to
determine the cachodic protection
rent reauirements,

tor Except for cest iron or cuctile
irge. vach of the Joillowing buriad or

submerg-d  pipelines instulizd before
August 1, 1991 must, not later than
Augu:t 1, 1976, ba cathodically nrotected

in accordanece with this subpart in arees
in whica active corrosion ls found:

(1) Bare or ineffectively coated trans-
miszion lings.

2y Bave or coated pipes at compres-
sor, rezulator, and measur...3 stations,

(3) Bare or coated distribution lines,
The operator shall determine the areas
of active corrosion by electrical survey,
or where electrical survey is imprac-
tical, by the study of corrosion and leak
history records, by leak detection sur-
vey, or hy other means.

(¢) Tor the purpose of this subpart,
active corrosion means continuing cor-
rosion which, unless controlled, could
result in a condition that Is detrimental
to public salety.

§ 192.45% Externa! corrosion control:
examination of buried pipeline
whon axposed.

Whenever an operator has knowledge
that any portion of a buried pipeline is
esposed, the exposed portion must be
examined for evidence of external cor-
rosion i{ the pipe is bare, or if the coat-
ing is deteriorated. If external corrosion
is found, remedial action must be taken
to tho extent required by § 192.483 and
the applicable paragraphs of §§ 162.485,
192,487, or 192.489,

§192.461 Exiternal corrosion conirol:
protective coaling,

ta) Each external protective coaling,

whether conductive or insulating, ap-
piied for the purpgse of external corco-
sio:n control must—

(1) Be applied on a properly prepared
surface;

(2) Have sufficient adhesion to the
metal surface to e =1y rasist under-
film migration of m-

+3» Be sufficientl
arroking:

i Have sufficient strength to rasict
wesrize due to handling and ol stress,
and

(3) Have properties compatitle with
any supplemental cathedic protection.

(b) Each extermal proteciive coating
which is 'an electrically insulating type
must also have low moisture absorption
and high. electrical resistance.

ie) Each external protective coating
must be inspected just prior to lowering
the pipe into the ditch and backilling,
and any damage datrimen:il to effective
corrosion conirol must be repaired.

(d) Each external protective coating
must be protected {rum damage resuiting
from adverse ditch conditions or damage
from supporting blocks.

(e) If coated [ipe is installed Ly bor-
irig, driving, or ouvher similar method,
pracautions must be taken to minimize
damaze to the coaling during installa-
tion.

§ 192,163

auctiie to resist

Externi.  corrosion  control:

Jdie P "k,

i) Each calhriic proteciion system
rsquired by this zebpart must provide a
level of cathadic protection that complies
witn one or roore of th2 applicable cri-
teria contained in Appendix D of this
subpart, If none of tizese criteria is ap-
plicable, the cathodic protection system
must provide a level of cathodic protec-
von at least equal to that provided by
compliance with one or mor2 of these
eriteria.

(b If amphoteric metals are included
in & buried or submerged pipeline con-
taining & metal of different anodic
potential—

(1) The amphoteric metals must be
electrically isolated from the remainder
of the pipeline aud cathodically protect-
ed; or

(2) The entire buried or submerged
pipeline must be cathodically protected
&t a cathodic potential that meets the
requirements of Appendix D of this part
for amphoteric metals.

P ——— e




fc) The amount of cathodic protec-
+5n mus: be controlled so as not to dam-
. se the protective coating or the pie
112.465 Fxternal corrosion control:
monitaring.

ar —xrept whers Impractical on off-
sore pipeunes, each pipeline that is un-
‘.= pgarthodle protection must Le rested

*a3st once exch ralendar year, but with
nr2rvals not execer'nz 15 months,
‘esermine whether (e cathodic protec-
sten meets the ;ufrements of § 192 463
2315 it thase Intervals are
3 for scparately prolected
service Lines or short sections of pro-
-acted mains. not in excess of 100 feet,
hese corvice Less and mains may be sur-
veved on o compling basis., At least 10
rercent of theze protected structures, dis-
tr.outsl ove- the entire system, must be

: ealendar year, with a dif-
Taren:

ercent checked each su™
- 80T ;.. 7, so that the entire system is
<3ted 1 uch 10-year period.
b . ‘ratert 't not exceeding 2

~-u' s cach cathedis protection re:c-
der o oiher impressad current power
source muci b2 inspected to ensure that
it is operating. .

(e) At ‘intervals not exceeding 2
months. each re.crse current switch,
2ach Zisa« and each interference bond
whose fallure would jecpardize struc-

e protection, musl be electrically
c¢hiecked for proper performance. Tach
other interference bond must be checked
3t least once each caiendar year, but with
irervals not exceed'ng 15 months.

4 ok ~r=arator shall take prompt
remadial gcs.on to correct any deficier-
cies Indizated by the monitoring.

ie) After the :nitial evaluatic: ra2-
;uired bv paragraphs (b) and (¢) of
' 182.433 and paragraph (b} of § 192.457,
each operator shall, at intervals not =x-
ceeding 3 years. reevaluiiz i*s unpro-
tected pipel - #s and cathadieally protect
*=em i~ accorda. “& with this subpart in
areas in which acrive corrosion is found.
Twa oparatar sha!l determine ti:2 areas
of antiva =~ si~ = 47 electrical survey,
or whure eleg 53 =y is Impractical,
oy the indy = =osicn and leak his-
tory records, by leak detection survey, or
by other means,

£192.467 Esxtlernal corrosion control:
electrical isolation.

(a) Each burisd or submerged pipe-
line must be electrically isolated from
other underground metallle structures,
unless the pipeline and the other struc-
tures ar2 electrically interconnected and
cathodically protected as a single unit.

(b) An insulating device must be in-
stalled where electrical isolation of a
portion of a pipeline Is necessary to facil-
Itare che application of corrosion control.

(¢} Except for unprotected copper in-
serted in ferrous pipe, each plpeline must
ba glectrically [solated from metallic cas-
ings that are a part of the underground

‘system. However, if !solation is not
achleved because it s impractical, other
measures must be taken to minimize cor-
rosion of the pipeline Inside the casing.

(d' Tnspection and electrical tests
must be made Lo assure that electrical
isolation is adsquate,

(8) An insulating device may not be
installed in an area where a combustible
atmosphere Is aiticipar=9 unless precau-
tiens are taken to prevent arcing.

(N Wihere a pipeline is lociated in close
proximity to electrical transmission
tower footings, ground cables or counter-
poise, or in other areas where fault cur-
rents or unusual risk of lightninz mov
be anticipated, it must be provided wita
protection against damage du= to fauly
eurrenis or lizshtaine, and proleclive
measues must also be taken at insulat-
ing devices.

£ 192.469 Fxrernal

test stations.

Except where impractical on offshore
and wet marsh area pipelines, each pipe-
line under cathodic protectinn required
by this subpart mus* have fficient test
stations or other contac: 2118 for elec-

corrosion  control:

tricu! measurement to Sotermine

adequacy =" cu lle protection.

§192.471 Externai corrosion conirol:
test leads.

(a) Each test lead wire must be con-
nected to the pipeline so as to remain
mechanicali; s=cure and electrically
conductive.

(b) Each test lead wire must be at-
tachzd to the pipeline so as to minimize
stress concentration on the pipe.,

f¢) Each bared test lead wire and
bared mefallic erea at point of connec-
tioen to thi= pipeline must be coated with
an =lectrica! insuiating material com-
Poiisle witn the nive coating and the
insulation on the wire.

§192.473 Externil corrosion conisal:
interference currents.

(a) Aller July 31, 1973, cach operator
whose pipeline svstem is subjected to
stray currents shall have in effect a con-
tinuing program to minimize the detri-
mental effects of such currents.

(b) Each impressed current type ca-
thodic protection system or galvanic
anode svstem must be designed and in-
stalled so as to minimize any adverse
effects on exizting adjacent underground
metallic structures,

§ 192,475 Interns] corrosion control:
general,

(a) After July 31, 1972, corrosive gas
may not be transported by pipeiine, un-
less the corrosive effect of the gas on the
pipeline has been investigated and steps
have been taken to minimize internal
corrosion.

(b) Whenever any pipe is removed
from a pipeline for any reason, the in-
ternal surface must be inspected for
evidence of corrosion. If internal cor-
rosion is found—

(1) The adjacent plpe must be in-
vestigated to determine the extent of in-
ternal corroslon:

(2) Replacement must be made to the
extent required by the applicable para-
graphs of § 192.435, § 192.487, or § 192.489;
and

4

(2) Steps must be taken Lo minimize
the internal corrosion.

(z) Gas containing more than 0.1
grain of hydrogen sulfide per 100 stand-
ard cubic feet may not be stored in pipe-
tvpe or botlle-type holders.

§ 192,477 Internsl

maonitoring.

1f corrosive gas is.being transported,
coupons or other suitable means must
be used tc determine the effectiveness
of the steps taken to minimize internal
corrosion. After July 31, 1872, each cou-
pon or other means of monitoring inter-
nal corrcsion must bé checked at
interviis not exceeding 6 months.
§ 192,479 Armospherie corrosion

trol: general.

{n) Pipelines installed after July 31,
1971. Each aboveground rineline or por-
tion of a pipeline installoa after July 31,
1971 that is exposed to the atmos-hare
must be cleaned and eit' - coated or
jacketed with 2 ma'>-ial suitable for the
prevention of atmespheric = -rosion. An
operdior need not comply with this para-
graph, if the operator can demonstrate
by test, investigation, or experience in
the area of appiication, that a corrosive
atmosphere does not exist.

(b) Pipelines installed before Au-
gust 1, 1971. Not later than August 1,
1974, each operator having an above-
ground pipeline or portion of a pipeline
installed before August 1, 1971 that is
exposed to the atmosphere, shall—

(1) Determine the aress of atmns-
pheric corrosion on the pipeline,

(2) If atmospheric corrosion is found,
take remedial 1~ :asures to the extent re-
quired by the applicable paragrashs of
§§ 192 485, 192,487, or 192.489; and

(3) Clean and either coat or jacket
the areas ol =‘mospheric corrosion on
the pirtliine with a material suitable for
the prevention of atmospheric corrosion,

§ 192,481 Autruospheric corrosion
trol: monitoring.

After meeting the requirements of
par.ztaphs (2) and (o' of §192479,
each operator shall, at intervals not ex-
ceeding 3 years, reevaluate its above-
ground pipelines or portions of pipelines
thatl are exposed ta the atmosphere and
take remedial action wherever necessary
to maintain protection against atmos-
pheric corrosion.

§192.483 Remedial measures: general.

(a) Each segment of metallic pipe
that replaces pipe removed from a buried
or submerged pipeline because of exter-
nal corrosion must have & properly pre-
pared surface and must be provided with
an external protective coating that
meets the requirements of § 192.461.

(b) Each segment of metallic pipe
that replaces pipe removed from a buried
or submerged pipeline because of exter-
nal corrosion must be cathodically pro-
tected in accordance with this subpart.

(c) Except for cast iron or ductile iron
pipe, each segment of buried or sub-
merged pipe that is required to be re-
paired because of external corroslon must

corrosion  control;

cons-
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be ¢athodically protected In accordance
~with this subpart.

£ 1971687 Heémedial measures:
yeet =it Jines.

g Geaeral corresion. Each sezment
af transmission lln2 pipe withi ~meral
corrosion. and with a remaining wall
thickness less than that requirad for the
maximuwn cliowable operating prsssure
¢? the pipsiine, must be repizeed or Lhe
dperating pressure redused commens-
swrate with the actual remaining vall
thickness. Howaver, if the area of gen-
eral corrosion s small, he corroded
piwe may be repaired. Corrosion pitting
=2 closely grouped as to affect the overall
serenigth of thie nipe is considered zeneral
corrosicnn for the purpose of  this
paragraph.

ib) Localized vorrosion pitting. Each
sogment of transmission line pipe with
1> nized colrosion pitting to a degree
wit teakage might =~u't must be re-
Pies 00 ropaired, or ioating pres-
sure must b2 reduced ecnuacisurate
with the strength of the pipe, based on
e actual remaining wan Guckness i
Lo( pits,

trans-

5192 197 Remedial measures: distribu.
tit  ..oes other thar o ast iron or due-
til# iron haes,

iny General corrosion. Except for cast
.o or ductile iron pioe, each segment of
gevarally corroded distribution line pipe
with a remaining wall thickness less
than that .=guired for the maximum
alluwatle cperating pressure of the pipe-
l:ne, or a remaining wall thickness less
thun 30 percent of the romins! wall
T shaess, must be replaced. However, if
1 o ares of general corrosion is smzll, the
o ~nded pipe may e repaired Corrosion
gtz so closely grouped as L3 affect
tii. wsorall strength »* the piz= | cun-
sicored genesral corrosion Jor the purpose
ol aisparasraph. .

iy Lecczed corresion pitiing Except
fnr cast iron or ductile fion pipe, each
s=zrment of distribution line pipe with
localiz=< corrosion piolng to 3 dezree
Wi o l2akage might cooult st be re-
placed ovrepaired.

§ 192,189 Remediul measures: cast iron
and ductile iron pipelinzs,

ia) Generzl graphitizotion Each seg-
ment of casi iron or ductiz izoa pipe on
which general graphitizaticn is found to
a derrse where a fracture or any leak-
age might resilt, must be replaced.

(2} Locelizced graphitization. Each
sagment of cast iren or ductile iron pipe
on which lsealized graphitization is
found to = degree where any leakage
might resulf, must be replaced or re-
paired or saaled by internal sealing
mathor ., adequate to »re: it or arrest
any ¢ Lage.

§192.191

() oicen July 31, 1972, each operator
shedl muintein records or maps to show
thie loeatiun of esnthodically protected
piring, cethodic prolection facilities,
other than unrecorded galvanic anodes

Corrosioa contesl records.

installed before August 1, 1871, and
neighboring structures bonded to the
cathodic protection system.

(b)Y Each of the following records must
be retainzd for as long as the pipeline
remains 1o service:

(1) Each record or map reguired by
paragranh 'a) of this section.

(2) Recorgs of each test, survey, or in-
spection reaquired by this subpart, in
sufficient datnil to demonstrate the ade-
quacy of corrosion contisl measures or
that a corrosive condition daszs not exist.
APPENDIN D—CrTERIA FoR CaTHODIC PRO-

TECTION AND DETERMINATION ©F MEASURE-

MINTS

I. Criteria jor cathodic protrction—A.
Steel. cast iron, and ductils iron struclurcs
(1) A megative jcathodic) veliaze of 23 loaad
.85 volt, with referance Lo a saturated cop-
per-copper sulfate half cell. Determination of
this voitage must be made with the drotec-
tive currer: zppliad, and o accordunce with
seellons 17 and IV of this appendix.

(2) A moearlys  (eathodic) wvoltage 4
of at 7 mitlivolts, Detarrogaliog
t must be o the nt
teciive Sorreh applisd Lantang
with st od (L wngd TV of th wdiz. This
eriterinn ot voltage shift appul Trucihies

not In o ax-act with metals cf di’s-eat anadic
poLentials,

(3) A minimum nesative  (cathodic)
polarization voltage shift of 100 miliivolts,
This polarization voltage shift niust be deter-
mined in aceordance with sections Iilland IV
of titia aprondix

) dtage at least as negathe (ca-
the =y Az that oniginally established at
the .r2'nning of the Tafel segmsnt of the
E-log-i curve. This voltage must be measured
in accordance with section TV of this
append.x.

(5) A net protective curimi from tae
electrolyte ir:a taz structure surfare as
measured by wn o rth current echiniqus ap-
plied at predste olnod current dlscharge

{anodic) poi=t= . 100 siructure.

B, Airinnm st DLl (1) Extent anpro-
vided In = 'Sparagraphs (3) uwrd 3, of thie
paragrap’- ~Inimum negav {eatandie)
voltege 5! ¢ 150 millivo'ts, produced by
the app 1 of proteciive current. Tha
Tultage (L must ‘etzrnined (o angarids

ance v ' sections I and IV of chis appand .

(2} Eiispt 235 provided In subpRragrapns
{9) snd 14} af thie paragraph, 8 minineim
negatlye il polamtzation voliige
shift of 10 walliva Lta patarzation volt-
age shift my < ber drtermined ia sccordance
‘with sections 1if and IV of this appsnudie

(3) Hotwithstanding the alters:iive ouni-
mum c-ira= in subperagraghs (1) and (2)
of this paiswgraph, aluminum, if cathodizally
protactad At voltages in exces of 1.20 voits
as m-oured with reference tc a copper-
copper sulfate half cell, In accordancs with
section IV of this appendlx, and compansated
for the voliaze (IR) drops other than those
across the structure-electrolyte boundary,
may suifer corraslon resulting Irom the build-
up of aikali on the metal surface. A voltage
in excess of 1.20 volts may not be used unless
previnus tesi resulta Indicate ne apprecluole
corrosion  will occur In the particular
environmant

(4) Since aluminury po suder from cor-
roslon utider Ligh pH conditlons, and since
applizetion of cathodie pro.cetion tends to
Increnss the pH at the matul surface, careful
Investization or testing must b2 mads bafore
appiying cathodic protection to stop plitisg
atteck on aluminum structures in environ=
ments with & natural pH la excess of 2,

C. Copper structures. A minimum nega-
tive (cathodic) polarization voltage salft of
160 millivolts, This polarlzation voltage shift
must be determined In accordance with sac-
tlons F11 and IV of this appundix.

D. Metuls of diferent anodic potentials. A
negative {eathodic) voltage, measured in ac-
cardance with section IV of this appendix,
equal to that ragulred for the ost an<.:
metal in the systéal must be malntalned It
amphetaric structures are Involved thas
could be damaged by high elkallnity cov-
ered by subparagraphs (3) and (3) of para-
grapgh B of this sectlon, they must ka elecw
trically lsolated with insulecing Janges, or
the equivalent,

I1. Inlerpretation of voltage measurgment,
Voltage (IR) drops other thaiu those across
the structure-ciectrolyte boumdlary must be
consider=2 for valld Interpretation of the
voltage meisuremant W paragraph A(1) and
12} and paragraph B!} of section T of this
appendix.

Il Determination of polurization vaifaje
shtfe, The gulsrization yvoltage shift must pe
detarmiined by Interruipiing the protogtive
current and measuring the polarization Je-
oy, When the current {s lnitislly ‘nzarruntad,

1 dmmeddlate voltage shift oo «olt-
‘ge reacing after the immedinte sl & must
= eTed a5 LhR Base ‘eading foom wRish 0
iseadure polatizitic ‘ecay i pRriTERNL
A13), B42), anhd .  eectlon I of this
appendix.

IV. Reference haly cells. A, Except a3 pro-
vided in parcgrapus B and C ol thls section,
negative (cathodic) voltege must ba meas-
uredd between the structure surface and a
suturted conper-copper sulfate half cell con-
tacting th=» electmiyte,

B. Other standard reference half ceils may
be substituted for tre saturated ocpper-
coppar sulfate halfl cail. 'Owo commn»'y used
reference nail cells are listed below along
with tbeir | .llage squivalent ta —085 volt
a3 eleriid to e saturated copper-capper sul-
fatz hal’ cell:

(1) Saturated KO culomel half call: —0,78
valt.

(7} Silver-stiver chioride helf cell usad In
res wuzer: --0.80 volt.

. v sdditlon to the standsrd eaference
hail =5, an alternate metslilc matariul or

steuci * My Be el o * of the satu-
rrted copmed- opRer sulfai- helf cell i s
potential staly ty is wssured snd if 1t volte
age ejuivalen . . clerred! o a saturated coppere

coppar sulliate hall cell 1s establilshed,
(PR o 71-0020 Filed 5-29-T1; 8:48 ein|
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Titie 49—TRANSPORTATICN

Chepter l—Hazardous Materials Reg-

ulations doard, Department of
Trensportation
| Amdt. 192 5: Docket No. OP5-11]

PART 192—TRANSPORTATION OF
NATURAL AND OTHER GAS BY
PIPELINE: MINIMUM FEDERAL

« SAFETY STANDARDS

Extension of Time for Confirmation or
R=vision of Maximum Ailowable
G- :rating Pressure

Tr. irpes- of this amendment is to
exter . .e ti.. under §192.607(b) for
cormroleting confirmation or revision of
dhe maximum allowable operating pres-
sure (MAQP) of pipelines operating at
more than 40 -“ercent of specified min-
imum yield strength (SMYS'. The
.amendment alio provides for the prep-
aration of comprehensive plans for the

rnpletion of this werk.

Cm August 11, 1870, the Department
1>d Federal safety standards for the
ulrancportatmn of gas and pipeline fa-
(cilities 135 F.R. 13247, August 19, 1970)
replacing the interim standards which
had been in effect since 1968. These
ista.idards established new definitions
for ~.ass locations wnich, among other
thingz, are utilized in the ecstablishment
ni MAOP for pipelines operating at more
fthan 40 percent of SMYS. Concomi-

a requirement was inciuded that
a study be conducted of all pipelines

(B

OFFICE

OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

operating at more than 40 percent of
SMYS to ascertain their class location,
and that the MAOP of these pipelines
be confirmed or revised in two steps, by
January 1, 1972 and January 1, 1373.
However, the Department recognized
that considerable diversity of opinion
existed as to the tune required to com-
plete confirm~tion or revision of the
MAOP of the pipelines and that in-
formution onn the number of class lo-
cation changes was incomplete. It was
therefore indicated that a public hearing
would be held subsequent to the study to
g:ve all interested parties an opportunity
t+ -ecommend adjustments to the sciiod-
ule set “arth in § 192 6071 b1 . That henr-
ing was held on Ma: 12, 1971, and
formation and recommendati s were
presented by one industry organization
and by a number of operators. The
transcript of the hearing and copies of
written submissions are included in the
public docket on this amendment.
Based on the information presented.
the Department believes that an exton-
~ion of the time for confirmation or re-
vision of MAOP is warranted, This ex-
tension will permit more eifective use
of exchanze agreements in avoid dis-
ruption of gas supplies. In order to meet
the 1972 and 1973 deadlines, the onera-
tors would have te complete confirma-
tion or revision of -verating preocures
before completion the construction
or uprating neces: v to maintain estab-
lished throuchput In many cases, this
would result in T“"‘LICUD]"I or operating

pressures, caus:. a su‘:. « cur-
tailment of qlreau lort gas suppl
In view of the cm‘f' uing shortage of

energy in some areas of the -:'oumr}
it would not Le Jesir Wire pres-
sure recductions that could disrupl serv-
ice or cause reduction of storage
volumes. In addition, the extension of
time permits more efficient utilization of
the manpower and equipment available
for construction and uprating of
pipelines.

Therefore, the time for completing
a confirmation or revision determined
to be necessary by the study is extended
for 2 years, through the end of 1974,
with a single completion date for all
pipelines rather than a two-step dead-
line as is now provided, To assure com-
pletion within that time, each operator
must prepare a comprehensive plan, in-
including a schedule, for carryving out
these confirmations or revisions. This
plan must be moedified periodically in ac-
cordance with § 192.13(¢) so as to reflect
changing conditions and to assure com-
pletion within the required time.

(2

A related change has
to §192611te) which established the
minimum time for confirming or re-
vising the MAOP due to a class loca-
tion change occurring subsequent to the
April 15 study. Since pipeline construc-
tion and testung cannot be rconducted
in many areas of the coumtry during
the winter months and since several
months lead time is usually required to
plan for continuity of service, to order
materials, and to design the facilities,
one year generally is not adequute for
this purpose. Therefore, the Lime pe-
riod has been extended to 18 months,
This assures the operzior of adequite
planniug tune in advance of a construe-
tion season beiore he bkegins the work
and testing associnted with cohfirma-
tion or rovision,

The clinnge Lo § 1926110 ix madde so
as to provide for integrating future con-
firmations or revizions with the overall
comprehensive plan. Existing confirma-
tion er revision projects and those which
are required by eiass loeation changes oc-
curring before Julvy 1, 1973, must be in-
cluded in the mitial cemprehensive plan
or intesrated into it as they become nec-
essaryv. These confirmations or revisions
must be comploted no later than the
time for comnl~tior of the overall plan.
ie. by December 31, 1974, Confirmation
or revision required by a change in class
location occurring on or after July 1,
1973, must be completed within 18

v of the change in class location

i » also refleeted in

Wi s g 319260700,
Sinee the operators ave making a con-
Cc‘.'ltt'tl effort durineg t.- pre con-
struction seasen to mmee!l theearl
lines, and since this is a substaniive
change that rclieves a restriction. 1

also been made

I find
that notiee and public procedure thereon
are impracticable and that gond cause
exists for making this amendment effec-
tive on less than 30 days' notice.

In consideration of the foregoing. part
192 of title 49 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is amended as follows, effer-
tive immediatelv.

1. Section 192,607 is amended by re-
vising the sectinn heading and parvacraph
th), and by adding a new parazraph e
at the end thercof, to read as follows:

§ 192,607 Plan for conflirmation or re-
vision of maximam aflowable operat-
N pPressure,

- - - » -
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‘hY ®ach seement of pipeline that has
peen detormined under paragraph rar of
< sertion ta Baive an established niaxi-
1 allowalte opfrating pressure pro-
dusine 2 hoen srrec. that is not ¢
e surate with the elazs joratian o ihe
sezment of rimelinz and that o HR R L
ta be in satisfactors condition, must have
the maximum all~wable operating pres-
sure o.~"emed or revised in accordance
wity $192611. The ~Jrmation or re-
visisn muat Be 2o Caiad not later than
Decambar 31 157

1) -Bach onerarc: =0 ired to conbiow
or revize an establistef maxunum allpw -
able operating pressure under paragrat
ih* nf this seetion shall. not Jater th 7
Dece.-her 31, 1971 prepare a corrpie-
kensive plan. inclinding a schedule. for
rarrvine o1t “he confirmations or revi-
gimi-. The remprehenstve plan mitst also

provide ¢ anfirio s tines ar revisions
& dbarmiiiud  Sue P HIoFSS under
LT g ¥ sxta 7 oy are
eruss el s A ocations tak-

g ntace beliie J .
2. Section 192,811 i

a “rllows:

§152 611 Chonge . lasslocation 1 on-
Srmation or revision of munimum
allowable operating pressur:.

L] - - - -

=vised to cend

e

wer Coulirmation or revision of the
maximum allowable operating pressure
that is required as a result of o study
undsr § 192,609 must he completed as
follows:

1 canfirmstion ot revision due to
chaitzes in ¢less location that occur be-
fore July 1, 1973, must be completed not
later than December 21, 1574,

(9 Confirmation or revision due to

changes in ¢lass location that occur on or
after July 1. 1973. must be completed
within 18 months of the change In eclass
location.
(Natural Gas Pipeline Safety Act of 1968, 40
U.S €. Sec 1671 et sen; Part 1, Regulations
of the Office of the Secratary of Transpnria-
tiown, 49 CPR Part 1, deteation of authornty
to the Director, Office of Pipeline Safety,
November 6, 1968 (33 F.R, 15468) )

Issued in Washinglon, DC.. oh Sep-
tember 7, 1971
Josgp: CATDWERTL,
A : Directar,
QOfice . ipeline Safety.
[FR Doc 71-13296 F }9-71,8:438 am|
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fitle 43—TRANSPORTATION

Chapter l—Hazardous Materials Reg-
vlations Board, Department of
* Transpertation
[Amd:. 182-5; Docket No. OPS-3E|

PART 192—TRANSPORTATION OF
NATURAL AND OTHER GAS BY
PIPEL." = /INIMUM FEDERAL
SAFETY STANDARDS

.Oderizetion of Gas in Transmission
Lines

Tie pust _se of this amendrent is to
nzend, from Janunry 1, 1972, ro Sentem-
ber 1, 1272, the latc : date unty which

th2 inlerim ! Fadsral safety

--andards ap....ng 1o gas odorization

.57 be kept in effect in those States now

requiring the odorization of gas in trans-
Fmisslor ' zes.

On N.-:mber €, 1970, the Department
issied Acendment 192-2, revising para-
graph w21 of § 192.625 of Title 49 of e
Codi of Pederal Regulations and adding
& naw paragraph (g) to that section 173
TR. 19335, November 11, 1570). This
amendmen® kept the interim standards
& . ving to e orization in effect, in those
States whose nterim standards required
toe odorizaiius of gas in iransmissica
Lines, until January 1, 1972, or the date
upon which the distribution companies
odorize gas in accordance with paca-
graphs fa) through (f) of §192.625,
='.ichever occurred earlier.

-. the preamble to Amendment 192-2,
72 Department stated that it “* *»

b acres to detarmic: how meany distribue
ton companies in those States will be
aected by the ellmination of the re-

:rement, the extent of the addir. -nal
#ciion that must be undertaken by them,

* the length of time It will take them to

23:.2 these new functions, and the

¢ its. It also desires to meake a more

tzorough evaluation of the safety bene-
fit3 of transmission line odorization.”

Accordingly, the problem was studied

* Z- ithe Department during the year 1971,
- However, the Information received con-

“lcts in many respects with the informa-

tlon submitted as a result of the original
‘notice of proposed rule making on

1 192.625 (35 F.R. 5482, April 2, 1970) and

the informal public hearing that was

held on September 17, 1970. This is par-
. “eularly true with regard to the char-
acteristies of various odorants, such as
torrosiveness, durability in soil, ete, The

Dzpartment has not yet arrived at ac-

ceptabls answers regarding the effect of

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

these characteristics on the use of odor-
ants in transmission lines, and their
contribution to safety in densely popu-
lated areas. Consequently, it has become
apparent that there is a need for addi-
tional study before the interim standards
are revoked in.those States requiring
odorization in transmussion lines.

In order to allow suiicient time for the
resolutior of these o u.ems, the intsrim
standaras for odorization of yas trans-
mission lines, in each State now requir-
ing enu. odorization, will be extended
until September 1, 1972, or until the
date upon which the d!stribution com-

es in that State have actually taken
over the odorizarion of gas in mains «od
service lines 1. . cordance with the o-
quirements or ¢ 32,625, whichevaor is
earlier. Until the" nizne, gas in transmise
sion lines must ccatinue to be odorized
in those Stuates. The additional 9 months
shouid allow sufficient time to resolve the
conflicting information that has been
developed during the study.

Although section 3 of the Natural Gas
Pipeline Safety Act of 1968 provides that
no State agency may adopt or econtinue
in force additional or more stringent
standards applicable to interstite trans-
mission facilities after the Federal safety
standards become effective, the Federal
standards are minimum standards and
an operalor may voluntarily e:csed
them. Thus, after September 1, 1972 (or
the earlier date, if applicable), in those
States where On companies
are =  oped to odorize their lines, and
actliny do 50 at the present time, they
mar continue to do so, even in the ab-
seace of Federal requirements.

Since the rezulatory provisions that
are affected by t“!s amendment are in
effect, and since this amendment will
impose no aclc. ==l burden on any per-
son, 1 find that notice and public proce-
dure thereon are impractical and unnec-
essary and that good cause exists for
making it effective on less than 30 days
notice,

In consideration of the foregoing,
§ 192.625 of Title 49 of the Code of Fed-
eral Regulations is amended by revising
subparagraph (g) (1) to read as follows:

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION

§ 192,625 Odorization of gas,

- - - - -
{g) - - =
(1) September 1, 1972: or

- - - - -

This amendment is issued under the
authority of the Natural Guos Pipeline
Safety Act of 1968 (40 U.S.C. saction
1671 et seq.), Part 1 of the Regulations
of the Ofice of the Secretary of Trans-
portation (48 Cr i Part 1) . and the dele-
gation of zuthority to the Director, Oilice
of Pipeline Safety, dated November 6,
1968 (33 F.R. 16468.)

L:sued In Washington, D.C. on
December 28, 1971,
JoserE C. CALDWELL,
Acting Director,
Office of Pipeline Scjety.
|FR Doe.T1-19168 Filed 12-30-71,8:49 am]
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SUSCHAPTER B—OFFICE OF PIPE‘LINE SAFETY
[Amdr. 182-T; Docket No. OPS-CE]
PART 19Z—TRANSPORTATION OF
MATURAL AND OTHER GAS 38Y
PIPEIINE: MINIMUM FEDERAL
SAFETY STAMDARDS

Odorization of Gas in Transmission

Lines
Trs = --ose of this amandment is to
sxtend is: —erlod of time during wii-ha
she overiys © ederal safety standards ag-

plying o gas odorization may remain in
effect In those States now requiring the
odorization of gas in transmission lines.

On November 8, 1970, the Department
issued Amendment 192-2 (35 F.R. 17375,
Novembar 11, 1970). This amendmeant
kept the interim Federal safety stanaards
on odo-ization in effect In States whose
interim standards required the odoriza-

“tina of yas3 in {rarsmission lines. These

interim standards were to remain In ef-
Ject until January 1, 1972, or the date
upen which the distribution companies
in those States were cdorlzing gas in ac-
cordance with § 192.625, whichever oc-
eurrad earlier. Cn December 28, 1971, the
TDanartment Issved Amendment 192-6,
b 11 further extended this date to Sep-
termoer 1, 1972 (36 T.R. 25423, Decem-
ber 31, 1571,

Bacad on extenslve studies of the sub-
ject condusted over il past year, it ap-
pears that certain limited odorization of
transmission lines may be watranted.
The Dapartmeas is censidering this ques-
tion and expects to propose regulatory
changes very shortly. In order to allow
sufiicient téme for cerrying out this rule
-~aking proceedlag, these interim stand-
ards for odorization of gas transmission

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590

lines are beingz extended again until the
date upon which ihe distribution com-
roales in that State have actually tozen
over the odorization of gas in mains and
service lnes in accordance with the re-
quirements of § 192.625. Until that time,
gas in transmission lines must continue
to be odorized in those States. By June 1,
1973, the DIepartment antlcipates that
the Tule making proceeding will be com-
plete end t0 - Interim stancdards can be
allowed to lapae.

Bince the regu.itory provisions that
are affected by this amendment ere pres-
ently in #ffect, and stuc2 1593 amendment
will impose no additionui burden on any
person, I find that notice and public pro-
cedure thereon are impractical and un-
necessary end that good cause eisis for
meaking it efective on less than 30 days’
notice.

In consideration of the foregoing,
§192.625(g) (1) of Title 49 of the Code
of Federal Regulations is amended, ei-
fective immediately, to read as follows:

§ 192.625 Odorization of gas.

- - L] > L]
(s) e« & =
(1) Junel, 1973; or

- - - - L ]

(Matural Gas Pipsline Safety Act of 16388, 43
U.B.C, sec. 14871 et seq., Parz 1 of the regula-
tiona of the Office of the Sacretary of TTans-
portat..., 9 CFR Part 1; redelegation of au-
thority to the Diiccior, Gifice of Pipaiine
Safaty, set forth in Appendix A to Part 1 of
the regulations of the Office of the Bacretary
of Transportatlon, 480 CFR Part 1)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Au-
gust 29, 1972,

Joszex C, CaLDWELL,
Director, Opice of Pipeline Safety.

[FR Doc.72-15037 Filed 8-1-73;8:48 am]
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Title 49—TRANSPORTATION

Chapter l—Department of
Transportation
SUBCHAPTER B—OFFICE OF PIPELINE SAFETY
[Amde. 102-8; Docket No, OPS-10]
PART 192-—TRANSPORTATION OF
NATURAL AND OTHER GAS BY
PIPELINE: MINIMUM  FEDERAL
SAFETY STANDARDS

Deactivation of Service Lines

This emendment of the Federal safety
stomeards for gas = .lines will require

c==ain 375 o be taken In order to
pizesil Lze unautiiorired ztroduction
of gas 1nio Inactive plio.- - facilities.
This rule making involves « revision of
§ 192,727 of Litle 49 of tho Tode of Fed-

eral Regulations and the addition of a
new § 192.279 to Part 192.

These o ‘ndments are In response Lo
a clearly demonstrated need for positive
regulatory action as indicated by two
gas explosion incidents discussed in the
notice proposing this rule making. The
objective is to prevent unauthorized per-
sons from activating gas service lines
that have been deactivated or abandoned,
or are not presently In use.

On June 4, 1971, a notice of proposed
rule m~king was published in the Frn-
ERAL RizcisteER (OPS Notice 71-2, 36 F.R.
10885) procosing certaln changes in the
regulations designed to prevent the un-
authorize< [ntroduction of gas into in-
active .. -ice lines. Interested persons
were afforded an opportunity to partici-
pate in the rule making by submitting
written Informatlon, views, or argu-
ments. Tlic opinions and data presented
in the comments that were subsequently
receivad have been fully considered and
are reflected In these final rules.

Several commenters correctly noted
that one of the gas expiosion accidents
mentloned in the notice of proposed rule
making involved newly installed yet in-
active facllities rather than abandoned
or deactivated pipeline facilities. They
questioned whether the proposed regula-
tions would cover such situations. As the
intent of these amendments Is to pre=-
vent the unauthorized Introduction of
gas into any pipeline not presently in
service, whether abandoned, deactivated,
or not yet activated, § 192.379 has been
added to the Federal safety standards
to make clear that new service lines must
also meet the same requirements.

Proposed §102.727(c) (row redesig-
nated as §192.727(d)), would have pro-
vided for the deactivation of customer
service lines by two alternative methods.
In response to a large number of recor-
mendations, a third alternative method
has been adopted which allows for the
installiation in the service line or meter
assemoiy of a mechanlcal device or fit-
ting that will prevent the flow of gas, This
method is in common usage and has
proven effective in terms of overall
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safety. Also in answer %o many com-
ments, the requirement for physical re-
moval of customer meters on Inactive
service llnes (proposed as § 192.727(d)),
has been deleted. This is now believed to
be an unnecessary measure when one of
the al' “rmatives prescribed by new para-
graph (d) has been met.

Paragraphs (e} and (f) of the propc 2d
amendament have not been changed.

£ number of commenters expressed ob-
jection to proposed § 132.727/b), on the
basis that it made necessary the dizron-
necting, purging, and sealing of properly
maintained pipeline facilities that are
not subject to gas pressure in the course
of normal operations. There are instances
when pipelines, such =3 bypasses, are
commonly not sub <" to gas pressure,
and a requirem-iii ..ai sdch plpelines
be seaicd off fre 1117 potent.al gas sup-
ply is not fea.ioie. Tiis paragraph has
therefore been revised and a new para-
grapn (c¢) has been added to avoid this
problem.

Paragraph (b) now establishes safete
requirements for all pipelin#s, the use of
which is to be permanently discontinued,
that is, for all pipelines that are to be
abandoned. Paragraph (c) contalns de-
activation requirements applying only to
pipelines, other than service lines, which
are not being maintained under the Fed-
eral safety standards. Thus, a pipeline
not normally subiect to g1s pressure need
not t:eet the requirements of this para-
graph.

Section 4(a' of the Natural Gas Pire-
line Safety Act requires that all pro-
posed standards and amendments to such
standards be submitzed to the Techinlcal
Pipeline Safety Siandards Committes
and ihat the Co.imittee b= afforded 8
:_:sonable opportunily to prepare a re-
port on the “technical feasibility, reason-
ableness, and practicability of esch su:hs
proposal” This amendment to Prot 132
nas been submitted to the Commitice and
it has submitted a favorable repori. The
Committee's report and the proceedings
of the Committee which led to that re-
port are set forth in the public docket
for tiis amendment which is available
atl the Ofilce of Pipeline Safety.

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
192 of title 49 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is amended as follows, ef-
fective November 3, 1972,

1. The table of sections for Part 192,
Subpart H, is amended by adding the fol-
;?glns new section heading after § 192 -

Sec. 192379 New service lines not in use.

2. The following new section is added
after § 152.377 in Subpart H.
§ 192.379 New service lines not in use.

Each service line that Is not placed
In service upon completion of installa-
tion must comply with one of the follow-
ing until the customer is suppiied with
gas:

(a) The valve that is closed to prevent
the flow of gas to the customer must be
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provided with a locking deviee or ollier
means designed to prevent the cpening
of ihe valve by persons other than Liwse
suthorized by the operator. .

(b) A mechanical devics or fitting that
will prevent the flow of zas mmst be
instailed in the service llne or in the
meter assembly.

(¢) ‘The customer's piung must be
physically disconnected from the gas
supply and the open pipe ends sealed.

3. Section 192.727 Is amended to read
es follows:

§192.727 Abandonment or inactivation
of [acilities.

(n) Each operator shall provide In its
operating and maintenance plan for
abandonment or deactivation of pipe-
lnes, inecluding provisions for meeting
each of the requirements of this section.

(b) Each pipelirnz abandoned in place
must be disconnected [rom all sources
and supplles of gas, purged of gas, and
the ends sealed. However, the pipeline
need not be purged when the volume of
gas is so small that there is no potential
hazard.

(¢) Except for service lines. sach inac-
tive pipeline that i3 not beinz main-
tained under this part must be discon-
nected frcm all sources and supplies of
gas, purged gas, and the ends sealed.
However, the pipeline need not be purged
when the yvolume of gas is so small thak
there is no potential hazard.

(d) Whenever service to a customer
Is ciscontinued, one of the following
must b2 complied with:

(1) The yalve that is c?2sed to prevent
the flow of gas to the customer must be
provided with a locking device or other
means designed to prevent the opening
of the valve »7 persons other than thosa
authorized b .he operator. ]

(2) A mecpn-nical device or fittine that
will prevent t - flow of gas must ha
Inctalled in the servize line or in the
meter assembly.

(3) The customer’s piping must be
physically disconnected from the gas
supply and the open pipe ends sealed,

(e) If air is used for purging, the
operator shall insure that a combustible
mixture is not present after purging.

(f) Each abandoned vault must be
filled with a suitable compacted material.

(Sec. 3. Natural Gas Plpeline Safety Act of
10688, 49 U.S.C. 1672, Sec. 1.58(d), regula-
tions of tha OfMce of the Secretary of Trans-
portation, 49 CFR 1.58(d); Redelegation of
authority to the Director. Office of Plpeline
Safety, Appendix A to Part 1 of the Regula-
tions of the Office of the Sacretary of Trans-
portation, 49 CFR Part 1)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Sep-
tember 27, 1972.

JossPH C. CALDWELL,
Director,
Office of Pipeline Safety.
[FR. Doc.72-16815 Filed 10-2-72:8:52 am]
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SUBCHAPTER 3-—OFFICE CF PIPELINE SAFETY
[Amds. 162-9; Docket OPS-13]

192~ TRANSPORTATICN OF
AND OTHER GAS BY
FIPELINE:  MINiis A FEDERAL
SARETY STANDART

MadiBearien ~f Pressure B
timitztons

nt tn § o
striction on ’u

Iﬂup ir: pipelines, o*

—azzore distrioution svsiem:, wi m.h
. munximurn allowskle ()UPrRti“g
re (MAOP) of less than 57 ©..3.
=1ent
{ssued a2 notice «f proposed rule making
in the Frosmau :".zmsn:n :::m")oslng these
regulatory changes (CIT XNoilce 71-6,
3 B ‘.‘ "1934 Nmemdr 18, 1271). In-~
were affordad 2 oppor-
tunity r': par“c.,., = in the rle making
br submu:ring writics informetion, views,
¢- arguments. Ssrergl comrents subse-

PART
MATURAL

Nz
Pressu

On November 10 1571, the Dep..

g% . were received and have been
e ful cc.a;!derac‘.cn. However, the
st me-iis issusd withou! substantive

char ;2 from o2 proposal.

T 9 eomim.anlers It ~mmend2d mak
e proposed chiiges availaple -'*'
svstens with ""‘._‘:. up to 150 ps.. 4
Justifieation { r such reconm‘:endulons
“ns- hased o =xpressed desive to avold
Fussiole .i'*‘*"-::es zrising i utilizing
pratent oressure retiaf svsiemns under the
amended standards. s 1t is only when
the LIAOP of a syster.. .5 below 50 ps.ig.
that rresehi-day reculating eguipment
cannot accurately limit aceiden:isl over-
prassure: (o the present 10 percaat of
MAOP stanizrd, it is in the best inter-
est of pverall safety that the proposed
amendment allowing an inerease in the
Mmits for accldantal overpressure be re-

strictzd to systems with MAOP's of 60
p.elg. orless.

‘lt«t

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20590 .

Another comment suggested a revision
ir th2 proposed amendment to make . &
maximum pressure limitatisn apchca-
ble only at the r-osr remotelr lscated
pressure limiting =tinon in order o re-
duce the possibility ci aving to veat gas
into the atmesphere in Class 3 or 2 1aca-
tions. However, it is felt that the po-
tential hazard of such venting i3 regli-
gible In conioarison with the greater risks
involved in nllowing the pressure in the
entire systemn to be monitored =t its
most remotely located puiat, Such 4 pio-
cedure has the poteuntia! 2 allow pres-

sure auildurs well aboy: 'wilhl.'.ps“-,d
limits In gtz parts of the distribution
systam.

=o-tion Y of the Nalural Gas Pipe-
line Safery “ct reguires that all orn-
posed stand = =nd amendments o

such standaris pe sy bmitted to the Tach-
nical Fipe.r o Salety Standards Commit-
tee and that the Co..:mittee be afforded a
reasonable oppoitunity to prepare a re-
port on the “technical feasibility, reason-
ableness, and praciicability of each such

preposal.” This amendment to Pact 192.

has been submitted to the Commities and
it has submitied a favorable report. The
Committee's repor: and the procsedings
of the Comraities i..uch led to that re-
port are set forth in the public docket
for this amendment which is ava'l-ie at
the Ofiice of Fir="ine Safety.

In consiaeration of the foregoing, @+t
192 of Tiste 49 of e (ode of Federal
Regulaiions iz amendea by revising
£1982.. fa) 1o :°nd ns follows, efiective
MNovember 4, 1972

§ 192.201 Required capucity of pressure
relieving and limiting s127ona,

(27 Each pressure relief station or
presaare limiting station or group of
those scations installed to protect a pive-
line must nave enough capacity, sad
must = seb to oporate, to insure the
Tollowing:

(1) In alow pressure distributica sys-
tem, the pressure may not cause the un-
safe operziion of any connacted and
properly adjusted gas utilization equip-
ment.

(2) In vipelines other than a luw
pressure dlatribution system—

1) If t&= maximum allowabis operat-
Ing pressure is 60 psig. or more, ihe

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION

pressure may not excesd the maximum
alluwable operating pressure pius !0 per—
ceni, or- t'e pressure that prod: o0 2
hoop stress of 75 percent of '.:-.AYM,
whichever Is Jower

(i If the maxurmum allowable on-
eratiry pressure is 12 psig. or mare,
bul 1283 than 60 p.si.g., the pressure may
net excecd the maximum allowable oper-
aulng pressure plus 6 p.sig.; or

(iii) If the maximum alicwable oper-
aticg oressure s less tha.n 12 psig, the
prassura may not excted the mar.um
allowable operating pressure L..; 50
percent.
(Sec. ... Natural C-s Pipaline Safety Act of
1368, ++ US.C. 1672, 1 i) of the res -
tions, OMce of the Sacreiary of Trang, .. a=
Lion, 49 CFR 1.58(d): redelegation of au-
thorlty to the Director, Gffce of Plpeline
Salety, sat forth 1o Appenaix A to Part 1 of
the regulations, Office of the Secretary of
Transpoii..ion, 48 CFR Part 1)

Issued in Washington, D.C, on Sep-
tember 28, 1972.

JosepH C. CAaLDWELL,
Direcior,
Office of Fipeline Safety.

[FR Doe,72-18832 Flled 10-3-72;8:53 am|
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SUBCHAPTER B—OFFICE OF PIPELINE SAFETY
{Amdt, 152-10; Docket No. OPE-1%|

PART 192—TRANSPORTATION OF
NATURAL AND OTHER GAS BY
PIPELINE: MINIMUM  FEDERAL
SAEETY STANDARDS

tizuafled Natural Gas Systems

1) Departinest of "“ﬂm,portamu is
acnendi 192 to ate & new
L . establish Federal safetv
hande.rds for ’iouzfied natural ges
(LNG/. This will = accomplished by In-
corporating into the regulations, by refer-
ence, standards developed in the revised
a--1 gnlarged version of Standard 59A
approved by the National Fire Protection
Assoclztion (NFPA) on May 19, 1971.

On January 6, 1972, s notice of pro-
po=ed rule naking was -ublishad in the
FeoERaL REGISTER proposing that NFPA
Standard 59A be incorporated into Part
192 (QPS Notice 72-1; 27 F.R. 145, Janu-
Jary 8, 1972). _aterssied persons were
afforded an opportunicy to participate
in the rule making by submitting writ-
ten informatica, views, or arguments.
opinions and data presented in the com-
ments that were subsequsently received
have been given full consideration,

Many commenters were concerned that
LNG facilities presently in existerce or
under construction would be required to
comply with the adopted NFPA Stand-
ard. Z..3 a retroagtive application of
thess ING regulations Is not intended
and _udeed 1s restricted by the Natural
Gas Pipelin: Safety Act (49 U.S.C, 1672
(by). A provision has therefore been
added to section 192.12 to make clear that
LNGC facilities in operation or under con-
struction before January 1, 1873, need
not be in compliance with NFPA Stand-
ard 584, except that they will be required
to achere to the applicable operating re-
quirements and, after December 31, 1972,
to the modification and repair require-
ments of NFPA Standard 58A and of
Part 192,

A number of commenters suggested
sp=cific modifications of individuals sec-
tiz< - of the NFPA Standard. Such
chauges ere not feasible at this time

WASHINGTON, D.C. 205S0

as the Department is adopting the NFPA
Standard onlv as an Interim measure
while developing permanent rezulations
speciflically applicable to LNG facilliiss.
With this dewlopment of LNG regula-
tioms, full attention =il be glven by the
Department to these recommendations.

As suggested by commenters, the term
“process” ln the prooosed regulation -5
been replac. with the term “treat”, and
the term “zipeline facﬂity" has been sub-
stituted for the te-=: aystem" Thase
cranges are made to clarify the &/ plica-
bility of the adopted NFPA st a.nda.rd by
employing terms u. ! In the Naturai
Geaas Pipeline Safety Ac: and in Part 162,
Further, the term “transport” has been
replaced by the term “transfer” to in-
dicate that th-se interim LNG safety
standards govern the transfer of LNG by
pipeline within an LNG pipeline facility
end not te its transportation over ex-
tended distances.

In the event of a conflict between
adopted NFPA Standard 59A and Part
152, §182.12 allows the operator of the
LNGQ facility the cpportunity to make &
considered deterrmination as to which
standard should prevail in resciving such

conflicts. Vwiien no such conmlcts are ap-
parent, both NFPA Standard 594 and the
provisions of Part 182 must be complied
with to tiie fullest possible extant.

Section 4(a) of the Natural Gas Pipe-
Une Safety Act requires that all pro-
posed standards anc amendments to such
standards be submitted to the Technical
Pipaline Safety <tandards Committee
and that the committee be &fiorded a
reasonable opportunity to prepare a re-
port on the “technical feasibility, reason-
ableness, and practicability of each such
propesal.” This amendment to Part 192
has been submitted to the committee and
it has submitted a favorable report. The
committee’s report and the proceedings
which led to that report are set forth in
the public docket for this amendment
which is available at the Office of Pipe-
line Safety,

In consideration of the foregoing, Part
192 of Title 49 of the Code of Federal
Regulations is amended as follows, effec~
tive November 13, 1972.

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION

3 T'he teble of sections for Part 192
is amended by adding the following rzw
secuion heading after § 192.11:

Sec.
182.12 Liquefied natural gas facllitles.

2. The following new section is added
after § 192.11:

§192.12 Liguefied natural gas facilities.

() Except for a pioeline facility in
operation or under consiruction before
January 1, 1973, no opsrator may store,
treat, or {-unsfer liquefi=d natural gas in
2 pipelins 7acility unless that pipeiine fa-
cllity meets the applicable requirements
of this part and of NFPA Standard No.
59A.

(b) No operator may store, treat, or
transfer liquefied natural gas in a pipe-
line facllity in operation or under con-
struction before January 1, 1873, unless—

(1) The facility is operacted in accord-
ance with the aoplicable operating re-
quirements of this part and of NFPA
Standard 59A; and

(2) Each mcdifcation or repair made
to the facility after December 31, 1972,
conforms to the applicable requirements
of this part and NFPA Standard 59A,
insofar as is practicabie.

3. Sectmn II.F. of Appendix A to ®a:-
192 is amended by adding the follow:r-'
new itam at the end thereof:

4. NFPA\ Standard 50A “Standard for the

Production, Btorage and Handling of Ligque-
fled Natural Gas (LNG)" (1871 edition).

This amendment is issusd under the
authority of section 3 of the Natural
Gas Pipeline Safety Act cf 1588 (48
U.S.C. 1672), section 1.58(d) of the reg-
ulations of the Office of the Secretary of
Transportation (49 CFR 1.58(d)), and
the redelegation of authority to the Di-
rector, Office of Pipeline Safety, set forth
in Appendix A to Part 1 of the regula-
tions of the Office of the Secretary of
Transportation (45 CFR Part 1).

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Octo-
ber 10, 1972.

JosepH C. CALDWELL,
Director,
Office of Pipeline Safety.
[FR Doc.72-17525 Filed 10-12-72;8:51 am]
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Chaptsr l—Dapartment of
Tianspartation

SUBCHAPTER 3—OFFICE OF PIPELINE SAFETY
[Amdt. 122-11; Docket No. OPS-20]

PART 127 TRARSPORTATION OF
MNATURAL AND OTHER GAS BY
PIPELINE:  MINIMUM  FEDERAL
SAFETY 5TANDARDS

#eo<hanically Coupled Rapair Sleavas

The purpose of this amendment of
$ 152.717(b) s to modlfy a provision of
the Federal snl:ity standards for gas
pipeilne faclliiies, This change will per-
mit the perr ..2nt fleld repair of '~e-
In2 lepks by means other than = 24
repa’’ Uzev=. hen the transmission 0.2
myvoives =pe: .28 ab less than 40 percent
ot =S%IYS. )

For the perimanent fleld repair of plpe-
l.ne leaks when it is not feasible to take
the segment Ceing repalred out of serv-
fca, §192.717(b) requires that it must
bz repalred Ly installing a full en-
circisment we'l2d split sleeve. The sec-
tion of the .~terlm :.lety standards
{rom which this prov fon was derived
was limited io epplication to lines operat-
Iny aboye 40 percent of SMYS, By re-
moving this limitation and using tha
term “transmission line” as defined in
Parg 103, the reguirement was made ap-
plicak’la to !l lines operating at 20 per-
ceni or more of SMYS, Thus while under
the interim standards the requirement
szolied only Lo lines corerating over ¢
percont of SMYS, the regulation issusd
applied as well to transmussion loes
cperating between 20 percent and 40
percent of EMYS.

Since the issuance ol Part 192, en-
periance and furtiier study have demor-
strxled taat, In certaln instances, there
ars insufficlent safety reasons for this
requirement in light of its practicality
and the costs involved. If a pipeline
operating between 20 percent and 40 per-
cent of EMYS is joined by means other
than welding, very little is gained by
requiring that repairs %2 made by weld-
irg on e full encirclement repalr sleeve,
This parsgraph is therefore beinz
amended o exempt lines joined by
means other than welding that operate
below 40 percent of 8MYS.

Section 4{a) of the Natural Gas Plpe-
Iine Safaty Act requires that all proposed
standards end amendments to such
standards be submitted to the Technical
Pipeline Safety Standards Committee
and that the Committze be afforded =
reasonable opportunity to prepare a re-
po:* on tha “technical feasibility, reason-
ableness, and practicabllity of each zuch
proposal”. This amendrment to Part 182

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSFDRYATION
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has been subm'tted to the Committee
and it hus anbicitied & favorable report.
The Committes’s report and the pro-
ceedings of the Commlties which led to
that report arc =20 forth in the public
cdocket for this amendment which is
avallable at the Office of Pipeline Salety.

As this amendment removes an un-
necessary restriction and Jmposss nn ad-
ditional burdens, I find that notice =nd
publle precedure ther=on are nol necss-
SATY. 2

In consideration of the foregoing, Par
151 of Title 45 of the Code of Faderal
Regulations i3 amended by revising
§ 192.717(b) to read as follews, eifectiva
November 14, 1472,

§192.717 aemissiua lines: perma.
seal feld repair of leaxs.
- L - - L]

(b) Xfitls not leasible to tala Lhe seg-
ment of transmission iine out of service,
repalrs must be mada by Installing a fuil
ercircler - welded split sleeva of ap-
propriate design, unless the tran-~dsslon
line—

(1) Is Jolred by machanieal conplings;

(2) Operates at less than 40 percent
of SMYS,

This amendment is issued under the
authority of section 3 of the Natural Gas
Fipeline Bafely Act of 19838 (49 US.C.
1672), §1.58(1) of the regulations of tha
Oftce of the Secretary of Transportation
(48 TFR 1.£8(d)), anc the redelegation
of autnoril; to tha: Director, Ofice of
Pipeline Sufety, set forth in Appendix 4
to Part 1 of the reguiaiions of the OFce
of the Becretary of Transportation (49
CFR Part 1).

Issued m whasidogton, D.C, on Ccto-
ber 11, 1972,
Joszer C. Caruwary,
Inrecior.
Office of Pipeline Safety.
[FR Doc 7217260 Filad 10-13-72,0:24 am]
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Title 49—Transportation

CHAPTER I—DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION
SUBCHAFTER B—OFFICE OF PIPELINE SAFETY
[Amat. 192-12; Docket No. OPS-15]
PART 192—TRANSPORTATION OF NAT-
URAL AND OTHER GAS BY T'PELINE:
P:é%lsMUM FEDERAL SAFETY STAND-

Qualifications for Pipe

The purpose of this amendment {o Part
192 of Title 49 of the Code of Federal
Regulaticis is to provide greater flexi-
biity in qualifying pipe. A chance to
§ 19255 permits the use of steel pipe
manufacturad before November 12, 1970,
in<-mnliance with an unlisted edition of
1 specitication included in section I of
Appendix B, where stated requirements
are met. A change to § 192.65 permits the
use of certain pipe transported by rail-
road before November 12, 1970, not in ac-
cordance with API RP5LI1. In addition,
changes to Appendices A and B add cer-
tain 1671 editions and supplements to the
editions to the lists of API documents
and specifications.

This amer: ent is based on a notice of
proposed ruiz making (OPS Notice 72-2)
1ssued on January 19, 1972, and published
in the Feozrar, RecisTer (37 FR 1175) on
January 77 1972, Interested persons were
afforded an opportunity to participate in
the rule mzaking by submi:ting written in-
formation, views, or arzuments. The

opinions and cata presented in the com-
ments “at were sulsequently received
have beer filly considered and are re-
flented in  .:se final rules.

A nuniner of commentators noted that
nrgpose’ * 192.55(f) could be ‘nterpreted

; mean tii t all steel pipe mar factured
prior to Now  niber 12, 1970, must be qual-
ified exclusively by paragraph (f). How-
ever, It was not the Intent that para-
graph () be the sole method, since, even
under the present rule, such pipe could
be qualified in various ways under §192.
55(a) or (b). Accordingly, while retain-
ing the present methods of qualification,
§192.55 has been amended to make clear
that both 2w and used steel pipe manu-
factured prior to November 12, 1970,
may also be qualified for use by meeting
the substance of proposed paragraph (f).

For increased clarity and organiza-
tional consistency, the qualification
standards applicable to steel pipe manu-
facturad prior to November 12, 1970, con-
tained in proposed § 195.55(1), are being
transierred to a new section III of Ap-
pendix 3. As amended, Appendix B now
contains the listed pipe specifications,

OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION
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the standards for steel pipe of unknown
or unlisted specification, and the stand-
ards for steel pipe manufactured prior
to November 12, 1970, to unlisted editions
of the listed specifications.

A relatively large number of commen-
tators recommended that a hydrostatic
test be ullowed -5 an alternative to the
nondestructive testing of the weld as
proposed in § 192.55(f) (2) (1), The Of-
fice of Pipeline Safety (OPS) agrees with
the recommendations for establishing
such an alternate since a water test will
often open up flaws which might other-
wise brealk out at the operating pressure
of a pipeline, even: . (ter 100 percent non-
destr ‘tive testing of seams. Of the vari-
ous tesing levels suggested, that which
is based on operating pressure offers a
reasonable safety anproach. The testing
level being ndopted, which was supported
by & majority of the commentators, sets
the minimum at 1.25 times maximum «l-
lowable operating pressure (MAOP) in
a class 1 location and 1.5 times MAOP in
a class 2, 3, or 4 location. This provides
for a test level equivalent to 90 percent
of SMYS where pipe is operated to the
maximum allowable stress 1zvel in class
1 and 2 locations while providing for a
test level 50 percent above maximum op-
erating pressure where the pipe is
stressed to a lower level in class 3 and
4 locations.

Unon further review within the OPS
in connection with the adoption of o
hydrostatic test as an alternative to non-
destructive inspection, it has been deter-
mined that to assure meeling the level
of safety atti.ned by the standards in
Subpart J, L. Lvdrostatic test pressure
mu " L2 maintained for at lv:st 8 hours,
noiwithstanding that Subpart J permits
strength tests of short - durzt.on under
certain conditions. TL time require-
ment has been set accordingly.

Proposed £ 182.55(1) (2) (ii) referred to
the “physical properties” of pipe. One
member of the Technical Pipeline Safety
Standards Committae pointed out that
the term “physical properties” has a
limited meaning to metallurgists and
suggested that the term “mechanical
properties” might be more appropriate.
Subsequent committee discussion
brought out that while “physical prop-
erties' is not the academically accepted
term, it is the one generally used by
industry in contrast to “chemical prop-
erties.!”” To avoid any misinterpretations,
the eommittee therefore agreed to ac-
cepy the terminology “‘physical (me-
chan’'zal) properties” and the final rule,
now sa® forth in paragraph (b) (1) of
section 1iI of Appendix B, hus heen
worded accordingly.

/X

In proposing that § 192.65 be amended
to provide for a hydrostatic test, the
preamble to Notice 72-2 included a state-
ment that fatigue cracks in the plpe
caused by rail transportation would leak
or break out when subjected ta = high
level hydrostatic test. In that con= ~tion,
the Techhnical Pipeline Safety Standards
Commitiee correctly pointed out thab ot
all fatigue cracis will be discove =1 hy
the high stress level test. Fiowover, it is
not essential that all these cracks be
discovered. Research and pipeline test-
ing experience indicate that the cracks
that could cause failure during operation
will be disc d by this type of test.
Subcritieal cracks, if not discovered by
the stroos (oo sed by the test, will cause
no oroblem since they would not reason-
ably be expected to break out at the
stresses associated with the maximum
allowable operating pres: .=,

A number of commentators recom-
mended that the test to at least 90 per-
cent of SMYS as proposed in § 192.65(h)
be revised to specify instead a hydro-
static test to at least 1.25 MAOP in class
1 locations and 1.50 MAOP in class 28,
and 4 locations. The recommendation is

considered to have merit since the spread

between operating and test pressures is
the important factor, The recommenda-
tion would stil! result in a test level of
80 percent of SMYS where the pipe vosg
operated to the maximum stress level al-
lowed in class 1 and 2 locations vet pro-
vide an adsquate safety margin at the
low »r aperating stresses. Because the re-
sult of a defect in the body of the pipe
caused by fatimue during tra~-portac.on
is essentially the same as that caused by
a defect in the seam wald, the hydrosiatic
test level in § 162 €5 is established at the
same level as allowed in Appendix B.
Notice 72-2 stated that one purposa of

. the proposed amendment was to o the

1971 editions to the APT listed pipe spec-
ifications. Shortly after Notice 72-2 was
issued, the APT issued Supplement 1 to
API standards 5L, 5LS, and 51X, Among
the more important substantive addi-
tions, Supplement 1 provides weld duc-
tility tests for electric resistance welded
(ERW) pipe, increased criteria for pene-
trameter checks, and allowance for the
magnetic particle inspection of the en-
tire length of welded pipe. The OPS has
determined that these 1971 APT Supple-
ments are satisfectory for use and pro-
vide additional standards for qualifica-
tion of pipe to the operators. They are,
therefore, included in this amendment as
part of the 1971 editions of the API listed
pipe specifications incorporated into Ap-
pendices A and B,
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Section 4/a) of the Natural Gas Pipe-
line Safety Act vequires that all proposed
s.aadards and amendments to such
4 E‘d: be -ubmi., E-:l to the Techni-

: tards Commit-
a..urdcd

tex Lx
. B

, and practicablts
" This amendment to Pat
71 submicted to the com.nl tee
mitted a fuvarable recoct.
ttee's report and the procecid-
1! to that report ara s=t forth
1ic dorket for this amendment
: available-at the Offce of Pipe-
line Safeiv.
In consideration of the fr.-‘:egomg. Part

182 of Titde 43 of the Col: of Federal
Rec i tioas is amended as follows, ef-
fecls “facch 22, 1973,
1 Sastions 192,55 (a) /2 T (2)
are |~ 33 to read 23 follovs:
§ 19 Steel o oom.
fas = & »
saiz Phe requiements of—
Ja X of Appendix B tu ..l

Pf- 0-
() If it was mec

) tured before
MNevember 12, 1570, eiths: s=ction IT or
o1 of Ap;endix o to this part; or

- L] L] L] L]

(% &

L& the requiremeuts of—
(£3] 8:{’ an II of App-vix B to this

part. or

) if 2 wes manuwfactured before
Nomrhs 1970, eltier section II or
s b 2 2 56 this patk;

2. Beetlo o 75BN is revised to real as
follows:
§ 1 13 Transportation of pipe.

In+ = =aliz: 1o be opcrated at 2 hoop
str 2. percent or more of SMi o, ne
operaicr mar ne plpe having an outer

dinmezter to wall thickness ratioof TC to 1
or more, that Is transperted by railroad
g (e

ta) The traportation was performed
i accuidance with APY RP5L1; or

(B) Ir the case of plpe tranzrorted
befsre November 12, 1950 the pipe is
testad ‘n asonrdance with Sukrot J of
this po-t <2 27 least 1.25 t:stes the maxi-
muym zllowzkie operatine pressure if it
is to be installed ia a class 1 location
and to at least 1.5 times the maximum
allowable pperating pressure if 1t is to be
installed in a efiss 2, 3, or 4 location.
Netwithstanding any shovler time pe-
riod sermitted under Subpart J of this
part, the test pressure must be main-

netl far at least 8 hours.

3. Se~rion T of Appendix A is amended
br revlsizz parceraph B to read as
follows:

- - L] - -

B, Arwerican Petroleum Institube fAF ()
1801 & 3ireet NW,, Washlinzton, DC i
g; "";‘l Corrigan 'l‘owar Bu!mlﬁg. Dalles, l‘ex

did

== e

4, Section IT of Appendix A is amended
by cevising subparaugraphs A.l, 2, 3, and
s 1o read as follows:

II Dacuments incarporated by reference.

A. American Pttm.eumi'nsutute

1. API 3tandard 5L “API Specification for
fane 2ipe™ (1985, 1970, 1071 editions, 1971
editlon plus Suppiement 1).

2, AC: Standard 5LS "APT Specification for
1-Weld Line Pips' (1967, 1870, 1871 edl-
ons, 1971 edition plus Supplement 1),

1. API Standard 5LX “API Specification for
Hizn-Test Line Plpe™ (1987, 1970, 1971 edl-
tions, 1971 edition plus Supplement 1),

5.’ APT Standard 5A “API Specification for

-1

, Casing, Tublng, and Drill Plpe” (1868, 1071

edlilonsj.
- - - - -

5. Section I of Appendix B is amended
by revising the first three items to read
as {ollows:

1. Listed nipo
paranihesss i
AP{ "T—Steel and lron plpe '*

1971 plus Supzlement 11,

I 5LS—Steal - -""3?, 1O, 1A%, WL

pius Suppismen
API SLX—>5teel pire (1537

plus Supniemenst 1),

specifications, Wumbers in
‘ate applicable editions.

T, 1970, 1071,

T2, 1071, 1971

6. Appendix B is nmended by adding
2 v section IIT at the end thereof, to
road as f o lows;

Arrinuix B—QUALIFICATION OF P1re
. - L] . -

IIT. Stee! prpe manufaciured before No-
vember 12, 12,0, to earlier editions of listed
specificetions. Steel plpe manufactured be-
fere November 12, 1870, In accordance with
a -pacification of which s later edition is
lis'#d tn sectlion I ~7 *»'3 appendix, s quall-
flect for use undor the (.t if the following
requiremant s met:

A, Tuzpzetion, The p'pe muit he clean
enough to permit ndequate Lospection. It
inust be visually Inspecivd to ensure that 18
is reasonably round end straigtit and that
there are no defects which might impair the
strength or tightness of the plpe«.

B. Sinfdarity of (nectication ro wirements,
The edition of the listed specification under
whizt the pipe was manufactursd must have
subsigitially the same requirements with
respect to the following proposiles as a | o0
edition of that specifoation listed in sectlun
I of this appendix:

(1) Paysical ':nchanical: properties of
plpe, Including yleld and tensile strength,
elongation, and yleld %o tensile ratio, and
testing raguirsments to- verify those prop-
erLies. r

(2} Chem!cal properties of pipe and test-
Ing requirements 1o verify those propertles,

C Jrspaciion or test of welded pipe. On
pipd with welded senms, one of the follow-
Ing requlrements must be met:

{1} The edition of the listed specification
to which the plpe was manufactured must
have substantiaily the same requirements
with respect to nondestructive inspection of
weldted seams and the standards for accept-
ance or re'sction and repair as a later edition
o! the spacification listed in section I of this
appendiz.

(2, The pipe must be tested in accordance
wim Subpart J of this part to at least 125
times the maxirmum sllowable operating
pressura AF Ut is to be Installed In a class 1
loceticit and to at least 1.5 times the maxi-

mum allowable operating pressure f 1t I3 L0
be Installed In a class 2, 3, or 4 location. Not-
withstanding auy shorter tline perind per-
mitted under Subpart J of thls part, the tesh
pressure must be malntalned for at least B
hours.

(Sec. 3, Natural Gas Pipeline Safety Act of
1868, 49 U.S.C. 1672, § 1.58id}. regulationa of
ihe Office of the Secretary of Trznspuciation,
49 CFR 1.58({d); the redelsgation o puthority
to the Director, Office of Pipzline Satety, set
fortty in Appendix A to Part 1 of the regula-
tions of the Office ol the Secretary of Trans-
portation, 490 CFR Part 1)

Issued in Washington, D.C., on Feb-
ruary 14, 1973,
JoserH C. CALDWELL,
Director, Office of
Pipeline Safety.

[FR Do¢. 733332 Flled 2-21-73;8:40 am]
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OFFICE

CHAPTER | —DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORTATION
SUBCHAPTER B—OFFICE OF PIPELINZ SAFETY
[Amaz. 182-13; Docket No. OPS-9]

PART 192—TRANSPORTATION OF NAT-
URAL AND OTHER GAS BY PIPELINE:
?&%{;&UM FEDERAL SAFETY STAND-

Definition of Service Line

The purpose of this amendment to Part
192 of Title 49 of the Code of Federal
Hegulations is to broaden the dciinition
of the term “service line” contained in
§152.3.

This amendment is based on a notice
of propos-d rulemaking «C#S notice 71—
1) {ssued on May 24, 1871, and published

1 the Fr :=ar Recister (36 FR 9667)

sty Y 1. Interested persons were
afloce | an suortunity to rurticipate
'L ‘lie rulemoling by stibmitting written

infor—2...0, views, or arguments. The
opinions and data presented in the com-
ments that were subsequently recelved
have heen fully considered and are re-
flectad ‘a1 this final rule,

As . oposed In the notice, a service
line would have gons to the outlet of the
riistamar meter, 'a service line valve, a
service regulator, or the point at which
the liie enters the customer’s building,
whicheyer of the four {5 farther down-
stream. Ti: publ smments made in
Tespon:a to the . e were divided into
three gei 'ass€n. One group of com=-
mentatorr {avored relention of the
orlgls.! defint'cn without amendment;
a second group recommended deletion of
verious elaments of the proposed defini-
tlon; the t..rd sroup suggested a number
of ve- itlons, each inlended to pi..c a
Iimit on the dafinition of service Iine to
ewziude from it the piping belonging to
tvs ultdmate cos consumer. None of the
commets received were favorable to the
definition o7 service line In its entirety
o8 proposed [ »2Hce T1-1.

Those commentators who favored no
chianga belleved that the original defini-
tlon Is consistent with an operator’s re-
spons iy, In their view, any extension
of the definition of a service lins beyond
the meter and out of the ownership of
the operator would place such line be-
yond the operator’s control in terms of
constyuction and operating standards. It
was a'so pointed out that the proposed
exter.:.on of the definition would raise
the question whether the private owner

a service line would become an
operator subject to the Federal safety
standards.

One commentator of the second group
of cormments stated that, as points for
determining the end of e service line,
the service line valve and service regu-
lator are superfluous since neither would

OF THE SECRETARY OF TRANSPORTATION

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20550

be present downstream of the meter in
a normal situation where gas is delivered
to a customer at 4 to 6 ounces. Szveral
other comments In this group recom-
mended that "“the point at which the
line enters the customer's bullding™ be
eliminated from the deflnition on the
ground that for plping downstream of
the meter, *~-* ".d by other than the
operator, the operator would have no
control 25 to marterials used or methed
of installation.

The third group, comprising the
greatest number of comments opposing
the proposal, suggested further changes
intended to avold bringing within the
defini*ion of service line any customer-
owne~ pipe over which tlie operator
cowsa not assert control, Such further
changes were believed necessary to avold

having homeowni2rs or other i:i:l con-
simers of gas cons.dered as engasing In
the trensportation of gas or -. »wning
or 'erating pipeline facilitles s.sisct to

the Federal standards. Moreover, in the
view of these commentators, the defini-
tion should be consistent with the usual
situaticn in which, downstream of the
meter, &1 operator has no general au-
thority over facilities beyond his own
equipment and no responsibility for
maintenance or repair ¢f{ any line or
equipment owned by others. In eilect,
these commentators would define service
line as a distribution line that transports
gas from 2 common source of supply to
8 $uston.er meter or, in the absence of a
meter, to 2 service line valve or point of
connectionn with the customer’s piping.

A number of commentators made
various recommendations which would
hava aqualified the definitlon to cover
special situstions. In this category were
suggested special deflnitions applicable
only to consumers’ privately owned lines,
distribution lines on private property,
and pipelines within the definition which
would be exempted from the regulations.
These comments are clearly not directed
to the proposed definition of service line
and, since they exceed the scope of the
notice, will not be considered in this rule-
making action.

In addition to ‘e many comments re-
ceived in response to the public notice
as summarized above, the proposal was
extensively discussed with the full
Technical Pipeline Safety Standards
Committee. That committee raised ob-
jections to the proposed definition on
essentially two grounds,

First, the committee pointed out that
thers was an internal inconsistency in
the definition as proposed. The proposed
definition stated that a service line
“transports gas from a common source of
supply to a customer * * *,” but then
went on to list points which may well be
beyond the polnt where the gas is

dellvered “to a customer.” In the com-
mittee's view, transportation of gas to a
customer involves both a transfer of
ommership of the gas to the customer and
the entry of the gas Into the facilities
of the customer. Thus, if the concept of
transportation of gas “to & customer”
is to be retained as the essentlal element
of the definition, the subsequent part of
the definition giving examples of what
is included should be consistent with
the phirase “to a customer.”

Srcond, the committee objected to a
deflnition under which a “service line”
could include a customer-owned portion
downstream of the meter as well as an
operatorowned portion of one service
line. It was their concern that extension
of the deflnition to include customer-
onniad plping downstresm.cf the meter
would require someone to have safety
responsibility ior the lines newly brought
witkia ine definition, Tn tiie!lr view, how-
ever, i would be illogical to make the
gas distri=ution company (the oparator)
responsibie for service lnes {t did not
own on property it had no right to enter,
and it was equally illogical for a home-
owner to be made subject to the regula-
tions as an cperator.

In proposing to amend the definition
of service line, the intent was not only
to retain within the definition the pipe-
lines currently covered, but to extend the
definition to cover those portions of the
distribution system that would present
an exposure to the public, The proposed
definition, therefore, was cast in terms
relating to the lines themselves, without
conslderations of cwnership of either the
line or the gas. The Technical Pipeline
Safety Standards Committee, on the
other hand, because tha regulations are
dlrected to the operatcss, belicved that
for consistency the definition of service
Une should not “ring customer-owned
piping within the reach of the regula-
tlons. If was the comm!ttee's visw, there-
fore, that 4 service lina should be con-
sldered to include that portion of an
operator’s facilities used to convey gas
from a distribution main to the custom-
er's facilities downstream of the meter
and that any definition adopted must
express that one basle characteristic.
This view recognizes that after the gas
changes ownership and passes into facili-
ties not owned by the operator, the oper-
ator has no general legal right or obliga=
tlon to go into those facilities for in-
spection or malntenance and could not
be penalized for failure to do so.

The Department has jurisdiction un-
der the Natural Gas Pipeline Bafety Act
to regulate the transportation of gas to
the point where it 15 used by the con-
sumer This jurisdiction has not hereto-
fore been fully implemented in the dis-
tribution area, and it is the purpose of
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this rulemazing actlon to extend the
 itmits of the deflnition of “service line”
to insure Lhiat all such lines included in
ths Departicant’s Jurlsdiction are ade-
qriataly covered by safety rezulations. As
staied In nodce Tl=1, It was ot intended
that o rsdefinition of the term “service
lins” b2come nvolved ,.:h the further
guestion of who has responsibility for
asguricg thal service llnes are installed
end inelntained in accordance with
sefety slundards. However, as the com-

are nol readily separable. Since acci-
donts may be cuiused by defects on
gither operator-gwned or customer-
owned portions of service lines, this re-
definitlon is of great importance in de-
teimining trhe responsibility of operators
for service iines.

The OPS does not agree that custom-
ers owning lines that come within the
deAnition of szrvice line thereby become
cuergbors. An operatd! means a person
% .. enga-c: in the transportation of

g Transprrtation of geas meens the
¢ .cring (with certain excopllons),
tra..-mission, or du'ributlon 37 fas by
pineline or the storage of gas o or af-
fecting interstate or foreign ccoimerce.
Transportation of r:tural ges ends with
th= sele conpled with delivery of the gas
to the ultimate consumer so thai, after
the sale, the zas becomes & consumer
{tem end Is no longer in cominerce. The
OP3 s of the opinlon that a homeowner
who recelves gas for consumptlion is not
an Ind!vidual enzaged In the transporta-
tion of gzas, and shcuid not be penalized
for fallure to comply with s regulation
fnvolving transportation of 7= Since a
hom.cowr.er !5 not considere: .. opera-
tor. an Inccusistency would result if the
lines he owns downstrewa of the meter
wers 10 be defined as “service lines” and
t-ereby subjected to standards applica-
able to distribution lines transporting

dorbs

The O#5 recognizes that every part of
the gas distribution system <oam to the
point where the gas is burned should
ke subjacted Yo some form of safety reg-
uiatlon. Most but not all customer-owned
services are installed under a local code
1/ith the ndoption of this deflnition,
both OFS and State agencles antleipate
that local codes will cover the remain-
ing portlon of the service, le. to the
burner tip. In those cases in which the
local code purports to cover plping from
the main to the meter, but is actually in
conflict with part 192, the Federal stand-
ards will, of course, pravall.

Customer-owned lines between the dis-
tribution maln and meter are presentily
classed as service lines and no objections
were made to the proposal which would
heve continued such classificetion. In-
variably the meter Itself is owned by the
Glstribution company and, as & practical
matter, the safe condition of the line to
that meter 's made the responsibllity of
ths company. Therefore, whether the
line upstream of the meter Is owned by
the distribution compary or the cus-
tomer, that line I3 involved in the trans-
portation of gas end brought within the

- P =

regulations by its classification as a serv-
ice line. The responsibility that this
places on the distribution company is
conslstent with the fact that ownership
of the gas does not change normally until
the gas goes through the meter.

o meszt the foregoing comments and
objections with which OPS agrees, and
to carry out the purpose of the amel.-
ment, “service line” is now defined as
including a customer meter or the con-
nectlon to a customer's pioing, whichever
{s farther downstream. What vonstitutes
a cusiomer meter dees ne? wezad on s
ownarshlp, but rather on its function
which !5 to measure the transfer of gas
from.an operator to an ultimate con-
sumer. To clarify what is meant by cus-
tomer meter, Its function has therefors
been stated within the amend.d definl-
tlon of sarvice line. The term ''cusiomer’s
piping” ¢s used In the revised definition

means the piping owvned by the customer,

The definition has been furilier
amended to clarify the situation whers
thece i3 no customner no=*=r. In such cass,
a seivice line terminates oo e connac-
tion to the cus’omer's piping.

In a so-cailed "master meter system,”
& municipal housing authority or :he
landlord of a mobile home ~ark is sup-
plied gas by a public utility inrough a
master meter and, in turn, distributes
the ges through its own mains and ser-
vices to the ultimate users of the gas
who meay or may not be Individually
metered. A master meter 15 not a cus-
tomer meter “that measures the transfer
of gas from an operator to a consumer”
as that term Is used in the amendad dell-
nition of service line nor iIs the Laz up-
stream of a master meter n service iina,
The mains and lines distributing the gas
downstrsam of a master meter are 2 dls-
tribution system it Is subiect to the
Natural Gas Pipeli;.: Safely *-t, and the
housing authority or the lanciord of the
moblle home park is an ecp=rator under
part 192, Within 3 master - er 2ystem,
a "service line,” as that term s now [ -
fined, transports gas from the disirion-
tion main te the customer meter ms_ .r-
ing the trai.’ezr of gas to ne ultimate
user of the gns or to the conneection to
that user’s piplng if such connaciion is
farther downstream than the customer
meter or if there is no customer meter,

The change In the final definition from
that proposed In the notice Is subsiantive
in nature and is based hoth on the publle
comments received in response to the no-
tice and the recommendations of the
Technical Plpeline Safely Btandards
Committee. However, the cnange to the
definition is within the generz! scope of
the notice on which it was based.

Sectlon 4(a) of the Natural Geas Pipe-
line Safely Act requires vhat all proposed
standards and amendments to such
standards be submitted to the Technical
Pipeline Safety Standards Conunittee,
and that the Committee he aiforded o
roasonable opportunity to prepare a re-
port on the “tachnlcal feasibility, reason-
ableness, and practicability of each such
proposal.” This amendment to part 192
has been submitted to the Committee,

and it has returned a favorable report.
The Commlitee's report and the proceed-
ings of the Committee which led to that
report are set forth {n the public dockei
for this amendment which is available at
the Office of Pipellne Saflet:

In consideratlon of the foregoing,
51923 of part 192 of Litle 42 of the Code
of Federal Regulations Is amended by
changing the deflnitlon of “Service Line"
to rzad as follows, effectlve May 10, 1073:
§192.5 Definitiona.

™ - - e L]

“Service Vrc™ means a distrioution line
that transports gas frum & common
source of supoly to (1) a customer meter
or the connection to & customer's piping,
whichever s farther downstream, or (2
tne connection to a customer’s piping if
there Is no customer meter. A customer
meter Is the meter that messures the
transfer of gas from an operator to a
consumear

n - - - L]

(See. 4, .ataral Oca Plpeéline Safaty Act of
1543, 40 U.5.0. 1892, §1.38(d), reguiations o
the OTce of the Sacretury of Transportation,
40 CFR 1.668(d); reizlegntion of authority ta
the Director, Office of Plpsilne Safety, set
forth Lo appendix A of purt 1 of the regula-
tlons of the Cilzc of the Secretary of Trans-
portation, 40 CFR Part 1)

Issued In Washington, D.C. on April 5,
1573.
Jasern C. CALDWELL,
Director,
Ofice of Pipeiine Safety.
[FR Dee.73-6342 Flled 4-0-73;8:45 am]
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Title 43—Transportation

CHAPTER |—DEPARTMENT OF
TRANSPORT*TION

SUBCHAPTER B—OFFICE OF PIPELINE SAFETY
[Amendment 192-14; Docket No. OPS-3E]

PART 192—TRANSPORTATION OF NAT-
URAL AND OTHER GAS BY PIPELINE:
l:é%!sMUM FEDERAL SAFETY STAND-

Odorization of Gas in Transmission Lines

The purpose of this amendment is to
e=tend the pe:iidd of time during which
he interim Fed=ro! safety standards ap-
piicabie to gas coocization in transmis-
sion lines may remain in effect in those
States now requiring such odorization.
On August 29, 1972, the Office of Pipe-
re Safety (OPS) issued amendment
192-7 (37 FR 17970). That amendment
provided that the interim Federal stand-
ards on odorization, in effect in States
requiring the odor:ication of gas in trans-
mission lines, were to remain in effect
until June 1, 19873, or the date upon
which the distribution companies in
those States were odorizing gas in ac-
cordance with £ 192.625, whichever oc-
curred earlier.
As explained in the »-eamble to
amendment 192-7, the ex'= ‘usion tnere
rovided was for the purpuse of allow-

lng_ time to carry out a rulemaking pro-
ceecing for odorization of gas in trans-:

mission lines. At the present tlue, thag
proceedmz is being implemented and by
January 1, 1974, the OPS antlcipates it
Al be complete so that the interim;
sx..;.':da.rds can be allowed to lapse. i
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Since the regulatory provisions that,
are affected by this amendment are.
presently in eifect, and since this amen

‘ment will impose no additional burdene

on’ any person, I find that nolice and
public procedure thereon are impractical
and unnecessary and that good cause
éxists for making it effective on less than’
30 days notice. .

n consideration of the [foregoing'
§ 192.626(g) (1) of titie 4, of the C. J2
of Federal Regulations is smended, el-

-fective June °, 1973, to read as follows:

§ 192,625 Odorization of gas.

(g’ * 4w
(1) January 1,1974; or
- - - - -

This amendment is issued under the.
authority of section 2 of the Natural’
Gas Pipeline Safety Act of 1273 (49
U.8.C. 1672), § 1.58(d) of the rezulations
of the Office of the Becretary of Trans-
portation (49 CFR 1.58(d)), and the re-
delegation of authority to the Director,
Office of Pipeline Safety, set forth in
appendix A of part 1 of the regulations
of the Office of the Secretary of Trans-
portation (48 CFR, pt. 1).

Issued in Washington, D.C. on May 31,
1973.
Joszeg C. Cat.nwau..
Director,
Ofice of Pipeline Sziaty.
[FR Doc.73-1!778 Tlled 8-8-73:8:45 am |
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(Decision No. 83941)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN
ATRWAYS, INC., 201 STAPLETON AIR TERMINAL, DENVER,

) APPLICATION NO.

)
COLORADO FOR EXTENSION OF ITS EXISTING CERTIFICATE )

)

)

)

25193-Extension-Amended

OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC NO. AC-9
TO INCLUDE AND PERMIT PICK-UP AND DELIVERY BY
GROUND TRANSPORTATION.

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ROCKY MDUNTAIN
AIRWAYS, INC,., 201 STAPLETON AIR TERMINAL, DENVER,

) APPLICATION NO.
, )
COLORADO, FOR EXTENSION OF ITS EXISTING CERTIFICATE )
)
)
)

25194-Extension-Amended

OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC NO. ACS-45
TO INCLUDE AND PERMIT PICK-UP AND DELIVERY BY
GROUND TRANSPORTATION.

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ROCKY MCUNTAIN
AIRWAYS, INC., 201 STAPLETON AIR TERMINAL, DENVER,
COLORADO, FOR EXTENSION OF ITS EXISTING CERTIFICATE
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC NO. ACS-62
TO INCLUDE AND PERMIT PICK-UP AND DELIVERY BY
GROUND TRANSPORTATION,

APPLICATION NO.
25195-Extension-Amended

)
)
)
)
)
)
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN ) APPLICATION NO.
AIRWAYS, INC., 207 STAPLETON AIR TERMINAL, DENVER, ) 26489-Extension
COLORADO, FOR EXTENSION OF ITS EXISTING CERTIFICATE )

OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC NO. ACS-69 )

TO INCLUDE AND PERMIT PICK-UP AND DELIVERY BY )

GROUND TRANSPORTATION. )

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF VAIL LIMOUSINE ) APPLICATION NO.
SERVICE, INC., DOING BUSINESS AS "ROCKY MOUNTAIN ) 25196-PP-Amended
AIR FREIGHT DELIVERY SERVICE, INC.," 1421 COURT )

PLACE, DENVER, COLORADO, FOR A CLASS "B" PERMIT
TO OPERATE AS A CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE
FOR HIRE.

S
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October 30, 1973

Appearances. Robert S. Wham, Esq.,

Denver, Colorado, for
Applicants;

John F. Mueller, Esq.;
Denver, Colorado, for
Gary C. Bogue, doing
business as "Roaring
Fork Express Company."
Protestant.



STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 18, 1973, Applicant Rocky Mountain Airways, Inc., filed
an Exception to Decision No. 83785 as it applies to Application No. 26489~
Extension. Applicant states at paragraph 5 of the Order contained in
Decision No. 83785 the description of the full and complete authority under
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. ACS-69 is errcnecus
in that it omits to include the following additional authority which was
added to the said ACS-69 by Decision No. 83112 of the Commission dated
June 1, 1973 (quoting from Appendix "A" attached to said Decisicn No. 83112
setting forth the authority under ACS-69):

"The holder or operator herein is authorized

to provide service to the intermediate point

of Winter Park, Colorado, and airports or
stolports located within that portion of Grand
County Tying within a twenty (20) mile radius

of Winter Park, Colorado, on its scheduled
routes between Denver, Colorado, and Steamboat
Springs,; Colorado, and between Denver, Colorado,
and Hayden, Colorado."

The Commission finds that proper grounds exist for the granting
of the Exception filed by Applicant Rocky Mountain Airways, Inc.

The following Order should be entered.

ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. The Exception filed October 18, 1973, by Applicant Rocky
Mountain Airways, Inc., be, and hereby is, granted.
2. Paragraph 5 of the Order contained in Decision No. 83785 is
amended to read as follows:
'5. Henceforth the full and complete authority under Certi-

ficate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. ACS-69 sha!l
read and be as follows, to-wit:



Transportation on schedule of persons and property

1. Between Denver, Colorado, and airports in the
vicinity thereof on the one hand and Steamboat
Springs. Colorade; and airports within a ten-
mile radius thereof on the other hand.

2. Between the terminal point 5f Denver, Colorado and
2irports in the vicinity therecf on the one hand
and the terminal point of the Yampa Valley Airport
near Hayden, Colcrado, on the other hand with the
right tc make an intermediate stop at Steamboat
Springs, Coloradc, and airports or stolports within
a ten-mile radius thereof.

3. Upocn an experimental basis only for a period of
three years from the effective date hereof. with
authority to operate the same seasonally only,
during the ski season, or otherwise; as follows:

a. Between Steamboat Springs, Colorado, and air-
ports within a ten-mile radius therecf on the
one hand and Aspen, Colorado, and airports in
the vicinity thereof on the other hand with the
right to make an intermediate stop at the Eagle
County Airport.

Between the terminal point of the Yampa Valley
Airport near Hayden, Coiorado; on the one hand
and the terminal point of Aspen, Colorado, and
airports in the vicinity therecf on the other
hard, with the right toc make intermediate stops
at Steamboat Springs, Colorado. and airports or
stolports within a ten-mile radius thereof, and
Vail, Colorado, and airports and stclports within
a2 thirty-five mile radius thereof.

4. The holder or operator herein is authorized

to proyvide service to the intermediate point of
Winter Park, Colorado, and airports or stoiports
ccated within that portion of Grand County "ying

within a twenty (20) mile radius of Winter Park,
Colorado, on its scheduled routes between Denver,
Cc’orado, and Steamboat Springs, Colorado. and
between Denver; Colorado, and Hayden, Colorade.

RESTRICTION:

This Certificate is restricted to the use of only
fixed-wing aircraft,

Transportation of air freight moving under an air bill of
lading issued by the holder or cperator of this Certificate
within the following-described territories:



A. A ten (10) mile radius of Sardy Field, Aspen,
Colorado;

B. Two (2) miles on either side of that porticn of
U.S. Highway Nos. 6 and 40 and Interstate Highway
No. 70 Tocated between Vail Pass and the west city
limits of the City of Glenwood Springs, Colorado.”
3. The findings of fact and conclusions of Hearing Examiner Thomas
M. McCaffrey in Recommended Decision No. 83785 be, and hereby are, adopted by
the Commission.
4, The Examiner's Recommended Order in said Decision No. 83785
be. and hereby is., except as changed by Paragraph 2 of this Order, entered
as the order of the Commission herein without any change or modification;
and the said Recommended Order, except as changed by Paragraph 2 of this
Order, be, and hereby is.incorporated herein by reference the same as if
it had been set forth in full as the Order of the Commission.

This Order shall become effective forthwith,

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 30th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissitoners

Js



(Decision No. 83942)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

- * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION
CF LONGHORN TRUCK LINE, INC.,

920 CHEROKEE, FORT MORGAN,
COLORADO, TGO TRANSFER PUC NO. 775
ANG PUC NO, 775-=1 TO MUSSO TRUCK,
INC.. 2548 EVERETT ROAD, PUEBLO,
CGLCRADC.

APPLICATION NO. 26991-Transfer

et et et e S S

!N THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION

OF LONGHCRN TRUCK LINE, INC.,

920 CHEROKEE, FORT MORGAN,

COLORADO 80701 AND MUSSO TRUCK,
INC, . 2548 EVERETT RCAD, PUEBLO,
COLORADO 81003 FOR AN EXTENSION
AND/OR CLAR:FICATION OF PUC NO. 775
AND PUC NO., 775-1 TO INCLUDE THE
TRANSPORTATION OF LIVESTOCK WITHIN
150 MILES CF LIMCN, COLORADO. )

APPLICATION NO. 26992- Clarifi-
cation and/or Extension

e et e et et v

October 30, 1973

B = W = e = om W=

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION

On Octoter 26, 1973, Claude J. Schmatjen, by his attorney
Tromas .. Burke. Jr.. filed a Peftition to Intervene in the above-captioned
applications. Said applications were filed on September 18, 1973, and
notice therzof was sent to ali interested persons. firms or corporations
on Septembe-r 24, 1972, The time for filing a Petition for Leave to
intervene exp ced on October 24, 1973, and thus, in the normai course
the Pet't on to Intervene filed by Claude J. Schmatjen would not be
timely filed.

By Decision No, 83593 the Commission authorized the transfer
of PUC No, 898-1 from Link Truck Lines, Inc.,, to Schmatjen, and the filing
ot the notice of acceptance, i1nsurance coverage, endorsements, and a
tariff adoption was not administratively accomplished until Wednesday,
Octoper 24, 1973, Accordingly, Schmatjen was unable to file a protest
prior to the expiration of the Commission's normal thirty (30) day period
for filing of same; but does have the requisite confiicting operating

authority 1in effect at the present time,



The Commission finds that the granting of the within Petition
is in the public interest and concludes that the following order should
be granted,

0O R D E R

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT :

The Petition to Intervene in the above-captioned applications
filed by Claude J. Schmatjen on October 26, 1973, be, and hereby is,
granted,

This order shall be effective forthwith.

DONE IN CPEN MEETING the 30th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLGRADO

O

Commission€rs
nop



(Decision No. 83943)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: THE MATTER OF INCREASED RATES )

AND CHARGES ON FLAG DROP FOR FIRST g

ONE-FOURTH MILE, FOR CABS, INC., Investigation and Suspension
)

D/B/A DOLLAR CAB LINE, OPERATING Docket No. 810
AS ZONE CABS

October 30, 1973

.

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On the date of August 28, 1973, Cabs, Inc., d/b/a Dollar Cab
Line, operating as Zone Cabs, by its General Manager, George Sellens,
filed its Tariff Colorado PUC No. 19, cancelling Tariff Colorado PUC
No. 18. The new tariff, scheduled to become effective on September 1,
1973, had the effective date postponed to the 15th of September, 1973,
by the filing of Supplement No. 1 to Colorado PUC No. 19.

The new tariff, Colorado PUC No. 19, would increase the rates
and charges for the first quarter (1/4) mile, from 60¢ to 70¢.

By Decision No. 83665, dated September 11, 1973, the Commission
suspended said filing, assigned Investigation and Suspension Docket No. 810
and set the matter for hearing on October 31, 1973.

On the date of September 19, 1973, petition was filed for an on
behalf of Cabs, Inc., d/b/a Dollar Cab Line, operating as Zone Cabs,
requesting that the hearing date be vacated, that the Docket in I & S No.
810 be closed, and that Tariff No. 19, now under suspension, be withdrawn.

On the date of October 29, 1973, Petition was filed on behalf
of Respondent requesting permission to withdraw the above petition of
September 19, 1973, and to proceed with the Tariff Colorado PUC No. 19.

On the same date, October 29, 1973, Respondent requested that
the Commission vacate the hearing date of October 31, 1973, and reset

at a future date.



The Commission finds that it will be in the public interest to
allow the petition and to vacate the hearing date.
ORDER
THE _COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. That Cabs, Inc., d/b/a Dollar Cab Line, operating as Zone
Cabs, be, and it hereby is, authorized to withdraw its petition of
September 19, 1973, which proposed to withdraw its Tariff Colorado PUC
No. 19.

2. That the hearing date in Investigation and Suspension
Docket No. 810, be, and it hereby is, vacated to be reset on December 6,
1973, at 10 a.m., in the Hearing Room, 500 Columbine Building, 1845
Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado 80203,

3. That this Order shall become effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING this 30th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners



(Decision No. 83944)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * %*

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )

BROWN BROTHERS TRASH SERVICE, INC., APPLICATION NO. 26924-TA
710 EAST HARRISON, COLORADO SPRINGS, i

COLORADO, FOR TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO ORDER DENYING PETITION FOR
OPERATE AS A COMMON CARRIER BY MOTOR g REHEARING, RECONSIDERATION,
VEHICLE. OR REARGUMENT

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On September 26, 1973, the Commission entered its Decision No.
83727 1in the above-entitled application.

On October 26, 1973, Protestants Best-Way Disposal Co., Security
Garbage Co., Superior Sanitation, Inc., C & C Disposal, and Colorado
Springs Sanitation, Inc., by their attorneys Robert G. Shepherd, Jr., and
William Andrew Wilson, filed a Petition for Rehearing, Reconsideration, or
Reargument of Commission Decision No. 83727.

CRS 115-6-14 (1) provides:

"After a decision shall have been made by the

commission...any party thereto may within twenty

days thereafter, or within such additional time

as the commission may authorize upon request made

within such period, make application for rehearing,

reargument, or reconsideration of the same, or of

any matter determined therein.," * * *

No Request was filed within twenty (20) days for an extension of
time within which to file a Petition for Reconsideration, Reargument, or
Rehearing. Thus, the Petition for Rehearing, Reconsideration, or Reargument
of Commission Decision No. 83727 was not timely filed.

The Commission states and finds that the Petition should be denied

and the following Order entered.



ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

The Petition for Rehearing, Reconsideration, or Reargument of
Commission Decision No. 83727 filed October 26, 1973, by Protestants
Best-Way Disposal Co., Security Garbage Co., Superior Sanitation, Inc.,
C & C Disposal, and Colorado Springs Sanitation, Inc., being untimely
filed, be, and hereby is, denied.

This Order shall be effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 30th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Lz

Commissioners
did



(Decision No. 83945)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
JAMES CLAIRE LANE, DOING BUSINESS AS ;
"CLAIRE LANE TRUCKING CO.", 216 COLO-
RADO AVENUE, PAONIA, COLORADO, FOR ) APPLICATION NO, 26947-Transfer
AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER ALL RIGHT, g
TITLE, AND INTEREST IN AND TO CERTI-

FICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND )
NECESSITY PUC NO. 976 AND 976-1 TO )
JAMES C. MURPHY, DOING BUSINESS AS ;
"MURPHY 'S TRUCKING," P. 0. BOX 711,

PAONIA, COLORADO. )

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above

entitled application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2);
that no protest, objection or petition to intervene or otherwise parti-
cipate in the proceeding has been filed by any person within the time
prescribed and that the herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and
unopposed; and that pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter
is one which may properly be determined without the necessity of a
forma! oral hearing.

BAND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submit-

ted amply warrants approval of the transfer as hereinafter ordered;

WE FIND, That the financial standing of the Transferee has been
satisfactorily established and that the transfer is compatible with the
public interest;

AND WE FURTHER FIND, That Transferee is fit, willing and able

to properly engage in bona fide motor carrier operations under the
authority to be transferred.
An appropriate order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicants named in the caption above be

authorized to transfer all right, title and interest in and to Certificate
of PubTic Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 976 and 976-1, as granted by
Commission Decisions Nos. 80211 and 82967 dated May 8, 1972 and May 11,
1973, respectively, subject to encumbrances, if any, against said authority

approved by this Commission,



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said transfer shall become ¢ :ctive

only 1f and when, but not before, said Transferor and Transferee have
advised the Commission in writing that said Certificate has been formally
assigned, and that said parties have accepted, and in the future will comply
with, the conditions and requirements of this order, to be by them or
either of them, kept and performed.

IT [S FURTHER ORDERED, That the tariff of rates, rules, and

requlations of Transferor shall, upon proper adoption notice, become and
remain those of Transferee until changed according to law and the rules
and regulations of this Commission.

[T .S FURTHER ORDERED, That the right of Transferee to operate

under this order shall be dependent upon compliance with all present and
future laws and rules and regulations of the Commission, and the filing
by Tran:feror of delinquent reports, if any, covering operations under
ca'd Certrticate up to the time of transfer.

AND [T (S FURTHER ORDERED, That this order shall become

effect ve twenty-one days from the day and date hereof.
DONE N OPEN MEETING the 30th day of October, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

o @6/

m

Comm#<3 1 oners
hbp




(Decision No. 83946)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF THE )
CITY OF COLORADO SPRINGS, DEPARTMENT OF g
PUBLIC UTILITIES, TO ADD AND DELETE AREAS APPLICATION NO. 26782

TO ITS CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE )

AND NECESSITY WHICH AUTHORIZED THE CON- g RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
STRUCTION AND OPERATION OF ELECTRIC ROBERT L. PYLE, EXAMINER
SYSTEMS FOR THE GENERATION, TRANSMISSION,
DISTRIBUTION AND SALE OF ELECTRICITY IN
CERTAIN AREAS OF EL PASO COUNTY, COLORADO.

Appearances: Gordon D. Hinds, Esg., Colorado
Springs, Colorado, for the City
of Colorado Springs.

Horn, Anderson & Johnson by Louis
Johnson, Esq., Colorado Springs,
Colorado for the City of Colorado
Springs.

Robert T. James, Esq., Colorado Springs,
Colorado, for Mountain View Electric
Association, Inc.

Newton Free, Colorado Springs, Colorado,
for the Cimarron Corporation.

Kent A. Teall, Denver, Colorado,
of the Staff of the Commission.

PROCEDURE AND RECORD

By application date of July 2, 1973, Applicant filed the above
entitled application seeking an order from the Commission (1) approving
an Agreement dated May 29, 1973, between Mountain View Electric Associa-
tion, Inc., and the City of Colorado Springs, (2) granting Applicant a
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity to serve an area contain-
ing approximately 3.02 acres located in the Wz of Section 5, Township 14
South, Range 65 West of the 6th P.M., El Paso County, Colorado, presently
within the territory duly certificated to Mountain View Electric Associa-
tion, Inc., and (3) deleting an area containing approximately 7.19 acres
located in the E% of Section 6, Township 14 South, Range 65 West of the
6th P.M., E1 Paso County, Colorado, from Applicant's Certificate of Public

Convenience and Necessity.



The Commission, pursuant to law, designated Robert L. Pyle as
Examiner for the purpose of conducting a hearing on this application, and
after due and proper notice to all interested persons or corporation, set
the herein matter for hearing to be held in the auditorium of the E1 Paso
County Office Building, 27 East Vermijo Street, Colorado Springs, Colorado,
on Friday, October 12, 1973, at 10 a. m. The hearing was held at the
aforesaid time and place.

Upon motion by the Applicant, consented to by Mountain View
Electric Association, Inc., this application and that of Mountain View
Electric Association, Inc., being Application No. 26908, were consolidated
for hearing.

Mountain View Electric Association, Inc., General Manager, A. C.
Payne, testified in support of the Application No. 26908.

Exhibits A through D, inclusive, were admitted into evidence.

The Applicant, through its attorneys, stipulated with counsel
for Mountain View Electric Association, Inc., that the City of Colorado
Springs supports the request of Mountain View Electric Association, Inc.,
in its Application No. 26908, is willing to relinquish the territory applied
for, and willing to serve the 3.02 acres to be added to its certificated
area of service.

There are no existing customers that could be affected in the
area. The Staff witness, Mr. Kent A. Teall, testified that the Staff had
no objection to granting both applications.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, it is found as fact that:

1. Applicant, the City of Colorado Springs, is a public utility
as defined in Chapter 115-1-3, Colorado Revised Statutes 1963. It is en-
gaged in the business of generating, transmitting and distributing elec-
tricity to its consumers on its 1ines in the City of Colorado Springs and

in E1 Paso County, Colorado.



2. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Applicant and the
subject matter of this application.

3. As a part of Applicant's service area included in its Certi-
ficate of Public Convenience and Necessity, Applicant presently serves an
area in the E% of Section 6, Township 14 South, Range 65 West of the 6th
P.M., E1 Paso County, Colorado, described as follows:

Commencing at the Northeast corner of said Section

6 thence S 0° 24' 56" W along the East line of said
Section 6 for 285.07 feet to the Point of Beginning
thence; (1) along the said East line S 00° 24' 56"

W for 2343.37 feet to the East % corner of said
Section, (2) S 00° 41' 10" W along said East line for
129.44 feet to the Centerline of proposed Peterson
Road, (3) N 159 27' 21" W along said Peterson Road

for 532.74 feet, (4) along said Centerline on a curve
to the right, said curve having a radius of 1100.00
feet and a central angle of 159 45' 00" for an arc
length of 302.38 feet, (5) along said Centerline N

000 17' 39" E for 699.81 feet, ?6) along said Center-
line on a curve to the right, said curve having a
radius of 1200.00 feet and a central angle of 200

00' 00" for an arc length of 418.88 feet, (7) continu-
ing on said Centerline N 20° 17' 39" E for 86.36 feet,
(Bg along said Centerline on a curve to the left, said
curve having a radius of 1500.00 feet and a central
angle of 18° 21' 36" for an arc length of 480.66 feet
to the Point of Beginning, containing 7.19 acres of
land more or less.

4. As a part of a service area of Mountain View Electric Associa-
tion, Inc., there is included a tract located in the Wz of Section 5, Town-
ship 14 South, Range 65 West of the 6th P.M., E1 Paso County, Colorado,
described as follows:

Commencing at the Northwest corner of said Section 5,
then S 009 24' 56" W along the West 1ine of said Section
5 for 2628.44 feet to the West % corner of said Section
5, thence S 00° 41' 10" W along the West line of said
Section for 129.44 feet to the Centerline of proposed
Peterson Road, which is the Point of Beginning thence,
(1) S 00° 41' 10" W for 979.05 feet along said West
Section line to a point on the Centerline of Palmer
Park Boulevard, (2§ along the said Centerline of Palmer
Park Boulevard on a curve to the left having a radius
of 1975.00 feet and a central angle of 7° 55' 19"

for an arc length of 273.07 feet, said curve having a
chord bearing of N 78° 30' 19" E for 272.85 feet to the
Centerline of Peterson Road, (3) along said Centerline
of said Peterson Road N 15° 27' 21" W for 959.30 feet
to the Point of Beginning, containing 3.02 acres of
land more or less.



4. A portion of Sections 5 and 6, in said Township 14 South,
Range 65 West, E1 Paso County, Colorado, has been platted by The Cimarron
Corporation, and a road named "Peterson Road" is under construction in
a general North-South direction, on or near the present boundary line
between the areas served by Mountain View Electric Association, Inc.,
and the City of Colorado Springs.

5. In order to avoid duplication of facilities, Applicant and
the City of Colorado Springs have entered into an Agreement dated May 29,
1973, modifying the boundary 1ine between the said two utilities in
Sections 5 and 6 of Township 14 South, Range 65 West, E1 Paso County,
Colorado, subject to the consent and approval of this Commission. A true
copy of said Agreement dated May 29, 1973, was duly admitted into evidence
and marked as "Exhibit B."

6. The present and future public convenience and necessity re-
quires and will require an amendment to the boundary line of the Certifi-
cate of Public Convenience and Necessity heretofore issued to Applicant
as hereinafter ordered and set forth.

7. Applicant is fit, willing and able to perform the service in
the area hereinafter granted and to conform to the applicable statutory re-
quirements and the Commission's Rules and Regulations thereunder.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid Findings of Fact, it is concluded that:

1. Application No. 26782 should be granted.

2. Pursuant to 115-6-9 (2), 1963, CRS, as amended, it is recom-
mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.

ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS:
1. The following portion of Section 6, Township 14 South, Range
65 West of the 6th P.M., E1 Paso County, Colorado lying westerly of Peter-

son Road should be and is hereby deleted from territory included with the



Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity of Applicant, the City
of Colorado Springs, to-wit:

Commencing at the Northeast corner of said Section
6 thence S 09 24' 56" W along the East line of said
Section 6 for 285.07 feet to the Point of Beginning
thence, (1) along the said East line S 00° 24' 56"

W for 2343.37 feet to the East % corner of said
Section, (2) S 00° 41' 10" W along said East line
for 129.44 feet to the Centerline of proposed Peter-
son Road, (3) N 15° 27' 21" W along said Peterson
Road for 532.74 feet, (4) along said Centerline on

a curve to the right, said curve having a radius of
1100.00 feet and a central angle of 15~ 45' 00" for
an arc length of 302.38 feet, (5) along said Center-
Tine N 000 17' 39" E for 699.81 feet, ?6) along said
Centerline on a curve to the right, said curve having
a radius of 1200.00 feet and a central angle of 20°

00' 00" for an arc length of 418.88 feet, (7) continu-
ing on said Centerline N 20° 17' 39" E for 86.36 feet,
(8? along said Centerline on a curve to the left, said
curve having a radius of 1500.00 feet and a central
angle of 18Y 21' 36" for an arc length of 480.66 feet
to the Point of Beginning, containing 7.19 acres of
land more or less.

2. That the City of Colorado Springs, be, and it hereby is,
granted a Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity to render electric
service in the following-described areas:

Beginning at the SW corner of Section 19, T16S, Range 67 West, 6th prin-
ciple meridian; thence North along the West line of Sections 19, 18, 7, 6,
to SW corner of Section 31, T15S, R67W.; thence continue North along the
West 1ine of Section 31, to NW corner of Section 30; thence angle left West
along the South 1ine of Sections 24, and 23 to SW corner of Section 22;
thence angle right North along West 1ine of Section 22 and 15 to the NW
corner of Section 15; thence angle left West along South line of Sections
9, 8, 7 to SW corner of Section 7; thence angle right North along West

line of Section 7 to the NW corner of Section 6, all in T15S, Range 68 West;
thence continue North along West 1ine of Section 31 to NW corner of Section
31 in T14S, R68W; thence angle left West along the South line of Sections
25, 26, and 27 to the SW corner of Section 27; thence angle right North
along West line of Sections 27, 22, 15, 10 and 3 to the NW corner of
Section 3, allin T14S, R69W; thence continue North along West line of Sec-
tions 34, 27, 22 and 15 to the NW corner of the SW; of Section 15; thence
East along E-W centerline to center of said Section 15; thence North on
North-South centerline to North line of said Section 15; thence angle right
East on the North line of said Section 15 to the NW corner of Lot 17, Block
3. Holiday Hi1ls Subdivision, Teller County, Colorado; thence Southerly
along the West Tine of said Lot 17 extended to the centerline of Holden
Road; thence in a Northeasterly direction along centerline of Holden Road
to its intersection with centerline of Catamont Road in the Southwest
quarter of Sectfon 11; thence in a Northerly direction along centerline

of Catamont Road to its intersection with the E-W centerline in the Wz, Ws
of said Section 11; thence East along the E-W centerline of Section 11 and
12 to the East line of Section 12; thence North along East Tine of Section
12 to NE corner of Section 12, all in T13S, R69W.; thence angle right East



along North line of Section 7 to the NW corner of the NW4, NE% of said
Section 7; thence angle right South to SW corner of ilW%, ilE% of said
Section 7; thence angle left East to NE corner of NW%, SWi, NE% of said
Section 7; thence angle right South to the SE corner of NW%, SWi, NE%

of said Section 7; thence angle left East to the SE corner of NE%, SW,
NE% of said Section 7, thence angle left North to the WE corner of NEk,
SW%, NE% of said Section 7; thence angle right East to the SE corner of
N, NW% of Section 8; thence angle left North to the N% quarter corner
of said Section 8; thence angle right East to the NW corner E, NE% of
said Section 8; thence angle right South to the SW corner of E), NE% of
said Section 8; thence angle left East along the E-W centerline of
Sections 8 and 9 to the E% corner of said Section 9; thence angle left
North along East 1ine of Section 9 to NE corner of said Section 9; thence
angle right East along the North line of Sections 10, 1] and 12 to the
NE corner of said Section 12, all in T13S, R68W: thence angle left North
along West line of Section 6 to NW corner of said Section 6, T13S, R67W;
thence continue North along West Tine of Sections 31 and 30 to NW corner
of said Section 30; thence angle right East along North line of Sections
30 and 29 to NE corner of Section 29; thence North along West line of
Section 21 to NW corner of SW% of said Section 21; thence angle right
East along E-W centerline of said Section 21 to NE corner of SW% of
Section 21; thence angle left North along N-S centerline of said Section
21 to North line of said Section 21; thence angle left West to the NW
corner of said Section 21; thence angle right North along West Tine of
Sections 16 and 9 to the NW corner of said Section 9; thence angle left
West along South Tine of Section 5 to the West 1ine of the EX% of E% of
Section 5; thence angle right North along the West line of said E% of
B of said Section 5 to the North line of said Section 5; thence angle
right East along the North line of Sections 5, 4, 3, 2, and 1 to the
East boundary line of the Air Force Academy property, all in T12S, R67W;
thence angle right Southeasterly in T12S, R67W and R66W, West of the
East boundary of the Air Force Academy property to the NW corner of the
E% of the E% of Section 5, T13S, R66W; thence angle left East to the NE
corner of said Section 5; thence angle right South along East 1ine of said
Section 5 to SE corner of said Section 5; thence angle left East along
North line of Sections 9, 10 and 11 to NE corner of said Section 11;
thence angle right South along East line of Sections 11 and 4 to SE
corner of Section 14; thence angle left East along North line of Section
24, all in T13S, R66W; thence continue East along North 1ine of Section
19 to NE corner of said Section 19; thence angle right South along East
line of Sections 19, 30 and 31 to SE corner of said Section 31, all in
T13S, R65W; thence continue South 00 24' 56" W along the East line of
Section 6 for a distance of 285.07 feet to a point which is the centerline
of Peterson Road; thence on a curve to the right, said curve is on the
centerline of Peterson Road having a radius of 1500 feet and a central
angle of 180 21' 36" for an arc length of 480.66 feet; thence South 200
17" 39" W on said centerline a distance of 86.36 feet; thence along said
centerline on a curve to the left, said curve having a radius of 1200
feet and a central angle 200 00' 00" for an arc length of 418.88 feet;
thence South 0° 17' 39" W on said centerline a distance of 699.81 feet;
thence along said centerline on a curve to the left, said curve having

a radius of 1100 feet and a central angle of 159 45' 00" for an arc
length of 302.38 feet; thence South 15° 27' 21" E on said centerline for
a distance of 532.74 feet to a point on the East 1ine of Section 6, said
point bears South 0° 41' 10" W, 129.44 feet from E% corner of said Section
6; thence continue South 150 27' 21" E on same said centerline and bear-
ing a distance of 959.30 feet to intersect the centerline of Palmer Park
Boulevard; thence angle right along the centerline of Palmer Park Boule-
vard on a curve to the right, said curve having a radius of 1975.00 feet
and a central angle 7° 55' 19" for an arc length of 273.07 feet to a
point on the East line of said Section 6; thence angle left South 00 41'



10" W along East line of said Section 6 to a point where the Easterly line
of Lot 166 Cimarron-Westridge Filing No. 1 as shown in Plat Book T-2, Page
15, E1 Paso County, Colorado, intersects the East 1ine of said Section 6;
thence Southeasterly along the Easterly line of said Lot 166 a distance of
107.77 feet to the SE corner of said Lot 166; thence Northeasterly along
the Northerly line of Lot 167 a distance of 24.71 feet to the Northeast
corner of said Lot 167; thence Southeasterly along the Easterly line of
said Lot 167 extended to the center of the cul-de-sac of Osage Way a
distance of 129 28 feet; thence Southeasterly along the centerline of

Osage Way extended teo intersect the centerline of Tahlequah Drive, a dis-
tance of 260 feet; thence angle right in a Southerly and Westerly direction
along the centerline of said Tahlequah Drive extended to intersect the
centerline of Omaha Boulevard; thence angle left Easterly along the center-
Tine of said Omaha Boulevard to intersect the Easterly line of Lot 234 ex-
tended to intersect the centerline of said Omaha Boulevard; thence angle
right Southerly along the Easterly line of said Lot 234 to the Southeast
corner of said Lot 234 which intersects at a point on the North line of
Section 8, said point being Easterly of the Northeast corner of said Sec-
tion 8, a distance of 33.94 feet; thence angle left East along North line
of said Section 8 to the NE corner of said Section 8; thence angle right
South along East 1ine of Sections 8, 17, 20, 29 and 32 all in T14S, R65MW.;
thence continue South along the East line of Sections 5 and 8 to SE corner
of Section 8, thence angle right West along South line of Sections 8 and

7 in T15S, R65W, and Sections 12 and 11, T15S, R66W; excepting that portion
of Sections 12 and 11 as follows in the Village of Security, Colorado; all
of that part of Block 3 in Addition No. 5 in Section 11, T15S, R66W, all

of that part of Blocks 4, 5, and 7 all of Block 15 that part of Blocks 8
and 9 all in Addition No. 5, Section 12, T15S, R66W, Lot 5 through Lot 9

in Addition No. 10, Section 12, T15S, R66W; thence West along South line

of Section 11 to SW corner of said Section 11; thence angle left South
along the East 1ine of Section 15 to the E-W centerline of Section 22;
thence angle left East along the E-W centerline of Section 23 to East line
of said Section 23; thence angle right South along the East line of Sections
23 and 26 to the SE corner of Section 26; thence angle right West along the
South 1ine of Sections 26 and 27 to the SW corner of Section 27; thence
angle left South along the East line of Section 33 to the SE corner of said
Section 33, all in T15S, R66W.; thence continue South along the East line
of Sections 4, 9, 16, and 21 to the SE corner of Section 21; thence angle
right West along the South line of Sections 21, 20 and 19 to the SW corner
of Section 19, all in T16S, R66W; thence continue West along South line of
Sections 24 and 23 to the SW corner of Section 23; thence angle right North
along West line of Section 23 to the NW corner of Section 23; thence angle
left West along South line of Section 15 to SW corner of said Section 15;
thence angle left South along the East line of Section 21 to the SE corner
of Section 21; thence angle right West along the South line of Sections 21,
20 and 19 to point of beginning of said description.

3. That this Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day
it becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is
entered as of the date herein above set out.

4. That as provided by 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies

of this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file



exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20)
days after service upon the parties or within such extended period of
time as the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such
extension to be served upon the parties), or unless such Decision is
stayed within such time by the Commission upon its own motion, such
Recommended Decision shall become the Decision of the Commission and
subject to the provisions of 115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

()72»}0‘-{67&
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(Decision No. 83947)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION
DOCKET NO. 807

RE: INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION
OF PROPOSED CHANGES IN TARIFF
COLORADO PUC NO. 4 - TELEPHONE

OF HAXTUN TELEPHONE COMPANY.

e S Nt

RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
THOMAS M. McCAFFREY, EXAMINER

Appearances: David R, Parker, Esq.,
Lincoln, Nebraska,
for Respondent;
John E, Archibold, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado,
for the Staff of the
Commission,

PROCEDURE AND RECORD

On July 2, 1973, Haxtun Telephone Company, Respondent, filed
with this Commission its Advice Letter No. 5, accompanied by five (5)
tariff sheets as more fully described therein. The proposed telephone
tariffs would become effective on thirty (30) days' notice, or on August
1, 1973, unless suspended by the Commission.

The Commission in Decision No., 83355, issued July 17, 1973, on
its own motion, suspended the proposed tariffs for a period of one hundred
twenty (120) days or until November 29, 1973, unless further ordered by
the Commission, and further ordered that the matter be set for hearing in
the Large Court Room, 2nd Floor, Logan County Courthouse, Sterling, Colorado,
on September 6, 1973, at 10 a.m. Upon due and proper notice to all persons,
firms, or corporations, the hearing was held at the said time and place by
Examiner Thomas M. McCaffrey, to whom the matter was assigned pursuant to

law.



Subsequent to the filing of the application, approximately 60
letters in protest to the granting of the application were received by
the Commission, The following persons appeared at the hearing to make
statements in opposition to this tariff filing: Maynard K. Yost, Mayor
of Crook, Colorado; Vernon Dix, Postmaster and resident of Haxtun,
Colorado; James Boerner, a farmer residing nine miles from Fleming,
Colorado; Beverly Summers, a resident of Crook, Colorado.

Respondent offered into evidence Exhibits 1 through 7 and the
Staff of the Commission Exhibits 8 through 11, which were received into
evidence.

Upon the conclusion of all the evidence, the Examiner took the
subject matter under advisement, and pursuant to the provisions of Chapter
115, Article 6, Colorado Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner
Thomas M. McCaffrey now transmits herewith to the Commission the record
and exhibits of this proceeding, together with a written recommended
decision which contains his findings of fact and conclusions thereon,
together with the recommended order or requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found
as fact that:

1. Respondent Haxtun Telephone Company is a Colorado corporation
and is a wholly-owned subsidiary of Continental Telephone Company. Respon-
dent is a public utility engaged in the business of providing telephone
utility service within the areas of Haxtun, Fleming, and Crook, Colorado.

The stated purpose of this tariff filing is to establish a new rate structure
in conjunction with the upgrading of service and the burying of outside

plant facilities in all three exchanges of the Haxtun Telephone Company.



2. The proposed upgrading of service and facilities in the
three exchanges in Haxtun, Fleming, and Crook will include: (1) replace-
ment by buried cable of all aerial wire and cable throughout the urban
and rural portion of all three exchanges; (2) an addition to the central
dial office building and new central office equipment in Haxtun; and (3)
modification of the central office equipment buildings in Fleming and Crook,
as well as installation of additional equipment.

3. Respondent has made arrangements with Mountain Bell for the
installation of Direct Distance Dialing equipment within the first six
months of 1975 for all three exchanges. The upgrading of the Haxtun ex-
change will be started during 1973 with completion expected by mid-1974.

The upgrading of equipment and burying of outside plant facilities in the
Fleming and Crook exchanges will start and be completed in 1974, If this
tariff filing is approved, most of the work to be performed will be con=
tracted out on bids., Financing for the proposed improvements and upgrading
will be through REA, which has approved a two percent interest loan to
Respondent in the amount of $860,000, with Respondent's parent company,
Continental Telephone Company, making an equity contribution of $255,000,
which amount has already been paid to Respondent. The total estimated amount
to be expended in upgrading the equipment and burying of lines and cable is
$1,143,000,

4. Installation of the Direct Distance Dialing equipment will
require that approximately ninety percent of the existing subscribers' tele-
phone sets be replaced. There will be no charge to the Respondent's sub-

scribers at the time such equipment replacement is made.



5. Respondent's existing aerial system in the three exchanges
was installed during the 1950's and is now inadequate for the present
and future needs to adequately serve Respondent's customers. This
aerial system, which over the years has been subject to adverse weather,
vandalism, and accidental damage, is rapidly becoming obsolete. The pro-
posed buried cable throughout the urban and rural portion of the three
exchanaes, while perhaps increasing maintenance cost because of inaccess-
ibility, will enable Respondent to provide more reliable, constant service
to its subscribers. The additional equipment to be purchased by Respondent,
together with the buried cable facilities, will update Respondent's service
in line with modern communications.

6. In order to determine the type of service desired by its
customers, Respondent on March 12, 1973, initiated a survey of its customers
in the Haxtun, Fleming, and Crook exchanges., The persons surveyed reside
outside the base rate area in each respective exchance area. Eighty-eiaght
percent of the Respondent's customers stated a preference for the type of
service desired, and of these persons a combined total of 79 percent pre-
ferred 4-party service or better, Respondent, upon completion of the up-
grading of service in the three exchanaes, proposes to eliminate 2-party
urban business service and residential two-and four-party service. The
proposed discontinuance of these services would not be in the public
interest, and the Commission Staff's proposal, discussed hereinafter, should
be adopted.

7. Respondent's gross revenues in calendar year 1972 were
$87,694. The proposed rate adjustments contained in this filing would re-
sult in an additional aross annual revenue of $54,627. After computing the
related expense adjustments necessitated by the upagrading and construction,
the company's pro forma net income will be $46,367 as compared to $38,790

for calendar year 1972.



Respondent's testimony showed that telephone plant facilities
had a greater percentage of incurred cost allocated to rural service.

In revenue return expected by Haxtun Telephone Company, however, the urban
subscribers would furnish the greater percentage of return. The Commission's
suggested rate structure, as proposed by Robert Arrington of the Commission
Staff, would reverse this revenue return percentage from urban to rural
subscribers, but the resulting revenues would be comparable to those pro-
posed by Respondent.

8. The imbalance between the total revenue percentages to be paid
by the urban and rural areas in Respondent's proposed rates arises, in part,
out of Respondent's non-intentional failure to charge on a mileage basis for
four-party rural residential service. Respondent proposes to charge on a
mileage basis, per its existing mileage tariff rate, for rural business one-
party service and one-party rural residential service. As indicated in
Finding of Fact No., 6, Respondent would make two-party urban business service
and urban residential two- and four-party service obsolete, Under the
Commission Staff's proposal, all types of Respondent's present service
would continue, with the greatest portion of the additional total revenues
being paid for by four-party rural residential customers. The cost of up-
grading Respondent's facilities and service will, of course, be greater in
the rural areas, and it is therefore reasonable that the customers receiving
this service pay more. Some people, for example, Tocated 30 miles from the
base rate area will incur a monthly charge of $6.40 base rate plus $6.00
mileage, plus tax (or $12.40, plus tax) as compared to the existing rate
of approximately $4.75 per month. The increase in this example represents

the extreme and will be incurred by very few of Respondent's customers.



In Tieu of the charges based upon Respondent's existing mileage
tariff, under the Commission's Staff proposal, the rate of $.20 per mile
per month would be charged to each subscriber for the appropriate line
mile number, A line mile number would define an increment of one mile
length with the number of increment being the greater of the two mileage
numbers bounding the increment and reflecting the actual line mile route
distance, As an example, zero mile (Base Rate Area boundary) to and in-
cluding one mile is one mile, more than one mile to and including two
miles is two miles. Line mile rates are to be determined by distance
measurement of the telephone line route, which should be the shortest
route possible. Service lead-ends and other minor line footages, such as
road crossings, are not considered part of the route distance, as service
leadends are a necessary part of almost all service, and road-crossings
are a gain-loss type of occurrence that would "average" out in route
planning and implementation.

9. The last rate increase went into effect in the Haxtun and
Crook exchanges in 1956, and there has been no increase in the Fleming
exchange since 1959, The upgrading of facilities and services as pre-
sently proposed by Respondent is necessary, and a rate increase in a
total amount as proposed by Respondent is reasonable. The allocation of
rate increases as proposed by Respondent is not, however, reasonable, in
that the greater percentage of Respondent’'s total revenue would be paid
by urban subscribers rather than rural subscribers, whose services necess-
itate an expenditure of a greater percentage of Respondent's facilities.
Further, Respondent's proposal to make obsolete urban business two-party

lines and urban residential two-party and four-party service, since it is

B



necessary to provide a lower grade of service for the economic considera=-
tions of the community, would not be in the public interest. Respondent
should be required to maintain all types of services it presently renders,
It is thus found as fact that the tariff provisions as proposed by the
Commission's Staff more accurately reflect the true cost of services
rendered, or to be rendered, by Respondent, and the rate increases as

set forth in the Staff's proposal would not result in any undue financial
burden to Respondent's customers.

10. Complaints based by public witnesses who appeared in this
hearing were based, for the most part, on the quality of Respondent's
present services -- which, in many cases, apparently results from operator
services provided by Mountain Bell=-- and Respondent's past failure to up-
grade facilities as promised. Another factor which obviously causes con-
siderable anxiety among a number of Respondent's customers is that a rather
large number of the residents in the area are retired persons on fixed
incomes. The majority of Respondent's customers were apparently unaware
that any rate increase would go into effect only when all upgrading of
facilities and services is complete, and all customers will be given at
least 30 days' notice prior to the effective date of the rate increase.
Respondent's customers were apparently also unaware that there would be no
charge for equipment changes to any person or firm who is a subscriber at
the time the rate increase is effective. Customers' fears should be allayed
considerably with the knowledge that no increase will be made unless and
until all improvements in facilities and services are completed. Further,
the rate structure as modified by the Commission's Staff proposal is
necessary, reasonable, and should not result in any undue financial burden

to Respondent's subscribers.



It is further noted that several of the public witnesses
addressed complaints to the fact that toll charges were made for calls
made between Respondent's three exchanges. Such complaints, however, are
not relevant to the Respondent's tariff filing in this instance,

11. The updated service connection charges contained in Respondent's
tariff filing more accurately reflect the actual average cost incurred by
Respondent and these charges are fair and reasonable,

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid findings of fact, it is concluded that:

1. Tariff sheets filed by Haxtun Telephone Company on July 2,
1973, under Advice Letter No. 5 are unjust and unreasonable in that they
attempt to eliminate three types of service presently rendered by Haxtun
Telephone Company, and that said tariff provisions further fail to pro-
perly allocate the rate increases to customers for which the costs are to
be expended.

2. Respondent Haxtun Telephone Company should file tariff pro-
visions as set forth in the following Order.

3. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-
mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.

ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Tariff sheets filed by Haxtun Telephone Company, Respondent
herein, on July 2, 1973, under Advice Letter No. 5, be, and hereby are,
permanently suspended.

2. Respondent shall file new tariff sheets in accordance with
the rates for services and line mile tariff revisions as set forth in

"Appendix A" and attachments hereto, which are by reference specificially



incorporated into this Order and made a part hereof. Tariff sheets to be
filed in accordance with this Order must not eliminate any service offerings
other than multi-party service, i.e., party-line service of more than four-
party service.

3. Respondent shall file tariff sheets for Service Connection
Charges (Section 6, Colorado PUC No. 4, First Revised Sheets No. 1 and 2)
within 30 days of the effective date of this Decision; no changes in the
content of these tariff sheets are necessary other than notation of Second
Revised Sheet No. 1 and No. 2 and the typographical error as shown in
"Appendix A" hereto.

4. Investigation and Suspension Docket No. 807 be, and hereby
is, closed.

5. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is
entered as of the date hereinabove set out.

6. As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to be
served upon the parties), or unless such Decision is stayed within such
time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision shall
become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions of

115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




APPENDIX A
1) The tariff sheets, as filed on July 2, 1973, under Advice Letter No. 5,
are to be modified and refiled as directed herein:
a) Section 4 (Local Exchange Rates), First Revised Sheets Nos. 1, 2, and 3

(permanently suspended) must be refiled as Second Revised Sheets Nos.
1, 2, and 3. Rates are to be revised as follows:

Submitted Acceptaed

BUSINESS SERVICE

Individual Line i2.nC 12.00
Two-Party 11.25% 11.25
Rural Four-Party 10.75 16.75
Extension Telephones 1.75 1:78
Semi-Public Pay Stations 12.00 12.00

RESIDENTIAL SERVICE

Individual 8.00 8.00
Two-Party 7.25* 7.10
Four-Party 6.75 6.40
Rural Four-Party 7.50 6.40
Extension Telephones 1.25 1.28

*Obsolete Grade (No Obsolete)
of Service ( Services )

Each of the above tariff sheets are to be filed 30 days prior to the
change-over to the buried, higher grade of service facilities in any
exchanga. Notice must be sent to the affected subscribers in accordance
with Finding No. 10 of this decision.

b) Section 5 (Mileage Charges), The tariffs as shown in Appendix A attach-
ments 1 and 2 are to be filed with the first filing of tariff sheets
in above part l.a. With the last filing of the above part 1.a tariff
sheets, the filing should include the necessary "housekeeping" replace-
ment of existing sheets 46 and 47 with the sheets 47a and 47b respectively.

2) The tariff sheets of Section 6 (Service Connection Charges), First Revised
Sheets Nos. 1 and 2 are to be corrected as shown below 2nd refiled as Second
Revised Sheets Nos. 1 and 2 within 30 days of the effective date of this
Decision. Since the chanaes are "housekecpinag" in neture, filing may be
made without further notice. The following change is to be made on *he to
be filaed Second Revised Sheet No. 2:

5. Service Connection Charges do not apply:

b. When any change is made an AND initiated by the Company, ..



FOARM A1

Haxtun Telephone Company

APPENDIX A ATTACHMENT 1 Section 5

pame of utility Original

State of Colorado Cancels

Colo. PUC No._ 4

Sheet No._47a
Sheet No.

{General Service Classification)

(Rate Title or Number)

Cosntpaay
Rate
Cude

MILEAGE CHARGES FOR TARIFFS FILED UNDER DECISION NO. 83947

A. General

belaw.

a.
b.

C.

d.

This service involves the furnishing, suburban and/or off
premises extension service, where applicable, of PBX trunk,
one-, two-, or four-party services in sections outside
the Base Rate Area or on premises other than that on which
the main station for the class and grade of service is
located within the exchange areas at the rates listed

B. Rates, per month

1. Off Premises Extensions, (or same premises and
over 150 feet from main station) Business,
Residence, Centrex, PBX or Key Stations, or
Signal circuits, each, per extension, per 1/4 mile

2. Rural

RATE

$1.50

One-party service or PBX trunk, each, per 1/4 mile .75

Two-party service, each, per 1/4 mile

Four-party service, each, per Line Mile

C. Conditions

1. Mileage applicable to off premises business, residence,
Centrex, PBX or Key extension stations located on
premises, other than those on which the main stations
or switchboard are located, will be determined in the 50 HOTY wWams
following manner:

When the terminals are located in the same
Central Office area, the off premises mileage
measurement is the air-line distance between the
terminals.

If the Tine passes through a Central Office, the

air-line mileage must include the Central Office.

-40

.20

i THs spaca

Advice Letter No - = Issue Date
o Signature of Issuing Officer
Deacision or
Authornty No. Eifsctive Date

Tide




APPENDIX A ATTACHMENT 2 Section 5

FORM R+

Comp Colo. PUC No._4
DG o B ___Original Shest No. 47b
State of Colorado Cancels Sheet No.

(General Sarvice Classification)

Company |
Rate i
= (Rare Titie or Number) Code
MILEAGE CHARGES FOR EXCHANGE RATES FILED UNDER DECISION no. 83947
C. Conditions (Continued)
RATE

2. Rural mileage will be based upon air-line mileage,
between the location of the main station, or PBX
switchboard service, and the nearest point on the
Base Rate or Special Rate Area boundary for one- or
two-party service. For four-party service,the Line
Mile rates will be applied. Line Miles will be
determined by the distance measurement of the tele-
phone line route. Service lead-ins or other minor line
footages are not part of the route distance. Any Line
Mile number exceeded in distance by a service connection
location will be computed at the nexi Line Mile number.

3. The total monthly rate for mileage service will be
the sum of the basic rate for the primary service
furnished, as set forth in local exchange tariffs,
and the appropriate mileage charges above.

4. When facilities must be constructed to provide service
to applicant beyond the Base Rate or Special Rate Area
boundary, charges shall be determined as set forth
under Line Extension Charges filed in this section.

Advice Letter No._ = e Issue Date
P Signature of Issuing Officer
Decision or
Authority No. o Effective Date

Tide



(Decision No. 83948)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

x ® ®

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF)

KEMP & HOFFMAN, INC,, ROUTE 1, BOX ) APPLICATION NO. 27084-PP-Extension-ETA
042A, DENVER, COLORADO, FOR EMER- )

GENCY TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO EXTEND) ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
OPERATIONS UNDER CONTRACT CARRIER AUTHORITY

PERMIT NO. B-7430,

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER NDRDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2pd day of Noyember, 1973,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Zicey

Commissiorers




Appendix
Decision No, 83948
November 2, 1973

Kemp & Hoffman, Inc.

Transportation of
Liquid waste

From The Refinery Corporation, 5800 Brighton Blyd,, Commerce City, Colorado,
to such Tocations where the same may be lawfully delivered or disposed of.

RESTRICTION: This emergency temporary authority is restricted to rendering
seryice for only The Refinery Corporation, 5800 Brighton Blvd., Commerce
City, Colorado,
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(Decision No, 83949)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
RAYMOND D, BOFFEY, 183 LEONARD LANE,;
NORTHGLENN, COLORADO, FOR EMERGENCY APPLICATION NO. 27087-PP-ETA
TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A )
CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR ) ORDER DENYING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
VEHICLE, ) AUTHORITY

- e m Em wm w m  owm ow w

The above-entitled application being under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is no immediate or urgent need for the

relief herein sought.

IT IS ORDERED, That the application herein be, and is hereby,

denied.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

AL

Commiss;onerg,f”-




(Decision No. 83950)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* ® *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
RALPH GARCIA AND MANUEL ARCHULETA,
BOX 17, MONTE VISTA, COLORADO, FOR
EMERGENCY TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO
OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT
CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27088-PP-ETA

ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY

e e M S S S

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of  November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

(4

Commi§siog&f§
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Appendix
Decision No. 83950
November 2, 1973

Ralph Garcia and Manuel Archuleta

Transportation of
Hay

Between all points located within a thirteen (13) mile radius of the
Junction of U.S. Highway 160 and U.S. Highway 285, Alamosa, Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This emergency temporary authority is restricted to
rendering transportation service for only Hank Wiescamp, Alamosa,
Colorado.



(Decision No0.83951)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ;
KARL F. BENGTSON AND CHARLES D. GUY, APPLICATION NO. 27013-PP-TA

DOING BUSINESS AS "G & B ENTER- )

PRISES," 1215 YOSEMITE, COLORADO ) ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY AUTHORITY
SPRINGS, COLORADO, FOR TEMPORARY g

AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B"

CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE, )

P T T

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being under
consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is an immediate and urgent need for the motor
carrier service described in the Appendix attached hereto, and that there is no
carrier service available capable of meeting such need.

IT IS ORDERED,That Applicant(s) named in the caption above be granted
temporary authority for a period of 165 days commencing as of the day and date
hereof to engage in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the
extent and in the manner set forth in the Appendix attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced until
all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been received from
the Commission that compliance has been effected and service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of Noyember, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




Appendix
Decision No, 8395]
November 2, 1973

G & B Enterprises

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading )
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radjus
of 75 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No.83952)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
D. H. WRIGHT TRUX, INC., P, 0. BOX
254, JAMESTOWN, COLORADO, FOR TEM-
PORARY AUTHORITY TO EXTEND OPERATIONS
UNDER CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO.
B-8064,

APPLICATION NO.27049-PP-Extension-TA
ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY AUTHORITY

et et S e e et

e

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being under
consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is an immediate and urgent need for the motor
carrier service described in the Appendix attached hereto, and that there is no
carrier service available capable of meeting such need.

IT IS ORDERED,That Applicant(s) named in the caption above be granted
temporary authority for a period of 165 days commencing as of the day and date
hereof to engage in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the
extent and in the manner set forth in the Appendix attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced until
all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been received from
the Commission that compliance has been effected and service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of Noyember, 1973,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

o 2

Commissioners




Appendix
Decision No. 83952
November 2, 1973

D. H, Wright Trux, Inc,

Transportation of
Solyvents of petroleum, chemicals and chemical products

Between all points located within a one hundred (100) mile radius of the plant
sites of Arapahoe Chemical, Inc, located at or near Boulder, Colorado,

RESTRICTION: This temporary authority is restricted to rendering transportation
seryice for only Arapahoe Chemical, Inc., Boulder, Colorado.



(Decision No. 83953)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
DELBERT HALE, DOING BUSINESS AS

"TELLURIDE STAGE LINE," 725 SOUTH APPLICATION NO.27068-Extension-TA
THIRD STREET, MONTROSE, COLORADO,
FOR TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO EXTEND ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY AUTHORITY

OPERATIONS UNDER CERTIFICATE OF
PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY
PUC NO. 7762.

- e o o o o e =

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is an immediate and urgent need for the motor
carrier service described in the Appendix attached hereto, and that there is no
carrier service available capable of meeting such need.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant(s) named in the caption above be granted
temporary authority for a period of 180 days commencing as of the day and date
hereof to engage in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the
extent and in the manner set forth in the Appendix attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced until all
requirements have been met and notice in writing has been received from the
Commission that compliance has been effected and service may be instituted,

DONE IN OPEN MEETING THE 2nd day of  Noyember, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

N Zae S
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Commission:j///,/f



Appendix
Decision No. 83953
November 2, 1973

Telluride Stage Line

Transportation -- on call and demand -~ of

(1)

(2)

(3)

Packages and parcels

Between Montrose, Colorado, on the one hand and Ridgway, Placerville,
Sawpit, and Telluride on the other hand;

Passengers

Between the Montrose Airport, Montrose, Colorado, on the one hand and
the TelTuride Ski Area and Telluride Lodge at Telluride, Colorado, on
the other hand;

Passengers

Between Walker Air Field, Grand Junction, Colorado, on the one hand and

points located within Telluride, Colorado, Telluride Ski Area, and
Telluride Lodge, on the other hand,



(Decision No. 83954)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
DELMAR STEWART, DOING BUSINESS AS

)

) APPLICATION NO. 27035-PP-Extension-TA
"STEWART OF CREEDE," P. 0. BOX 183, %

)

)

CREEDE, COLORADO, FOR TEMPORARY ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY AUTHORITY
AUTHORITY TO EXTEND OPERATIONS UNDER

CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO. B-8024.

- e e o e e o e =

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being under
consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is an immediate and urgent need for the motor
carrier service described in the Appendix attached hereto, and that there is no
carrier service available capable of meeting such need.

IT IS ORDERED,That Applicant(s) named in the caption above be granted
temporary authority for a period of 165 days commencing as of the day and date
hereof to engage in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the
extent and in the manner set forth in the Appendix attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced until
all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been received from
the Commission that compliance has been effected and service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

A2 Ty

Commissiézfrsz”



Appendix
Decision No. 83954
November 2, 1973

Stewart of Creede

Transportation of
Ore, ore concentrates and wastes

Between all points located within a fifteen (15) mile radius of the
intersection of 1st and Aspen Streets, Creede, Colorado.



-

(Decision No. 83955)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* d* *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
JOHN A. REESE AND BEVERLY Z. REESE,
2932 HOLLY STREET, DENVER, COLORADO,
FOR TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO EXTEND
OPERATIONS UNDER CONTRACT CARRIER
PERMIT NO. B-7743.

APPLICATION NO. 27063-PP-Extension-TA
ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY AUTHORITY

- e o o e e s s o e =

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is an immediate and urgent need for the motor
carrier service described in the Appendix attached hereto, and that there is no
carrier service available capable of meeting such need.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant(s) named in the caption above be granted
temporary authority for a period of 180 days commencing as of the day and date
hereof to engage in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the
extent and in the manner set forth in the Appendix attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced until all
requirements have been met and notice in writing has been received from the
Commission that compliance has been effected and service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING THE 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

R ATV

Commissioners



Appendix
Decision No. 83955
November 2, 1973

John A. Reese and Beverly Z. Reese

Transportation of
Processed corrugated wire

From the Storm Products Co. located at 205 Commerce St., Broomfield,
Colorado, to points located within an area comprised of the County of
Denver, and those portions of Adams, Arapahoe, and Jefferson Counties
lying within a nine (9) mile radius of the intersection of Broadway
and Colfax, Denver, Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This temporary authority is restricted to rendering
transportation service for only Storm Products Co., Broomfield,
Colorado.



(Decision No. 83956)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )

LLOYD E. HART AND KENNETH D. HART, )

DOING BUSINESS AS "MOUNTAIN STATES ; APPLICATION NO. 27037-Lease-TA
VENDING," 6795 B. WEST MISSISSIPPI,

LAKEWOOD, COLORADO, FOR TEMPORARY )
APPROVAL TO CONDUCT OPERATIONS ) ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY APPROVAL
UNDER CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVEN- 3

IENCE AND NECESSITY PUC NO, 3499

PENDING DETERMINATION OF THE APPLI- ;

CATION TO LEASE SAID CERTIFICATE.

T e . . T~

= e = e e e o W o

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to grant temporary approval herein

may result in destruction of, or injury to the carrier or carrier properties
sought to be acquired, or interfere substantially with their future useful-
ness in the performance of adequate and continuous service to the public,

IT IS ORDERED, That Lessee be granted temporary approval for

a period of 180 days effective as of the day and date hereof, tc engage in
the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the extent of the
authority granted by this Commission under authority set forth in the
caption above.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the Lessee shall not commence

operations until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has
been received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and

service may be instituted.



DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

W %}/Nﬂ/

Com;iigiﬁﬁers
COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO DISSENTS.

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO DISSENTING:

i respectfully dissent,
Application should be set for hearing.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

/ Commissipyger
p



(Decision No. 83957)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* x *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
KENNETH J. NAYLOR AND LILLIAN O.
NAYLOR, DOING BUSINESS AS "NAYLOR
SANITATION SERVICE," 925 ORCHARD,
CANON CITY, COLORADO, FOR TEMPORARY
APPROVAL TO CONDUCT OPERATIONS UNDER
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE
AND NECESSITY PUC NO. 7509, PENDING
DETERMINATION OF THE APPLICATION TO
ACQUIRE SAID CERTIFICATE.

APPLICATION NO. 27038-Transfer-TA
ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY APPROVAL

e Nt N et St e N S " S

- e m e m w = wm Em m

November 2, 1973

P . . . T T

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to grant temporary approval herein
may result in destruction of, or injury to the carrier cr carrier proper-
ties sought to be acquired, or interfere substantia!ly with their future
usefulness in the performance of adequate and continuous service to the
public.

IT IS ORDERED, That Transferee(s) be granted temporary approval
for a period of 165 days effective as of the day and date hereof, to engage
in the business of transportation by motor venhicle to tne extent of the
authority granted by this Commission under the authority set forth in the
caption above.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the Transteree(s) shall not commence
operations until all requirements have been met and notice 1n writing has
been received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and
service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day or November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMLSSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

grreny o

Commtissio S




(Decision No. 83958)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
GERALD G. WOOD, DOING BUSINESS AS
"WOOD AND SONS," ROUTE 1, SUN

)

; APPLICATION NO. 27066-PP-TA
PRAIRIE, WISCONSIN, FOR TEMPORARY ) ORDER GRANTING TEMPORARY AUTHORITY

)

)

AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B"
CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

The above-entitled application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being under
consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That there is an immediate and urgent need for the motor
carrier service described in the Appendix attached hereto, and that there is no
carrier service available capable of meeting such need.

IT IS ORDERED,That Applicant(s) named in the caption above be granted
temporary authority for a period of 165 days commencing as of the day and date
hereof to engage in the business of transportation by motor vehicle to the
extent and in the manner set forth in the Appendix attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced until
all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been received from
the Commission that compliance has been effected and service may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners



Appendix
Decision No. 83958
November 2, 1973

Wood and Sons

Transportation of
Bulls (other than ordinary)

From points Tocated within the State of Colorado, to the American Breeders
Service, Inc. facilities located near Wellington, Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This temporary authority is restricted as follows:

(a) Transportation service rendered under this temporary authority is
restricted to only the movement of bulls to be used for breeding
purposes;

(b) This temporary authority is restricted to rendering transportation
service for only American Breeders Service, Inc., DeForest, Wisconsin.



(Decision No. 83959)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* x *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF)

EARL E, PARTCH, DOING BUSINESS AS )

"EARL PARTCH CUSTOM DOZER SERVICE,") APPLICATION NO. 26983-PP
BOX 146, 308 NORTH BOULEVARD,
GUNNISON, COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY
TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT
CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

S N S S

November 2, 1973

IT APPEARING, That proner notice of the fi11.ng of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2), that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter 1s one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there 1s a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes

An appropriate Order wil!l be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth 1n the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be; and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance
have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day ot Noyember, 1973,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

=2 2

Commissioners



Appendix
Decision No. 83959
November 2, 1973

Ear1l Partch Custom Dozer Service

Transportation of
Sand, gravel, dirt, and granite

Between all points located within the County of Gunnison, State of Colorado.



(Decision No. 83960)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* *® *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
LaRUE LEEK, P. 0. BOX 294, GREELEY,
COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO OPERATE

AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY

MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 26981-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e e e e et

- e W e m e e W =

IT APPEARING, That prober notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2), that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter 1s one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there 1s a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that i1t does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named 1n the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be; and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance
have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the pp4 day Of  November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

)

Commissieners



Appendix
Decision No. 83960
November 2, 1973

LaRue Leek

Transportation of
Farm products

Between all points located within an area comprised of the Counties of
Adams, Arapahoe, Denver, Morgan, and Weld, State of Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted against the transportation of
Tivestock, bulk milk, and dairy products.



(Decision No. 83961)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* x *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
FELIX DURAN, JAMES DURAN, AND FRANK
ECKHARDT, JR., DOING BUSINESS AS
"DURAN AND ECKHARDT TRUCKING," P. 0.
BOX 416, LA SALLE, COLORADO, FOR AUTH-
ORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CON-
TRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27053-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2), that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person witnin the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter 1s one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there i1s a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered wil!l 1mpair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth 1n the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER. ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance

have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

=R EL

Comm1i§;9ﬁérs



Appendix
Decision No. 83961
November 2, 1973

Duran and Eckhardt Trucking

Transportation of

Farm products

Between all points located within an area comprised of the Counties of Weld,
Morgan, Adams, Arapahoe, Boulder, Larimer, Sedgwick, Washington, Logan,
Phil1ips, Yuma, Denver, and Jefferson, State of Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted against the transportation of
Tivestock, bulk milk, and dairy products.



(Decision No. 83962)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* x *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
ELBERT N. WESTERMAN AND LOLA F.
WESTERMAN, DOING BUSINESS AS "ELBERT
N. WESTERMAN," 205 SOUTH 7TH, P. 0.
BOX 66, LAMAR, COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY
TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT
CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27061-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e S M S S S S

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2), that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there 1s a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance

have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day ot November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




Appendix
Decision No. 83962
November 2, 1973

Elbert N. Westerman

Transportation of

Farm products

Between all points located within an area comprised of the Counties of Baca,
Prowers, Kiowa, Bent, and Otero, State of Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted against the transportation of live-
stock, bulk milk, and dairy products.



(Decision No. 83963)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * +*
JOSEPH S. LAMB ;
AND CASE NO. 5527
KATHERINE A. LAMB )
2024 GOLDENVUE DRIVE ) RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
GOLDEN, COLORADO, ; ROBERT L. PYLE, EXAMINER
Complainants, )
) DISMISSING COMPLAINT
VS, }
MOUNTAIN BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY
931 14TH STREET )
DENVER, COLORADO, ;
Respondent. )

Appearances: MWilliam J. Phillips, Esq.,

Golden, Colorado, for
Complainants;

Jarvis W. Seccombe, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado, for
Respondent;

Robert L. Arrington,
Denver, Colorado, of the
Staff of the Commission,

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

Pursuant to notice, the above-entitled matter was originally
called for hearing on Friday, September 21, 1973, at 10 a.m, in the
hearing room of the Commission, 500 Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman
Street, Denver, Colorado, by Examiner Robert L. Pyle, to whom it had
been duly assigned. At that time and in conference with the parties,
it was determined that the parties, with the aid of the Staff of the
Commission, could very likely work out their differences. In order to
facilitate matters in this regard, Commission Decision No. 83741, dated
September 24, 1973, was entered, which continued the hearing to Friday,
October 19, 1973, at 10 a.m. in the hearing room of the Commission,

500 Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado.



On Friday, October 19, 1973, at 10 a.m,, the matter was again
called for hearing by Examiner Robert L. Pyle, at which time the parties
advised your Examiner that their differences had been worked out to the
satisfaction of all concerned and the Staff of the Commission was satis-
fied that all safety requirements had been or would be met. Exhibit No.
1 was tendered and admitted into evidence, which is a diagram of how the
pole and guy wires would be set and both Complainants and Respondent
request that the case be dismissed.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Robert L. Pyle now trans=-
mits herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this proceeding
together with a written recommended decision which contains his findings
of fact and conclusions thereon, together with the recommended order or
requirement,

CONCLUSIONS

Based on the aforesaid, it is concluded that:

1. The Case should be dismissed.

2. Pursuant to 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-
mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following order.

0O R D ER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Case No, 5527, being the case of Joseph S. Lamb and Katherine
A, Lamb as Complainants against Respondent Mountain Bell Telephone Company,
be and hereby is, dismissed.

2, This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

3. As provided by 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days

after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as



the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to
be served upon the parties), or unless such decision is stayed within such
time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision shall
become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions of
115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

e
oot f%&

hbp




(Decision No. 83964)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: APPLICATION BY COLORADO MOTOR )

TARIFF BUREAU AllD WARD TRANSPORT, )

INC., TO AMEND TARIFF ON ONE DAY'S ) APPLICATION NO. 27092
)
)

NOTICE TO CORRECT TARIFF OMISSION

- -

----------------

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS

BY THE COMMISSION:

On the date of October 31, 1973, the Colorado Motor Tariff
Bureau, Inc., for and on behalf of carriers party to its Motor Freight
Tariff No. 7-A, jointly with Ward Transport, Inc., filed a petition with
the Public Utilities Commission asking for permission to make the follow-
ing tariff publication on one day's notice:

IN COLORADO MOTOR TARIFF BUREAU, INC., AGENT,
! A . /=R, R . ALy
AND IN WARD TRANSPORT, INC., INDIVIDUAL TARIFF:

Make the publication necessary in each of the tariffs to amend
Supplement 10 to Motor Freight Tariff No. 7-A and Supplement 8
to Ward Transport, Inc. Tariff C-4 to provide the following:

“Sections 1 and 3 are hereby amended to (1) provide that the
presently effective scale of rates as published on pages 30,
30-A, 42 and 42-A and the specific commodity rates as published
on pages 20 through 29-D and pages 35 through 40, and correspond-
ing pages of llard Tariff C-~4, are applicable only to those desti=
nations that can be served by traversing highways other than the
interstate highway system and (2) provide a scale of rates
(designated as Column A-1 and B-1), Column A-1 rates 8.5% above
the presently effective Column A rates, minimum shipment 7300
gallons and Colwmn B-1 rates 9.5% above the presently effective
Column B Rates, minimum shipment €,300 gallons to apply to those
destinations that can be served only by traversing highways on
the interstate highway system. *Item 52 of CMTB Tariff 7-A and
Item 26 of Ward Tariff C-4 will not apply to the application of
rates in Columns A-1 and B-1 as shown herein."

In support of said application, Petitioners state that the
reference to the non-application of Items 52 and 26, was omitted in error
in the original publication and that said omission causes conflict and
confusion to the user of the tariff, in that the supplements referred to

herein provide mileage commodity rates which apply when transportation is



via interstate highways, whereas Items 52 and 26 state that distance
or commodity rates may not be used when Commodity rates have been
published between the same points. As the purpose of Supplement 10
(Tariff 7-A) and Supplement 8 (Tariff C-4) was to establish a new
scale of rates and minimum gallonages to apply when transportation
was via interstate highways, it appears that it will be in the public
interest to allow the proposed publication.

The Commission finds that the Colorado Motor Tariff Bureau,
Inc., and Ward Transport should be allowed to reissue Supplement No. 10
to Tariff 7-A, and Supplement 8 to Tariff C-4 on one day's notice.

ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. That authority to reissue Supplement 10 to CMTB Tariff
7-A, and Supplement 8 to llard Tariff C-4, on one day's notice to
reflect the changes indicated in the Statement and Findings herein, be,
and it hereby is, authorized.

2. That said amended Supplements shall become effective on
one day after filing with the Commission.

3. That this Order shall become effective forthwith.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
AF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO
DISSENTS.



COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO DISSENTS:

I respectfully dissent.
Good cause not shown for less than 30 days' notice required
by Taw.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




(Decision No. 83965)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
ADA, INC., POST OFFICE BOX 776,
DILLON, COLORADO, FOR A CERTIFICATE
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY
TO OPERATE AS A COMMON CARRIER BY
MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE.

APPLICATION NO. 26844

ORDER OF THOMAS M. McCAFFREY,
EXAMINER, CONTINUING HEARING

e et et e S

- e e o e e e o= =

Appearances: John H. Lewis, Esg.,
Denver, Colorado,
for Applicant.
John P, Thompson, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado,
for Summit Disposal,
Protestant.

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE EXAMINER:

Pursuant to notice the above-titled matter was called for
hearing on Tue:day, October 30, 1973, at 10 a.m. in the Empire Savings
Commurity Room, Dilion, Colorado, at which time the above-named parties
entered their appearances. Applicant proceeded to present testimony and
other evidence on October 30 and October 31, 1973. At the conclusion of
Applicant's case, it was agreed among the parties and the Examiner that
the matter would be continued for additional hearing to allow Protestant
Summit Disposal to present evidence and other testimony at a place and
time suitable to the parties and the Commission. [T* was subsequently
agreed that the matter would be set for additional wearing«in the Hearing
Room of the Commi<<ion in Denver, 1845 Sherman Street, on Wednesday,
Vovember 14, 1973, at 10 a.m.

ORDER
THE EXAMINER ORDERS THAT:

1. Application No. 26844, being the application of Ada, Inc.,

for a certificate of public convenience and necessity to operate as a



common carrier by motor vehicle for hire, be, and hereby is, continued
for further hearing on Wednesday, November 14, 1973, at 10 a.m. in the
Hearing Room of the Commission, 500 Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman
Street, Denver, Colorado, so as to allow Protestant Summit Disposal the
opportunity to present evidence.

2. This Order shall become effective forthwith.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

_ — Examiner
= -47/h vir
‘-‘



(Decision No. 83966)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
ROCKY MOUNTAIN NATURAL GAS COMPANY,
INC., FOR AUTHORITY TO FILE FORTHWITH
ITS TARIFFS PLACING A MORATORIUM ON
ACCEPTING REQUESTS FOR NATURAL GAS
SERVICE CONNECTIONS IN ITS WESTERN
SLOPE AREA SERVICED BY ITS DISTRICT
OFFICES IN ASPEN, GLENWOOD SPRINGS,
DELTA AND MONTROSE.

APPLICATION NO. 27091

e e M S e s Nt e S

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On November 2, 1973, Rocky Mountain Natural Gas Company, Inc.,
Applicant herein, and operating public ut111tx,subject to the jurisdic-
tion of this Commission, serving principally the Towns of Carbondale,
Basalt, Olathe, Cedaridge, Hotchkiss, Paonia, Eagle and Gypsum and the
cities of Aspen, Glenwood Springs, Delta and Montrose, and the environs
of said towns and cities, filed with the Commission the above-entitled
application.

By this application Rocky Mountain Natural Gas Company seeks
the authority from this Commission to file on less than statutory notice
certain tariff revisions, which are attached to the application as
Exhibits A, B, C and D. The purpose of the tariff revisions is to place
a moratorium on adding new natural gas loads to the system of Rocky
Mountain Natural Gas Company in order to provide reliable, continuous
service to existing customers. Applicant will serve its present firm
service connections of approximately 13,100 customers and will honor
additional requests for service presently on file with the Company, esti-

mated at 100.



Applicant claims in its application that it will just be able
to meet the requirements of its present firm customers and the additional
requests for service on file, which will leave it no additional gas with
which to connect new customers at the present time.

CONCLUSION
THE COMMISSION CONCLUDES THAT:

Good cause exists to allow the filing of Applicant's proposed
tariff revisions as set forth in Exhibits A, B, C and D attached to the
application herein, to become effective as of 10:40 a.m., November 2,
1973; and that the following Order should be entered.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Applicant be, and hereby is, authorized to file to become
effective at 10:40 a.m. on November 2, 1973, in accordance with 115-3-4,
CRS 1963, as amended, the proposed tariff revisions contained in Exhibits
A, B, C and D attached to the application herewith, which Exhibits are in-
corporated herein and made a part hereof by reference.

2. Applicant shall within five (5) days of the effective date
of this Order, refile such tariff sheets as may be necessary to reflect
the moratorium established hereby, the effective date and time thereof,
and the number of the decision authorizing the same. This filing is solely
for housekeeping purposes and may be made without further notice, this
Order being fully self-executing in all respects.

3. Applicant shall within five (5) days of the effective date
of this Order submit to this Commission a notarized statement by the Presi-
dent of Rocky Mountain Natural Gas Company listing each application re-

ceived for gas service from the date and time of the Board meeting on



October 30, 1973, to the date and time the Commission acted in this matter.

4. Appiicant sha'l continue to accept the filing of requests
for gas service, and shall maintain appropriate records reflecting the
name and address of the requesting customer and the date and time of the
filing of said request.

5. Applizant shall file with the Commission, at the earliest
practicabie time, but 1n no event no later than thirty (30) days prior
to the date or which it proposes to 1ift the moratorium with respect to
the tariffs contained in Exhibits A, B, C, and D attached to the applica-
tion herewith, which Exhibits are incorporated herewith and made a part
hereaf by reference, a p'an or procedure for granting new service
connections. which plan shall be subject to approval, modification, or
rejection by the Commission; and Applicant shall give notice of the filing
of sa’d propased plan in accordance with the procedures of Rule 26 C. of
the Rules ~f rractice and P~ocedure of this Commission.

6 This Order zhall become effective forthwith.

NONE TN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioners
did



(Decision ilo. 83967)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

1{ THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
WILLIAM BEARD, MICK BILLSTEIN, THOMAS
HAID, AWD JAMES TRUCKENBROD, DOING
BUSINESS AS "ADA'S HAULING SERVICE,"
P. 0. BOX 776, DILLON, COLORADO, FOR
AUTHORITY TO TRAWSFER ALL RIGHT,
TITLE, AND INTEREST I AND TO CONTRACT
CARRIER PERMIT NO. B-7809 TO ADA,
INCORPORATED, P. 0. BOX 776, DILLOIH,
COLORADO.

APPLICATION 40. 27064-PP-Transfer
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e et e S e e Pl Pt S

Appearances: John H. Lewis, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado,
for Applicants.

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-

entitled application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8(2);
that no protest, objection or petition to intervene or otherwise parti-
cipate in the proceeding has been filed by any person within the time
prescribed, and that the herein proceeding is therefore noncontested
and unopposed; and that pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-9(5), the herein
matter ic one which may properiy be determined without the necessity

of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore sub-

mitted amply warrants approval of the transfer as hereinafter ordered;

WE FIND, That the financial standing of the Transferee has
been satisfactorily established and that the transfer is compatible
with the public interest;

AND WE FURTHER FIND, That Transferee is fit, willing and able

to properly engage in bona fide motor carrier operations under the author-

ity to be transferred.

An appropriate order will be entered.



IT IS ORDERED, That Applicants named in the caption above

be authorized to transfer all right, title, and interest in and to
Contract Carrier Permit No. B-7809, as granted by Commission Decision
No. 81030, dated August 10, 1972, subject to encumbrances, if any,
against saidauthority approved by this Commission.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said transfer shall become

effective only if and when, but not before, said Transferor and
Transferee, have adviced the Commission in writing that said Permit
has been formally asc<igned, and that said parties have accepted, and
in the future will comply with the conditions and requirements of
this Order, to be by them, or either of them, kept and performed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the tariff of rates, rules,

and regulations of Transferor shall, upon proper adoption notice,
become and remain those of Transferee until changed according to law
and the rules and regulations of this Commission.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the right of Transferee to operate

under this Order <hall be dependent upon compliance with all present
and future lawe and rules and regulations of the Commission, and the
filing by Trnasferor of delinquent reports, if any, covering operations
under <aid Permit up to the time of transfer.

AND IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this Order chall become effec-

tive twenty-one days from the day and date hereof.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

2 gl

<sioners
vir



(Decision No. 83968)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
F. W. REICH AND MRS. M. A. REICH,

P. 0. BOX 351, VENTURA, CALIFORNIA,
FOR AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER ALL RIGHT,
TITLE, AND INTEREST IN AND TO CON-
TRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO. B-4647 TO
RICHARD C. BRADFORD, DOING BUSINESS
AS "R. C. BRADFORD," 805 - 29TH
STREET, BOULDER, COLORADO.

APPLICATION NO. 26971-PP-Transfer
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e e e P e e P e

I .

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-

entitled application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8(2);
that no protest, objection or petition to intervene or otherwise par-
ticipate in the proceeding has been filed by any person within the
time prescribed, and that the herein proceeding is therefore noncon-
tested and unopposed; and that pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-9(5), the
herein matter is one which may properly be determined without the
necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore sub-

mitted ampiy warrants approval of the transfer as hereinafter ordered;

WE FIND, That the financial standing of the Transferee has
been satisfactorily established and that the transfer is compatible
with the pubiic interest;

AND WE FURTHER FIND, That Transferee is fit, willing and able

to properly engage in bona fide motor carrier operations under the
authority to be transferred.
An appropriate order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicants named in the caption above be

authorized to transfer all right, title, and interest in and to Contract

Carrier Permit No. B-4647, as granted by Commission Decision No. 64640,



dated March 5, 1965, subject to encumbrances, if any, against said author-
ity approved by this Commission.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said transfer shall become effec-

tive only if and when, but not before, said Transferor and Transferee
have advised the Commission in writing that said Permit has been formally
assigned, and that said parties have accepted, and in the future will
comply with the conditions and requirements of this Order, to be by them,
or either of them, kept and performed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the tariff of rates, rules, and

regulations of Transferor shall, upon proper adoption notice, become and
remain those of Transferee until changed according to law and the rules
and regulations of this Commission.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the right of Transferee to operate

under this Order shall be dependent upon compliance with all present and
future laws and rules and regulations of the Commission, and the filing
by Transferor of delinquent reports, if any, covering operations under
said Permit up to the time of transfer.

AND IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this Order shall become effec-

tive twenty-one days from the day and date hereof.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Wioners
vir



(Decision No. 83969)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

[N THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
SEYMOUR C. STUURMANS AND LUELLA M.
STUURMANS,, DOING BUSINESS AS "STU'S
UNLOADING SERVICE," 1034 SOUTH
UNIVERSITY BOULEVARD, DENVER, COLO-

)

)

) APPLICATION NO. 26972-PP-Transfer

|
RADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER ALL %

)

)

)

)

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

RIGHT, TITLE, AND INTEREST IN AND
TO CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO.
B-4753 TO STU'S UNLOADING SERVICE,
INC., 2201 SOUTH VALENTIA STREET,
DENVER, COLORADO.

- e o e wm e e w
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Appearances: William Andrew Wilson, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado,
for Applicants.

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-

entitled application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8(2);
that no protest, objection or petition to intervene or otherwise parti-
cipate in the proceeding has been filed by any person within the time
prescribed, and that the herein proceeding is therefore noncontested
and unopposed; and that pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-9(5), the herein
matter ic one which may properly be determined without the necessity

of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore sub-

mitted amply warrants approval of the transfer as hereinafter ordered;

WE FIND, That the financial standing of the Transferee has
been satic<factorily established and that the transfer is compatible
with the public interest;

AND WE FURTHER FIND, That Transferee is fit, willing and able

to properly engage in bona fide motor carrier operations under the au-
thority to be transferred.
An appropriate order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicants named in the caption above be

authorized to transfer all right, title, and interest in and to Contract



Carrier Permit No. B-4753, as granted by Commission Decision No. 77966,
dated June 17, 1971, subject to encumbrances, if any, against said au-
thority approved by this Commission.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said transfer shall become effec-

tive only if and when, but not before, said Transferor and Transferee
have advised the Commission in writing that said Permit has been formally
assigned, and that said parties have accepted, and in the future will
comply with the conditions and requirements of this Order, to be by them,
or either of them, kept and performed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the tariff of rates, rules, and

reguiations of Transferor shall, upon proper adoption notice, become and
remain thoce of Transferee until changed according to law and the rules
and regulations of this Commission.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the right of Transferee to operate

under this Order shall be dependent upon compliance with all present and
future laws and rules and regulations of the Commission, and the filing
by Tran<feror of delinquent reports, if any, covering operations under
said Permit up to the time of transfer.

AND IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this Order shall become effec-

tive twenty-one (21) days from the day and date hereof.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Cefimissioners



(Decision No. 83970)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
METROPOLITAN CONTRACT SERVICES, INC.,)
A DELAWARE CORPORATION, 710 NORTH APPLICATION NO. 26941-PP-Transfer
POST OAK, SUITE 100, HOUSTON, TEXAS,

FOR AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER ALL RIGHT, ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

TITLE, AND INTEREST IN AND TO CON- )

TRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO. B-7521 TO

METROPOLITAN CONTRACT SERVICES, INC.,

A TEXAS CORPORATION, 445 WEST 53RD

AVENUE, DENVER, COLORADO. )

Appearances: Hans W. Johnson, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado,
for Transferee,

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above

entitled application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8(2);
that no protest, objection or petition to intervene or otherwise parti-
cipate in the proceeding has been filed by any person within the time
prescribed, and that the herein proceeding is therefore noncontested
and unoppoced; and that pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-9(5), the herein
matter i< one which may properly be determined without the necessity
of a formal cral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted

amply warrantc approval of the transfer as hereinafter ordered;

WE FIND, That the financial standing of the Tre: feree has
been satisfactoriiy established and that the transfer is compatible with
the public interest;

AND WE FURTHER FIND, That Transferee is fit, willing and able

to properly engage in bona fide motor carrier operations under the au-
thority to be transferred.
An appropriate order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicants named in the caption above be

authorized to transfer all right, title, and interest in and to Contract



Carrier Permit No. B-7521, as granted by Commission Decision No. 82353,
dated February 9, 1973, subject to encumbrances, if any, against said
authority approved by this Commission.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said transfer shall become effec-

tive only if and when, but not before, said Transferor and Transferee
have advised the Commission in writing that said Permit has been formally
ascigned, and that said parties have accepted, and in the future will
comply with the conditions and requirements of this Order, to be by them,
or either of them, kept and performed.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the tariff of rates, rules, and

regulations of Transferor shall, upon proper adoption notice, become and
remain those of Transferee until changed according to law and the rules
and regulations of this Commission.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the right of Transferee to operate

under thi< Order c<hall be dependent upon compliance with all present and
future laws and rules and regulations of the Commission, and the filing
by Transferor of delinquent reports, if any, covering operations under
said Permit up to the time of transfer.

AND IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this Order shall become effec-

tive twenty-one (21) dayc from the day and date hereof.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

G LGy

Commi=<ioners
vjr



(Decision No. 83971)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORAD®

* %* *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION
OF GROSCH-TUCKER, INC., DOING
BUSINESS AS "GROSCH-TUCKER, INC.,
OF MISSOURI," 1521 CLEVELAND PLACE,
DENVER, CCLORADD, FOR A CLASS "B"
PERMIT TO OPERATE AS A CONTRACT
CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE

APPLICATION NO. 27011-PP

e S e N

...........

STATEMENT ANWD FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 37, 1973, Applicant Grosch-Tucker, Inc., doina business
as "Grosch-Tucker, Inc. of Missouri," filed a "Petition for Protective Order"
in the above-captioned matter.

On October 12, 1973, Protestant Bowers Transfer & Storage Co.
propounded Interrogatcries to the Applicant which would require Answers
within thirty (30) days from the service thereof, in accordance with Rule
4 M of the Rules of Practice and Procedure of the Commission and Rule 33
of the Colcrade Rules of Civil Procedure. Said Petition requests a protec-
tive order grantina Applicant to and including December 15, 1973, within
which to file said Answers to Interrogatories.

The Commission states and finds that sufficient grounds have been
shown for the grantina of the within request and concludes that the following

Order should be entered.



ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

The Petition for Protective Order filed October 31, 1973, by
Applicant Grosch-Tucker, Inc., doing business as "Grosch-Tucker, Inc. of
Missouri," requesting a Protective Order to and including December 15, 1973,
within which to file said Answers to Interrogatories be, and hereby is,
granted.

This Order shall be effective forthwith.

DONE- IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of Hovember, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

//ﬁ{lézg/

Commissioners



(Decision No 83972)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN
AIRWAYS, INC., 201 STAPLETON AIR TERMINAL, DENVER,

g APPLICATION NO,
COLORADO. FOR EXTENSION OF ITS EXISTING CERTIFICATE )

)

)

)

25193-Extension-Amended

OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC NO. AC-9
TO INCLUDE AND PERMIT PICK-UP AND DELIVERY BY
GROUND TRANSPORTATION.

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN
AIRWAYS, INC., 201 STAPLETON AIR TERMINAL, JENVER,
COLORADO, FOR EXTENSION OF ITS EXISTING CERTIFICATE
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC NO. ACS-45
TO INCLUDE AND PERMIT PICK-UP AND DELIVERY BY
GROUND TRANSPORTATION.

APPLICATION NO.
25194-Extension-Amended

)
)
)
)
)
)
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN ) APPLICATION NO.
AIRWAYS, INC., 201 STAPLETON AIR TERMINAL, DENVER, ) 25195-Extension-Amended
COLORADO, FOR EXTENSION OF ITS EXISTING CERTIFICATE )

OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC NO. ACS-62 )

TO INCLUDE AND PERMIT PICK-UP AND DELIVERY BY )

GROUND TRANSPORTATION. )

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ROCKY MOUNTAIN
AIRWAYS, INC., 201 STAPLETON AIR TERMINAL, DENVER,
COLORADO, FOR EXTENSION OF ITS EXISTING CERTIFICATE

) APPLICATION NO.

|
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY PUC NO. ACS-69 g

)

26489-Extension

TO INCLUDE AND PERMIT PICK-UP AND DELIVERY BY
GROUND TRANSPORTATION.,

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF VAIL LIMOUSINE
SERVICE, INC., DOING BUSINESS AS "ROCKY MOUNTAIN
AIR FREIGHT DELIVERY SERVICE, INC.," 1421 COURT

) APPLICATION NO.

)
PLACE, DENVER, COLORADO, FOR A CLASS "B" PERMIT %

)

25196-PP-Amended

TO OPERATE AS A CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VZHICLE
FOR HIRE.

B = e e Em o o = o oam

Appearances: Robert S. Wham, Esq..

Denver, Colorado, for
Applicants;

John F, Mueller, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado, for
Gary C. Bogue, doing
business as "Roaring
Fork Express Company."
Protestant.



STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On September 28, 1973, Examiner Thomas M. McCaffrey entered his
Recommended Decision Ne. 83785 in the above-entitled proceedings.

On October 18, 1973, Applicant Rocky Mountain Airways, Inc.,
filed an Exception to Decision No. 83785 as it applies to Application No.
26489-Extension.

On October 30, 1973, the Commission, by Decision No. 83941, granted
Applicant‘s Exception. The Commission adopted the Findings of Fact and Con-
clusions of Hearing Examiner Thomas M. McCaffrey as its own. In addition,
the Commission adopted the Examiner's Recommended Order without any change
or modification except with respect to paragraph 5 of the Examiner's Order
which it amended to read as set forth in paragraph 2 of its Order in Decision
No. 83941.

On October 14, 1973, Gary C. Bogue, doing business as "Roaring
Fork Express Company", through his attorney, filed with the Commission a
Tetter requesting an extension of time in which to file exceptions to
Recommended Decision No. 83785, being the Recommended Decision of the Examiner,
until and including October 29, 1973. By Decision No. 83904, the Commission
granted said request.

At the time the Commission entered its Decision No. 83941 dated
October 30, 1973, it was under the impression that Protestant Gary C. Bogue,
doing business as "Roaring Fork Express Company" had elected not to file
exceptions since, apparently, said Exceptions were not on file with the Com-
mission. In fact, Protestant, Gary C. Bogue, doing business as "Roaring
Fork Express Company" did file exceptions on October 29, 1973, and thus
complied with the extension of time which was granted to him by Decision No.
83904. Due to misrouting, this was not known by the Commission at the time it
entered Decision No. 83941. Accordingly, Decision No. 83941 was prematurely

entered by the Commission.
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The Commission Finds:

1. That Decision No, 83941 having been entered prematurely
should be set aside.

2. That Protestant Gary C. Bogue, doing bus{ﬁess as "Roaring
Fork Express Company", timely filed exceptions to Decision No. 83785,

3. That no transcript has been filed by any party in these pro-
ceedings. Accordingly, pursuant to 115-6-13 CRS 1963, as amended, the basic
Findings of Fact of the Examiner be, and hereby are, conclusively presumed
to be accurate.

4. That after reconsideration as required by statute, the Commission
finds that the Exception filed by Applicant should be granted.

5. That after reconsideration as required by statute, the Commission
finds that the Exceptions filed by Protestant, Gary C. Bogue, doing business
as "Roaring Fork Express Company", should be denied.

6. The following Order should be entered.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Decision No. 83941 be, and hereby is, set aside.

2. The Exception filed October 18, 1973, by Applicant Rocky
Meuntain Airways, Inc., be, and hereby is, granted.

3. The Exceptions filed on October 29, 1973, by Gary C. Bogue,
doing business as "Roaring Fork Express Company" be, and hereby are, denied.

4, Paragraph 5 of the Order contained in Decision No. 83785 is
amended to read as follows:

"5. Henceforth the full 4nd complete authority under Certi-

ficate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. ACS-69 shall
read and be as follows, to-wit:



Transportation on schedule of persons and property

1. Between Denver, Colorado, and airports in the
vicinity thereof on the one hand and Steamboat
Springs, Colorado, and airports within a ten-
mile radius thereof on the other hand.

2. Between the terminal point of Denver, Colorado and
airports in the vicinity thereof on the one hand
and the terminal point of the Yampa Valley Airport
near Hayden, Colorado, on the other hand with the
right to make an intermediate stop at Steamboat
Springs, Colorado, and airports or stolports within
a ten-mile radius thereof.

3. Upon an experimental basis only for a period of
three years from the effective date hereof, with
authority to operate the same seasonally only,
during the ski season, or otherwise, as follows:

a. Between Steamboat Springs, Colorado, and air-
ports within a ten-mile radius thereof on the
one hand and Aspen, Colorado, and airports in
the vicinity thereof on the other hand with the
right to make an intermediate stop at the Eagle
County Airport.

Between the terminal point of the Yampa Valley
Airport near Hayden, Colorado, on the one hand
and the terminal point of Aspen, Colorado, and
airports in the vicinity thereof on the other
hand, with the right to make intermediate stops
at Steamboat Springs, Colorado, and airports or
stolports within a ten-mile radius thereof, and
Vail, Colorado, and airports and stolports within
a thirty-five mile radius thereof.

4, The holder or operator herein is authorized

to provide service to the intermediate point of
Winter Park, Colorado, and airports or stolports
located within that portion of Grand County iying
within a twenty (20) mile radius of Winter Park,
Colorado, on its scheduled routes between Denver,
Colorado, and Steamboat Springs, Colorado, and
between Denver, Colorado, and Hayden, Colorado.

RESTRICTION:

This Certificate is restricted to the use of only
fixed-wing aircraft.

Transportation of air freight moving under an air bill of
lading issued by the holder or operator of this Certificate
within the following-described territories:



A. A ten (10) mile radius of Sardy Field, Aspen,
Colorados;

B. Two (2) miles on either side of that porticn of
U.S. Highway Nos., 6 and 40 and Interstate Highway
No. 70 located between Vail Pass and the west city
limits of the City of Glenwood Springs, Colorado.”
5. The findings of fact and conclusions of Hearing Examiner Thomas
M. McCaffrey in Recommended Decision No. 83785 be, and hereby are, adopted by
the Commission,
6. The Examiner's Recommended Order in said Decision No. 83785
be. and hereby is. except as changed by Paragraph 4 of this Order, entered
as the order of the Commission herein without any change or modification;
and the said Recommended Order, except as changed by Paragraph 4 of this
Order, be, and hereby is, incorporated herein by reference the same as if
1t had been set forth in full as the Order of the Commission.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

f&gﬁz,?/

Commissiope
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(Decision No. 83973)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

e * * % %

RE: TINCREASED RATES AND CHARGES )
McVAY BROS. TRANSFER, MOTOR ) INVESTIGATION & SUSPENSION
FREIGHT TARIFF NO. 3, LOCAL DOCKET NO, 818

CARTAGE RATES.

T e -

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS

BY THE COMMISSION:

On the date of October 5, 1973, McVay Bros. Transfer filed
revisions to Pages 1, 5, 6, 7, 8, 8-A, and 9 of its Motor Freight
Tariff No. 3, naming increased rates and charges to become effective
on Hovember 5, 1973. Said increases vary from 8% to 55% on various
portions of their traffic and would average out at slightly above 24%.

After review of the supporting data the Commission finds
that said increases if allowed to become effective may be in
violation of the law and the said filing should be suspended and set
for hearing to determine the reasonableness of the rates proposed.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. That Revised Pages 1, 5, 6, 7, 8, 8-A, and 9 to McVay
Bros. Transfer, Motor Freight Tariff No. 3, filed on October 5, 1973
scheduled to become effective on November 5, 1973, be, and they hereby
are suspended for a period of 120 days or until March 2, 1974.

2. That it shall enter upon a hearing concerning the
Tawfulness of the rates and charges set forth in the schedule
enumerated.

3. That the investigation in this proceeding shall not be
Timited to the matters and issues hereinbefore stated for instituting
this investigation, but shall include all matters and issues with
respect to the lawfulness of said schedules under the Public Utilities

Law.



4. That neither the schedules hereby suspended nor those
sought to be altered thereby shall be changed until this proceeding
has been disposed of or until the period of suspension or any
extension thereof has expired, unless otherwise ordered by the
Commission.

5. That a copy of this Order shall be filed with the
schedules in the Office of the Commission and that a copy hereof be
served upon Donald Bruce McVay, 185 Everett Street, Lakewood, Colorado
80226. The necessary suspension supplement shall be issued, filed
and posted to the respective tariff referred to in the Statement and
Order hereof.

6. That fourteen (14) days prior to the hearing date
herein Respondent shall provide the Secretary of the Commission with
copies of any and all exhibits which they intend to introduce in
evidence in support of their case.

7. That this Investigation and Suspension Docket No. 818 be,
and the same is hereby, set for hearing before the Commission on the
11th day of December, 1973, at 10 a.m., in the Hearing Room of the
Commission, 500 Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver,
Colorado 80203,

DONE IN OPEN MEETING this 2nd day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

2 \X_/é?/fz/

Commissioners



(Decision No. 83974)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* » *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
E. G. HIBBERT, DOING BUSINESS AS g APPLICATION NO. 27054-PP-Extension
"ROAD RUNNER ENTERPRISES," P. 0. BOX

1942, STEAMBOAT SPRINGS, COLORADO, )

FOR AUTHORITY TO EXTEND OPERATIONS )
UNDER CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO. ;

B"‘BO45.

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

November 2, 1973

= = = O W E W -

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above

entitled application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2);
that no protest, objection or petition to intervene or otherwise parti-
cipate ‘n the proceeding has been filed by any person within the time
prescribed and that the herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and
unopposed; and that pursuant. to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter
15 one which may properiy be determined without the necessity of a
formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submit-

ted amply warrants tne grant of authority as hereinarter extended and
ordered;

WE FIND, That there s a present and special need tor the
transportation services as hereinafter extended and ordered; and that
it does not appear that the grant of authority as hereinafter extended
and ordered wil! mpair the efficient public service of any authgrized
common carrier adequately serving the same territory over the same
general route or routes;

AND WE FURTHER FIND, That Applicant named in the caption above

‘s fit, willing and abie properly to perform the extended service as
hereinafter granted and to conform to the applicable statutory reqguire-
ments and the Commission's rules and regulations,

An appropriate order will be entered.



IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be

authorized to extend operations under said Contract Carrier Permit No.
B-8046 to include the following:
Transportation of
Baled hay
From all points located within Routt County, State of Colorado,
to all points located within an area comprised of the co nt s °
of Moffat, Routt, Rio Blanco, Jackson, Larimer, Weld, Boul -,
Adams, Arapahoe, Denver, Jefferson, Douglas, and E1 Paso, State
of Colorado.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That henceforth the full and complete

authority under said Contract Carrier Permit, as extended, shall read and
be as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto and this order shall be

deemed to be a PERMIT therefor,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until a statement of customers, the necessary tariffs, required insurance.
have been filed and authority sheets have been issued.

AND IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this order shall become effective

as of the day and date hereof.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

=7 A Z
/

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO DISSENTS.




COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO DISSENTING:

[ respectfully dissent,
Good cause is not shown for less than 30 days' notice as
required by law.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commission
h



Appendix

Decision No. 83974
November 2, 1973

Road Runner Enterprises

Transportation of

(1) Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction
of roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

(2) Sand and gravel
From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated
radius as restricted below,

(3) Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below,

(4) Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs
within the designated radius as restricted below,

RESTRICTION: Items No. 1, 2, 3, and 4 of this Permit are restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 50 miles from the point(s) of origin.

(5) Baled hay
From all points located within Routt County, State of Colorado, to all
points located within an area comprised of the counties of Moffat, Routt,

Rio Blanco, Jackson, Larimer, Weld, Boulder, Adams, Arapahoe. Denver,
Jefferson, Douglas, and E1 Paso, State of Colorado.

il



(Decision No., 83975)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

o * *

RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
RESPONDENT , ARTHUR A. RICE, DOING ; CASE NO. 5524
BUSINESS AS "ART'S MOBILE HOMES,"

483 NORTH TOWNSEND AVENUE, MONTROSE, )
COLORADO, UNDER CERTIFICATE OF i

PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY

PUC NO. 3642 AND PUC NO. 3642-I.

SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER

o me o o e W W e

R R . .

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On September 27, 1973, Examiner Thomas M. McCaffrey entered his
recommended decision in the above-entitled case being Decision No. 83771
which by operation of law became the decision of the Commission and
provided as follows, to wit:

"3. Respondent's authority with this Commission,
namely, Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC
No. 3642 and PUC No. 3642-1, be, and the same hereby is,
revoked and canceled as of November 1, 1973; provided,
however, that in Tieu of said revocation and cancellation,
Respondent may pay the sum of Four Thousand Dollars ($4.000)
to the Treasurer of the State of Colorado on or before
November 1, 1973, for the use and benefit of the Public
Utilities Commission, in which event and upon the presentation
of evidence of said payment to this Commission that portion
of this Order pertaining to the cancellation and revocation
of the aforesaid Certificate shall be null and void and of no
effect and said authority shall be fully operative.”

Inasumuch as Respondent, Arthur A. Rice, doing business as
Art's Mobile Homes, has elected and paid the sum of Four Thousand Dollars
($4,000) as provided in Decision No. 83771, the Commission states and finds
that Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 3642 and PUC
No. 3642-1 should not be revoked and the same should remain in full force

and effect.
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THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

That the portion of Decision No, 83771, dated September 27, 1973,
providing for the revocation of Certificate of Public Convenience and Neces-
sity PUC No. 3642 and PUC No, 3642~I of Respondent, Arthur A. Rice, doing
business as Art's Mobile Homes, be, and the same hereby is, vacated, set
aside and held for naught, and that said operating rights shall remain in
full force and effect and be fully operative.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

= Y

CommiSjipné?s
hbp



(Decision No. 83976)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
JOSE A. BACA AND BEN G. VELASQUEZ, ) APPLICATION NO, 26989-PP-Extension
DOING BUSINESS AS "B & V HAULING," )
1745 WEST STOLL PLACE, DENVER, )
COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO EXTEND )
CPERATIONS UNDER CONTRACT CARRIER ;

PERMIT NO. B-7918.

ORDER GF THE COMMISSION

S

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above

entitled application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2);
that no protest, objection or petition to intervene or otherwise parti-
cipate in the proceeding has been filed by any person within the time
prescribed and that the herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and
unopposed; and that pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter
is one which may properly be determined without the necessity of a
formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submit-

ted amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter extended and
ordered;

WE FIND, That there 1s a present and special need for the
transportation services as hereinafter extended and ordered; and that
1t does not appear that the grant of authority as hereinafter extended
and ordered will impair the efficient public service of any authorized
common carrier adequately serving the same territory over the same
general route or routes;

AND WE FURTHER FIND, That Applicants named in the caption above

are fit, willing and able properly to perform the extended service as
hereinafter granted and to conform to the applicable statutory require-
ments and the Commission’s rules and regulations.

An appropriate order will be entered.



[T IS ORDERED, That Applicants named in the caption above be

authorized to extend operations under said Contract Carrier Permit No.
B-7918 to include the following:
Transportation of
Unprocessed cucumbers and unprocessed peppers
Between all points located within an area comprised of the
counties of Adams, Arapahoe, Denver, Douglas. E1 Paso,
Jefferson, Pueblo, and Weld, State of Colorado.
RESTRICTION: This Permit 1s restricted to rendering trans-
portation service for only K G & W, Inc. dba Bluhill Foods,
Arvada, Colorado,

iT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That henceforth the full and complete

authority under said Contract Carrier Permit, as extended, shall read
and be as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto and this oraer shal!
be deemed to be a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS _FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced

until a statement of customers, the necessary tariffs, required insurance,
have been filed and authority sheets have been issued,

AND IT 1S5 FURTHER ORDERED, That this order shall become

efrective as of the day and date hereof.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 2nd day of November, 1973,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

CommissToners
hbp



Appendix

Decision No, 83976
November 2, 1973

B & V Hauling

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction
of roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated
radius as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: Items No. 1, 2, 3, and 4 of this Permit are restricted as follows:

(5)

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any trahsportation service beyond a radius
of 100 miles from the point(s) of origin.

New and used building materials

From supply points located within a radius of ten (10) miles of the inter-
section of Colfax and Broadway, Denver, Colorado, to construction sites
Tocated within a radius of fifty (50) miles of said intersection.

RESTRICTION: Item No. 5 of this Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Restricted to rendering transportation service for only lumber dealers,
drywall suppliers, roofing contractors, and water sprinkling system
installers.,

(b) Restricted against rendering transportation service to points located
within Summit and Park Counties, State of Colorado.



Appendix

Decision No, 83976
November 2, 1973
Page 2

B & V Hauling

(6) Unprocessed cucumbers and unprocessed peppers

Between all points located within an area comprised of the counties of

Adams, Araphoe, Denver, Douglas, E1 Paso, Jefferson, Pueblo, and Weld,
State of Colorado.

RESTRICTION: Item No. 6 of this Permit is restricted to rendering transpor-
on service for only K G & W, Inc., dba Bluhill Foods, Arvada, Colorado.



(Decision No. 83977)
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) CASE NO. 4148-H-INS.
BROWN BROTHERS TRASH SERVICE, INC., )

710 EAST HARRISON, COLORADO SPRINGS, ) RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
COLORADO, 80907, FOR REINSTATEMENT ) ROBERT L. PYLE, EXAMINER
OF P.U.C. NO. 2606. g

DENYING PETITION

D T T T T

Appearances: Michael A. Berniger, Esq.,
Colorado Springs, Colorado,
for Petitioner;

William A. Wilson, Esq., and

Robert G. Shepherd, Jr., Esq.,
Denver, Colorado, for
Superior Sanitation, Inc.;
C & C Disposal; Security
Garbage Co.; Best-Way Dis-
posal Co.; and Colorado
Springs Sanitation, Inc.,
Protestants.

PROCEDURE AND RECORD

By the subject petition, filed August 3, 1973, the Petitioner seeks
to reinstate Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 2606,
which had been revoked and canceled by appropriate Commission Order effective
March 5, 1973.

Protests to the petition were filed on behalf of Superior Sani-
tation, Inc.; C & C Disposal; Security Garbage Co.; Best-Way Disposal Co.;
and Colorado Springs Sanitation, Inc.

After due and proper notice to all interested parties, a hearing on
the petition was held on Monday, October 1, 1973, before Examiner Robert L.
Pyle, to whom the matter was assigned, pursuant to law. At the hearing,
the Petitioner presented testimony in support of its petition by Mr. W. M.
Bevers. Exhibits 1, 2, and 3 were offered and duly received in evidence.
Protestants moved that official notice be taken of certain documents in the
Commission's files, and said Motion was conditionally granted upon Protestants'
filing a written Motion therefor. A written Motion was so filed and official

notice is taken of Petitioner's Designation of Agent for Service of Notices,



Orders and other Communications, that one Clifford J. Buckley, whose address
is listed in the Commission files as 128 South Tejon Street, Colorado Springs,
Colorado, was Petitioner's designated agent on file with the Commission, and
the Certificate of Service by the Secretary of the Commission indicates service
of Notice to Show Cause on February 13, 1973, and Notice of Revocation and
Cancellation of Operating Rights of Petitioner on February 26, 1973, all sent
to said designated agent.

At the conclusion of the hearing, the matter was taken under advise-
ment by the Examiner. Further, the Examiner gave Petitioner and Protestants
the opportunity to file simultaneous post-hearing briefs and proposed
recommended decisions on or before October 19, 1973, if they chose to do so.
Pursuant thereto, the Protestants have filed with the Commission Post-Hearing
Briefs and Proposed Recommended Decision. Petitioner did not file such
documents.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Robert L. Pyle now transmits
herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this proceeding, to-
gether with a written recommended decision, which contains his findings of
fact and conclusions thereon, together with his recommended order or
requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found as
fact that:

1. Petitioner, Brown Brothers Trash Service, Inc., hereinafter
referred to by name or as Petitioner, is a Colorado corporation, duly autho-
rized to do business within the State of Colorado. Its principle office is
located in Colorado Springs, Colorado. It is a wholly owned subsidiary of
Godwin Bevers Co., Inc., despite the fact that it appears that no stock
has ever been issued in Brown Brothers Trash Service, Inc. On February
13, 1973, the Commission sent Notice to Petitioner that a hearing would be

held on February 26, 1973, wherein Petitioner would be required to show

i



cause why its Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 2606
should not be revoked and cancedled for failure to have on file with the
Commission appropriate insurance, said Notice being sent to the Registered
Agent for Service of the Petitioner herein.

2. On February 26, 1973, pursuant to appropriate Commission Decision
and Case No. 4148-H-Ins., the Commission entered an Order revoking and
canceling Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 2606 for
failure of the Petitioner herein to appear or otherwise communicate with
the Commission in response to the Show J’Gause Order.

3. Commission Decision and Case No. 4148-H-Ins., dated February
26, 1973, was sent to the Designated Agent for Service of the Petitioner
herein.

4. The Petitioner herein failed to have on file with the Com-
mission appropriate insurance which resulted in the revocation and cancel-
lation of its Certificate.

5. The Petitioner had on file with the Commission a Designation
of Agent for Service of Process, Notice and Orders, indicating a Mr.
Clifford J. Buckley, at 128 South Tejon- Street, Colorado Springs, Colorado.

6. Contrary to the Rules and Regulations of the Commission,
the Petitioner failed to notify the Commission of a change of address
when its office was moved in November of 1972.

7. During the early part of 1973 the Petitioner entered into
an agreement with Mr. Charles McAllister for the purchase of its Certifi-
cate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 2606, and, in fact, the
said Charles McAllister has been operating Certificate of Public Convenience
and Necessity PUC No. 2606 or at least serving the customers formerly
served thereunder by Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC
No. 2573 in the name of Big Mac Disposa1 Service, Inc., which is owned
and controlled by the aforesaid Charles McAllister and which duplicates

entirely Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 2606.
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8. The evidence establishes that the sole purpose of the Petition
to Reinstate Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 2606
is to effect its sale to the aforementioned Charles McAllister who already
serves its customers under his own Certificate of Public Convenience and
Necessity PUC No. 2573.

9. The evidence further establishes that Charles McAllister
already holds authority from the Public Utilities Commission, which entirely
duplicates the authority which was contained in Certificate of Public Con-
venience and Necessity PUC No. 2606.

10. The Petitioner has allowed Charles McAllister to operate as
a common carrier by motor vehicle pursuant to a Temporary Authority grant
to Brown Brothers Trash Service, Inc., in Application No. 26924, contrary
to the provisions of Chapter 115, CRS 1963, as amended. The evidence
establishes that Mr. McAllister is using the Petitioner's equipment without
an appropriate lease agreement on file with the Commission. The evidence
further establishes that Brown Brothers maintains absolutely no control
whatsoever over Mr. McAllister's operations under the Temporary Authority
grant. The evidence also establishes that Mr. McAllister will receive a
percentage of the profits, if any, from his conduct of the operations under
the Temporary Authority grant.
11. The Petitioner is attempting to broker its former Certifi-
cate to Mr. McAllister contrary to the Commission Rules and Regulations
and the public policy against this type of conduct. Further, the Petitioner
established no reason to justify the reinstatement of its former Certificate.
12. The public would not benefit in any way from the reinstatement
of Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 2606 since
existing carriers can and are adequately handling all customers formerly
served under Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 2606.
13. The Petitioner has consistently failed to comply with
numerous provisions of Chapter 115, CRS 1963, as amended, as well as the
Rules and Regulations of the Public Utilities Commission and is unfit to
operate as a common carrier by motor vehicle.

sl



CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon the foregoing findings of fact, it is concluded that:

1. Brown Brothers Trash Service, Inc.'s Petition to Reinstate
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 2606 should be
denied.

2. Petitioner has shown a pattern of illegal and irresponsible
conduct and is obviously attempting to broker a non-existing certificate
to a carrier already holding identical authority. Such a reinstatement
would be contrary to the public policy and would not be in the public
interest.

3. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-

mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

‘1. Brown Brothers Trash Service, Inc.'s Petition to Reinstate
its former Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity PUC No. 2606
be, and hereby is, denied.

2. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

3. As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties, or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to be
served upon the parties), or unless it is stayed within such time by the

Commission upon its own motion, this Recommended Decision shall become

B



the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions of 115-6-14,

CRS 1963, as amended,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
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(Decision No. 83978)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
SAN ISABEL ELECTRIC SERVICES, INC.,
TO TRANSFER CERTAIN FACILITIES TO
COLORADO-UTE ELECTRIC ASSOCIATION, INC.
)
)

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
SOUTHEAST COLORADO POWER ASSOCIATION
TO TRANSFER CERTAIN FACILITIES TO
COLORADO-UTE ELECTRIC ASSOCIATION, INC.

APPLICATION NO. 26930

APPLICATION NO. 26931

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
COLORADO-UTE ELECTRIC ASSOCIATION, )
INC., FOR AN ORDER AUTHORIZING IT TO )
ISSUE AND ASSUME CERTAIN SECURITIES. )

APPLICATION NO. 26932-Securities

Appearances: Leo Altman, Esq.,
Pueblo, Colorado, for
Applicant, San Isabel
Electric Services, Inc.

Thomas Farley, Esq.,
Pueblo, Colorade, for
Applicant, Southeast Colorado
Power Association.

John J. Conway, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado, and

John A. Hughes, Esqg.,
Montrose, Colorado, for
Applicant, Colorado-Ute
Electric Association, Inc.

Glenn L. Pierre, Denver, Colorado,
and James D. Grundy, Denver,
Colorado, of the Staff of the
Commission.

PROCEDURE AND RECORD

BY THE COMMISSION:

On August 28, 1973, the above-named Applicants, to-wit: San
Isabel Electric Services, Inc. (hereinafter called San Isabel), South-
east Colorado Power Association (hereinafter called Southeast), and

Colorado-Ute Electric Association, Inc. (hereinafter called Colorado-Ute),



filed with the Commission the above-erftitled applications, the first two
applications generally seeking authority for San Isabel and Southeast

to transfer certain properties and facilities to Colorado-Ute, and the
third application generally seeking authority for Colorado-Ute to

execute certain Mortgage Notes to the United States of America in order

to assume certain indebtednesses of San Isabel and Southeast in connection
with the properties and facilities proposed to be transferred.

On September 7, 1973, the Applicants jointly filed a Motion
generally asking that the above-entitled applications be consolidated for
hearing and heard on a joint record, and that the time for the entry of
a decision on the securities application be extended until such time as
a decision be entered on the transfer applications. This Motion was
granted by Decisfon No. 83671 dated September 11, 1973.

By due and proper notice dated September 13, 1973, the aforesaid
applications were regularly set for hearing on October 25, 1973, at 10 a.m.
in the Hearing Room of the Commission, 507 Columbine Building, 1845
Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado, and -- at such time and place -- were
heard by Hearing Examiner Thomas M. McCaffrey, to whom the matters were
assigned pursuant to law.

No protests were filed with regard to the applications, and no
one appeared at the hearing in opposition to the granting of any of the
applications.

In support of the applications, the President of San Isabel,
the Administrative Assistant of Southeast, and the General Manager and
the Assistant General Manager of Finance of Colorado-Ute testified, and
Exhibits 1 through 20 were admitted into evidence.

At the conclusion of the hearing all three applications were

taken under advisement.



FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, it is found as fact
that:

1. Applicant San Isabel Electric Services, Inc. (hereinafter
called San Isabel), is a public utility as defined in 1963 Colorado
Revised Statutes 115-1-3. It is engaged in the business of purchasing,
distributing and selling electricity to its customers in the Counties
of Pueblo, Huerfano, Las Animas, Otero, Custer and Fremont in the State
of Colorado. It is an incorporated cooperative association organized and
existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of Colorado, and
copies of its Articles of Incorporation and all amendments thereto are
on file with the Commission.

2. Applicant Southeast Colorado Power Association (hereinafter
called Southeast), is a public utility as defined in 1963 Colorado Revised
Statutes 115-1-3. It is engaged in the business of purchasing, distribut-
ing and selling electricity to its customers in the Counties of Prowers,
Bent, Otero, Cheyenne, Baca, Las Animas, Kiowa, Pueblo, E1 Paso, Crowley
and Lincoln in the State of Colorado. It is an incorporated cooperative
association organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the
State of Colorado, and copies of its Articles of Incorporation and all
amendments thereto are on file with the Commission.

3. Applicant Colorado-Ute Electric Association, Inc. (herein-
after called Colorado-Ute), 1s a public utility as defined in 1963
Coloradc Revised Statutes 115-1-3. It is engaged in the generation and
transmission of electric power and energy for sale at wholesale to its
members within the State of Colorado. It is a corporation organized and
existing under the laws of the State of Colorado, and copies of its
Articles of Incorporation and all amendments thereto are on file with the

Commission.



4. The Commission has jurisdiction over the Applicants and
over the subject matter of the applications.

5. The properties and facilities sought to be transferred by
San Isabel to Colorado-Ute generally consist of two 69 kv oil circuit
breakers and associated 69 kv breaker bays and steel located in the
San Isabel Walsenburg Substation in Huerfano County, Colorado, together
with various associated properties appurtenant thereto, all as more fully
set forth in Exhibit Nos. 1 and 6.

6. The properties and facilities sought to be transferred by
Southeast to Colorado-Ute generally consist of four parcels of land in
Prowers County, Colorado, together with a portion of the 115/69 kv La Junta
Substation, the 115/69 kv Lamar Substation, and the 69 kv South Lamar
Switching Station, and various associated propgrties appurtenant thereto,
all as more fully set forth in Exhibit Nos. 3 and 6.

7. The transfers of the aforesaid properties and facilities from
San Isabel and Southeast to Colorado-Ute are in accordance with the public
interest because the ownership, operation, and maintenance of said proper-
ties and facilities by Colorado-Ute will enhance its ability to provide
better wholesale service to its members and there will be no adverse
effect upon the consumers presently served by San Isabel and Scutheast.
Under Colorado-Ute's policy, the properties and facilities are more proper-
ly a part of Colorado-Ute's transmission system than a part of San Isabel's
and Southeast's distribution systems.

8. Colorado-Ute should assume indebtednesses of San Isabel in
the amounts of $22,025.43 and $17,413.26 to the United States of America
in order to pay for the properties and facilities being transferred to it
by San Isabel. In order to effect this debt assumption, it is necessary
that Colorado-Ute execute and deliver Notes in the amounts just indicated

to the United States.



9. Colorado-Ute should assume indebtednesses of Southeast in
the amounts of $35,557.02 and $543,862.39 to the United States of
America in order to pay for the properties and facilities being trans-
ferred to it by Southeast. In order to effect this assumption, it is
necessary that Colorado-Ute execute and deliver Notes in the amounts
Just indicated to the United States.

10. The Rural Electrification Administration and the Boards
of Directors of San Isabel, Southeast, and Colorado-Ute have approved the
aforesaid transfers and acquisitions upon the terms and conditions set
forth herein.

11. The financial position of Colorado-Ute and its ability to
serve its members will not be impaired by the assumption of the aforesaid
indebtednesses.

12. The Agreement dated as of December 31, 1972, between San
Isabel, Colorado-Ute, and the United States of America (Exhibit No. 1)
should be authorized and approved.

13. The Agreement dated as of December 31, 1972, between South-
east, Colorado-Ute, and the United States of America (Exhibit No. 3)
should be authorized and approved.

14. The Mortgage Notes dated as of December 31, 1972, from
Colorado-Ute to the United States of America, in the amounts, respectively,
of $22,025.43, $17,413.26, $35,557.02, and $543,862.39 (Exhibit Nos. 11,
12, 13, and 14) are not inconsistent with the public interest, and the
purposes thereof are permitted by and are consistent with the provisions
of 1963 Colorado Revised Statutes, Chapter 115, and therefore the execution
of the same should be authorized and approved.

15. Colorado-Ute should be authorized to assume existing indebt-
ednesses of San Isabel to the United States of America in the amounts of

$22,025.43 and $17,413.26, and existing indebtednesses of Southeast to



the United States of America in the amounts of $35,557.02 and $543,862.39,
such assumptions to be evidenced by the execution of the Mortgage Notes
referred to in Finding No. 14 hereof. The aforesaid amounts represent

the net book value of the properties and facilities being transferred as
of the effective date of the transfers, to-wit: December 31, 1972.

16. San Isabel should be authorized to transfer to Colorado-Ute
the properties and facilities described in Finding No. 5 hereof, and South-
east should be authorized to transfer to Colorado-Ute the properties and
facilities described in Finding No. 6 hereof.

17. The transfers of the aforesaid properties and facilities by
San Isabel and Southeast to Colorado-Ute will enable the latter to better
serve 1ts members and such transfers are in the public interest and 1in
accordance with the public convenience and necessity.

18. Since 1963 Colorado Revised Statutes 115-1-4(5), as amended,
requires the timely disposition of securities applications, the Commission
finds, in accordance with 1963 Revised Statutes 115-6-9(6), as amended,
that the execution of its functions imperatively and unavoidably requires
that the recommended decision of the Hearing Examiner be omitted in this
case and that this Decision be the initial Decision of the Commission.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

1. Public convenience and necessity requires that San Isabel
Electric Services, Inc. be authorized to transfer the properties and
facilities referred to herein to Colorado-Ute Electric Association, Inc.

2. Public convenience and necessity requires that Southeast
Colorado Power Association be authorized to transfer the properties and
facilities referred to herein to Colorado-Ute Electric Association, Inc.

3. The authority sought by Colorado-Ute Electric Association,
Inc., to execute and deliver securities as referred to herein is in the

public interest and should be granted.
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4. An appropriate Order will be entered.
ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. That the transfer of properties and facilities described
herein from San Isabel Electric Services, Inc. to Colorado-Ute Electric
Association, Inc. be, and the same hereby is, authorized and approved.

2. That the transfer of properties and facilities described
herein from Southeast Colorado Power Association to Colorado-Ute Electric
Association, Inc. be, and the same hereby is, authorized and approved.

3. That the execution of the Agreement dated as of December 31,
1972, between San Isabel Electric Services, Inc., Colcrado-Ute Electric
Association, Inc., and the United States of America (Exhibit No. 1) be,
and the same hereby is, authorized and approved.

4. That the execution of the Agreement dated as of December 31,
1972, between Southeast Colorado Power Association, Colorado-Ute Electric
Association, Inc., and the United States of America (Exhibit No. 3) be,
and the same hereby is, authorized and approved.

5. That the issuance of Mortgage Notes by Colorado-Ute Electric
Association, Inc. to the United States of America in the amounts of
$22,025.43, $17,413.26, $35,557.02, and $543,862.39 (Exhibits 11, 12, 13,
and 14) be, and the same hereby is, authorized and approved.

6. That the assumpticn of indebtednesses of San Isabel Electric
Services, Inc. to the United States of America by Colorado-Ute Electric
Assocfation, Inc. in the amounts of $22,025.43 and $17,413.26, to be
evidenced by Mortgage Notes in said amounts be, and the same hereby is,
authorized and approved.

7. That the assumption of indebtednesses of Southeast Colorado
Power Assocfation to the United States of America by Colorade-Ute Electric
Association, Inc. in the amounts of $35,557.02 and $543,862.39, to be

e



evidencea Ly 116/ Lgage NGies n taid amounts, be, and ine same hereby 15,
authorized and approved.

8, That within one hundred twenty (120) days of the execution of
the loan instruments authorized herein, Colorado-Ute Electric Association,
Inc. shall file with this Commission one (1) conformed copy of each of
such loan instruments made and entered into in connection herewith.

S, That nothing hereir contained shall be construed to imply any
recommendation or guarantee of or any obligation with regard to said
securities on the part of the State of Colorado.

10. That the Commission retain jurisdiction in this proceeding to
the end that it may make such further order or orders in the premises
as to 't may seem proper or desirable.

11. That the authority hecein granted shall be exercised from and
atter the date of this Ordes, and the Order herein contained shall be
effective forthwith, as provided in 963 Colorado Revised Statutes
115-6-9(6), as amended.

12, That the within Decision and Order shall be the initial
Decision and Order of the Commission,

DONE IN GPEN MEETING the 6th day of November, 1973,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE GF COLORADO

Commiscioners—
did



(Decision No. 83979)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

- * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION

OF SALIDA GAS SERVICE COMPANY,

1448 F STREET, SALIDA, COLORADO,

FOR AN ORDER AUTHORIZING IT TO APPLICATION NO. 27094
SUSPEND THE AVAILABILITY OF

NATURAL GAS SERVICE TO NEW CUS-

TOMERS OR FOR INCREASED LOADS TO

EXISTING CUSTOMERS.

P . T T

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On November 5, 1973, Salida Gas Service Company, Applicant herein,
an operating public utility subject to the jursidiction of this Commission,
engaged ‘n the purchase, distribution, and sale of natural gas in the City
of Salida, Town of Poncha Springs, and Community of Nathrop and surrounding
areas, filed with this Commission the above-entitled application. Appli-
cant's entire gas supply is purchased from Western Slope Gas Company, an
intrastate gas transmission company, subject to the jurisdiction of this
Commission.

By this application Salida Gas Service Company seeks authority
from this Commission to file on less than statutory notice certain tariff
revisions which are attached to the application as Exhibit A. The purpose
of the tariff revisions is to place a moratorium on adding new natural
gas loads to the natura! gas system. Applicant also proposes to place a
moratorium on increased loads of its existing customers where any modifica-
tion or enlargement of gas service facilities i1s required to serve such
increased loads.

Applicant claims in its application that until it is able to

obtain an additional supply of natural! gas it faces a potential shortage



of peak day gas supply, as well as annual! gas requirements if additional
loads ‘are connected to its system.

CONCLUSION
THE COMMISSION CONCLUDES THAT:

Good cause exists to allow the filing of Applicant's proposed
tariff revisions as set forth in Exhibit A attached to the application
herein, to become effective on not less than one (1) day's notice, and that
the following order should be made.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Applicant be, and hereby is, authorized to file to become
effective on not less than one (1) day's notice in accordance with 115-3-4
CRS 1963, as amended, the proposed tariff revisions contained in Exhibit
A attached to the application herein, which Exhibit is incorporated herein
and made a part hereof by reference.

2. Applicant shall within five (5) days of the effective date of
this Order, refile such tariff sheet as may be necessary to reflect the
moratorium established hereby, the effective date and the number of the
decision authorizing the same. This filing is solely for housekeeping
purposes and may be made without further notice, this Order being fully
self-executing in all respects.

3. Applicant shall within five (5) days of the effective date
of this Order submit to this Commission a notarized statement by an officer
of Salida Gas Service Company listing each application received for gas
service, i1f any, from November 1, 1973, to the date this tariff became
effective.

4. Applicant shall continue to accept the filing of requests
for gas service, and shall maintain appropriate records reflecting the
name and address of the requesting customer and the date and time of the
filing of said request.

5. Applicant shall file with the Commission, at the earliest

practicable time, but in any event no later than thirty (30) days prior



to the date on which 1t proposes to 11ft the moratorium with respect to
the tariffs contained in Exhibit A attached to the application herewith,
which Exhibit is incorporated herewith and made a part hereof by reference,
a plan or procedure for granting new service connections, which plan shall
be subject to approval, modification, or rejection by the Commission; and
Applicant shall give notice of the filing of said proposed plan in accord-
ance with the procedures of Rule 26 C. of The Rules of Practice and Pro-
cedure of this Commission.

6. This Order shall become effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 6th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLQRADO

cf;'/’l%—/—%g/




(Decision No. 83980)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

PROFESSIONAL ANSWERING SERVICE OF
BOULDER, INC,
1919 14TH STREET
BOULDER, COLORADO,
Complainant, CASE NO. 5522
RECOMMENDED DECISION OF

CHRISTIAN 0. IGENBERGS,
EXAMINER

Vs.

THE MOUNTAIN STATES TELEPHONE AND
TELEGRAPH COMPANY and
THOMAS TELEPHONE ANSWERING SERVICE,

Respondents.

_________

Appearances: Howard Beck, Esq., Denver,
Colorado, for Professional
Answering Service of Boulder,
Inc., Complainant;

Jarvis W. Seccombe, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado, for The
Mountain States Telephone
and Telegraph Company,
Respondent;

Eugene M. Thomas, Boulder,
Colorado, of Thomas Telephone
Answering Service, Respondent,

ro se;
Girts Krumins, Esq.. Denver,

Colorado, for the Staff of
the Commission.

PROCEDURE AND RECORD

On May 7, 1973, Professional Answering Service of Boulder, Inc.,
(hereinafter referred to by the full corporate name or as Professional
or as Complainant), filed the within Complaint against The Mountain States
Telephone and Telegraph Company (hereinafter also referred to as Mountain
States) and Thomas Telephone Answering Service (hereinafter also referred

to as Thomas), Respondents. Complainant alleges, inter alia, that Moun~

tain States, in violation of the express provisions of its own "General
Exchange Tariff" is permitting Thomas to use its secretarial or adminis-

trative lines as a telephone answering service for making outgoing calls



or for communication between the said Thomas Telephone Answering Service
and its patrons, all in violation of said tariff expressly prohibiting such
use in Section 29, Third Revised Sheet 1, Para. 3 of said tariff, thus
creating a benefit and unfair business advantage to the aforesaid Thomas
Telephone Answering Service. Complainant prays that this Commission enjoin
Respondent Mountain States from permitting Thomas to use the latter's
secretarial lines for making outgoing calls or for communicating with its
patrons and to further enjoin Thomas from using its present equipment or
any other equipment in violation of the aforesaid section of the General
Exchange Tariff of Mountain States.

The Commission assigned Docket No. 5522 to the complaint case.
On May 9, 1973, the Secretary of the Commission served an ORDER TO SATISFY
OR ANSWER on Respondents, which said Order stated that unless the Com-
plaint is satisfied, Respondents are ordered to answer the complaint within
twenty (20) days from the date of service. On May 25, 1973, Respondent
Mountain States filed with the Commission an ANSWER to the Complaint.

Pursuant to law, the Commission designated Christian 0. Igenbergs
as Examiner for the purpose of conducting a hearing on Case No. 5522 and,
after due and proper notice to Complainant and Respondents, set the matter
for hearing to be held in the hearing room of the Commission, Columbine
Building, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado, on Wednesday, July 11,
1973, at 10 a.m. The case was heard at the aforesaid time and place.

Exhibits numbered 1 through 10 were tendered and admitted into
evidence.

At the conclusion of the hearing, the subject matter was taken
under advisement,

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Christian 0. Igenbergs now
transmits herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this pro-
ceeding, together with a written recommended decision which contains his
findings of fact and conclusions thereon, together with the recommended

order or requirement.



FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found as
fact that:

1. Professional Answering Service of Boulder, Inc., is a Colo-
rado corporation, duly incorporated and existing under the laws of the
state of Colorado.

2. The Mountain States Telephone and Telegraph Company, Respon-
dent herein, is a public utility subject to regulation by this Commission,
and it is engaged in the business of providing telephone services in the
state of Colorado.

3. Thomas Telephone Answering Service is a sole proprietorship
owned by one Eugene M. Thomas, a resident of Boulder, Colorado.

4, Both the Complainant and the Respondent Thomas are customers
of Mountain States and both provide a telephone answering service to their
subscribers.

5. Pursuant to Chapter 115, CRS 1963, as amended, this Commis=-
sion has jurisdiction over Complainant, Respondents, and the subject matter
of this proceeding,

6. Thomas Telephone Answering Service has been in the telephone
answering service business for a number of years dating back to at least
1961, at which time they acquiried and later added a total of eight tele-
phone switchboards known in the trade as Model 557A, which said equipment,
due to several contributing and facilitating elements such as the newness
of the telephone company's cables in the Boulder area, modern carrier cable,
certain features of the weather in the geographic location of Boulder, Colo-
rado, shorter distance of lines, and the fact that the board contains two
cords, permits Thomas to utilize the so-called secretarial or administra-
tive lines contained in the boards to effect a so-called "ring-through"
when, for example, a physician's patient calls the subscribing physician's
number. When the secretary at Thomas's working the switchboards receives

such a call, she can manually ring on her secretarial or administrative



line the subscribing physician, who, if present at his phone and if he so
elects, can pick up his phone and carry on the conversation.

7. Complainant went into business in October 1972, offering,
in effect, identical service as does Thomas in the same geographical area,
the two answering services thus being in competition for the same market.
Comp]ﬁinant, however, was not informed by Mountain States that such a
"ring-through" feature could be made available to him by installing the
Model 557A boards and, therefore, ordered from Mountain States and had
installed three Model 557B switchboards, which said switchboards do not
permit any “ring-through."

8. Both Models 557A and 557B are currently being manufactured
in the Bell System and neither one is considered obsolete.

The "ring-through" characteristic of the 557A board, while

it exists under given circumstances as outlined supra, is not a feature

intentionally built into the switchboard. In some locations in this state,
the 557A switchboard will not allow such a "ring-through" condition, and
therefore, it is not used generally by Mountain States salesmen as a point
in favor of or against a particular model when making a sale. In the
Boulder area, however, the 557A switchboard does provide this condition or
benefit to the customer of Mountain States,

The Complainant is therefore put at a disadvantage in
competing with Respondent Thomas.

9. The applicable statutory and tariff provisions are found in

the following, to wit:

(a) 115-3-2, CRS 1963, as amended:

“115-3-2. Regulation of Rates -- correction of abuses.
-= The power and authority 15 hereby vested in the
public utilities commission of the state of Colorado,
and it is hereby made its duty to adopt all necessary
rates, charges, and regulations to govern and regulate
all rates, charges and tariffs of every public utility
of this state to correct abuses, and prevent unjust
discriminations and extortions in the rates, charges

and tariffs of such public utilities of this state, and
to generally supervise and regulate every public utility
in this state and to do all things, whether specifically
designated in articles 1 to 7 of this chapter, or in
addition thereto, which are necessary or convenient in
the exercise of such power, and to enforce the same by
the penalties provided in said articles, through proper
courts having jurisdiction." (Emphasis supp]ied,g

e



(b) The Mountain States Telephone and Telegraph Company
General Exchange Tariff -- Colorado, Colo. P.U.C. No. 5,
Section 29, Secretarial Bureau Service, Third Revised Sheet 1,

Para. 3, which said tariff provision reads as follows:

"3. Lines for connecting the telephone service of the
Secr : 1 he answering equip-
ment of the Secretarial Bureau, known as secretarial
lines are furnished for answering incoming calls only.
Such lines may not be used by the Secretarial Bureau
for making outgoing calls, or for communication be-
tween the Secretarial Bureau and its patrons. The
service of the Secretarial Bureau patron must be
individual line, 2-party line or private branch ex-

change service."

10. The facts of record establish quite clearly that the so-called
"ring-through" featﬁre or condition of the 557A switchboard;, while in exis-
tence and usable by a subscriber running a telephone answering service,
exists not as a pre-conceived engineering feature but rather as a result
of many circumstances., Being there, however, and usable by the subscribing
customer, it is in fact used by such customer, in this case Thomas, as a
sales point to compete in the market place and Thomas has no intention to
abandon such practice.

11, From the same facts of record, it is likewise clear that
Respondent Thomas is in violation of the above-quoted tariff provision
of Mountain States.

12, Likewise, Mountain States, by permitting, in fact, Thomas
to continue such practice, is in violation of the above-gquoted statutory
provision in that it permits Thomas to have an advantage over his compe-
tition, thereby discriminating in favor of the said Thomas to the detriment
of the Complainant.

13. Mountain States is aware of this situation and is perfectly
willing to take corrective action to end such discrimination. It has
informed Thomas that his actions are in violation of the tariff and should
be discontinued. On the other hand, Mountain States is also aware of the
fact that if any customer who owns a secretarial answering service and

leases the Model 557A switchboard should disregard the subject tariff
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provision, it is practically powerless to enforce the tariff because it
would take substantial sums of capital to modify said switchboards so
the "ring-through" feature would be eliminated, and policing any customer's
answering service would consume numerous manhours by Tistening to all calls
going through the answering services in an attempt to enforce the subject
tariff provision. A1l such remedies, if attempted, would cause additional
substantial expense, which then would have to be offset by higher rates
to be charged to the customers of Mountain States. Mountain States is
perfectly willing and in fact it urges this Commission to eliminate the
subject tariff provision as unenforceable, unworkable, and being contrary
to the anti~discrimination provision in the Public Utilities Law of this
state,

It is found as a fact that Para. 3 of Section 29, Third
Revised Sheet 1 of The Mountain States Telephone and Telegraph Company's
General Exchange Tariff, Colo, P.U.C. No. 5 is in violation of 115-3-2,
CRS 1963, as amended, and, therefore, should be deleted from the subject
tariff,

14, Upon the deletion of the subject tariff provision, Complain-
ant, if it so desires, can exchange its present Model 557B switchboards for
Model 557A switchboards, thus then being in the same competitive position
as Respondent Thomas is now. This, however, is up to the Complainant
and the Commission will not take any action with regard to such facts

which involve purely managerial discretion.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid findings of fact, it is concluded that:

1. Para. 3, Section 29, Secretarial Bureau Service. Third Revised
Sheet 1 of The Mountain States Telephone and Telegraph Company's General
Exchange Tariff -~ Colorado, Colo. P.U.C. No. 5 should be deleted,

2. The rest and remainder of Complainant's prayer would thus

become moot and should be dismissed.



3. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom=-
mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following order.
0 RDE R
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Para. 3, Section 29, Secretarial Bureau Service, Third
Revised Sheet 1 of The Mountain States Telephone and Telegraph Company's
General Exchange Tariff -- Colorado, Colo. P.U.C. No. 5 be, and hereby
is, ordered to be deleted from the subject tariff by The Mountain States

Te]ephone and Telegraph Company, and that Mountain States be, and hereby is,

ordered to file the necessary revised tariff in accordance with the rules and

regulations of this Commission governing telephone utilities.

2. The rest and remainder of the Complaint be, and hereby is,
dismissed.

3. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

4, As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Conmission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to
be served upon the parties), or unless such decision is stayed within such
time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision shall
become the decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions of
115-6~14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




(Decision No. 83981)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
NEWS AND FILM SERVICE, INC., 745
LIPAN STREET, DENVER, COLORADO, FOR
AUTHORITY TO EXTEND OPERATIONS
UNDER CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO.
A-4500 AND A-4500-I.

APPLICATION NO. 26922-PP-Extension
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e

Appearances: John H. Lewis, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado,
for Applicant.

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-

entitled application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8(2);
that no protest, objection or petition to intervene or otherwise parti-
cipate in the proceeding has been filed by any person within the time
prescribed and that the herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and
unopposed; and that pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-9(5), the herein matter
is one which may properly be determined without the necessity of a formal
oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore sub-

mitted amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter extended
and ordered;

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the
transportation services as hereinafter extended and ordered; and that
it does not appear that the grant of authority as hereinafter extended
and ordered will impair the efficient public service of any authorized
common carrier adequately serving the same territory over the same
general route or routes;

AND WE FURTHER FIND, That Applicant named in the caption above

is fit, willing and able properly to perform the extended service as
hereinafter granted and to conform to the applicable statutory require-
ments and the Commission's rules and regulations.

An appropriate order will be entered.



IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be

authorized to extend operations under said Contract Carrier Permit No.

A-4500 and A-4500-I to include the following:

authority

and be as

Transportation of
Bakery goods

Between Denver, Colorado, and all points located within
an eight (8) mile radius of the intersection of Colfax
and Broadway, Denver, Colorado, and Grand Junction, Colo-
rado, and all points located within a five (5) mile
radius of the Mesa County Courthouse, Grand Junction,
Colorado, over U.S. Highway Nos. 6 and 40 and Interstate
Highway No. 70 serving all intermediate points and the
off route points of Empire, Black Hawk, Golddust, Central
City, Leadville, Colorado, and all points located on
Colorado Highway 91 between Wheeler Junction and Leadville
and all points on U.S. Highway 24 between Leadville and
Dowd.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted to rendering trans-
portation service for only Star Bread Company.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That henceforth the full and complete

under said Contract Carrier Permit, as extended, shall read

set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and this Order shall

be deemed to be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced

until a statement of customers, the necessary tariffs, required insurance,

have been

filed and authority sheets have been issued.

AND IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this Order shall become effec-

tive twenty-one days from the day and date hereof.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 6th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

ommissAoners
vir



Appendix A
Decision No. 83981
November 6, 1973

News and Film Service, Inc.

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Newspapers

From Denver to the Kansas State Line over U.S. Highway ilo. 40 to
Limon, Colorado; thence over U.S. Highway No. 24 to the Colorado-
Kansas State Line serving all intermediate points.

Newspapers

From the Colorado-Kansas State Line to Denver over U.S. Highway No.
36, serving all intermediate points.

Newspapers

Between Pueblo, Lamar, Eads, and Ordway, Colorado, over U.S. Highway
No. 50 to Lamar, thence over U.S. Highway No. 287 to Eads, thence

over U.S. Highway No. 96 to Pueblo, Colorado, serving all intermediate
points and the off-route point of Kit Carson, Colorado, and all inter-
mediate points on U.S. Highway No. 385 between Eads and Kit Carson,
Colorado.

Newspapers

From Denver, Colorado, to points on U.S. Highway No. 50 east of Pueblo
to Lamar; thence over U.S. Highway No. 287 to Eads, thence over U.S.
Highway No. 96 to Pueblo, serving all intermediate points and the off-
route point of Kit Carson, Colorado, and all intermediate points on
U.S. Highway No. 385 between Eads and Kit Carson, Colorado.

RESTRICTION:

(5)

Item No. 4 of this Permit is restricted to the rendering of transporta-
tion service for only The Rocky Mountain News.

Motion Picture Film

Between Denver, Colorado, Lamar, Eads, and Kit Carson, Colorado, over
U.S. Highway No. 85-87 to Pueblo; thence over U.S. Highway No. 50

to Lamar, thence over U.S. Highway No. 287 to Eads and Kit Carson;
thence over U.S. Highway No. 40 to Denver serving all intermediate
and the off-route point of Cheyenne Wells, Colorado.

RESTRICTION:

Item 5 of this Permit is restricted against serving intermediate points
on U.S. Highway 85-87 between Denver and Pueblo, Colorado.



Appendix A
Decision No. 8398]
November 6, 1973
Page 2

News and Film Service, Inc.

(6) Film and Newspapers

|
From Lamar, Colorado, to the Colorado-Kansas State Line over U.S.
Highway No. 50, serving all intermediate points.

(7) Film

From Limon, Colorado, to the Colorado-Kansas State Line over U.S.
Highway No. 24, serving all intermediate points.

(8) Newspapers

Between Leadville, Colorado, and Salida, Colorado, over Colorado High-
ways No. 4 and No. 15, serving all intermediate points.

RESTRICTION:

Item No. 8 of this Permit is restricted to the rendering of transporta-
tion service for only The Denver Post, Inc.

(9) Newspapers

From Salida, Colorado, to Denver, Colorado, over U.S. Highway No. 285,
serving all intermediate points.

RESTRICTION:

Item 9 of this Permit is restricted to the rendering of transportation
service for only The Denver Post, Inc.

(10) Bakery goods

Between Denver, Colorado, and all points located within an eight (8)

mile radius of the intersection of Colfax and Broadway, Denver, Colorado,
and Grand Junction, Colorado, and all points located within a five (5)

mile radius of the Mesa County Courthouse, Grand Junction, Colorado, over
U.S. Highway Nos. 6 and 40 and Interstate Highway No. 70 serving all inter-
mediate points and the off route points of Empire, Black Hawk, Golddust,
Central City, Leadville, Colorado, and all points located on Colorado
Highway 91 between Wheeler Junction and Leadville and all points on U.S.
Highway 24 between Leadville and Dowd.

RESTRICTION:

Item No. 10 of this Permit is restricted to rendering transportation
service for only Star Bread Company.

(11) Authority to use equipment in the State of Colorado as a Private Interstate
Carrier between all points in the State of Colorado and the Colorado State
Boundary Lines where all highways cross same in interstate commerce, only,
subject to the provisions of the Federal Motor Carrier Act of 1935, as amended.



(Decision No. 83982)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION
OF JAY F. NUNN, DOING BUSINESS AS
COMMUTER BUS CO.; 2696 SOUTH

)

)

) APPLICATION NO. 26609
FEDERAL #102, DENVER, COLORADO, ;

)

FOR AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A
COMMON CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 29, 1973, Jay F. Nunn, doing business as Commuter Bus
Company filed a request to suspend service on the routes granted by PUC
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity No. 8875 from October 24,
1973 to April 24, 1974, on the grounds of "current business difficulties".
It is stated that bus service has not yet been provided.

The Commission finds that it is in the public interest to grant
said request and that the following Order should be entered.

ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

That suspension of the motor vehicle operations under the above=
entitled authority be, and the same hereby is, authorized by the Commission
from October 24, 1973 to April 24, 1974.

That unless prior to the expiration of said suspension period, a
request in writing for reinstatement thereof be made with the Commissiong
insurance be filed, and compliance with all rules and regulations of the
Commission applicable thereto be made, said authority, without further

action by the Commission, shall be revoked without the right to reinstatement.



DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 6th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

A Tt
e B 41l

Commisslgpe?s

js




(Decision No. 83983)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* %* *

RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF
THE SUBURBAN AIRPORT LIMOUSINE CO,,
A COLORADO CORPORATION, 609 WEST
LITTLETON BOULEVARD, LITTLETON,
COLORADO.

PUC NO. 8418

e S e e

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

The Commission has received a written request from the owner of
the above-entitled authority requesting that the same continue to be
suspended,

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein request
for continued suspension will be in the public interest and should be
granted as set forth in the Order following.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

That PUC No. 8418 of The Suburban Airport Limousine Co., Littleton,
Colorado, be, and the same hereby is, continued to be suspended from
December 1, 1973 to and including May 30, 1974.

That unless prior to the expiration of said suspension period,
a regest in writing for reinstatement thereof be made with the Commission,
insurance be filed, and compliance with all rules and requlations of the
Commission applicable thereto be made, said authority, without further

action by the Commission, shall be revoked without the right to reinstatement.



DONE IN OPEN MEETING the th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

ommissione

js



(Decision No. 83984)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS )
UNDER CERTIFICATE NO. 990 & I }
By: GARELD E. DUNCAN d/b/a CASE_NO. TF-41

DUNCAN TRUCK LINE

P.0. BOX 218

HUGO, COLORADO 80821 ; RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
___________________ CHRISTIAN 0. IGENBERGS,

EXAMINER

----------------

Appearances: Gareld E. Duncan, Hugo,

Colorado, pro se;
Harry Eastio%H:'UEhver,

Colorado, of the Staff
of the Commission.
STATEMENT

This case was instituted by an Order to Show Cause and Notice
of Hearing duly issued pursuant to law by the Secretary of the Commission
and served upon the Respondent, Gareld E. Duncan, doing business as
"Duncan Truck Line," on September 26, 1973. The matter was duly called
for hearing pursuant to such notice on Tuesday, October 30, 1973, at
10 a.m. in the Commission Hearing Room, Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman
Street, Denver, Colorado, by Christian 0, Igenbergs, assigned by the
Commission as Examiner in this proceeding pursuant to law.

Gareld E. Duncan, the owner of the Duncan Truck Line, appeared
pro se and testified on his own behalf,

At the conclusion of the hearing, the subject matter was taken
under advisement.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Christian 0. Igenbergs now
transmits herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this pro-
ceeding, together with a written recommended decision which contains his
findings of fact and conclusions thereon, together with the recommended

order or requirement,



FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found as
fact that:

1. This is a proceeding by the Commission against Respondent to
show cause why the Commission should not take such action and enter such
order or penalty as may be appropriate, including, but not limited to,
an order canceling the Respbndent's Certificates of Public Convenience and
Necessity PUC No. 990 and PUC No. 990-I. Respondent has not on file the
necessary tariffs as provided in the rules and regulations governing common
carriers of this Commission, At the hearing, Respondent testified that the
reason he does not have the necessary tariffs on file is because the original
notice from the Commission that the Tariff Bureau has deleted him from the
necessary tariffs had been received by his wife, who generally performs
bookkeeping and office work in his business, and that the wife had not
informed him of receiving such notice. After receiving the notice of the
show cause hearing, he has investigated the situation and has discovered
that he indeed does not have the necessary tariffs on file. Furthermore, he
has discovered that his authority as a common carrier is much too broad and
that of all the commodities mentioned in the authority, he, in fact, only hauls
livestock and grain. For this reason, he needs to participate in only one
tariff, namely, Colorado Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc., Tariff No. 14, Colorado
PUC No. 13*, thus saving his small business the participation in the other
tariff, namely, Tariff 12-B, Colorado PUC No{ 19, and the Motor Freight
Classification in conjunction therewith, and eliminating the unnecessary
expense. Respondent has reviewed his authority with the Staff of the
Commission and is filing a petition for deletion from the authority of
commodity descriptions which he does not in fact haul. As soon as the
technicalities are straightened out, he will inform the Tariff Bureau and
pay the necessary dues to become again a participant in Tariff No. 14,

Colorado PUC No. 13.

*(The Motor Truck Common Carriers' Association, Agent, Series).

B



2, It has never been the intention of the Respondent to act
contrary to the Public Utilities Law of this state and the rules and
regulations of this Commission and he promises that in the future he will
pay closer attention to the Commission's rules so he would always be in
compliance therewith.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid findings of fact, it is concluded that:

1. An outright revocation of Respondent's authority under the
set of facts of record would not serve any useful purpose and would only
cause unnecessary litigation. Respondent's authority should be revoked
conditionally, and Respondent should be given a reasonable time to
straighten out his participation in the necessary tariff. Respondent
should also be admonished for his negligence.

2. Pursuant to 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-
mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.

ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Respondent's authority with this Commission; namely, Certificates
of Public Convenience and Necessity Puc No. 990 and PUC No. 990-I, be, and the
same are hereby, revoked and canceled as of the date of this Order; provided,
however, that in lieu of said revocation and cancellation, Respondent shall
effect within thirty (30) days from the date of this Order the necessary
participation in Colorado Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc., Tariff No. 14, Colorado
PUC No. 13* (*The Motor Truck Common Carriers' Association, Agent, Series)
presenting and filing the necessary proof of such participation with the
Commission in accordance with the rules and regulations of this Commission,
in which event that portion of this Order pertaining to the revocation and
cancellation of the aforesaid certificates shall be null and void and of no
effect and said authority shall be fully operative.

2. Respondent be, and hereby is, admonished not to let such
participation in the necessary Tariff lapse in the future.

3. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it

becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is entered

¥



as of the date hereinabove set out.

4. As provided by 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to
be served upon the party), or unless such Decision is stayed within such
time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision shall
become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions of
115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Eﬂg@}ner




(Decision No, 83985)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * %

RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS
UNDER PERMIT NO. B-7620
BY: B & R CHEMICAL, INC. CASE NO. TF=42
P.0. BOX 677
EATON, COLORADO 80615

RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
Respondent CHRISTIAN 0. IGENBERGS,
EXAMINER

—————— — — — —— — — —— ——"

L e o

Appearances: Harry Eastlond, Denver,
Colorado, of the Staff
of the Commission.
STATEMENT

This case was instituted by an Order to Show Cause and Notice
of Hearing duly issued pursuant to Taw by the Secretary of the Commission
and served upon the Respondent, B & R Chemical, Inc., of Eaton, Colorado,
on September 26, 1973. The matter was duly called for hearing pursuant to
such notice on Tuesday, October 30, 1973, at 10 a.m., in the Commission
Hearing Room, Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado,
by Christian 0, Igenbergs, assigned by the Commission as Examiner in this
proceeding pursuant to law.

Respondent did not appear at the hearing. Mr. Eastlond, a
member of the Staff of the Commission, informed the Examiner that Respondent
B & R Chemical, Inc., is now in full compliance with the rules and regulations
of this Commission by having filed the necessary tariff., Mr. Eastlond further
moved that the subject case be dismissed because of such compliance of the
Respondent with the requirements of the Commission.

At the conclusion of the hearing, the subject matter was taken
under advisement.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado

Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Christian 0. Igenbergs now



transmits herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this
proceeding, together with a written recommended decision which contains
his findings of fact and conclusions thereon, together with the
recommended order or requirement.

FINDING OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found
as fact that:

1. This is a proceeding by the Commission against Respondent
to show cause why the Commission should not take such action and enter
such order or penalty as may be appropriate, including, but not limited
to, an order canceling the Respondent's Class "B" Contract Carrier Permit
No. B-7620. Respondent did not have on file with the Commission the
necessary tariff as provided in the rules and regulations governing
contract carriers. Respondent has now complied with this requirement, and
the motion of staff to dismiss the subject proceeding should therefore be
granted.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDING OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid finding of fact, it is concluded that:

1. Case No. TF-42 should be dismissed.

s Pursuanf to 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is
recommended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following
Order.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Case No. TF-42, being a show cause proceeding against
B & R Chemical, Inc., P.0. Box 677, Eaton, Colorado 80615, be, and hereby
is, dismissed.

2. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is
entered as of the date hereinabove set out.

3. As provided by 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file

exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days

= B



2fter service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
tne Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to
be served upon the party), or unless such Decision is stayed within such
time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision
shall become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions
of 115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

////,fffféé%%E;éZ; zé?




(Decision No. 83986)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: REQUEST TO AMEND TARIFF
ON LESS THAN STATUTORY NOTICE
DUE TO TARIFF PUBLICATION

)

a APPLICATION NO. 27095
ERROR.  (COLORADO MOTOR TARIFF )

)

)

BUREAU, INC., AGENT)

— e — ———— e — — —

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 30, 1973, the Colorado Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc., as
Agent, filed its application No. 16, requesting permission to correct
error in its Motor Freight Tariff No. 2, Colorado PUC No. 17, Item No.
850 (Labor Charges).

(1) On 13th Revised Page No. 16, Item No. 850 was increased
to $8.80 per hour, per man, effective August 20, 1973.

(2) On 14th Revised Page No. 16, the identical rates were
brought forward,

(3) On 15th Revised Page No. 16, an error occurred, publish-
ing the rate as $8.00 per hour, per man.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. That, the Colorado Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc., as Agent, be
permitted to correct error on 15th Revised Page No. 16, to reflect an
$8.80 per hour, per man, charge, on less than statutory notice (30 days),
on or before November 12, 1973,

2. That this Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING this 6th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

SR

—

Commissioners

Commissioner Henry E. Zarlengo
dissents.



COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO DISSENTS:

I respectfully dissent.
Good cause not shown for shorter notice than required by law.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

ommissioger



(Decision No. 83987)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* %* *
RE: ITEMS NOS. 2940, 2945 AND )
2980 OF COLORADO MOTOR TARIFF )
BUREAU, INC., AGENT, TARIFF NO. ) Investigation and Suspension
12-B, COLORADO PUC NO. 19. Docket No, 819

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 3, 1973, J. R. Smith, Chief of Tariff Bureau, Colorado
Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc., Agent, filed 8th Revised Page No. 305, and 9th
Revised Page No. 306 to Motor Freight Tariff No. 12-B, Colorado PUC No. 19,
scheduled to become effective November 8, 1973, as set forth in Appendix
"A" attached hereto.

The Commission finds that the above filings may be in violation
of the law and that it should suspend the matter and enter upon a hearing
to determine its lawfulness.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. That 8th Revised Page No. 305 and 9th Revised Page No. 306
to Motor Freight Tariff No. 12-B, Colorado PUC No. 19, showing increased
rates and provisions in Items 2940, 2945 and 2980, applicable via Rio
Grande Motor Way, Inc., be, and the same are hereby suspended for a period
of 120 days, to and including March 8, 1974, unless otherwise ordered by
the Commission.

2. That it shall enter upon a hearing concerning the lawfulness
of said tariff filing.

3. That the investigation in this proceeding shall not be
Timited to the matters and issues hereinbefore stated for instituting this
investigation but shall include all matters and issues with respect to the

lawfulness of said schedules under the Public Utilities Law.



4. That neither the schedules hereby suspended nor those sought
to be altered thereby shall be changed until this proceeding has been
disposed of or until the period of suspension or any extension thereof has
expired, unless otherwise ordered by the Commission.

5. That a copy of this Order shall be filed with the schedules
in the Office of the Commission and that a copy hereof be served upon
J. R. Smith, Chief of Tariff Bureau, Colorado Motor Tariff Bureau, Inc.,
Agent, 4060 Elati Street, Denver, Colorado 80216. The necessary
suspension supplement shall be issued, filed and posted to the respective
tariffs referred to in the Statement and Order hereof.

6. That fifteen days prior to the hearing date herein, Respondent
shall provide the Secretary of the Commission with copies of any and all
exhibits which they intend to introduce in evidence in support of their
case.

7. That this Investigation and Suspension Docket No. 819, be,
and the same is hereby, set for hearing before the Commission on the
18th day of December, 1973, at 10:00 a.m., in the Hearing Room of the
Commission, 500 Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado
80203.

8. That this Order shall be effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING this 6th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

A s

Commissioners



Investigation & Suspension Docket No. 819
Decision ilo. 83987

Appendix "A'

CoLo, PUC 19=
(*CoLorADO MoTOR CARRIERS'
ASSoCIATION, ASENT, SERIES) TARIFF 12-8 81H Revisep Pace 305
COLORADO MOTOR TARIFF BUREAU, INC,, AGENT
SECTION 4
COMMODITY RATES IN CENTS PER 100 POUNDS (EXCEPT AS NOTED)
FOR APPLICATION, SEE PAGE 245
| TEM CoumDtTY FroM To RaTtes | RouTs
2930 | RooFING OR S51DING OR ROOFING OR SIDING MATERIALS, VIZ,: ASPHALT; CEMENT,
ROOF ING; PAPER, BUILDING OR ROOFING; PiTCH; ROOFING, COMPOSITION OR
PREPARED, NOl, SHINGLES, ASPHALT COMPOSITION OR ASBESTOS; SIDING, ASPHALT
COMPOSITION OR ASBESTOS; WALLBOARD, ASBESTOS, MINIMUM WEIGHT 45,000 Las,
NOTE: RATES WILL ALSO APPLY OM ACCESSCRIES MNECESSARY |N APPLY| NG THE
ROOF ING, SHINGLES AND S51DING, BUT NOT To £xCEEn 10 PER CENT OF THE WEIGHT
ON WHICH CHARGES ARE ASSESS:ZD,
SHIPPER TO PLACE FREIGHT AT TAIL GATE OF TRUCK OR TRAILER AND CONSIGNEE TO
RECEIVE FREIGHT AT TAIL GATE OF TRAILER OR TRUCK, OR EQUIPMENT WILL BE
SPOTTED FOR UNLOADING BY THE CONSIGNEE,
(THE PROVISIONS OF THIS ITEM WILL NOT APPLY VvIA DENVER-LIMON-BURLINGTON
TRANSFER CoMpPany, )
DISTANCE RATES IN CENTS PER 100 POUNDS
RATES PUBLISHED IN THIS ITEM APPLY FROM DENVER TQ POINTS LOCATED IN PLAINS
TERRITORY ONLY.
DisTancE==MILES RATES DistancE==MILES RATES
5 AND UNDER 20 110 anp cveEr 100 47
10 AnND OVER 5 22 120 AanD ovER 110 483
15 anNp ovErR 10 25 130 AND ovER 120 49
20 AnD OVER 15 26 140 anD ovER 130 49
25 AamMp over 20 27 150 AND OVER 140 50
30 AND OVER 25 27 160 AnD oveEr 150 52
35 anp overR 30 28 170 AnD ovER 160 55
40 aAnND OVvER 35 29 180 ano over 170 59
45 AND OVER-40 29 190 AnD OvER 180 60
50 AND OVvER 45 32 200 anD oveErR 190 61
55 AND OVER 50 35 210 ano over 200 62
60 AnND OVER 55 36 220 anD oveErR 210 62
65 aAnD oveErR 60 36 230 anD ovER 220 563
70 anc over 63 37 240 anD ovea 230 64
75 ano oveErR 70 38 260 anNpD ovER 240 T
80 AND OVER 75 38 280 AND OVER 260 72
B85 anD oveERr BO 40 300 AnND ovER 280 73
90 anp oveErR 85 4 320 ano over 300 fFi--]
95 anp overR 90 4 340 anp OovER 320 76
100 AND OVER 95 45
2940 | ScraP, ALUMINUM, NOI, GRAND JUNCT!ON GOLDEMN C) 87
LOOSE OR IN PACKAGES, 311,54
MINIMUM WEIGHT 40,000 pounDs,
SUBJECT TO LOADING BY CONSIGNOR AND TO UNLOADING BY CONSIGNEE, CONSIGNOR
MUST BY NOTATION ON THE BILL OF LAD|NG SHQOW THAT THE SHIPMENT IS LOADED
BY CONSIGNOR AND IS TO BE UNLOADED BY CONSIGNEE,
2945 | ScrAP OR WASTE, vIZ,: CorTEZ PueeLo ® ¢ g7
ALUMINUM, BRASS, COPPER GRAND JUNCTION
OR LEAD, MINIMUM WEIGHT MONTROSE
40,000 PounDs,
APPLIES ONLY ON SCRAPS OR PIECES HAVING VALUE FOR REMELTING PURFOSES,
SUBJECT TO LOADING BY SHIPPER AND TO UNLOADING BY CONSIGNEE,
FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS AND SYM30OLS, SEZE PAGE 53,
ISSUED OCTOBER 3, 1973 EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER 8, 1973




Investigation & Suspension Docket No.

Decision No.

CorLon,

PUC
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Appendix "A:

19»

(*CoLorabo Mo7OR CARRIERS!

ASSOCIATION, AGENT, SERIES) TARIFF 12-8 97w Reviseo Page 308
COLORADC MOTOR TARIFF BUREAU, INC,, AGENT
SECTION 4
COMMODITY RATES IN C=xTs PER 100 POUNDS (EXCEPT AS NOTED)

: FOR APPLICATION, SEE PAGE 245

1TEM CoMMODITY FromM 1 To RATES | ROUTE

2950 | SCRAP, ALUMINUM, IN DENVER GOLDEN 13 43
BUNDLES, ON SKIDS
MINIMUM WEIGHT 20,000 rPounDps,

SUBJECT TO LOADING 3¥ SHIPPER AND UNLOADI NG BY CONSIGNEE,

2960 | SCrRAP, 1RON OR STEEL, CLimMax DENVER 38 30
MINIMUM WEIGHT 40,000
POUNDS,

2970 | SCRAP, IRON, MINIMUM ) 21
WEIGHT 10,000 eounos, FAIRPLAY DENVER $8,.16

ALMA Fi 09

2980 | SCRAP OR WASTE, VvIZ,: GRANT JUNCTION Denvea L i 87

PAPER, IN MACHINE PRESSED

BALES,

R&GS, IN MACHINE FPRCSSED BALES,

SCR&P, IRON OR STEEL, FLAT, PLATE OR SHEET, (APPLIEE ON SCRAPS GR PIECES
HAVING VALUSE FOR REMELTING PURPCSE OnLY),

TIRES, RUBBER PNEUMATIC, OLD, SECOND-HAND, HAVING YALUE ONLY FOR SCRAP,
LODﬁE, WRAPPED OR IN PACKAGES,

SUBJECT TO A MINIMUM WEIGHT oF 20,000 rPounDs,

THE RATES PROVIDED [N THIS ITEM WILL APPLY ONLY WHEN LOADING IS PEIRTORMED

BY THE CONSIGNOR AMND UNLOAD|ING BY THE CONSIGNEE, THE CARRIER SHALL BE
REQUIRED ONLY TO SPOT TRAILER AT SHIFPPER'S DOCK FOR THE LCADING AND AT
THE CONSIGNEE'S DOCK FOR UNLOADING,

«:20 | SCRAP OR WASTE, VviIZ,: Ft. COLLINS DENVEPR 43 12
PAPER, NOT SENSITIZED, GREELEY 41 7
IN BAGS, BARRELS, EOXES, LONGHMONT 41 23
CRATES, IN BALES, OR IN SUNDLES,

MINIMUM wWEIGHT 10,000 PounDps,

2995 | ScraP OR WASTE, Vvi1Z,: CoLorAaDO SPRINGS | DENVER 4 47
PAPER, IN MACHINE PETERSON F1ELD 41 72
COMPRESSED BALES PueB.o 48 7
MinNiMuM WEIGHT 44,000 PounDs,

SUBJECT TO LOADING BY CONSIGNOR AND UNLOADING BY CONSIGNEE,

3000 | ScraP, RUBBER, NOI, CoLOrRADO SPRINGS | DENVER 59 15
CONSISTING OF RUBSZ2ER 47
scraPS (OTHER THAw 87
CRUDE RUBB:R), RECLAIMED GREELEY 43 7

_SCRAP RUBBER TA|LINGS, OR

OLD WORN OUT RUBBER BOOTS, SHOES, BELTING, CLOTHING, CLOTHES WRINGER
ROLLERS, TIRES, WITH OR W!ITHOUT STEEL HIMS: HOSE, MATS, NATTING’ PACHK I MG
OR SIMILAR OLD WORN OUT RUBBER ARTICLES, OR SCRAPS OR PIECES OF CLOTH
COATED OR IMPREGNATED WITH RUEEER, HAVING VALUE ONLY FOR RECLAMATION OF
RAW MATERIALS, LOCSE OR IN PACKAGES, MINIMUM WEIGHT 18,000 Pounbns,

FOR EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS AND SYMBOLS, SEE PAacE 53,

ISSUED OCTOBER 3, 1973 EFFECTIVE NOVEMBER 8, 1973

®

| NCREASES




(Decision No. 83988)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

J* %* *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
THE COMMUNICATIONS CENTER, A COLORADO ) APPLICATION NO. 26883
PARTNERSHIP, 1304 10TH AVENUE, GREELEY,

COLORADO, FOR A LICENSE TO OPERATE AS ORDER OF ROBERT L. PYLE,
A RADIO COMMON CARRIER, ) EXAMINER

—————————

Appearances: William A, McGrath, Esq.,

Frisco, Colorado, and

Richard Becker, Esq.,
Washington, D, C., for
Applicant;

Jeffrey C. Pond, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado, for
Empire Dispatch, Inc.,
Protestant;

William L. West, Esq.,
Greeley, Colorado, for
Mobile Radio Telephone
Service, Protestant;

Robert L. Arrington and

Craig Merrell, Denver, Colorado,
of the Staff of the Commission,

STATEMENT, FINDINGS, AND CONCLUSIONS

BY THE EXAMINER:

Pursuant to notice, the above-entitled application was called
for hearing on Friday, November 2, 1973, at 10 a.m, in the Municipal
Courtroom, City Hall, Civic Center, Greeley, Colorado, at which time
the above-noted parties entered their appearances. It was Specifically
noted that Protestant Mobile Radio Telephone Service did not, in fact,
file a protest or receive notice from this Commission but did appear
primarily for the purpose of continuing the hearing until a protest
could be entered. A review of the file revealed that there may well be
other mobile telephone carriers and those furnishing a like service who
would be affected by the grant of the application, After considerable
discussion, it was agreed by all concerned that the matter should be
renoticed and reset for hearing., It was also noted that hearing on this

matter would more than 1ikely take five days.
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THE EXAMINER ORDERS THAT:

1. The above-entitled application shall be renoticed in the
usual course of procedure and reset for hearing at a time convenient
to all concerned. Five days should be allowed for the hearing.

2. This order shall become effective forthwith,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

etk & Q0

C;ﬁéminer

Dated at Denver, Colorado, this
7th day of November, 1973.
hbp

2



(Decision No. 83989)
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN RE THE MATTER OF MOTOR VEHICLE )
COMMON AND CONTRACT CARRIERS LISTED ) RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
ON "APPENDIX A" HERETO, ) THOMAS M. McCAFFREY,
) EXAMINER
Respondents. )

- = = e = = = = e o=

Appearances: John A. Hurt, Denver, Colorado,
of the Staff of the Commission.

STATEMENT

Each of the cases 1listed on the attached "Appendix A" was insti-
tuted by Notice of Hearing and Order to Show Cause duly issued pursuant to
law by the Secretary of the Commission and served upon the respective
Respondents on September 24, 1973. The matters were duly called for hearing
pursuant to such notice on Tuesday, October 9, 1973, at 10 a.m, in the Com-
mission Hearing Room, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado, by Thomas M.
McCaffrey, assigned by the Commission as Examiner in these proceedings
pursuant to law.

None of the Respondents listed in "Appendix A" hereto appeared
at the hearing.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Thomas M. McCaffrey now trans-
mits herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this proceeding,
together with a written recommended decision which contains his findings of
fact and conclusions thereon, together with the recommended order or
requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found as
fact that:

1. The records and files of the Commission do not disclose a
currently effective Certificate of Insurance as to each of the Respondents

listed in "Appendix A" hereto, and by reference incorporated hereinto.
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2. The said Respondents, and each of them, without good cause

shown, failed to appear as lawfully ordered by the Commission.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid findings of tact, it is concluded that:

1. The operating authorities of the Respondents should be revoked
for failure to keep a currently effective Certificate of Insurance on file
with the Commission, and failure, without good cause shown, to appear at
hearing as lawfully ordered by the Commission.

2. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-

mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.

ORDER

THE COMMISSION NRDERS THAT:

1. The operating authorities of each of the respective Respondents
as identified in "Appendix A" attached hereto, and by reference incorporated
in this Order, be, and hereby are, revoked as of the effective date of this
Order.

2. This 0Order shall be null and void and the respective case shall
be dismissed by the terms hereof as to any such Respondent who files the
required Certificate of Insurance prior to the effective date of this Order.

3. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

4. As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who way file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to

be served upon the parties), or unless such Decision is stayed within such

=B



time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision
shall become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions

of 115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




NAME AND ADDRESS

George B. Holman & Co., Inc.

435 Main Street
Hackensack, NJ 07601

William R. Stoddard
Box 188
I1iff, CO 80736

Norris Food Products, Inc.
702 Lindberg Drive
Addison, TX 75001

W. P. Buxton, Jr.
Route 2, Box 26
Sand Springs, OK 74063

J. B. Carl Alder

dba Carl Alder

904 Sunnyside

Dodge City, KS 67801

E. A. Tolman, Inc.
Route 2
Twin Falls, ID 83301

Oregon Trail Cartage, Inc.
P.0. Box 553
Scottsbluff, NE 69361

Adrian J. Zimmerman

dba A-Z Cab Company

5965 Olympus Lane

P.0. Box 210

Colorado City, CO 81019

Kenneth Stout
Route 5
Guthrie, OK 73044

Richard and Willie Eastland
dba Eastland & Son Trucking
9905 Peachtree Street
Houston, TX 77016

Central Valley Growers Cooperative

P.0. Box 71
Colton, CA 92324

Iley, Inc.
Route 1, Box 251
George West, TX 78022

T and L Fritzler Livestock, Inc.

Route 3
Sterling, CO 80751

Steve Caldwell
Route 1, Box 36
Adams, OR 97810

AA Taxicab Co., Inc.
206 Court Street
Pueblo, CO 81003

(Decision No. 83989)

PUC NO.

2487-1

4410-1

6163-1

6841-1

7917-1

8024-1

8146-1

8543

8635-1

8679-1

8709-1

8823-1

8844-1

8854-1

8939

CASE NO.

528~H-1Ins.

529-H-Ins.

531-H-Ins.

534-H-Ins.

539-H-Ins.

540-H-Ins.

541-H~Ins.

543-H-1Ins.

545-H-1Ins.

547-H-Ins.

548-H-1Ins.

550-H-Ins.

551-H-1Ins.

552“}'[-1“5 .

553-H-Ins.



NAME AND ADDRESS

Ralph Cordero
Box 424
Monte Vista, CO 81144

Harry F. and Virginia J. Nixon
3650 Upham
Wheatridge, CO 80033

Jerry G. Wright
207 E1 Monty
Hot Springs, AR 71901

Roland Dean Gress
dba Osage Hauling
7995 East Mississippi Avenue
Denver, CO 80231

LeRoy A. Hurtado
6694 Hwy. 2, No. 22
Commerce City, CO 80022

Top of the Nation, Inc.
921 19th
Golden, CO 80401

ii

PERMIT NO.

B-5647

B-7790

B-7792

B-7810

B-7887

B-7972

CASE NO.
555-H-1Ins.

556-H-1Ins.

557-H-1Ins.

558-H-1Ins.

559-H-1Ins.

560-H-Ins.



(Decision No. 83990)
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *
IN RE THE MATTER OF MOTOR VEHICLE )
COMMERCIAL AND TOWING CARRIERS ) RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
LISTED ON "APPENDIX A" HERETO, ) THOMAS M. McCAFFREY,
) EXAMINER
Respondents. )

- e e e e e e e e =

T

Appearances: John A. Hurt, Denver, Colorado,
of the Staff of the Commission.

STATEMENT

Each of the cases listed on the attached "Appendix A" was insti-
tuted by an Order to Show Cause and Notice of Hearing duly issued pursuant
to law by the Secretary of the Coﬁmission and served upon the respective
Respondents on September 24, 1973. The matters were duly called for hearing
pursuant to such notice on Tuesday, October 9, 1973, at 10 a.m. in the Com-
mission Hearing Room, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado, by Thomas M.
McCaffrey, assigned by the Commission as Examiner in these proceedings
pursuant to law.

None of the Respondents listed in "Appendix A" hereto appeared
at the hearing.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Thomas M. McCaffrey now trans-
mits herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this proceeding,
together with a written recommended decision which contains his findings of
fact and conclusions thereon, together with the recommended order or
requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found as
fact that:

1. The records and files of the Commission do not disclose a
currently effective Certificate of Insurance as to each of the Respondents

listed in "Appendix A" hereto, and by reference incorporated hereinto.



2. The said Respondents, and each of them, without good cause

shown, failed to appear as lawfully ordered by the Commission,

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid findings of fact, it is concluded that:

1. The operating authorities of the Respondents should be revoked
for failure to keep a currently effective Certificate of Insurance on file
with the Commission, and failure, without good cause shown, to appear at
hearing as lawfully ordered by the Commission.

2. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-

mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.

DRDER
THE COMMISSION NRDERS THAT:

1. The operating authorities of each of the respective Respondents
as identified in "Appendix A" attached hereto, and by reference incorporated
in this Order, be, and hereby are, revoked as of the effective date of this
Order.

2. This Order shall be null and void and the respective case shall
be dismissed by the terms hereof as to any such Respondent who files the
required Certificate of Insurance prior to the effective date of this Order.

3. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

4. As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to

be served upon the parties), or unless such Decision is stayed within such

~2-



time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision
shall become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions

of 115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO




NAME AND ADDRESS

Fred Brown

dba Gem Dairy

5300 Vallejo Street
Denver, CO 80221

C E & D Corporation
P.0. Box 667
Buena Vista, CO 81211

Fritzler T and L Livestock Inc.

Route 3
Sterling, CO 80751

B. D. Griffin
P.0. Box 367
Antonito, CO 81120

Fred J. Hammel
1728 Poplar Avenue
Canon City, CO 81212

Don F. Clark

dba Horizon Interiors
P.0. Box 354

Frisco, CO 80443

Deaton, Inc.
1820 Forest
Durango, CO 81310

Earl E. Howey
Jefferson, CO 80456

Richard Dean Lieber
dba Mountain States Fertilizer
7498 Arapahoe Avenue
Boulder, CO 80302

David A. Webb

dba Webb & Co.
Route 2

Calhan, CO 80808

John F. Cordillo

dba Complete Auto Cutting Yard
2860 West 60th Avenue

Denver, CO 80221

William R. Stoddard
Box 188
I1iff, CO 80736

Randolph B. Nygaard
919 Iowa
Colorado Springs, CO 80909

(Decision No. 83990)

PERMIT NO.
M-206

M-367

M-608

M-2106

M-3376

M-3643

M-4535

M-5516

M-5576

M-6000

M-7196

M-7204

M-7540

CASE NO.
738-M-1Ins.

739-M-Ins.

740-M-1Ins.

744-M-1Ins.

747-M-1Ins.

749-M-1Ins.

750-M-Ins.

752-M-1Ins.

753-M-1Ins.

755-M-Ins.

756-M-1Ins.

758-M-1Ins.

761-M-1Ins.



NAME AND ADDRESS

Joe L. and Rosie Mae Johnson and

Berthine Agee
dba Joe & Rosie's Junk Yard
3601 Delgany Street
Denver, CO 80216

Lawrence A. Huke

dba Larry Huke Furnishings
5777 Wadsworth Boulevard
Arvada, CO 80002

Hassocks, Inc.
P.0. Box 7
Amory, MS 38821

Merino Grain & Livestock, Inc.

Box 166
Merino, CO 80741

Harold H. Maxson

dba Tom's Sales

604 East 1st Street
Loveland, CO 80537

J. D. Whitfield

dba Wolcott - Whitfield
9186 West 44th Avenue
Wheatridge, CO 80033

Melvin Cruse

dba Kwik Lunch

835 - 35th Street
Boulder, CO 80302

Carl F. Johnson
Route 2, Box 125C
Durango, CO 81301

C. A. Berridage
dba Wild Horse Service
Wild Horse, CO 80862

George R. Michel

dba Michel Electric & Signs
319 Faraday

Monte Vista, CO 81001

L. D. Brinkman & Company
11090 East 51st Avenue
Denver, CO 80239

John J. Grennan
Box 216
Jamestown, KS 66948

Dorothy Ramseier

dba Red Top Service Station
Highway No. 36

Idalia, CO 80735

ii

PERMIT NO.

M-7772

M-8556

M-9960

M-10219

M-10478

M-10556

M-11118

M-11625

M-12056

M-13377

M-13666

M-14013

M-14203

CASE _NO.

762-M-Ins.

764-M-1Ins.

765-M-Ins,

767-M-Ins.

769-M-1Ins.

770-M-Ins.

771-M-Ins.

772-M-1Ins.

773-M-1Ins,

774-M-Ins,

775-M-1Ins.

776-M=Ins.

777-M-Ins.



NAME AND ADDRESS

Russell A. Hedden, Jr.

dba Mister Sandwich

2353 East Platte Place
Colorado Springs, CO 80909

Lynn Russ McClanahan
P.0. Box 465
Olathe, CO 81425

Silas Medina
P.0. Box 343
Minturn, CO 81645

John H. Hays

dba Brighton Wholesale Auto Center

Route 2, Box 3B
Brighton, CO 80601

Mid-Equipment, Inc.
Highway 14 West Grundy
Center, IA 50638

Hans Nielsen
dba Nielsen Grain Co.
Luverne, MN 56156

Fred Horowitz

dba Welton Furniture
2200 West Alameda Avenue
Denver, CO 80223

Boyd L. and James R. Patterson
dba Patterson Enco
ETlk Springs, CO 81633

Raymond A. Chacon
dba Chacon's Service
Box 28

Antonito, CO 81120

Charles L. Cooper

dba Table Mesa Enco
505 South Broadway
Boulder, CO 80303

Larry Fox
dba Fox Service
Calhan, CO 80808

John A. Dageenakis

dba Gunbarrel Standard
6500 Lookout Road
Boulder, CO 80301

Marigold, Inc.
Box 5553 W.V.
Aspen, CO 81611

PERMIT NO.
M-14506

M-14712

M-14725

M-15095

M-15165

M-15471

M-15489

T-340

T-352

T-401

T-416

T-503

T-640

CASE NO.
778-M-Ins.

779-M-1Ins.

780-M-1Ins.

781-M-1Ins.

782-M-Ins.

784-M-1Ins,

785-M-1Ins.,

93-T-Ins.

94-T-1Ins.

95-T-Ins.

96-T-1Ins.

97-T-Ins.

98-T-Ins.



(Decision No, 83991)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

% *® *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF)
JOHN M. SHEA, DOING BUSINESS AS )
"JOHN M. SHEA & SONS TRUCKING," ) APPLICATION NO. 27074-PP
6750 YORK STREET, DENVER, COLORADO,)
FOR AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS)
"B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR ;

VEHICLE.

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

- e w m w m wm om oem w=

- e W as e e e W =

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance

have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 9th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

éﬁ,@.’.z%/

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSENT

Commissioners



Appendix
Decision No. 83991
November 9, 1973

John M. Shea & Sons Trucking

Transportation of

(1) Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of

(2)

(3)

(4)

roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 150 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No, 83992)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
CHELSEY SHULTS, 8318 CHARLES WAY,
DENVER, COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO
OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT
CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27076-PP
ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

e S e S

IT APPEARING, That propoer notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance

have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 9th  day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSENT

BV

Commissioners




Appendix
Decision No. 83992
November 9, 1973

Chelsey Shults

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 100 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No, 83993)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

- 3 * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
LEROY ROBINS, 1033 SOUTH 5TH STREET,) APPLICATION NO. 27081-PP
POST OFFICE DRAWER 1309, MONTROSE, )
COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO OPERATE ) ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY ;

MOTOR VEHICLE.

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there i1s a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor,

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance

have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 9th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSENT

M

) Commissioners




Appendix
Decision No. 83993
November 9, 1973

LeRoy Robins

Transportation of
(1) Logs, poles, and timber products

From forests to sawmills, places of storage and loading points within a
designated radius as restricted below.

(2) Rough lumber

From sawmills within a designated radius as restricted below to markets
in the State of Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:
(a) Against town-to-town service; and

(b) Against rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius of
150 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83994)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF)
GRANT C. WOOD, DOING BUSINESS AS )
"G. W. ENTERPRISES," 7070 UTICA ) APPLICATION NO. 27083-PP
STREET, WESTMINSTER, COLORADO, FOR )
AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS )
"B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR ;

VEHICLE.

ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

- e e m o m e e e

IT APPEARING, That proper notice of the filing of the above-entitled
application has been given pursuant to CRS 1963, 115-6-8 (2); that no protest,
objection or petition to intervene or otherwise participate in the proceeding
has been filed by any person within the time period prescribed, and that the
herein proceeding is therefore noncontested and unopposed; and that pursuant
to CRS 1963, 115-6-9 (5) the herein matter is one which may properly be deter-
mined without the necessity of a formal oral hearing.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That the evidence heretofore submitted
amply warrants the grant of authority as hereinafter ordered.

WE FIND, That there is a present and special need for the transpor-
tation service as hereinafter ordered; and that it does not appear that the
grant of authority as hereinafter ordered will impair the efficient public
service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory
over the same general route or routes.

An appropriate Order will be entered.

IT IS ORDERED, That Applicant named in the caption above be granted
authority to operate as a Class "B" contract carrier by motor vehicle for hire
with authority as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto, and that this
Order shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced by the
Applicant until a customer list, the necessary tariffs, and required insurance
have been filed by the aforesaid Applicant, and authority sheets have been issued.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 9th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

,ﬁz%{y

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSE

= CommiSsionérs



Appendix
Decision No. 83994
November 9, 1973

G. W. Enterprises

Transportation of

(1)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colerado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below,

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 200 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83995)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

® ® *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF)

JAMES PARDOE, 8491 ALLISON COURT, ) APPLICATION NO.27098-PP-ETA
ARVADA, COLORADO, FOR EMERGENCY )

TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A) ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR; AUTHORITY

VEHICLE.

- e e e e o e e e = o=

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER NRDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 9th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

P73

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSENT

Commissioners




Appendix
Decision No. 83995
November 9, 1973

James Pardoe

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 50 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83996)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

x ® *®

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
FRANKLIN H. WARD AND RICHARD G.
WARD, DOING BUSINESS AS "WARD CON-
STRUCTION COMPANY," 1012 MADISON
AVENUE, P. 0. BOX 265, LOVELAND,
COLORADO, FOR EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A CLASS "B"
CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27099-PP-ETA

ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY

e = e m e o e e o o =

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 9th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

éi 2434-}/

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSENT
L
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Appendix
Decision No. 83996
November 9, 1973

Ward Construction Company

Transportation of

(1) Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of

(2)

(3)

(4)

roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 200 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No.83997)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

" ® *®

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF)

GARY M. GRAY, DOING BUSINESS AS )

"GRAY & SON," ROUTE 1, BOX 342, ) APPLICATION NO.27100-PP-ETA
BRIGHTON, COLORADO, FOR EMERGENCY )

TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A) ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR; AUTHORITY

VEHICLE.

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER DRDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 9th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSEN;

Commissioners




Appendix
Decision No. 83997)
November 9, 1973

Gray & Son

Transportation of

(1)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 50 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83998)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

x *® x

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF)
RAYMOND F. HIRSCHFELD AND GEORGE )
REISBECK, DOING BUSINESS AS "REIS- ;
BECK & HIRSCHFELD, CEMENT CONTRAC- APPLICATION NO. 27102-PP-ETA
TORS," 15675 EAST 6TH AVENUE, )

AURORA, COLORADO, FOR EMERGENCY )
TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A;

CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR)

VEHICLE.

ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER NRDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 9th  day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

g

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSENTH
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Commissioners




Appendix
Decision No. 83998
November 9, 1973

Reisbeck & Hirschfeld, Cement Contractors

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado te railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radijus
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 100 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 83999)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

" * ®

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF)
LEROY LESSER, ROUTE 3, BOX 146, )

APPLICATION No. 27103-PP-ETA
LONGMONT, COLORADO, FOR EMERGENCY )

TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A) ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR; AUTHORITY
VEHICLE.

im e e e Em m o m ow w=

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER DRDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 9th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABS __[,—EH
-

Commissioners




Appendix
Decision No. 83999
November 9, 1973

LeRoy Lesser

Transportation of
Farm products and natural fertilizer

Between all points located within an area comprised of the Counties of
Boulder, Weld, and Adams, State of Colorado.

RESTRICTION: This Emergency Temporary Authority is restricted against
the transportation of livestock, bulk milk, and dairy products.



(Decision No. 84000)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

= * ®

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF

GARY R. ANDERSON AND EUGENE M. AN- !

DERSON, DOING BUSINESS AS "G & G APPLICAT  27104-PP-ETA
TRUCKING," 9320 BELLA VISTA DRIVE, g LaAkON o
LOUISVILLE, COLORADO, FOR EMERGENCY ORDE GRA TING EMERGENEY TEMPORARY
TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS A) AUTHERITYN

CLASS "B" CONTRACT CARRIER BY MOTOR)

VEHICLE. : )

- e e a e w e o=

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER DRDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 9th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

ﬁ Zz_‘fazzz

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSENT




Appendix
Decision No. 84000
November 9, 1973

G & G Trucking

Transportation of

(1)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colaorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 100 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 84001)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

x* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF)

REFRIGERATED FOODS, INC., P. 0. BOX) APPLICATION NO. 27105-PP-ETA

1018, DENVER, COLORADO, FOR EMER- )

GENCY TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO ) ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT ; AUTHORITY

CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER NROERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 9th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSE‘sfr

Eifﬁis&¢ﬁhers



Appendix
Decision No. 84001
November 9, 1973

Refrigerated Foods, Inc.

Transportation of
Commodities dealt in and distributed by Safeway Stores, Inc.

From food distribution centers and warehouses located within the State
of Colorado, to Safeway Stores Tocated within the State of Colorado.



(Decision No,84002)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* ® *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
ROBERT E. BATH, DOING BUSINESS AS
"AMERICAN DISPOSAL," 1730 LOGAN,
APARTMENT 34, DENVER, COLORADO, FOR
EMERGENCY TEMPORARY APPROVAL TO
CONDUCT OPERATIONS UNDER CERTIFICATE
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY
PUC NO. 3380 PENDING DETERMINATION
OF THE APPLICATION TO ACQUIRE SAID
CERTIFICATE.

APPLICATION NO. 27106-Transfer-ETA

ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
APPROVAL

e St N Nt Vit Wt it Wi Nt Vi
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The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That pending the determination of the permanent
application there is an 1mmediate and urgent need for the emergency temp-
orary approval herein sought; and that failure to immediately grant emer-
gency temporary approval may result in the destruction of, or injury to,
such carrier or carrier properties sought to be acquired, or to inter-
fere substantially with their future usefulness in the performance of
adequate and continuous service to tne public.

1T FURTHER APPEARING, That sa'd circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate 1ssuance 0T temporary approval.

LT IS ORDERED, That the Transteree(s, herein be granted emer-
gency temporary approval for a period of 1 fteen (15) days commencing
as of the day and date or this Order, to cperate under the authority as
set Torth in the caption abeGve.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the Transferor(s) shall continue
operations unti! all requirements have been met and notice in writing
has been received from the Commission that compliance has been effected
and Transferee(s) may commence cperations.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 9th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

SR

—~
HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSE

Nk ]

Commis ners




(Decision No. 84003)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

x ® *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
GEORGE A. MURRAY, 337 SOUTH QUEEN
CIRCLE, LAKEWOOD, COLORADO, FOR
EMERGENCY TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO
OPERATE AS A CLASS "B" CONTRACT
CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

APPLICATION NO. 27101-PP-ETA

ORDER GRANTING EMERGENCY TEMPORARY
AUTHORITY

The above-entitied application under CRS 1963, 115-6-20, being
under consideration, and

IT APPEARING, That failure to immediately grant emergency temp-
orary authority may result in undue delay in availability of equipment to
satisfy shippers needs.

AND IT FURTHER APPEARING, That said circumstances constitute an
emergency requiring the immediate issuance of temporary authority.

IT IS ORDERED, That the Applicant(s) named in the caption above
be granted emergency temporary authority to operate as a Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle for hire for a period of fifteen (15) days commencing as
of the day and date hereof, with authority as set forth in the Appendix
attached hereto.

IT IS FURTHER DRDERED, That no operations shall be commenced
until all requirements have been met and notice in writing has been
received from the Commission that compliance has been effected and ser-
vice may be instituted

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 9th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

HENRY E. ZARLENGO - ABSENT
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Appendix
Decision No. 84003
November 9, 1973

George A. Murray

Transportation of

(1)

(2)

(4)

Sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials used in the construction of
roads and highways

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to road jobs, mixer
and processing plants within the designated radius as restricted below.

Sand and gravel

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to railroad loading
points and to homes and small construction jobs within the designated radius
as restricted below.

Sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse

From and to building construction jobs, to and from points within the
designated radius as restricted below.

Insulrock

From pits and supply points in the State of Colorado to roofing jobs within
the designated radius as restricted below.

RESTRICTION: This Permit is restricted as follows:

(a) Against the use of tank vehicles when transporting road-surfacing
materials; and

(b) Against the rendering of any transportation service beyond a radius
of 50 miles from the point(s) of origin.



(Decision No. 84004)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF
PEOPLES NATURAL GAS DIVISION OF
NORTHERN NATURAL GAS COMPANY FOR
PERMISSION TO UTILIZE A NORMALIZA-
TION ACCOUNTING METHOD FOR
LIBERALIZED DEPRECIATION IN COMPUTING
FEDERAL INCOME TAXES, IN ITS ACOUNTS
AND ANNUAL REPORTS, AS WELL AS FOR
RATEMAKING PURPOSES.

APPLICATION NO. 26638

RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
CHRISTIAN 0. iIGENBERGS;
EXAMINER

et et S St el e Sl S e

DENYING APPLICATION

—————————

Appearances: Thomas Stifler, Esq., Colorado
Springs, Colorado, and
William Liliensiek, Esq.,
Omaha, Nebraska, for Applicant;
Girts Krumins, Assistant Solicitor
General, Denver, Colorado, for
the Staff of the Commission.

PROCEDURE AND RECORD

Under date of May 14, 1973, Applicant Peoples Natural Gas Division
of Northern Natural Gas Company (hereinafter referred to by ‘ts full corpo-
rate name or as Peoples) filed the within application seeking an order of the
Commission permitting it to utilize the normalization accounting method for
liberalized depreciation in computing income taxes in its accounts and
annual reports as well as for ratemaking purposes.

The Commission assigned Docket No. 26638 to the application and
gave due notice in accordance with the provisions of 115-6-8 (2), CRS 1963,
as amended, setting the subject matter for hearing on Monday, July 9, 1973,
at 10 a.m. in the hearing room of the Commission, 500 Columbine Building,
1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado. On June 28, 1973, Applicant filed
with the Commission a Motion for Postponement of Hearing, and the Commission
reset the hearing to be held on Mondax, August 20, 1973, at the aforesaid
time and place, at which time it was heard by Examiner Christian 0. Igenbergs

to whom the subject matter had been assigned pursuant to jaw.



Messrs. Tyrner Tefft, Director of the Income and Excise Tax
Department, and G. L. Stamm, Manager of Economic Planning of Peoples Natural
Gas Division of Northern Natural Gas Company, presented oral testimony.

Exhibits numbered 1 and 2 were tendered and admitted into evidence.

Official notice was taken of the following documents on file with
the Commission, to wit: Decision No. 74236 of this Commission dated January
27, 1970, rendered in Application No. 24066, and the Memo Summary of Appli-
cant's case dated January 14, 1970, in the aforesaid case,

At the conclusion of the hearing, the subject matter was taken
under advisement.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Christian 0. Igenbergs now
transmits herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this pro=
ceeding, together with a written recommended decision which contains his
findings of tact and conclusions thereon, together with the recommended
order or requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found as
fact that:

1. Applicant is a corporation duly organized and existing under
and by virtue of the laws of the state of Delaware, and it is duly authorized
to transact business in the state of Colorado where it is engaged in the
purchase, transmission, distribution, and sale of natural gas in 33 incorpo-
rated cities and towns and various unincorporated communities as a public
utility.

2. By this application, Applicant prays that the Commission
determine that it is appropriate and necessary and in the public interest
that, as to qualified post-1969 property, it be permitted to employ the
so-called normalization accounting method for 1iberalized depreciation in
computing federal income taxes, in its accounts and annual reports, as well

as for ratemaking purposes.



3. This Commission has jurisdiction over the Applicant and
the subject matter of this proceeding.

4, At the present Applicant, with regard to its Colorado intra-
state accounting books, is required to use the flow-through method of tax
accounting in accordance with Commission Decision No. 82032,

5. On December 30, 1969, the U. S. Congress enacted Public Law
91-72, which is known in the accounting profession as the 1969 Tax Reform
Act and which is a substantial revision of the Internal Revenue laws of
the United States.

Section 441 (a) of the aforesaid Tax Reform Act added Section
167 (1) to the Internal Revenue Code, which establishes for public utilities
the methods of depreciation available for post-1969 property addition and
pre-1970 property addition to its plant. In essence, the new provisions of
Section 167 (1) provide that three methods of depreciation may be used with
respect to post-1969 public utility property additions, such methods being
described as "straight-line depreciation," “normalized method," and "flow-
through method." The aforesaid revision of the Internal Revenue Code
furthermore provides that if the flow-through method of accounting is being
used, the utility may continue to use it for both existing and new property;
however, for taxable years beginning after December 31, 1970, for property
constructed or acquired after January 1, 1970, to the extent that such
property increases the productive or operational capacity of the utilities
and 1s not a replacement of existing capacity, the utility may elect within
180 days of the enactment of the subject Act to not have the option to use
the flow-through method available, By letter to the U. S. Commissioner of
Internal Revenue, dated June 26, 1970, as amended on September 13, 1971,
Northern Natural Gas Company made an election to not have the flow-through
method apply with respect to its qualified post-1969 public utility property,
but it specifically exempted from such election its subsidiaries of whom

Applicant Peoples is one.



6. The evidence presented at the hearing by Applicant, through
the oral testimony of its two witnesses, does, to a degree, discuss tax
and rate benefits, which would accrue to the utility in Colorado by the
use of either the present flow-through method or the proposed normalization
method, but there are no hard facts and/or figures in the record on which
the Examiner could base his findings and the conclusion that the granting
of the application is in the public interest. By this the Examiner means
that his decision should be based on facts in the record showing what
actual or reasonably estimated benefits would accrue to the utility, and
that the proposed change would not have any detrimental impact upon the
ratepayers. The ideal proof in a case of this nature would, of course,
be a showing by the Applicant utility that, while the granting of its
application would benefit the utility, it also would benefit the ratepayer.
The generalizations contained in the testimony of the Applicant's two
witnesses, practically without any factual base, prevent a finding in
favor of the application. Applicant should, if it so desires, refile the
application and then be prepared to prove 1ts case.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid findings of fact, 1t is concluded that:

1. The authority sought by Applicant should be denied without
prejudice.

2. Pursuant to 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended. it is recom-
mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following order.

0O R D E R

THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Application No, 26638, being an application of Peoples
Natural Gas Division of Northern Natural Gas Company. P. 0. Box 1357,
Colorado Springs, Colorado 80901, be, and hereby is, denied without
prejudice,

2. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day
1t becomes the decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and i¢

entered as of the “ate hereinahove set out,



3, As provided by 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies
of this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to
be served upon the parties), or unless such decision is stayed within such
time by the Commission upon its own motion, such recommended Decision shall
become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions of
115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended,

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

| %Sﬁm%ner dﬁﬁz*

hbp
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{Decision io. 84005)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMIHISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: THE FAILURE OF CERTAIN CORPORATIONS,
PARTNERSHIPS, AND/OR PERSONS TO COMPLETE
ACTIONS INSTITUTED BEFORE THE COMMISSION
FOR AUTHORITY TO OPERATE AS COMMERCIAL
CARRIERS BY MOTOR VEHICLE (NOT FOR HIRE)
OVER THE PUBLIC HIGHWAYS OF THE STATE OF
COLORADO.

e e e e e e

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

The files and records of the Commission disclose that the
corporations, partnerships, and/or persons as specifically set forth
in the Appendix attach hereto have paid to the Commission the required
filing fee for authority to operate as commercial carriers by motor
vehicle (not for hire) over the public highways of the State of Colorado,
but have either (1) failed to file an application or (2) have failed,
after filing an application for such authority, to file either the re-
quired certificate of insurance or a designation of agent for service
of notices, orders or process--all of which is required by law and the
Commission's Rules and Regulations Governing Commercial Carriers by
Motor Vehicle.

The files and records of the Commission--in addition to the
above--further disclose that all of said corporations, partnerships,
and/or persons have previously been duly notified by the Commission of
their failure to comply with one or more of the above specifically
stated items.

The Commission states and finds that all actions heretofore
instituted before the Commission by the corporations, partnerships,
and/or persons as set forth in the Appendix attached hereto should be

dismissed.



ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

That all actions instituted before this Cemmission by the corpora-
tions, partnerships, and/or persons as set forth in the Appendix attached
hereto, to obtain authority to operate as commercial carriers by motor
vehicle (not for hire) over the public highways of the State of Colorado,
be, and the same hereby are, dismissed.

This Order shall become effective ten (10) days from the day and
date hereof.

DONE IN OPENN MEETING the 6th day of Novembar, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

'1mm15§ioners
vir
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NAME

A-One Produce
P. 0. Box 5062
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87510

A-I Trailer Mfg. Co.
P. 0. Box 207
Duncansville, Texas 75116

Walter E. Allen, dba

A & A Fish Market

1819 East 28th Avenue
Denver, Colorado 80205

Joe Adkinson
404 Northwest Drive
Longview, Texas 75601

Advance Concrete Form Inc.
6909 Raywood Road
Madison, Wisconsin 53713

Agri-Sul Inc.
P. 0. Box 188
Mineola, Texas 75773

Johnnie Allen
Route 2, Box 213
La Junta, Colorado 81050

Allstate Trucking, Inc.
1404 Camino Monte
Farmington, New Mexico 87401

Al Zahler dba

Al's Auto Salvage

2936 Hilbert

Pueblo, Colorado 81005

Gardner, Inc., dba
Amerigo

Highway 120 East

P. 0. Box 578

Bristol, Indiana 46507

Norbert E. Summ, dba
Amity Leather Products
West Bend, Wisconsin 53095

Andrews Livestock Co., Inc.
Box 850
Torrington, Wyoming 82240

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent
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NAME

Darrell Aplanalp
Star Route
Rangely, Colorado 81648

Ramon Domingo Archuleta
P. 0. Box 114
Saguache, Colorado 81149

Artcraft/Heath Division of
W. Heath & Co., Inc.

Jct. Hwy 580 & 584
Oldsmar, Florida, and

P. 0. Box 22066

Tampa, Florida 33622

Roy Atkinson
3106 N. Hancock
Odessa, Texas 79760

U.S. Auto Glass Centers, Inc. dba
Aurora Glass Service

1571 Florence Avenue

Aurora, Colorado 80010

Ray Ayers dba

Ray Ayers Trucking

225 South Madison Street
Cortez, Colorado 81321

B & B Supply Company
Route 1
Decatur, Texas 76234

B Bar G Trailers
Box 661
Chickasha, Oklahoma 73018

Baldwin Piano and Organ Co.
805 Harkrider Avenue
Conway, Arkansas 72032

Kenneth K. Kent, dba
Bally Case and Cooler Company
Bally, Pennsylvania 19503

Bar K Pet Food, Inc.
Route 1, Box 178
Fort Collins, Colorado 80521

Barwick Industries
Chambles
Georgia 30005

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Aonlication

Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent
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NAME

Basin Mud Service, Inc.
P. 0. Box 1075
Vernal, Utah 84078

Bavarian Motors, Inc.
350 Broadway
Denver, Colorado 80203

Randi J. Kenely, dba

Bee Hive Garage Domestic

P. 0. Box 635

Grand Lake, Colorado 80447

John Blythe Beverly dba
Beverly's J-F Ranch

P. 0. Box K

Alamosa, Colorado 81101

Big C Service and Supply Inc.
Box 2353
Casper, Wyoming 82601

R. F. Box dba

R. F. Box Trucking Company

500 Kinley N.E.

Albuquerque, New Mexico 87107

Brush Rendering Company
5350 N. Washington
Denver, Colorado 80216

Edward R. Dufour dba

C and D Transport

301 Marshall Drive

Grand Prairie, Texas 75050

Robert N. Call
556 King Street
Lafayette, Colorado 80026

Broderick Enterprises, Inc. dba
Captain Clean, Inc.

1401 East Olive Court

Fort Collins, Colorado 80521

Herbert D. Carliss

2025 N. College

Box 283

Fort Collins, Colorado 80921

James E. Carter
411 15th Street
Greeley, Colorado 80631

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Designation of Agent

Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage

Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance
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NAME

J. J. Meier, dba

Casper Fishing Tool Service
P, 0. Box 443

3280 East Yellowstone
Casper, Wyoming 82601

T. J. Gaffney, dba
Cathedral Motors

1735 Logan St.

Denver, Colorado 80203

Cellular Corporation of Colorado
301 Vallejo St.
Denver, Colorado 80223

Cherokee Pipe and Supply
Box 1142
Odessa, Texas 79766

Chevy Auto Dismantlers, Inc.
900 Kennie Road
Pueblo, Colorado 81001

Clemen's Mobile Homes
Scottsbluff, Nebraska 69361

Cliffrose Natural Foods
129 Coffman
Longmont, Colorado 80501

James Cline
Box 52
Pitkin, Colorado 81241

Bonnie E. Hennes, dba
Colorado Electrical Service
1035 S. Macon Street
Aurora, Colorado 80010

Colorado Texas Beef Packers
Box 330
Booker, Texas 79005

Cope Gas & Equipment, Inc.
Kirk, Colorado 80824

Frank Ira Cox
Harper Route
London, Texas 76854

Crestliner Boat Division, AMF Inc.

609 NE 13th Avenue
Little Falls, Minnesota 56345

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Apolication

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance
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NAME

Roy C. Curtis, Jr.
13290 West Dakota Place
Lakewood, Colorado 80228
Douglas E. Cooper, dba
D.C. Auto Service

3495 So., Federal Blvd.
Sheridan, Colorado 80219

Douglas Leaf and Jacqueline Leaf dba
D & J Conoco Service
Box 375

Fairplay, Colorado 80440
Dal-Tex Pipe and Steel Corp.
1811 West North West Hwy.
Dallas, Texas 75234

Wayne A. Magnuson dba
Daryl-Mark Transportation
10030 W, 59th P1. #4
Arvada, Colorado 80004

Deatherrage Trucking
Russell
Kansas 67665

Glenn R. Stone dba

Decor Furniture Mfg. Co.
P. 0. Box 146

Gamerco, New Mexico 87317

Lester A, Dixon Jr., Bruce H, Dixon &
Joann Hansen dba

Dixon Feedlots

Route 2, Box 302

Parker, Colorado 80134

Michael L. Dixon dba

Dixon Motors

Box 473

Buena Vista, Colorado 81211

Donaldson Cattle Co., Inc,

Box 659

Monticello, Arkansas 71655

E1 Dorado Laminated Beams, Inc.

P. 0. Box 87

E1 Dorado Springs, Missouri 64744

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance
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NAME

John E11is Jr., dba
Johnny El1lis

722 N. 11th Avenue
Greeley, Colorado 80631

Nicholas T. Espinoza
1373 W. Nevada P1.
Denver, Colorado 80223

Harold Behlen & Don Whiteman dba
Estes Park Home Improvement Center
P. 0. Box 657

Estes Park, Colorado 80517

Michael Reimann & Mark Wymore, dba
European Auto Wrecking

1770 West Wesley

Englewood, Colorado 80110

Express Motor Rebuilders
1109 N.W. 4th
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73107

John L. Shultz, Jr., dba

F & S Dist. Co.

3011 Tylane Ave.

Farmington, New Mexico 87401

Neil H. and/or Betty Fernau dba
Fernau 0il1 Co.
Ainsworth, Nebraska 69210

Flame Gas Company
Box 35
Kingsville, Missouri 64061

Jack H. Schauer, dba

Flea Market East

751 South Santa Fe
Fountain, Colorado 80817

Fleming Manufacturing Co.
P. 0. Box 337
Long Lake, Minnesota 55356

Ft. Worth Cattle Express, Inc.
1112 Cantrell Sansome Road
Ft. Worth, Texas 76131

Wayne Fox dba
Fox Brothers
Emmet, Nebraska 68734

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Designation of Agent
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NAME
Berl W. Friend dba

Friend's Country Store
Hwy. 149, P. 0. Box 337

Lake City, Colorado 81235
Jose J. Garcia

Route 1, Box 131

Weldona, Colorado 80653

Alvas J. Frankman, Jr., dba
Gift Line of Wyoming
Box 26

Sinclair, Wyoming 82334

H. W. Given Company

3338 Winding Way

New Town Square, Pennsylvania 19073
Gary N. Good

Rural Route 2
Sterling, Colorado 80751
Ira R. Goodale, Jr., dba
Goodale Enterprises

9484 North Hwy. 99

Stockton, California 95205
John M. Goodrick

245 3rd St.

Ft. Lupton, Colorado 80621

Gorge Construction
Box 277
Manila, Utah 84046
Greif Bros. Construction
1201 Quivas Street
Denver, Colorado 80204
James M. Champlin dba

H and C Firewood
6251 Lamar
Arvada, Colorado 80003

Roland L. Miles & Hilda G. Miles dba
H and R Mobile Canteen Caterers

P. 0. Box 7244, Parkhill Station
Denver, Colorado 80207

Hubert D. Hahn
218 Grand Avenue, Box # 140

Hot Sulphur Springs, Colorado 80451

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance
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NAME

Johnnie E. Hall
Route 1, Box 36
Cedaredge, Colorado 81413

Harbin Sales, Inc.
4656 Ripley Drive
E1l Paso, Texas 79822

Leonard C. Hardwich
1914 W. 19th
Pueblo, Colorado 81003

Independent Stave Co., Inc. dba
Harrison Furniture Mfg. Company
P. 0. Box 340

Harrison, Arkansas 72601

Tom Mulcaire dba

Have Blade Will Grade

Box 937

Cottonwood, Arizona 86326

Darryl Hayden
130 9th

Steamboat Sorings, Colorado 80477

W. R. Herring
R. R. 1
Sedgwick, Kansas 67135

Hi Country Dry Wall, Inc.
15850 W. 14th Place
Golden, Colorado 80401

Francis Gwin Hileman
Route 1, Box 810
Pueblo, Colorado 81004

Gottfried Hintz
New Leipzig, North Dakota 58562

Randall Hintz
New Leipzig, North Dakota 58562

Henry 0i1 Co. Inc. dba
HOCO

P. 0. Box 700

Bixby, Oklahoma 74008

Hoskinson Implement
Box 369
Sublette, Kansas 67877

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liabi11ity and Property Damage
Insurance

Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liabi1lity and Property Damage
Insurance

Designation of Agent
Public Liability and Property Damage

Insurance, Designation of Agent

Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Prooerty Damage
Insurance
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NAME

Donald Hoss
Box 64
Sharon Springs, Kansas 67758

Robert Hubbard
Box 3422
Durango, Colorado 81301

Dallas Hunt dba

Hunt Construction

Box 939

Steamboat Springs, Colorado 8C477

Calvin L. Hunt, dba

Hunt & Miller

2695 Central

Canon City, Colorado 81212

Imperial Trailer Co.
Box 99
Lindsay, Oklahoma 73119

International Paper Company
220 East 42nd St.
New York, New York 10017

James R. Talarico dba

J & B Used Auto Parts
5545 Sheridan Blvd.
Arvada, Colorado 80002

Jenkins Produce
Route 2, Box 160
Horton, Alabama 35980

Lloyd John dba

John Drilling Co.

6544 West 72nd Ave.
Arvada, Colorado 80002

Bob Jones & Co.
1719 W. Berry
Ft. Worth, Texas 76110

Keith Patterson and Ed Dunn dba
K and E Backhoe Service

Box 1058

Basalt, Colorado 81621

Bernard Kelley and Jack Fisher dba
K and F Baling

P. 0. Box 524

Atkinson, Nebraska 68713

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent
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KNS Livestock & Feed Company
2005 18th Street

Greeley, Colorado 80631
Glen Kettleborough

North Star Route

Anselmo, Nebraska 68813

Willis George Kientz dba
Kientz's Wholesale Bait
1178 South Ogden Street
Denver, Colorado 80210

King and Co., Inc.
Highway 64 East
Clarksville, Arkansas 72830

Mar-Dean Corporation dba

King of the Row Furniture & Appliances

6680 West Colfax Avenue
Lakewood, Colorado 80215

L. B. Knight
Route 1

Fyffe, Alabama 35971
Juel A. Kolbo

P. 0. Box 517

Groton, South Dakota 57445
Terry D. Latham

Salt Lake City

Utah 84100

Eginio S. Laureles
706 East 4th St.
Brady, Texas 76825

Harvey Layton

810 Silver St., Route #3
Rapid City, South Dakota 57701
Ronald Morford and Truman Jones, dba
Lazy Log Enterprises
P. 0. Box 55
Whitewater, Colorado 81527
Mike Laws dba

Laws Transportation

5309 22nd Street

N.W. Puallup, Washington 98371

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent,
Application

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent
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Linda Vista Mobile Homes, Inc.
5800 E. Platte
Colorado Springs, Colorado 80915

Linton Trucking, dba

Linton Enterprises

116 North Tejon, Suite 205
Colorado Springs, Colorado 80901

John J. Lopez
Box 427
Romeo, Colorado 81148

Harold T. Lyke and Mabel R. Lyke
Star Route, Box 45
Carbondale, Colorado 81623

Raymond Joe Miller dba
M & W Wood

P. 0. Box “C"

Pitkin, Colorado 81241

Jerry F. Madden
Rural Route
Peetz, Colorado 80747

Marshall Storage, Inc.
Ansel Switch
Center, Colorado 81125

Ida Martinez
2600 Clay Street
Denver, Colorado 80211

Ysidoro Martinez
7636 Vera Cruz
E1 Paso, Texas 79915

Herbert F. Mauch
Route 1, Box 215-A
Lamar, Colorado 81052

Foster Lee McGaughey
615 Clifton St.
Brush, Colorado 80723

Frank McKay
P. 0. Box 192
Lenora, Kansas 67645

Roman Meno
P. 0. Box 955
Weslaco, Texas 78596

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent
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NAME

Chuck Meyer
Scottsbluff
Nebraska 69361

Mile High Catering, Inc.
2732 South Downing Circle
Denver, Colorado 80210

Bill Miles
Box 552
Craig, Colorado 81625

Leslie Miller, Inc.
Box 8158
Fort Worth, Texas 76112

Miller Welding Supply, Inc.
East Highway 40
Vernal, Utah 84078

Monroe-Patterson, Inc.
R. R. 2, Box 315
Greenfield, Indiana 46140

Melvin L. Moore
Route 1, Box 65, Garvin Mesa
Paonia, Colorado 81428

Morgan County Sand, Gravel &
Aggregate, Inc.

No. Hwy. 52, Box 983

Fort Morgan, Colorado 80701

Motor Transportation Company
Box 14751
St. Louis, Missouri 63123

Howard E. Bickel dba
NRM Trucking
Malvern, Pennsylvania 19355

Jerry Nance Trucking
1518 16th St.
Auburn, Nebraska 68305

National Floor Products Co., Inc.

P. 0. Box 354
Industrial Park Chisholm Road
Florence, Alabama 35630

National Mobile Exchange, Inc.
4800 Amarillo Blvd. E

Box 5278

Amarillo, Texas 79107

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent
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National Pump Corporation
Harvard & North Ave. T
Lubbock, Texas 79415

Navajo Trailers, Inc.
(Eastern Navajo Ind., Inc.)
P. 0. Box 1315
Gallup, New Mexico 87301
Claude S. Nebeker
Evanston
Wyoming 82930
Don E. Nichols
Sandy, Utah 84070
Nicholson Supply Co.
1916 Dorcas St.
Omaha, Nebraska 68100
John F. Noiting dba
Nolting Construction
2303 Gary
Pueblo, Colorado 81001
Northwest 0i1 Transport, Inc.
P. 0. Box 830

Rangely, Colorado 81648
0-Kay Turkeys, Inc.

200 Locust Avenue
Clinton, Oklahoma 73601

Elizabeth Brown & Raymond Beverly dba
01d Time Furniture
675 South Pearl St.

Denver, Colorado 80209
Macario Ortega

1003 Catalda

Pueblo, Colorado 81001

Brian E. Overturf

909 East 23rd St.
Farmington, New Mexico 87401
Pacific Agriculture Coop. Assn.
P. 0. Box 5205

3070 Liberty Road, N.E.

Salem, Oregon 97304

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent
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NAME

Donald W. Baker & Larry L. Scheid dba
Paramount Furniture

6487 No. Federal Blvd.

Denver, Colorado 80221

Fred L. Patterson dba
Patterson Auto Sales
Route 5
Lubbock, Texas 79404
Paulino Gardens
6300 North Broadway
Denver, Colorado 80216
Pecos Valley, Inc.
Box 280

Carlsbad, New Mexico 88220
Moises Perea

Star Route 2, Box 38
Los Lunas, New Mexico 87031
Thomas E. Pierce
P. 0. Box 84
Monument, Colorado 80132
Norris N. Pinkerton dba
Pinkerton Lumber Co.
Star Route #1

Bonners Ferry, Idaho 83805
Poloron Products, Inc., dba
Poloron Homes, Inc.

P. 0. Box 337
Jacksonville, Arkansas 72076
Prest Lumber
102 Railroad
Erie, Kansas 66733
Jack H. Puckett

Trappers Lake, Route 50A
Meeker, Colorado 81641

Kenneth Randolph

Cortez, Colorado 80221

Reel Foot Packing Co.

Union City, Tennessee 38261

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent
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NAME

Glen A. and Karen A. Roberts
1632 Quitman St.
Denver, Colorado 80219

Harold Roberts and Jessie Roberts
Route 1, Box 178
Sheridan, Wyoming 82801

James D. Robinson
P. 0. Box 730
Sylecauga, Alabama 35150

Dwain E. Morse dba
Robinson and Lamey

3741 E. Telegraph Road
Piru, California 93040

Leslie R. Scott, dba
Rocking B. Mfg.

Route 1

Watonga, Oklahoma 73772

Russ Stout dba

Russ Fixtures

2135 W. Cucharras

Colorado Springs, Colorado 80904

R. D. Anspaugh dba

Salida Produce and Cold Storage
308 Oak Street

Salida, Colorado 81201

Everett Schnowske, dba
Schnowske By-Products

Box 144

Cambridge, I11inois 61238

James Mason Seals dba

Seals Insulation

Box 811

Carbondale, Colorado 81623

Shop In Denmark
Box 601, 1014 West 3 St.
Sulphur, Oklahoma 73086

Skotty Aluminum Products
2100 E. Union Bower, P.0. Box 798
Irving, Texas 75060

George W. Power dba
Smashmobile

20 E. Geneva Drive
Tempe, Arizona 85281

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Propnerty Damage
Insurance

Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance
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NAME

David C. Hix dba

Snap-0n Tools

1365 Miramonte Ct.
Broomfield, Colorado 80020

0. B. Saunders, Clifton Grodon &
Dale Chapman dba

Southwest Metal and Trade Co.
1102 West Broadway, P.0. Drawer V

Altus, Oklahoma 73521

Southwestern Furniture Manufacturers
P. 0. Box 5246 Beacon Hi1l Station

1010 North Zarzamora
San Antonio, Texas 78201
Standard Auto Components

West Avenue B
Hope, Arkansas 71801

Ralph G. and Lou Stanton dba
Ralph G. Stanton Trucking
3461 F 3/4 Road
Clifton, Colorado 81520
Gerald G. & Arlene Starr dba
Starr's Service Center
318 Grand Avenue
Platteville, Colorado 80651
G. W. Streib Pipe and Supply
P. 0. Box 621
Leakey, Texas 78873

Sweetheart Cup Corporation of Texas
4444 W, Ledbetter Drive

Dallas, Texas 75236

Timberline Building Systems, Inc.
Box 272

Crested Butte, Colorado 81224
Gregory Kelchner dba

Timberline Ski & Mountaineering
Box 131

Vail, Colorado 81657

Leo Rodela dba

Tom's Peanuts

Tierra Amarilla, New Mexico 87575

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent
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NAME

Marlene Elaine Toner
P. 0. Box 706
Trinidad, Colorado 81082

Transit Industries, Inc.
Airport Industrial Park
Pratt, Kansas 67124

James Trotter dba
Trotter Grain and Fertilizer
Arcadia, Nebraska 68815

Victoriano Trujillo, Jr., dba
Trujillo's Produce

P. 0. Box 17

San Patricio, New Mexico 88348

United Mud Service Company
Box 148 (First Nat'l Bank Bldg.)
Borger, Texas 79007

Edgar E. Wagner dba

Unpainted Furniture Galleries
230 Main Street

Longmont, Colorado 80501

Silviano J. Urbina
7827 Broadway
E1 Paso, Texas 79915

Marvin Sparks & Alvis Tabor dba
Vibra-Whirl & Co.

P. 0. Box 966

Panhandle, Texas 79068

James E. Walker
2903 Moore Lane
Ft. Collins, Colorado 80521

Ray T. Watkins
Box 896
Pagosa Springs, Colorado 81147

William Waxman & Tom Kimbell, dba
Waxman and Kimbell

Box 4703

Aspen, Colorado 81611

Robert E. Wells, Inc.
West Jordan
Utah 84084

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent
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NAME

Scott Westover, dba

Westover Trucking

9965 W. 34th Drive
Wheatridge, Colorado 80033

Oscar L. Nickerson dba
Whitewater Firewood Supply
3209 South C Road
Whitewater, Colorado 81527

George Wilcox and Mary M. Wilcox
P. 0. Box 932
Fruita, Colorado 81521

William F. ana Emily Stevens dba
Wildcat Lumber Company

R. R. #1, Box 24

Manhattan, Kansas 66502

Donald E. Williams
Torrington, Wyoming 82240

Melvin S. Wilmsmeyer and Co.
Box 461
Stillwater, Oklahoma 74074

V. C. Wood Company
Box 593
Rangely, Colorado 81648

Dean Bott, dba

Farr West

614 Cleveland

Sterling, Colorado 80751

Dean C. Bott dba

Far West Provisioners

P. 0. Box 1226

Sterling, Colorado 80751

Charles D. Jones & Co., Inc.
114 W. Linwood
Kansas City, Missouri 64111

Jose Sandoval Vallie
Av. 6a, Poniente No. 211
Juarez, Chin Mexico

REASON - FAILURE TO FILE:

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public L1ability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Designation of Agent

Public Liability and Property Damage
Insurance, Application, Designation
of Agent



(Decision No. 84006)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

%* *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF

ENGLEWOOD TRANSIT COMPANY, A COLORADO
CORPORATION, 3930 BLAKE STREET, DENVER,
COLORADO 80216, TO EXTEND OPERATIONS

UNDER PERMIT NO. A-623 TO ALLOW THE

ESTABLISHMENT OF OFFICES IN ANY OTHER
CITY OR TOWN IN THE STATE OF COLORADO
IN ADDITION TO THE CITY OF ENGLEWOOD,
COLORADO, AND THE CITY AND COUNTY OF

DENVER, COLORADO.

%*

APPLICATION NO. 26737-PP-Extension
RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
CHRISTIAN 0. IGENBERGS,
EXAMINER

GRANTING APPLICATION

- e e o e = e o -

B T

Appearances:

Roger Sollenbarger, Esq.,

Lakewood, Colorado, for

Applicant.

John P. Thompson, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado, for
Platte Valley Freightways;
South Park Motor Lines;
Ephraim Freightways, Inc;
Edson Express, Inc.;
Overland Motor Express, Inc.,
dba Boulder-Denver Truck
Line; Trans-Western Express, Ltd.;
AAA Transfer & Storage Company,
Inc.; Cowen Transfer & Storage
Company; Dalby Transfer & Storage,
Inc.; Daniels Moving and Storage;
Elbert Transfer Company; McCann
Brothers Transfer Company; and
Nicoll Warehousing, Inc.

John Walker, Esq., Denver, Colorado,
for Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., and
Larson Transportation Company.

PROCEDURE AND RECORD

The above-entitled application was filed with the Commission

on June 13, 1973.

Subsequent thereto, protests were filed as follows:

John P. Thompson, Esq.: Platte Valley Freightways; South Park

Motor Lines; Ephraim Freightways, Inc.; Edson Express, Inc.; Overland

Motor Express, Inc., doing business as "Boulder-Denver Truck Line;"

Trans-Western Express, Ltd.; AAA Transfer & Storage Company, Inc.; Cowen

Transfer & Storage Company; Dalby Transfer & Storage, Inc.; Daniels Moving



and Storage; Elbert Transfer Company; McCann Brothers Transfer Company;
and Nicoll Warehousing, Inc.

- John Walker, Esq.: Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., and Larson
Transportation Company.

Joseph F. Nigro, Esq.: Acme Delivery Service, Inc.; Amick
Transfer & Storage Company; Bekins Van & Storage Company; Berkeley Moving
& Storage Company; Bonanza Moving & Storage Company; Buehler Transfer
Company; Denver Moving & Storage, Inc.; Duffy Storage & Moving Company;
G.I. Moving & Storage Company; Johnson Storage & Moving Company; Kamp
Moving & Storage Company; Merchants Transfer & Storage Company, Inc.;
Murph's Express, Inc.; Thomas & Son Transfer Line, Inc.; Tiller's Moving &
Storage, Inc.; United States Transfer & Storage Company; and Weicker Transfer
& Storage Company.

Prior to the hearing, all protests filed by Mr. Nigro were with-
drawn and no appearance was made by Mr. Nigro.

After due and proper notice to all interested parties, the matter
was set for hearing on Wednesday, July 25, 1973, at 10 a.m. in the Hearing
Room of the Commission, Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver,
Colorado, at which time and place the matter was called for hearing by
Examiner Christian 0. Igenbergs, to whom it was assigned pursuant to law.
The matter was concluded on the same day it began.

Exhibit 1, a letter from Mr. Sollenbarger to Messieurs Nigro,
Thompson, and Carlson (on behalf of Rio Grande Motor Way and Larson), was
tendered and admitted into evidence. Exhibit 1 contains a restrictive
amendment, which amendment was accepted by the Examiner. On the basis
of this restrictive amendment having been accepted, the Protestants all
withdrew their protests and were excused from further attendance at the
hearing.

Exhibit 2, a letter from Mr. Nigro to Mr. Sollenbarger, was

tendered and admitted.



Exhibit 3, a copy of a letter of authority Permit No. A-623
Englewood Transit Company, and Exhibit 4, balance sheet and statement of
income of Englewood Transit, were tendered and admitted.

During the course of the hearing, Applicant produced the testi-
mony of Mr. E. G. Perry, Jr., which testimony showed that Applicant,
Englewood Transit Company, was presently operating from a Denver terminal
located at 3930 Blake Street, Denver, Colorado, and had been put on notice
that its lease would not be renewed after October 1, 1973, Applicant's
witness testified that no suitable substitute terminal facilities could be
located within the City and County of Denver, or in Englewood, Colorado,
and that it sought to construct its own terminal facility on purchased
property at 52nd and Newport Streets, Commerce City, Colorado. This Adams
County property borders the City and County of Denver.

The witness further testified that if the Commission saw fit to
grant the application, there would be no basic change in the nature of
operations under Permit No. A-623.

At the conclusion of the hearing, the subject matter was taken
under advisement.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Christian 0. Igenbergs now
transmits herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this pro-
ceeding together with a written recommended decision which contains his
findings of fact and conclusion thereon, together with the recommended
order or requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found as
fact that:

1. Applicant, Englewood Transit Company, hereinafter referred to
by name or as Applicant, is a Colorado corporation duly authorized to do
business in the State of Colorado and presently holds authority from this

Commission as follows:



authorize:

Decision No. 70863: Transportation of freight

Between Denver, Colorado, and Pueblo, Colorado, over

U. S. Highways Nos. 85 and 87, serving all intermediate
points between Pueblo, Colorado, and the Arapahoe-Douglas
County line.

Restricted to service for not more than twenty (20) cus-
tomers.

The operator or holder hereof is (1) authorized to main-
tain its principal office and place of business within
the City of Englewood, Colorado, and to maintain a branch
office within the corporate Timits of the City and County
of Denver, Colorado, and

(2) is prohibited, without further authority from this
Commission, to establish a branch office or to have an
agent employed in any other city or town than the City of
Englewood, Colorado and the City and County of Denver for
the purpose of developing business.

2. By this application, Applicant seeks a permit so as to

Transportation of freight

Between Denver, Colorado, and Pueblo, Colorado, over U. S.
Highways Nos. 85 and 87, serving all intermediate points
between Pueblo, Colorado, and the Arapahoe-Douglas County
Tine.

Restricted to service for not more than twenty (20) customers.

The operator or holder hereof is (1) authorized to maintain
its principal office and place of business within the City
of Commerce City, Colorado, and (2) is prohibited, without
further authority from this Commission, to establish a branch
office or to have an agent employed in any other city or town
than the City of Commerce City, Colorado, for the purpose of
developing business hereunder.

3. Applicant is presently serving, under its Permit No. A-623,

twenty (20) customers in a primarily truckload-quantities operation.

operation,

4. The location of the terminal, under a truckload-quantity

is of relatively small importance. The location of a terminal

in Commerce City, Colorado, as opposed to either Denver or Englewood,

Colorado,

is of no major consequence to the operation or the Applicant's

ability to continue rendering an adequate service to its customers.



5. It is highly unlikely that any motor carrier operation
could be affected adversely by a grant of this application as it is
primarily for the operating convenience of the Applicant.

6. In the event this application is granted, the Applicant
has requested a cancellation of that restrictive language in the present
Permit No. A-623 which authorizes a principal office and place of busi-
ness in the City of Englewood, Colorado, and a branch office within the City
and County of Denver, Colorado, and similarily, its restriction from estab-
1ishing a branch office or agent in any other city or town than the City
of Englewood and the City and County of Denver for purposes of developing
business; and, Applicant desires to substitute, therefore, the language
set forth above which would authorize it to maintain its principal office
and place of business in Commerce City, Colorado, and to be prohibited
without further authority from the Commission to establish a branch office
or agent in any other city or town than Commerce City, Colorado, for the
purpose of developing business under A-623.

The restriction and proposed cancellation will satisfactorily
protect the interests of Protestants without an undue burden on the inter-
ests of the customers served under A-623.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid findings of fact, it is concluded that:
1. Public interest requires that Application No. 26737-PP-Extension
should be granted.
2. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recommended
by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.
ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Application No. 26737-PP-Extension, being an application of
Englewood Transit Company, a Colorado corporation, 3930 Blake Street, Denver,
Colorado, for an extension and partial cancellation of Permit No. A-623, is

granted.



2. That hereafter the authority of Applicant to be set forth
in Permit No. A-623 shall read as follows:
Transportation of freight
Between Denver, Colorado, and Pueblo, Colorado,
over U. S. Highways Nos. 85 and 87, serving all
intermediate points between Pueblo, Colorado, and
the Arapahoe-Douglas County line.

Restricted to service for not more than twenty (20)
customers.,

The operator or holder hereof is (1) authorized to
maintain its principal office and place of business
within the City of Commerce City, Colorado and (2)
is prohibited, without further authority from this
Commission, to establish a branch office or to have
an agent emplcyed in any other city or town than the
City of Commerce City, Colorado, for the purpose of
developing business hereunder.

3. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is
entered as of the date hereinabove set out.

4. As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to
be served upon the parties), or unless such Decision is stayed within
such time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision
shall become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions
of 115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLQRADO

/./ Z ﬁ L;:f
(/e;ifjlfﬂ;éy é@ﬁﬁ}ner ;;fﬁz
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(Decision No. 84007)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF )
KAREN B. HAFFEY. P.0. BOX 676, ) APPLICATION NO. 26756-PP~TA
3301 EAST 4TH, DURANGOQs COLORADO, )

FOR TEMPORARY AUTHORITY TO OPER- )

ATE AS A CLASS "“B" CONTRACT CARRIER ;

BY MOTOR VEHICLE.

SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER

I . T

I T R S

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On July 17, 1973, the Commission entered Decision No. 83339
in the above-styled application, granting Applicant herein the right
to operate under temporary authority as a Class "B" Contract Carrier
by motor vehicle.

The files and records of the Commission disclose that said
carrier has failed to maintain effective Public Liability and Property
Damage insurance on file with the Commission, as required by the Com-
mission'srules and regulations

The Commission states and finds that said above-~entitied auth-

ority should be canceled and revoked as set forth in the order following.

0O R D E R

THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby is,

canceled and revoked as of the day and date hereof.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 6th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

commissioners
hbp



(Decision No. 84008)
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN RE THE MATTER OF MOTOR VEHICLE )
COMMON AND CONTRACT CARRIERS ) RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
LISTED ON "APPENDIX A" HERETO, ) CHRISTIAN 0. IGENBERGS,
) EXAMINER
Respondents. )

Appearances: John A, Hurt, Denver, Colorado,
of the Staff of the Commission.

STATEMENT

Each of the cases listed on the attached "Appendix A" was insti-
tuted by Notice of Hearing and Order to Show Cause duly issued pursuant to
law by the Secretary of the Commission and served upon the respective
Respondents on October 15, 1973. The matters were duly called for hearing
pursuant to such notice on Monday, November 5, 1973, at 9 a.m. in the Com-
mission Hearing Room, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado, by Christian
0. Igenbergs, assigned by the Commission as Examiner in these proceedings
pursuant to Taw.

None of the Respondents listed in "Appendix A" hereto appeared
at the hearing.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Christian 0. Igenbergs now
transmits herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this pro-
ceeding, together with a written recommended decision which contains his
findings of fact and conclusions thereon, together with the recommended
order or requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found as
fact that:

1. The record and files of the Commission do not disclose that
the requirements, as listed in "Appendix A" hereto and by reference incor-
porated hereinto, are now on file with the Commission in full compliance
with the Public Utilities Law of this state and the rules and regulations

of this Commission.



APP. SC

2. The said Respondents, and each of them, without good cause
shown, failed to appear as lawfully ordered by the Commission.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid findings of fact, it is concluded that:

1. The operating authorities of the Respondents should be revoked
for failure to keep on file with the Commission the requirements as listed
in "Appendix A," and failure, without good cause shown, to appear at hearing
as lawfully ordered by the Commission.

2. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-

mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. The operating authorities of each of the respective Respondents
as identified in "Appendix A" attached hereto, and by reference incorporated
in this Order, be, and hereby are, revoked as of the effective date of this
Order.

2. This Order shall be null and void and the respective case shall
be dismissed by the terms hereof as to each respective Respondent who files the
specified requirements as lTisted in "Appendix A" prior to the effective date
of this Order.

3. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day 1t
becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is entered
as of the date hereinabove set out,

4. As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to

be served upon the parties), or unless such Decision is stayed within such

.



time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision
shall become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions

of 115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Exé@in r




NAME AND ADDRESS

Jack Caine, dba
Bluebird Trucking
2802 C 3/4 Road
Grand Junction, CO

Don R. Bowman, dba
Don Bowman Logging
680 Yampa Avenue

Craig, CO 81625

Columbine Contractors
Ltd.

Box U

Steamboat Springs, CO

Dean Etter, dba
Dean's Refuse Service
Route 1

Alamosa, CO 81101

Jack Lang and Gary D.
Oberhansly, dba M & M
Water Service

South Highway No. 13

P.0. Box 571

Craig, CO 81625

"APPENDIX A"
APPL. NO.

81501

25282-PP

» 26818-PP

80477
26650

26704-PP-
Transfer

(Decision No.

REQUIREMENTS

Application,
Customer List,
Equipment List,
Designation of
Agent, PLPD Ins.

PLPD Ins.

Issuance fee

PLPD Ins.

Tariff

84008)

CASE_NO.
120-App.

121-App.

122-App.

123-App.

125-App.



(Decision No. 84009)
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN RE THE MATTER OF MOTOR VEHICLE
COMMON AND CONTRACT CARRIERS RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
LISTED ON "APPENDIX A" HERETO, ) THOMAS M. McCAFFREY,
) EXAMINER
Respondents. )

——————————

Appearances: dJohn A. Hurt, Denver, Colorado,
of the Staff of the Commission.

STATEMENT

Each of the cases listed on the attached "Appendix A" was insti-
tuted by Notice of Hearing and Order to Show Cause duly issued pursuant to
law by the Secretary of the Commission and served upon the respective
Respondents on October 2, 1973. The matters were duly called for hearing pur-
suant to such notice on Monday, October 15, 1973, at 9 a.m. in the Commission
Hearing Room, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado, by Thomas M. McCaffrey,
assigned by the Commission as Examiner in these proceedings pursuant to law.

None of the Respondents listed in "Appendix A" hereto appeared
at the hearing.

Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Thomas M. McCaffrey now
transmits herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this pro-
ceeding, together with a written recommended decision which contains his
findings of fact and conclusions thereon, together with the recommended
order or requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the following is found as
fact that:

1. The records and files of the Commission do not disclose that
the requirements, as Tisted in "Appendix A" hereto and by reference incor-
porated hereinto, are now on file with the Commission in full compliance
with the Public Utilities Law of this state and the rules and regulations

of this Commission.



APP. SC

2. The said Respondents, and each of them, without good cause
shown, failed to appear as lawfully ordered by the Commission.

CONCLUSIONS ON FINDINGS OF FACT

Based on the aforesaid findings of fact, it is concluded that:

1. The operating authorities of the Respondents should be revoked
for failure to keep on file with the Commission the requirements as listed
in "Appendix A," and failure, without good cause shown, to appear at hearing
as lawfully ordered by the Commission.

2. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-

mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. The operating authorities of each of the respective Respondents
as identified in "Appendix A" attached hereto, and by reference incorporated
in this Order, be, and hereby are, revoked as of the effective date of this
Order.

2. This Order shall be null and void and the respective case shall
be dismissed by the terms hereof as to each respective Kespondent who files the
specified requirements as listed in "Appendix A" prior to the effective date
of this Order.

3. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day 1t
becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and 15 entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

4, As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to

be served upon the parties), or unless such Decision is stayed within such
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time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision
shall become the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions

of 115-6-14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
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(Decision No, 84010)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* . -
RE: INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION OF INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION
PROPOSED CHANGES IN TARIFF OF SALIDA DOCKET NO. 813

GAS SERVICE COMPANY, SALIDA, COLORADO,
FILED UNDER ADVICE LETTER NO. 10.

—

RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
CHRISTIAN O. IGENBERGS, EXAMINER

- e Em wm w w me o=

Appearances: Donald D. Cawelti, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado,
for Respondent;
John E. Archibold, Esq.,
Denver, Colorado, for
the Staff of the Commission.

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE EXAMINER:

Under date of September 21, 1973, Salida Gas Service Company, an
operating public utility subjgect to the jurisdiction of this Commission, ]
engaged in the purchase, distribution, and sale of natural gas in the city
of Salida, the town of Poncha Springs, and community of Nathrop. and
surrounding areas, filed with the Commission its Advice Letter No. 10,
accompanied by six tariff sheets as more fully described therein and refer-
ence to which is hereby made. The stated purpose of this filing is to 1imit
interruptible industrial gas sales to existing customers at the existing load
levels; to restrict new or additional firm commercial loads, excluding
multi-unit permanent resident housing heating, to 1,500 cubic feet per
hour or less at load factors not exceeding 4,500 hours annual use; and to
restrict conversion of interruptible industrial customers total load to
the same 1imits as new or additional commercial loads.

Proposed First Revised Sheet No. R-10 includes a new tariff
regulation as follows:

“Notwithstanding any other provision set forth in these
tariffs concerning the availability of natural gas
service to new customers or for expansion of service to

existing customers, the Company may, at any time and
without notice, except to The Public Utilities Commission



of the State of Colorado, declare a moratorium on
connecting new customers or increasing service to
existing natural gas customers, either commercial

or residential, or both, when the Company has
determined on the basis of the natural gas available
to it from its supplier, and its anticipated system
demand for natural gas that the additional estimated
supply required for such new or expanded service
would jeopardize the supply of natural gas available
for its existing customers."

The Commission, on its own motion, suspended the effective date
of First Revised Sheet No. R-10 of said gas tariffs for a period of one
hundred twenty (120) days or until February 18, 1974, unless otherwise
ordered by the Commission (Decision No. 83793). By the aforesaid decision,
the Commission ordered the subject matter to be set for hearing on
Thursday, November 1, 1973, at 10 a.m. in the hearing room of the Com-
mission, Columbine Building, 1845 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado, at
which time it was heard by Examiner Christian 0. Igenbergs, to whom it
had been assigned, pursuant to law. The hearing was held at the aforesaid
time and place and taken under advisement by the Examiner.

On November 5, 1973, Respondent herein filed with the Commission
Application No. 27094, which was acted upon by the Commission in its Open
Meeting on the 6th day of November, 1973. The Commission issued Decision
No. 83979 of the same date grantiﬁg basically the same relief requested
in the filing of the tariff changes in Investigation and Suspension Docket
No., 813; but, instead of permitting the company to declare a moratorium
on connecting new customers or increasing service to existing natural gas
customers, granted the company authority to file for such moratorium by
filing the necessary tariff sheet with the Commission on less than one
day's notice in accordance with 115-3-4, CRS 1963, as amended.

The Commission having acted, the subject matter in Investigation
and Suspension Docket No. 813 has now become moot.

CONCLUSIONS
Based upon the above and foregoing, it is concluded that:
1. Investigation and Suspension Docket No. 813 should be closed.

2, Pursuant to 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-

mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following order.



0O RDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Investigation and Suspension Docket No. 813 be, and hereby
is, closed.

2. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

3, As provided by 115-6-9 (2), CRS 1963, as amended. copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties. who may file
exceptions thereto; but i1f no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties or within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to
be served upon the parties), or unless such decision is stayed within such
time by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision shall
become the decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions of
115-6~14, CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO
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(Decision No, 84011)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) APPLICATION NO. 27107
KANSAS-NEBRASKA NATURAL GAS COMPANY,)
INC., FOR AN INCREASE IN RATES TO ) ORDER OF THE COMMISSION AUTHORIZING
OFF-SET THE INCREASE IN THE COST OF ) TARIFF FILING ON LESS THAN STATUTORY
PURCHASED GAS APPLICABLE TO COLO- ) NOTICE
RADO JURISDICTIONAL CUSTOMERS. )

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On November 8, 1973, Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc.,

a public utility subject to Commission jurisdiction, filed this application
seeking authorization of the Commission, without formal hearing, to file
certain gas tariffs upon less than statutory notice.

The gas tariffs sought to be filed on Tess than statutory notice
of 30 days would result in increases in Applicant's retail gas rates amount-
ing to approximately $128,145 or 5.8% annually.

Applicant, a Kansas corporation with its principal place of
business at Phillipsburg, Kansas, is a public utility under the provisions
of the laws of the State of Colorado and is a natural gas company engaged
in the business of production, purchasing, transmission and selling of
natural gas along its pipeline system to residential, commercial, irri=-
gation and industrial customers located in a number of communities and in
rural areas in the States of Colorado, Kansas, Nebraska, Wyoming and Texas
and at wholesale to other gas distribution and pipeline systems for resale

in the States of Colorado, Kansas and Nebraska.



Applicant's increased cost of purchased gas results from price
escalations provided for in its long-term contracts, the increased cost
of gas resulting from new gas purchase contracts, an increase in the
minimum price in the Rocky Mountain Area due to opinion No. 658 in Docket
No. R=425 issued April 11, 1973 of the Federal Power Commission and the
increase in rates charged by Colorado Interstate Gas Company pursuant to
Order of the FPC issued in Docket RP72-113 on September 13, 1973 approving
settlement rates effective July 31, 1973. These increased purchased gas
costs are in addition to those allowed by the Commission in Decision No.
83814,

The rate adjustment sought herein amounts to an increase of $.03
per Mcf of gas sold on a pressure base of 13.25 pounds and $.033 per Mcf
of gas sold at a pressure base of 14.65 pounds. The Application proposes
to place in effect riders to be billed in addition to the existing tariffs,
subject to any possible refund. In the event there is no refund, the
riders would, at the appropriate later date, be built into the rates and
the riders cancelled. The order to follow will instruct Applicant to file
new tariffs rather than riders so that Applicant's tariffs are more readily
applied and if no refund, is later forthcoming, no future tariff filing to
adjust, change or cancel will be necessary.

The Commission finds that, good cause having been shown therefor,
the Applicant should be authorized to file tariffs to reflect the increased
cost per Mcf as above stated to become effective upon less than thirty (30)
days' notice,

The following Order should be entered,



ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

Kansas-Nebraska Natural Gas Company, Inc., be, and hereby is,
authorized to file to become effective upon not less than one (1) day's
notice:

1. First Revised Sheets No. 3, 4, 5, 9, 13, 15 and 16 filing new
rates per Mcf including the $.03 per Mcf increase herein authorized,
subject to refund.

2. First Revised Sheets No. 27, 28 and 29 filing new rates
which include the $.033 per Mcf increase, subject to refund.

This Order shall become effective forthwith.

DONE IN OPEN MEETING the 9th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

,ﬁ/?,,gﬁzz?/

Commisiiggefg

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO ABSENT
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(Decision No, 84012)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

RE: INCREASED RATES AND )

DECREASED MINIMUM WEIGHTS )

ON TRUCKLOADS OF FLUE DUST % MISCELLANEQUS DOCKET NO. 248
)

AND CRUDE GYPSUM BY BERTA
BROTHERS TRANSPORTATION IN
TARIFF 2-A

REJECTION OF TARIFF

- - -

STATEMENT
BY THE COMMISSION:

On the date of October 12, 1973, Berta Bros. Transportation
filed 5th Revised Page 5 to their Tariff 2-A, Colorado PUC No. 10,
scheduled to become effective on November 12, 1973. Said filing would
reduce the minimum weight in Items 260 and 280 from 46,000 to 36,000
pounds, and would increase the rates on Flue Dust and Crude Gypsum in
those two items by approximately 25 percent.

Pule 29 of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure
requives complete justification for any tariff changes in Part "B"
and Notice to the Public in Part G. As incomplete justification was
filed, as required by Rule 19-G, the Commission finds that the tariff
should be rejected.

ORDER

THE COMMISSION ORDERS:

1. That 5th Revised Page 5 to Berta Bros. Transportation
Tariff No. 2-A, Colorado PUC No. 10, be, and it hereby is, rejected.

2., That Berta Bros. Transportation shall reinstate the
Rates and charges formerly shown on 4th Revised Page 5 to the subject

Tariff by appropriate tariff publication.



3. That this Order shall become effective forthwith.
DONE IN OPEN MEETING this 9th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

Commissioner Henry E. Zérlengo
absent.



(Decision Nu. 84012

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF )
ARTHUR A. BURZLAFF, ALVIN LESSER AND )
ROBERT L. SANDQUIST ON BEHALF OF THEM- )  APPLICATION NO. 26841
SELVES AND OTHERS SIMILARLY SITUATED ;

FOR AN ORDER AUTHORIZING UNION RURAL
ELECTRIC ASSOCIATION, INC., TO RENDER )
STREET LIGHTING SERVICE PURSUANT TO 3
PUC TARIFF NO. 2 - ELECTRIC IN AN )

UNINCORPORATED AREA IN ADAMS COUNTY.

RECOMMENDED DECISION OF
ROBERT L. PYLE, EXAMINER

GRANTING APPLICATION

.

Appearances: Robert Sandquist, 16072

Highland Circle, Brighton,
Colorado, and

Alvin Lesser, 16062 Highland
Circle, Brighton, Colorado,

Donald H. Farmer, System Engineer
Union Rural Electric Assn.,
Inc., for the Applicant;

L. K. Christolear, Denver, Colorado,
of the Staff of the Commission.

PROCEDURE AND RECORD

This is an application filed July 24, 1973, by Arthur A. Burzlaff,
Alvin Lesser, and Robert L. Sandquist representing themselves and all
other residents similarly situated for an order authorizing Union Rural
Electric Association, Inc. (Union) to provide street 1ighting service 1in
an unincorporated subdivision known as Hi Land Acres, more particularly
hereinafter described.

After due and proper notice to all interested parties, the matter
was set for hearing on Tuesday, October 16, 1973, at 10 a.m. in the Division
B Courtroom, Hall of Justice, 1931 East Bridge Street, Brighton, Colorado,
at which time and place the matter was heard by Robert L. Pyle, Examiner,
to whom it was duly assigned. No Petitions for intervention were filed
prior to the hearing and no persons appeared at the hearing in opposition
to the application. Exhibits 1 through 6 were tendered and admitted into
evidence; and, at the conclusion of the hearing, the subject matter was

taken under advisement.



Pursuant to the provisions of Chapter 115, Article 6, Colorado
Revised Statutes (1963), as amended, Examiner Robert L. Pyle now transmits
herewith to the Commission the record and exhibits of this proceeding, to-
gether with a written recommended decision which contains his findings of
fact and conclusions thereon, together with the recommended order or
requirement.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Based upon all the evidence of record, the follewing is found as
fact that:

1. A petition addressed to Union Rural Electric Association, Inc.,
was circulated among residents of the area. Of the 25 customers, 23 signed
the petition, or a percentage of 92 percent of the total number of customers.
Said petition was submitted as Exhibit 1. The Tariff of Union states, among
other things, in providing for street 1lighting in unincorporated areas,
street 1ighting will be installed upon receipt by the Association of a peti-
tion from a majority of the electric customers located within such areas and
upon an order or decision of the Public Utilities Commission of the State of
Colorado.

2. The area with which this application is concerned 1ies approxi-
mately 2-1/2 miles west of Brighton, Colorado, on the north side of Colorado
Highway No. 7. The area is depicted in Exhibits 2, 4, 5, and 6 presented
at the hearings.

3. Of the consumers that did not sign the petition, one was an
employee of Public Service Company and felt obligated not to sign, and they
were unable to contact the other consumer. The residences in this area
have a value on today's market of $35,000 to $50,000, and within the next
60 days there would be a total of approximately 33 residences. Several cases
of vandalism have occurred this last summer which might not have occurred

if the area had been 1ighted.



4. Union will install ten 175-watt nonornamental mercury vapor
lights in the area and the installation can be completed within 30 days
after receipt of the order from this Commission to furnish the service.

The cost of service, at the time the petition was circulated, was $1.80

per month; with the 33 existing consumers the cost would be $1.36 per month,
per consumer and when the area is fully developed, the cost would be $0.90
per month per consumer. The location of the 1ights have been discussed with
the area residents and would be changed in the field if required. The non-
ornamental lights are to be installed since, in accordance with Union's
established Rules and Regulations, a cash contribution would be required for
ornamental post and fixtures. Exhibit 3 was a corrected application in which
First Revised Sheets 126 and 127 were changed to Second Revised Sheets 126
and 127. Exhibits 4, 5 and 6 were maps which further described the area and
location of proposed lights.

5. Union's Tariff, PUC No. 2 - Electric, Original Sheets 64 and
65, First Revised Sheets 124 and 125; Second Revised Sheets 126 and 127,
currently on file with the Commission, are the tariffs under which service
would be provided.

CONCLUSIONS

Based on the above findings of fact, it is concluded that:

1. The preservation of the public peace, health, and safety,
as well as the public convenience and necessity, requires the installation
of a street lighting system in the area described in the Order to follow.

2. Pursuant to 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, it is recom-
mended by the Examiner that the Commission enter the following Order.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. Union Rural Electric Association, Inc., is hereby authorized
and directed to install, operate, and maintain ten nonornamental, 175-watt
mercury vapor street 1ights as a street lighting system in accordance with

provisions of its tariff, Colorado PUC No. 2, Original Sheet Nos. 64 and 65,
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Ist Revised Sheet Nos. 124 and 125 and 2nd Revised Sheet Nos. 126 and 127,
now existing or as the same may be changed under the rules of this Com-
mission or according to law.

2. The street lights, ten in number, shall be in the area bounded
as follows:

That part of the SE 1/4, SW 1/4, Section 3, Township

1 South, Range 67 West of the 6th P.M. Adams County,
Colorado, described as: Beginning at the South
Quarter corner of said Section 3; thence North along
the North-South centerline of said Section 3 a distance
of 1320.0 feet to the Northeast corner of the SE 1/4,
SW 1/4 Section 3; thence N89° 52'30"W, 1251.0 feet
along the North line of said SE 1/4, SW 1/4 to a point
on the easterly bank of an irrigation ditch; thence
along said easterly bank by the following courses and
distances;

S00°22'30"E, 657.09 feet,

S13012'30"E, 120.00 feet,

S26932'30"E, 125.00 feet,

S29932'30"E, 500.00 feet to a point on the
south 1ine of said Section 3; thence S89°52'30" 916.90
feet to the true point of beginning.

3. This Recommended Decision shall be effective on the day it
becomes the Decision of the Commission, if such be the case, and is entered
as of the date hereinabove set out.

4. As provided by 115-6-9(2), CRS 1963, as amended, copies of
this Recommended Decision shall be served upon the parties, who may file
exceptions thereto; but if no exceptions are filed within twenty (20) days
after service upon the parties o~ within such extended period of time as
the Commission may authorize in writing (copies of any such extension to be

served upon the parties), or unless such Decision is stayed within such time

by the Commission upon its own motion, such Recommended Decision shall become



the Decision of the Commission and subject to the provisions of 115-6-14,
CRS 1963, as amended.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
-Qfﬁ;gE STATE OF COLORADO
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(Decision ilo. 84014)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

* * *

JOHN ELLS, JR.,

722 NORTH 11TH AVENUE
GREELEY, COLORADO,
CASE NO. 5529
Complainant,
ORDER GRANTING MOTION
TO DISMISS COMPLAINT

Vs.

GREELEY GAS COMPANY,

A COLORADO CORPORATION,
1200 - 11TH AVENUE
GREELEY, COLORADO,

et et e el S e e el e S S St S

Respondent.

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT

BY THE COMMISSION:

On October 5, 1973, a Complaint was filed in the above-
captioned matter, and on October 15, 1973, the Commission issued its
Order to Satisfy or Answer to the Respondent.

On November 5, 1973, Respondent, Greeley Gas Company, by
its attorney, Donald D. Cawelti, filed with the Commission a Motion
to Dismiss the Complaint.

The Commission states and finds that sufficient grounds have
been shown for the granting of the within request and concludes that
the following Order should be entered.

ORDER
THE COMMISSION ORDERS THAT:

1. The Motion to Dismiss filed in Case No. 5529 on November 5,
1973, by Respondent Greeley Gas Company be, and hereby is, granted.

2. Case No. 5529 be, and hereby is, dismissed.
This Order shall be effective forthwith.



DONE IiN OPEN MEETING the 9th day of November, 1973.

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO

G2 ey

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO ABSENT.
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