
(Decision No. 68420) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
ELMER LEY, 916 l4TH AVENUE, GREELEY, ) 
COLORADO, FOR AN INTERPRETATION OR ) 
CLARIFICATION OF PERMIT NO. B-1163, ) 
OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE, FOR AUTHORITY ) 
TO EXTEND OPERATIONS UNDER PERMIT NO.) 
B-1163. ) 

APPLICATION NO. 22172-PP-Extension 

October 26, 1966 

Appearances: Herbert M. Boyle, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for the Applicant; 

Lloyd Espinosa, Denver, 
Colorado, for the Staff of 
the Commission. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Applicant is the owner of Permit No. B-1163 which provides for 

the transportation of coal from mines in Northern Colorado coal fields to 

Greeley, Colorado; farm products from farms within a radius of 20 miles of 

Greeley, Colorado, to Greeley, Colorado, and other loading points in said 

area; brick from Denver and Longmont, Colorado, to Greeley, Colorado; beet 

samples for the Great Western Sugar Company from beet dumps within a radius 

of 19 miles of Greeley, Colorado, to sugar factories in said area, and 

brick and farm products not including livestock, or dry or natural milk, 

between points within a 60-mile radius of 420 26th Street, Greeley, Colorado, 

and from and to points in Weld County, Colorado, to and from points within 

the State of Colorado. 

By the instant application, the applicant seeks a permit author­

izing extension of operations under Permit No. B-1163 to include the trans­

portation of brick and farm products not including livestock or dry or 

natural milk between points within a 60-mile radius of 420 26th Street, 



Greeley, Colorado, and from and to all points within said 60-mile radius 

of 420 26th Street, Greeley, Colorado. to and from all points in the State 

of Colorado. 

Said application, pursuant to prior setting, after appropriate 

notice to all parties in interest was heard on October 19, 1966, at Denver, 

Colorado, by Commissioner Horton. At the conclusion of the evidence the 

matter was taken under advisement. 

The applicant presented evidence showing financial responsibility 

and adequate equipment to provide the service, and the Commission finds 

that applicant is financially able to perform the service. 

Evidence was presented by Safeway Stores as to the need for the 

transportation of the products requested between points within a 60~mile 

radius of 420 26th Street, Greeley, Colorado, and from and to all points 

within said 60-mile radius of 420 26th Street, Greeley, Colorado, to and 

from all points in the State of Colorado. 

No protestants appeared to protest the granting of such authority. 

The Commission states and finds that said application should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

0 R D E R 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Elmer Ley, Greeley, Colorado, be, and hereby is, authorized 

to extend operations under Permit No. B-1163 to include the transportation 

of brick, and farm products, not including livestock or dry or natural milk, 

between points within a 60-mile radius of 420 26th Street, Greeley, Color~do, 

and from and to all points within said 60-mile radius of 420 26th Street, 

Greeley, Colorado, to and from all points in the State of Colorado. 

That this Order is made part of the permit granted to applicant 
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This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from date. 
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THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De er, Colorado, 
this 26th day of October, 1966. 

gh 



(Decision Ifo. 684ai) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC urn.r.rms COMMISSIOif 
OF THE S'fATE OF COLOBADO 

* * * 
DI TB;E MAT'l'llt OF !BE APPLICM.'IOI OF 
Ia'RBY CAMP.BELL, DOXNG Btl3IDSS AS 
"llDY M. CAMPBELL TRl.CKIBl1 " BOX 
5"-, DBL IORTE1 COLORADO, FOB A 
C!MS "J" PDU41! TO OP~E AS A 
rJIV~E CABRIE.R BY H>'.WR VEHICLE 
FOR !JIRE, . . . ----- . -~ - --- -- - -

- - ~ --. -- ~ ~ 
October 251 1966 
- --- - --- " -

Appearaaces: Elizabeth A. Con.our, Esq., 
Del Norte, Colore4o1 tor 
AJ;>Plieant. 

S!ATI!XD.r AID FDDIIGS OF FACT 

BY Q! COMMISSION: 

Applicaat aereia aee~s authority to operate as a Cla11 "B" 

privt.'te carrier 'by .. otor vehicle tor hire. 

Said. applieatioa was reg\U.arly aet tor heariag betore tae 

COlllllli11ioa, -. was lt.e&ri. by u Exu:t.aer iuly 4eaip.atecll u4 t• wa­
tll.e la.earing wa1 a111pect 'by ti..e Comia11ea. At tll.e c•acl1111oa ot tlle 

tr-.aitiM. to tu CGD'Dliaain tae recort of ••ii procee«.iag, teaet• 
witll a writtea 11iat•qt ot :Id.a fiM.iqs ot tact ul coacluiaa. 

Jleport of tke Exami•r atatea '\llat at the lleari:ag1 appli .. 

eaat laerei• appeare4 &114 te1titie4 ia 1upp•rt et 'a• applicat1••1 

•"•tiq tut it autlaorit:y aereia ••ualrt ia srated., special carri91e 

eeat;raeta will 'be eater• iate t• pr•vii• aeed.ed. ..._ 1pecializ• 

••nice witlt. ce:rtaia 1h:l.ppers wlll• llave requested. tlle llereia PH»<>•ei 

••:rv1ee; tut lae llaa ample u4 auitable eq:uipmeat1 •u.f't1cieat an 

wortJl ..._ eperatiq experie•c• witlt wlaiea t• c••uc1' ••11. ;prep••ei 

ep•J."•'i••· 
All met:Loa1 graatei.1 or d.aieel., by._.,. Ex•iaer, it -.y1 

are Jaereby co.rirmet. 



T11.e CemmiHi••, lllaviag c•••iterei tll.e rec•rt. u4 :f'ile• ui 

tae wriiten s\atemeat et tae ExllllU.Der here:La, states ani tillls t]p.t 

ae •••protest• tlt.e gruti:ag et tlle.iutut applicat1oa; tu\ tllere 

ia a aeet ter applicaat'• prepe1e4 traaaportatie• 1ervic••J ti.at appli• 

cat w:L.ll llave •u:f'f'icieat equ:lpmeat U4. experiace te pr4tperly CaJ'17' 

en. tlle prepo1ei eperati••J tllat applicaat'• t1-a».cial at&Jllliaa .... 

qualiticati•llt8 are eet.mliaaei to tae ••tistactioa ~f' tlle C9Jllli1siea; 

tut it i••• aot appear t• tlae C911111isa1•• tut tlt.e prep••ei •peratia. 

w:f.ll impair tae etf'ici•t public service •f uy autaerizei c-•• 

carrier M.equately servi11& tlle auae territory, over tlle .... aeaeral 

ldgltway route, or r•ute•; tut tae graatiq et autaority, •• pr•vUell. 

1a tlle f'•llewi.11& Or4.er 1 will be :La tlt.e public iatereat qA au.cl& 

•uta•rity ••ult be aratet. 

ORDER 

THE COMNISSI011 ORDlJU!: 

Tllat Kirby Campbell, 4•1.ai buai•••• •• "I('irby M. Capbell 

Trueldllg," Del Nerte, C•l•rM.•1 be, .... llereby 1•1 autl&er1zei t• 

operate •• • Cl.ass "B" private carrier by a•t•r veldcle fer llire, tor 

tae traaapertati•• of loga ..., pel••, from f'ere1ta t• sawmill•, pl.aces 

•t •t•rage .... l•atiJag peiJlts witllia • ratius et 75 miles •t suclt. 

f'•resta 1• aJ1¥ place witlli• tlt.e St•'i• •f' Cel•r.._•, u4 tlda ORDS 

•lit.all, be teqe4 t• be, °'be, a Pm.MI'l' tlt.eretor. 

Tlla'\ all eperatioaa ure'Ulld.er allaU be atric'ily eutract 

eperatiou, tae Cemmis•i•• retaiaiD& juriH.icti•• to make •ucll •U4· 
meats to tlai• permit 4e•ei 114v1sable. 

Tla.at tlds Ori.er 1• •u permit aereia pr•vitei fer, but it 

all.all net bee ... ef'tective UJl.til •pplicant :Ila• filed. • ata•emeat •f' 

Jli.a euat•ers, cepie• •t all special ceatracta er •••rui• •f ta.1r 

teru, tiae aeceaaary 'tarif't•, requirei iuuruce, ul :Ila• aecur• 

autlactr1ty alleets. 

1'luat tae riglt.t et applicaat t• •perate lt.ereuaier all.all 



4.epeM u;p• Ai• eempl:f.aaee wita all pre•eat &1111. tuture lava UI rule• 

u4 regul.at1... et tlle C-1.aaiea. 

... , .. Tai• Ori.er •laall bee•• effective tweaty-eae .. ..,.. tr• 

TBE PUBLIC Ul.1ILITD!S COMMISSIOJ 
OF THE STME OF COLOIWX> 

Da1iel at Deaver, Celctr ... • 1 
tld.s 25th d.q •t Octctber 1 1966. 

la 



(Decisiea No. 68422) 

BEFORE TRE PUBLIC tlrll.l'.rIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
II TltE MAftER OF THE .APPLICATION ) 
OF Cl!CIL R. BAWKIIS1 705 FAST ! 
CHl!STJ!81 LAFAYE'l"l'E, COLORADO, FOR ) APPLICATION NO. 21251-PP 
A. CLASS ''B" P.l!2Ml'.r TO OPERATE AS SUPPLDmRTAL OIDD 
A PRIVATE CARRIER BY K>TOR VEHICLE 
FOR HIRE. -- -------- - . ---- - -

• - - ~ • • • • a • • 

------- - ~ - ~ 

Appearances: !111aemas W. Imnan, Esq., 
Denver, C•l•rad.•, for 
ApplicantJ 

De G. Bretzm.an, Esq., 
B•uld.er, Celorad.•1 fer 
Pllers•n Truck.i.Da C0111.p&D1'. 

STATDfENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSIOW: 

On July 15, 1966, tl!ae Cemmissin entered. Decisie:n Be. 67786, 

araatina applicant a Class "B" permit t• eperate as a private carrier 

by meter vehicle fer hire. 

On October 4, 1966, the Cemmissi•n receivecl a written 

request frem tlle applicant, Cecil R. Hawkins, requesting te.be re­

lieved fr• cqplyi.na wita Rule 15 3(b) •f tlle Cemmission's Rules 

and. Regul.atiens G•verning Private Carriers by Metor Vehicle. 

Upon full censideration ef the matter tae CGmDlissi•a stat;res 

alld. finis that t• srant th.e request will be in tlae public interest 

and slaeuld be granted as set fertll in. tll.e Order f'•Uffina. 

ORDER 

TllE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Cecil R. Hawkins, be, and hereby is, granted a written 

waiver •t tlle pr•visi•ns •f Rule 15 3(b) •f Rules and. Regulati••s 



Geverning Private Carriers by Meter Vehicle, aid s1aall aet be required 

t• file witll tais Cemmissia Certificate of Illsuran.ce f'•r Carg• 

ceverage, in tlle cel!lduct e:f operatie granted. by Decisi•n 1'•. 67786, 

dated July 15, 1966. 

llere•:f. 

Tlais Order shall beceme effective as •f the day and date 

THE PUBLIC tJrILITDB COMMISSIOll 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, C•l•rad.•1 
this 26th day •f' Oct•ber, 1966. 

ls 
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(Decdsi• •• 68ll.23) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC t1rILl'.rillB COMMISSION 
OF TBE STATE OF COLOBADO 

* * 
RE: MO'l'OR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF l 
BILL BE!l'OLDS, DOING ;susmms AS 
".A..OBE Il>tsE K>VDS I " 1050 SOtJrB 
HAVANA STREET, .AlllORA, COLORADO. ) ---. - ~ ~ -- ~ -- - -- --

* 

PU:: BO. 3867 

- ~ -- ~ -----
Octeber 26, 19t$6 ---- ~ ---- -

S'!'.ATJ.!lMENT AND FDiDIBGS OF FACT 

BY TBE COMMISSION: 

Bill Reyn•lds, 4•1»& business as "A..On.e Heuse Mevers,• 

ewner u4 eperat•r •f Pte B•. 3867, h.erei:Q. eeeks auth.erit;y '\O• 

eacUllber sa14 eperatiD.g rigltts t• Effie Deterts t• secure pay.meat 

•f the sum •f Tla:ree Th•usud Dollars ($3,000.00), 1• accerd.aace 

with tlle terms and cemitiens set f'•rtll in iutrumeat •f en.c~r811.C4t 

dated Octeber 24, 1966, said wtrument •f encumbran.ce beiagmad.e e. 

part hereef. 

Tae C.aDl\issi•n states and finds that the auta•rit;y lt.ere1B 

s•ugll.t is cempatible with tke public interest and. sla•uJ.4 be arutea 

as set fertll 1• tlle Order t•llewi.1'g. 

0 RD)'!: R 

TBE COMMISSION ORDES: 

Tb.at BiU Reyneld.s 1 d•iDg business as "A-Oae Beuse Movers / " 

be, Md. llereby is, autlwrb.;ei t• encumber all rigat, title u4 

iaterest ia eal t• PU:: Be. 3867 t• Ettie Deterts to secure P&1DleD.t 

•t tlae sum •f $31 000.001 as set fertll ill tu Statemeat preced.i:ng 

vhica ls m.a4e a part •f tld.s Ord.er by reference. 



hereef. 

This Order shall become effective as of the day and date 
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THE PUBLIC urn.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, CGlerado, 
this 26th day of October, 1966. 

l.s 



(Decisi•n B•. 68424) 

BEFORE TEE :PUBLIC u.rn.rrns COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
DJ IJ.'HE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
Lll>NABD l>. SNIFF AHO VIRGINIA L. ) 
SHIPF I oomG BtB:tlU2S .AS "SKIFF ) APPLICATION NO. 21295·PP-l!lxt!Bf:l.•D 
TRU:K Lm," 610 SOurH 13TH STREEr I ) 

LAMAR, COLORADO, FOR AtJ.rW:RITY ) 
TO EXTEND OPJ.RATIOE UNDER PEMIT ) 
:10. B-2971 .AND P;EBMIT Ne. B-2971 ... r. ) -----. -- ------ - ----

-------- - - -Octeber 26, 1966 
- ---- - ~ - ---

Appea.ru.ces: Herbert M. Boyle, Esq., Deaver, 
.C•l•rad.e, fer Applicants; 

BY TEE COMMISSION: 

A. J. Meiklej•lUl, Jr., Esq., Du.vex-, 
Cel•r&a.•, t•r T. L. Tucker, 
Pretestaat. 

STATEMEifl' AND FINDims OF FACT 

Applicu.ts are tlae ewners •f Permit Ne. B ... 2971 ud. Permit 

Bo. B·297l·I wll.icll is preseatly restricted. t• tae use •f ••e pewer 

unit 9nly' 1n tlte ceJMl,uct •f' eperatieD.s uM.er said. permit. 

By tll.e instu.t applicatia, autll•rity is S81J8h.t t• rea•ve 

tlae saii restrictie.a as t• tlae use •f •ne piece •f' equipment in tlle 

eperati•• •f saiCl autll•rity. 

Tlt.e applicati•a was set fer lleariaa •• July 201 1966, at 

Lamar, C•l•rlMl.e. Tllle same was tll.ea m. th.ere heart. by a Exalliaer 

4uly iesipate4 &1MI. t• wlll• tlae lleari.Jlg was aasiped. by tlt.e C•-

m:l.asi••· After t1le ceacluai•a •f t)le laearillg t1le matter was tata 

Ulld.er ad.viaemeat, Ui taerea:rter tlae aaU. Exam:J.aer transmitted. t• 

tlae C9.lllliaa1 .. tlte rec•nl aa4 exlaibits •f sa:l.4 pr•cee41ac tesetllel;' 

witll. a writtea rep•rt c•uiating •f tae appearucea Jl&f.• ud. •'terei, 

•t tae pr9Ceeiillgs W., •f tlae metias mate by tll.e parties, •f at• 

ruJ.iap u.te, •f saii Exaiaer'a rec•rd. •f pr•c•ecl.Ui• aM test1-111'. 
' 

11v• at t• llearaa, ui •f kl.a :fiM.iags •f tact ui c•acluai••· 



F•llewillg is tlle receri •f sa1Gl. pr•cee41qs &IMI. testia•ay: 

"As a preHm1nar,y •tter, Mr. A. J. Meikl.ejelm, o 
bellalf •f tlle abeve name pretestant, m•vecl t• tismiss 
tll.e witltin applicati•.a o tlte gr•uais tllat tae appli­
cants ill fact lla4 •• ex1st1.Dg autll.erity t• cend.uct 
eperati•ns UJMl.er Permit Be. B-2971 mMI. B-2971-I 1Basmuca 
as tlt.ese autllerities laa& been reveket by tll.e C..U.ssi•n 
• Bevember 15, 1962, 1n Case B•. 10338-IuuranceJ aal. 
tlurt wll.en tlae Cemaissi•• by Decisie. ?f•. 65680 •t 
August 26, 1965, •ri.ere4 tlte reiJll.statement •f tll.ese 
permits, it, in tact, acted. impreperly silll.ce tll.e 
reinstatemeat was, in tact, a graating •f autherity 
an4 as suca sh•ul.4 aave been submitted. t•r la.earing 
witll. n•tice t• cempetilag C9Bllll9D carriersJ that 
Decisi•n lf•. 65680 •f Auaust 26, 1965, was 1ssuecl 
en a basis •f petiti•n •f tlle applicants ~ ani 
••t after &earing aD4 netice as required. by the law 
ani tlte rules, regulatiens aai laws •f the C..U.ssi••· 

"Tlle m•tie. t• 8.ismiss was taken 'UM.er aivisement by 
y•ur Examiller." 

Tlte Cemissi•, hearina; in mini its erter Jterei:aatter set •ut 

d.ecicling tlle matter •• th.e merits, fimd.s tllat tlle sait meti•• sa-.J.i 

be ieni.ed.. 

"Le•aari. D. S:ai.ff testitiei taat lte aal lds wife ewa 
Permit Be. B-2971 ..._ B-2971-IJ tllat tlaey ce:ai.uct 
business UJll4er tlae traae Jl81lle "Sniff Truck Line 1 " 610 
Seuta 13tla Street, Lamar, C•l•ra4•; tllat Exldbit A is 
a statement •f tae autaerity UJMl.er wldca tll.ey eperate; 
tllat Exldbit B is a timcial statement •f tJae appli• 
c8Jlts; tllat Exlaibit C is u equipment list; ui tllat 
Exldbi t D is tke current cust•er list •f cust•ers be:!Jta 
served. by tlae applicants. Mr. Saitt statal t•t tu 
purp•se •f the witlda app11catiea is t• request r~ 
•t tae ••e pewer wait restricti•• aid.ea to tlais autlt.•rity 
by Decisien Bo. 65680 •f August 26, 1965; tllat at tll.e 
time Permit Ne. B-2971 Pl B-2971-I was revekei by 
Case Be. 10338.!Jasuruce, aated. September 101 1962, •• 
suck restricti•• was c••tai•ed. 1a tlds autaerity; tllat 
tlae ••• velaicle restricti•• is aa uarease.able l:lmitat1ea 
ia.asmucll as 1a.e is unable t• aaequately ..._ fUlly take 
care •f tlae •eed.s •f certai• custaers wlaese sld~ts 
•f livesteck ceB.Sist •f mere tllaa ene truck leatl.. Tlds 
witaess als• statei tllat if' tlle restrict!•• is rem•vei, 
Jae 8114 tae •tller applicaat w•u.l4 acquire as maJl1 vellliclaa 
as w•u.14 be ••efi.K t• atequately serve custaera. O• 
cress examiutiea, Mr. Sniff testitiet 11.e weuli ll.aul r .. 
uyb~ wa• requested. lds services ui tllat if tu re­
stricti•• were rem•vei, lae weuJ,4 be 1a a p•siti•• t• 
serve Miitiftal custaers, many •f wlta ae statet llave 
used. c-•• carriers. Be aJ.a• expressed. tlae ltepe tllat 
if tae restrictiea were rem•vei, Jae weul.4 be able t• 
serve custeaers wa are presently bei:ag served. by c._.• 
carriers. 

"Ge•rae Aaaers•a, Belly, C•l•rate, testitiet tltat 11.e 
••rm.ally traasports five t• six llUlllireG. lleatl. •f cattle 
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per year ulll. tllat ia •• iaataaee weuJA it be practical 
fer ldna t• use a llauler wll• is restrictei t• tll.e use 
•f eae veldcle. Tlliswitaes11 ala• atatel tut tllere 
is a aeei fer aititieaal equipaeat 1a tlle area t• preville 
fer tlae aeeis •f rucllers, particularly turillg tlle tw• 
peak sldppiJla seaseu •1" tlle year. 0. cress exaaiutiea, ·· 
tld.s witaess statei tut lae weult preb&bly use Sai:f'::f." 
if' tlle applicati•• was grutei; tllat laeretefere Jae aas 
uaei tlle traspertatiu service •f T. L. Tucker exteaai!Mly.-

"T• Jeaea, W.a, CelerM.•, testif'iei taat lae ens tw• 
races ui sllips abeut f •ur lau:M.rei laeM. et cattle per 
year; tut llis average sllipraeats usually require tlae us• 
•f t11ree veld.cles; taat Jae llaa usel T. L. Tucker; aM. tut 
tlle services •f tld.s e9Dlll•• carrier were satiafactery; 
but taat it w•u.14 be mere ceave:aiat fer Aim aM. etlaer 
ru.cllera ia tlle area t• aave aetlaer carrier sucll as S:Q,:f'f 
!!.'ruck Lines available wit& equipmeat, particularly ia tlla--­
spring ul1I. 1• Oet•ber •1" eacll year, wld.cll. are tlle peak 
periN.s fer cattle llauliq. Oa cress exaaiutiea, tllis 
witaess relate4 tut T. L. Tucker, appreximately six meatu 
age, uule4 cattle fer tld.s witD.ess aM. tlle services were 
satisf'actery. He ala• statei taat u a receat •ccaaia lie 
us• tlle services •f tlle Saiff Truck Liae te m.eve fr• a.e 
et llis ruclaes te tae etaer. 

"Etty Dualap, Ea4s1 C•l•rat•, testifiK tut lle ewas &116 
eperates raclaes ill tae area; tllat lle traasp•rts apprex­
:1.mately 14oo aeaa •f cattle per year; tllat 1a ••st ca1e1t, 
lda cattle au.st be trusp•rted. i• leats greater tua ••e 
truck l•M.; tlaat lle laaa USM T. L. Tucker i• tlle past, 
wa.se services are seaetimes satis:f'act•ry u4 at etll.er 1if,aea ••t atirely satia:f'actery. Tlds w1 tae•• ala• express• tae 
epin•• tut ••re equipaeat was aeed.et ia tlle area t• 

acc..-N.ate tlle Beets •f' rucllers, particularly turiq tllll 
peak perieis. Oa cress exaiaatia, tlds witaeaa statet 
tut lte aas Jutt U&led. tlt.e services •f tlle applicuta siaCllllt 
appr•ximately 1962; tllat lle :U.s prebably usei every true$ 
line available ia tae area; tllat ae was aware •f tae f&C't 
tut T. L. Tucker W. equipaut stati••ei at sales b&r.U! .~ 
at LaJ'UJlt& aJlli Lamar ter tke ceaveaieace •f cattle allippa:ra; 
... tut lt.e weulA be uawillillg t• give a c•atract t• ...,..... 
t• sllip llis cattle as ae 4esires t• be f'ree t• call up•• 
aay carrier wll• llipt 11ave equipaeat available at tll.e t:llle 
ae ieairM te sllip cattle. Tllis witness ala• atatel t:lullt 
tllere are etlaer c-•• carriers wil.• serve tlle area wa. Q.ve 
pre.pt u4 :Lmme4iate service; taat T. L. Tucker is tll.e ·~ 
e•ma•• carrier basei at Lamar as far as lle kaws; aM. t)lat 
it w•uJA. be a cenveaieace t• ltave u.etaer carrier sucll •• 
tlle applica:ats available ~t Lamar, C•l•rM.•. 

"Barrett McCa:al.ess 1 tae ~er u4. •wner •f tlte McC..:Lep ,_ 
Aucti•• at Lamar, testifiet tllat •• maay eccasieas c'Ullt91l8l°s 
request tae aucti•• t• arr&11ge f'•r traaspertatiea; taat jle 
ltas called. up•• tll.e applica:ata t• aake certaia 11.aul• butit 
is u:aable te use tlae applicu.ts •• :m&1l1' eceasi•Jl.S becaua.a 
•t tlte ••• truck limitati••· Be testified. taat a aubstatial. 
aUJlber •f cattle trusperted. t• aM. tr• tlae McCuJ.esa Aucti•• 
at Lamar are llud.lei by T. L. Tucker; tllat T. L. Tucker ll.u 
ceapeteat trive:rs but, iB ]&is epiaiu.1 tlaey are aet 1•• 
cattle -....iers; tut .. •ccasi•ns lle llas usei tll.e applicaats 
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te lluile 1ds perseu.J. cattle all.ipao.ts because tlae 
applicu.ts are capable cattle luUlllillers. T1d1 wit•ess 
ala• exprea11ei tlll.e epi•i•• tllat ••re trucks were aeeiet :fa 
tlle area, particularly at tae peak •f tlle cattle llaul.iJI& 
seas•u; tllat T. L. Tucker •• uay eccasi•u is late in 
p1ck1:mg up cattle ui teliveri11g taem.J U4I. tut i:f' tae 
••e truck restricti•• were reaevei, ae w•ul.4 llave eccaaioa 
t• use te applicats :f'•r cattle tru.spertatiu. • ~ 
••re eceasi•••· Oa cress examiD&tioa, tllis witness atatClll 
tllat i• •• eve•t weul4 lte enter int• a eeatract witlt u.y 
carrier t• 111.aul. cattle; ui tut llle tit aet kllow •:f' u.y 
41stiacti•• between. private ..._ c1111m•• carriers. 

"Har•li V. Smitll, Wiley, CelerM.e, is tlle Ca.alder o:f' tlae 
bu.k •t Wiley aJli als• eJliages ia tlle cattle allli slteep 
busiaess; tut ••st •f lds requirelleJl.ts are :f'•r uul.s 
betweo pastures iB tlte area, tr• pasture t• :f'eei let 
alld. :f'r.._ :f'eei let t• market at Greeley; ta.at •• ••st 
eccasieu lte laauls •• an average •:f' :f'•ur truck lead.a at 
••e tiae; tlaat because •:f' tae e:ae truck liaitati••.11 Jae 
is uuble t• use Bili.ff' Truck Lin.es; tll.at iurillg ••st •f 
tlte year tltere is sufficiat equipaemt •• Aaal t• previte 
f'•r lds traupertatie• •eeis, tlae •Bly excepti•• beiDg tW'in& 
tlle peak U.uli.n.g periois of' April aDi Octeber ef' eacll yesr 
wll.ea ...._iti•:aal equipment is •eetea. O:a cress exaiuti•1 
tllils wit•ess statei tut last April Jae usei T. L. Tucker 
a:ni. 1ds services were satisf'actery; Ulll tJu.t :Re us •• 

•bjecti•• t• UBina T. L. Tucker •• l•:aa as llle ioes a a•ei 
J•b. 

"Jack Sniff', Lamar, C•l•raie, testif'iei Jae •perates cattle 
ra:o.caes f'r• eigll.t t• fifteen miles out of Luar; tltat wllalL 
tlae applicants llai aa autaerity tJlat tit:a't restrict tlaes 
to lillD.e ve&icle, Jae used. taem •:n. :m.est eccasi•u but at tlle 
presen.t tiae lte is unable te use tlll.e applicallt t• ~ 
extent because of' tll.e one truck lWtatie:a siace ••t et 
lds aaul.s require tae use of mere tllaa •e vellicle. Tllis 
wit.ess also testifiei tllat o tll.e last occasion wllea lte 
usei T. L. Tucker, tlds carrier was f'•ur lll.eurs late 1a 
picki.D& up tlle cattle aD4 tae cattle arrivet ••• lleur late 
at tlae auctio:m; Uki. tut lae w•uJ.4 generally call up•• tlte 
services •f' tll.e applicaats i:f' tlle applicats were able t• 
use ••re equipaea.t. 

"O• cress exaiuti••, tllis witaess statet tut lte last 
UBei tlae applicats iD. apprex1-tely 1962; taat siace tiu& 
tiae, Jae llas usei T. L. Tucker :f'er tae majority •f' lds 
cattle sldpau.ts up uatil last If9Vember wlla ae used. 
Las .Ala1lu.s Traster. T:lais wit•ess als• statet tU.t in. •• 
case weul.i ll.e ater int• a catraet witll a carrier but 
w•uli. use uy carrier w1a• llatl. equipmem.t available at &J9' 
si vell time. 

"It was stipul.atei u4 ..- betweea ceuasel tll.at tae :f'ollew­
ill& UHi witnesses wouli testify as te substu.tially tae 
saae tacts as tae previ•us witnesses except Jack Bni:f':f' a.al 
Barrett McCaJIJ.ess: 

Beuie G::l.ees 
Lamar, ColerM.• 

Lleyj. Pll.ilipey 
Lamar, CelerM.• 



"Exaibits A, B, c, &1111. D were received. in evii.a.ee. 
Tll.e applicu.t rested.. 

"O:a beaalf' et tll.e pretestu.t 1 T. L. Tucker 1 Mr. 
MeikleJ•lul ••vea to iilllliss tae applicati•• •• tll.e 
gr•ulMI.• tut tll.e eviieD.Ce in. supp•rt of tll.e applicati•a. 
reveal.a. tut tll.e applicu.t iatend.ei to, i• tact, act 
as a ceJ111.•• carrier; tllt.at th.e Yit•esses wll.• illiicatei 
tll.ey woul.i use tll.e applicats if tlle Yitld:a applicati•• 
is grutei testified. tlaey wouJ.4 net eater 1at• a centract 
t•r cattle uulilla;; alMI. tllat tl\e pr•testu.t agaill ••vei 
. tut tll.e applicatiell be iindsaei •• tae sr•uaii• statei 
at tll.e c-eacaea.t et tll.e laearillg. Tll.ia ••ti•• te 41.111111• 
was al•• taken 'Wl4er atvi•••t by your Exaiaer. 

"T. L. Tucker, Laaar, Celerat•, testif'ie& tut ae is 
ugagei as a c-•• carrier Ulliier P~ Ne. 14o7. At tll.e 
request et tlt.e att•rJ1.ey fer tll.e pr•test&11.t, •:f'ficial 
aetice was taken. •f' P~ No. 14o7. 

"Tllis Yit:aesa testitiei tut Jae llas apprexiaately 50 pewer 
UJlits vita trailers; taat tll.e bulk of ll.is tralUlpertatien 
business is livest•ck :Bauli:ag; tll.at ae llas equipaeat 
stationed. aJl4 available at all sales barllls 1a tll.e area ll.e 
is autll•rizei t• serve; tllt.at Jae operates a 24-lleur-a...C.&y" 
teleplloe service fer tlle c•venience •:f' cust•ers; ulll 
tllat ieAerally Jae is able t• fully acc...,eiate tlle 4emu4s 
•t cattle laaulers except perllaps 1a tll.e aentlla et April &Jiil 
October •f' eacll year; u4 tut auriag th.ese periH.s, Jae 
prmies equipment as s••• as possible. Mt-. Tucker ex­
plaine4 tllat f'•r u.y carrier or group •f' carriers t• llave 
•• lumi eaeugll equipment te pr•viie immeiiate service iurbg 
tlle tw• peak peri..:.s weulAl i•v•lve u. iBvestau.t wllicll 
w•ul.i net be ece:aemicalfy feasible; tlaat d.uri»a tlle peak 
periClNJ.s lle &JMI. otller c«11mon carriers serviJli tlle area 
pr•viie reasoubly well f'•r all ieJl&llis :&MMle upo ta.em. 

"Mr. Tucker stated. tut lte was aware et tll.e tact tut in 
1962 tlle applicaats• Pel'llit N•. B-2971 and. B-2971-I were 
revoket; tut at De time ii4 lle receive oy netiee tlaat 
tlle applie&llts were requesti.Jllg reiJ1J.Stateme.at •f' tlds 
perait iB 1965. Mr. Tucker alse testif'iei tltat if tlae 
witJaia application were gru.te4 aJlll. tlle applicu.ts were 
peraittet. t• use u. Ulllimited.:aumber •f veldeles, it weulAl 
:Bave tae eff'ect •f ~ecreasillg 11is busiaess &Bii. pr•bab~ 
impairing Jds service. Tll.e pretestut restei." 

TAe Cemissi•a, lut.vilag ceasiaere4 tlle saii reeeri.s, eviiuee, 
.. 

files allli tll.e written rep•rt •f tae Ex&lliaer aereia, aJli i• particular 

tae testiaeny as receraei by aia, states an4 fiJMl.s: 

Taat tlle eviience pertiBut au. relevut t• tlle issues is 

c•llf'licting; 

Tllat tllere is ••t a nee& :f'•r removal. of tae restricti•• 

agaill.st tlle use et ••e vehicle in applicats' trusportati•• services; 
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Tllat tae available cCB111.oa carrier service t• aeet aatia-

fact•rily tlae requireaeats et tlle public is U.equate; 

Tllat tll.e remeval of tlle restrictien. aa;aiast tlle use •f ae 

veJaicle in. applicu.ts• truspertatio:a services 'Will 111,Pair tlle 

efficieat public service •f autherizet meter vellicle c&1111oa carrier, 

•r carriers, aaequately servillg tae s8lllle territory ever tll.e saae 

ge11.eral ld.gllway reute, er routes; 

TAat tae &rutillg •f' tlle applicatie:a 'Will not be i• tlle 

public interest; 

Tllat tae application slleul.4 be 4e:aie4. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

TB.at t1ae motio:a of tlte pr0testu.t llereiDab•ve reterret te be, 

Uti tlle same lt.ereby is, G.sied.. 

'lll.at Applicatie:o. No. 21995-PP-Extosia be, u4 tlle seae 

llereby is, d.eniei. 

TBE PUBLIC tll'll.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Date.I. at ~er, Colera4o, 
tllls 26th clay o:f' October, 1966. 

ls 



(Decision No. 68425) 

BEF'(l-i:ul: 11'.llE PUBLIC UTILITIES CCH([SSIOK 
OF THE STATE OF COLO.RADO 

*** 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
OF THE INTERMOUNTAIN RUBAL EI.JOC:TRIC 
ASSOCIATION, INC • I LITTLE'.r<Jl I c 010 .. 
RADO 1 FOR AN ORDER AUTHORIZll'G THE 
ISSUANCE OF S~URI'.fIES, AND TR'E . 
APPLICA~ION OF THE PROOEEDS THEREFROM 
TO CERTAIN LAWFUL PURPOSES. 

) 
) 

l 
) 
) 

-------------------~ 

' 

APPLICATIClf NO. 22261 
slfokl±m.· 

-- - -.- ~ ----
October 26, 1966 

-------- - -
STATEMENT 

BI .THE COMMISSION: 

Upon consideration of the application tiled October 251 1966 by 

The Intel"Jlountain Rural Electric Association, Inc., in the above at11*1 •tteri 

0 RD.ER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

ThB.t a public hearing be held, commencing on November 71 1966 at 

2:00 o'clock P. M., 532 State Services Building, Denver, Colora4o1 respecting 

matters: involved and issues presented in the proceeding. Any interested 

nrunicipality or any representative of interested consUJBers.or security holders 

o:f' Applieant Corporation, and any other person whose participation herein is 

in the public interest, may intervene in said prooeeding. Intervention 

petitions should be filed with the Coallission on or betore Nove.ber i,'1966, 
' 

and should set'torth the grounds of the proposed intervention and the 

position and interest ot the petitioners, in the proceeding and aust be sub• 

scribed by interveners. 

TlIE PUBLIC U?ILITIIS CQMMISSIOR 
OF THE STATE OF COLCNDO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 26th day of October, 1966. 

gs 



{Decision No. 68426) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES C<J.OO:SSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOBADO 

* * * 
RE ITEMS No. 6oo (ADDITIONAL CHARGE); 
680 (APPLICATION OF RATES TO REMACO); 
94o (MORE THAN ONE PICK-UP OR DELIVERY 
AT OBIGIN OR DESTINATION); 1070(SPECIAL 
TBIPS); 2385 (P.AFER AND P.AFER ARrICLES, 
ETC.); and 2690 (SUGAR, IN BA.GS OR :BOXES); 
COLOP.ADO MOTOR CARRIERS' ASSOCIATION, 

) 
) 

~ 
) 

~ 
AGENT, TABIFF 12-A ) 

----------------------~ 
October 27, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

CASE No. 158z 

On September 26, 1966, T.be Colorado Motor Carriers' 

Association, as Agent, by J. R. Smith, Chief of Tariff Bureau, filed 

various revised pages to its Local and Joint Freight Ta.riff No. l.2-A, 

Colorado PUC No. 11* ('*The Motor Truck Common Carriers' Association, 

Agent, Series) and as set forth in part in Appendix "A" attached 

hereto, naming increased and reduced rates and charges for the 

transportation of commodities between points in Colorado, scheduled 

to become effective October 31, 1966. 

In support of the proposed changes, justification has b•en 

submitted to the Commission by the publishing agent based on letters 

submitted to him by carriers instituting the changes. 

Item No. 6oo (additional charge) amended to include Garrett 

Freightlines, Inc., and Ringsby Truck Lines, Inc., as participants 

therein. In a letter dated September 16, 1966 by Carl B· Hewett, 

Assistant Traffic Manager for the Ringsby System, justification for 

the amendment, which may apply for both Garrett and Ringsby, is the 

following: 

"Under the provisions of Item 6oo, as am.ended effective 
September 19, 1966, a. shipment weighing less than 2000 
pounds, moving from Denver to Rangely, Colorado via 
Route No. 107, will be subject to a joint rate, via 
Larson and Ringsby, increased by 10¢ cwt., but under 
the provisions of Paragraph (b) we will not be allowed 
any of the 10¢ increase. 

/ 



Page 2 (Decision No. 68426) Case No. 1585 

"To partially compensate for recent increases in labor 
costs, we request that we be allowed to participate in 
this additional charge via our inter a.nd intrastate 
routings as named in Section 6 of this ta.riff." 

Justification for the cancellation of Item 68o for the account 

of Larson Transportation Company a.nd/or Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., is 

as stated in Mr. Fletchinger's letter of September 16, 1966, reading: 

"Remaco is a throwback to World War II days when the 
Remington Arms Pla.nt was situated at this locality 
and it is now an obsolete term. This is now the 
site of the Denver Federal Center and it is my 
understanding that in reissue of Tariff 12-A which 
is presently underway the point of Remaco as listed 
in the De111ver class rates in Section I will be changed 
to the Denver Federal Center. Therefore, Item 680 has 
no application for rate purposes and mileage rates are 
provided to or from this location." 

In Mr. Fletchinger's letter of the 16th concerning the amenQm.en:t; 

to Item 94o, he states: --

"By broadening this item to include all shipments upon 
'Which charges are based upon a. weight of 5,000 pounds 
or more, this allows a carrier to tu.rnish split pick-up 
or split delivery service on class rated shipments of 
5,000 or 10,000 pounds, and on volume commodity rates 
of 5,000 pounds or over, for the additional charge of 
$10.30. Our biggest problem seems to be with volume 
commodity rates whereby the tariff does not now provide 
a carrier with a provision for split pickup or split 
delivery. Under certain commodity rates, a shipper can 
stop a shipment in transit for partial loading or partial 
unloading yet he is not allowed to stop at the same origin. 
point or. same destination point for extra loading or un• 
loading at a different location. From a carriers' view­
point, there is no distinction between stopping at an 
intermediate point and stopping in the same city or town 
for unloading purposes." 

Mr. Edward Ao Kraft of Boulder-Denver Truck Line, in a letter 

dated August 17, 1966, proposing a minimum. o:f' four hours for use of 

equipment in Item 1070, states: --

"It is not compensatory to furnish a. driver and equipmeiit 
on special trips for shorter periods of time." 

:By Item 2385, adjustments are being made to allow for reductions 

in charges on shipments of' higher minimum weights. The present item 

provides a single commodity rate for any quantity of the articles nmaed 

therein. The highest rated article is Class 200, - other items are 

rated classes 65 and 850 This adjustment will place the rates for the 
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Page 3 (Decision No. 68426) Case No. 1585 

various weights at a slightly lower base or class than provided under 

the classes set forth above. 'Ihe weight of the article classed 200 

that may be shipped at a given time is being liberalized from a weisht 

which is not more than '20'f, of the total weight of the shipment, to 501' 

of the total weight of' the shipment. 

Item No. 2690, (sugar in bags or boxes) proposed increased 

rates and the addition of a rate subject to a 30,000 pound •inimwu. 

weight. 'Ihe following reflects the present rates and the proposed rates: 

10,000 

Brighton 
to ( present: 19 

Denver (proposed: 32 

Brighton 
to (present: 19 

Englewood (proposed: 32 

Longmont 
to (present: 22 

Denver and(proposed: 37 
points within 
4 miles of 
Denver City 
Limits 

Loveland 
to (present : 

Denver a.nd(pro~osed: 
p9ints with-
in 4 miles of 
Denver City 
Limits 

Pounds 
20,000 

13 
19 

13 
19 

19 
24 

22 
27 

11 

17 

22 

In a letter dated October 12, 1966, signed by Frederic A. :Bethk,, 

Paul D. Amen and Jack E. Edison, it is stated that sugar rates est-.blisbed 

on August 18, 1952, from :Brigb.ton to Denver, were 18¢ on 10,000 qd 13¢ on 

20,000 pounds. On that date the first class LTL rate was 61¢ u.d today 

it is $1.23; the sugar rates from Longmont to Deuver, establisl;!.ed on 

April 18, 1957, were 21¢ on 10,000 and 18¢ on 20,000 pounds, The ti~st 

class LTL rate on this date was 99¢ and today it is $1.35; the sugar rate 

from Loveland to Denver, established ou April 10, 1953, was 2l¢ QB 201 000 

pounds. On that date the LTL Class 100 rate was 98¢ and tod.,- it is $1.52. 
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It is stated the proposed increases were discussed with 

representatives of Great Western Sugar Company and are advised they 

have no objections thereto. 

Since the proposed changes as set forth in Appendix "A" 

attached hereto, appear to represent just, fair and reasonable rates 

and charges and governing provisions, an order should be entered 

prescribing the same, under the provisions of Rule 18, Para.gra:ph C 

(1) (a} of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure. 

ORDER 

THE C<HO:SSION ORDERS, that, 

1. The Statement and Findings and AY,pendix "A" herein be, 

and they are hereby, made a part hereof. 

2. The rates and charges as set forth in the Statement of 

this Order, subject to the ru.les and regulations as provided in tlle 

aforesaid tariff shall be the prescribed rates, rules, regulations 

and provisions of the Commission. 

3. 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. 

4. All private 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. 

5. on and a.tter October 31, 1966, 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) per cent. 

6. On and after October 31, 1966, all private carrie~s by 

motor vehicle operating in competition 'With any motor vehicle common 

carrier af'f'ected by this order shall cease and desist from demanding, 
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Page 5 (Decis:l.on No. 68426) Case No. 1585 

charging and collecting rates a.tld cba;rges 'Which shall be lea' thaQ 

those herein prescribed, provided that Class "B" private O&JWie111 

shall be subject to the penalty 1,"Ule of twenty (20) per cent, 

7. This Order shall not be construed so as to compel • 

private carrier by motor vehicle to be or become a motor veb.iole 

common carrier or to subject any such private carrier by moto~ 

vehicle to the laws and liabilities applicable to a motor vehicle 

comm.on carrier. 

8. The order entered in Case No. 1585 ~ Feb~ 51 1936, 

as since a.mended, shall continue in force and efteot until ~er 

order of the Commission. 

9. 'rhis order shall become effective forthwith, 

10. Jurisdiction is retained to make such turther ol'der1 

as may be necess&J:'Y and proper. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CCllCISSJ:Olf 
OF THE S'llA'rE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, this 
27th day of October, 1966 av 

.. 5 .. 



APPENDIX "A" 

Colorado Motor Carriers ' Association, Agent 
Local and Joint Freight Tariff No. 12 .. A 

Colorado PUC No. 11* 

(*'!'he Rotor Truck Comm.on Carriers' Association, Agent, Series) 

Changes effective October 31, 1966: 
RULES AND REGUUTIONS 

Item 
No. AP.PLICATION 

9th Revised Pa§e No. TI 

6oo 

ADDITIONAL CHARGE: (Subject to Item No. 624) 

(A) 

(:B) 

( C) 

(D) 

Except as otherwise provided in Paragraph (C) and iD Note 1 hereot, 
all shipments weighing less than 2,000 pounds Will be charged for 
at the rate aPR).icable plus 10¢ per 100 pounds, subject to a m1~1-
mum increase of.' 10¢ per shipment. 
The additional charge provided for above Will be applied to all 
Local and Joint tra.:f'fic transported by the carriers named in 
Paragraph ( D) below. In instances 'Where a joint line ·movement 
involves a carrier not named in paragraph (D), the entire 
proceeds of the additional charge Will accrue to the carrier or 
carriers named in para.graph (D) participating in such joint line 
movement. 
The additional charge provided for above Will not apply in 
instances where the minimum charge is assessed. 
The provisions of this item apply only via or iD connection with 
the following carriers: 

Frederic A. Bethke, d/b/a 
Bethke Truck Lines 

Overland Motor Express, Inc., 
d/b/a Boulder-Denver Truck Line 
::Burlington Truck Lines, Inc. 
Colorado Cartage Company, Inc. 
Denver Climax Truck Line, Inc. 
Denver-Laramie-Walden Truck 

Line, Inc. 
Denver-Limon-Burlington Transfer 

Company 
Denver-Loveland Transportation, 
Edson Express, Inc. Inc. 

C. R. Bryant, d/b/a 
Evergreen Freight Line 

Erm.on L. Tyler, d/b/a 
Fowler Truck Line 

Anna Ga.speretti, d/b/a 
Gardner-Red Wing Freight L:IJle 
t @Garrett Freight lines, Iac. 

Mauverdene Robinson, d/b/a 
K & K Transfer Company 
Larson Transportation Company 
Miller Bros., Inc. 
Milliken-Johnstown Truck Line, Inc. 
North Eastern Motor Freight, Inc. 
Overland Motor Express, Inc. 
t @Rings by Truck Lines, Inc. 

. Rio Grande Motor Way 1 Inc. 
Richard R. Eshe and Lois Rae 
Eshe, d/b/a 

South Park Motor Lines 
Donald R. Wills, d/b/a 

Tweedy Transfer 
Westwa.y Motor Freight, Inc. 
Yuma County Transportation co. 

NOTE l: The provisions of this item will NOT apply on traffic transported 
locally by Red :Ball Motor Freight, Inc., but will apply on traffic trmu1poJ"ted 
jointly between the carriers named above, on the one hand, and, on tbe otber 
Red Ball Motor Freight, Inc. 

(Decision No. 68426) 
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AJ>;eendix ''A'', Page 2a 

Item 
No~ 

RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Application 

5th Revised Page No. 81 

68o APPUCATION OF RATES FROM OR TO REMACO, COLORADO: 

* * Rates provided in this tariff for application from or to Denver, Co or&.40, 
will also apply from or to Remaco, Colorado, on traffic which has h&d a 
prior movement via The Larson Transportation Company or The Rio Graude 
Motor Way, Inc., or which will have a subsequent movement via The Larson 
Transportation Company or The Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc. 

7th Revised Page No. 93-B 

MORE THAN ONE DELIVERY AT DESTINATION OR MORE THAN ONE PICK .. Ul' AT ORIGlN: 
An.y shipment from one shipper at one point of origin, on one bill of ' 
lading, received by the carrier in one day, @weighing 5,000 pounds 
or more, or on which a rate subject to a minimum weight of 5,000 pounds 
or more is applied, will be allowed one extra pick-up at point of origin 
and/or one extra delivery at point of destination subject to the follow• 
ing conditions: 
A. A charge of $10030 for the extra pick-up or delivery shall be a11e11ed 

in addition to all other lawful charges; 
B. Shipper must specify on the shipping order the name of the consignee 

and delivery address to which the extra delivery is to be made and a 
description of the quantity to be unloaded at the additional delivery 
stop; 
Shipper must specify on the shipping order the address where the extra 
pick-up is to be made and a description of the quantity to be loaded 
at the extra pick-up point; 

c. The additional pick-up or delivery stop must be within the corporate 
limits of the origin or destination points; 

D. All charges must be prepaid or all collected from one consignee at 
point of destination which must be plainly specified on shipping 
order. 

(This item applies only via Frederic A. Bethke, d/b/a Bethke Truck ~ines; 
overland Motor Express, Inc., d/b/a Boulder-Denver Truck Line; Larson 
Transportation Company; Red Ball Motor Freight, Inc.; Ringsby Truck Lines, 
Inc., and Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc.) 

3rd Revised Page No. 98-A 
SPECIAL TRIPS: 
(Will not apply via Larson Transportation Compan.y; North Eastern Motor 
Freight, Inc.; Ringsby Truck Lines, Inc., or Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc.) 
In the event consign.or or consignee requests that carrier· transport ship~ 
ments on other than regularly scheduled trips, or requests exclusive use 
ot the vehicle, such service will be performed and will be charged for at 
the applicable rate per 100 pounds or the following hourly charges, 
whichever results in the greater total charge: 

Use of Equipment and one Man 
Truck with rated capacity of 

1/2 ton • • • o • 

Truck with rated capacity exceeding 
172 ton • • • o • 

Tractor with single or tandem axle 
semi-trailer • • • • • 

HOURLY CHARGES 
Strai~t Time OV'ertiiiie • 
$ 6.1 $ 8.i8 

7.73 

15.45 

/. © Except as otherwise provided in connection with charges applicable 
on Saturdays, Sundays or Legal Holidays, Rates are subject to a minimum 
charge of four hours at the rate applicable to the type of equipraent 
furnished. (The provisions of this paragraph will not apply via Denver~ 
Loveland Transportation, Inc.) 

- 2a -
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ApPendix "A", Page 3a 
RULES AND REGULATIONS 

Item. 
wo. Application 

Overtime shall be charged for all time worked on order of tbe c;ust•er 
1070 in excess o:f 8 hours per day, for all time worked before 8 :00 a.m. JI ·· 

(con ... and/or af'ter 5:00 p.m., on week days and fo't' all t~me worked on e&t1Jfcle.y11, 
clu.. Sundays ox- Legal Holidays, subject to a minimum of 8 hours OI>t 8e.tw:'Qayl, 
ded) Sundays or Legal Holidays. 

Time charges shall include driving time to and :from the carrie:r:"'s dock, 
Special trips between Denver and Rocky Flats, ColQrado, on Sat"'1'days1 
Sundays or Holidays, Will be charged for at the weight tµ&~s the 
applicable rate or rates, but not less than $25.00 per trip. 

- 3a -
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Appendix "A" 1 Page 4a. 

Ite!ll 
.No. 

Rates ou e 
No. 

1th R~ised Page No. 228 

Pads, sanitary, external 122 
type; paper, viz.: Denver, Boulder, 112 49 

2385 toilet paper or paper Colorado Colorado 102 
towels; paper articles, 2 
viz.: Facial Cleansing Tissues; Napkins or Neck Strips. 

@ ® In mixed shipments, the weight of which includes @not more than ~ 
sanitary pads. 

~ 
Less-than-truckload ® Minimum weight 2, 000 pounds 
Minimum weight 1,000 pounds ® Minimum weight 5,000 poun(!s 

Subject to Item 770) 
(Not subject to Item 6oo) 

12th Revised Page No. 239 

Sugar, in :Ba.gs or boxes 

~
Min. Wt. 10,000 pounds 
Min. Wt. 20,000 pounds 
Min. Wt. 30,000 pounds Brighton, 

Bubject to Item 770) Colorado 
NOTE: Rate to Denver, 

(Bee Note) 
Denver, 

Colorado 

Colorado, will apply Englewood, 
to points located Colorado 
within five miles of Denver, 1 
The Denver City Limits Longmont, and points 2 

7; 
61 

1 

28 
when movement is via Colorado within 4 miles 

·~1------Frederic A. Bethke, Loveland, of the Denver 2 
d/b/a Bethke Truck Lines. Colorado Cit Limits la 

Vehicles transporting shipments moving un er e prov s ons o s 
item may be respotted at destination to unload partially, subject to 
the provisions of paragraphs "A" through "G", herein. 
A. A minimum capacity of 5,000 pounds must be delivered at each poiQt · 

of delivery. 
B. Freight moving under the provisions of this item must be :t'rom cm.e 

shipper, on one bill of lading and move on one day. 
c. Shipper must specify on the shipping bill the name of' the eonsigne• 

and the final destination of the shipment; also, shipper must 
specify the address at which the vehicle is to be respotted for 
partial unloading, a description of the quantities to be unloaded 
and the names of the parties to whom such partial deliveries &l"e 
to be made. 

D. Respotting for partial unloading will not be permitted on sh.ipuae11.ta 
consigned "C.O.D., " "To Order," "Order Notify," or "Order Care ot9'" 

E. In addition to the applicable rate, a charge of $7.73 will be made 
tor each delivery (not including final delivery) 

F. All charges on shipments moving under the provisions of this item 
must be prepaid. 

G. Shipments picked up at or delivered to locations other tha.D. the 
ground floor door or dock of consignor or consignee will be '~bJect 
to the additional char e rovided for in Note 2 of Item NO• 970, 

denotes increase Route 7 - Bethke Tnck Lines - irec 
denotes reduction " 12 - Denver-Loveland Transportation, Inc. 
denotes elimination (direct) 
denotes addition " 28 - Edson Ex.press, Inc., - direct 

" 49 - Boulder-Denver Truck Line ... direct 
(Decision No. 68426) " 161 - Colorado cartage co., Inc., - dii"ect 
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(Decision No. 6P.427 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE : MorOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

DOUGLAS MODELS CORF.-DENVER 
122 Est 2nd 
Salt Lake City, Utah 8L~107 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. 
) M-13740 
) 
) CASE NO. 
) 541-M-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 25, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Colorado, 
day of October, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. ) 
68428 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTIUTIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

R.F. D:S'':rlUS, JR. & B.D. COX 
DBA COX-DENNIS FOOD SPECIALTY CO. 
Box 10771 
Dqllas, Texas 75207 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AtmIORITY NO. 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - M - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - -

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

H-8682 

604-M-Ins. 

On 
October 25, 1966 

, in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

27th October, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. 
68429 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

) 
BARKER'S I.NC. 
11;.o1 West 38th Ave. 
Denver, Colorado 80211 

) AUTHORITY NO. 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - --- - - - -

October 27, 1966 - - ~ ~ - - - - - -
STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF. FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

459-M-Ins. 

On October 25, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

) 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION O:BDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 27th day of October, 1966 

kh 



(Deeisioa No. 68430) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Ul'ILr.t'Im COMMISSIOli 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * 
Df THE MATTm OF THE APPLICATION OF 
NORTH GLENN SUBURBAN COMPANY 1 A 
COLORADO CORPORATION, 1805 BROAIMAY, 
DENVER / COLORADO / FOR A CERTIFICATE 
OF PUBLIC CONVEN~E AND NmF2SITY 
TO OPmATE .AS A CO!M>N CARRIER 
BY K>TOR VEHICLE FOR mm:. 
- - - - --- - -- - -- -- ----

* 
) ' 

l APPLICATION NO. 21690 
SEX:OND SUPPL!MD.r.AL OJID:m 

~ 

October 281 1966 

Appearan.ees: Da"r.14 Butler, Esq., Denver 1 

Colora4o, tor Applica:at; 
Rayaoal. B. Danks, Esq., Deaver, 

Colorado, tor Deaver Tramway 
Corporation.. 

STATJ!XENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On Jaauary 181 1966, tae COlllllissio• enterei Deeisioa 

No. 66630, in tlle above-eatitled. •tter, &ru.tiq Applicu.t, Nort1l 

Glen Suburbu. Coapuy 1 a certificate ot public eo•ve».ieace uul 

necessity to tram.sport passeJBiera aa.t tlaeir baacage betv1ea,oa tlle 

one llan4, Deaver, ColorM.o, aH. o:a tlle otlaer, Nortla. Gle:u., Colorato, 

serviJa& all iatermed.iate points, subject te t1le restrictioa taat ao 

pass91er picked. up vitlli:a the preseat lillits o:f' tlle City &114 County, 

ot De:aver sUJ.l be 41.iscllarcei witlli.D. sa14l liaits; ud. would. not 

remain in a bus stop utilized. by Deaver Tramway lo-aer taa.. aeeessary 

to receive or d.iscl!arge passengers. Sait Decisioa provitei, aao:ac 

otlaer tld:ags, tat the Applieu.t be perai tted. . to operate oa a 

temporary basis tor a periei eJMliDi six ao:atu atter tllle et:f'ective 

iate of saii Decisioa. No. 66630 (Aucust 8, 1966), Ulll.ess otherwise 

ori.ered. by tlil.e Commission.. 

Oa July 211 1966, th.e COlllllissioa enterd Decision No. 67826, 

exteJMlin& tae temporary perioi of operation Ul'Mler eertitieate ot 



pu:blic convenience and necessity issued to North Glenn Suburban. 

Compam.y, by Decision No. 66630, dated. J81'1~ 18, 1966, for the 

period Of time f'rom Auaust a, 1966 to November 8, 1966. 

O:a October 24, 1966, I. B, Jmaes, l'resicle».t of Nortla Gleu 

Suburban Ccapany, f'ilei a written request for a a<l.d.1 ti on.al niaet1 

(90) clay exteuio• of the t~or&l'Y perioi of operation UDAer 

certificate of public convellience ama. aeoesRity issue4 to Applicaat 

1~ Decision No. 66630, 

Tae CommissiOll states arMI. f;i.lMls that Applicaut•s request 

for am. ad.ditioll&l. ni~ety (90) iezy" exten.sion of the temporary periot 

of operation u.nd.er its certificate of public convenie•ce aat 

~ecessity as ir&nted. by Decision No. 66630 is coapatible with. th.e 

public interest al'l4 sh.ou.14 be &ram.tea. a.s set :t'orth ia the Ori.er 

follO'W!:n&. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORD:BBS: 

That the temporary periocl. of operation under certificate 

of public coavenieace ai:ad. necessity issued to North Glemt Suburban 

Comp:aay by Deciaiott No. 66630, dstei January 181 1966, be, ad the 

silllle hereby is, extellded for the period. of time from. November 8, 

1966 to Februar:r 8, 1967; that said. certificate of public con.veaiace 

an& necessity shall be automatically cancelled. by the Caauaission 

without further notice to the Applicaat unless sail Applicant 

notifies the Commission in writing, on or before February 81 19671 

of its inteation to have tke herein involved Certificate m&a.e per~ 

mu.at; W.1 that upon. receivi:ag such written notification, t:b.e com .. 

mission shall enter its Orter mak1-t: sa14 Certificate peraaaeat. 

';['BE PUBLIC tJrILITIES COMMISSION 
"'~ THE STATE OF COLORADO 

D£"·:c~ E~t D~\ :~"':, Colorado, 
da:r of' Oc't~o·be!", 1966. 

~- ~ 



(Decision Bo. 68431) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC urn.ITDB COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: !«>TOR VEHICLE OPli.tiTIOE ) 
OF FLATIRON SERVICE COMPANY, ) PERMIT BO. B-6850 
Po Oo BOX 2291 BOULDER, COLORADO.) 
• • • • • • • • • - • • - - • ~ a 

October 28, 1966 
- a u - • a ~ • • • 

STATD!ENT .AM> FIIDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

T1a.e Comaission is in receipt of a written request from 

the above-styled. permit-hoJAer, requestinc autlaority to cllance its 

corporate uae f'roll Concrete Equipment & Supply Co. to Flatiro• 

Service Ccapaay iB tlle conj,uct of operations ud.er Permit Bo. B-6850, 

...._ in aid.itio• to clu.Jl&e :naaes of the tollowinc companies as listed. 

in their autltority unier said. Permit Bo. B-6850, to-wit: Milne 

RelMiy Mixed. Concrete to Flatiron Pre-Mix Concrete Co., Boulier 

Gravel Proiucts, ID.c. to Flatiron. Sud. &WI. Gravel Co. 

Tae COllllissiom states &1lid. tiJMls taat saia requests are 

compatible w1 ta tll.e public ll!.terest aM. saould. be autllorizell. as set 

ferta in. tae Ort.er followina. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Concrete :Equipment & Supply Co. be, u4 llereby is, 

autaorized. to change its corporate JU.11e to Flatiron Service COllJ>&ll3' 

iD. tlae coaluct of operations WMier Permit Bo. B..6850, u& tJu.t tlle 

Secretary Of tlle Colllllission be, .... hereby is, airectel to claaJlae 

tae records of tlle CommissiOD to reflect tae same. 

Tltat tlle autlaority u:na.er saH. Pendt Bo. B-6850 be, aJIMil 

tlae s•e llereby is, cerrected. ua •end.ed. to rea8. as follows, to-wit: 



hereof. 

"Transportation of bulk cement, sud, gravel and 
ot4er sgsregate materials and earth fill; asphalt 
and. other road-surfaciJa& materials; cast concrete; 
and construction equipaemt, to, from. and between all 
points and places w1 thin the State of Colorado, on 
behalf of and under contract with the following 
ll8Dled commonly ow:aed af:t'iliatecl compalli.es o:t' the 
Applicant, to-wit: (1) Flatiron Pre-Mix Concrete 
Co., (2) Flatiron Pa~ Co. of BouJ.der, (3) Flatiron 
Pavi?li Co. of Greeley, (4) Flatiron Sand and Gravel 
Co., (5) Soundcrete, Inc., (6) Turnpike Gravel 
Company, (7) Plains Agg:rea;ate Compauy, and (8) Flatiron 
Materials Company." 

This Order shall become effective as of the day &Ed 'd.ate 

THE PUBLIC UI'ILITm3 COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den.v , Colorado, 
this 28th day o:f' Octobe:r, 1966. 

l.s 
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(Decision No. 68432) 

BEFORE TBE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF !BE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MJTOR VEHICLE OPERATING RIGHTS) 
OF ATWOOD '!'Rt.CK LINE, INC., A ) Pre NO. 7~5, PU:: no. 755 .. I 
COLORADO CORPORATION, ROmE l, ) !:UV NO. 2 35, PERMIT NO. B-5652 
FORT KlRG.AN 1 COLORADO. ) 

--------- - -
October 28, 1966 

STATEME'.m' AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Atwooi Truck Lin.e, In.c., a ColorM.o corpora.tio•, (DE&bter), 

OW'.!l.er aJMJi1. operator of PU:: No. 755, PU::: No. 755-I, PU:: No. 2435, &1Mi1. 

Pe'll:'lBiit No. B-5652, aerei& seeks autaority to eacuaber saii Certificates 

&M Per.nit to William. R. Brumfielii aM. Olivet Brumtieli (Secured 

PEll"ties), to secure payment of the iM.ebte41!.ess i• the sua of 

$1001 000 iD. 11cieeri.uce with. tlJ.e certain terms u4 coM.itiou as 

liet forth im copies of t~e Fi•amcing Stateae•t ~ Sec'lll?"ity .Alreemeat 

&M. Note, iatM. November l, 1966, &JM. properly :filed. with. tlll.e 

Tae Commission states aJIJ.d. fiDJ!ls that tke aut•ority as 

llerein. 1SOU11l:lit is compatible with the public interest il!lllii should. 

be grutN as set f'ort:ra a te Ori.er foll~. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

Tl'lat Debtor, Atwooi Truck Lime, b.c., be, aa!I. 11.ereby is, 

authorized to emc:umber all ri&ll.t, ti tl.e ~ interest ila aid to 

PU:: No. 755, Ptc No. 755-I, PUC No. 2435 SDii Permit No. B-5652 to 



Secured Parties, to secure payment of the imdebtedll.ess in the S\111 

of $1001 0001 as set forth i:n the Statement precedbg, which is maie 

a part ef this Order by reference. 

This Order shall become effective as of the day and aate 

hereof. 

THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIE:> COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 28th day of October, 1966. 

ls 

-2-



{Decision No. 61'4JJ ) 

BEFORE TRE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

3URL BEEN DBA 
BEEN' S RCBBISH REJ:mVAL 
4175 W. Walsh Place 
Denver, Colorado 80219 

* * * 

~ 
) AlJl'HORITY NO. M-6116 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 327-H-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - -- ~ - - - - - - - - - - - -- -
October 28, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FnID INGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 11, 1166 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC tJI'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Colorado, 
day of 

kh 

October, 1966 



(Decision No. 68434 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

D W HORRIS & Cit"-RLOTTE H HORRIS 
DBA '.\10RRIS li'URNITURE 
11 North Casc<J.de 
Montrose, Colorado 2,1401 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- -- - . - - - -- - - - - - - - - -

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

H-4533 

514-11-Ins. 

On October 25, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Connnission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Connnission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

28th 

Colorado, 
day of 

October, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. 68iV35 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

HUNTINGBURG FURNITURE CO. 
DIVISION OF DOLLY Mil.DISON FOODS, INC. 
Huntingburg, Indiana 47542 

- - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - -- - - -

) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - ~ - . - - - - -- -
October 21.3, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

M-7021 

225-M-Ins. 

On October 11, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den:< er, Colorado, 
tl:iis 28th day of October, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. 68436) 

BEFORE TBE PUBLIC UTILIT:mS COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
nr THE MATrER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
WILLIAM V. MURPHY, DOING BUSINESS AS ) 
11MERCURY TRANSPORT," STAPLETON DfrER... ) 
NATIONAL A:mPORT, DENVER, COLORADO,· )) 
FOR A CLASS "A" PERMIT TO OPERATE AS 
A PRIVATE CARRIER BY MO?OR 'VEHICLE FOR ) 
RIRE, FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OJ' FREIGHT ) 
{GENERAL COMMODrr1:ES) BETWEEN POINTS ) 
J.lID PLACES IN DENVER, COLORADO, ON THE ) 
ONE HAND AND GOLDEN, COLORADO AND ) 
WATERTON, COLORADO, ON THE OTHER HA.llID. ) 
- 0 - 0 ~ ~ - - - 0 - - - - D m - - - -

October 28, 1966 

APPLICATION NO. 22093-PP 

Appearances: Robert P. Grueter, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for WilliamV. Murphy, 
doing business a.s "Mercury 
Transport," the Applicant; 

Edward T. Izy"ona, Jr., Esq. , Denver, 
Colorado, for Westway Motor Freight, 
Inc., and Windecker Truck Line; 

Joseph F. Nigro, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for United States Transfer 
& Storage Co., Rof:fi!:Lan Transfer, 
Murph's Express, Weicker Transfer 
& Storage Co., and Acme Delivery 
Service, Inc. 

R_ROCEDURE A1ID RECQ!fil 

On July 22, 1966, William v. Murphy, doing business as "Mercury 

Transport", herei:ri.after referred to either by nam.e or as Applicant, filed 

an application with this Commission for a Class "A" Permit to operate a.s 

a pri"ll'\El~te carrier by motor vehicle for hire in intrastate commerce for the 

transportation of freight (general commodities) between points and places 

in Denver, Colorado on the one baud and Golden, Colorado and Waterton, 

Colorado on the other,ha.nd. On August 31, 1966 the Commission received 

a telegram from Mullis Transfer protesting the granting of part of the 

authority sought in the application. On September 1, 1966 ¥estway Motor 

Freight$ Inc. filed a protest. On September 1, 1966 United States Transfer 

& Storage Co., Hoff.man Transfer, Murph's Express, Weicker Transfer & 

Storage Co., and Acme Delivery Service, Inc. filed a :protest. On September 



2, 1966 Wind.ecker Truck Line filed a protest. On October 11, 1966 Acme 

Delivery Service, Inc. filed a second protest. After due and proper 

notice to all parties, the matter was heard by Commissioner Howard s. 

Bjelland on October 26, 1966 at 10:00 o'clock A.M. in the Hearing Room 

of the Commission, 532 State Services Building, 1525 Sherman Street, 

Denver, Colorado. 

William v. Murphy, the owner and operator of "Mercury Transport", 

John Kraft, Manager of traffic and transportation for the Martin Company, 

and Jack Scanlon, Assistant Traffic Manager for Adolph Coors Company and 

Coors Porcelain Compa?JIS' testified as witnesses called in support of the 

application. Applicant's Exhibits No. l and No. 2 were admitted in evi­

dence. Jerry McMorris, President of Westwa.y Motor Freight, Inc., Walter 

E. Rumpf, Vice President of Acme Delivery Service, Inc., and John Windecker, 

the owner of Windecker Truck Line, testified as witnesses in protest to the 

application. Protestants' Exhibits A, B, c, and D, were admitted in evi­

dence. Upon conclusion of the hearing the Presiding Connnissioner took the 

:matter under advisement. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

After due and careful consideration of the record, the Commission 

finds as fact from such record that: 

lo William v. Murphy is presently operating an interstate motor 

carrier transportation service :from a principal office located at Stapleton 

International Airport, Denver, Colorado. This interstate transportation 

service is performed under one of the exemptions set forth in the Interstate 

Commerce Act. The Colorado Public utilities Commission has acknowledged 

the rendition of such interstate service by the issuance of PUC No. 5269-r 

to William v. Murphy. Such recognition of interstate operating authority 

by the Colorado Commission does not confer upon the holder thereof any 

intrastate rights in the State of Colorado. (See Decision No. 66777 as 

to the effect of 11 I" authorities) • The service now rendered by said 

William V. Murphy consists primarily of pickup or delivery service in 
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the Denver Commercial Zone on interstate air shipments to or from Staple­

ton Interna.tiona.l Airport. Mercury Transport has a total net worth of 

$13,528.32 and William v. Murphy has additional personal assets not listed 

on the balance sheet of Merc'l.llrY Transport. 

2. Mercury Transport owns four radio controlled vehicles with 

the base radio control unit located at the office of Mercury Transport 

at Stapleton Inte:rna.tiona.l Airport. William v. Murphy desires to enter 

into contracts with the Martin Compa.xzy-, Adolph Coors Company, Coors 

Porcelain Company, and any other companies which might desire transporta­

tion services under the authority he seeks herein. The type of service 

primarily which applicant intends to render is an expedited pickup and 

delivery service on shipments between Denver on the one band and Golden 

and Waterton on the other hand, normally averaging somewhat less than 

100 pounds per article shipped. 

3. If the authority sought herein should be granted, applicant 

plans to enter into contracts with the above-named companies as well as 

any other companies desiring to utilize his services for the rendition 

of transportation services under the authority sought herein. 

4. The Martin Company, Adolph Coors Company and Coors Porcelain 

Company desire to utilize motor carrier transportation service which 

applicant proposes to render. Such companies indicated a need tor such 

service. 

5. Westwa.y Motor Freight, Inc. is an authorized intrastate 

motor common carrier opera.ting under the authority of PUC No. 701. This 

company operates, inter alia, between the cities of Golden and Denver. 

The company owns 30 tractors, 40 trailers and 4 pickup trucks and operates 

40 schedules a day ea.oh way between Denver and Golden. The company is 

presently providing transportation services to Adolph Coors Com.pa.ny and 

to Coors Porcelain Company making pickups and deliveries of large or 

sma.11 shipments the same day upon request of such companies. Two-thirds· 

of the total revenue of this company comes from shipments between Denver 
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a.nd Golden. Total revenues of the company approximate $1,0001 000 a 

year. Adolph Coors Company and Coors Porcelain Company jointly consti­

tute the largest single shipper served by this company. This company is 

presently furnishing to the Coors companies the precise type of service 

for which the applicant seeks authority. The loss of substantial amounts 

of business :f'rom the Coors companies could result in a net operating loss 

insofar as Westwa.y Motor Freight, Inc. is concerned. 

6. Acme Delivery Service, Inc. is a.n authorized intrastate motor 

common carrier operating under the authority of PUC No. 2479 &Di I. Under 

such authorities, Acme is authorized to render an interstate and intrastate 

expedited delivery service between Denver a.nd Waterton. Acme grosses ap­

proximately $1,000,000 a year. About one per cent of total revenues 

were for transportation services rendered between Denver and waterton. 

The primary customer served at Waterton is the Martin Company. Acme now 

has an operating ratio of approximately 94%. Any loss of revenue would 

increase the opera.ting ratio of such company and to a. degree impair the 

ability of the company to render service. 

7. John Windecker is the owner a.nd operator of Windecker Truck 

Line. Windecker Truck Line is an authorized intrastate motor vehicle 

common carrier operating under PUC No. 996. This authority, inter alia, 

authorizes the rendition of general transportation se~vices between Denver 

and waterton. Windecker Truck Line maintains a dock in Denver and has 4 

trucks available to render service. Windecker Truck Line handles truck­

load and less-than-truckload shipments between Denver and Waterton. 

Windecker Truck Line handles a substantial number of shipments to and 

:f'rom the Martin Company at Waterton. Windecker Truck Line :bad gross 

revenues of $16,898.33 for the calendar year of 1965. Approximately 

25% of his entire business consists of shipments to or from the Martin 

plant at Waterton. A loss of a substantial portion of the business of 

the Martin Company would probably result in a cessation of service by 

Windecker. 
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8. The service presently rendered by authorized motor vehicle 

common cai~riers between Denver and Golden and between Denver and Waterton 

is adequa.teo The Commission is of the opinion that the proposed opera-

tion of the applicant herein will impair the efficient public service of 

these authorized motor vehicle common carriers. 

9o The application should be denied. 

DISCUSSION 

The application before the Commission in the instant proceeding 

seeks a wide grant of authority. The evidence indicates that the actual 

authority which the applicant ma.y desire may be far less than the authority 

sought in the application. The applicant, however, did not indicate any 

desire to limit the authority to specific customers nor to limit the auth­

ority to a specific expedited type of service. If the Commission were to 

grant the application herein, the effect thereof would be to place a 

contract carrier in direct competition with existing common carriers for 

the transportation of all commodities between Denver and Golden and 

between Denver and Waterton. Under such circumstances the application 

herein should be denied. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Application No. 22093-PP be, and the same hereby is, 

denied. 

This Order shall become effective as of the day and date hereof. 

.5 .. 

THE PUBLIC tJrILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denve ; Colorado, 
this 28th day of October, 1966. 

et 



(Decision No. 68437 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

BURL BEEN DBA 

) 
) 
) AUl'HORITY NO. PUC 3532 
) BEEN'S RUBBISH REMOVAL 

4175 West Walsh Place 
Denver, Colorado 80219 

) 
) CASE NO. 114-H-Ins • 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
- - - - - - - ~ - -
October 31, 1966 -- - - . - - - - -

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 10, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De er, Colorado6 1966 this 31st day of ctober, 

bb 



(Decision No. 68438) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UfILITIES COMMISSlQN 
OF THE STATE OF CO~.RADO 

* * * 
IN TRE .. MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF 
MRS o, HARVEY BELL, MRS o A., W. GIIMAN 
AND MRS. NOREEN ZINK, ON BEHALF OF 
THEMSELVES AND OTHERS SDULA.RLI s:rru ... 
ATED FOR AN ORDER AUTRORIZOO PUBLIC 
SERVICE COMPANY OF COLORADO TO RENDER 
STREET LIGRTING SERVICE IN AN UNIN­
CORPORATED AREA IN ADAMS COUNTY o 

• • • • • • • • • • • e • a ~ • - • 

) 

I 
) 

• • a a -. - • 

October 31.9 1966 

APPLICATION NO. 22207 

Appearances: D. D,o, Ca.welti, Esq., Denver p Colo· 
rado, for Public Service Company of 
Colorado; 

BY THE CCM-1ISSION: 

P. M. Brown, Denver, Colorado, of 
the Staff of the Comm.issiono 

STATEMENT 

This is an application by Mrs. Harvey Bell and others, repre• 

senting themselves and all other customers similarly situated., for an 

order authorizing Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service) 

to install, operate and maintain street lighting service in an unineor.po•-, 

rated area. in Adams County, a.s shown on the map identified as Exhibit A 

attached to the application~ and as hereinafter more fully described. 

The matter wa.s set for hearing, after due notice to interested 

parties,g on October 25, 1966$ at 10:00 o'clock A.M., in the Rea.ring Room 

of the Commission, 532 State Services Building, Denver,Colora.d.o, and was 

heard on a consolidated hearing w.ttb Applications No. 22059, 222031 222041 

22205 and 22206. 

No petitions of intervention were filed prior to the hearing and. 

no one appeared at the hearing in.opposition to the application. 

A petition for street lighting service addressed to Public 

Service wa.s circulated among the residents of an area in which 463 cus­

tomers now receive electric service. Of the 463 customers, signature' 



were obtained of 433, or a percentage of 93.5~ ot t~e total number of 

customers. Said petitions were submitted as Exhibit Nos. B·l through 

B-12 respectively. The tariff of Public Service, providing tor street 

lighting in unincorporated areas, states, among other things, that street 

lighting in an established area otherwise qualifying will be provided 

upon receipt by Public Service of a petition from all electric customers 

within the area or upon an order or decision of this COlJJJnission directing 

street lighting service to be established in the area. Since 30 cus­

tomers did not sign, Public Service could not install street lights without 

an order of the Commission. 

Principal spokesman for Applicants was Mrs. A. w. Gilman. Mrs. 

Gilma.n testified no street lighting now exists in the area contemplated 

in this application. She stated that police protection was ina.dequa~e 

and that there ha.d been incidents of the~s and va.nde.lism which might have 

been prevented by adequate lighting. She also testified tbat ad.equate 

street lighting was essential from the standpoint of traffic safe~y. 

Also present in support of the application, though. not testifying 

were eight other persons who a.re residents of the area. 

Mr. J. R. Ra:n,niger, Rate Engineer of Public Service Compaey, 

testified the area met all requirements of the tariff conditions, except 

tbe number of signers. Upon an Order of this Commission, Public Service 

is ready, willing and able to install street lighting in the area. No 

construction contributions are required of electric customers and, as pro• 

vided in the tariff, a charge of $0.45 per month per customer will be made. 

The engineering of the street lighting for the area bas already been 

undertaken. It will require approximately 30 days to :m.ake the initial 

system operational. 7,000 lumen mercury vapor vertically operated, non• 

ornamental lights w:(.11 be provided. Service will be furnished in accord­

s.nee with tariff sheets, Colorado P.u.c. ~o. 4, Eighth Revised Sheet No. 

262, Third Revised Sheet Na. 262A. and Original Sheet No. 262B. 



The proposed street lighting system was estimated to cost 

$8867 whieh will be provided from internal f'unds of Public Service. 

F;J;NDINGS .. 
THE CCMUSSION FmDS: 

That the above and foregoing Statement is hereby made a pa.rt 

of these Findings by reference. 

That it has jurisdiction of the subject matter of this applica-

tion, and of the Public Service Company of Colorado. 

That the preservation of the public peace, bee.1th and safety re­

quires the installation of a street lighting system in the area described 

in the Order to follow. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Public Service Company of' Colorado is hereby authorized and 

directed to install, operate and maintain a non-orna.m.ental, mercury vapor 

street light system in accord.a.nee with the provision.a of its Tariff, Colo~ 

rado PUC No. 4-Electric, Eighth Revised Sheet No. 262, Third Revised Sheet 

No~ 262A and Original Sheet No. 262B, now existing or as it may be changed 

under the rules of this Commission, or according to law. 

That street lights, approximately 53 in number, shall be in~ 

stalled as required in the area described as follows: 

Commencing at the intersection at the center line of 
Oneida Street with the south lot line extended of the 
lot numbered as 771+0 Oneida Street; thence north along 
said center line to the intersection with the south lot 
line extended of the lot numbered as 7745 Oneida Street; 
thence west along the south lines of said lot e.nd the lots 
numbered a.s 7750 and 7751 Newport Street and 7750 and 7751 
Niagara Street, to the SW corner of said la.st-named lot; 
thence north along the west lot lines of the lots west of 
Niagara Street to the NW corner of the lot numbered as 781+1 
Niagara Street; thence west along the south lot lines of the 
lots south of E. 78th Way extended to the center line of 
Monaco Street; thence north along said center line to the 
intersection with the north lot lines extended of the lots 
north of E. 79th Place; thence east along said north lot ' 
lines to the SW corner of the lot numbered as 6696 E, Both 
Avenue; thence north along the west lot line of said last­
named. lot extended to the center line of E. 80th Avenue; 
thence east along sa:td center.line to the intersection with 
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the east lot li~es extended of the lots east of Roslyn 
Street; thence south along said east lot lines to the SE 
corner of the lot numbered as 7930 Roslyn Street; thence 
west along the south lot line of said lot and continuing 
along the south right-of .. way line of E. 79th Avenue and 
the south lot line of the lot numbered as 7931 Quince 
Street to the SW corner of said last-named lot; thence 
south along the east lot lines of the lots east of Quebec 
Street, across E. 78th Place and continuing south along 
the east lot line of the lot numbered as 7300 Eo 78th 
Place to the southeasterly corner of said lot; thence 
southwesterly along the southeasterly lot lines of the lot~ 
southeasterly of E. 78th Place, continuing along the south­
easterly lot lines of the lots numbered as 7760 and 7750 
Poplar Street to the southerly corner of said last-named 
lot; thence west along the south lot lines of the lots 
south of the east$west extension of Poplar Street, across 
Pontiac Street9 continuing west along the south lot lines 
of the lot (presently vacant) south of the lot numbered 
as 7741 Pon·tiac Street 9 the lots numbered a.s 7730 and 
7731 Olive Street and continuing along the south lot line 
of the lot numbered as 7740 Oneida Street to the point of 
beginning. 

That this Order shall become effective as of the day and 

date hereof. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 68~39) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES CQJJMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN TEE MATTER OF TEE APPLICATION OF 
MRS. JOHN E. CHADD, MRS. C. C. GAUNT 
AND MRS • .AMELIA FOWLER, ON BEHALF OF 
THEMSELVES AND OTHERS SD4ILARLY SITU­
ATED FOR AN ORDER AUTHORIZING PUBLIC 
SERVICE COMPANY OF COLORADO TO REN.DER 
STREET LIGHTING SERVICE IN AN UNINCOR· 
PORATED AREA IN ADAMS COUNTY•, 
e a m • • • a • • • • • m • • • • • • • 

~ --- ---- -
October 31, 1966 
- ---- -- ~ -

APPLICATION NO. 22206 

Appearances: D. D. Cawelti, Esq., Denver, Colo­
rado, for Public Service Company 
of Colorado; 

B':l THE COMMISSION: 

P. Mo Brown, Denver, Colorado, of 
the Staff of the Commission. 

STATEMENT 

This is an application by Mrs. John E. Cha.dd and others, represent• 

ing themselves and all other customers similarly situated, for an order auth­

orizing Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service) to install, 

operate and maintain street lighting service in an unincorporated area in 

Ad.ams County, as shown on the map identified as Exhibit A attached to the 

application, and as hereinafter more fully described. 

The matter was set for hearing, after due notice to interested 

parties, on October 25, 1966, at 10:00 o'clock A.M., in the Hearing Room 

of the Cormnission, 532 State Services Building, Denver, Colorado, and. was 

heard on a consolidated hearing with Applications No. 22059, 22203, 222041 

22205 and 22207. 

No petitions of intervention were filed prior to the hearing and · 

no one appeared at the hearing in opposition to the application. 

A petition for street lighting service addressed to Public Service 

was circulated among the residents of an a.rea in which 81 customers now re-



ceive electric service. Of the 81 customers, signatures were obtained 

of 71, or a percentage of 87.7% of the total number of customers. Said 

petitions were submitted as Exhibit Nos. B-1 through B-4 respectively. 

The tariff of Public Service, providing for street lighting in unincor• 

porated areas, states, among other things, that street lighting in an 

established area otherwise qualifying will be provided upon receipt by 

Public Service of a petition from all electric customers within the area 

or upon an order or decision of this Commission directing street lighting 

service to be established in the a:rea.c Since 10 customers did not sign, 

Public Service could not install street lights without an order of the 

Commission. 

Principal spokesman for Applicants was Mrs. John E. Chadd. Mrs. 

Chadd testified no street lighting now exists in the area contemplated in 

this application. She stated that police protection was inadequate and 

that there had been incidents of thefts and vandalism which might have 

been prevented by ad.equate lighting. She also testified that adequate 

street lighting was essential from the standpoint of traffic safety. 

Also present in support of the application, though not testify• 

ing were four other persons who are residents of the area. 

Mr. J. H. Ra.nniger, Rate Engineer of Public Service Company, 

testified the area met all requirements of the tariff conditions, except 

the number of signers. Upon a.n Order of this Commission, Public Service 

is reaa.y, willing and able to install street lighting in the area. No 

construction contributions are required of electric customers a.nd, as pro­

vided in the ta.riff, a charge of $0o45 per month per customer will be made. 

The engineering of the street lighting for the area has already been under­

taken. It will require approximately 30 days to ma.ke the initial system 

operational. 7,000 lumen mercl.lry vapor vertically operated, non­

orna.mental lights will be provided. Service will be furnished in accord­

ance with tariff sheets, Colorado P.u.c. No. 4, Eighth Revised Sheet No.262, 

Third Revised Sheet No. 262A and Original Sheet Noo 262B. 
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The proposed street lighting system was estimated to cost 

$1282 which will be provided from internal funds of Public Service. 

FINDINGS 

THE CCMMISSION FINDS: 

That the above and foregoing Statement is hereby ma.de a part 

of these Findings by reference. 

That it has jurisdiction of the subject matter of this applica-

tion, and of the Public Service Company of Colorado. 

That the preservation of the public peace, health and safety re­

quires the installation of a street lighting system in the area described 

in the Order to follow. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Public Service Company of Colorado is hereby authorized 

and directed to install, operate and maintain a non-ornamental, mercury 

vapor street light system in accordance with the provisions of its Tariff, 

Colorado PUC No. 4-Electric, Eighth Revised Sheet No. 262, Third Revised 

Sheet No. 262A and Original Sheet No. 262B, now existing or as it may be 

changed under the rules of this Commission, or according to le.w. 

That street lights, approximately 10 in number, shall be in-

stalled as required in the area described as follows: 

Commencing at the SW corner of the lot numbered as 7251 
Kra.meria Street; thence north along the west lot lines of 
said lot and the other lots west of Kra.meria Street to the 
NW corner of the lot numbered as 7581 Kra.meria Street; thence 
east along the north line of said la.st-named lot, across 
Krameria Street and continuing east along the north lot line 
of the lot numbered as 7580 Krameria Street to the NE corner 
thereof; thence south along the east lot lines of the lots 
east of Kra.meria Street, across E. 74th Place and continuing 
south along the east lot lines of the lots numbered as 7446 
and 7420 Kra.meria Street to the NW corner of the lot 
numbered as 7421 Leyden Street; thence east along the north 
lot line of said last0 nam.ed lot, across Leyden Street, and 
along the north lot line of the lot numbered as 7410 Leyden 
Street to the NE corner thereof; thence south along the east 
lot lines of the lots east of Leyden Street across Krameria 
Drive and extended along the east lot line of the tract 
southeasterly of Krameria Drive to the intersection witb the 
southeasterly line of said tract; thence southwesterly along 
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sout;heasterly line of said tract (which line is 
feet s·:::iutheasterly of and parallel to 

t;he southeasterly :right-of'-way line of Krameria. Drive), 
t:i ·t;~~ with the south line of said tract; 
ther..ce west alo:rig the south line of said tract, across 
Kra..11er:La St:ceet and continuing a.long the south lot line 
of the lot num1oered as 7251 Kra.meria Street to the point 
of' begin:::i.ing. 

That this Ord.er shall become effective as of the day and date 

rp"HE PU.BL!C W:IL.J."'"TIES COMMISSION 
· .}' ~n:E S".i.'ATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 31st day of October, 1966 

et 



{Decision No. 6844o) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC tll'ILITI!S COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTlm OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
MR. G.ARLA?ID SIMS 1 MRS. GRACE FORD AND 
MRS. GEX:>RGE MILROY 1 ON BEHALF OF THEM-
SELVES AND O'l'HERS. SIMILARLY Srl'UATED APPLICATION NO. 22205 
FOR .Alf ORDER AurHORIZOO PUBLIC SERV­
ICE COMPANY OF COLORADO TO RENDER 
STREET LIGHTING SERVICE IN AN UNINCOR­
PORATED AREA IN ADAMS COUNJ.'Y. 

- --- ---- - ----- - -----
October 31, 1966 -- ~ --- - ----

Appearances: D. D. Cawelti, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
for Public Service Compaay of Colorai.o; 

P. M. Brow.a, Denver, Celoraio, of 
for Staff of the C011111liss1on. 

STATEMENT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

This is an application by Mr. Garland Sims and. others, 

representing themselves and all other customers similarly situated., 

for an order authorizin& Public Service Company of Coloraao (Public 

Service) to in.stall, operate and maintain. street liahti:ng service in 

an unincorporated area im Adams County, as shown on the map id.en-

tifiei as Exbibit A attached. to the application, aJiMl as hereinafter 

more fully 4escribed.. 

The matter was set fer hearing, after due notice to inter­

ested. parties, on October 25, 1966, at lO:OO o'clock A.M., illl the 

Hearing Room o:f' the Comission, 532 State Services Bu1lii!li1 Den.ver 1 

Colorado, ml4 was heard on a consoliclatei hearina with Applications 

Nos. 22059, 22203, 22204, 222o6 and. 22207. 

No petitions of intervention were filed prior to the hearinc 

and no one appeared. at the hearina; in opposition to tae application. 

A petition for street lighting service ad.cl.ressed. to Public 

Servi'ce was circulatea amons the residents of an area in which 191 



customers now receive electric serviceo Of the 191 customers, sia­

natures were obtained of 175, or a percentaae of 9106;> of the total 

number of customerso Said petitions were submitted as Exhibit Nos. 

B-l through B-5 respectively. The tariff of Public Service, provi41~ 

tor street lighting in unincorporated areas, states, among other 

thillis, that street lighting in an established area otherwise quali­

fying will be provided upon receipt by Public Service of a petition 

from all electric customers within the area or upon an orter or iecision 

of this Commission directina street light~ service to be established. 

in the area. Since 16 customers did not sip, Public Service couJA 

:aot. install street lights without an order of' the Commission. 

Principal spokesman for Applicants was Mr. Garla.Dd. Sims. 

Mr. Sims testified no street lighting now exists in the area conte\aple.tei 

in this application. He stated that police protection was in.ad.eqU&te 

and that there bad. been incidents of thefts and vani.alism which might 

have been prevented by adequate lighting. He also testified tut 

adequate street lighting was essential from the stanipoint of traffic 

safety. 

Also present in support of the application, though not testi-

f'ying were twelve other pers~ns who are residents ef the area. 

Mr. J. H. Rarmiaer, Rate qineer of Public Service Company 1 

testified the area met all requirements of the tariff cen.d.itions, except 

the number of signers. Upon an. Order of this Commission, Public Service 

is ready, willing and able to install street lighting in the area. No 
i 

construction contributions are required of electric customers al!Ml1 

as provided in the tariff, a charge of $0.45 per month per customer 

will be made. The engineering of the street llghtiJ:li for the area has 

already been u.ndertaken. It will require approximatel.y 30 days to make 

the initial system operational. 71 000 lumen mercury vapor vertically 

operated, non-ornamental lishts will be proviied. Service will be 

furnished. in accordance with tariff sheets, Colorado P.U.C. No. 4, 
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Eii;Ath. Revisei Sheet Noo 262, Thira Revisecl Sheet No. 262A 8Dti 

Original S1i.eet Noo 2628. 

The proposecl street lighting system was estimate4 to cost 

$4,281 wllich will be proviiecl :f'r• interul :f''WlMils of :public service. 

FINDINGS 

THE COMMISSION FINDS: 

That the above a1bil. :f'orei•ing Statement is hereby mad.e a part 

of these FiDl.in&s by reference. 

That it bas Jurisdiction of the subject matter of this appli• 

cation, and. of the Public Service Company of Colorad.o. 

That the preservation of the public peace, health arui safety 

requires the installation of a street lightina system in the area 

d.escribe4 in the Ord.er to fellow. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Public Service Company of Celorai.o is hereby authorizecl 

ani iirectei te install, operate a.nd. maiDtai• a Bon.-ornamelltal, mercury 

vapor street liaat system in acc•rd.a.n.ce with the provisions of its 

Tariff', Colordo P.U.C. N~. 4 .. Electric, Eis;ath. Revised Slteet No. 262, 

Tb.il'li Revised. Sheet No. 262A am Origiu.l Sh.eet No. 262B now existing 

or as it may be chanced. Ul!der the rul.es of tlais Commission, or 

accGri.il!lli to law. 

Th.at street lights, appr19Ximately 33 in. number, sl:l:l.J.l be 

in.stalled. as requirelil in the area 1111.escribelil as follews: 

~commeaci..na; at the intersection of the center line of 
West 52ni Avenue with the west lot line extenied :of the 
lot numbered as 2691 West 521Mii Avenue; thence north along 
said west lot line aDd. the west lot 11».es of the 1ots ta 
the north thereof extenied tG the i:n.tersection with the 
exteM.elil seuthwesterly lot line of the lot numberecil as 
5321 Columbine RoM.; thence northwesterly along saii lut­
~ lot line 8?MI. centinuina al.OBI the southwesterly 
lot line of the let numbere4 as 5322 Celumbill.e Ro84 ex-

tended to the intersection with the center li•e of Columbine 
Road; thence southwesterly and. westerly alo~ the curvi:mg 
center line of saii Columbine Roai to the intersection with 



the eeimter line of' Federal Boulevari.; thence nortk alOJl& 
said last~namei center line te the intersection. with the 
ceD.ter line of West 55th Avenue; theace east alo:nc said 
last-imam.el center line to the intersection with tlke extendei. 
west lot line ~f the lot numbered. as 2961 West 55thAvenue; 
thence north along said west lot line to the NW corner of 
said last-Damei lot; tkemce east alonia the north lot 11.tie 
of said lot aDi. the other lots north of West 55th Avenue to 
the intersecti~m of the west lot line of the lot aumberei 
as 2897 West 55th Avenue; the~ce north along saii last-named. 
lot lin.e to th.e NW corn.er of saii lot; thlence eas't: alon& the 
morth lot lines of sai~ lot ~ the other lots north of 
West 55th Avenue to the intersection with the west lot line 
et the lot numberetl as 5535 Cay Street; then.ce north alei:ag 
sai4 lastqDl.8.11.ed lot line sna co•ti~uina north to '1le :NW 
c~rner of the lot numbere4 as 5563 Clay Street; t:Bence east 
alo.na; the north line of sait last-Ramei lot to the SW conLer 
@f the lot ~umbered as 5569 Clay Street; thence narth ale:ng 
the west lot line of said last-:wmie4 lot ex.tewiei to the 
ll!ltersection with the celll.ter line of West 56th Avemue; taen.ce 
east lollllg said. center lln.e to the intersection. with the 
west lot line exte:wi.ei ~f the lot numbered as 56oo West 
56th AveD.ue; thence m.orth along sai<il. last-:m.amei lat line 
to the NW comer of t'.11.e nid lot; tJl.ftce east alo• tu -.ortk 
lot lil!l.es of the lots north of West 56th Ayel.'lue to the XE 
c,grner of the lot (prese~tly vacot) across West )16th. Avenue 
from. tb.e lot numbered as 2456 West 56th Ayemue; tleace south 
alona the east lot line of sa.i~ vaca».t lot, acrosaWest j6ta 
Avenue, and. comtinuillllg south alo~ t:b.e east lot line of "tlle 
said lot Dumbered. as 2456 West 56th Awenue to tb.e SE coraer 
thereof; then.ice west alona; the sou.th lb.e of said. last-Wllllei 
lot to the NE corner o:f the lot l!l!.umberei as 556o Alcott 

Street; thence s~uth along the east line of sai~ l.ast-m.amed 
lot mid. ~ther lots east of Alc9tt Street to the NW corn~ 
of the lot numbered as 2451 West 55thAvenue; the:rJCe east 
alo~ tb.e n.@rtrt. lue of saii last ... :i!ll8111lei lot to the BE coJrner 
thereof$ thence s~uth along the east line of saici last­
llmll.ed lot, a~ross West 55th AveJJ.ue~ ~ centi»u:ina souta 
al.o~ the east line ~f the lot (preseli.tly vacut) ,oppesite 
sa14 last0 nam.<ed lot to tae SE col'l!ler of sai4 vac:amt let; 
the.1mce west alODJi the south. lime of saii vacant lot, across 
Alcott Street, am corAtinudl.q west alone the seuta lille 
of the lot numbered as 2500 West 55th Avenue to the SW eQ1'Jler 
there~f; thence s~uth along the east lot liDes of the lots 
east •f Beach Courtp across West 54th Avenue aui. continui'Eg 
southi a.long the east lot lir.l.e c:>f tne lot (presEm.tl.J' vacaat) 
soutkeasterly of the intersection of Beach Court with 
West 54th AV""Jll\UJ.ep to the SE c•mer ~f' sailll last-:Mllledl. 
vacot lot; theM©e west slol.tlJi the south lil!lle of sali. vacan.t 
lot to the N'E col'llll.er ~f the lot numbered as 5380 Rosemary 
I.dm.e; theilllce south alorlJi the east lot lll'les of sai4 last­
l!Mmled. lot ani the other lots easterly of RoseJJ11ary La.n.e 
a1M. eomtiu.ui:mg south along tb.e east lot line of tlte lot 
numberei as 2701 Columbine Roa.4 8Jllli the east lot liae of 
the vacant l~ southeasterly of ColumbiD.e Ro811., extemei 
t~ the cell.ter lil!!le of West 52l!d Aveue; th.eJID.ce west a.long 
said center line to the point of' bea;iMil!'llgo vv 



• 

That Tb.is Order shall become effective as of the d.67 and. 

date hereof. 

THE PUBLIC tl.rILITIES COMMIBSIOW 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated. at Denver, Colorado, 
tld.s 31st flay of October 1 1966. 

ls 
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(Decision No. 68441) 

BEFORE TBE PUBLIC urn.rrrm COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

IN '!'BE MATTFR OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
MRS. R. C. STEELE8 MRS. J. Bo OSBORN ) 
AND MRS o Co Lo WALKER» ON BEHALJr OF ) 
T:BEM>EI..VES AID OTHERS Snm.ARLY SITU... ~) 
ATED FOR AN ORDER AUI'WRIZING PUBLIC / 
SERVICE COMP.A:NY OF COLORADO TO RENDER 
STR:Em' LIGm.'ING SERVICE m AN mm~ ) 
CORPORATED AREA IN JEFFERSON COUNTY o } 

.APPLICATION NO. 22204 

Appears.aces: D. Do Cawelti, Esq., De:&ver.,, CgloradQ, 
for Public Service Company of Colorad.o; 

Po Mo BrOWD..11 Den.ver, Colora4o, of 
th.e Staff of the Commissiom. 

STATEMENT 

BJ THE COMMISSION: 

This ::ls all application. by Mrs. Ro C. Steele ua otaers, 

represe~tillc themselves lllJld all other cu.stQll.ers similarly situated, 

for o ori.er autl!J.orizin& Public Service Com.pay of Coloracii.o (Public 

Servic•) to i~st~ll, operate 8.11& maintain street liikting service 

Tae 111atter wa.11 set f~r keariDC.11 after tue notice te inter­

ested. p&rties.11 o~ October 25.11 1966, at 10:00 o'clock A.M., in tae 

HeariJll!& Room of t:lte Commissio•.11 532 State Services BuildiJIC, Denver, 

ColorU.o, aM. was kear<i on a co:msoliiatei he&riJll& with. Applicat1011s 

No petitioas ot i~terve.atio• were filei prior to tke aeariJll 

al1ld. mo o•e appeared at tae ~eariJl.i in opp~sition to tae application. 

A petition. for street li1&tiB.c service Ml.iressed. te Public 

Service was circulatei alllllOl!lli the resi4eats of aB area in whica 98 



eUi>to11ers now receive electric service. Ot tae 98 customers, si&Jla• 

tures were obtaU.ei •f 78, o.r a perceatace of 79.(Jf. of' tlae tcttal 

aUllber •f custoaers. Saii ;petitioas were subJli.ttet as Ex.ldbit Nos. 

B-1 tarouck B--4 respectively. ne tariff of Public Service, prov14ing 

f&r street 11f;ati:ac iJl uaiacorperatei areas, states, &aOJI& otaer tlli:acs, 

tut street liclltiq b. o establlsaei area otllerwise qualif'yia& will 

be proviie« upoa receipt by Public Service •f' a petitio• frea all 

electric euat911ers witllin tke area or u;poa &11. orter or ieeisi•• or 
tlds C~ssioa 41recti:ac street li&latilll service to be establiskei 

in. tlae area. Sace 20 emit.era 414 aet sip, Public Service coul4 

••t iutall street ligats witaout a ort.er ot tae Coaissioa. 

Prillcipal spokes11D tor A:pplicuts was Mrs. J. B. Osbon. 

Mrs. Osbor.a testified. ll.O street li&kti:aa :aow exists ia tb.e area 

e••teB11.platei i• t&is applieatio•. Sae statei that 1olice protection 

was Uaiequate Ulli. tut tkere W. beea illeUeats of tltetts aU. 

~alisa wldclll aipt ltave beu. preveatea by aiequate li11l.tin&. Slle 

also teati:f'iei tlaat .a.equate street licatinc was esse•tial from the 

st:alll!Ail.poillt et traffic aafety. 

Also preseat 1• support of tae appl1cat1oa, tlloUih not 

testi:f)'ill& were tour etaer persoms wao are resiie11.ts of tae area~ 

Mil:'. Jo R. Raui1er,, Rate Eq;ueer •f Public Service Con;p071 

testif'iei tae area aet all requir••ts of tlm.e tariff' cellMlitio:as, 

except tae •uaber •f si1•ers. U,e:a u. Ori.er •f tlds Connissio•,' 

Public Service b reaiy,, williq ad. able to b.stall street li&lttiq 

in tlae areao Ke eoastructiOJl coatributio•s are required. of electric 

eustaers uia, as provii.ei a tae tarif'f 1 a ekar~e •t $0.45 1er aoatll. 

per customer will be aaie. Tlle e:qilleerinc of tlile street · 111lltinc 

fer ta area ltas alreail.y been Ull4ertakso It will require apprex­

iuteJ.7 30 ia;ys to ulte tlle ildtial s,.at• 0Jer1.tioul. 7,000 

lumen aercury vapor vertically operatt4., aoa-oratUD.e:atal licats will 

be Jrov14ei. Service will be f'uraiskei 1• aeccn:..,,uce vita tariff' 



slileets, Colorado P.u.c. No. 4, Eiah.th. Revised. Sheet No. 262, Thiri. 

Revisei Skeet Ne. 262A ud Original Slleet .No. 262B. 

TAe proposed. street lightin& system was estimated. to cost 

$31 241 wh.ic:b. will be provicie4 from intern.al f'u.n.llls of Public Service. 

FINDINGS 

THE COMMISSION FINDS: 

TJ.tat the above ana f'oregoiJ'lll Statement is hereb7 mad.e a 

part •f' tkese Fi:i:Ml.i:ags by refereace. 

That it bas jur1M.iction of' the subject matter of tais 

application, aDAl of the Public Service Compalty of Colorado. 

That tae preservation of the public peace, health and safety 

requires the i.m.stallatioa of' a street li&htila& system in th.e area 

dl.escribecl in tlle Ori.er to .follow. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDmB: 

Tb.at Public Service Compu.y of Colorad.o is hereby auth.orizei 

mercury vapor street li;ht system. ia accorian.ce with tae provisions of 

its Tariff, ColorEMl.o P.U.C. No. 4-Electric, Eiglath Revised. Sheet 

No. 262, Tldri. Revised. Skeet No. 262.A aU. Oriaiul Sheet No. 262B now 

existi11& or as it may be chaDiecl 'l.mier tll\e rules of this Comission, 

or acc•rii.D& to law. 

Th.at street licats, approxi.m.ately 20 1n number, shall ae 

installed. as required. in tlte area ci.escribei. as follews: 

"Comaencina at the iD.tersect1•• at tae center line of 
W. 20th. A.ve:aue with. the south.westerly lot liD.e exte.aiei 
ef tlle lot (presently vacat) at tlle NW cor:m.er <>f the 
intersectioa of w. 20th A.veaue 8.1MI. Urbaa Drive; thence 
northwesterly along saii seutllwesterly lot line to the 
northwesterly corner •f saii lot; t•eace in a g~eraJ. 
aortaerly iirection alo;aa th.e curviD& westerly lot 

!in.es of tlle lots westerly of Urbaa. Drive to t:b.e westera­
most corner of the lot numbered. as 2195 Tb:'baB Drive; 

thence northwesterly along the southwesterly lot line of 
the tract (presently vacut) northeasterly of th.e Rocky 
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l:t.ereet. 

MouataU. Ditcll u4 westerq of tlle lots JNllberei .;aa 
2195 Vrba Drive MA 12070 w. 23ri. Aveaue to tlle lGl 
ceraer of saU. tract; tlteace east aJ.oq tlle Mrta liae 
of saii. tract te tlle eul.-4.e-aac •f w. 23ri. Aveaue .._ 
eoatin.uiq alOJll tlae a;ppr.n.ate cater llae •f _., 
W. 23ri. Aveaue to 1;lle iatersectio:a wi tla the vest P"Gpel"tiJ' 
li».e exteaiei •t ta lot nUlliberei as l2lll W. 23Dl Aveam; 
tll.eace aortll aloq sa14 west preprt7 liae t• tlut,BW 
cener of sa:14 last-JUUlei lot; tllen.ce east alone tlle 
aorta liJle et sail last-48RM lot exteM.ei t• tll.e 1.n.ter• 
section. vi ta the een.ter liD.e et Vrbaa Drive; tllelace 
south alOJI& saU. eater li.De t• tae iaterseetioa wi.tla. 
tae aorta let 11n.es exte.Biei of tlle lots aorta Of w. 
22Jld. PlaceJ tJaeace east aloq sa14 aertll lot liaea to 
tu D corner of tae lot nm.beret as lJ.615 W. 22lll PlaceJ 
tlleace south along the east liD.e of saii lot exteJMl.et 
ad along the anreximate cen.ter l.iD.e ot Sims Place 
alMl cetiauiJlc soutll alOJIC tae east lot lln.es of "tJt.e 
lots nuliberet as 2170 Tabor Place ui the lot (plWl•'tq 
vaeut) 1•ei1ateq to tlte south. tlt.ereot t• tae scutll• 
easterq cwner of sai& vacaat lot; tlt.eace.u a caeral 
soutlwesterq iirecti• aloq tlle e'lll"V'illC soutla.euterl;y 
lot lines of tlae lots be:NeriJlc upcm tlle Acricul.tural 
Ditch, exteaiet to tlle cater JJ.ae et w. 20tlaATeJt.Ue; tmmce 
west al•:nc sait center l.1ne te tlle JOiat ot bea1 utnc. • 

'fUt tBia Ort.er sUJ.J. beceae etfecti ve as of tae tq al ute 

THE PUBLIC Vf~DB C(>MMISS:!OB 
OF 'fBB STATE OF COLORADO 

Datei at Deaver, Colorato, 
this ~t 49 ot CQ.ctober, 1966. 

ls 



(DecisiOD No. 68442) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC mn.r.rms COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
MRS. BELEN BOSMA, MRS. ELSIE JOHNSON l 
AND MR. WILLIAM D. PERCIVAL ON BEHA.I.J' 
OF THEMSELVES AND OTHERS SIMllARLY 
SITUATED FOR AN ORDER AUTHORIZING pm... l 
LIC SERVICE COMPANY OF COLORADO TO 
RENDER STRD!' LIGm:'ING SERVICE IN AN 
UNINCORPORATED AREA IN JEFFERSON COUNTY. 
- Q - - - q - 0 ~ - - - Q 

APPLICATION IO. 22203 

~ - - - - = - - - -
October 31, 1966 

Appeara.D.eest D. D. Cawelti, Esq., De•ver, Colorsto, 
for Public Service Coapa11.1 of Colora4oJ 

Po M. Brown., Demver, Colorato, ot tlrt.e 
Staff ot tlrt.e COlllllissioa. 

STATEMENT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

T&is is an. application by Mrs. Helen Bos• &'IMi. otlters, 

representi:aa; taeaselves allll!Ji. all otaer custom.era sillilarly situat.._, 

for u. ori.er autllori:ziBg Public Service Coapuy o! ColorM.o (Public 

Service) to imstall, operate usi. mailtaa street liglrtiq service i• 

u unin.corporatei area ill. Jef:tersom Coun:ty, as sltovn on t1le UJI itea-

tifiei as Exld.bit A attacJ&ei to tke applieatiom, &al as laereia.atter 

more fUl.l.y aescribecl.. 

Tll.e utter was set for aeariq, after iue JM>tice to iater­

estetl. parties, o• Oct~ber 25, 1966, at 10:00 o'clock A.M., in. tae 

Hearin& Rooa of tae Commissioa, 532 State Services Buil41:ag, Daver, 

Coloraio, udl. was h.eart om a com.solUatei &ear:!Jt& vita Applications 

lo. 22059, 22204, 22205, 22206 &Bi 22207. 

No petitioas of i•terventioa were tilei pri•r to tae aeariJa& 

aM. ao oae appear• at .,the D.eariq: 1D. opposition to tlae applicatioa. 

A petition for street licJttiDC aervice aiiressel to Public 

Service was circulatet uo111 tlrie resUeats of u area i:a waica 72 



customers :now receive electric serviceo Of' the 72 cust011.ers1 

sifPLGtures were obtaillei of 531 or a perce•t&&e of 73.&;, of the total 

:n.umber of cust011.ers. Saii petitions were submittetl. as Exhibit Boso B-1 

tltroucll B-3 respectively. Tlle tariff' of Public Service, proviG.i:aa 

tor street liclati:nc ill Ulli•corporated. areas, states, aao:n& otll.er thiqs, 

that street li&lati.B.g in aJ1 establisaeil. area otAerwise qualifyin& 

will be proviiei upon receipt by Public Service of' a petition f'roa 

all electric customers within tll.e area or upon am order or decisio• 

of this COJIDlissio• 4irect!Bc street li&htinc service to be established. 

in. th.e area. Si:ace 19 custoaers d.ii •ot sip, Public Service couli. 

not install street li;lil.ts witAout an order of tke Commissiom. 

Prill.cipal spokesma11. tor Applicuts was Mr. William D. 

Percival. Mr. Percival testified. :no street lichting now exists in. 

th.e area contemplatecil in this application. He stated that police 

protection was iDaii.equate and. that taere WMl been incidents of taefts 

alllil. valld.alisa wldch migllt have been. prevem.tei. by adequate li&hting. 

He also testified. tllat aiequate street ligatil:l.i was essential from. 

tae stal!Mipoiat of traffic safetyo 

Also present ill support of the application, though not 

testi:f'yiJlli were seven otaer persoms who are residents of tne area. 

Mr. J. H. Rann.i1er, Rate Engaeer of' Public Service Com.p8J!1Y',, 

testified. tae area met all requirements of the tariff conclitions, 

except tlae :aUllber ef sipers. Upon u Ori.er of this Comission, 

Public Service is reacly, willi:q; aD4 able to install street lig;b.ti:ima 

1• tae areao No coastruction contributions are required of electric 

customers &U.1 as provitied. in. tlle tariff, a char1e of $0.45 per 

m.o:atb. per customer will be IUMie. TS.e eq;i:11.eerin.a of tae street 

liclltiq; for tla.e area :U.s alreaiy beem. uadert&ken. It Will require 

approximately 30 iays to l!Uiloke tla.e i:aitial system operatioJllal. 7,000 

lum.ea mercury vapor vertically operate«., aoaaornamental ligats will 

be provicll.ed.. Service will be furm.ish.ei in accordance with tariff 
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sheets, ColorU.o PoU.C. No. 4, Ei1Jatll Revise«. Skeet No. 2621 Tll.iri 

Revised Slteet No. 262A ua Origbal Skeet No .. 26.28., 

Tlae proposed. street li&hti:ng system was estimated. to cost 

$l,2o8 wldcll will be proviiei. f"rom. internal fUJUl.s of P~lic Service., 

FINDINGS 

THE COMMISSION FINDS: 

Tl:lat tla.e above aJMI. :rorecoing Sta.taut is· llereby JIM.e a 

part of tlaese Fillid.1Ja&s by refereace. 

Tat it us jurisdiction of tlae subject :matter ot tlds 

application, aJMI. of the Public Service COJllpaD.y of Color~oo 

Tb.at tae preservation of tae public peace, kealta .... safety 

requires tlle iutallatio:m. of a street ligh.tina system i:a tb.e area 

iescribe4 i:n. tlle Ord.er to follow o 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

Tut Public Service Company of Colorad.o is hereby autllorized. 

alM. directea to in.stall, operate ~ aaintailll a non-ornamental, aercury 

vapor street liaht system ill acconlan.ce wit& tae provisions of its 

Tariff', CoJ.orM.o P.U.C. No. 4-E1ectr:Lc, Ei&lltll ReviseG. Saeet No. 2621 

Tldri. Revise4 Saeet l'foo 262A aal Original Skeet Noo 262B now existi.ma 

or as it :u.y be clumied. unaer tae rules ot tlds Coaission, or 

accord.bi to lawo 

T1Y.t street ligats, approximately 7 in •umber~ shall be 

in.stalleci. as required. in the area aescribed. as f•llows: 

'~eci:mll.lli at tke in.tersection ot tae celllter l:tae of 
West 13thAveaue wit• tae rear lot li».es extended of 
tae lots West of Saulsb'llllTy Street; the:nce :north alona 
saii rear lot lines, across West l4ta Avenue &1lld. 

collhtinuiq alona the west lot lU.e of t11.e tract at the 
Dortll.west ceraer of West 14th Avenue a.:aG. Saulsb'lll'1 Street 
(which tract is n'Ulllberei. as 14-01 Saulabury Street) to 
the aortltwest corn.er er sai4 tract; tkemce east along 
tlle :aorta lime of saii tract extell4M to tke center 
line of Saulsbury Street; taence south alons; said 
center line to tae intersectioa vita tae north lot line 

... 3. 
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exteatet •f the lot numbered. as 1410 Saul1bur,y Stree~; 
the».ce east alone tae aorta lot 1:1.ae of saii lot to tae 
aortlaeast coraer tlae:reof; tlaeace aorta alona tu rear 
lot liaes ct tae lots aUJlberet a1 1435 aa4 145; Reei 
Street to ti..e aortaeat con.er ot ••14 J.a1t4aaet lot; 
tlaeaee east aloag tae aorta liae of saii last~•aaet let, 
acro11 Reet Street, ut ooatiau.:L-. aloq th.e aorta lot 
liae ef tae lot auaberet as 1450 Reei Street to tae 
nortJt.east corner tlitere•f'; taeace souta aloq tae rear 
lot lilllea ot the lots east ot Reet Street extellll.et to 
tae iatersectioa wi.ta the center liae of West l3tla.A:veaue; 
taeace west to the poill.t ot becinaimc." 

That t)tj.a Crier 1Jlall bee•e effective as of the tay .ut 

iate llereot. 

THE PUBLic Ul'ILITI.1i.$ COMM!SSIOB 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Date4 at Deaver, Colorato, 
tlds 31st iay of' October, 1966. 

ls 



(Decision No.68443) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC tJ.rILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
DON PERSCHBACHER, RICHARD JORGENSEN l) 
AND MACK M. HAIFLEY ON BEHALF OF THEM­
SELVES AND OTHERS SJNIIARLY SITUATED 
FOR AN ORDER AUTHORIZI?fG PUBLIC SERVICE 
COMP.A.NY OF COLORADO TO RENDER STREET ) 
LIGHTING SERVICE IN AN UNINCORPORATED ) 
AREA IN ADAMS COUNTY. ) 
---- -- ------- -- - ----

October 31, 1966 

J\!PLICATION NO. 2205_2 

Appearances: D. D. Cawelti, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Public Service 
Company of Colorado; 

P. M. Brown, Denver, Colorado, 
of the Staff of the Commission. 

STATEMENT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

This is an application by Mr. Don Perschbacher and others, 

representing themselves and all other customers similarly situated, for 

an order authorizing Public Service Company of Colorado (Public Service) 

to install, operate and maintain street lighting service in an unincorpo­

rated a.rea in Ada.ms County, as shown on the map identified as Exhibit A 

attached to the application, and as hereinafter more :f'U.lly described. 

The matter was set for hes.ring, after due notice to interested 

parties, on October 25, 1966, at 10:00 o'clock A. M., in the Bea.ring 

Room of the Commission, 532 State Services Building, Denver, Colorado, 

and was heard on a consolidated hearing with Applications No. 22203, 

22204, 22205, 22206 and 22207. 

No petitions of intervention were filed prior to the hearing 

and no one appeared at the hearing in opposition to the application. 

A petition for street lighting service addressed to Public 

Service was circulated among the residents of an area in which 174 

customers now receive electric service. Of tµe 174 customers, signatures 



were obtained of 149, or a percentage of 85.6% of the total number of 

customers. Said petitions were submitted as Exhibit Nos. 1 through 6 

respectively. The tariff of Public Service, providing for street lighting 

in unincorporated areas, states, among other things, that street lighting 

in an established area otherwise quali:f'ying will be provided upon receipt 

by Public Service of a petition from all electric customers within the 

area or upon an order or decision of this Commission directing street light• 

ing service to be established in the area. Since 25 customers did not sign, 

Public Service could not install street lights without an order of the 

Commission. 

Principal spokesman for Applicants was Mr. Don Perschbacher. Mr. 

Perschbacher testified no street lighting now exists in the area contem~lated 

in this application. He stated that police protection was inadequate and 

that there had been incidents of thefts and vandalism which might have been 

prevented by adequate lighting. He also testified that adequate street 

lighting was essential from the standpoint of traffic safety. 

Mr. J. H. Ranniger, Rate Engineer of Public Service Company, testi­

fied the area met all requirements of the tariff conditions, except the num­

ber of signers. Upon an Order of this Commission, Public Service is reaa.,, 

willing and able to install street lighting in the area. No construction 

contributions are required of electric customers and, as provided in the 

tariff, a charge of $0.45 per month per custamer will be made. The engineer­

ing of the street lighting for the area has already been undertaken. It 

will require approximately 30 days to make the initial system operational. 

7,000 lumen mercury vapor vertically operated, non-ornamental lights will 

be provided. Service will be furnished in accordance with tariff sheets, 

Colorado P.u.c. No. 4, Eighth Revised Sheet No. 262, Third Revised Sheet 

No. 262A and Original Sheet No. 262B. 

The proposed street lighting system was estimated to cost 

$4727 which will be provided from internal funds of Public Service. 
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FINDINGS 

THE COMMISSION FINDS: 

That the above and foregoing Statement is hereby ma.de a part 

of these Findings by reference. 

That it has jurisdiction of the subject matter of this applica-

tion, and of the Public Service Company of Colorado. 

That the preservation of the public peace, health and safety 

requires the installation of a street lighting system in the area described 

in the Order to follow. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Public Service Company of Colorado is hereby authorized and 

directed to install, operate and maintain a non-ornamental, mercury vapor 

street light system in accordance with the provisions of its Tariff, Colo­

rado PUC No. 4 - Electric, Eighth Revised Sheet No. 262, Third Revised Sheet 

No. 262A and Original Sheet No. 262B, now existing or as it may be changed 

under the rules of this Connnission, or according to law. 

That street lights, approximately 26 in number, shall be in-

stalled as required in the area described as follows: 

Connnencing at the southerly corner of the lot numbered as 
8301 Oakwood Street; thence northwesterly to the westerly 
corner of the lot numbered as 8311 Oakwood Street; thence 
northeasterly along the northwesterly lines of the lots 
northwesterly of Oakwood Street extended to the center line 
of Wagner Drive; thence westerly and southwesterly along the 
curving center line of Wagner Drive to the intersection with 
the easterly lot line extended of the lot (presently vacant) 
south of and across the street from the easternmost portion 
of the lot numbered as 8360 Quigley street; thence southerly 
along said extended lot line to the southeasterly corner of 
said last-named lot; thence southwesterly to the southerly 
corner of said lot; thence northwesterly along the south­
westerly lot line of the lots southwesterly of Wagner Drive 
to the westerl:y corner of the lot numbered as 4490 Wagner 
Drive; thence northeasterly along the northwesterly 1ot line 
of said last-named lot, across Wagner Drive and continuing 
northeasterly along the northwesterly lot lines of the lots 
northwesterly of Rutgers Street to the northerly corner of the 
lot numbered as 8503 Rutgers Street; thence southeasterly 
along the northeasterly lot lines (and including intervening 
streets) to the easternmost corners of the two lots easterly 
of the curving intersection of Mason Street and Dixon Drive; 



• 

hereof. 

thence southwesterly along the east lot lines of the lots 
east of Mason Street to the southeasterly corner of the lot 
numbered as 8430 Mason Street; thence southeasterly to the 
southeast corner of the lot numbered as 8420 Mason Street; 
thence southwesterly across Wagner Drive and continuing 
southwesterly along the rear lot lines of the lots southw 
easterly of Ma.son Circle to the southernmost corner of the 
lot numbered as 8320 Mason Circle; thence northwesterly to 
the easterly corner of the lot numbered as 8300 oakwood 
Street; thence southwesterly along the southeasterly line of 
said last-named lot across Oakwood Street to the point of 
beginning. 

That this Order shall become effective as of the day and date 

.. 4-

THE PUBLIC t.T.rILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO .. 

£:!:::e 
~B~ 
Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 31st day.of October, 19(56 

et 



(Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

EARL BRAGG & JESSE B. BRtcGG, JR. 
642 East Wj_ l.lamette 
Colorado Srrings, Colorado Ro900 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - - - -
- - ~ -- - . - - - - -
Octo~er 31, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

M-1L~200 

605-M-Ins. 

On October 25, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

0 RD ER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 31st day of October, 1966 



(Decision No.68445 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

'll~ERICAN ZXCELSICR CCRF. OF COLORADO 
:;:estern Aspen Div. 
4799 South Pecos 
Englewood, Colorado P,0110 

- - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - - -

) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. M-11JL1-3 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 
) l+P6-H-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 

Octoher 31, 1966 
- - ~ - ~ - - - - -

STA'l'EMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 25, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Colorado, 
31st day of October, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. 62446 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

KING TANK TRrCK SERVICE, INC. 
709 North Butler 
Fs.rmington, New Mexico 27401 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - -- - - ~ - - - - - - -

October 31, 1966 
~ - - - - - - - - -

STA'l'EMENT AND FINDINGS OF. FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

M-)28) 

l-V)J-M-Ins. 

On October 25, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Conunission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Conunission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Connnission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

~ctD 
Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this day of 

31st October, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. 68447) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF) 
MONARCH AVIATION, INC., A COLORADO ) 
CORPORATION, WALKER FIELD, GRAND ) 
JUNCTION, COLORADO, FOR A CERTIFI- ) 
CATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIEN.CE AND ) 
NECESSITY TO EXTEND OPERATIONS BY ) 
AIRPLANE TO INCLUDE THE ESTABLISH- ) 
MENT OF AN OFFICE OR .BRANCH AT ) 
ASPEN, COLORADO. ) 

October 31, 1966 

APPLICATION NO. 21747-Extension 

Appearances: William H. Nelson, Esq., Grand 
Junction, Colorado, and 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

John H. Lewis, Esq., Denver, 
·Colorado, for Applicant; 

Alvin J. Meiklejohn, Jr., Esq., 
Denver, Colorado, for Chatfield 
Flying Service and Aspen Airways, 
Inc., Protestants. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

The applicant requests that its present certificate of public 

convenience and necessity be amended in part and extended to read as 

follows: 

"For the transportation of persons and property not 
on schedule, but on call and demand, from, to and 
between all points in the State of Colorado; provided, 
however, applicant shall not establish an office or 
branch for the purpose of developing business at any 
town, place or city other than: (aJ ·Grand Junction 
and nearby Walker Field (Municipal Airport) and other 
airports, if any, in Mesa County, Colorado, and {b) 
Aspen, and nearby Sardy Field (Pitkin County Airport) 
and other·airports, if any, in Pitkjn County, Colorado." 

During thg hearing, applicant made a motion, to which there was 

no objection, that the application be amended so as to include, if the ap­

plication were grandd, a restrictive proviso and limitation that "either 

the point of departu~e or the point of destination of all flight~ shall be 

within a radius of 100 miles of Grand Junction, Colorado. 11 The motion should 

be granted. 



The applicant presently holds in good standing certificate of 

public convenience and necessity issued by this Commission in Decision No. 

27752, issued by this Commission under Application No. 10823, presently 

numbered and known as PUC No. AC-7, of which official notice is taken, 

authorizing the transportation of persons and property not on schedule, 

but on call and demand, from, to and between all points in the State of 

Colorado, with the proviso and limitation that either the point of departure 

or the point of destination of all flights shall be within a radius of 100 

miles of Grand Junction, Colorado; and that applicant shall not establish 

an office or branch for the purpose of developing business, at any other 

town, place or city other than Grand Junction, and nearby Walker Field 

(Municipal Airport), and other airports, if any, in Mesa County, Colorado. 

Applicant's present certificate of authority requires that its 

rates 11 for transportation of passengers between points served by air car­

riers operating on schedule over fixed routes, shall be at least 50% per 

passenger greater than the effective rates of fixed route carriers by air­

plane so operating on schedule between said points. 11 

The fare of Aspen Airways scheduled service between Aspen and 

Denver is $19.95 (including tax) or $20, in round figures, per passenge~. 

According to the rate restriction in its authority Monarch's mandatory 

minimum fare between Aspen and Denver should be $29.92 (150% of $19.95, 

including tax) or $30, in round figures, per passenger. (Herein the round 

figures will be used.) 

Monarch's authority is 11 on call and demand service. 11 Whether 

Monarch charges passengers on an individual basis or charges on the basis 

of a charter, the charge per passenger to comply with the restriction mu~t 

be $30.00. 

Clyde Davis, Walker Field, Grand Junction, Vice President and 

General Manager of the applicant testified in support of the application in 

substance that the applicant has a complete facility of a fixed base oper­

ation at Grand Junction from which it conducts such things as student 

-2-



instruction, aircraft rental, aircraft charter, gasoline and oil, sales, 

maintenance, tie-down space, pilot service, pre-heating of aircraft, de-
' 

icing of aircraft; that applicant has an operating certificate from the 

Federal Aviation Agency; that applicant entered into a lease with Pitkin 

County concerning the operation and maintenance facilities at Aspen; that 

the services performed include acting as General Manager of the airport, 

supplying and furnishing gasoline and oil, making tie-downs, renting air­

craft, giving student instruction, chartering aircraft, de-icing and pre-

heating aircraft, providing Unicom service to the airport and field advice, 

and making weather observations; that it provides charter service at such 

airport in interstate commerce; that applicant has approximately 17 aircraft 

in use; that charter flights into and out of Aspen have been conducted for 

approximately 15 months; that the Aspen personnel, when inquiry is made for 

intrastate charter service, first clear before taking the flights with his 

office at Grand Junction, or in his absence, with his assistant manager; 

that in making such flights sometimes planes are dispatched from Grand Junc­

tion and sometimes a plane at Aspen is used; that the average charge to the 

passenger is $33.85; that both single-and multi~engine aircraft are used in 

its•charter service; that applicant's charge is based on a rate per mile 

which is on file with the Public Utilities Commission and is 20¢ per mile 

for the single-engine aircraft and 40¢ per mile for the multi-engine air­

craft; that the operations of the applicant would not change a great deal 

if the application were granted but it would expedite, give the customers 

faster service, and would eliminate necessary phone calls to Grand Junction 

to clear such flights; that applicant plans to add a specialized ambulance 

airplane to its equipment; that the distance between the airport at Grand 

Junction and the airport at Aspen is 90 air miles; that his experience has 

been that requests for charter service into and out of Aspen to various 

points in the State of Colorado have definitely been increasin~ continually; 

that the applicant plans to construct a building for the purpose of hangaring 

aircraft and also maintenance facilities; that applicant at Aspeh provides 
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service for private planes in supplying gasoline and oil, tie-down, 

pre-heating in cold weather, de-icing, parking and minor maintenance, if 

needed; that applicant 1 s books and records, the billing for charter service, 

and the dispatching is handled at the Grand Junction office. 

On cross examination this witness testified that h~ is the chief 

operating officer of the applicant; that he is familiar with the restriction 

that applicant 1 s fares and tariffs be 50% in excess of the passenger fares 

charged by scheduled carriers, adding 11 which I am sure we are 11
; that the 

ad in the telephone directory for Aspen, Basalt, Carbondale, Glel'W/oOd Springs, 

Grand Valley, Newcastle, Rifle and Silt, dated December 1965 on page 5 of 

the classified section under aircraft reads 11 Monarch Aviation, chartered 

service, air ambulance, air freight, mountpin-flight specialists, flight 

training, Cessna sales and service, Aspen Airport, West of Aspen, Telephone 

No. 925-3112; 11 that the telephone number is at Sardy Field; that the ad 

does not indicate interstate or intrastate charters; that a call to Monarch 

at Sardy Field for a charter from Aspen to Denver would be arranged there 

and the service provided but only after a call to Grand Junction to clear 

the flight and if no airplane was there such would be sent from Grand Junc­

tion; that two airplanes are permanently based at Sardy Field; that the 

personnel at that field have been instructed not to solicit intrastate 

charters; that with the flights originating at Aspen approximately 80% in 

the first instance contact Monarch at Sardy Field; that the increase in 

business through 1965 was largely due to the increase in people and having 

a qualified pilot to take care of the business; that applicant charters 

aircraft at the rate of 20¢ per mile which would be the charge if used by 

one person or more; that if three people used the charter and the total 

fare divided, the fare could result in being $16.50 for each person; that 

the per plane price for the twin-engine aircraft between Aspen and Denver 

is $125, which plane has a capacity of five passengers; that if loaded with 

five pas~engers each would be paying $5 less than the required minimum under 

its authority; that the applicant has a waiting room at Sardy Field and 
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personnel there who could make arrangements for a charter from Aspen to 

Denver or from Aspen to Grand Junction; that some fares have been collected 

at that office; that either he or his manager must approve every charter 

flight. 

Samuel W. Howell, a resident of Aspen for 18 years, and a County 

Commfissioner of Pitkin County, testified in support of the application in 

a general way as to some difficulty in obtaining a scheduled flight from 

Aspen Airways, Inc. 

Loren Herwick, Sheriff of Pitkin County, testified in a general 

way as to the tight budget he must operate on and the economy resulting 

in using single-engine aircraft for charter flights in his movement of 

prisoners and in carrying on his business of Sheriff. 

Clyde Davis was recalled for re-direct examination and stated 

that the applicant is desirous that scheduled airline service exist between 

Aspen and Denver and that applicant's purpose is hot to interfere with 

scheduled operations; that applicant does not have equipment which is com­

petitive at all to Aspen Airways, Inc. 

On re-cross examination, Mr. Davis stated that five people cannot 

get to Denver cheaper in a twin-engine aircraft under Monarch's charter 

than by Aspen's scheduled service; that on charter single-engine aircraft 

he didn't know that their charges are below Aspen Airways but thought they 

were about equal; that Monarch's rates were filed to be competitive with 

other charter operators not to be competitive with Aspen Airways as it did 

not desire to be competitive. Offici1al Notice is taken by the Commission 

of the effective tariffs. 

Stuart Mclaughlin, Rangely, Colorado, a member of the Board of 

Trustees of the State Colleges and the pnesident thereof, stated that he 

uses charter service in his personal business and as Trustee; that in the 

past he found the use of Aspen Airways charter service a great deal more 

expensive and would use it only in extrern1!""emergencies, wouldn't rent twin­

engine equipment, just couldn't do it; that on the morrow he was chartering 
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service from Monarch to take him to Denver where it would wait for him 

for a while and then take him back to Rangely; that he had contacted Aspen 

with regard to this same trip but was told it could take him to Denver but 

could not wait to take him on to Rangely; that he very definitely has need 

fairly frequently for charter service in his business which need is increasing; 

that most of the trips will originate at Aspen and be destined to the five 

colleges which he visits periodically being in Alamosa, Gunnison, Pueblo, 

Denver and Greeley; that Monarch's use of an office for the solicitation 

of business in Aspen would be helpful to him and he is supporting the 

application. 

On cross examination he stated that he knew that Aspen has four 

scheduled flights daily from Aspen to Denver and wasn't sure about the four 

scheduled flights from Denver to Aspen but knew they had some, upon which 

counsel for Aspen stated that the evidence would show that it has four 

daily in each direction 11 this time of year;" that he has used charter ser­

vice out of Grand Junction, Glenwood Springs and Aspen through the years; 

that he did not know that Chatfield operates charters to and from Aspen or 

that it had aircraft based at Glenwood Springs. 

Warren Gardner of Grand Junction, Colorado, engaged in the 

management and construction liquidation business, stated that he attempted 

to use the facilities of Aspen in the past year, had called for reservations 

to Denver and was told that all flights were full and no space available, 

after which he called Monarch and arranged for a charter flight to Denver; 

that he is familiar with Monarch and has flown charter with it for probably 

the last ten years; that when he contacted Aspen at its ticket window and 

was told there was no space available no charter service was offered; that 

in the past holiday season he made a charter trip to Denver flying with 

just the pilot, which trip cost him $50. On cross examination this witness 

stated that the girl who answered the phone said she would be happy to put 

him on the "wait list 11 but reminded him also that the "wait list" was quite 

long. 
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Earl R. Brown of Aspen, Colorado, both the Director of Operations 

and an officer of Aspen Airways was called for cross examination by appli­

cant and testified that on occasion within the past few months Aspen over­

sold a schedule between Aspen and Denver but not intentionally. 

Edward W. Morse, a real estate broker and resident of Aspen, 

testified that his family was unable to board an Aspen scheduled flight 

for the alleged reason that he was not there 20 minutes before departure 

but that he was not told of this ruling; that in 1964 when his son was 

ill he was not able to obtain ambulance service from either Monarch or 

Aspen. 

Lawrence Berberick, a resident of Aspen and general manager of the 

Aspen Alps Condominium complex, testified that the development consists of 

52 two and three-bedroom apartments, with a bed capacity of about 500 beds; 

that from October up until recently they were unable to get space on Aspen 

Airways on numerous occasions because there was no space available; that 

the guests come by private plane and charter plane or by car or any other 

way by which they may be able to get there when they are unable to get to 

Aspen by air; that he tried personally to get reservations for some guests 

but was informed that there was no space available but was never offered 

charter flight. This witness stated that he had guests trying to get into 

Aspen on the morrow but couldn't get into Aspen as Aspen Airways had no 

seats available, whereupon, counsel for Aspen stated that even the second 

sections of Aspen's aircraft were filled for the morrow. 

D. R. C. Brown of Carbondale, Colorado, President of Aspen 

Skiing Corporation, testified that he has administrative and executive duties; 

that he uses Monarch four or five times a year for one reason or another 

going primarily to Denver, Colorado Springs and on one occasion to Durango. 

Shane Fleming, a resident of Aspen and publicity and promotion 

director at the Aspen Alps Club, testified that a member of the board of 

directors within the past two weeks was unable to get out on Aspen Airways, 

whereupon Monarch was called and the service to Denver was rendered; that 
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she has called Aspen many, many times but was never offered charter service 

when scheduled service was not available; that she can afford single-engine 

aircraft but cannot afford multi-engine aircraft. On cross examination 

she reiterated that she was never told by Aspen of its charter service. 

Counsel for applicant and for Aspen stipulated that Aspen does 

not provide any service with any equipment other than with multi-engine 

planes. 

A number of other witnesses testified in support of the applica­

tion, whose testimony was of the same general tenor and substance as that 

of the preceding witnesses. 

It was stipulated by counsel for the parties that a number of 

other witnesses Who were present would likewise testify. Their names, 

addresses and occupations are as follows: 

James Gray, Aspen, The Smuggler Lodge; 
Robert O. Norgaard, Aspen, Manager of the Hertz Rent-A-Car; 
Kenneth G. Ward, Aspen, Agent for REA Express; 
C. A. Vidal, Aspen, Engineer for Janss Corporation; 
Francis B. Dashner, Aspen, Accountant; 
Ralph P. Melville, Aspen, owner and manager of the Chalet; 
Richard A. Parker, Aspen, owner of the Aspen Travel Service; 
Betty Pfister, Aspen, Housewife; 
James W. Vandever, Aspen and Dallas, an engineer. 

Wallace Powell, manager of Monarch at Aspen, testified that if the 

application were granted that Monarch 1 s operations would differ in that not 

only it would not be necessary to call Grand Junction but that Monarch 

could advertise freely by radio, television, newspapers and placards, etc. 

and could build the business to the point Monarch could further its equipment 

and pilot service and have one or two other pilots available; that ads could 

be run in the Aspen papers and on the local radio station; that he under­

stood this could not be done fro~ th~ Grand Junction office. 

Counsel for Monarch stated that, because of the, amb\guity present 

in the rates filed by Monarch and accepted by the Commission, he would 

immediately file a new tariff. 

With this the applicant rested its case. 
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Lawrence Cohen, President of Aspen Airways, Inc., and a majority 

stockholder thereof, testified against granting the application describing 

generally the operations of Aspen, its authorities both interstate and 

intrastate, the value of its facilities, the amount of capital invested, all 

of which is very substantial, all of which, and it was so stipulated by 

counsel for Monarch and Aspen, showed that Aspen is a qualified air carrier. 

He further testified that during the ski season 4 scheduled flights are in 

operation daily between Denver and Aspen and that in the slow months of 

May, October and November, at least l flight a day each way is maintained. 

He further testified generally as to the problems connected w~th 

scheduled service such as failure of passengers having reservations failing 

to show up, etc. 

Earl R. Brown, Vice President and Director of Operations of Aspen 

Airways, Inc., who testified before, testified in protest to the granting 

of the application concerning his .qualifications as a pilot. He stated 

that the Federal Aviation Agency precluded Aspen from operating single­

engine aircraft between Denver, Aspen, Grand Junction and Rifle, Colorado; 

that single-engine aircraft could not be used in charter service or in 

scheduled service and explained that such preclusion was imposed because of 

operations over the mountains, that it is his understanding that the Fed­

eral Aviation Agency would impose the same restriction.When the ''frequency 
·!, ,-

of operation of any air carrier gets up too a high level of periodicity of 
' 

flight; 11 that the safety of passengers .is the prime oboective of Aspen Air-
1 !· ' 

ways. When asked his opinion if Monarch is operating unsafely when it runs 

a single-engine aircraft between Aspen and Denver he answered: "It depends 

on the frequency of flight and the time of ex~osu~e. · ~~ngle-enljine aircraft 

as such are not unsafe, but as you increase the frequehcy of the trip the 

exposure becomes greater"; that insofar as he knows no restriction on the 

frequency of flights has been placed on Monarch. Counsel for Aspen volun­

teered that the Federal Aviation Agency has jurisdiction both intrastate 

and interstate insofar as safety is concerned. 
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Lloyd W. Hammer, a witness for protestant, a stock broker and 

resident of Denver, testified that he was quoted $50 by Monarch for a 

charter flight from Aspen to Denver, and on cross examination when asked: 

"Q. Did you attempt to get on the scheduled service of 
Aspen Airways? · 

A. No, I didn't. 

Q. Any particular reason why? 

A. Yes, I was asked by Aspen Airways to attempt this charter." 

It developed that Aspen had hired three persons to request the flight 

from Monarch and that they charged $50 for all three persons. 

Richard Chatfield, the other protestant in the case testified that 

he conducts a flying service at Glenwood Springs, Colorado, based there; 

that his authority is derived by Decision No. 66516 of the Commission, 

which was marked as Exhibit A and received in evidence; that he operates as 

a Cessna single-engine aircraft with a capacity for five passengers; that 

he has charter flying service authority; that his business gradually dwindled 

down and since he was requested by the Public Utilities Commission to charge 

$90 for three people he hasn't had a trip; that he provides service for 

ambulance purposes, forest patrols and livestock patrols; that he has very 

little utilization of his airplane; that he probably could handle all the 

charter flights that go out of Aspen, adding "of course there is a lot of 

people who won't fly single engine;" that frequency of his operation out of 

Aspen has dwindled "due to competition partly from Monarch, partly from 

Clinton and partly from everybody else, but it is mostly price I imagine;" 

that his charging 150% more than the scheduled fare between Denver and 

Aspen renders him non-competitive; that he observes the 150% of the scheduled 

fare requirement. 

On cross examination Chatfield testified that he uses single-engine 

planes and is satisfied that they are suitable for the mountain area; that 

he purchased the plane from Monarch and knew when he bought his authority 

that Monarch was acting as Airport Manager at Aspen; that the planes operated 

by Monarch are comparable to the type of plane he operates. 
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The protestant, 11 Chatfield, 11 is 11 authorized to operate as a common 

carrier by airplane, for the transportation of passengers and property, not 

on schedule, but on call and demand, between all points in the State of 

Colorado, with a base of operations at Glenwood Springs, Colorado, and 

airports within a radius of ten miles; ..• 11 and is restricted from estab­

lishing 11 an office, or branch, for the purpose of developing business at 

any other town than Glenwood Springs, Colorado, and airports located within 

ten miles of said town." In its Decision granting such authority to the 

protestant, the Commission, among other things, made the following findings: 

11 Aspen Airways is presently authorized by this 
Commission to operate as a common carrier by air 
for the transportation of passengers and property, 
not on schedule, but on call and demand, based at 
Aspen, Colorado. This is the same type of service 
that Applicant herein seeks authority to render from 
a Glenwood Springs base. Aspen is located approx­
imately 40 miles southeast of Glenwood Springs. 
Driving time between Aspen and Glenwood Springs 
will vary from 50 minutes in the summer months 
under good road conditions to 90 minutes or more 
in the winter under icy snow-packed road conditions. 
A charter operation based at Aspen cannot render 
satisfactory service to the Glenwood Springs 
area. A municipality in Colorado located in 
close proximity to a local air field is normally 
entitled to a local charter air service based on 
that local air field. The protest of Aspen 
Airways based on its charter authority out of 
Aspen is without merit and will be given no 
further consideration in this proceeding. 11 

The Commission found in granting the authority to Chatfield that 

"a charter operation based at Aspen cannot render satisfactory service to 

the Glenwood Springs area 11 and further that 11 A municipality in Colorado 

located in close pr9ximity to a local air field is normally entitled to a 

local charter air service based on that local air field." In line with 

such holding, it appears to the Commission, and the Commission so finds, that 

a charter operation based at Glenwood Springs cannot render satisfactory 

service to the Aspen area. 

With this the protestants rested their case. 

Counsel for the applicant stated that he felt Monarch's authority 

was ambiguous but had the right to establish an office anyplace for any 
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purpose other than for developing business and that the office at Aspen 

was established to act as Airport Manager; that applicant had the right 

to develop business at Aspen for interstate charters which is clear under 

the authority from the Federal Government; that it is only natural that 

intrastate business would come to Aspen; that applicant could have personnel 

at Aspen rather than bringing people from Grand Junction to make solicitations. 

Counsel for the protestant stated that the purpose of imposing 

office restrictions in operating rights is nothing new and went on to arg~e 

from the evidence that the office restriction was being violated. He further 

argued that the rate provisions of applicant 1 s authority were also violated. 

Counsel for the applicant stated that Monarch has had an estab­

lished tariff with the Public Utilities Commission for a long time and that 

the tariff has been higher than Frontier and United Airlines rates out of 

Grand Junction; that within recent months the Public Utilities Commission 

raised Aspen 1 s fares to protect Frontier and United; that as a result of 

this Monarch 1 s previously approved rates were rendered lower tha~ the 150% 

in certain instances with a full airplane; that it was because of Aspen 1 s 

rate raise that the problem was caused; that the Commission has never called 

this (the raise) to applicant 1 s attention; that applicant 1 s rates have been 

approved; that applicant has done nothing wrong; that in over 15 months of 

operation on charter service the average passenger cost has actually been 

higher than 150% of Aspen 1 s tariff; that an amended tariff will be filed 

which will remove the possibiHty of any misinterpretation. 

Counsel were instructed to file simultaneous briefs and the matter 

was taken under advisement. 

The Commission finds that Monarch has authority to provide char­

ter service between Aspen and Denver and that it also has authority to 

provide service between Aspen and points outside of Colorado in interstate 

service; that it operates Sardy Field, nearby Aspen, as a fixed base oper­

ator pursuant to an Agreement with Aspen Airport Corporation whereby it; 

among other things, operates in the function of airport manager and provides 
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gasoline and oil, tie-downs, aircraft rental, student instruction, aircraft 

charter service, as well as services in de-icing and pre-heating aircraft, 

in providing Unicom service to the airport, and providing field advisory 

service and weather observations; that at said air field it also carries 

on its interstate business. 

It is contended that Monarch by having an office at Asp~n (Sardy 

Field), and in its use thereof, has violated the restriction in its author­

ity to the effect that it shall not establish an office or branch, for the 

purpose of developing business .•• , etc. 11 To establish 11 is defined as 
11 to set up, or pla~e oneself, as in business 11 and 11 to develop 11 is defined 

as 11 to promote the growth of 11 (Webster). 

The evidence indicates that numerous contacts were made by the 

public at the Aspen office for flights between Aspen and Denver and that 

such flights were made, but only after being cleared with the office at 

Grand Junction. The evidence also indicates that some advertising was used 

which was vague and could be interpreted to be solicitation for intrastate 

business by the Aspen office. 

The restriction in the authority as to the establishment of an 

office for the purpose of developing business involves a quest~on of intent. 

The evidence is somewhat conflicting, however, the Commission finds that 

the applicant did not 11 establish 11 or "set up 11 the Aspen office for the pur­

pose of 11 developing 11 or "promoting the growth of" its intrastate business, 

but that said office was actually established, and is used, for the purpose 

of carrying on its Agreement and for the additional purpose of carrying on 

its interstate business. Furthermore, the applicant expressly denies that 

such was its intent and the Commission finds that the evidence is insufficient 

to determine otherwise. 

It is contended that Monarch violated its authority by making 

undercharges. The Commission finds from the evidence that serious confusion 

exists as to the filing of rates, and the rates as filed, by Aspen and by 

Monarch; as to the applicability of the 11 150%" mandatory minimum charge to 

be made by Monarch; and, as to the knowledge of their existence ahd usage 
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by and between the parties. The Commission by no means hereby condones the 

violations indicated and emphatically cautions Monarch to avoid any further 

Gccurrences of such violations, however, the Commission finds that under 

the circumstances such violations are not of sufficient substance to deny 

the application. 

The Commission finds that the public is in need of charter service 

between Aspen and Denver; that public convenience and necessity require 

such service in addition to the scheduled service being provided by protestant, 

Aspen; and, that public convenience ana necessity require that the applicant 

have authority to establish an office at Aspen for the development of its 

intrastate charter business as is set out in the following order; that the 

existing available charter service between Aspen and Denver is inadequate; 

that public convenience and necessity require that the authority of the 

applicant be amended to provide for, and be restricted as is set out in the 

following order; and, that Monarch's authority should be amended and granted 

as hereinafter ordered. 

0 R D E R 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the motion of the applicant ta amend and restrict its 

application be, and hereby is, granted. 

That henceforth and until further order of the Commission the 

authority of the applicant shall authorize non-scheduled operations by 

airplane in intrastate and interstate commerce for the transportation of 

persons and property, not on schedule, but on call and demand, from, to, 

and between all points ·in the State of Colorado, provided that either the 

point of departure or the point of destination of any flight shall be within 

a radius of 100 miles of Grand Junction, Colorado, and, further provided 

that no office, or branch, shall be established for the purpose of develop­

ing business in any town, place or city other than at: (a) Grand Junction, 

Colorado, and nearby Walker Field (Municipal Airport) and other airports, 

if any, in Mesa County, Colorado, and •(b) Aspen, Colorado, and nearby 
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Sardy Field (Pitkin County Airport) and other airports, if any, in Pitkin 

County, Colorado, 11 and this ORDER shall be deemed to be, and be, the 

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY therefor. 

The exercise of the privileges granted by this certificate shall 

be subject to the rules, regulations, and requirements of this Commission, 
I 

and such other terms, conditions and limitations as may, from time to time, 

be prescribed by it; that said applicant, at all times, shall comply with 

all the provisions of the laws of the State of Colorado relating to air 

operations or transportation, and all Federal Air Regulations of the Civil 

Aeronautics Board and of the Federal Aviation Agency, where applicable, 

which now are, or hereafter shall be in effect, relating to safety measures 

and liability insurance for common carriers of passengers or property by air. 

Applicant shall file tariffs, rate schedules and rules and 

regulations as required, to be approved by this Commission within thirty 

(30) days from the date hereof, and such rates so filed for transportation 

of passengers between points served by air carriers operating on schedule 

over fixed routes, and in competition therewith, shall be at least fifty 

percent (50%) greater per passenger than the effective rates of fixed-

route carriers by air so operating on schedule between said points. 

The applicant shall carry suitable insurance protection, covering 

public liability, property damage, and passenger liability insurance, and 

shall continue to carry such insurance and any other insurance protection 

that may be required by the Commission. 

Jurisdiction is hereby retained of this application and operations 

under the certificate herein granted, to the end that such further order, 

or orders, as to the Commission may seem proper, may be entered herein, if 

the Commission deems advisable. 
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This Order shall become effective ten (10) days from date. 

-16-

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denve , Colorado, 
this 31st day of October, 1966. 

gh 



(Decision No. 68448 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE: MOl'OR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

KING TANK TRUCK SERVICE INC. 
709 North Butler 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. 
) 

PUC 3061-1 

Farmington, New Mexico 87401 ) 
) 
) 
) 

CASE NO. 148-H-Ine. 

) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - . - ~ - - - -
October 31, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 26, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Colorado, 
day of October, 1966 

bb 



(Decision No. 68449 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC VXILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
HERZIG MANUFACTURING COMPANY 
1145 W. MILITARY 
FREMONT, NEBRASKA 68025 

-. --. - - - - ~ - --- -- -- - -

) 

~ 
l 

.. --- .. -
November 1, 1966 
- - -- -- ---

PERMIT NO. M-659 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

The Commission has received a written request from the 

owner a.nd operator of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the s~e be cancelled. 

Tb.e Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of ea.neella.tion will be in the public interest a.nd should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE C<»USSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the sa.me hereby 

is, cancelled effective October 24, 1966. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC 'O.rILITIES COMMISSJ;ON 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 1st day of November 1966 

et 



(Decision No. 68450 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UJ.'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

ALBERT DE CAIGNEY 
RED VALE, COLORADO 

- - . -- --- ~ ---- - -- - - . -

) 

I 
November l, 1966 -- ~ - -- ~ --

PERMIT NO• M-2433 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE C<>1MJ;SSION: 

The Commission has received a written request :from the 

owner and operator of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the same be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and s~ould be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective October 25, 1966. 

(S E A I,.) THE PUBLIC ut'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

r, Colorado, 
d.8:¥' of November 19 66 

et 



' ' 

(Decision No.68451 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UI'ILITIES C<Mv1ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
SANTOS RAMOS VASQUEZ 
P 0 BOX 133 
LONGMONT, COLORADO 80501 

-- -- ----. ----- ----- . 

) 

~ 
l 

-- -- -~ -~ -
November 1, 1966 -·- ~ ~ -- ~ --

PERMIT NO. M·5762 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE CCJ4MISSION: 

The Commission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the same be c~celled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant tbe herei~ 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION O:RDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective September 29, 1966. 

(S EA L) THE PUBLIC UI'ILITIES CQHMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

' Dated at Den r, Colorado, 
this 1st day of November 19 66 

et 



(Decision No. 68452 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
MOUNTAIN VIEW OIL . COMPANY 

) 

~ BOX 1149 
CORTEZ, COLORADO 81321 l PERMIT NO. M-6946 

-- . --.• ---- --- -- ---- -
-------- -
November 1, 1966 
- - -- - -- --

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

The COJDmission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the $a.me be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herei~ 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective October 13, 1966. 

(S E A L) THE: PUBLIC vrILrrIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 1st day oiNovember 19 66 

et 



(Decision No. 68453 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE : MCYI'OR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

IDAMAE DECKER 
DBA G. P. DECKER 
Box 654 
Moab, Utah 84532 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. PUG 3973-I 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 149-H-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -- -- -
November 1, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 26, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Colorado, 
day of November, 1966 

bb 



(Decision No. ) 
68454 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

) 
PZJ:lHY & STET'; DEIFIK DEA 
GREEIJ~:t iJY-:=~·RODUCT:J 

Box 332 
Greeley, Colorado 80630 

) AUTHORITY NO. 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - " - - - - - -
- - - ~ - - - - - -

November 1. 1]66 - - - - - - ~ - - -
STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

11-8313 

332-Ir-Ins. 

On 
October 11, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

TBE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TBE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this day of 

1st November, 1966 

kg 



(Decision No. 6GL~55 ) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

DJ~vrs ~'OTOR s \LCS' INC. 
540 11~:Jin Streot 
Eontrose, Color9.do 81L~01 

- - - - - - - - - - - - " - . - - - -

) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Novern.ber 1, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FllIDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

JYI-5~7'9 

On October 25, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Colorado, 
day of Nove1nber, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. 68456 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

DONALD R. LEACH 
285 Ash Avenue 
Brighton, Colorado 80601 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. B 6635 
) 

~ CASE NO. 155-H-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
- --- - - ~ - - -

November 1, 1966 ---- - - - - - -
STATEMENT AND Fil'IDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 26, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den~ r, Colorado, 
this 1st day of November, 1966 

bb 



(Decision No. 68457) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES CCMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE INCREASE OF LCL RATES ON 
SHIIMENTS WEIGHING LESS THAN 
2000 POUNDS AS PUBLISHED IN 
WTL TARIFF W-1000 BETWEEN 
POINTS IN COLORADO 

* 
) 

~ 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _) 

* * 

October 31, 1966 

APPLICATION NO. 22266 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS 

BY THE CC!vtMISSION: 

On October 21, 1966, Western Trunk Line Committee, Agent, 

by c. H. Klein, Assistant Tariff Publishing Officer, filed Colorado 

Application No. 4o7, file appln. 50-4226 (JRR) cc: Appln 50-9, under 

the provisions of Rule 18-A of the Commission's Rules of Practice 

and Procedure, petitioning the Commission for authority to amend WTL 

Tariff W-1000 by increasing LCL rates, except as noted, as follows: 

1. Rates named in WTL Tariff on shipments weighing less 
than 2000 pounds shall be increased by lOi subject 
to notes A & B. 

A. In computing rates or charges fractions of less 
than one-half cent will be dropped and fractions of 
one-half cent or greater will be increased to the 
next cent. 

B. Where the total charges on a shipment of less 
than 2000 pounds would be lower if charges were 
based upon a weight of 2000 pounds, with the deficit 
in weight charged for at the same rate as the lowest 
rated article in the shipment, such lower charge shall 
apply. 

Notes A & B do not appear in the application but are added 

here pursuant to the proposal made in Joint WTL Application C-50-4226, 

Colorado-Utah-Wyoming application No. 50-9, dated October 25, 1965. 

Applicant submitted the following as justification for the 

proposed increase: 

"Western Trunk Line carriers approve a public docket 
proposal to provide a 10 per cent increase in the less 
carload rates on shipments weighing less than 2000 pounds. 



The additional revenue to be derived as a result of the 
proposed increase is necessary to off set the increase in 
operating costs and to enable carriers to continue adequate 
service in the LCL transportation field. 

"Publication on Interstate traffic also Minnesota and North 
Dakota Intrastate traffic has been accomplished in Supplement 
166 to Freight Tariff W-1000. Western Trunk Line Committee, 
Agent, effective October 10, 1966. 

"In addition to ICC modification of ICC Docket 28300 being 
secured from the Interstate Commerce Commission and the 
Minnesota Railway and Warehouse Commission, by their Docket 
A-8166, approving publication, the Chairman of the Kansas 
lines has filed similar application with the State Corporation 
Commission of Kansas." 

Upon consideration of said application and the justification given 

for its approval, we find that the applicant should be authorized to publisb 

increased LCL rates, subject to notes A and c, as requested upon statutory 

notice. Approval of the request to publish said rates is given without a 

formal hearing being held. The rates, as approved for publication, when 

filed, are subject to complaint or suspens·1on. 

ORDER 

THE CCJ.9.USSION ORDERS, that: 

1. The Statement and Findings herein be, and they are hereby, 

made a part hereof. 

2. Rates named in Western Trunk. Line Ta.riff No. W-1000 on 

shipments weighing less than 2000 pounds, moving in Colorado intrastate 

commerce, may be increased 10%, subject to Notes A and B, referred to 

in the findings herein, upon statutory notice. 

3. The rates referred to in the immediately preceding paragraph 

will be subject to complaint or suspension upon their being filed with 

the Commission. 

4. The title page of the tariff or supplement issued under 

the authority of this decision to show the following: 

"Rates named herein applicable on shipments weighing 
less than 2000 pounds moving in Colorado intrastate 
commerce, published under and subject to the pro­
visions of the Decision No. 68457 dated October 31, 
1966, of the Public Utilities Commission of the 
State of Colorado." 
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5. This order shall become effective forthwith. 

- 3 -

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CCMaSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

d::t::c 
~~~> 
Dated at Denver, Colorado, this 
31st day of October, 1966. av 



(Decision No. 68458) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * 
RE COMMOD!Tl' BATES ON PETROLEUM AND 
:PETROLEUM' PRODUCTS, IN BULK, IN TANK 
TRUCKS AND/OR TANK TRAILERS, BY MOTOR 
VEHICLE 

) 
) 
) 
) 

-------------------~ 
RE UTILIZATION OF EQUIPMENT IN THE 
TRANSPORTATION OF PETROLEUM PRODUCTS 

) 
) 

AND LIQUEFIED PETROLEUM GAS ) 
' ) - ...,.. ----------- .... ---------

* 

November 4 1966 
--------------~-

CASE No. 1585 

CASE No. 5232 

Appearances: Alvin J. Meiklejohn, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
tor Ashton Trucking Co,, Inc., Monte Vista, 
Colorado; Consolidated Freightways Corp. 1 
of Delaware, Menlo Park, California; 
~etroleum Transport Company, Denver, Colo~ado; 
Ward Transport, Inc., Pueblo, Colorado, 
Wright Motor Lines, Inc., Rocky Ford, Colorado; 

H. D. Williamson, Midland, Texas, for Petrol~um 
Transport Co., 1700 .Broadway, Denver, Colorado; 

T~d w. Blue, 1700 .Broadvay, Denver, Colorado, 
for Petroleum Transport Co., Denver, Colorado; 

Henry L. Fabritz, Esq., p.o. Box 855, Des Moiues, 
Iowa, for Rut;Ul Transport Corp., Des Moines, Iowa.; 

w. s. Filling, Esq., 1417 Clay, p.o. Box 958, 
Oakland, California, for Packfic Intermountain 
Express Co., 1417 Clay, p.o. Box 958, Oa.kla.nd, 
California; 

John R. Barry, Esq., Denver-u.s.National Center, 
Denver, Colorado, for Groendyke Transport, lAc., 
Enid, Oklahoma; 

Peter B. Kooi, 1600 Eliot Street, Denver, Colorado, 
for North Park Transportation co., Denver, Colorado; 

Shirley Avery, Buena Vista, Colorado, fo~ Eveready 
Freight Service, Inc., Buena Vista, Colorado; 

Orville Dunlap, R.R. 3, Montrose, Colorado, for 
Orville Dunlap & Son, Montrose, Colorado; 

W. R. aall, 2518 U. s. 6-50, Grand Junction, Colorado, 
tor w. R. Hall Transportation and Storage co., 
Grand Junction, Colorado; 

David H. Bridge, Lamar, Colorado, for .Bridge Bros., 
Lamar, Colorado 



Raymond L. Pherson, 1528 Mapleton Aven~e, 
Boulder, Colorado, tor Pherson Trucking 
Co., 3200 Bluff Street, Boulder, Colorado; 

Everett L. Ba.ya, 906 Grand Avenue, Ka.nsas City, 
Missouri, for Sinclair Refining Co., Kansas 
C:1ty, Missouri; 

David E. Klein, 3600 East 46th Avenue, Denver, 
Colorado, for Frank c. Klein & Co., Denver, 
Colorado; 

William. F. Sharp, Jr., Denver, Colorado tor 
J:iJn Chelf, Inc., Denver, Colorado; 

Royce D. Sickler, Esq., 1531 Stout Street, 
p.o. Box 5482, Denver, Colorado for Denver & 
Rio Grande Western Railroad Company, 1531 Stout 
Street, Denver, Colorado; 

George F. Case, 4o4o E Louisiana., Denver, Colorado, 
for the Frontier Refining Cc:mpan.y, 4o4o E.Louisiane., 
Denver, Colorado; 

J. L. Smith, 1755 Glenarm Street., Denver, Coloraoo, 
for Continental Oil Company, 1755 Glenarrn Street, 
Denver, Colorado; 

w. J. Haener, 1008 W.Sixth Street, Los Angeles, 
California, for Shell Oil Company, 1008 W Sixtll 
Street, Los Angeles, California; 

c. P. Sherlin, 1700 Broadway, Denver, Colorado, 
for Chevron Oil Company, Weste;rn Division, 1700 
Broadway, Denver, Colorado; 

N. L. Sto Dizier, Box 631, Amarillo, Texas, for 
the Sha.mrock Oil & Gas Corporation, .Box 631, 
Amarillo, Texas; 

Lovell J. Hedrick, Box 239, Salt Lake City, Utah, 
for Phillips Petroleum Company, P.O. Box 239, 
Sa~t LU:e City, Utah; 

Paul R. Gary, 910 s. Michigan Avenue, Chica.go, 
Illinois, for American Oil Company, 910 s. 
Miclligan Avenue, Chicago, Illinois; 

Ralph E. Ha.nson, P.O. Box 2514, Billings, Montana, 
for Humble Oil & Refining Company; 

William H. Behr, Jr., 1755 Glenarm Place, Denver, 
Colorado, tor Continental 011 Co., 1755 GleD&r.lll 
Place, Denver, Colorado; 

Raymond L. Wells, P.O. Box 436, Kansas City,Missouri, 
for Skelly 011 Co., P.O. Box 436, Kansas City, Missouri; 

A. J. Tait, Irven T. Burke, Lloyd c. Espinosa., tor 
the Sta.ff of the Commission. 



PROCEDURE AND :RECORD 

These proceedings bring in issue the lawfulness ot all ComtllOdity 

rates, charges and governing rules and regulations pertaining to the 

transportation of petroleum 8.lld petroleum products (as defined in Appendix 

XIII, Ex Pa.rte MC-45, Descriptions in Motor Cs.rrier Certiticates,61 M.c.c~ 

209, 294-296) in bulk, in tank trucks and in tank trailers, by motor vehicle 

common carriers and private carriers by motor vehicle operating in Colorado 

intrastate commerce. Tratfic studies submitted by certain respondents herein 

establish that the following petroleum and petroleum products are prese~tly 

being transported in Colorado intrastate commerce: 

TABLE I 

l. Asphalt 4. Fuel Oil 7. Liquefied Petroleum 
Ga.8 (Propane) 

2. Crude Oil 5. Gasoline 
8. Residual Fuel Oil 

3. Diesel Fuel 6. Jet Fuel 
9. Road Oil 

A commodity distance scale pf rates, charges and g<>Verning rules and regula­

tions applicable within plains territory to the transportation of specified 

petroleum products as follows, were first prescribed by Decision No. 22316, 

which became effective June l, 1944: 

TABLE II 

J.o Absorption 011 4. Fumaee Oil 7. Gasoline, (except 
ca.singhead (natural 
tuel) gasoline) 

2. Diesel Fuel 5o Gas 011 8. Naptha 

3. Distillate 60 Gasoline, blended, 9. Refined Oil, viz., 
covers motor fuels illuminating or 
containing 50~ or burning 
more gasoline 

By Decision No. 44247, effective June 1, 1955, a commodity distance scale of 

rates, charges end governing rules and regulations applicable to, trom aud 

within mountain territory on the aforementioned petroleum products were 

prescribed. Decision No. 48528, dated August 14, 1957, ordere~ au increase 

in rates, prescribed and in effect, on the aforementioned petroleum products 

effective on aud after September 1, 1957• 
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The prescribed rates, charges and rules and regulations ap~li· 

cable to the specified petroleum products transported within pla+ns 

territory were, by Decision Noo 22316, dated May 12, 1944, made inappli~ 

cable between points within the following described territory: 

":Beginning at a point on the Denver City Limits a.t the 
intersection of Sheridan Boulevard and West Alameda 
Avenue; thence east to Federal Boulev&.J;'d; thence south 
to West Dartmouth Avenue; thence east via air line to 
South Downing Street, thence north to the Denver Southern 
City Limits; thence following the Denver City limits via 
East Ya.le Avenue, South Colorado Boulevard, East Alameda 
Avenue, Yosemite Street, to a point where said city limits 
intersect North Colorado Boulevard (including Lowry and . 
.Buckley fields); thence a.long Uo s. High.way No. 6 to the 
junction of State Higb:way Noo 220; thence west on said 
high.way and via an airline to the intersection of West 
64tb. Avenue and Sheridan Boulevard (which is the dividing 
line between Adams a.nd Jefferson Counties); theD.Ce south 
on Sheridan Boulevard to the point ot beginning." 

This excepted area will be hereinafter referred to as the Denver Metropolit"1l 

Excepted Area. Since May 12, 1944, this Cormnission has not prescribed rates, 

charges, rules and regulations for the transportation of any petroleum 

products in the Denver Metropolitan Excepted Area. 

On December 23, 1959, jet fuel was added to the list of specified 

petroleum products, but rates, charges, rules and regulations applicable 

thereto .were not prescribed. 

It should be noted that rates, charges e.nd rules and regulations 

applicable to the transportation of asphalt, crude oil, liquefied petroleu,m 

gas, residual fl:l,el and road oil have never been prescribed by this Commission. 

Within this framework of prescribed rates, charges and gove:ro.ing 

rules and regulations applicable to the transportation of the named petrolew11 

products and under the provisions of Rule 18-C, l (a) of our Rules of Prae1:.ice 

and Procedure, pertaining to procedure under Case No. 1585, Groendyke 'J.'ran111port, 

Inc., (Groendyke) on February 27, 1963, filed a schedule.of reduced rates 

applicable to said petroleum products, including jet fuel, to become etfeotive 

March 29, l963. Petition for suspension of the reduced rates was tiled by 

the Denver and Rio Grande Westexn :Railroad Company and protests were tiled 

against such rates by Eveready Freight Service, Inc., Orville Dunlap & Son 

and Pherson Trucking Co. 
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Ca.se No. 1585 originally came before the Commission in the year 

of 1935, and involved the initial prescriptio~ of rates, charges, rules 

and regulations tor specified transportation service. Since that tinle, 

all additions, amendments, alterations or changes pertaining to the 

prescription of rates, charges, rules and regulations have been treated 

as a continuation ot the original case No. 1585. Literally thousands 

of orders have been entered by the Commission in Case No. 1585. 

The proposed rates were not suspended and became effective on 

March 29, 1963. By Decision No. 60391, dated March 28, 1963, the 

petition and protests heretofore referred to were denied, and the pre­

scribed rates, charges and governing rules and regulations were stricken 

from our order, as amended, in Case No. 1585, and declared of no further 

force and effect. This decision authorized other motor carriers ot 

petroleum products to publish similar reduced rates to become effective 

not later than April 21, 1963, upon ten (10) days' notice. Petitions for 

rehearing in Case No. 1585, as here pertinent, were filed on April 151 

1963 by the Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company, Pacific 

Inte:rmountain Express Co., Inc., and Consolidated Freigb.twa.ys Corporation 

ot Delaware, and were assig10J.ed for oral argument on April 23, 1963. On 

April 18, 1963, a petition tor hearing and intervention herein was tiled 

by Colorado Petroleum Marketers Association. The petition was grant~d by 

Decision No. 60537, dated April 23, 1963. The petitions of the Chicago, 

Burlington and Quincy Railroad Company and the Colorado and Southern Railway 

Company to intervene were granted at the time of the oral argument on April 

23, 1963. The petitions ~or rehearing as well as the petition for hearing 

were denied by Decision No. 60568, dated April 25, 1963. 

However, the Commission, although denying the petitions for 

rehearing and hearing, simultaneously issued a further order, Decision 

No. 60569, also dated April 25, 1963, instituting an investigation into 

and concerning the lawfulness of the reduced rates and charges. Hearing 

on this proceeding was set for May 27, 1963. This hearing was vacated 

on May 9, 1963 at the request of Counsel for the Western Tank Truck 

~ 5 -



Carriers' Co!U'erence, and reset tor_- hearing ~ginning on Augu.at 5, l.963· 

~ May 15, 1963, Consolidated Freigb.t~s Corporation ot 

l>elaware appealed Decision No. 6Q391, dated Nareh 28, 1963 to the 

District Court a and tor the City and County of Denver. Such appe"l 

was docketed by such District Court as Civil •ct1on :a-626o61 Con1olidated 

Freightwan Corporation ot Delaware, a Delaware Corporation, v. '?b• 

Public Utilities Commission of the State of Colo:rado, 'lbe Denver aad 

Rio Grande Western Railroad Compa.ny, 'lbe Colorado u.d South.era -.11w.7 

Compa.ny, &11d Chicago, Blrlington & Quincy :Railroa<l Company, QJl. *1 291 

1963, tiled a motion to interveae as petitioners in the District Couzt 

proceeding. T.b.e foregoing rail carriers, as well as the :tollowill.g "'°tor 

vehicle carriers were permitted to intervene, viz,: l3 & M T:ran1,tportaticm, 

Inc., Orville Dutt.lap and Harold Ross DWllap, a co-pa:rtnerald.»1 do~ 

business as Ot'ville Dunlap & Son, Eveready Freight Service, Inc., a 

Colorado Corporation, and Freak c. IClein & Co,. 1 Xac. 1 a Co.;tprado Corpor• 
' ' 

ation. 'lbe Commission's Decision No. 6o391 was affirmed by the Denver 

Distriqt Court on January 31 1964. · 

The Colorado Petroleum Marketers Association. (Petroleum · 

Marketers), on May 31, 1963, tiled a petition requestiug the C0111mi1sion 

to enter an investigation as to all charges by carriers traas~orting 

petroleum and petroleum p~oducts in the State ot Colorado, &11d in tbe 

alternative a formal complaint was tiled simultaneously, requesting 

that the Ocmaission.: 

~· Set tlle matter tor hearing on investigation and 

eon.soUdate the suie with Case lllo. 1585 a.ad C&1e 

Jfo, 5232; or :ta the.alternative, 

2 •. Issue an order setting the •tte:r tor to:i:.l b.eari».g 

on the formal complaint herein and consoli<!ating that 

hea.rin.g with Case Bo. 1585 a:o.d C&se 53?3 (5232) OU 

Augu.st 5, 1963, or at some time cOAveieat to the 

Commission. 

Tb.e Western. Tank '?ruck carriers' Conf'ereq.ce, Iac., a:nd tb.e motqr comnaon 
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and private carriers parties, to the tariffs of said conference, on 

June lO, 1963, petitioned the Commission to broaden the issues in 

this phase ot Case 1585, to include the following: 

"(a) All motor vehicle common carriers, a.nd all private 
carriers by motor vehicle, operating under Certificates 
or Permits issued by your Commission, should be joined as 
Respondents in these proceedings so that your Commission 
may gain jurisdiction over them so that appropriate Orders 
can be entered as to such carriers' rate structure tor the 
transportation of petroleum and petroleum products, in bulk, 
in tank trucks a.nd7or tank trailers by motor vehicle. 

"(b) Your Commission should put in issu.e in these proceedings 
the proper level of minimum rates, and the rules and regulations 
to be enforced in connection therewith, to be crarged and enforced 
by private carriers tor the transportation of petroleum and 
petroleum products, in bulk, in tank trucks or tank trailers, 
with the view that at the conclusion of the proceedings such 
minimum rates, rules a.nd regulations will be prescribed by your 
Commission for such private carriers. 

"(c) Your Commission should put in issue the prescription ot 
the rates to be charged, and the rules and regulations to be 
enforced in connection therewith, by motor vehicle common 
carriers transporting petroleum and petroleum products, in 
bulk, in tank trucks or tank trailers, with a view that at 
the conclusion of the proceedings such rates, rules and 
regulations to be charged and enforced by common carriers 
by motor vehicle will be prescribed by your Commission." 

By Decision No. 6o993, dated July 10, 1963, the investigation in Case No. 

1585, Petroleum and Petroleum Products, Decision No. 6o569, dated April 

25, 1963, was broadened so a.s to a.pply to all carriers of petroleum ai>.d 

petroleum products, in bulk, with the petitions of Petroleum Marketers 

and the Conference, et al, in all other respects, being denied. 

Colorado Petroleum Marketers Association, on December 14,1962, 

filed a petition for investigation and suspension of original pages 14-B 

a.nd 14-c of Colorado PUC No. 3, Motor Freight Ta.riff No. C-3, tiled by 

Western Tank Truck Carriers Conference, Inc., and scheduled to become 

effective December 26, 1962. The Western Ta.n.k Truck Carriers Conterence 

filing provided tor new rules and regulations and rates and charges tor 

the transportation of specific petroleum products, and included liquefied 

petroleum gas, but only 'When han.dJ.ed under a written agreement with the 

carrier providing for the utilization of carrier equipment for not less 

than one week at a rate of $876.00 tor 2000 miles of operation in s:rxy-

one week, plus 17·5 cents per mile for each mile operated, loaded or 
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empty, Ol/er 2,000 miles. Similar rules and regulations and rates and 

charges for the commodities just referred to were filed by the Colorado 

Motor Carriers' Association on behalf of carriers participating in its 

tariff No. 71 Colorado PUC No. 8, and by Pacific Inte:r.mountain Express 

Co. The schedules referred to were not suspended. However, by Decision 

No. 59852, dated December 21, 1962, entitled "Re Utilization of Equipment 

in the transportation of Petroleum Products and Liquefied Gas," Case No. 

5232, an investigation was instituted into and concer.p.ing tne J.awtu.lness 

of said schedules and the matter set for hearing January 28, 1963. On 

December 27, 1962 said hearing was vacated at the request of the Conference, 

to be set at a later date. Case 5232 was set for hearing beginning on 

August 5, 1963. 

On August 2, 1963, Motion for Continuance Pending Court Pro­

ceedings was filed in Case No. 1585 on behalf of the Conference and 

carriers participating in ta.riffs published by the Conference. Oral 

argument was had before the Commission on said motion August 5, 1963. 

Various counsel also suggested that the ruling made on the motion of 

the Conference be applied in Case No. 523~. Decision No. 61183, dated 

August 5, 1963, granted the motion of the Conference in Case No. 1585 

an.d prO'lided that the matters involved in Case No. 1585 and Case No. 5232 

be reset at some future date to be determined by the Commission after de· 

termination by the Denver District Court by Civil Action No, 62606. 

FolloWing the order of the Denver District Court issued on 

January 3, 1964, the Camm.ission, on January 17, 1964, Decision No. 62109, 

issued a supplemental order and notice of pre.hearing conference in Cases 

numbered 1585 and 5232, setting the matters recited therein for prehearing 

con.:f'erence before the Commission on February 7, 1964, and prO'liding that 

notice of such hearing be given to all persons 'Who might be affected 

thereby. By Decision No. 62309, dated February 13, 1964, the Commission 

ordered that as the first phase of these hearings, a bearing should be 

held on the sole question of whether the Commission should prescribe rates 

herein for private and/or common carriers; that such matter be set for 

hearing commencing on March 12, 1964; and that notice of such hearing be 
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given to all persons 'Who might be affected thereby; and that all carriers 

authorized to transport petroleum and petroleum products, in bulk:, in tank 

trucks, and in tank trailers by motor vehicle be designated as respondents. 

In February of 1964, Consolidated Freigb.twa.ys Corporation of 

Delaware appealed the decision of the Denver District Court, to the Colora~o 

Supreme Court 'Which appeal was docketed as No. 21226 in the Colorado Supreme 

Court. 

By Decision No. 63702, dated September 16, 1964, Cases numbere~ 

J.585 and 5232, the Commission, in determining the first phase of the 

consolidated investigation proceeding, found that: 

"l. As the second phase of these proceedings, the investigation 
instituted by Decisions numbered 60568 and 6o569, dated April 25, 
1963, should be set for hearing at the earliest practicable date. 

"2. An investigation should be instituted into and concerning 
the lawfulness of the rates and charges, and governing provisions 
for the transport•tion of petroleum and petroleum products other 
than those provided for in the immediately preceding paragraph, 
and as defined in Appendix XIII, Ex Parte MC 45, Description in 
Motor Carrier Certificates, 61 MCC 209, 294-296, in bulk, in tank 
trucks and/or tank trailers, by motor vehicle common carriers 
and private carriers by motor vehicle opera.ting in Colo.rado intra­
state commerce. 

"3. Following hearing herein, minimum rates and charges and 
governing provisions should be prescribed for the transportation 
of petroleum and petroleum products, as defined or alluded to 
herein, by private carriers by motor vehicle operating in Colorado 
intrastate commerce. 

"4. Following hearing herein, rates and charges and governing 
provisions may be prescribed for the transportation of petroleum 
and petroleum products, as defined or alluded to herein, by motq~ 
vehicle comm.on carriers operating in Colorado intrastate commerce. 

"5· Respondents should be ordered to submit evidence and support­
ing data which shall include the actual cost and revenuEa data and 
operating ratios specifically related to the traffic involved in 
these proceedings, and detailed data to disclose carrier affiliate 
financial and operating relationships and transactions including 
income statements and balance sheets for the years 1962,1963 and 
the first six months of 1964. 

"6. All motor vehicle common carriers and all private carriers 
by motor vehicle having authority to transport petroleum and 
petroleum products, as defined or alluded to herein, should be 
made respondents herein." 

An order was issued implementing the findings and providing f'urther 

that all documentary evidence to be submitted by respondents be f'urnished the 

Secretary of the Commission fourteen days prior to the date set for hearing 

and that a hea~~ng date would be set at the earliest practicable date 
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conve111ent to the parties. 

Decision No. 65036, dated May 18, 1965, ordered that the matters 

recited in Decision No. 63702, dated September 16, 1964, Cases numbered 

1585 and 5232, be set for hearing commencing September 7, 1965, at the 

Hearing Room ot the Commission, 532 State Services Building, Denver, 

Colorado. 

The carriers and the shippers of petroleum and petroleum products 

had conferred at various times in an attempt to arrive at a level of rates 

and charges for the transportation of these commodities that would be agree­

able to all parties. As no agreement had been reached, our rate department 

suggested that a.11 concerned meet under the auspices of the rate department 

at the Commission and again attempt to reach agreement as to a compensatory 

and just and reasonable level of rates for the transportation of petroleum 

and petroleum products. A meeting, as suggested, was held June 3 and 4, 

1965, and a level of rates and charges agreed upon. See Decision No. 65847, 

dated September 14, 1965, pages 3 and 4. 

The Commission's rate department wrote carriers named respondents 

in this proceeding, with a copy to the shippers' representatives on July 

14, 1965, suggesting an informal conference be held between said carriers 

and the Sta.ff of the Commission to insure that the data required by Finding 

No. 5 of Decision No. 63702, and referred to heretofore, be in point, helpful 

and determinative of the issues in these proceedings. It was also suggested 

in a letter dated July 19, 1965, to the same carriers'and shippers' 

represents.ti ves that Higb:way Form F-3-58, "Formula for Determining the Cost 

of Transporting Liquid Petroleum Products by Tank Truck Carriers," as 

devised by the Bureau of Accounts~ Cost Finding and Valuation, Interstate 

Commerce Commission be considered as a basis for developing the cost data 

required by Decision No. 63702. The suggested Conference was held at the 

Commission on July 30, 1965. No uniform basis for computing costs was 

agreed upon. The Commission was apprized of the fact and thereupon issued 

its Decision No. 65537, dated August 10, 1965, vacating the hearing set 

for September 7, 1965, in Cases No. 1585 and No. 5232. 
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on Augu.st 20, 1965, the Colorado Motor Carriers' Association, 

as Agent, for and on behalf of Consolidated Freigb.tw.ys of Delaware, 

:Pacific Inte:rmounta.in Express co.' and Petroleum Transport c~ I ' 

jointly with Groendyke Transport, Inc., and Ward Transport, Inc., filed 

an application requesting this Commission to prescribe rates and charges 

and governing provisions for application by all for-hire motor vehicl~ 

carriers engaged in transporting certain bulk petroleJ,UD. products in 

Colorado intrastate commerce and to become effective on one day's notice. 

The Conunission found, in substance, in Decision wo. 65662, 

dated August 23, 1965, that: 

"l. 'I'he aforementioned application should be assigned for 
hearing. 

"2· All motor vehicle canriers heretofore made respondents 
in the investigation instituted by Decision No. 63702, dated 
September 16,1964, be ma.de respondents herein, 

"3, A prehearing conference be held in cont).ection with sai(i 
investigation, Decision No. 63702, to determine the following: 

a.. The manner of presenting cost evidence and the 
period to be covered; 

b. The .extent of the Hfl~ of Bigb:way Form F, 3•58 
prepa.:red by the cost finding section of the :Bureau 
of' Accounts, Cost Finding a.n.d Valuation, Interstate 
Commerce Commission, end the test period therefor; 

c. Cost data to be prepared by interested shippers 
of' shipper-owned equipment used in transporting tb.e 
camnodities involved in this proceeding; 

d. A plan tor the exchange of all exhibits between 
all parties requesting said exhibits; 

e. The date and time to commence the bearing as it 
pertains to Decision No. 63702; 

t. Any other matters by 'Which the processing o:t' 
these proceedings can be expedited or simplified, 
or the Commission's handling thereof aided." 

The Commission in Decision No. 65662 ordered a bearing on the 

C&rl;'iers' application for September 7, 1965, and the prehear;lng coJU'eren~e 

for September 8, 1965, and ;further ordered that all motor qarriers referred 

to in Decisio~ No. 63702 be ma.de respondents. By Decision No. 65734, dated 

September 3, 1965, the mountain scale of commodity rates applicable on 

petroleum and petroleum products was extended to apply to and including 
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distances of 500 miles as requested by certain respondents in their amend· 

ment filed on August 26, 1965. 

By Decision No. 65801, dated September 14, 1954, the Commission 

ordered, that: 

"2. Respondents Consolidated Freightways Corporation of Delaware, 
Groendyke Transport, Inc., Pacific Intermountain Express Co., 
Petroleum Transport Company, Ruan Transport Corporation, Ward 
Transport, Inc., and Wright Motor Lines, Inc., be, and they 
hereby a.re, required to prepare cost studies showing the cost 
of transporting petroleum and petroleum products, in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, in their respective systems or divisions, within 
the State of Colorado, using in the development of such cost 
study the "Formula for determining the Cost of Transporting 
Liquid Petroleum Products by Tank Truck Carriers," prepared by 
the Cost Finding Section of the Interstate COPD11erce Commission, 
designated as Highway Form F, 3~58, as such formula is reissued 
in September of 1964. 

"3. The expenses o:f' Respondents which sht;i.ll be used in tb.e 
preparation of cost studies, whether or not in connection with the 
Highway Form F, as set forth above, shall be those incurred in 
connection with the transportation of bulk petroleum and petroleum 
products for the 18-month period commencing January 1, 1964, ·and 
continuing through June 30, 1965~ Respondents shall file with 
the Commission at the t:tme they file their cost studies, as here;tn.­
a.:f'ter required, copies of the second quarter report made by 
Respondents to the Interstate Commerce Commission for the second 
quarter of 1965. Respondents who are not required to file such 
quarterly reports with the Interstate Commerce Commission shall 
prepare the info:rmation and data required by our Annual Report, 
'Whether Class II or Class III, as the case may be, for the period 
January 1, 1965 through June 30, 1965, and such material shall be 
filed with this Commission at the same time that such Respondent 
files its cost study, as hereinafter required. 

114. All Respondents will make operational studies of their systems 
or divisions through the completion of either the attached ":SU.lk 
Commodity Trip Report," which is hereto attached and incorporated 
herein as Exhibit "A", or by the use of the "Form 7" accompanying 
the Highway Form F above referenced. 'Ihese operational studies 
shall be made on the days of September 25, 1965, October l, 7, 13, 
19 and 25, 1965. The data required by these forms will be completed 
for ea.ch trip made in Respondent's system or division on these days 
by the completion of one form for each trip. 

"5· All respondents shall prepare a study showing the traffic handled 
by them in the transportation of bulk petroleum and petroleum products, 
showing date, freight bill pro number, camnodity, its weight per gallon, 
number of gallons, origin, destination, short distance (map or rate 
ma.king miles), revenue actually earned, revenue which would have been 
ea.med on rates in effect after September 24, 1965, a~d the cost a.a 
developed from the cost study, tor the following days in 1964 and 1965. 
In 1964, Monday, January 6; Tuesday, February 4; Wednesday, March 4; 
Thursday, April 12; Friday, May l; Saturday, June 6; Monday, July 13; 
Tuesday, August 11; Wednesday, September 9; Thursday, 0Qtober 8; 
Friday, November 13; and Saturday, Decem'ber 12. In 1965, Monday, 
January 18; Tuesday, February 16; Wednesday, March 17; Thursday, 
April 15; Friday, May 21; Saturday, June 19. 
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"6. Any person desiring a copy of the cost study, cost conclusions 
and traffic study prepared by a Respondent shall notify the Respondent 
at the address shown in Exhibit "B" hereto of such desire, and request 
a copy of such cost study, cost conclusions and traffic study, on or 
.before November 15, 1965. A copy of such request shall be s:imUltan­
eously sent to the Commission at its offices, 506 State Services 
Building, 1525 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado 80203. Th.is request 
shall set forth clearly the name of the person requesting such cost 
study, cost conclusions and traffic study, together with the name of 
the individual to 'Whom it should be sent and his complete address. 

"Three copies of the cost study, cost conclusions and traffic study, 
as prepared by each Respondent, shall be filed with the Public 
Utilities Commission at its address above, and one capy shall be 
served by the Respondents upon each person so requesting the sa.me, 
on or before Monday, December 13, 1965, and a statement certifying 
to such service shall be filed with the Commission showing the names 
and addresses of the person so served, on or before Monday, December 
13, 1965. 

"Any person desiring to inspect the underlying data or the work tables 
supporting the cost study, cost conclusions and traffic study ma.de by 
any Respondent shall notify the Respondent of whom such inspection is 
desired of this desire on or before December 27, 1965, at such 
Respondent's address as show in the appended Exhibit "B". A copy 
of such notification shall be simultaneously sent to the Commission 
at its offices above. The person desiring such inspection and the 
Respondent shall agree upon a suitable date 'When such inspection 
may be ma.de, but not later than January 20, 1966. If the Respondent 
is domiciled within Colorado, such inspection shall be ma.de at the 
offices of such Respondent during norma.1 business hours. If the 
Respondent is domiciled without the State of Colorado, then such 
underlying data and work tables shall be brought to some place within 
the City of Denver, Colorado, where such underlying data and work 
tables will be ma.de available. In either case the name of the 
individual 'Who will have such underlying data and work tables in his 
possession shall be furnished to the person desiring to make the 
inspection. 

".Any person 'Who desires to :Lutroduce cost studies, cost conclusions 
and traffic studies, either in support of the position of Respondents 
or in opposition to the positio~ of Respondents, shall notify Respondents 
as named on Exhibit "B" and shippers and other interested parties named 
on Exhibit "C" on or before November 1, 1965. Any person desiring a 
copy of said cost studies, cost conclusions and traffic studies, shall 
notify the shipper or interested party of such. desire a.nd request a 
copy of the cost study, on or before November 15, 1965. Service shall 
be accomplished on or before December 13, 1965 by forwarding a copy of 
the cost study, cost conclusions and traffic study to any of the parties 
requesting sa.me and nemed in Exhibits "B" and/or "C", and to the Commission 
at its address above. Any person desiring to see the work tables and 
underlying data in connection with such cost studies, cost conclusions 
and traffic studies shall notify the person 'Who filed such cost studies, 
cost conclusions and traffic studies of such fact. Such notification 
shall be ma.de to the individual 'Who files such cost studies, cost 
conclusions and traffic studies on or before December 27, 1965. If 
the person preparing such cost studies, cost conclusions and traffic 
studies is domiciled within the State of Colorado, such inspection 
shall be ma.de at the general off ices of such person at its domiciliary 
address within this State. If the person preparing such cost studies, 
coat conclusions and traffic studies is domiciled without the State 
of Colorado, then such underlying data and work tables shall be made 
available at some place within the City of Denver, Colorado for the 
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inspection herein contemplated. The person desiring to inspect 
such underlying data and the person preparing such cost studies, 
cost conclusions and traffic studies shall mutually agree as to 
a conven.ient dl!ote u.pon 'Which the inspection may be made, but not 
later the.u January 20, 1966. The Commission and the person 
desiring to inspect the underlying data and work tables shall be 
advised of the a.ddrees of such pl.ace within the City of Denver, 
Colorado where $uch underlying data and work tables will be avail• 
able, together with the name of the individual 'Who will have $Uell 

underlying Q.ata and work tables in his possession. such inspection 
shall be made during Q,orme.l office hours. 

"Any person objecting to the cost study or the cost conclusions or 
th~ traffic studies of any of the participants in these proceedings 
shall notity said pa:rticipant and the Commission of such objection, 
setting forth clearly, completely and specifically the objections 
of such person. Such objections shall be served on the respective 
partic~pants at their proper addresses, with a copy thereof to the 
Commission, on or before Thursday, January 20, 1966. 

"Ally person desiring to cross-examine any of the participants' cost 
expert witnesses sha.ll similarly notify the respective participants 
and the Coinmission of such desire, setting forth clearly, completely 
and specifically the areas within 'Which such person intends to cross~ 
examin.e, by mailing such notice to the respective participants at 
their proper addresses, with a. copy of such notice to the Commission, 
on or betore Thursday, January 20, 1966. 

"7, Hea.rU>,g in this matter shall commence at 10 :00 o'clock a..m., 
Tuesday (Monday), Feb:i;-uary 7, 1966, at the Hearing Room of the 
Commission, 532 State Services Building, 1525 Sherman Street, Denver, 
Colon.do 80203." 

The Commission in its Decision No. 65847, also dated September 14, 

1965, prescribed temporary interim rates, charges and rules and regµJ.l,tions 

for the tra.n.sportation of absorption oil, blended gasoline, gasoli~e, ~et 

tuel, n,aptha, illuminating or burning oil, gas oil, diesel fuel or dist;tll&te, 

in bulk in tank vehicles, within the State of Colorado, except within the 

Denver Metropolitan Area., effective September 24, 1965, on one day's :f'i.ling 

and posting as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of' the 

Commission. The said prescribed rates to apply as the maximum and miuimWU 

rates for all motor vehicle common carriers and minimum rates for all 

private carriers by motor vehicle. Decision No. 66154, dated October 26, 

1965, prescribed reduced rates to Colorado Springs and Pueblo on the 

petroleum products, with some exceptions, heretofore designated in 

Decision No. 65847, effective November 2, 1965. The Commission prescwibed 

rates on gasoline transported from Denver to Boulder, Colorado, of ~.5 cents 

per gallon, min;Lmum 1500 gallons, by Decision No. 66207, dated Noveiabe~ 3,1965. 
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effective November 9, 1965. 

The Supreme Court of Colorado in Consolidated Freigb.tways 

Corporation of Dela.ware v. The Public Utilities Commission of Colorado, 

Docket No. 21226,_Colo. ___ ., dated October 4, 1965, held --

"The judgment of the trial court is reversed and remanded with directions 

to enter a judgment setting aside and holding for naught Decision No. 

6o391 of the Public Utilities Connnission in Case No. 1585. The Commission 

should be further ordered to suspend the rates filed by Groendyke and 
Tank 

WesterI.1./Truck Carriers' Conference, Inc., and enter an order reinstating 

the prescribed rates for common carriers and minimum rates for private 

carriers of petroleum and petroleum products in bulk and in. tank trucks 

and/or trailers in Colorado; that the trial court further order the 

Commission to proceed to conduct hearings to determine the just and fair 

rates and appropriate orders prescribing the rates so found as those to 

be charged by common carriers and as minimum rates for private carriers." 

The order, judgment and decree of the District Court, City and County 

of Denver, Colorado, Civil Action B-626o6, dated November 15, 1965 

required the Commission to comply forthwith with the decision of the 

Colorado Supreme Court. 

In conformity with the referenced court orders, the Commission 

by Decision No. 66322, dated November 22, 1965, ordered, in part, that: 

"2. Decision No. 60391, dated March 28, 1963, be vacated, 
set aside and nullified. 

"3· The rates, rules and regulations applicable to the 
transportation of petroleum and petroleum products, in 
tank trucks, and/or tank trailers, in Colorado intrastate 
commerce, as heretofore prescribed and in effect March 28, 
1963, shall be the prescribed rules and regulations of 
the Commission. -

"4. All motor vehicle common carriers shall publish or 
cause to be published rates, etc., as set forth in 
paragraph 3 above, effective on January 1, 1966, on not 
less than five days' notice to the Commission and the 
general public as provided by law and the Rules and 
Regulations of the Commission. 
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11 5. All private carriers shall publish or cause to be 
l'··:: li.i:ihed rates, etc., which shall not be less than those 
preBcribed in paragraph 3, effective January 1, 1966, on 
not less than five days 1 notice to the Commission and the 
general public as provided by law and the Rules and Regu­
la;tions of the Co:n:mission. 

"9. The general investigation instituted into and concern­
ing the lawfulness of the rates, rules and regulations 
applicable to the transportation of petroleum and petroleum 
products, decision numbered 65801, dated September 14, 1965, 
and earlier decisions, be continued; and th.at, except as to 
the extent herein ordered, nothing herein shall be inter­
preted as affecting the hearings, investigations and proceed­
ings now going forward in connection with said rates, rules 
and :regulations." 

An order supplementing Decision No. 65801, dated September 14, 

1965~ -was issued in Decision No. 664o7, dated December 6, 1965, adding 

three motor vehicle common carriers as respo~dents in these proceedings. 

'While certain of respondents were in the process of preparing 

rates in compliance with Decision No. 66322, an application was filed by 

them on December 8, 1965, requesting the Commission to prescribe the rates, 

charges and rules a.nd regulations, in the interim, the same as those pre-

scribed by Decision No. 65847, dated September 14, 1965, and effective 

September 24, 1965. The application -was assigned for hearing by Decision 

No. 66459, da;ted December 16, 1965, on December 27, 1965 at Denver, 

ColoradoJ a..~d all motor vehicle carriers' Respondents in the investigation 

instituted by decisions numbered 63702J dated September 16, 1964, 65801, 

dated September 14, 1965, and 66407, dated December 6, 1965, were made 

Reepon.dents. 

Decision No. 66515, dated December 28, 1965, ordered in pa.rt: 

"6. The rates, charges, rules and regulations prescribed herein 
shall become effective January 1, 1966, on notice to this 
Commission and the general public by not less than one days' 
tiling and posting in the manner prescribed by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission as follows: 

(a) Ta.riffs, supplements, or pages to tariffs, shall 
be so posted and fi.led, indefinitely postponing the 
effective date of the rates, charges, rules and regu­
lations heretofore ordered by Decision No. 66322. 
Such publication shall also postpone the cancellation 
date of the rates and charges, rules and regulations 
heretofore ordered in our Decision No.65847, and such 
publication shall provide that the mountain scale of 
rates and charges, as thus continued in effect, shall 
be increased by twenty percent over those ordered by 



our Decision No. 65847. Until February l, 1966, the 
twenty percent increase in the mountain rates and 
charges, as thus ordered, may be collected, demanded, 
and enforced by the carriers by the application of a 
uniform twenty percent increase factor. 

(b) Proper tariffs, or pages to tariffs, naming our 
specific point-to-point rates and distance scales, 
for both plains territory and mountain territory, 
incorporating the twenty percent increase in mountain 
territory over those set forth in Application No. 311, 
shall be posted and filed with this Commission to 
become effective February l, 1966." 

Various respondents herein, on February 3, 1966, filed a motiqn 

seeking, in essence, the removal of the twenty percent increase in mountain 

rates ordered in its Decision No. 66515, which became effective January l, 

1966. Decision No. 66849, dated February 16, 1966, ordered, effective 

February 28, 1966, in part: 

"3. All motor vehicle common carriers transporting petroleU.Ill 
products (absorption oil, blended gasoline, gasoline (except 
casinghead(natural fuel) gasoline), jet fuel, naptha, . 
illuminating or burning oil, gas oil, diesel fuel or distillate), 
in bulk, in tank vehicles, within the State of Colorado in 
Colorado intrastate commerce (except within the Denver Metro­
politan Area, as described in Decision No. 65847), be, and they 
hereby are, authorized, directed and required to bring their 
tariffs into compliance with the order herein and publish the 
rates, charges, rules and regulations for both Plains and 
Mountain Territory heretofore prescribed in Decision No. 65847. 

"4. All priyate carriers by motor vehicle transporting petroleU.Ill 
products (absorption oil, blended gasoline, gasoline (except 
casinghead (natural) gasoline), jet fuel, naptha, illuminating 
or burning oil, gas oil, diesel fuel or distillate) in bulk, in 
tank vehicles, between points within the State of Colorado in 
Colorado intrastate commerce, shall not charge less than the 
rates and charges of motor vehicle common carriers as prescribed 
herein, and all motor vehicle private carriers shall observe the 
rules and regulations herein prescribed as minimU.Ill rules and 
regulations." 

The hearing in these cases began on February 7, 1966 and concluded 

on February ll, 1966, five days in all. The record consists of 6o8 pages. 

Nineteen carrier witnesses, five shipper witnesses and two witnesses for the 

Staff of the Commission offered testimony with fifty-eight exhibits containing 

a total of 711 pages being offered and admitted in evidence. Literall¥ 

thousands of back-up documents upon which exhibits were based were made 

available by the respondents to the parties under Commission order, and 

were spot checked by the Staff of the Commis~ion. 
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In order to-,: u:;; t9 det~rmine a.o.d f~~ just, reasonable, .e.nq. 

s~:f':f'iqient rates, the prudent costs ot performing a given $ervioe or 

s~rvices must be sh~wn~ With tJ:l.is f\uldemental principle in mind, we 

ordered ail Res:pondentE! in these ptoceedings to prepare and su.b111.it eo•t 

a,q.d tra;t':f'ie studi~s perta:lning to the transportation of petroleum. and 

p1troleUJ11 products, in bullt, for the period J&nU$l"Y l, 1964 th~u~ 

Jun~ 30, :i,.965 (~cision No, 6580~). To insure, inso:f'ar as poss:Lbie, t~t 

the eo~ts •ubmitted by Cle.$15 I carriers would eQJ.br&Of:! like eost faQtot•, · 

it was ll)U.r order that the seven such carrier Re$ponclents he~in pt:e~ 

costs 'based on the "Formula for 4eteJ'IA1ning 'l;be qos'\; ot tran~po:"ting 

f'reig};lt in motor cr;µ-rier tank vehicles, 1ligb:way Form. F, 3-58", as ii,:;s"e<l 

$epteJD.ber 1964 b;v the Interstate C~erce Comm:tssion Bu.reau ot Aoeo®ts. 

Otlle;r re4':J>Ondents were allowed to select whatev.er cost t'OrmliJ.le. they 

desired, but were required tQ observe all ot~er provisions of our o~e••· 

Fourt•en of the th.irty-five co;mmon carrier Re~pondent~ and seven ot ~)l.e 

twenty•eight priv$,te c4r:t:t:l.er aesp<:J>ndents sµ.'bmitted cpst studies as re"" 

~uired by our orders. ~affic studies, as require~ by our order,, we:re 

su'bJllitted by nine oommon carriers and by six p~ivate ~arrie:rs. ~ 

common and seven private carriers gave as ~heir reasons f'or not filing tl',\e 

requisite cost studies, (l) t~e absence ot petroleµm traffic on tbe te•t 

dates, (2) capacity of t~ trucks being linlj.ted to 1500 e;s.J,lons by orde;r 

ot the Oomm:tssion.. No reasons or explanatiop.s are ot record to ac~ouq.t 

for the non-complia~ce ~th our orders, re~uiring the f'Ul:'nishing of thi• 

~ost irll.port~t and n~cessa:ry cost data, by the remain1Uij c01Jim,o~ c~ier 

and pr~vate carrier Respop.dent,. UJ;J.der the formula devised and se~ :f'ortA 

in H;igpvay Fo~ 'f and Form 7 (bulk commodity trip ;report, pecision 10. 

6580~), out-ot~pocket iµid tu1~ allocated co~ts for the tra.nsport~tio~ ot 

petr9leum ~d petroleum products can be determined. The tormu~ prov:l.de$ 

tor the dete~ip.atton of line ~ul, terminal, ~illing and colleeting, ~­

r~;!.e.ted ~d general overhead eXl>enses. TeJ;"llinal billing and collecti.Jlg, 

general overhead, line hall.l milea.~e anc:t hourly costs are ext~oted trQm 

the va.rtou.s ex.:penses ap.d applied 'tio actual shipmen.ts handled, with the 

weights, ~istance and time shown. on the bulk coD1111odity trip report beins 
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used to ccst out such shipments. In Tables XIV and XIV-A of this order, 

speci.f:tc examples of the cost of handling shipments of petroleum and 

petroleum products are given, based on the costs of certain respondents. 

The Commission has deemed it necessary to set forth for the 

record in considerable detail the procedural aspects of the instant 

proceeding. Having so done, we now deem it equally uecessary to summarize 

and generalize this lengthy procedural statement in order to facilitate a 

complete understanding of the proceeding. 

The Commission for many years prior to the instant proceeding 

prescribed commodity distance scales of rates, charges, and governip.g 

rules and regulations applicable to the transport~tion of absorption oil, 

diesel fuel, distillate, furnace oil, gas oil, ~asoline blended, gasoline, 

naptha, and refined oil, throughout the State of Colorado (both Mountain 

and Flains territory), with the exception of the Denver ~etropolitan 

Excepted Area. The Commission did not prescribe such rates, rules, charges 

and regulations for the transportation of asphalt, crude oil, liquefied 

petroleum ga~, residual fuel, or road oil. The prescribed rates herein­

above referred to were in effect in February of 1963. Such rates estab­

lished a system of fixed exact uniform charges to be made by all Common 

Carriers to all users of the petroleum transportation service, and 

prescribed such fixed exact uniform charges as the minimum charges that 

could be made by a private carrier for the same service. The prescription 

of such rates for private carriers was Jnade under the specific authority 

of 1963 CRS 115-11-5. The Colorado Public Utilities Law contains no 

specific references to prescribed rates for Common Carriers. The Commission 

historically had prescribed rates for Common Carriers (Case No. 1585), 

however, and Rule 18-c .. 1 'of the Rules of Fractice and Frocedure of the 

Commission provides a method for changing prescribed rates. 

In late 1962, the Western Tank Truck Carriers' Conference, Inc., 

filed a proposed tariff providing generally for a reduced rate for the 

transportation of specific petroleum products, including liquefied 

petroleum gas, based on a specified weekly minimum use of equipment. In 

other words~ if a customer would agree to use carrier equipment for petroleum 

transportation to the extent of at least 2,000 miles of operation per week, 
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the customer would receive a special reduced +ate. TJ;J.e Colorado PetroleUlll 

Marketers Association protested the propo~ed new ~te. '!be Commission did 

not prescribe this new rate Wlder Rule 18~C·l· ~~ Commission, however, 

allowed tbe new rate to become effective unrder '!;he ~rovisions of 1963 c~ 

115-6-11 as to t4e carriers who were parties to the prQposed new tariff, 

a.nd instituted a.n ll.nvestiga.tion into the J.awtuln,ess of said rates in 

Decision No. 59a52. 'l'bis investigation was docketed as Case No. 5232, 

and is one of the two DlSrtters before the CODD!lission in the instant pro­

ceeding. 

I~ FebJ;'Uary of 1963, qroendyke filed a propo~ed schedule of reduced 

rates applicable to the tre:p.sportation of tbe petroleUlll products above desig• 

nated as having prescribed rates (but includi~g jet t'uel). Petitions for 

suspension and protests were tiled. T.lle Commission denied the petitio~s and 

protests (Decision No. ~391), a.nd allowe4 the proposed new rates to become 

effective under 1963 CRS ll5-6~11. In s~ch decision, tbe Commission also 

struck from Case No. 1585, its previous orders prescribi~g rates for the 

t;ra.nsportation of petrqleum ~roducts by Com111on and Private Carriers. The 

effect of this Commission decision to allow the Groendyke tariff to become 

effective, in conjunction with Decision No. 6o391, was to allow the Common 

Carriers of petroleum products to file such new tariffs as they might desire, 

subject to the power of the Commission to suspend such tariffs and go to 

hearing. 

J;;n A.prU. of 1963, the Commissio~ in~tituted an investigation intp 

and conce:r:ning the lawtul~ess of the reduced rates and charges for the 

transportation of petroleum. products (Decision No. 6o569). This investigation, 

as broadened by later orders, constitutes the second of the two matters before 

the COll'll7lission in the ip.stant proceeding. The investigation in Case No. 5232 

(Decision No.· 59852) and tbe general rate investigation (Decision No. 6o569) 

were consolidated into o;ne general investigation. This general investiga~ion 

has been active and ~nding before the C~ission in various stages of 

develQpment sill.ce April of 1963, and now after e~tensive hearings is finally 

before t~e Compiissiqn for determination • 

... 20 -



As interim ~t~ers, the Commission determined in Decision 

No. 63702, dated September 16, 1964, that it should, after bearing, 

prescribe rates for th~ transportation of petroleum products by 

Private Carriers, and might so do as to Common Carriers. After hear~ 

ing, the Commission on September 14, 1965, Decision No. 65847, pre­

scribed rates for both J?:r~vate and Common Carriers to become effective 

Septemper ~4, 1965. The rates as prescribed at that time a.re presently 

in effeot. 

Du.rin~ this same period of time that the investigation ~s 

p~ding b~tore the Commission, an appellate proceeding brought by 

Consolid~ted Freightwa.ys Corporation of Del~ware et al, aga;l.nst the 

Commission to determine the lawfulness of the actio~ taken by the 

Commission in Decision No. 6o391 was pending before the Courts of the 

State of Colorado. The Denver District Court in Docket No, B-62606 

sustai~ed tbe Commission. However, on October 4, 1965, the Colorado 

Supreme Court in Docket No. 21226, 4o6p. 2d 83, reversed the Denver 

District Court, and held that the Commission was in error in not 

prescribin8 rates for the Carriers, and directed the CODIJ!lission to 

reinstate the rates as they had been prescribed in February of 1963. 

The Comtllission entered an order (Decision No. 66322) on November 22, 

l965, reinstating the February 1963 rates as of Jt;1.t1.uary 1, 1966. However, 

prior to s~ch effective date, the Commission upon the petition of certain 

of the Respondent carriers and after hearing, gene;ra.lly re-prescribed the 

September 1965 rates, and such rates remain generally in effect as of 

today. 

irhe qommission has now completed its gen~ral investigation and 

the matter is before us for depision. We now proceed to dete:rmine the 

facts i~ this proceeding. To a limited de~ee, tt h~s been necessary 

in such fact~al find:l.ngs to include a minor quantity of narrative 

recital. 
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FINDINGS OF FACT 

After due and careful consideration of the entire record in 

this proceeding, the Commission finds as fact that: 

1. Prescribed distance commodity rates, in cents per hundred-

weight, applicable to the transportation of petroleum products, in bulk, 

viz., absorption oil; blended gasoline (50% or more gasoline); gasoline 

(except casingbead (natural gasoline); naptha; refined oil, either illum-

inating or burning; gas oil; diesel fuel and furnace oil, first became 

effective in Plains Territory on June 1, 1944. Eleven years later pre-

scribed distance 8J1,d point to point commodity rates, in cents per gallon, 

applicable to the transportation of the above-named petroleum products, 

in bulk;, became effective in Mountain Territory. '!'he rates so prescribed 

have been increased from time to time, by various Commission decisions, 

the last general increase being effective September l, 1957• The distance 

rates, for selected distances, originally prescribed and those in effect 

on September l, 1957 and January 1, 1966, are as follow: 

TABLE III 

PIAINS TERRITORY 

In E:f'fect June lz 1944 Se~t. lz 1927 Jan. lz 1966 

Distance-Miles Rates in Cents ~er gallon 
t1) (la) (l) (2) (3) (4) (5) 

5 ,297 .462 • 9c;() .247 280 .277 
25 .380 • 561 .360 .34o .4o4 .• 381 
50 .462 .66o .560 .510 .628 .572 
75 .611 .792 .790 .706 .886 .792 

100 .792 .924 .950 .842 i.065 .944 

125 .957 l.073 l.180 1.037 1.323 i.163 
150 l.122 l.188 i.330 1.165 1.491 l.306 
200 1.485 l.551 1.680 l.496 i.884 i.677 
250 1.782 l.980 2.150 l.896 2.411 2.126 
300 2.079 2.277 2.46o 2.159 2.758 2.421 

350 2.376 2.541 2.830 2.499 3.173 2.802 
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TABLE IV 

MOUNTAIN TERRITORY 

In Effect June l, 1955 Sept. 1, 1957 Jan. 1, 1966@ 

Distance-Miles 

5 
25 
50 
75 

100 

125 
150 
200 
250 
300 

350 
4oo 

(1) 
.723 
.987 

1.284 
1.584 
l.749 

1.914 
2.046 
2.376 
2.732 
3.102 

3.828 
4.092 

Rates in Cents Eer ~allon 
(1) (2 (3) 

.726 .372 .317 
(4) 
.418 

i.056 .516 .439 .578 
1.320 .780 .664 .875 
l.650· 1.044 .888 1.170 
l.815 l.308 1.112 1.466 

i.98o i.56o i.326 1.750 
2.178 1.824 1.550 2.045 
2.508 2.34o 1.990 2.623 
2.838 2.856 2.428 3.,202 
3.168 3.384 2.876 3.794 

4.026 3.900 3.316 4.373 
4.290 4.416 3.754 4.951 

(1) Minimum shipment, shell capacity of equipment used 
(la) Rates per gallon were determined by dividing the rate per cwt. by 

15.15 (100 + 6.6 = 15.15 gallons per cwt.) 

(5f-
.355 
.492 
.744 
.996 

l.247 

1.487 
1.739 
2.231 
2.722 
3.226 

3.,718 
4.208 

(2) Minimum shipment, 5500 or 8ooo gallons* ) 
(3) " " 8500 or 9000 gallons* ) 

Petroleum products weighing 
6.6# per gallon or less 

(4
5
) Minimum shipment, 5500 or 7000 gallons* ) 

( ) " " 8000 gallons ) 
Petroleum products weighing 
over 6.6# per gallon 

* Higher minimum shipment. Effective 12:00 midniglit June 30, 1966. 

@ Rates reduced to level prescribed by Decision No. 65847 on September 14, 
1965, effective February 28, 1966, Decision No. 66849, dated February 16, 
1966. Rates in effect January 1, 1966 were J.2!Y{o of those prescribed by 
Decision No. 65847. 

Petroleum products weighi.ng 6.6 pounds per gallon or less and 
subject to minimum shipments of (2) 5,500 or 8,ooo gallons and (3) 8,500 
or 9,000 gallons, as the case may be, will herein.after sometimes be 
referred to as Group A and A-1 Commodities, (2) and (3) respectively, with 
petroleum products weighing over 6.6 pounds per gallon and subject to 
minimum shipments of (4) 5,500 or 7,000 gallons, and (5), 8000 gallons, 
being hereinafter sometimes referred to as Group B and B-1 Commodities, 
(4) and (5) respectively. 

The rates shown under headings (1), (2) and (4) are here referred to as 

base rates, subject to customary tariff rules and regulations. Incentive 

rates, so~called, are those shown under headings (3) and (5) and are 

subject, in addition to customary tariff rules and regulations, to special 

tariff provisions, such as continuous loading and unloading and higher 

minimums. Specific point to point rates may be categorized as base and 

incentive. The preponderance of the petroleum products, as heretofore 

described, move under point to point rates. 



When continuous loading and unloading agreements are entered into between 

shippers and carriers, s~ippers must, as part of t~e arrangement, indicate 

on the bill of lading that shipments are moving under the governing tariff 

provisions relating to continuous loading and unloading. 

Intrastate shipments of petroleum and petroleum products destined 

to points in Colozii,do, originate at refineries located at or near Alf3.mosa, 

Gilsonite and within t~e Denver Metropolitan Area; at pipe line terminals 

located within the Denver Metropolitan Area and near La Junta, and at 

various well storage sites. 

2. Petroleum products rates prescribed prior to Decision No. 

65847, having application to petroleum products moving from points of 

supply to designated destinations, have generally been lower, for equal 

distances, than the rates prescribed under distance scales, while, by 

our Decision No. 65847, specifically published point to point rates, 

as prescribed, have, almost without exception, been the same, for equal 

distances, as prescribed under the distance scale. 

Table V sets forth comparisons and examples. 

(Table V follows.) 

- 24 ~ 



TABLE v 
,, 

RATES I B EFFECT RATE'S IN EFFECT 
September l, 1957 September 24, l'!65 

FROK DENVER - Rates in Cents :Q!r Gallon Rates in Cents ~r Gallon 
TO Distance (1) (2) Distance A A B B A-1 A--1 B-1 

Miles c c Miles (1) (2) (ll (2} (1) (2) (I) 

ALAMOSA 240 2.574 2.706 219 1 .. 840 1.840 2.063 2~063 l.6J2 1.632 1.830 

ANTONITO 267 2.838 .3.036 ~7 2.070 2.0-70 2.321 2 • .321 1.828 l.828 2.050 

ASPE,N \ 2ll 2.442 2.5-74 21.3 2.120 2.120 2.377 2.377 1.802 l.802 2.020 

COLORADO SPRINGS 71 .726 .775 69 .726 .110 .8:14 .796 .610 .6.38 .684 

GLENWOOD SPRINGS 169 2.112 2.310 171 1.780 l. 780 1.996 1.996 1.513 1.513 1.696 

GRAND JUNCTION 259- 2.838 2.838 259 2.470 2.470 2.769 2.769 2.100 2.100 2.355 

GREELEY 53 .62? .693 53 .600 .600 .673 .673 .544 --544 .610 

GUNNISON 240 2.772 2.7o6 202 2.040 2.040 2.287 2.287 1.734 1.734 1.944 

PUEBLO 115 .957 l._023 ll2 .957 1.060 1.073 1.188 .850 .935 .953 

SALIDA 175 1.848 2.376 144 1.480 1.480 1.659 l._659 1.258 1.258 1.410 

STERLING 125 1.023 l._056 125 1.140 1.140 1.278 1.278 1.003 1.003 1.125 

TRINIDAD 204 l.485 1.617 197 1.680 1.680 1.884 1.-884 1.496 1.496 1.677 

(1) Point to Point Rates 
(2) Distance Conanodity Rates 

A - Petroleum Products heretofore described a.nd weighing 6~6 lbs. per gallon or less, minimum 5500 gallons - or 8000 gallons 
A-1 _ n " 11 " " 11 11 11 11 mini.mum. 8500 " or 9000 " 

B 
B-1 -

II 

" 
II 

" 
If 

" 
It 

II 

II ~ 6.6 lbs. II 

II II ,. II 

ti 

II 

C - Petroleum products heretofore described, minimum shell capacity of equipment used. 

minimum 5500 If or 7000 II 

minimum. 8000 " 

B-1 
(2} 

1.830 

2 .. 050 

2.020 

.715 

1.696 

2.355 

.6l.O "" (\f 

1.944 

1.-048 

1.410 

l.l.25 

1.677 

/ 



Of the point-to-point rates in effect September l, 1957, the distance 

sea.le of rates under heading (2) is higher than the point-to-point 

rates under heading (1) in all but two cases, namely, the distance :rate 

to Grand Junction is the same as the point to point rate wllile the 

distance rate to Gunnison is lower than point-point rate. '!'be distance 

see.le of ra.tes and the point-to-point rates, for· equal distances, in 

effect January I,· 1966, a.re the same, except in two ce.ses, The recorQ. 

in this proceeding does not warrant any departure from the distance 

scale of rates in publishing point-to-point rates. Nor is an inter­

mediate application of point-to-point rates warranted. The distance 

scale of rates we shall prescribe herein shall apply, Witllout exception, 

to the transportation of the aforesaid petroleum products. 

3. Weekly rates and charges for the traneportation of Sl>E'Qified 

petroleum products and liquefied petroleum gas became first effective o~ 

December 26, 1962. Annual (52 consecutive weeks) rates and cha.rges fQl' 

the transportation of the sa.me specified petroleWll. products, excludiqg 

liquefied gas, were prescribed by our Decision No. 67300, dated April 27, 

1966, end became effective May 2, 1966. Decision No. 67720, dated July 8, 

1966, prescribed,effective July 11, 1966, quarterly (13 consecutive weeks) 

rates an.d charges for the transportation of petroleum products as described 

in item 10 of Decision No. 65847. The record herein disclosed ~o trattio 

as having been handled under the rates that became effective December 261 

1962. 

4. Of the seven Class I common carriers, re~uired by our ord1r 

to prepare cost studies based on the formula provided in Interatate Commerce 

Commission Highway Form F-3-58, as such formula was reissued in September 

1964 (Highway Form F-9-64), Groendyke, Petco, Ruan an.d Ward are det;iiguated, 

under the regulations ot the Interstate Commerce Commission, as carriers ot 

liquid petroleum products, irregular route, radial or non-radial se;rvic~; 

Consolidated and PIE a.re designated as qarriers of general freight, regular 

route, scheduled service; Wright is designated as a carrier of specitic 

commodities - not subgrouped - such commodities being petroleum p~oducts, 
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beet sugar, salt, lumber, beer, foodstuffs, glass, fertilizer and 

cottonseed cake, irregular route, non-radial service. Consolida~ed 

and PIE have bulk commodity divisions under the direct supervision 

of officers of these companies. 

5. The annual reports of these seven Class I common 

carriers for the calendar year of 1964 show total tons of all COJDIDOdi• 

ties transported as well as liquid petroleum tons tre.n.sported, to be a~ 

follows: 

TABLE VI 

Carrier All Commodities 

Consolidated Freightways 
Corporation of Delaware 

TrensporteO. 
Tons 

(Consolidated) 4,890,4o3 

Groendyke Transport, Inc. 
(Groendyke) 2,851,615 

Pacific Intermountain 
Express Co. (PIE) 2,833,284 

Petroleum Transport Company 
(Petco) 987,279 

Ru.an Transport Corporation 
(Ruan) 6,770,223 

Ward Transport, Inc. 
(Ward) 476,906 

Wright Motor Lines, Inc. 
(Wright) 177,002 

Liquid 
P~troleum 

Tons 

Unkn.ow. 

l,594,74o 

987,279 

5,259,820 

15,991 

Percent 
Liquid Petroleum 
of all commodities 

Tran11ported 

Unknow. 

100 

100 

6. The annual reports of seventeen Cl,.a.ss II and Class III 

common carriers for the calendar year of 1964 show total tons of all 

commodities transported as well as liquid petroleum tons transported, 

to be as follows: 
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TABLE VII 
Perceut 

All Commodities Liqu:t..4 Liquid ~etroleum 
C~ier Tre.El.sported l'etroleu,m . ' ot all qommoditi,s 

Tons Tons !!!!'PP·"te1d 

Baudino Transfer & 
Storage (:,ea.udino) 2,631 Unlmown ~~ 

Ca.dwell Trucl(ing Company 1 

Inc. (Cadwell) ~,358 II II 

Chandler.Tlt'8Dsport 
Service,Inc.(Chandler) 3,810 3,810 lOO 

Curnow Transportation 
Company, Inc. (Curnow) Unknown U~own u~ 

Orville Dunlap & Son 
(Dunlap) 47,417 UPlalown UuQow 

Eveready F~eigb.t 
Service, Ino.(Evereadr) 17,449 4,152 e3.79 

Gibson Truck Lines 
(Gibson) 6,845 UD.knQWOi U~own 

Gunnison Truck Line 
(Gunnison) 1,505 l,895 ~~·25 

W. R. Hall Transportation 
& Storage Co. (Rall) 38,399 5,066 13.19 

Harp Transportation Line 
(Harp) Unknow. U~ow '(,Jalmown 

Fra.n.k c. IO.ein & Co. 
(Klein) 34,410 34,410 100 

Mountain Cattle Co. 
(Mountain) 23,438 Unkncmi U~wn. 

North Fark Transpor• 
tation co.(North Par~) 24,o8o 8,;4' 35.48 

Pherson Trucking Company 
(Phereon) 57,86o 25,J.24 43.42 

Salida Transfer Co.,Inc. 
(Sa.lids.) 5,857 4,870 83.l4 

Silvers & Wilson Truck 
Service (Silvers & 

19,584 Wilson) 19,584 100 

Tr~swestern ':Cenker,Inc. 
(TTI) 759,131 227,729 29.99 

Four of the ten Class II and Class III carriers he:re, as to which OOlDPlete 

tonnage records are sbo'Wll, may be classed as c~iere ot petrolewn products 

based on the percentage relationship of liquid petroleum prod~ots to all, 

commodities (83.J.4;i thru ioo;,). 
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7. Three common carriers, namely, Groenclyke, Klein and Petco, 

and five private carriers, namely, B & M Transportation, Inc., (B & M) 

(now Colorado 'l'enk LirJ.es, Inc.), Orv:tlle Du.nlap & Son (Dunlap & Son), 

Frank c. Klein & Co., Inc., (Fnm.k ltlein), Donald E. Riggle (Riggle) 

and Lloyd K. 'l'okheim ('l'okheim) hold authority trom this Couission to 

transport ~ petroleum products, petroleum products and crude oil, or 

petroleum. products, liquefied petroleum gases and crude oil, all in bulk, 

in Colorado intrastate ccmnerce. The remainina 29 common carriers and 19 

private carriers hold authority to transport, in addition to petroleum 

products and crude oil, numerous other commodities ranging trom abrasives 

to zippers in Colorado intrastate commerce. In other words only three 

common and five private carriers, respondents, hold authority to 'tt:'8.DSpO~ 

only (a) petroleum products, (b) petroleum products and crude oil, or (c) 

petroleum. products, liquefied petroleum. gases and cru.de oil in Colorado 

intrastate commerce. All other respondents, ·common and private, hold 

authority to transport petroleum. or its various derivatives in addition 

to various and numerous other comodities. For example, Do~ Park, 

as shown in its annual report for 1964, transported general freight, 

heavy machinery, and forest products in addition to liquid petrol'um 

products. PIE, tor the yee:r 1964, transported general. freight 1n addition 
. . 

to liquid petroleum products. Eveready, for the year 1964, tr81l8ported 

general freight, household goods, agricult~al products, and livestock 

1n addition to liquid petroleum. products. Wrigb.t, in 1964, tre.n.sported 

retri$erated solid pr9ducts, a.gJ;'icultural commodities, build;in.g materials, 

salt, beer, packaged petroleum products and beet su~ in addition to 

liquid petroleum products. Pherson, in 1964, transported general treigb.t 

in addition to liquid petroleum. products. Carriers of general freight 

handle less than truckload and truckload lots of commodities, some requir­

ing protection against heat or cold; some handled over carriers' platforms; 

some picked up and delivered by other than li,ne haul equipment,; comoditiee ot 

varying weight densities,; bulk commodities; commodities ot low and high 

values, etc. Most or all of the carriers named imJJlediately above are engaged 

in interstate as well as intrastate commerce. There is no brea.kdO'WU in this 

record as to the tonnage handled in Colorado intra.state eOD1J11erce by respondents. 



As private carriers are not required to file annual reports with us, no 

information is available a.a to the various kinds of traffic ha.Ddled by 

such carriers. 

8. Tb.e following carrier Respondents operate under statewide 

common carrier authority issued by this Commission, insofar as releva.t:!.t 

to these proceedings, as follows: 

Common Carrier 

Consolidated 

Groendyke 

Klein 

PIE 

PETCO 

WARD 

TABLE VIII 

Certificate No. 
& Territory 

1685 
Between points within 
the State of Colorado 

1873 
:Between points in the 
State of Colorado; 
:Between points within 
the State of Colorado 

1582 
:Between points in the 
State of Colorado; 
:Between points within 
the State of Colorado 

730 
Between all points in 
the State of Colorado; 
.Between points within 
the State of Colorado 

1512 
Between all points 
within the State of 
Colo;ra.do; Between 
points within the 
State of Colorado 

1515 
Between all points in 
the State of Colorado; 
Between points Within 
the State of Colorado 

1497 
Between all points in 
the State of Colorado; 
Between points within 
the State of Colorado 
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Commodities 

Petroleum. prod~cts, 
Liquefied Petroleum 
Gases and Crude Oil, 
in ta.n.Jt truck lots 

Petroleum. Products and 
Liquetied PetroleUJll 
Gases, in bulk, iJl tank 
trucks; crude oil, in tank 
truck lots 

Petroleum P:rodu.cts in bulk 
in tank trucks; crude oil 
in tank trucks 

Petroleum Products, in bulk; 
crude oil, in tank tru.ek 
lots 

Transportation ot ~etroleum 
prQducts1 in bulk; crude 
oil, in taak tru.ck lots 
and .. crude »etroleum 

Petroleum Products in bulk; 
crude oil, in taJlk tru.ck 
lots 

Petroleum Jroducts in bul.k; 
crude oil, in tank truck 
lots 



9. The follo'Wing carrier Respondents operate under state'Wide 

private carrier authority issued by this Commission, insofar as 

relevant to these proceedings, as follows: 

lfiva.te Carrier 

Ashton Trucking Co. 

B & M Transportation 
Inc., (Colorado Tank 
Lines, Inc.) 

:Bridge Bros. 

Jim Chelt, Inc. 

Roth Tru.ck Lines, Inc. 

Watters Truck Line 

TABLE IX 

permit No. 
& Territory 

B-815 
Not restricted 

B-2376 
:Between all points 
Within the State of 
Colorado 

B-1746 
From point to point 
in the State ot 
Colorado; From Pueblo 
to any point in the 
State of Colorado; 
Between points within 
the State of Colorado 

:B-86o 
Not resti"icted 

Comodities 

Not restricted 

Petroleum products, :1J:f. 
bullt only 

Petroleum products, in 
tank lots, only; lituid 
tuels and Petroleum 
Products; crude oil, in 
ta.nk truck lots 

Not restricted 

B-472 All COJQDlodities 
From and to all points 
in the State ot Colorado, 
provided tb1;it the owner of said perm.it 
shall not be permitted without authority 
from this Coimnission, to establish a 
branch off'ice or to ha.ve SA agent 
employed in any other town, city or 
location than Jefferson, Colorado, tor 
the purpose of developing business 

B-859 
Not restricted Freight 

10. The following carrier Respondents operate under lill.ited commoa 

carrier authority issued by this Commission, insofar as relevant to these 

proceedings, as follows: 

(Table X follows.) 
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Common Carrier 

Dunlap 

TAm.E X 

Certificate No. 
& Authority 

1861 

Commodities 

Freight 
Petroleum Products 

Transportation (a) on call and demand, ........ and petroleum products,· 
between, from and to points within a radius of 50 miles of Norwood, (exelud..; 
ing service between poin.ts served by Rio Grande Motor Way, .Inc.) ('b) general 
freight on schedule via u.s. Highway 50 a.nd State Highways Nos. 62, 108, 
145, 90, (or Colorado 141 instead of u. s. 50), f'rom and to Grand Juctioa 
and Moatrose, to and from points west of (but not in.clwling) Ridgway as tar 
as Paradox by way of Placerville, with the right to serve locally between 
Ridgway and Paradox; service to include Placerville, and tor the trans .. 
portation of freight between Montrose and Paradox, via Ure.van and inter­
mediate points, except that no freight may be handled locally between 
Montrose end Placerville. 

Decision No. 48679, Extended: Authorized to en.gage ill the business of 
tra.n.sporting household goods, general f'reigb.t, farm ma.ehinery, heavy 
machinery, ore, petroleum products, all farm supplies, store fixtures 
and supplies, and sand and gravel from point to point within the City ot 
Montrose, Colorado, in their operatiou UD..der NC Bo. 1861 and I, kavin.g 
eata9li&J:t.ed their "Grandfather Rights." Transportation of all cOJIDllOdities 
authorized under para.graph ('b) of said operati.D.g rights, over JI1gb:way No. 
97 to HU.cl.a, and inte:nnedia.te points, and to in.elude Highway No. Bo to a 
point on the Dolores River known as Slick Rock, to the Union Carbide mill 
sites, (Nuclear), and intermediate points. 

Eveready Freigb.t Service, Inc. 486 Freight 

Transportation of freight in the town of Bu.en.a Vista., and in Chaffee 
County, and for occasional service throughout the State of Colorado, and. 
in each of the counties thereof subject to the following conditions: (a) 
for the transportation of commodities other than household goods bet-ween 
points served singly or in combine.tioxi by scheduled rail and motor vehicle 
carriers, the applicants shall charge rates which shall be at least t1'enty 
per cent (~) in excess in all cases than those charged by the scheduled 
carriers. (b) '1/he applicants shall not operate oxi schedule between any 
points. (c) The applicants shall not be pe:nnitted, without further 
authority from the Commission, to establish a branch office or to have 
any agent employed in any other town or city than Diena Viste. for the 
purpose of developing business. 

w. R. Hall Transfer, moving 
and General 
Cartage 

as follows: Conduct of a transfer, moving a.nd general cartage business in 
the counties of Mesa., Garfield end Delta in the State of Colorado, and for 
occasional service throughout the State of Colo1·ado, and in .each of the 
counties thereof, subject to the following terms and conditions: For 
the transportation of commodities other than household goods between points 
served singly or 1n combination by scheduled carriers the applieaut shall 
charge rates 'Which shall be as much as ~ higher in all cases than those 
charged by scheduled carriers. The applicant shall not operate on schedule 
between any points. The applicant shall not be pe:nnitted without further 
authority from the Commission to establish a branch office or to have a:m. 
agent employed in any other town or city than Grand Junction for the 
purpose of developing business. 
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North Park Transportation Co. 16oO & I Transfer, moving 
and general cartage 

AS FOIJ..OWS: Transportation of freight, excluding, however, hous~old goods 
and heavy machinery requiring special equipment, but not excluding emigrant 
moveables, from point to point within Jackson County, Colorado, and all 
other points and places in the State of Colorado. 

Decision #36626: TRANSFERS FROM PUC 51 & 51-I (Formerly 1475 & I) AN.I> 
CONSOLIDATES HEPEWITH: Transportation of general commodities, on schedule, 
between Ft. Collins, Colorado and Walden, Colorado, via Colo. 14 and that 
portion of said certificate 'Which authorizes service between Denver,ColQra.do, 
and points in Jackson County, Colorado, via U S 4o to its junctioo, with 
Colo. 125; thence via Colo 125 to Walden, Colorado. 

Decision #36626 EXTENDED TO: Transportation o:f' general commodities between 
Denver, Colorado and Walden, Colorado, and North Park points it is authorized 
to serve, via US 4o to its junction with Colo 14; thence on Colo 14 to Walden, 
Colorado, serving the points on Colo. 14 between its junction with US 4o and 
Walden, Colorado. 

Decision #43961 transfers authority to PUC 832 & 832 & I and consolidates 
herewith: Transportation of freight on schedule between Denver and 
Kremmling and intermediate points between West Portal and Kremmling; and 
a call and demand general transfer, moving and ca.rtap:e service from point 
to point in Grand County and to and from Grand County and outside points 
and livestock between Grand County and Denver for Grand County customer$ 
-- all freight to originate or terminate in Grand County. 

Decision #13796 EXTENDED TO: Transportation of livestock in less than 
carload lots, 'When competing with scheduled carriers, between points in 
Grand County, and points in the State of Colorado and to include transpor~ 
tation. service between Denver and Grand Lake on the same conditions AS TO 
POINTS DIRECTLY ON US 4o between West Portal and Kremmling. 

Decision #477J2 :EXTENDED TO: To include service to intermediate points 
between Empire and Kremmling, Colorado, but excluding service to Empire. 

Decision #57606 EXTENDED TO INCLUDE: The transportation of :freight, on 
call and demand, to serve the site of the Urad Mine, located in Clear 
Creek County, Colorado, near the foot of Berthoud Pass, as an off-route 
point in connection 'With applicant's otherwise authorized scheduled 
service between Denver and Kremmling, Colorado. 

North Park Transportation Co. Transfer, moving 
and general cartage 

AS FOIJ..OWS: Transfer, moving and general cartage business in the City and 
County of Denver and Counties of Ada.ms, Arapahoe and Jefferson; also 
occasional service throughout the State of Colorado and in each of the 
Counties thereof, 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, the applicant 
shall charge rates 'Which shall be at least 20% in excess in all cases 
than those charged by scheduled carriers; {b) the applicant shall not 
operate on schedule between any points; (c) the applicant shall not be 
permitted, without further authority from the Commission to establish 
a branch office or to have an agent employed in any other town or city 
than Denver, for the purpose of developing business. Operation of a 
transfer, moving and general cartage business, from point to point 
within the City and County of Denver, State of Colorado. 
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Pherson 2510 General 
COlmllodities 
with exceptions 

Transportation of general commodities, except household goods, livestock 
and fluid milk as a fa.rm pickup, between points within a 50-mile radius 
of Boulder, excepting the City and County of Denver, and that part of said 
50-mile radius of area lying west of US Highway 87 and south of the south 
line of Tow.ship 2-S, as show. on Exhibit "A" attached to the application 
herein, and to and from points in said area, to and from a.11 points in 
the State of Colorado, including Denver; 

Call and demand service, to include service within the corporate limits 
of the City of Boulder on the same basis as is now authorized outside the 
limits of that City. 

Stlvers (Wilson now) Truck 
Service 1025 Conduct of a 

transfer, moving 
and general 
cartage business 

Conduct of a transfer, moving and general cartage business in the counties 
of' :Bent, Otero, Pueblo, Crowley, Las Animas, Kiowa, Prowers and Baca, and 
for occasional service throughout the State of Colorado, and in each of 
the counties thereof, subject to the terms and conditions hereinafter 
stated: For the transportation of commodities other than household goods 
between points served singly or in combination by scheduled carriers the 
applicant shall charge rates which shall be as much as twenty per cent 
(20%) higher in all cases than those charged by scheduled carriers. The 
applicant shall not operate on schedule between any points. The applicant 
shall not be permitted without further authority from the Commission to 
establish a branch office or to have an agent employed in any other tow. 
or city than Rocky Ford for the purpose of developing business. 

~igb.t Motor Lines, Inc. 960 Transfer, moving 
and general cartage 
business 

Transfer, moving and general cartage business within the City of Manzanola. 
and the Counties of Otero, Pueblo, Las Animas, Crowley, Bent, Kiowa, Prowers, 
and Ba.ca, and for occasional service throughout the State of Colorado and in 
each of the counties thereof, except the transportation of freight between 
Denver and Manzanola and Rocky Ford, with the proviso that for the 
transportation of COlmllodities other than household goods between points 
served singly or in combination by scheduled carriers, he shall charge rates, 
which, in all cases, shall be as much as twenty (20%) percent higher than 
those charged by scheduled carriers; that he shall not operate on schedule 
between any points, and that he shall not, without authority from the 
Commission, establish a branch office or have an agent employed in any town 
or city other than Manzanola for the purpose of developing business. 

Permitted to change the base of operations under PUC 960 from Manzanola, 
Colorado, to Rocky Ford, Colorado, as his headquarters. 

ll. The following carrier Respondents operate under limited private 

carrier authority issued by this COlmllission, insofar as relevant to these 

proceedings, as follows: 

Private Carrier 

Dunlap 

TABLE XI 

Permit 
& Authority 

Commodities 

Gasoline and 
Petroleum Products 



(Dunlap) 

Transportation of gasoli.ne and petroleum products, for Olin Bruton and 
Sons, only, from Denver and a five-mile radius thereof, and the 
Gilsonite Plant near Fruita, Colorado, to Olin Bruton and Sons' bulk 
stations and filling stations, located in Delta and Montrose Counties, 
Colorado. 
Extended: To include the right to transport gasoline and petroleum 
products for Olin Bruton and Sons only, from Denver and a five-mile 
radius thereof, and the Gilsonite Plant;, near Fruita, Colorado, to 
bulk stations and filling stations now or hereafter operated by Olin 
Bruton and Sons located in the Counties of Mesa, San Miguel, Ouray, 
and Gunnison, Colorado. 

W. R. Hall B-820 Freight 

UnreBtricted, freight, statewide, subject to the following conditions: 
That all duplicating or overlapping authority authorized in Private 
Carrier Permit B-820 and Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity 
No. 345 is hereby deleted from the above-designated private carrier 
authority, viz., Private carrier Permit No. B~820, and that said private 
carrier permit be further restricted to an office in Mesa County, Colorado, 
for the solicitation of business. {No service to be rendered on this permit 
in the base counties of operation under PUC No. 345, which are the counties 
of Mesa, Garfield and Delta.) 

Klein Petroleum 
Products in 
bulk only, by 
tank 1;,rucks 

From Shamrock, Colorado, the Bay Refinery near Denver, and refiner~es at 
Ada.ms City, Imperial and Craig, to points in the State of Colorado. 

A-455 Freight 

Transportation of freight between Manzanola, Rocky Ford, and Denver, and 
i.ntemedi.ate points, and between Manzanola and the Colorado-Kansas State 
Line, and betveen all intermediate points, via US Highway No. 50. 

12. Respondents operate various sizes of tank equipment in the 

transportation of liquid petroleum products, (A, A-1, B and B-1 commodities) 

in Colorado intrastate commerce ranging from a gallonage capacity of 1500 

to 10,583 gallons. Prescribed rates on group A and group B commodities are 

subject to minimum shipments of 5,500 gallons prior to July 1, 1966, and 

8,ooo and 7,000 gallons, respectively, on and after July 1, 1966. Prescribed 

rates on group A-1 commodities a.re subject to minimum shipments of 8,500 

gallons prior to July l, 1966, and 9,000 gallons on and after July l, 1966, 

while prescribed rates on group B-1 commodities are subject to minimum 

shipments of 8,ooo gallons. 
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(The :;;;ixi:;"'..ration date of July 1, 1966 was extended to October l, 1966 

by special permission No. 15010, dated June 30, 1966, and further 

extended to December l, 1966, by special permission No. 15023, dated 

September 30, 1966.) 

13. Certain Respondents to these proceedings were directed 

to furnish data as to the length, tare weight and gallonage capacities 

of tank equipment used to transport liquid petroleum products, equipment 

designated being that selected at random, with exceptions, from tbe 

traffic studies of these respondents. In the case of the exceptions to 

the random selection, the ordered information was furnished on all 

equipment where just a few pieces were operated during the period the 

traffic study covered. Table XII reflects examples of the data so 

furnished, with the maximum number of gallons of various petroleum 

products that may be loaded in the carrier equipment and be in compliance 

with Colorado weight and length requirements (See 13-5-125, Colorado 

Revised Statutes - 1963, Automobiles and other Motor Vehicles, Gros$ 

Weight of Vehicles and Loads): 

(TABLE XII follows.) 
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TABLE XII 

Tractor- Tank- Distance in Maximum gross Lawful payload Maximum gallons 
Trailer Trailer feet. between weight in pounds in Lawful payload 

CARRIER Tare Gallonage first & last Under bridge Pounds D - Diesel Fuel, 
Weight Capacity axle of comb- Formula Fuel Oil, Jet Fuel 

ination 800 x (L + 40) G - Gasoline 
L 

Bridge ( 23000 50 72000 49000 D 7101 (49000 .;. 6.9) 
( (800x(50 + 40) (72000 - 23000) G 7903 (49000 + 6 .. ~) 
( 
( 20900 46 68800 

{8QQx(46 + 4Q) 47900 D 6942 (47900 t 6.9) 
(68800 - 20900) G 7726 (47900 f 6.2) 

Consolidated ( 23940 8650 56.417 77134 53194 D 
( {800x(26.!J:l7 + ~o} (77l'J.!J: - 222~0} G 
( 23800 9430 56.083 76866 53066 D 
( {800x(26.083 + 40) ( 76866 - 2,2800 l G 
( 24440 8575 56.083 76866 52426 D 

{800x(56.083 + 40} (76866 - 24440) G 
t-
(Y) 

Eveready ( 23490 9000 53.333 74666 51176 D 
( { 800x( 2'J..33'J. + !J:O} (7!J:666 - 2'J.!J:90} g 
( 24460 9000 54.00 75200 . 50740 D 

(800x(54.00 + 40) {75200 - 24460) G 
-·- ---------~-----~ 

G-r~. ( 26370 9000 54.250 75400 49030 D 7106 (49030 + 6.9) 
( (800x{24.220 + ~o} (72~00 - 26,270) G 7908 ~~90,20 + 6.2~ 
( 21770 9250 50.833 72666 50896 D 737650896 + 6.9 
( (800x(50.8'J.'J. + !J:O} (72666 - 21770) G 8202 (20896 + 6.2 
( 24520 9000 50.167 72134 47614 D 6901 (47614 + 6.9 

( 800:x:(50~167 .· ± 4f:>l:~}. ( 721,24 - 24220) G 7680 (47614 + 6.2) 

Petco ( 25300 9150 53.750 75000 49700 D 7203 (49700 + 6.9) 
( {800x{53.720 + !J:O} (72000 ... 25300) G 8016 00 + 6.2 
( 25180 9300 53. 500 74800 49620 D 7191 49620 + 6.9 
( ( 800x( 22 .:500 + !J:O l (7~800 - 22180) G 800 9620 + 6.2 
( 23340 9200 55.583 76466 53126 D 7699 53126 + 6.9 

{_8Q_O:Jt:(55.583+ 401 {7Q_4Q_6_- 233401 g_ 8569 (53129_+_6.z) 



Page 2 - TABIE XII 

Tractor- Tank- Distance in Maximum gross Lawful payload Maximum gallons 
Trailer Trailer feet between weight in pounds in Lawful payload 

CARRIER Tare Gallonage first &. last Under bridge Pounds D - Diesel Fuel, 
Weight Capacity axle of comb- Formula Fuel Oil, Jet Fuel 

ination 800 x (L + 40) G - Gasoline 
L 

Pherson ( 26340 8500 56 76,800 50460 D 7313 (50460 + 6.9) 
( (·800x( 56 + 4Q) ( 76800 :- 293J.i.Q_) G 8139 (59460 + Q_._2) 
( 
( 28300 7420 50 72000 43700 D 6333 (43700 + 6.9) 

( 800x( 50 + 40) (72000 - 28300) G 7048 (43700 + 6.2) 

PIE ( 24950 9000 51.167 72934 47984 D 6954 (47984 + 6.9) 
( {800x{21.167 + ~02 {72939: - 2!J:920} G 77 47984 + 6.2 
( 24890 8808 55.250 76200 51310 D 7436 51310 + .9 
( {800x(22·220 + ~Ol (7_6200 - 2~890} G 82 6 1 10 + 6.2 
( 25630 9000 54.2~ 75400 49770 D 7213 49770 + 6.9 

{800x(2~·220 + 402 ( '.Z29PO - 226,20 2 G 8027 (~2770 + 6.22 
CX) 
\YJ 

RUAN ( 23700 10583 50.750 72600 48900 D 7087 (48900 + 6.9) 
( ( 8oox( 50. 7 20 + 40 L ('Z26QO _-_ 23700) _ (} __ 7887 {48900 + 6.2) 
( 
( 24000 10583 51. 563 73250 49250 D 7138 (49250 + 6.9) 
( f800x( 51. 563 + 40) (73250__...._24QQOl_ g. __ 7944 (49250 + 6.2) 
( 
( 20580 9476 47.667 70134 49554 D 7182 (49554 + 6.9) 

(800x(47.667 + 40) (70134 - 20280) G 729.2 {42224 + 6.22 

WARD ( 23810 9000 49.00 71200 47390 D 6868 (47390 + 6.9) 
( (800x{42.00 + ~02 { 71200 - 2,2 810 2 G 7644 ~~7390 + 6.2 
( 23010 8900 51.583 73266 50256 D 728350256 + 6.9 
( (800 x (51.583 + 40) (73266 - 23010) G 8106 02 6 + 6.2 
( 25960 9000 54.667 75734 49774 D 7214 49774 + 6.9 

(800 x ~54.66'.Z + 40) (727.24 = 25960) G 8028 (49774 + 6.2) 

WRIGHT ( 23690 2500 46.5 6q2oc 45510 D 6596 (45510 + 6.9) 
800x(46.5 + 40) 69200 - 23690) 1} 7340 (45510 .,). 6.2) 



exam,p1.<~s noted, and others of record, it would appear 

t.r1.at Respondents may not be in compliance with Colorado statutes pertain-

i.ng t;o gross weight of vehicles and loads. Respondents are admonished 

t;o cibser've strictly, item 10, Appendix A, Decision 65847, dated September 

.lli, 1965, and rules 16 and 19 of our Rules and Regulations Governi.:og the 

Operations of Private Carriers by Motor Vehicle and Motor Vehicle Common 

C&.:r·riers, respectively.) 

14. The incenti.ve rates and. charges on A-1 and B-1 Commodities 

a:ca cond.itioned, in part, upon the carriers having free access to the 

loa.ding and unloading facilities of shippers on an around-the-clock or 

twenty-four hour basis. Section 19, Article 2, Chapter 138 of the 1963 

Colorado Revised Statutes entitled "Night Deliveries" reads as follows: 

11 It shall be unlawful for any distributor to receive and 
have delivered into the storage tanks or other equipment 
of such distributor any motor fuel or kerosene between 
the hours of.nine p.m. and five a.m., and the receipt of 

.any motor fuel or kerosene by any distributor during said 
hours shall be prima facie evidence of attempt to evade 
the payment of the tax herein imposed on such motor fuei, 
unless such distributor in case of an emergency shall 
procure from the director of revenue before such receipt 
or deli very a special permit authoriz:ing the receipt and 
delivery of said motor fuel or kerosene, or make a report 
to the director of revenue under oath on blanks provided 
by said director of revenue or otherwise, showi.ng the 
quantity a.nd kind of motor fuel or kerosene delivered, 
and the hours and dates of said delivery within forty­
eight hours aft;e:r said deli very." 

Under this statute it is incumbent upon the distributor receiving the 

s.u1piment to comply wi.th the statute. We note that these incentive rates 

wll1 not 1)e applicable unless the di.stributor does comply with the cited 

i->tatute. 

15. Many of the Respondents lease equipment on a percentage 

division of gross revenue derived from the transportation of petroleum 

products. All Respondents, save one, testifying to such arrangements bad 

been exempted from common carrier Rule 14(b) and private carrier Rule 12(b) 

providing "the leasing of equipment or employing drivers, with compensation 

on a. percentage basis dependent on gross receipts, per trip, or for any 

period of time)> is prohibited." One Respondent, not exempt frol:)l sai.d 

rules, prior to September 24, 1965, was granted temporary exemption 

roid. was later exempted from said rules following hearing. Table XIII , 
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which follows, is a tabulation of the percentage division arrangements 

between the named respondents and their lessors. Respondents withhold 

from the compensation paid to lessors, various expenses such as driver 

wages, driver fringe benefits, insurance and safety, workmen's compen­

sation, Federal Old Age Benefits, public liability and property damage 

insurance, Colorado gross ton-mile tax, and group hospital insurance. 

In some cases, fuel, tire and repair costs are withheld where the 

lessor purchases such items through or from Respondent. Table XIII-A 

sets forth examples of settlement made between respondents and lessors 

under the terms of these leasing agreements. 

(TABLES XIII AND XIII-A FOLLOW.) 
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TABLE x;r;r;i.: 

Carrier owner-operator or lessor percentage division of gross .revenue 
derived from the transportation of liquid ietroleum products 

Percent to Percent Percent Tractor Tractor & Driver 
Owner- to to furnished by Trailer with Tractor 

Carrier Opera.tor Lessor Carrier Owner-Operator 'furnished by or Tractor-
or Lessor Owner-Operator Trailer? 

or Lessor yes 

BRI:OOE 9o(l) 10 
75(l) 25 

CHELF 90< 2) 10 x<2) NOR 

CONSOLIDATED 75 25 x x 

DUNIAP 7¢ pef 3) 
Mile 

GROENDYKE 90 10 x 

PETCO 85< 4) 15 x 
90< 5) 10 x 

PIE 75 25 x x 

PHERSON 93 7 x 

RUAN 70< 6) 30 x x 
90 10 x 

WARD 82 24¢(7) 18 x 
90 1¢<8) 10 x 

WRIGHT 93 7 x x 

(1) 90~ of gross revenue to owner of equipment for truck tractor and semi-trailer; 
75% of gross revenue to owner of equipment for truck tractor, Bridge furnish­
ing trailer. 

(2) Leases from tor-hire carriers, from employees and owner-operators somet:i,mes. 

(3) Dunlap leases trailer for 7¢ per mile. 

(4) Intercity leasing 

(5) Line haul leasing 

(6) Combination lease, plus an additional percentage as an agency fee for maintain• 
ing terminal facilities. One truck operation with only ~ompany trailers -
applicable at Grand Junction and La Junta. 

(7) Tractor on mileage basis -- H. B. Ward, Lessor 

(8) Trailer on mileage basis -- H. B. Ward, Lessor 

N 0 R - Not of record 
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~BLE XIII·A 

EXAMPLES OF SETTLEMENTS MADE BETWEEN RESFONDENTS AND LESSORS: 

Lessee Lessor 
Bridge Brothers, Inc. J. R. Harper, LH-121 

Janua.ry 1964 - Lease Settlementetl4o 
Revenue $ 1,903. 

April 1965 - Lease Settlement4'°l55 
Revenue $ 4,106. 

Less 10% 190.38 
Net Revenue 1,713.42 

Expenses: 
Equipment Maintenance, 
Repairs and servicing 
Revenue Equipment 

Transportation: 
Drivers & Helpers 
Fuel-Oil Revenue 
Equipment 
Other 

Insurance: Safety 
Expense, Public 
Liability & Prope1·ty 

4o.11 

315.8o 

291.15 
20.30 

Damage & Cargo Insurance 85.67 
Operating Taxes & Licenses 

Gas, other ;fuel-oil taxes 43.26 
Vehicle License & Regis­

tration Fees 
Social Security Taxes 

Total expenses 

Lessee 
Ward Transport, Inc. 

111.91 
15.24 

April 1964 
Revenue 
Less lO'{o 
Net Revenue 

$2,900.07 
290.01 

2,610.06 
Expenses: 

Equipment Maintenance, 
Repairs and servicing 

Transportation: 
Drivers & Helpers 
Fuel - Oil, Revenue 
Equipment 

Purchased Transportation 

Insurance & Safety: 
Public Liability & 
Property Damage 

Employees Welfare 
Operating Taxes & Licenses: 

Vehicle License & 
Registration Fees 

688.14 

354.42 
375.97 

i16.oo 
5.39 

24o.17 

Total Expenses $1,806.79 

Less lor{o 410.64 
Net Revenue 3,695.76 

27.82 

721.52 

494.08 
28.59 

184.59 

33.61 

77.79 
30.48 

$ l,598.68 

Lessor 
G. c. McKinsey, 10 (Reports 3 & 4) 
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April 1962 
Revenue 
Less lO'{o 
Net Revenue 

$ 2,965.33 
296.~ 

2,668. 

71.25 

691.81 

315.50 
397.6o 

295.56 

$ l,897.29 



> 

The practice of leasing equipment appears to result in lower costs of 

operation to the Respondents and consequently to the shipping public. 

:Based on the length of time lessors have continued to lease equipm~t 

to the Respondents, the divisional and other arrangements between the 

Respondents and the lessors appear to be mutually beneficial. The record, 

however, is inconclusive as to what is actually the case as to the c~-

pensativeness of the various divisions of revenue set out in Table XIII. 

16. Respondents Consolidated, Groendyke, PIE, Petco, Ruan, 

Ward and Wright, developed costs for the transportation of petroleum 

and petroleum products, pursuant to our order, by the application of 

Interstate Commerce Commission Highway Form F formulae to data contained 

in Respondents' 1964 annual report and quarterly reports for the first 

six months of 1965, supplemented by the results of a 6-d.ay operational 

time and motion study in September and October, 1965. The purpose 

of the study was to ascertain Respondents' circuitous mileage, average 

speed of vehicles, driving time expended in line operations and time 

spent by drivers in waiting, loading and unloading. 

17. Consolidated developed actual costs for the transportation 

of petroleum and petroleum products for 320 shipments that moved on the 

traffic study test days as set out in order in Decision No. 65801, 

dated September 14, 1965. Table XIV is a tabulation of the actual costs 

incurred. in the handling of shipments ref erred to therein as examples of 
' 

the manner in which costs were determined and applied. Table X!tl, Summary 

of the traffic study, shows the revenue, costs and profits or loss 

incurred in transporting 320 shipments of petroleum and petroleum 

products on the traffic test days • Table XIV bre.aks the costs of 

transporting the subject commodities into two categories - (1) Line 

haul expenses and (2) Terminal expenses, which categories in turn are 

broken down in detail to show costs incurred in the line haul and at the 

terminal. 

(TABLE XIV follows~ 
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Line 

TABLE XIV 
Examples of out-of-pocket costs, and profits or losses based on said 
costs, on selected shipments of Gasoline, Diesel and Propane trans­
ported by Consolidated Freightways during Traffic study test period 

January 1, l964 - June 30, 1965 
~(Shipment-date) - -~- ~Shipmen~-date ;-

Dupont- Commerce City-
....1i£.!_ Line Haul Expenses Commerce City Colorado Springs 

Feb. 4, 1964 Sept. 9,1964 Mar. 4,1964 

1. 

2. 

-3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8 .. 

9. 

10. 

11 .. 

12 

13. 

14. 
15. 

l6 .. 
17 .. 

Revenue, actual 

Revenue, restated 9-:.24-65 

Round trip distance - Miles 

Rate making distance - Miles 

Tractor-Trailer per mile cost 
(22.28 cents, Line 3 x Line 5) 

Driver wages,(plussed 6.5% ) 

Fringes -(11.89% Line 6) 

Hourly expense of equipment 
@ $1.9969 per hour 

Overhead --(9.7135513 of Lines 6 & 7) 
Terminal Expenses: 
Hourly Expenses 

Fringes - (ll.89% of Line 10) 

Weight (l) Gasoline, (2) Diesel 
(3) Propane @ .00101 per cwt. 

Freight Bill Cost 

$ 19.81 

16.83 

16 

4 

3.56 

2.01 

.24 

1.50 

.22 

6.70 

.80 

(l) 49135) 
.50 

Overhead - (9.71355l% of Lines lO and 11) 
Total 

.65 

.73 
I6.91 

2.90 
-.08 

Line 1 - Line 15 
Line 2 - Line 15 

$ 62.80 

62.80 

144 

69 

32.08 

ll.66 

1.39 

8.99 

1.27 

5.69 

.68 

(l} 53630) 
.54 

.65 

.. 62 
-03-.57 

- .77 
- .77 

$ 62.80 

62.80 

142 

69 

3l.64 

11.23 

1.34 

6 .. 99 

1.22 

4.03 

.48 

(1) 53630} 
.54 

.65 

.44 
58.50 

4.24 
4.24 

(Shipment-date) 
Commerce City­

Leadville 
Nov. 13, 1964 Aug.11,1964 

$ l26.72 

105.53 

238 

115 

53.03 

21.27 (4) 

2.53 

11.98 

2.32 

7.24 

.86 

(l} 53630) 
.54 

.65 

.79 
101.21 

25.51 
4.32 

$ 126.72 

105.53 

238 

115 

53.03 

21.27(4) 

2.53 

ll.98 

2.32 

12.88 

1.53 

(1) 53630) 
.54 

.65 

1.40 
l07-.o3 

19.09 
-2.lO 

(4) 204 Miles @ 8.-55¢ per mile, mountain territory, plussed 6.53. 34 miles @ 7.425¢ per mile, plains territory, plussed 6.5%. 

..:::!" 
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Page 2 of TABLE XIV 

Line 
No. Line Haul Expenses 

1. 

2. 

3. 

4. 

5. 

6. 

Revenue, Actual 

Revenue, restated 9-24-65 

Round trip distance - Miles 

Rate making distance - Miles 

Tractor-Trailer per mile cost 
(22.28 cents, Line 3 x Line 5) 

Driver Wages, plussed 6.53 

7. Fringes - (11.89% Line 6) 

8. Hourly expense of equipment 
@ $1.9969 per hour 

Shipment & Date 
Commerce City­

Denver 
Jan. 18, 1965 

$ 21.63 

16 

$ 17.13 

16 

8 8 

. 48( 5) .48 (5) 
(16 x 2.99¢ per mile) 

16.22(6) 12.85 (6) 

1.18 (7) 1.18(7) 

9. Overhead - (9.7135513 of Lines 6 & 7) 1.58 1.25 

Terminal Expenses: 
10. Hourly Expense 

11. Fringes - (11.89°/o of Line 10) 

12. 

13 .. 

Weight (l) Gasoline, (2} Diesel 
(3) Propane @ .00101 per cwt. 

Freight bill. cost 

(1) 53630) 
.54 

.65 

14. Overhead - (9.7135513 of Lines 10 & 11) ----
15. 

16:._ 

17. 

TOTAL 

Line 1 minus Line 15 

Line 2 minus bine 15 

20.65 

._98 

(1) 53630) 
.54 

.65 

16.95 

.18 

Shipment & Date 
Commerce City­

Red Mountain 
Feh. 15, 1965 

$ 251.06 

265.65 

646 

315 

143.93 

58.34(8) 

6.89 

31.95 

6.35 

15.58 

1.85 

(2) 54683) 
.55 

.65 

1.70 

267.84 

-16 .. 78 

2.19 

.( 

Shipment & Date 
Commerce City­
Idabo Springs 
Mar. 4, 1964 

$ 69.30 

69.30 

66 

33 

14.70 

5.22 

.62 

3.99 

.57 

7.35 

.87 

(3) 37556) 
.38 

.65 

.Bo 

35.15 

34.l.5 

(5) Owner-Operator 
Consolidated trailer 
used @ cost of 2.99¢ 
per mile. 

(6) Owner-operator 
received 75°/o of revenue 
actual or restated, 
for furnishing tractor • 

(7) Hourly cost of 
trailer to 
Consolidated 
42.75¢ 

(8) 606 miles @ 8.55¢ per 
mile, mountain territory, 
plussed 6.5°/o 

40 miles@ 7.425¢ per 
mile, plains territory, 
plussed 6.5°/o 

II\ 
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18. Groendyke developed costs by the application of ICC 

Highway Form F, 9-64, the corrected cost factors developed being those 

shown in Table XT.V-A, for example, for distances 10 to 19 miles and over 

80 miles. The line haul mile cost per gallon of gasoline, where the 

average load, for instance, is 8220 gallons and the distance transported 

over 80 mile~ is 0.0102 cents and the terminal cost is 0.00566 cents. 

Thus for a haul of 200 miles, the out-of-pocket cost per gallon is 

2.04566 cents (0.0102 cents x 200 miles = 2.04 cents plus 0.00566 cents 

for a total per gallon cost of 2.04566 cents). 

19. Petco's costs were developed by the application of ICC 

Highway Form F, 3-58, for exampl~ for distances of 1 to 10 miles and 

240-34o miles as disclosed by Table XIV-A. The line haul cost per 

gallon for diesel fuel, where the average load is 8258 gallons and 

the distance transported 250 mile~ is o.o8871 cents and the terminal 

cost is 0.11811 cents. For a haul of 250 miles the fully allocated 

cost per gallon is 2.237 cents (0.08871 cents x 250 miles = 2.129 

cents plus 0.11811 cents for a total per gallon cost of 2.237 cents). 

20. Ruan's costs, as developed by ICC Highway Form F, 9-64, 

are shown in Table XIV-A for all distances within plains and mountain 

territories. PIE costs were developed in the same manner as were Ruan's. 

For a haul of 100 miles, Ruan 1 s per gallon fully allocated cost for 

transporting gasoline in Plains territory is 1.054396 cents. (Line haul, 

(0.14973¢ ~ 16.12 gal. (100# ; 6.~) = 0.009289 cents per gallon x 100 

miles = 0.9289 cents plus terminal 0.125496 cents (2.023 cents ; 16.12) -

1.054396 cents} Ruan's out-of-pocket cost per gallon, in this instance, 

is line haul, 0.95479 cents (0.13564 cents ; 16.12 gallons (100# : 6.~) = 
o.oo8414 cents x 100 miles = .8414 cents plus terminal 0.11339 cents 

(1.828 cents ~ 16.12)• 0.95479 cents) • . 
21. Respondent Wardjs costs were based on ICC Highway Form F, 

9-64 but without constant unit costs as in the case of Petco and PIE. 

The out-of-pocket cost per gallon to Ward, of transporting diesel fuel in 

Plains territory for a distance of 150 miles, based on an average load of 

7862 gallons, is 1.5863 cents (150 x 0.0104 cents (line haul cost 

per gallon) = 1.521 cents plus 0.0653 cents per gallon (terminal cost 
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per gallon) - total cost per gallon of 1.5863 cents). 

22. Respondent Wright 's costs were developed in a like manner 

to t:hat of Ward. The out-of-pocket cost per gallon to Wright of transport .. 

ing diesel fuel in Plains territory for a distance of 150 miles, based on 

an average load of 8,025 gallons, is 1.3863 cents (150 x o.oo826 a~ts 

(line haul cost per gallon) : l.239 cents plus 0.1473¢ per gallon (terminal . 

cost per gallon) : total cost of 1.3863 cents). 

23. Table XI.V-A, as referred to hereinabove, shows cost factors 

of Groendyke, Petco, Ruan, PIE, Ward, and Wright, used in arriving at tbe 

profit and loss figures set out in tables that follow as they pertain to 

these six Class I Respondents. 

(TABLE XIV-A follows - a 4-page Table) 
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TABLE XIV-A 

Cost factors developed under ICC Highway Form F, 9-64 

ALL TERRITORIES ALL TERRITORIES 
GROUP A COMMODITIES (Gasoline) GROUP B COMMODITIES (Diesel-Jet-Fuel) 

Carrier: GROENDYKE Under 8000 gallons Over 8000 gallons Under 
8000 gal. Over 8000 gallons 

Average load in gallons 1,500 6,000 7,425 s,220 9,053 6,000 8,220 9,053 

Terminal cost by product 
in cents per gallon 0.02135¢ 0000836¢ 0.00700¢ 0.00566¢ . 0.00576¢ 0.00901¢ 0.00609¢ 0.00622¢ 

A: 
Line haul cost 31.8¢ 31.8¢ 31.8¢ 31.8¢ 31.8¢ 31.8¢ 31.8¢ 31.8¢ 

10-19 mile zone: 
Line hourly cost per mile 13 .. 4¢ 13.4¢ 13.4¢ 13.4¢ 13.4¢ 13.4¢ 13.4¢ 13.4¢ 

Line hourly cost per mile 
adjusted for average speed 

( 13\.4 ¢ x • 974) 13.05¢ 13.05¢ 13.05¢ 13 .05¢ 13.05¢ 13.05¢ 13.05¢ 13.05¢ 

Total Line haul cost 44.85¢ 44.85¢ 44.85¢ 44.85¢ 44.85¢ 44.85¢ 44.85¢ 44.85¢ 
CD 
.-::t 

Percentage of loaded to 
empty miles plus 100% 200% 200% 200% 200% 200% 200% 200% 200% 

Total line haul cost per 
loaded mile 89.70¢ 89. 70¢ 89.70¢ 89.70¢ 89. 70¢ 89.70¢ 89. 70¢ 89.70¢ 

Line haul cost per gallon 
per loaded mile 0.0598¢ 0.0150¢ 0.0121¢ 0.0109¢ 0.0099¢ 0.0150¢ 0.0109¢ 0 .. 0099¢ 

B: 
Line haul cost: 

Line mileage cost per mile 31.8¢ 31.8¢ 31.8¢ 31.8¢ 31.8¢ 31.8¢ 31.8¢ 
Over 80-Mile Zone: 

Line hourly cost per mile 11.4¢ 11.4¢ 1L4¢ 11.4¢ ll .. 4¢ 11.4¢ 11.4¢ 
Line hourly cost per mile 

adjusted for average speed (ll.4x.911) 10.38¢ 10.38¢ 10038¢ 10.38¢ 10.38¢ 10.38¢ 10.38¢ 
Total Line haul cost 42.18¢ 42.18¢ 42018¢ 42.18¢ 42.18¢ 42.18¢ 42.18¢ 
Percentage of loaded to empty miles 

plus 100% 199% 199% 199% 199% 199% 199% 199% 
Total line haul cost per loaded milt 83094¢ 83094¢ 83094¢ 83094¢ 83.94¢ 83. 94¢ 83.94¢ 
Line haul cost per gallon per 

loaded mile 0.0140¢ 0.0113¢ 0.0102¢ 0.0093¢ 0.0140¢ 000102¢ 0.0093¢ 



TABLE X1V-A 

Cost Factors developed under ICC Hi§hway Form F 3-58 

Carrier GROUP A COMMODITIES GROU)? B CCICMODI'r:tJ:S 
Under over Under O'ie:r 

PETROLEUM TRANSPORT 8ooo gal. 8ooo gal. 7500 gal. sooo ei· , I , . 

Average load in gallons 7306 8598 7450 8258 

A:. 
Terminal cost by product 

in cents per gallon 0.09439¢ 0.11782¢ o.094o8¢ 0.11811; 

I,ine Haul Cost: 
Line mileage cost per mile 25.461¢ 25.461¢ 25_.461¢ 25.461¢ 
Line hourly cost " " l0.84o¢ ) l0.84o¢ l0.84o¢ io.e40¢ 
(24o miles thru 34o miles) ) 

Total Line haul cost: 36.301¢ 36.301¢ 36.301¢ 36.301¢ 

Percent total miles to 
loaded miles (24o-34o miles) 201.a,, 201.8~ 201.a,, 201,.~ 

Line haul cost per loaded 
mile (24o-34o miles) 73.26; 73.26 ¢ 73.26¢ 73.26; 

Line haul cost per gallon 
per loaded mile 0.010027 ¢ 0.008520¢ 0.009833¢ 0.008871; 
(24o-34o miles) 

B: 

Term.in.al cost by Product in 
Cents per gallon 0.09439¢ 0.11782¢ o.094o8¢ o.1J.81lf' 

Line Haul Cost: 
Line mileage cost per mile 25.461¢ 25.461¢ 25.461¢ 25.461; 
Line hourly cost per mile 

(1=10 miles} 18.353¢ 18.353¢ 18.353¢ 18.3~3; 

Total Line Haul Cost 43.814¢ 43.814¢ 43.814¢ 43.$14; 

Percent total miles to 
loaded miles (l-10 miles) 256.7'-' 256.7<1p 256.7;, 256.11' 

Line haul·cost per loaded 
mile (1-10 miles) 112.47¢ 112.47¢ 112.47¢ ]J.2.47¢ 

Line haul Cost per gallon 
per loaded mile (1-10 
miles) 0.015394¢ 0.013046¢ 0.015096¢ 0.013619; 
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CARRIER: RUAN 

Line haul costs in cents per 
100-pound mile - {Summary 
Schedule Sheet 1, Lines 7-13) 

Constant Unit Costs per hundred 
pound mile - {Schedule A, Sheet 3, 
Line 74) 

Total cost variable with distance 
per hundred-pound mile 

Constant Unit Cost per Cwt. 
(Schedule A, Sheet 3, Line 73) 

Terminal, Billing and Collecting 
Cost per cwt. (Sunnnary Schedule 
Sheet 1, Line 6) 

Total Cost per Cwt., not variable 
with distance 

CARRIER: P, Ii E,. 

Line haul costs in cents per 
100 - pound mile 

Constant Unit Costs per Cwt. Mile 

Total Cost variable with distance 
per Cwt. Mile 

Constant Unit Cost per Cwt. 

Terminal Billing and Collecting 
Cost per Cwt. 

Total cost per cwt. not variable 
with distance 

TABLE XIV-A 
Cost factors from Computation of Costs - ICC Highway Form F, 9-64 

PLAINS TERRITORY 
Gasoline Jet Fuel Fuel Oil 

0.13564¢ 0.13196¢ 0.11538¢ 

0.01409¢ 0.01409¢ 0.01409¢ 

0.14973¢ 0.14605¢ 0.12947¢ 

0.195¢ 0.195¢ 0.195¢ 

1.828¢ 1. 827¢ 1.985¢ 

2.021¢ 2.022¢ 2.180¢ 

ALL TERRITORIES 

GASOLINE 
Under 100 Miles Over 100 Miles 

0.27324¢ 0.12046¢ 

0.017901¢ 0.017901¢ 

0. 291141¢ 0.138361¢ 

0.212¢ 0.212¢ 

1. 759¢ 1. 759¢ 

1. 971¢ 1. 971¢ 

Crude Oil 

0.13917~ 

0.01409¢ 

0.15326¢ 

0.195¢ 

0.937¢ 

1.132¢ 

DIESEL 

MOUNTAIN TERRITORY 
Gasoline Fuel Oil 

0.13175¢ 0.13489¢ 

0.01409¢ 0.01409¢ 

0.14584¢ 0.14898¢ 

0.195¢ 0.195¢ 

2. 068¢ 1. 745¢ 

2.263¢ 1.940~ 

Under 100 Miles Over 100 Miles 

0.22760¢ 0.10034¢ 

0.017901¢ 0.017901¢ 

0.245501¢ 0.118241¢ 

0.212¢ 0.212¢ 

1. 614¢ 1.644¢ 

1.856¢ 1.856¢ 

0 
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CARRIER: WARD TRANSPORT, INC. 

Average load in gallons 

Terminal cost by products in 
cents per gallon 

Line haul cost: 
Line mileage cost per mile 
Line hourly cost per mile 

Over 50-Mile Zone: 
Line hourly cost per mile 
~djusted for average speed 
(.918 x 8.256 - Plains; 
1.201 x 8.256 - Mountain) 

Total Line Haul Cost 

Percentage of loaded to 
empty miles plus 100% 

Total line haul cost per 
loaded mile 

Line haul Cost per gallon 
per loaded mile 

CARRIER: WRIGHT MOTOR LINES, INC. 

Average load in gallons 

Terminal cost by product in 
Cents per gallon 

Line haul cost per mile 

percent total miles to loaded 
miles 

Line haul cost per loaded mile 

Line haul cost per gallon per 
loaded mile 

TABLE XIV-A 
Cost factors from Computation of Costs ICC Highway Form F, 9-64 

PLAINS TERRITORY 
GROUP A COMMODITIES GROUP B COMMODITIES 
Under Over Under Over 

MOUNTAIN TERRITORY 
GROUP A 

COMMODITIES 
GROUP B 

COMMODITIES 
8000 gal: 8000 gal. 7000 gal: 7000 gal: Over 8000 gal. Over 7000 gal. 

6,697 

0.0608¢ 

32.456¢ 
8.256¢ 

7.579¢ 

40.035¢ 

199.1% 

79.710¢ 

8,523 

0.0514¢ 

32.456¢ 
8.256¢ 

7.579¢ 

40.035¢ 

199.1% 

79. 710¢ 

5,683 

0.0653¢ 

32.456¢ 
8.256¢ 

7.579¢ 

40.035¢ 

199.1% 

79. 710¢ 

7,862 

0.0653¢ 

32.456¢ 
8.256¢ 

7.579¢ 

40.035¢ 

199.1% 

79. 710¢ 

8,583 

0.0514¢ 

32.456¢ 
8.256¢ 

9.915¢ 

42.371¢ 

205.5% 

87,072¢ 

7,862 

0.0653¢ 

32.456¢ 
8.256¢ 

9.915¢ 

42.371¢ 

205.5% 

87.072¢ 

o.0119oc o.00929c o.014o:3c o._Ql04c o.01014c o.onoac 

6,219 8,506 -- 8,025 

0.2038¢ 0.1229¢ -- 0.1473¢ 

29.95¢ 29.95¢ -- 29.95¢ 

221. 2% 221. 2% -- 221.2% 

66.25¢ 66.25¢ -- 66.25¢ 

0.01065¢ 0. 00779¢ -- 0,00826¢ 

.-I 
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24. Table XIV-B sets forth the per mile costs of seven 

Class II and III Common Carriers, and three unclassified Private 

Carriers: 

(TABLE XIV-B follows) 
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Part A 

TABLE XIV-B 

Per Mile Costs of Classes 2 & 3 Common 
Carriers and Unclassified private carriers 

Carrier Cost 
Common Carrier Classification Period 

Class No. 
Miles 

Operated 
Expense per miie 

in Dollars in c!nts 

Chandler 3 1964 

Dunlap 2 ( Jan.1,1964 
thru 

June 30, 1965) 123,16o 50,982 

Eveready 3 (Jan. 1, 1965 
thru 

Sept. 30,1965) 209,145 

Klein 

Pherson 

Totals 

Weighted Average 
Cost per Mile 

2 1964 

3 (Jan. 1, 1964 
thru 

June 30, 1965) 

Gh) 92,624 miles @ 68.68¢ per mile 
® 30, 803 " @ 86. 72¢ per mile 

Part B 

Common Carrier 

w. R. Hall 2 Traffic Study 

North Park 2 

443,428 230,806 

92,624 (1964) 63,61~ 
35,520 (1965) 30,80~ 

9,86£] 

41.39 

41.78 

52.05 

68.68 
86.72 

48.86 

Loading and Unloading $6.oo ~r hour 
Cost per load - overhead $1 .50 

(3) 4787 one-wa.y miles x 20~, to arrive at loaded and empty miles 
Qi) Actual opera.ting expenses - no overhead 

PART C 

Private Carrier 

Ashton 

Bridge (Plains Territory) 

Jim Chelf 

Watson 

- 53 -

37.329 

37.00 

41.08 

43.00 



25. The costs developed. by the seven Respondents and, 

tabulated partially or wholly in Tables XIV and XIV-A were applied. to 

the actual movements of petroleum and petroleum products transpo~ted on 

the test days ordered to show the resulting profits or losses. Table 

XV reflects the results of the application of Respondents' costs to 

the test traffic at rates in effect (actual) prior to September 24, 

1965 and at rates in effec~ {proposed.) on September 24, 1965. 

(TABLE XV follows) 

.. 54 -



SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC STUDY 

TABLE xv CONSO~IDATED FREIGHTWAYS CORP. OF DELAWARE 
mNrn PARK CX:CIFulil\I IX 

Number Weight Average P R 0 F I T % 
of per gallons One way REVENUES EXPENSES or.loss · · OPERATING RATIO 

COMMODITY trips Gallons gallon per trip Miles Actual as of 9 24 65 Actual As of 9 24 65 Actual As of Actual 
6 

ASPHALT 2 8 $ 90.27 $ 90.27 T--77.64 -$ - 77.64 $ 12.63 $ 12.63 86.o 

DIESEL 51 411,410 6.9 8067 2944 2861.41 3000.18 2866.64 2863.00 (5.23) 137.18 100.2 95.4 

FUEL OIL 15 117,355 5.5/6.9 7823 1862 1611.14 1655.03 1601.90 1599.40 9.24 55.63 99.4 96.6 
& 7.02 

GASOLINE 133 1,006,225 6.2 7566 5961 6376.0'l 5927.70 6033.65 5928.02 342.42 ( .32) 94.6 100.0 

GASOLINE, 33 261, 545 6.2,6.9,7925 3204 2806.17 2828.70 2865.01 2874.14 (58.84) (45.44)102.1 101.6 
DIESEL, 5.5,7.2 

MISCELLANEOUS 

JET FUEL 6 48,125 6.2,6.9 8020 139 177.28 188.65 158.30 160.64 18.98 28.01 89.3 85.2 

PROPANE 64 564,407 4.2 8818 7741 8200.02 8200.02 7326. 75 7326.75 873.27 873.27 89.4 89.4 
I 

RESIDUAL 16 112,707 7.1,7.5 7044 221 710.28 701.59 528.06 525.74 182.22 175.85 74.3 74.9 lf\ 
lf\ 

FUEL OIL !:J:. !:.!: 
TOTALS 320 2,521,774 7894 22080 $ 22832.64 $ 22592.14 $ 21457.95 $ 21355.33 $1374.69$1.236.81 94.0 94.5 

PACIFIC INTERMOUNTAIN EXPRESS 
OAKLAND, CALIFORNIA 

DIESEL 11 95,475 7.0 8679 242 $ 373.98 $ 3'36. 56 $ 324.24 $ $ 49.74 $ 12.32 86.7 96.3 

GASOLINE 12 101,150 6.2 8429 792 757.32 737.54 739.12 18.20 (1.58) 97.5 100.0 

Gt: :~OLINE~ 
116.57 (17.67) h.2.2. 117.8 96.2 1 i.ESEL 1 82100 6.2,7.0 8100 127 98.90 121.10 

$ 98.7 .,,/\.LS 24 204,725 8402 ·1191 $ 1230. 20 $ 1195.20 $ 1179.93 50.27 $ 15.27 95.9, 



SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC STUDY 
Page 2 of PETROLEUM TRANSPORT COMPANY 
TABLE XV MIDLAND, TEXAS 

~ ·-· P R O F I T % Number Weight Average 
of per gallons One way REV U ES .i (or 19s~) OPERATING RATIO 

. COMMODITY trips Gallons gallon per trip Miles Actual as of 9 24 65 . Actual as of , Actual As of 

--··· -··· --·· '}j_24/65 9/24/65 
AVIATION --

GASOLINE 4 30,900 6.6 7725 35 $ 116.43 $ 80056 $ 7.IJ.06 $ 4L37 . $ 5.,0. 64.4 93.1 

DIESEL 53 372,290 7.0 7024 4163 3245.16 3480.68 3927088 (682.72) (447.20) 121.0 112.8 

FUEL OIL 5 33,150 6.9 6630 428 243.20 265.55 256.16 (12.96) 9o39 105.3 96.5 
' 

GASOLINE 628 4,452,935 602 7090 28489 27556.08 2767L24 29567 .6S (2011.60)(1896.44) 107.2 106.8 

JET FUEL 3 24,250 6.6 8083 183 158.07 150.33 18Ll5 (23.08) (30082) 114.6 120.5 

MIXED 
LOADS TL 2272.2.22 7261 6720 2o:z2.t:t2 2!:t82o44 62'.Zl.12 12,2.6 l!!:toJ 

TOTALS 772 5,510,857 7352 40088 $ 36391.39 $ 37130.80 $ 40279.05 110.7 10805 

I 

RUAN TRANSPORT CORPORATION '° Lr\ 

DES MOINES IowI 

CRUDE OIL 97 7.2 3710 $ 5800.01 $ 6012039 $ 4527.14 $ 1272.87 $1485.25 78ol 75.3 

DIESEL 44 3.38,650 7.1 7696 3693 2922.28 3220.04 2882.17 40.11 337.87 98.6 89.5 

FUEL OIL 19 159,855 7.1 8413 1533 1313.87 1532. 76 1378.47 (64.60) 154029 104.9 89o9 

GASOLINE 380 3,,441,875 602 9057 26391 26621.34 26349.04 24563.18 2058.16 1785.86 92o2 93o2 

JET FUEL 16 153,850 6.4 9615 156 333.80 335040 326.49 7 o.31 8.91 97.8 97.J 

MIXED LOADS 88 76611010 870!1: 620.2 6220089 6262020 6 ,2!±1. O!:t 379.85 628.46 9!:to,2 ~ 
TOTALS 644 4,860,240 8697 42386 $43712019 $44419013 $ 40018.49 $ 3693. 70 $ 4400.64 91.5 90.0 



SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC STUDY 
Page 3 of WARD TRANSPORT~ INC. 
TABLE xv PUEBLO, COLORADO --- % 

-----~-----

Number Weight Average PROFIT 
of per gallons One way REVENUES EXPENSES arloss ; OPERATING RATIO 

COMMODITY Trips Gallons gallon per trip Miles Actual as of 9 24 65 Actual Actual as of Actual As of 
2L24L62 9L24L65 

BURNER FUEL 2 10,800 7.8 5400 177 $ 239.69 $ 239.69 $ 169.55 ·······~$- 70.14 $ 70.14 70.7 70.7 

DIESEL 28 209,500 7.0 7482 3602 2641.26 2761.64 3252.56 (611.30) (490.92)123.1 ll7.7 

GASOLINE 300 2,296,835 6.0 7656 27762 20914.20 21367.89 23702.43 (2788.23) (2334.54)113.3 110.9 

JET FUEL 12 103,000 6.5 8583 598 625.36 589.10 533. 73 91.63 55.,37 85.2 90.4 

KEROSENE 4 30,000 6.7 7500 150 168.01 167.07 147.61 20.40 19.46 87.5 88.0 

MIXED LOADS 80 599,025 7487 8641 6324. 52 6526.64 7475.22 (1150.70) (948.58)118.2 114.5 

PROPANE 63 549,403 4.25 8720 4947 6427.43 6427.43 5095.10 1332.23 13.32.23 79.2 79.2 

ROAD OIL 31 3611 3347.21 3347.21 2378. 95 968.26 968.26 71.0 71.0 
t-
l[\ 

FLOTATION OIL l 6,600 9.8 6600 69 69.17 69.17 49.83 19.34 19.34 72.0 72.0 

INDUSTRIAL 11 l 22766 8 5766 !J; ,24.68 ,24.68 9.98 24.70 24.70 28.7 28.7 
TOTALS 522 3,810,929 7300 49561 $40791.53 $41530. 52 $42814.96 $(2023.43)$(1284.44)104.9 103.0 

WRIGHT MOTOR LINES 2 INC. 
ROCKY FORD COLORADO 

FUELS 9 65,900 7.0 7322 1514 $ 930.57 $ 1028.05 $ 1029.62 $ (99.05) $ (lo 57)110.6 100.0 

GASOLINE 20 1412620 6.1 7082 1891 1417.71 1,286.1;2 1488.49 {70.~ 102.36)104.9 107.3 
TOTALS 29 207,550 7156 3405 $ 2348.28 $ 2414.18 $ 2518.11 $(1€9-:83 $ 103 093)107 .2 104.3 



Page la of 
TABLE XV 

SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC STUDY 
GROENDYKE TRANSPORT, INC . (x) 

ENID, OKLAHOMA 

~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

Number Weight Average p R o F I T % 
of per gallons One way R E V E N U E S E X P E N S E S (or loss) OPERATING RATIO 

COMMODITY trips Gallons gallon per trip Miles Actual As of 9/24/65 Actual As of 9/24/65Actual As of Actual As of 
9/24/65 9/24/65 

DIESEL 14 1'04,42? 6.7 & 7 7459 967 $ 740.85 $ 841.10 $ 818.62 $ 818.62 $(77.77) $ 22.48 110.5 97.3 

FUEL OIL 5 37,330 6.7, 7, 7466 563 412.66 419.29 479.58 479.58 (66.92) (60.29) 116.2 114.4 
8 

GASOLINE 132 974,270 6 7381 7002 6365.81 6146.36 5953.76 5953.76 412.05 192.60 93.5 96.9 

GASOLINE, 
DIESEL, & 
MISC. 48 379,160 6.6, 7.7 7899 4673 3799.00 3969.25 4007.32 4007.32 (208.32) (38.07) 105.5 101.0 

JET FUEL 8 67,695 6.5, 6.7 8462 282 353.75 310.50 238.08 238.08 115.67 72.42 67.3 76.7 

PROPANE _1_ 27,506 4.5 9169 358 _461 • .21_ 461.9,3 381.56 381.56 85.75 'fl_.87 81.7 82.7 co 
TOTALS 210 1,590,386 7574 13845 $12139.38 $12147.93 $11878.92 11878.92 $260.46 $269.01 97.9 97.8 lJ"\ 

I 

(x) Traffic study here reflects only those shipments transported outside the metropolitan area of Denver. 
Expenses are based on the costs shown in Table XIV-A. 



The following oper~ting ratios 3 based on out-of-pocket costs, 

are disclosed by the cost study~ 

Operating Ratio % 
Carrier Actual As of 9/24/65 

Consolidated 
Groend.yke 
P.I E. (1) 
Petco (1) 
Ruan 

94 
97•9 
e9.2 

102.9 
91.5 

104.9 
107.2 

94.5 
97.8 
91.8 

100.9 
90.0 

103.0 
104.3 

wara. 
Wright 

(1) shown in Table XV as 95.gfo and 98.?fo in the case of 
PIE and 110.7% and lo8.5% in the case of Petco. Fully 
allocated cost ratios converted to out-of-pocket cost 
ratios by dividing fully allocated cost ratios by 107.53 
(100 ; 93 = 107.53). The cost studies of PIE and Petco 
determined fully allocated costs whereas the costs shown 
for other Respondents are out-of-pocket costs. 

26. Tables XVI and XVI-A set forth the revenues, expenses, 

profits and losses and operating ratios of the seven Class I Respondents 

as they relate to the traffic on which we are requested to prescribe 

rates. Table XVI shows the net results of rates in effect prior to 

and on September 24, 1965 on the traffic covered by Respondents' traffic 

studies. The costs of all Respondents, are out-of-pocket costs. Table 

XVI-A discloses the operating ratios by commodities and reflects out-of-

pocket costs in the case of all Respondents. The costs of Respondents 

PIE and Petco, shown in Table XVI;> have been determined by dividing the 

costs shown in Table XV by 10'7c53 to arrive at the out-of-pocket cost. 

(100; 93: 107.53). Table XVI=B is a summary of the traffic studies of 

four Class II and Class III Common Carriers and four unclassified Private· 

Carriers showing the commodities handled, revenues, expenses, profit or 

loss and operating ratios, Table XVI-C shows revenues, expenses, profit 

and losses, by commodities of the aforementioned Common and Private 

carriers. 

(TABLE5 XVI!! XVI-A!! XVI-B, XVI-C follo~0 ) 
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Page 1 S1Jl1Ml\RY OF TRAFFIC STUDIES pertaining to those petroleum products 
which were transported at rates in effect on (1) SeQtember 24,1965 

TABLE XVI and (2) in effect between January 1, 1964 and June 3tr. 1%S. 

CONSOLIDATED. FRE.IGHTWAYS CORPORATION 

COMM:ODITY Number One Way Based on out-of-eocket costs OPERATING 
of gallons Miles R E V E N U E E X P E N S E Profit or Loss RATIO 

trips Actual As of Actual As of Actual As of Actual As of 
9/24/65 9/24/65 9/24/65 9/24/65 

io io 

DIESEL 51 411,410 2944 $ 2861.41 $ 3000.18 $ 2866.64 $ 2863.00 $ (5.23) $ 137.18 100.2 95.4 

FUEL OIL 15 117,355 1862 1611.14 1655.03 1601. 90 1599.40 9.24 55.63 99.4 96.6 

GASOLINE 133 1,006,225 5961 6376.07 5927 e 70 6033.65 5928.02 342.42 (.32) 94.6 100.0 

GM2~~~E- 33 261,545 3204 2806.17 2828.70 2865.01 2874.14 (58.84) (45.44) 102.1 101.6 

JET FUEL 6 481125 139 177. 28 188.65 158.30 160.64 18.98 28.01 89.3 85.2 

TOTALS. na 1,844,660 14110 $ 13832' 07 $ 13600,26 $ 13525.50 $ 13425,20 $ 306.57 $ 175~06 97.8_ 98.7 

GRpENQYKE TRANSPORT 3 INC. j 

DIESEL 14 104,425 967 $ 740.85 $ 841. 10 $ 818.62 $ 818. 62 $ (77. 77) $ 22.48 110.5 97.3 

FUEL OIL 5 37,330 563 412.66 419.29 479.58 479.58 (66.92) (60.29) 116. 2 114.4 

GASOLINE 132 974,270 7002 6365.81 6146.36 5953.76 5953.76 412.05 192. 60 93.5 96.9 

- GASOLINE- 0 

~DIESEL- 48 379,160 4673 3799.00 3969.25 4007.32 4007.32 (208.32) (38. 07) 105,5 101.0 l.Q 

MISC. 

JET FUEL 8 671695 282 353.75 310 1 50 238.08 238.08 115.67 72.42 67.3 76.7 

TOTALS 207 l .~2.8_ao 13-48_7 $ 11672.07 $ 11686. 50 $ 11497 e 36 $ 11497.36 $ 174.71 $ 189.14 .filL.2 98.4 

PACIFIC INTERMOUNTAIN EXPRESS 

DIESEL 11 95,475 242 $ 373.98 $ 336.56 $ 301. 62 (1) -- $ 72.36 $ 34.94 80.7 89.6 

GJ\.SOLINE 12 101,150 792 757.32 737.54 $ 687.55 (1) -- 69. 77 49.99 90.8 93.2 

GASOLINE-
BIES EL 1 8.100 _lll_ 98.90 121. 10 108.44 (1) ---- (9.54) 12.66 109.6 89.5 

TOTALS 24 204. 725 1191 $ 1230.20 $ 1195' 20 $ 1097.61 (1) = $ 132' 59 $ 97.59 89.2 91.8 

(1) SEE EXPLANATION ON PAGE -'"' THIS TABLE. 



SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC STUDIES pertaining to those petroleum products 
Page 2 which were transported at rates in effect on (1) September 24,1965 
TABLE XVI and (2) in effect between January 1, 1964 and June 30, 1965 

PETROLEUM TRANSPORT CO 
Nu~~er One way Based on out-of-Eocket costs OPERATING 

COMMODITY Trips gallons Miles REVENUE EXPENSE Profit or Loss RATIO 
Actual 9'f ~4?G5 Actual 9'/24?G5 

Actual 9'f ~4?G5 Actual 9i~4?G5 % 

DIESEL 53 372' 290 4163 $ 3245.16 $ 3480.68 $ 3653.84 (1)$ -- $ (408.68) $ (173.16) 112 .6 105.0 
--FUEL OIL 5 33,150 428 243.20 265.55 256 .16 (1) ( 12.96) 9.39 105.3 96.5 

GASOLINE 628 4,452,935 28489 27556.08 27671.24, 27504.82 -- 51.26 166.42 99.8 99.4 

~iSOLpm 
(1) 

via ion) 4 30,900 35 116. 43 80.56· 69. 82 (1) -- 46.61 10.74 60.0 86.7 

JET FUEL 3 24,250 183 158.07 150.33 168.51 -- (10.44) (18.18) 106.6 112.1 

MIXED LOADS (1) 
Gasoline, 79 597,332 6790 5072 .45 5282.44 5833.60 -- (761.15) (351.16) 115.0 106.4 
Diesel, et~ --

TOTALS 772 5.510.857 40088 $ 36391. 39 $ 37130.80 $ 37486. 75 (1) -- $ (1095. 36) $ (355.95) 103.0 101.0 

RUAN TRANSPORT CORPORATION 
.-I 

DIESEL 44 338,650 3693 $ 2922.28 $ 3220.04 $ 2887.17 -- $ 40.11 $ 337.87 98.6 89. 5 '° 
GASOLINE 380 3,441,875 26391 26621. 34 26349.04 24563.18 -- 2058.16 1785.86 92.2 93.2 

JET FUEL 16 153,850 156 333.80 335.40 326.49 -- 7.31 8.91 97.8 97.3 

MIXED LOADS 
Gasoline, 88 766,010 6903 6720.89 6969.50 6341. 04 -- 379.85 628.46 94.3 90.9 Diesel 

FUEL OIL 19 159i855 1533 1313.87 1532.76 1378.47 -- {64. 60} 154.29 104.9 89.9 

TOTALS 547 4.860.240 38676 $ 37912.18 $ 38406.74 $ 35496. 35 $ 2420.83 $ ~15.39 93.6 92.4 

(1) Fully allocated costs converted to out-of-pocket costs shown here by 
dividing fully allocated costs shown on Table XV by 107.53 



WARD TRANSPORTz INCo SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC STUDIES pertaining to those petroleum products 
which were transported at rates in effect on (1) September 24,1965 

Page 3 of and (2) in effect between January lj 1964 and June 30, 1965 
TABLE XVI -.... 

Number Based on out-of-pocket costs OPERATING 
of One Way REVENUE EXPENSE PROFIT OR LOSS RATIO 

COMMODITY trips Gallons Miles Actual As of Actual As of Actual As of Actual As of 
9/24/65 9/24/65 9/24/65 9/2.4/65 

DIESEL 28 209,,500 3602 $ 2641 .. 26 $ 2761064 $ 3252056 = $ (61L30) $ (490.,92) 123ol 11707 

GASOLINE 300 2,296,835 27762 20914 • .20 21367089 23702.43 -- (2788023) (2334.54) 11303 ll0o9 

JET FUEL 12 103,000 598 625 .. 36 589 .. 10 533. 73 -- . 91.63 55.37 85.2 90.4 

KEROSENE 4 30,000 150 168.01 167.07 147.61 -- 20.40 19.46 87.5 88.0 

MIXED LOADS 
(Gasoline 

6226.64 f i120.70~ t 29:8.28~ 118.2 114.2 Diesel) 80 2291025 869:1 6,2240 52 79:.72·22 --
TOTALS 424 3,238,360 40753 $ 30673035 $ 31412034 $ 35111.55 $ 4438020 $ 3699021 114.,5 111.8 

I 

E\J 
\CO 

WRIGHT MOTOR LINES 
r .-. 

INC. 

FUELS 9 65,900 1514 930.57 1028.05 1029.62 -- ( 99.05) (1. 57) 110.6 100.,0 

GASOLINE 20 1411620 1891 1417.71 1,286 .. 1,2 1488.2:9 -- h70.7#- 102. 6 109:.9 107.,2 
TOTALS 29 207,550 3.405 $ 2348 .. 28 $ 2414.,18 $ 2518.ll -- $ i6·9-.83 $ 103 .. 93 107.2 10403 



PART "A" 
REVENUES, EXFENSES, PROFIT AND LOSS, ETCo, INCURRED BY SEVEN CLASS I 
RESPONDENTS ON PETROLEUM TRAFFIC HANDLED DURING TRAFFIC TEST PERIOD 

Page l of TABLE XVI=A January 12 1964 thru June 30. 1965 _ __.,,.-~.--~-
Number Based on out-of-pocket costs OPERATING 
of One Way REVENUE EXPENSE PROFIT OR rnss RATIO 

Commodity trips Gallons Miles Actual As of Actual As of Actual As of Actual As of 
9/24/65 9/24/65 9/24/65 9/24/65 

DIESEL 

Consolidated 51 411,410 2944 $ 2861.41 $ 3000018 $ 2866064 $ 2863000 $ (5o23) $ 137 .18 10002 95o4 
Groen dyke 14 104,425 967 740085 841040 818062 818062 (77.77) 22.78 11005 97.3 
Po I. E. 11 95,475 242 373098 336056 (1) 301.62 (1) 30lo62 72036 34.94 80.7 89.6 
Petco 53 372,290 4163 3245016 3480068 (1) 3653084 (1)3653.84 (408.68) (173.16)112.6 105.0 
Ruan 44 338,650 3693 2922.28 3220.04 7882,17 2888~17 40oll 337.87 98.6 89.5 
Ward 28 209,500 3602 2641.26 2761.64 3252.56 3252.,6 (611.30) (490 .. 92)123.1 117.7 
Wright 2 62 1900 .lli! 920. 57 1028002 1029062 1022 .. 62 { 22.02~ ~ 1.57)110.6 100.0 
TOTALS 210 l,597,650 17125 $ 13715.51 $ 14668.55 $ 14805007 $ 14801.43 (1089 056 (132. 88)107 0 9 100.9 

GASOLINE 

Consolidated 133 1,006,225 5961 $ 6376.07 $ 5927 0 70 $ 6033.65 $ 5928002 $ 342.42 $ ( .32) 94.6 100.0 
Groendyke 132 974,270 7002 6365.81 6146.,36 5953. 76 5953. 76 412005 192.60 93.5 96.9 
P. I. E. 12 101,150 792 757.32 737 .54 (l) 6$7.,55 (1) 687 0 55 69.77 49.99 90.8 . 93,;2 (Y) 

Petco 628 4,452,935 28489 27556.08 27671.24 (1) 27504.82 (1) 27504.82 51.26 166.42 99.8 
\.0 

99.4 
Ruan 380 3,441,875 26391 26621.34 26349.04 24563.18 24563.18 2058.16 1785.86 92.2 93.2 
Ward 300 2,296,835 27762 20914.20 21367.89 23702.43 23702.43 ( 2788.23) ( 2334. 54) 113 .3 110.9 
Wright ZL 141,650 1891 1417.71 1386.13 1488.49 14$8.49 (?0.78) (102.36)104.9 10703 

-TOTALS 1695 12,414,940 98288 $ 90008.53 $ 89585.90 $ 89933.88 $ 89828.25 74.65 (242.35) 99 0 9 100.3 

GASOLINE - AVIATION -·--

Petco 4 30,900 35 116.43 so.56 69.82 69.82 $ 46,61 $ 10.74 60.,0c 86.,7 

GASOLINE - DIESEL 

Consolidated 33 261,545 3204 $ 2806.17 $ 2828.70 $ 2865.01 $ 2874.14 $ (58.84) $ (45.44)102.1 101.6 
Groendyke 48 379,160 4673 3799.00 3969.25 4007.32 4007.32 (208.32) (38.07)105.5 101.0 
PIE 1 8,100 157 98.90 121.10 (1) 108.44 (1) 108.44 (9.54) 12.66 109.6 89.5 
Petco 79 597,332 6790 5072.45 5482.44 (1) 5833.60 (1) 5833.60 (761.15) (351.16)11; .. o 106.4 
Ruan 88 766,010 6903 6720 .. 89 6969.50 6341.04 6341.04 379.85 628.46) 94.3 90.9 
Ward 80 599,025 8641 6324.52 6526.64 7475;,22 7475.22 iJ.150.o.701 (948.58)118.2 ~ 
TOTALS 329 2,611,172 30368 $ 24821.93 $ 25897.63 $ 2663006.3 $ 26639.76 $(1808.70) (742.13)107.3 102.9 

( 1) Fully at').ocg,ted c0s0::> c .. inverted to out of pocket costs shewn here by dividing fully allocated 
costs shc.:'<,:n 0.,.1 Table XVI by 107. 53. 



PART "A" (continued) 
Page 2 of TABLE XVI-A --REVENUES, EXPENSES, PROFIT AND LOSS• ETC. 9 incurred by Seven Class I Respondents 

on Petroleum Traffic handled during Traffic Test Period, January 1, 1964 thru 

Commodity 

JET FUEL 

Consolidated 
Groendyke 
Petco 
Ruan 
Ward 
TOTALS 

FUEL OIL 

Consolidated 
Groend'yke 
Petco 
Ruan 
TOTALS 

KEROS:E_NE 

Wan:I 

DIESEL 

GASOLINE 

GASOLINE­
DIESlL 

JET FUEL 

FUEL OIL 

KEROSENE 

GASOLINE· 
AVIATION 

TOTALS 

June 30,1965 
Number 

of 
trips 

6 
8 
3 

16 
a 
46 

15 
5 
5 

19 
44 

4 

210 

Gallons 

48125 
67695 
24250 

163850 
103000 
39 6,9 20 

117355 
37330 
33150 

159855 
347,690 

30000 

1,597,650 

1605 12,414,940 

329 2,611,172 

45 396, 920 

44 347,690 

4 30,000 

4 30, 900 

2 2 41 l 7' 42 9. 2 7 2 

One Way 
Miles 

139 
282 
183 
156 
598 

J.3 58 

18 62 
563 
428 

1533 
4,38 6 

150 

17, 125 

98,288 

30,368 

l,358 

4,386 

150 

35 

151,710 

Based on out-of .. pocket costs OPERA TI NG 
R E V E N U E EXPENSE PROFIT OR LOSS RATIO 

Ac tu al 

$ 177.28 
353.75 
158. 0 7 
333.80 
625.36 

$ l.648. 26 

$ 1611. 14 
412.66 
243.20 

1313. 87 
$ 3,5 8 0. 8 7 

$ 168,01 

$ 13715. 51 

90008. 53 

24821.93 

1648.26 

3580.87 

168.0l 

116.43 

$134,059. 54 

As of 
9/24/6~ 

$ 188.65 
310.50 
150.33 
33 5. 40 
58 9. 10 

$ 1,57 3. 98 

$ 1655. 03 
419.29 
265. 55 

1582. 76 
$ 3,8 72. 63 

Actual 

$ 158.30 
238.08 

(1) 168. 51 
326.49 
533. 73 

$ 1,425, 11 

$ 1601. 90 
479.58 
256. 16 

1378,47 
$ 3,716. 11 

$ 167.07 $ 147.61 

As of 
9/24/Effi 

$ 160.64 
238.08 

(1) 16 8. 51 
32 6. 49 
5"33. 73 

$ 1,427 .45 

$ 1599.40 
479.58 
256.16 

1378.47 
$ 3,713. 61 

Actual 

$ 18.98 
115. 67 
(10.44) 

7. 31 
91. 63 

$ 223. 15 

$ 9,24 
(66. 92) 
(12.96) 
(64.60) 

$(135.24) 

$ 147.61 $ 20.40 

As of Actual 
9/24/65 

$ 28.01 
72.42 

(18. 18) 
8.91 

55.37 
$ 146.53 

$ 55.63 
(60. 29) 

9.39 
154.29 

$ 159.02 

$ 19,46 

"/o 

8 9. 3 
67.3 

10 6. 6 
9 7. 8 

~ 
8 6. 5 

99.4 
116. 2 
10 5. 3 
104, 9 
10 3, 8 

8 7. 5 

P A R T B RECAPITULATION 

$ 14668.55 $ 14805.07 $ 14801. 43 $(1089. 56) $(132. 88) 107.9 

89585.90 89933.88 89828.25 74.05 (242.35) 99.9 

25897.63 26630. 63 26639.76 (1808.70) (742.13) 107.3 

1573.98 1425.11 1427.45 223.15 146.53 8 6. 5 

3872,63 3716.11 3713.61 (131>.24) 159.02 1oa.s 

167. 0 7 147.61 147.61 20.40 19.46 87.i 

80.56 69,82 69.82 46.61 10.74 6 0. 0 

$ 1 3 5,8 4 6 • 3 2 $ 1 3'6. 7 2 8 • 2 3 $131,627.93 $(2,EHlB. 69) $(781. 61) 101.9 

As of 
9/24/65 

"/o 

85.2 
7 6. 7 

112. l 
97.3 
90.4 
90. 7 

96.6 
114.4 

96.5 
89,9 
95.9 

8 8. 0 

100.9 

100.3 

102.f 

90. '1 

95.9 

88. 0 

86.7 

100.5 

"<!' 
ltO 



Page ~ c;>f 
Tl\BLE XVI-B SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC STUDIES pertaining to those petroleum products 

which were transported at rates in ef'fect on {l) September 24,1965 
and (2) in effect between January 1,1964 and June 30, 1965. 

EVEREADY FREIGHT SERVICE, INC. , .;:· , . ---:. . _ , . ·----. 
Number Weight Average \. ;.l,, ,·· P R,.'Q0FJ,~.:~"- e. :«'. '' •,:,:: 

of' per gallons One way RE VE N U E S E X P EN SE S {or· lossJ · OPERATING RATIO 
COMMODITY trips Gallons gallon per trip Miles Actual as of 9/24/65 Actttal As of 9/24/65 Actual as of Actual As of 

9/24/65 9/?.4165 

Gasoline 5 43,963 6.15 el793 646 $ 597 .. 11 $ 597.11 $ 560.97 $ 560 .. 97 $ 36.14 $ .36 .. 14 93.9% 9.3.9% 

Gasoline & 
Diesel 

Totals 

l 

6 

9,500 6.15 & 9500 
1 

53,463 8911 

W. R. HALL TRANSPORTATION & STORAGE CO. 

Diesel 

Gasoline 

Gasoline, 
Diesel & 
Misc. 

.3 

36 

3 

19,500 7 

310,500 6 

19,420 6, 7 

6500 

8625 

6473 

Fuel Oil 
Totals 

!.. 8,950. 6.7, 7 ~ 
43 358,J?O 8334 

FRANK C. KLEIN & CO., INC. 

Gasoline 10 

Gasoline, 
Diesel & 

Misc. 11 

Totals 21 

78,500 6.2 

85,700 6.7 & 
~ 

164,200 

7850 

7791 

7819 

171 

817 

426 

3774 

58.4 

-1 
4787 

914 

918 

1832 

176.66 

$ 773.77 

$ 327.30 

J,625.33 

499.87 

,28.~0 
$4,490.90 

$ 982.86 

$ 947.40 

$1,930.26 

176.66 173 .. 89 173.89 2.77 2.77 98.4% 98.4% 

$ -773.77 -$-?3L;.-86-- $ 734.86 $Jf:f.91 $38.91 95.0% 95.0% 

$ 339.84 $ 391.77 $ 391.77 $(64.47) $(51.93)119.7% 115.3% 

3,470.18 3,366.41 3,366.41 258.92 103.77 92.8% 97.0% 

497.82 511.17 511.17 (ll.30) (13.35)102.3% 102.7% 

22.,28 17.86 17-!'8~. 20 .. 54 4.52 ~ 79.~ 
$4,330.22 $4,287.21 $4,287.21 $203.69 $ 43.01 95.5% 99.0% 

$ 794.73 $ 951.51 $ 951.51 $ 31.35 $(156.78)96.8% 119.7% 

848.92 955.65 955.65 (8.25) (106.73)100.8% 112.5% 

$1~643 .. 65 $1,907.16 $i,907:l6 $ 23.16-$(263.51)-98.8%-ll.6~0% 

I 

~ 

'° 
I 



Page 2 of 
TABLE XVI-B 

NORTH PARK TRANSPORTATION CO. 
Number 

COMMODITY Of Gallons 
trips 

Diesel 1 6700 

Gasoline 5 45000 

Gasoline & 
Diesel _1._ 20220 

Totals 9 72650 

SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC STUDIES pertaining to those petroleum products 
which were transported at rates in effect on (1) September 24,1965 

and ( 2) in effect 'betwe~n January_l_L 1964 and June 30 ,19~5 

- ·~ --·"" 
~\l'>"'•'' PR o F ·r-T · "·~-~·":.~~ Weight Average 

per gallons One way REVENUES E x P E N s :h:. s · ~ · · · Jor ·ross) · · · · OPERAi'tNG RATIO 
gallon per trip Miles Actual as of 9/24/65 Actual As of 9/24/65 Actual as of Actual as of 

9i.24L65. 9.L24/65. 

6.9 6700 47 $ 87.63 $ 106.27 $ 97.77 $ 97.77 $(10ol4) $ 8.50 lllo5% 92o0% 

6.1 9000 435 587.75 450.00 547075 547.75 40.00 (97.75) 93.1% 121. 7% 

601, 6983 196 .'.32L33 .1Z5.Q6 312.~Q - 312 0 20_ - __2_J._J_ 1~86_ 91.1%_ 96.0% 
6.9 

8072 678 $ 996.71 $ 881.33 $ 957.72 $ 957.72 $ 38.99 $(76.39) 96.0% 108.6% 
I 

'° '° 



~Hfi:3i&t-B 
Number 

of 

SUMMARY OF TRAFFIC STUDIES pertaining to those petroleum products * 
which were transported at rates in effect on (1) September 24, 1965 

and (2) in effect b~tween Jarruary l~ 196~_t:lnd Jyn~1Qj J.965 

One way R E V E N U ~ §___ E X P E N S -E- S - ~ofit orLoss OPERATING RATIO 
COMMODITY trips Gallons 

Weight 
per · 

gallon 

Average 
gallons 

per trip Miles Actual as of Actual as of Actual as of Actual as of 
21_24165 9/24/65 _ 9l2.1+L65 -~- _ _ _ 9/24/65 

ASHTON TRUCKING COo 
Diesel 2 
Fuel Oil 2 
Gasoline 7 
Gasoline & 

Diesel 14 

Totals 25 

BRIDGE BROTHERS 
Diesel 2 
Gasoline 54 
Gasoline & 

Diesel -1..2__ 
Totals 95 

JIM CHELF, INCo 
Diesel 4 
Gasoline 24 
Gasoline & 

Diesel 11 
Totals 39 

PAT GRIFFIN CO. 
Gasoline 51 

WATSON FREIGHT LINE 
Fuel .3 
Gasoline 7 
Propane _.!l 
Totals 19 

15680 
15766 
62233 

7o08 
7o00 
6020 

7840 
7883 
8890 

119478 602, ?oO 
&708 8534 

213157 8526 

12500 
386225 

272906 
671631 

31550 
172300 

76400 
280250 

7 
6 

Q_!_1 

6250 
7152 

6998 
7070 

7o2 7895 
602 7179 

602 & 7o2 2.ru 
7186 

.374200 6 73.37 

2.3450 
52386 
56687 

132523 

7 
6.1 
~ 

7816.6 
7483.7 
6298.5 
6974.8 

334 
347 

1111 

~ 
4'147 

86 
2873 

~ 
6102 

138 
1256 

~ 
2618 

3.315 

201 
475 
630 

1306 

$ 263090 
273018 
992017 

19500 53 
$3479078 

$ 82a31 
2354.46 

2176017 
$4612094 

$ 16L35 
1126.91 

8900 52 
$2178078 

$2593.19 

$ 237.20 
56L72 
617.89 

$1416081 

$ 254.95 $ 249036 
263041 259006 
869013 829046 

1818013 1758021 
$3205062 $3096.09 

$ 69092 $ 6Jo64 
2369.24 2126002 

2309092 2325082 
$4749008 $4515048 

$ 173051 $ 113044 
1067071 1032046 

909.47 1006.12 
$2150069 $2152002 

$2507.15 

$ 176.58 $ 172.86 
405.39 403034 
617.89 518.58 

$1199086 $1094078 

$ 249036 $ 14054 $ 5o59 
259006 14012 4.35 
829046 162071 39067 

94o5% 
9408% 
8306% 

9708% 
98oJ% 
95o4% 

1758021 192032 59092 90ol 96.7_ 
$J096o09 $38Jo69 $109o5J 89oO% 9606% 

$ 63064 $ 18067 $ 6.28 77o3% 9lo0% 
2126002 22804/+ 243022 90oJ% 89o7% 

2325082 (149065) (15090) 10609% 10007% t::­

$4515048 $ 97046 $233060 97o9% 95.1% '-0 

$ 113044 $ 47091 $ 60.07 70o3% 65o4% 
1032046 94c45 35.25 91.6% 96o7% 

1006.12 (115060) ~ 113.0% 11006% 
$2152002 $ 26.76 $-r~33Y 9808% 10001% 

$ 172.86 $ 64.34 $ J.72 
403.34 158.38 2~05 
218058 99.Jl ~ 

$1094078 $322003 $105.08 

7208% 
71.8% 
~ 
77o2% 

97.8% 
99.4% 
~ 
9L2% 

*Traffic study here reflects only those shipments transported outside the Metropolitan area of Denver. 
Expenses are based on the costs shown in XIV-B Table 



PART 11A11 

REVENUES, EXPENSES, PROFIT AND LOSS, ETC o , INCURRED BY FOUR CLASSES II 
AND III COMMON CARRIER RESPONDENTS ON PETROLEUM TRAFFIC HANDLED DURING 

Page 1 of TABLE XVI-C TRAFFIC TEST PERIOD JANUARY 1 2 1964 thru JUNE 30@ 19650 
Number OPERATING 
of One Way R E V E N U E E X P E N S E ·- PRC5F'IT OR IDSS RA.TIO 

Commodity trips Gallons Miles Actual As of Actual As of Actual As of Actual As of 
----- - - ·---- --- 9/24/65 9/24/65 9/24/65 9/24/65 

DIESEL 

Eveready 
Freight 

W.R.Hall * 3 19500 426 $ 327 .30 $ 339.84 $ 391.77 $ .391.77 $ (64.47) $ (51.93) 119,,7% 115.3% 
Klein & Co.*-= 
North Park l 6700 47. 87.62 106027 97 0 '11. 97. 0 7.7. ~10.14) 8.20 11L2~ 92o0~ 
Totals 4 26200 473 $ 414.93 $ 446oll $ 489.54 $ 489.54 $ (74.61) $ (43.43) 118.0%- 10907% 

GASOLINE 
Eveready# 5 43,963 646 $ 597.11 $ 597.11 $ 560.97 $ 560.97 $ 36.l.4 $ 36.14 93.9% 9Jo9% 
W. R.Hall* 36 310:;500 3774 .3, 625 .,).3 3,470.18 3,366.41 J,.366.41 258.92 103.77 9.2.8% 97.0% 
Klein & Co*lO 78,500 91.4 982.86 794. 73 95L51 951. 51 Jl.35 (156.78) 96.8% 119.7% 
North Park .L !±2 1000 ill 2s:z.12 9.:20.00 2!t7.·'.l2 2!:t7°72 9:,0oOO {27°72.l 2,2ol~ 1.21.7'/:. 
Totals 56 477,963 5769 $5,793.05 $5,312.02 $5Jl426.64 $5,426.64 $ 366.41 $(114.62) 93.7% 102.2% 

GASOLINE 
*- This Carrier also holds private carrier permit which authorizes transportation of petroleum & petroleum products. 

& DIESEL 
Eveready # l 9:;500 171 $ 176.66 $ 176.66 $ 173.89 $ 173.89 $ 2.77 $ 2.77 98 .. 4% 98.4% 
W.R.Hall * 3 19,420 584 499.87 497.82 5llol7 511.17 (1L30) (13.35 102.3% 102.7% 
Klein & Co*ll 85,700 918 947 .l~O 848.92 955.65 955.65 (8.25) (106. 73) 100.8% 112.5% 
North Park :L 20a220 196 ,2.21.,2,2 ,2.2,2.06 ,212.20 ,212.20 2°1.2 12.86 21.1'!:. 96.0'f:. 
Totals 18 135,570 1869 $1,945.26 $1,848.46 $1,952.91 $1:;952.91 $ (?.65) $(104.45) 100.4% 105.7% 

FUEL OIL # - Petroleum traffic moved after September 24, :1.965 .. 

Eveready 
W.R.Hall* l 8,950 .3 $ 38.40 $ 22.38 $ 17.86 $ 17.86 $ 20.54 $ 4.52 46 • .5% 79.8% 
Klein & Co* --
North Park 
Totals l 8,950 -3- $ 38.40 $ 22.38 r-11:-87> $ 17.86 $ -20.54~ $ 4.52 46.5% 79.8% 

RECAPITULATION 
DIESEL 4 26,200 473 $ 414.93 $ 440.il $ 489.54 $ 489.54 $ {74-1'11) $ (43.43) 118.0% 109.7% 
GASOLINE 56 477~963 5:;769 $5)179.3.05 $5j312.02 $5,426.64 $5,426.64 $ 366 .. 41 $(114.62) 93.7% 102.2% 
GASOLINE & 

DIESEL 18 13.5957( l,,'.369 $1,945.26 $1,848.46 $1,952.91 $1.9952.91 $ (7.65) $(104.45) 100.4% 105.7% 
FUEL OIL . l 8i920 ~ ~ ,28.!iO $ 22.,28 ~ iz.s6 ~ 17 .. 86 $_ 20.2~ ~ ~.22 !J:6. 2~ 79.8% ----'-
'T'nt- .<i 1,::: ':';• .... - hi.~-"~~ ~-111. sk~ -, Ql _ l.J. sk? _l.?SLQ? ~7_RAA_Qli 3> 101._AQ ;!;{?i:;?_Q~) Qf.._ 1ct: 10'LJ,ct: :?_R~f.._qi:; 



PART "B" 
REVENUES, EXPENSES, PROFIT AND LOSS, ETC., INCURRED BY FIVE UNCLASSIFIED 
PRIVATE CARRIER RESPONDENTS ON PETROLEUM TRAFFIC HANDLED DURING TRAFFIC 

Page _2 o_!__~LE ~I-Q.. TEST PERIOD JJ\.N1JARY_l~ 1964 thru JUNE_30__,_ 12_65_ 
Number 

of (--,' 
J ._.. ' OPERATING One Way . .. . . . . . ~ . . . . - . - -. . ·- - -~ . . . . . . . . 

Commodity trips Gallons Miles REVENUE EXPENSE PROFIT OR LOSS RATIO 
Actual as of Actual As of Actual As of Actual as of 

2L24/62 9L24L62 'i.L24L62 'i.L24/62 
DIESEL 
Ashton 2 15680 334 $ 263090 $ 254.95 $ 249 • .36 $ 249 • .36 $ 14.54 $ 5.59 94.5% 97.8% 
Bridge 2 12500 86 82 • .31 69.92 6.3.64 63.64 18.67 6.28 77.3 91.0 
Chelf 4 :31550 138 161..35 173.51 113.44 113.44 47.91 60.07 70.3 65.4 
Griffin 
Watson -
Tota.ls 8 59730 558 $ 507. 56 $ 498.38 $ 426.44 $ 426.44 $ 81.12 $ ?I.94·· - 84.0% 85-:b% 

GASOLINE 
Ashton 7 62233 1111 $ 992.17 $ 869.13 $ 829.46 $ 8~9.46 $ 162. 71 $ 39.67 83.6% 95.4% 
Bridge 54 386225 2873 2354.46 2369.24 2126.02 2126.02 228.44 243.22 90.3% 89.7% 
Chelf 24 172300 1256 1126.91 1067.71 1032.46 1032.46 94.45 .35.25 91.6% 96.7% 
Griffin * 51 (374200) (3315) (2593 .19) (2507.15) 
Watson _;]_ 22.286 472 561. 72 9:05.29 9:0,2._2~ ~02.2!% 128.,28 2.02 71.8% ~ Totals 92 673144 5715 $5035.26 $4711.47 $439L28 $4391.28 $ 643.98 $ 320.19 87.2% 0\ .3 \.0 * Not included in totals. 

FUEL OIL 
Ashton 2 15766 347 $ 273 .18 $ 263.41 $ 259.06 $ 259.06 $ 14.12 $ 4.35 94.8% 98.3% 
Bridge 
Chelf 
Griffin 
Watson L 2.29:20 201 2,27.20 176.58 172.86 172.86 6!z.J4 J..72 72.8% ~ 
Totals 5 39216 548 $ 510.38 $ 439.99 $ 431.92 $ 431.92 $ 78.46 $ 8.07 84.6% 98.2% 

GASOLINE 
&. DIESEL 
Ashton 14 ll947S 2355 $1950. 53 $1818.1.3 $1758.21 $ 1758.21 $ 192.32 $ 59.92 90.1% 96.7% 
Bridge 39 272906 3143 2176.17 2309.92 2325.82 2325.82 (l.49.65) (15.90) 106.9% 100.7% 
Chelf 11 76400 1224 890. 52 909.47 1006.12 1006.12 ( 115.60) (96.65) 113.0% 110.6% 
Griffin 
Watson 
Totals ~ 468784 6722 $5017.22 $5037. 52 $5090.15 $ 5090.15 $( 72.93) $ ( 52.63) 101.5% 101.0% 



RECAPITULATION 
PART 11 B" 
~ . ~ ... ~··~ 

REVENUES, EXPENSES, PROFIT & LOSS, ETC., INCURRED BY FIVE UNCLASSIFIED 
PRIVATE CARRIER RESPONDENTS ON PETROLEUM TRAFFIC HANDLED DURING TRAFFIC 

TEST PERIOD JANUARY l~ 1961.i._thru. .[UNE_1QL1C)6__5_ 
Page 3 of TABLE )CVI-C_ 

Number One Way OPERATING 
Comm.odi ty of Gallons Miles R E V E N U E E X P E N S E - . . . .. PROFIT ORL~ - - __ RA_TI_O ___ _ 

trips Actual as of Actual As of Actual As of Actual As of 
9/24/65 9/24/65 9/24/65 9/24/65 

DIESEL 8 59, 730 558 $ 507056 $ 498.38 $ 426044 $ 426.44 $ 81012 $ 7L94 84.0% 85.6% 

GASOLINE 92 673,144 5715 5035.26 471L47 4.391.28 4391.28 643.98 .320.19 87.2% 93.2% 

FUEL OIL 5 39,216 548 510.38 439.99 4.31.92 431.92 78>46 8.07 84.6% 98.2% 

GASOLINE 
& DIESEL 64 !:J:68 1 784 6722 2017.22 ,2037.,22 5090.15 ,2090.1,2 ~72.9.2) ~,22.6,2) ~ 101.0% 
Totals 169 1,240,874 13543 $11070.42 $10687.36 $10339.79 $10339. 79 $ 730.63 $ 347.57 93 4 96.7% 

I 

0 
t:-



27. Under Tables XVI through XVI-C, the operating ratios, 

based on out-of-pocket costs and not including payment of income taxes 

are as follows: 

Table XVI 

Consolidated 
Gr.oendyke 
P. I. E. 
Petco 
Ruan 
Ward 
Wright 

Table XVI-A 

Diesel 
Gasoline. 
Gasoline-Diesel 
Gasoline-Aviation 
Jet Fuel 
Kerosene 
Fuel Oil 

Weighted Average 
operating ratio 

Table XVI-B 

A~ Common Carriers 

Eveready 
W. R. Hall 
Klein 
North Park 

B. Private Carriers 

Ashton 
Bridge 
Chelf 
Griffin 
Watson 

Table XVI-C 

A. 4 Common Carriers 

Diesel 
Gasoline 
Gasoline & Diesel 
Fuel Oil 

Weighted Average 
operating ratio 

B. 4 Private Carriers 

Diesel 
Gasoline 
Gasoline-Diesel 
Fuel Oil 

Weighted Average 
operating ratio 

- 71 -

Operating Ratios % 
(1) Prior to (2) on 
September 24, 1165 
(1) (2 

97.6 99.0 
98.5 98.4 
89.2 91.8 

103.0 101.0 
93.6 92.4 

114.5 111.8 
107.2 104.3 

107.9 
99.9 

107.3 
60.0 
86.5 
87.5 

io3.8 

lOL.9 

95.5 
98.8 
96.0 

89.0 
97.9 
98.8 

77.2 

118.o 
93.7 

100.4 
46.5 

96.3 

84.o 
87.2 

101.5 
84.6 

93.4 

l00.9 
100.3 
10~.9 
86.7 
90.7 
88.o 
95.9 

1oc>.5 

95.0 
99.0 

116.o 
108.6 

96.6 
95.1 

100.l 

91.2 

109.7 
102.2 
105. 7 
79.8 

103.4 

85.6 
93.2 

101.0 
98.2 

96.7 



28. Table XVII com.pares the proposed. rates on .sasoline and 

diesel (fuel) with rates on those same comm.odities transported. intrastate 

in California, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska and Wyoming, and interstate 

between nine western states. The proposed. Colorado rates are the lowest 

of any shown, except for a few instances where rates in Kansas are 

slightly lower. 

(TABLE XVII follows) 
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TABLE XVIL 
COMPARISON OF RATES, in eents per gallon, on GASOLINE, proposed for application in Plains Territory, with 
Rates in California, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Wyoming and interstate between Colorado, Idaho, Kansas 

Monta.na 1 Nebraska 1 South Dakota 1 North Dakota and W;romina: 
PROPOSED COLORADO 

Distance Scale - Pliins CALIFORNIA KANSAS MONTANA NEBRASKA. WYOMING INTERSTATE 
Miles A A-1 Scale Scale Seale Seale Scale ~-.Sea+~-'~ 

10 .250 .247 .396 .478 .429 .318 .353 .381 
25 .360 .340 .512 .519 .528 .466 .502 .474 
50 .560 .510 .759 .637 .759 .681 .742 .657 
80 .790 .?06 1.023 .?97 .984 .938 1.041 .935 

100 .950 .842 1.221 .877 l.149 1.118 1.250 l.118 

120 1.100 .969 l.386 1.036 l.314 L294 l.460 l.303 
150 1.330 l.165 1.683 1.275 1.545 L550 1.761 1.579 
180 1.530 1.369 l.914 1.514 1.743 1.864 2.062 l.855 
200 l.680 l.496 2.112 1.674 l.941 2.058 2.243 2.040 
220 1.840 l.632 2.244 1.833 2.106 2.247 2.454 2.224 

250 2.070 1.828 2.640 2.072 2.370 2.530 2.755 2.500 
JOO 2.460 2.159 3.003 2.471 2.799 3.003 J.257 2.961 
325 2.680 2.363 3.201 2.710 3.063 3.287 3.558 3.237 (Y) 

t--
350 2.830 2.49'1___ 3.432 2.869 3.261 3.476 3.758 3.422 

TOTALS 20.430 18.125 25.526 20.762 23.991 24.830 27.196 24.686 

Percent of Colorado A Scale 124.9% 101.6% 117.4% 121.5% 133.1% 120.8% 
Percent of Colorado A-1 Scale 140.8% 114.5% 132.3% 136.9% 150.0% 136.1% 
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TABLE XVII. 
COMPARISON OF RATES, in cents per gallon, on GASOLINE, proposed for application in Mountain Territory, with 
Rates in effect in California, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Wyoming and interstate between Colorado, Idaho, 

Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, South Dakota, North Dakota and Wyoming 
PROPOSED COLORADO 

Distance Scale -Mountain CALIFORNIA KANSAS MONTANA NEBRASKA WYOMING INTERSTATE 
Miles A A-1 Scale Scale Scale Scale Scale .Sea.le 

10 .310 .264 .396 .478 .429 .318 .353 .381 
25 .430 .J66 .512 ,,519 .528 .466 .502 .474 
50 .650 • 553 .759 .637 • 759 .681 .742 .657 
80 .910 .774 1.023 .797 .984 .938 1.041 .935 

100 l.090 .927 l.221 .877 Ll.49 1.118 l.250 1.118 

120 1.260 1.071 1.386 l.036 l.314 1.294 1.460 1.303 
150 1.520 1.292 1.683 1.275 l.545 1.550 1.761 l.579 
180 1.780 1.513 1.914 1.514 1.743 L864 2.062 1.855 
200 1.950 1.658 2.112 1.674 1.941 2.058 2.243 2,,040 
220 2.120 1.802 2.244 1.83.3 2.106 2.247 2 .. 454 2.224 

250 2.380 2.023 2.640 2.072 2.370 2.530 2 .. 755 2.500 
300 2.820 2.397 3.003 2.471 2.799 3.003 3.257 2.961 m 

t--
325 3.080 2.618 3.201 2.710 J.063 3.287 3.558 3.237 
350 3.250 2.763 J .. 43L 2 .. 869 3.261 3.476 3.758 3.,422 

TOTALS 23. 550 20.021 25.526 20.762 23.991 24.830 27.196 24.686 

Percent of Colorado A Scale 108.3% 88.1% 101.8% 105.4% 115.4% 104.8% 
Percent of Colorado A-1 Scale 127.4% lOJ.7% 119.8% 124.0% 135.8% 123.3% 



TABLE XVII-
.COMPARISON OF RATES, in cents per gallon, on DIESEL, proposed for application in Mountain Territory, with 
Rates in effect in California, Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, Wyoming and interstate between Colorado, Idaho 

Kansas, Montana, Nebraska, South Dakota, North Dakota and Wyoming 
PROPOSED COLORADO 

Distance Sea.le- Mountain CALIFORNIA KANSAS MONTANA NEBRASKA WYOMING INTERSTATE 
Miles B B-1 Scale Seale Scale Scale Scale ·Scale ---

10 .348 .296 .465 .478 .429 .359 .353 .431 
25 .482 .410 .601 .519 .528 .527 .502 • 5.36 
50 .729 .620 .891 .637 .759 .770 .742 .742 
80 1.020 .868 1.201 • 797 .984 1.059 1 .. 041 1.057 

100 1.222 1.039 1.434 .877 l.149 1 .. 236 1.250 1.263 

120 1.413 1.201 1.628 1.036 1.314 1.462 1.460 1.472 
150 1.704 1.449 1.976 1.275 1.545 1.751 1.761 1.784 
180 1.996 1.696 2.248 1.514 1.743 2.108 2,062 2.096 
200 2.186 l.859 2.480 1.674 1.941 2.326 2.243 2.305 
220 2.377 2.020 2.635 1.83.3 2.106 2.539 2.454 2.513 

250 2.668 2.268 3.100 2.0?2 2.370 2.859 2.755 2.825 
JOO 3.162 2.688 3.526 2.4?1 2.799 J.394 3.257 3.346 

\.0 325 3.453 2.935 J.759 2.710 3.063 3~714 3.558 3.658 t:--

350 3.644 J.098 4.030 2.869 3.261 3.927 3.758 3.867 

TOTALS 26.404 22.447 29.974 20.762 23.991 28.031 27.196 27 .895 

Percent of Colorado B Scale 113.5% 78.6% 90.8% 106.1% 102.9% 105.6% 
Percent of Colorado B-1 Scale 133.5% 92.4% 106.8% l.24.8% 121.1% 124.2% 



29. Item 50 3 ''Computing rates to unnamed points,'' Appelid.ix A., 

Decision No. 65847, dated September 14~ 1965, should be can.celled. 

30. Rates and charges should be prescribed for the trans­

portation of blended gasoline, gasoline (except casinghead (natural) 

gasoline), jet fuel, naphthas, and refined oil, viz., illuminating or 

burning, excluding residual fuel oil or burner fuel Nos. 3, 4, 5 and 

6, diesel fuel or distillate fuel oils, and kerosene, in built, in tank 

trucks and/or tank trailers 3 between all points and places within the 

State of Colorado, except that said prescribed rates and charges shall 

not apply between points and places within the following described 

Denver Metropolitan Area (except as noted)~ 

On and within an area beginning at a point at the inter­
section of State Highway 2 and East 96th Avenue; thence 
west on 96th Avenue via an airline route to the inter­
section of 96th Avenue and Mcintyre Street; thence south 
via an airline route on Mcintyre Street to the intersection 
of Mcintyre Street and Coal Mine Road; thence east via an 
airline route on Coal Mine Road and/or Arapahoe Road to an 
intersection of Coal Mine Road and/or Arapahoe Road and 
Tower Road; thence north via an airline route on Tower 
Road to the intersection of Tower Road and 96th Avenue; 
thence west via 96th Avenue via an airline route to the 
point of beginning. 

EXCEPl'ION: Rates and charges as prescribed will apply 
from and to Denver origins to and from Buckley Field, Lowry 
Field, Remaco and Rocky Mountain ArsenaL 

31. Rates and charges should not be prescribed, except as 

provided in Finding No. 30~ for the transportation of petroleum and 

petroleum products, as defined in Decision No. 63702, dated September 

16, 1964, page 16 (such commodities being those enumerated in 

Appendix XIII, Ex Parte No. M:!-45~ Description in Motor Carrier 

Certificates, 61 M::C 209, 294-296), in Colorado intrastate commerce. 

32. Rates and charges should not be prescribed for the 

transportation of petroleum. and petroleum products, as referred to 

in Findings Nos. 30 and 31, where respondents hold authority 

restricting the transportation of said commodities in tank vehicle 

equipment of 1500 gallons or less capacity. 

33. A just and reasonable distance scale of commodity rates, 

non-discriminatory, non-prejudicial or non-preferential with respect 

to the traffic defined in Finding No, 30, will be the following: 
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A. The application of the distance commodity scale of rates 

shown in Table A, pages 86 through 89 hereof, both inclusive. 

B. The rates herein prescribed are to be applied to distances 

over the shortest practical highway routes over which respondents' 

equipment may be operated lawfully» except that distances to and 

from the following refineries and terminals shall be computed ~s follows: 

When shipment originates or 
is destined to: 

Continental Oil Refinery 
Denver Products Terminal 
.Einpire Petroleum Company 
Oriental Oil Refinery 
Phillips Pipe Line Terminal 
Sh.am.rock 0~1 & Gas Corp. Terminal 
Tenneco Oil Company Refinery 
Wyco Pipe Line Terminal (Dupont) 

) 

~ 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Phillips Pipe Line Terminal ) 
Shamrock Petroleum Pipe Line Terminal ) 

I 

Highway Distance to 
be computed from or to: 

Denver, Colorado if 
the terminal or refinery 
named is within 15 air­
line miles of the Colorado 
State Capitol Building 

La Junta, Colorado if the 
terminal named is within 5 
airline miles of the Otero 
County Court House 

C. Highway distances to be computed by the use of Official 

Colorado State Highway Department maps. 

34. Charges, rules and.;regulations and governing provisions 

prescribed by Decision No. 65847.)l dated September 14, 1965, not in conflict 

with the Findings herein should be the prescribed reasonable cha;rges, 

rules and regulations and governing provisions applicable in connection 

with the distance scale of commodity rates as prescribed and. set forth 

in Table A. 

35. Respondents have not justified the weekly charges for the 

transportation of liquid petroleum products, as named in Item 140, 

Appendix A, Decision No. 65847» dated September 14, 1965, and liquid 

petroleum gases, placed under investigation in Case No. 5232, Decision 

No. 59852, dated December 21, 19629 and as a consequence thereof, said 

weekly charge should be cancelled on or before January 1, 1967 on not 

less than fifteen days' notice to the Commission and the general public 

as provided by the Public Utilities Law and the Rules and Regulations 

of the Commission. 

36. These proceedings should be discontinued. 
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DISCUSSION 

The primary problem before the Commission in this proceeding 

is to determine the proper level of rates to be prescribed by the 

Commission for the transportation of petroleum products. Both the 

shippers and the majority of the carriers have urged upon the 

Commission the prescription of the September 1965 rates. During the 

course of the hearings, the representatives of the shippers testified 

or made statements of position as follows~ 

Phillips Petroleum Company--Hedrick~ 

"I would like to make a brief' statement. Phillips Petroleum 
Company is represented hereJ I might say, at the request of the Commission. 

· We agreed on a level of rates in September, which have been changed 
primarily due to a court order and another petition. We would like to 
make a statement that if the costs of the rates presented. and prescribed. 
in this case are in excess of those agreed on in September, we are of 
the opinion private carriage will develop. We make this statement in 
order that the motor carrier industry and the Commission will be fully 
aware of our position in these proceedings. Thank you." (Continental 
Oil Company, Skelly Oil Company and American Oil Company endorsed this 
statement.) 

Humble Oil and Refining Co:mpan,y:-~Hanson 

nwe sincerely hope this Commission will find that the scale of 
rates prescribed in September, 1965, are equitable and reasonable. This 
will enable Humble Oil & Refining Company to continue operating in 
Colorado on a basis which will continue to support the motor carrier 
industry in this State." 

Shamrock Oil and Gas Corporation--St. Dizier 

"We appreciate the time that the Commission has given us and 
it has been a pleasure for me to meet the representatives of the trucki_ng 
industry, and we wish to give record at this proceeding in concurring · 
with the statements that have been made by the shippers at the beginning 
of this meeting in that it is our opinion that the approval of a level 
of rates higher than those that were effective September 24, 1965, will 
no doubt encourage an increase in private carriage. We believe this will 
have an adverse effect on the for-hire carrier system of petroleum products 
in Colorado. 

"Gentlemen, franklyy we don 1t want to get into the transportation 
business. That is your business. But if it becomes economically feasible 
for us to get into it, my management won 1 t wait for me to recommend it, 
they will go right ahead with it." 
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Mobil Oil Compa.ny--Fortman 

"I have discussed these proposed 24-hour rates, that is the 
September scale of rates, with some of the carriers in Colorado, and I 
have also studied these rates in relation to our own movement of traffic. 
Were these 24-hour rates established, we will sell our customers on 
setting their plans on a key unloading basis and we will meet the pro­
visions of the tariff to utilize these 24-hour rates. We will use 
these 24-hour rates wherever possible, the proposed 24-hour rate scale, 
that is the September scale, is the one we want, and Mobil Oil Company 
supports tbis scale of .rates. 11 

American Oil Company--Gary 

"This free form of competition is what I am recommending here. 
If, however, this is not lawfully possible I am recommending that at 
least the rates that became effective September 24~ 1965, be reinstated. 
These were the rates that were developed and agreed to by the carriers 
and the shippers after many conferences and cost meetings. 

"My company is constantly making economic appraisals of company­
operated trucking, and our latest evaluation indicates that our company 
trucking costs would still be below the September 24 rates. However, the 
difference in cost would not be so great as to warrant my company putting 
on its own trucks in this State. 

"I want to make it clear that the American Oil Company is not 
here to seek preferential treatment, but we believe it to be our moral 
obligation to help the trucking industry with its problem. We want to 
continue using that service if we can, but we will turn to company trucking 
if we are driven to it. 

"I hope what I am saying is not taken as an offensive ultimatum, 
but it is fundamental that American Oil has an obligation to its stock­
holders where we must achieve the transportation economies we know are 
possible, regardless of whether this is accomplished with either for-hire 
or company-operated equipment." 

It is clear from these statments that the shippers favor the 

September 1965 rate structure prescribed by the Commission in Decision 

No. 65847. The majority of the carriers also in effect have requested 

the Commission to prescribe this structure of rates. 

We note, however, that Finding of Fact No. 27 clearly indicates 

that the September 1965 rate structure is not only not compensatory 

as to certain individual carriers but would appear to be non-compensatory 

as an industry average. Under such circumstances the Commission has 

determined that certain upward adjustments should be made in the September 

1965 schedule of prescribed rates in order to provide a rate structure 

that may at least be compensatory on an industry-wide basis. 
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The commodity rates herein prescribed by us for application 

in the Plains Territory are approximately 103% of the rates prescribed 

in September of 1965 pertaining to A and B commodities, and approximately 

107.4% of such previously prescribed rates for A-1 and B-1 commodities. 

The commodity rates prescribed herein by the Commission for application 

in Mo'l.llltain Territory are 100.6;, of the rates prescribed in September of 

1965 pertaining to A and B commodities and 109.54% of such previously 

prescribed rates for A-l and B-l commodities. 

The application of such increases to the figures shown in 

Findings of Fact Nos. 26 and 27 would indicate that such increases would 

make the herein prescribed rate structure compensatory on an ind.ustry­

wide average basis. 

Table XVIII shows amount of increases in cents per gallon of 

the proposed rates for selected distances. 

It is of course correct that in all likelihood the prescribed 

schedule of rates will not be compensatory as to certain of the smaller, 

less efficient carriers. We point out, however, that if this Commission 

prescribes rates based on the costs of the least efficient carriers, 

the public sutfers by the payment of unreasonably high rates to the 

efficient carriers. On the other hand, if the Commission should prescribe 

a rate based on the operating costs of the most efficient carrier, the 

rate would be so low as to put the majority of the other carriers out of 

business. We have attempted to strike a happy medium. 

(TABLE XVIII followsJ 
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TA:BLE XVIII 

PLAINS TERRITORY 

Miles GASOLINE DIESEL 
Rates in cents per gallon Rates in cents per gallon 

Present Proposed Increase Present Proposed Increase 
~l?er ~allonl 'Eer e;llonl 

110 ~ 1.020 i.051 0.031 1.144 1.178 0.034 
.901 .972 0.071 1.010 i.090 o.oao 

250 as 2.070 2.132 0.062 2.321 2.390 0.069 
1.828 1.972 0.144 2.050 2.211 0.161 

350 ~ 2.830 2.915 0.085 3.173 3.268 0.095 
2.499 2.696 0.197 2.8o2 3.023 0.221 

~ l3a.se rates 
Incentive rates - Proposed, 9~ of base rates 

MOUNTAIN TERRITORY 

110 ~ 1.170 1.182 0.012 1.312 1.325 0.013 
.995 1.093 0.098 1.116 1.225 0.109 

250 ~ 2.38o 2.399 0.019 2.668 2.690 0.022 
2.023 2.219 0.196 2.268 2.488 0.220 

350 ~ 3.250 3.279 0.029 3.644 3.676 0.032 
2.763 3.033 0.270 3.098 3.401 0.303 

4oo as 3.68o 3.719 0.039 4.126 4.170 0.044 
3.128 3.44o 0.312 3.507 3.857 0.350 

450 ~ 4.120 4.148 0.028 4.619 4.651 0.032 
3.502 3.837 0.335 3.926 4.302 0.376 

~ l3a.se Rates 
Incentive rates, proposed,9~ of base rates 
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ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

l. The Statement and Findings herein be, and they are hereby, 

made a part hereof. 

2. Respondent common carriers, according as they participate 

in the transportation of petroleum and petroleum products, as defined 

in Finding No. 30, be, and they are hereby, notified and required to 

cease and desist, on or before January 1, 1967, and thereafter to 

abstain from publishing, demanding, or collecting for the transporta­

tion of said commodities, rates and charges, rules and regulations, and 

governing provisions which differ from the rates and charges, rules and 

regulations and governing provisions prescribed in paragraph four (4) 

hereof. 

3. Respondent Private carriers, according as they participate 

in the transportation of petroleum and petroleum products, as defined 

in Finding No. 30 be, and they are hereby, notified and required to 

cease and desist, on or before J a ti u a r y 1 19 6 7 , and thereafter to abstain, 

from publishing, demanding, or collecting for the transportation of said 

commodities, rates a.nd charges, rules and regulations, and governing 

provisions which shall not be less than the rates and charges, rules and 

regulations and governing provisions prescri-bed in paragraph four ( 4) 

hereof. 

4. The rates and charges, rules and regulations, and govern­

ing provisions, as described in Findings numbered 30, 33, and 34, shall 

be reasonable rates and charges, rules and regulations, or governing 

provisions, for application by all respondent common carriers for the 

transportation of Petroleum and Petroleum Products as defined in Finding 

No. 30, between points and places within the State of Colorado in intra­

state commerce, with such rates and charges, rules and regulations and 

governing provisions being minimum rates and charges, rules and regula­

tions, and governing provisions for application by all private carriers 

by motor vehicle engaged in intrastate commerce in Colorado in competition 
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with motor vehicle common carriers transporting Petroleum and Petroleum 

Products a.s defined in Finding No. 30. 

5. Rates and charges, rules and regulations and governing 

provisions shall not be prescribed for application to the transportation 

of petroleum and petroleum products, as defined in Findings numbered 31 

and 32, between points and places within the State of Colorado in intra­

state commerce. 

6. Respondents, as they participate in the transportation of 

petroleum and petroleum products, defined in Finding No. 30 be, and 

they are hereby, notified and required to establish, on or before 

Janu,ary 1, 1967J, on not less than fifteen days' notice to the Commission 

and the general public as provided by the Public Utilities Law and the 

rules and regulations of the Commission, and thereafter to maintain and 

apply to the transportation of said commodities, between all pointi;: and 

places within the State of Colorado, rates and charges, rules and 

regulations and governing provisions which shall not differ from those 

designated in ordering paragraph four (4) hereof in the case of common 

carriers and which shall not be less than those designated in paragrapn 

(4) four, in the case of private carriers. 

7. Items 50 and 140, Appendix A, Decision No. 65847, dated 

September 14, 1965, shall be cancelled on or before January 1./ 1.967, on 

not less than fifteen days' notice to the Commission and the general 

public as provided by the Public Utilities Law, and the Rules and 

Regulations of the Commission. 

8. These proceedings shall be discontinued. 

9. 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. 

10. This order shall become effective forthwith. 
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11. Jurisdiction is retained to make such further orders 

as may be necessary and proper. 
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TABLE "A" 
Page 1 

Distance scale of rates in cents per gallon on liquid Petroleum Products 
as defined in Finding No. 30, applicable on shipments transported between 
points located within Plains Territory as defined in Item 30 of Appendix 
"A" of Decision No. 65847, dated September 14, 1965, except that this scale 
shall not be applicable on shipments moving within the DENVER METROPOLI~ 
AREA AS defined in Item 3.5, Appendix 11A11 of the aforementioned decision. 

Minimum gallons per shipment 
Liquid Petroleum Products 8000 9000 7000 8000 

A A-1 B B-1 
Distance - Miles 
(Nos. inclusive~ 

0 - 10 .258 .239 .289 .268 
11 - 15 .299 .277 .335 .311 
16 - 20 .330 .305 .370 .342 
21 - 25 .371 .343 .416 .385 
26 - 30 .412 .381 .462 .427 

31 - 35 .453 .419 .508 .470 
36 - 40 .494 .457 .554 .512 
41 - 45 .536 .496 .601 .556 
46 - 50 .577 .534 .647 .599 
51 - 55 .618 .572 .693 .641 

56 - 60 .659 .610 .739 .684 
61 - 65 .690 .638 .774 .715 
66 - 70 .731 .676 .820 .758 
71 - 75 .773 .715 .867 .802 
76 - 80 .814 .753 .913 .844 

81 - 85 .855 .791 .959 .887 
86 - 90 .896 .829 1.005 .929 
91 - 95 .937 .867 1.051 .972 
96 - 100 .979 .906 1.098 1.016 

101 - 105 1.020 .944 1.144 1.058 

106 - 110 1.051 .972 1.178 i.090 
111 - 115 1.092 1.010 1.224 1.132 
116 - 120 1.133 1.048 1.270 1.175 
121 - 125 1.174 1.086 1.316 1.218 
126 - 130 1.215 1.124 1.362 1.260 

131 - 135 1.,257 1.163 1.409 1.304 
136 - 140 1.298 1.201 1.455 1.347 
141 - 145 1.339 1.239 1.501 1.389 
146 - 150 1.370 1.267 1.536 1.421 
151 - 160 1,411 1.305 1.582 1.463 

161 - 170 1.494 1.382 1.675 1.549 
171 - 180 1.576 1.458 1.767 1,635 
181 - 190 1.658 1.534 1.859 1.720 
191 - 200 1.730 1.600 1.940 1.794 
201 - 210 1.813 1.677 2.033 1.880 

211 - 220 1.895 1.753 2.125 1.965 
221 - 230 1.978 1.830 2.218 2.052 
231 - 240 2.060 1.906 2.310 2.137 
241 - 250 2.132 1.972 2.390 2.211 
251 - 260 2.215 2.049 2.483 2.297 
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TABLE A - Page 2 (Plai.ns Territory) 

Minimum gallons per shipment 
Liquid Petroleum Products 8000 9000 7000 8000 

A A-1 B B .. l 
Distance - Miles --- -
(Nos. inclusive) 

261 - 270 2.297 2.125 2.575 2.383 
271 - 280 2.379 2.201 2.667 2.468 
281 - 290 2.451 2.267 2.748 2.542 
291 - 300 2.534 2.344 2.841 2.628 
301 - 310 2.606 2.411 2.922 2.703 

311 - 320 2.688 2.486 3.014 2.787 
321 - 330 2,.760 2.553 3.095 2.862 
331 - 340 2.843 2.630 3.188 2.949 
341 - 350 2.915 2 .. 696 3.268 3.023 
351 - 360 2.997 2.772 3.360 3.108 

361 - 370 3.069 2.839 3.441 3.183 
371 - 380 3.152 2.916 3.534 3.269 
381 - 390 3.224 2.982 3.615 3.343 
391 - 400 3.306 3.058 3.707 3.429 
401 - 410 3.,378 3.125 3.787 3.504 

411 - 420 3.461 3.201 3.880 3 .. 589 
421 - 430 30533 3.268 3.961 3.664 
431 - 440 3.615 3.,344 4.053 3.749 
441 - 450 3.687 3,.410 4,.134 3.823 
451 - 460 3.770 3.487 4.227 3.910 
461 - 470 3.842 3.554 4.308 3.985 

471 - 480 3.924 3.630 4.400 4.070 
481 - 490 3.996 3.696 4.480 4.144 
491 - 500 4.069 3.764 4.562 4.220 

1.. Rates shown under Column A .... l and Column B--1 headings subject to the 
provisions published in Item 20, Appendix "A" of Decision No. 65847, 
dated September 14, 1965. 

2. A and A-1, Liquid Petroleum Products are the following: 

Blended Gasoline 
(covers motor fuels 
containing 50% or more 
of gasoline) Gasoline, 

(except Casinghead (Natural) 
gasoline) 

Jet Fuel 
Napthas 
Refined Oil, viz., 
Illuminating or 
burning, except does 
not include residual 
fuel oil or burner fuel 
Nos. 3, 4, 5 and 6 • 

. Weighing 6.6 pounds or less per gallon. 

3. B and B-1, Liquid Petroleum. Products are the following: 

Distillate Fuel Oils 
Kerosene 
Napthas 
Diesel Fuel 

Weighing more than 6.6 pounds per gallon. 
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TABLE nAn 

Page 3 

Distance scale of rates in cents per gallon on Liquid Petroleum Products 
as defined in Finding No. 30, applicable on shipments transported from, 
to, or between points located within Mountain Territory, as defined in 
Item 30 of Appendix "A" of Decision No. 65847, dated September 14, 1965. 

Minimum gallons per shipment 
Liquid Petroleum Products 8000 9000 7000 8000 

A A-1 B B-1 
Distance - Miles -
(Nos. inclusive) 

0 - 10 .290 .268 .325 .300 
11 - 15 .336 .. 311 .377 .349 
16 - 20 .371 .343 .416 .. 385 
21 - 25 .. 417 .386 .. 468 .433 
26 - 30 ,,464 .429 .520 .481 

31 - 35 .510 .. 472 .572 .529 
36 - 40 .. 556 .514 .623 .576 
41 - 45 .603 .,558 .676 .. 626 
46 - 50 .649 .. 600 .728 .673 
51 - 55 .. 695 .643 .779 .721 

56 - 60 .741 .. 685 .831 .768 
61 - 65 ,.776 .718 .870 .805 
66 - 70 .822 .760 .922 .852 
71 - 75 .870 .805 .975 .903 
76 - 80 .916 .. 847 1.027 .950 

81 - 85 .962 .. 890 1.079 .998 
86 - 90 1.008 .932 1.130 1.045 
91 - 95 1.054 .975 1.182 1.093 
96 - 100 1.101 1.018 1.234 1.141 

101 - 105 1.148 1.062 1.287 1.191 

106 - 110 1.182 1.093 1.325 1.225 
111 - 115 1.229 1.137 1.378 l.275 
116 - 120 1.275 1.179 1.430 1.322 
121 - 125 1.321 1..222 1.481 1.370 
126 - 130 1.367 1.264 1.533 1 .• 417 

131 - 135 1.,414 1.308 1.585 1.467 
136 - 140 1..460 1.351 1.637 1.515 
141 - 145 1.506 1.393 1.689 1.562 
146 - 150 1.541 1.425 1.728 1.598 
151 - 160 1.587 1.468 1.779 1.646 

161 - 170 1.681 1..555 1.885 1.743 
171 - 180 1.773 1..640 1.988 1.839 
181 - 190 1.865 1.725 2.091 1.934 
191 - 200 1.946 1.800 2.182 2.018 
201 - 210 2 .. 040 L.887 2.287 2.116 

211 - 220 2.132 1 .. 972 2 .. 390 2.211 
221 - 230 2.225 2.058 2.495 2.307 
231 - 240 2.318 2.144 2 .. 599 2.404 
241 - 250 2 .. 399 2.219 2.690 2.488 
251 - 260 2.492 2 .. 305 2.794 2.584 
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TABLE A - Page 4 (Mountain Territory) 

Minirrlum gallons per shipment 
Liquid Petroleum Products 8000 9000 7000 8000 

A A-1 B B"'l 
Distance - Miles 
(Nos. Inclusive) 

261 - 270 2.584 2.390 2.897 2.680 
271 - 280 2.676 2 .. 475 J.000 2.775 
281 - 290 2.757 2.550 3.091 2.859 
291 - 300 2.851 2.637 3.197 2.957 
301 - 310 2.932 2.712 3 .• 287 3.041 

311 - 320 3.024 2.797 3.391 3.126 
321 - 330 3.105 2.872 3.481 3.220 
331 - 340 3.198 2.958 3.586 3.317 
341 - 350 3.279 3.033 3.676 3.401 
351 - 360 3.372 3.119 3.781 3.497 

361 - 370 3.453 3.194 3.872 3.581 
371 - 380 3.546 3.280 3.976 3.678 
381 - 390 3.627 3.355 4.067 3.762 
391 - 400 3.719 3.440 4.170 3.857 
401 - 410 3.800 3.515 4.261 3.941 

411 - 420 3.894 3.602 4.366 4.039 
421 - 430 30975 3.677 4.457 4.123 
431 - 440 4.067 3.762 4.556 4.218 
441 - 450 4.148 3.837 4.651 4.302 
451 - 460 4.241 3.923 4.755 4.398 

461 - 470 4.322 3.998 4.846 4.483 
471 - 480 4.415 4.084 4.950 ·4.579 
481 - 490 
491 - 500 

1. 

2. 

4.496 4.159 5.041 4.663 
4. 578 4.235 5.133 4.748 

Rates shown under COlumn A-1 and Column B-1 headings subject 
to the provisions published in Item 20, J)ppendix "A" of 
Decision No. 65847, dated September 14, 1965. 

A and A-1, Liquid Petroleum Products 
Blended Gasoline 
(covers motor fuels 
containing 50% or 
more of gasoline) 

Gasoline , (except 
Casinghead (Natural) 
gasoline) 

are the following: 
Jet Fuel 
Napthas 
Refined Oil, viz., 
Illuminating or 
burning, except does 
not include residual 
fuel oil or burner 
fuel Nos. 3, 4, 5 and 6 

Weighing 6.6 pounds or less per gallon. 

3. B and B-1, Liquid Petroleum Products are the following: 
Distillate Fuel Oils 
Kerosene 
Napthas 
Diesel Fuel 

Weighing more than 6.6 pounds per gallon. 
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(Decision No. 68459) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
THE DEPABTMEN'l' OF HIGHWAYS OF THE ) 
STATE OF COLORADO FOR ATJ.rHORrI'Y TO l 
CONSTRt£T A BRIOOE ON STATE HIGHWAY 
NO. 58, OVERPASSING THE COLORADO AND 
S0t1I'HERN RAILWAY COMPANY'S BRICK... )) 
YARD SPUR, VICINITY OF 7TH AND FORD 
STREE.'rS IN THE CITY OF GOLDEN 1 ) 

JEFFERSON COUNTY, STATE OF COLORADO. ) 
- '* - - - .. - - - Q. - - .. - - -

* 

- .. - -=- - - -

.APPLICATION NO. 22073 

November 21 1966 --- - --- ---
STATEMENT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On JuJ.y 6, 1966 the Department of Highways of the State of 

Colorad.o (Department), filed its application in accordance with the rules 

of this Commission, seeking approval for construction of hiab:way overpass 

structure at the highway-railroad grade crossing as noted above. 

Other explanatory :material as submitted with the in.stant 

application includes: 

Exhibit A: Plot Plan showina 1eneral area and 
track realignment. 

Exhibit B: Plan showing Rig;ht-o:f-Way data. 

Exhibit C: Combination Plan sheet to show Briclge 
layout, vertical elevations and stream 
channel, General Notes and Summary of 
quantities for new overpass structure. 

Also received by the Commission on October 201 1966 is a 

copy of the fully executed Agreement, dated June 281 1966, between 

the Department of Highways and The Colorado & Southern Railway 

Company pertainin.w; to proposed overpass construction. 

With reference to the instant application and other in­

vestigation data, it appears that Colorado Highway No. 58 has existed. 

for many years as a connectina route from Denver City Limits (Sheridan 



Boulevard) and extending westward in Jefferson County along West 

44th Avenue to the City of Gold.en, CoJ.orado. In a further extension 

alollQ; 8th. Street, a junction bas been made at the mouth of Clear 

Creek Canyon with u. s. Highway No. 6 (Colorado No. 182) a.bout a 

mile west from Golden. 

In the current construction westerly from Denver or th.e new 

Interstate Route 70, a new connection will be made with Coloraio 

No. 58 at West 44th Avenue and Youngfiel.4 Street in Jefferson County. 

In this area the Interstate Route will then turn southwesterly toward. 

Camp George West and. the U. s. No. 40 route westward throuah the 

Denver Mountain Parks toward Idaho Springs, Colorado. With the new 

highway construction work, Colorado No. 58 will in effect become 

a direct or short-cut connection between Interstate Route No. 70 

and the Clear Creek Canyon 1'unnel Route, U. s. No. 6. 

ID. the instant highway project, Colorado No. 58 is to be 

relocated. along the north sicie o:f' the Colorado & Southern switchiq 

yards in Golden. Proposed. new roadway will consist of a multi-lane 

limited access roadway &nd thereby eliminate the congestion already 

developin& along the present residential area routins in Gold.en. In 

the new location, involvinQ: an area of only minimum street develop­

ment, a mu1ti-lane brids;e 254 feet in. length will be required to 

span a north to south drainage ... way known as Tucker Gulch. In 

addition to the stream channel, the brid.a;e will also overpass Fort 

Street and a C&S Industry track known as Brickyard Spur. 

The :new bridge will provide a 6 ... foot wide media. f'or 

separated. road.ways at wi<iths of 28 feet for westbound an4 40 feet 

for eastbound. travel; bavina also 2 feet wide s14ewalk curbs with 

hand.rails. The concrete road.ways will be carried. on 36-inch reinforced 

concrete cirders in six spans and. supported. on 32~1nch reinforced 

concrete columns. In the flood season of 1965, the rail line was 

washed out due to heavy runoff in Tucker Gulch. RestoratioA of 
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the railroad. will include a reali&nment of' the si:rJ&le track to prov:l.<le 

more direct stream channel location under the bridge. Recently com~ 

pleted plan data for the track work shows minimum horizontal clearaace 

of' 11 feet and vertical dimension of 23 feet 6 inches above top of' 

rail at the new strueture. 

The Railway Company has agreed to defer replacement of its 

track until the new brids;e is completed. When the spur is rebuilt, 

inside guarci rails at the track will also be installed accord~ to 

railroad specifications and to be paid for by the' Department accord.iDg 

to the Aareem.ent herein. 

follows: 

Estimated costs for the proposed separation work are as 

Install guard rail 
Overpass Bridge 

Total 

The above costs of construction and continuina maintenance relative 

to the new brids;e structure will be paid by Colorado Department of 

Highways. Reconstruction of the rail line and. continuina mainteJ181lce 

expense is by Col.orad.o & Southern. 

Meanwhile, the Commission forward.eel a copy of the illstant 

application, together with a Notice, to interested parties, to the 

Mayor, City of Golden and to O"Wners of adjacent property at the.new 

overpass location. Said Notice was to ascertain if any other actioa 

was to be considered within the period of twenty days as ciesipated. 

in said Notice. No sdverse reply has been received. by the Commission. 

In consideration of the instant proposal, it appears the 

Brickyard Spur was originally built to serve a stone quarry aDd. a 

brick plut some two miles northward from. the propose«. briige 

installation. Rail business l:!as been practically non-existeJit for 

many years. Meanwhile, prospects now appear favorable for 11'1.creasei 

use of the lin.e, so th.at restoration, rather than abandonment, is 

currently contemplated by the railroad. Movements will consist of 



unscheduled switchiJla operations. Present highway traffic counts 

show annual 4aily averaa;e of 5,850 vehicles with estimated. increase 

to 14,000 vehicles per aay in the next 20 years. 

Wita respect to the drainaa;e a:ad. geographical features of' 

this foothill mountain area, there is a :meed. for the bridge as a part 

of' th.e new roM. system. Also, relocation of the highway as a 

limited. access route bas the concurrence of the Golden. City Couacil 

and. the Jefferson County Boa::ni of Commissioners. Plans a.124 specifi­

cations for the new bridge have been approved by Assistant Chief 

E!:J.iineer of tb.e Coloraio & South.em Railway, the Chief Engineer of 

the Department of Highways and. by the u. s. Bureau of Roa4s. 

Separation of the rail and highway traffic will aicl to the public 

safety. 

It is, therefore, the belief of the Commission tllat the 

proposed. separation construction is compatible with the public interest, 

and the Commission determined to hear., and has hearcil., said. matter 

f~rthwith, without further notice, upon the recants am.ii. files herein. 

FINDINGS 

TBE COMMISSION FINDS: 

That it is informed in the instant matter, and. the :foreaoing 

Statement, by reference, is m.ade a part hereof. 

That public safety, convenience and. necessity require tae 

censtructioa an4 maintenance of the araie separation structure as 

proposed herein, over trackage of The Colora<il.o & Southern Railway 

Company, Fora. Street and Tucker Gulch, all as located within. the 

City of' Galien, Jefferson County, Colorado. 

That horizontal and. vertical clearan.ces for the proposed. 

structures exceed the clearance requirements established. by tae 

Commission, an4. are therefore acceptable. 
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. . 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Applicant, the Departlleut of Hi&b:ways, State of 

Coloram.o, be, and. it hereby is, granted a certificate of public 

convenience and necessity to authorize and approve the installation, 

construction, use and maintenance of a highway-railroad grade 

separation structure on Colorado Highway No. 58, over track.age of 

The Colorado & Southern Railway Company in the City of Gold.en, 

Jefferson County, Colorado, as follows: 

Twin-bridge highway overpass to cross Colorado & 
Southern Railway Company Brickyard. Spur near 7th 
Street and Ford Street of said City of Golden, 
Colorado. 

That the new work to be done, costs, installation, main-

tenance and other work, shall be as indicated in the precediDi 

Statement, Agreement and Exhibits "A" 1 "B" and "c ", all of wb.ich, by 

reference, are made a part hereof. 

This Order shall become effective forthwith. 

THE PUBLIC urn.rrns COMMISSION ' 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd. day of Novellber, 1966. 

ls 
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(Decision Ho. 6846o) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC t1!1ILITIJ.S COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOJW)O 

* * * 
ASPEN AmwAYS 1 INC. 1 

SARDY FIELD, 
ASPEN, COLORADO, 

Complainant I 

vs. 

MONARCH AVIAT:tON, me., 
SARDY FIELD I 
ASPEN, COLORADO I 

Respondent. 

-- - --- - - -- - -
-- - -- - --- ~ November 21 1966 --- ~ ---. - -

Appearances: John. F. Mueller, Esq. 1 Denver, 
Colorado, for Complainant; 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Wm. F. Helson, Esq., Graxld Junction, 
Colorado, for Respondent. 

STATJ!.:MEN.r AND FmDINGS OF FACT 

Aspen Airways, Inc., the Complainant, filed. its complaint 

a&ainst Monarch Aviation, Inc., therein describina the Complainallt's 

authorities, operations, investments, etc., aD4 the Responieat•s 

authorities and operations, in particular pointing out that the 

Respond.ent in the authority issued to it by Commission Decision 

No.. 27'7521 cilated. March 13, 19471 is expressly subject to the follow:!.»& 

restrictions, to-wit: (a).Tbat the hoJJler of the Certificate s~ 

not establish an o:f':f'ic.e or brB!lch for the purpose of' developiJll 

business at any town, place or city other than Grand Junction ant 

nearby Walker Field (Municipal Airport) 8IMfl. other airports, if an.r1 

in Mesa County, a.Ed. (b) That the hoJJler of the Certificate sl;uP.U 

file rate schedules, tariffs, a:n4 rules ani regulations, aJM1 that 

the rates so filed f'or the transportation of passengers between 

fixed points served by air carriers operatin& on sehed.ule over f:Lxei 



routes shall be at least fifty percent greater per passell{Jer th$n 

the effective rates of fixed route carriers by air so operatil:la on 

schedule between said points. 

The Complainant alleges that the Respondent has / and. is / 

viol.atina both of the said restrictions and prays in its CompJ.aµit 

that the Commission issue to Respondent its Order to Satisfy or .Answer 

and thereafter to hold a hearillg and at its conclusion enter its 

Order requiring the Respondent to cease and desist and thereaftei- to 

refrain al3d abstain from the violations of its Certificate of PUbli~ 

Convenience and Necessity. 

The Commission issued its Order to Satisfy or Answer and 

the Respondent filed an Answer. 

A hearing was held on September 13, 1966, during which the 

Commission was requested to take official notice of Commission 

Decisions, to-wit: 

Aspea_Airways Certificates: 

Decision No. 
Decision No. 
Decision No. 
Decision No. 
Decision No. 
Decision No. 
Decision No. 

328451 dated June 15, 1949 (IrreauJ.ar Service) 
338251 dated December 31 1951 (Transfer) 
44749, dated October 18, 1945 (Transfer) 
51479, dated December 26, 1958 (Transfer) 
53290, dated November 3, 1959 (Scheduled. Service) 
61118, dated July 291 1963 {Denver Office) 
63278, dated July lo, 1964 (Aspen-Grud Junction 

Seasonal Service) 
Decision No. 65278, dated. June 28, 1965 {Rifle Experimental 

Certificate) 

Monarch Aviation Certificates: 

Decision No. Z7752, dated March 13, 1947 {Irresular Service) 
Decision Noo 35621, iated November 101 1950 {Transfer) 

~he Commission takes official notice of said Decisions. Four Exld.bits 

were tendered. and received in evidence, and the Commission, on its 

own motion, bas marked a Stipulation tendered. by the parties thro'Uih 

their counsel, as Exhibit 5, and makes said Exhibit 5 part of the 

record herein. Said Stipulation provides, inter alia, that the 

record and transcript as made in hearing on Application No. 21747-

Extension, be taken as, and be the record in the within matter. '+'be 



Commission approves said Stipulation and. said record, by reference, 

shall be taken and be in the record in this matter. 

On October 31, 1966, the Commission entered its Order in 

Application Noo 21747-Extension.11 be~ Decision No. 68447, to which 

Order reference is hereby made o In said Order the Commission granted. 

the Respondent an extension of its authority providing in effect, 

inter alia, that the office restriction in Respondent's authority 

providing that nno office, or branch, shall be established for the 

purpose of developing business in any town, place or city other than 

Grand Junction and nearby Walker Field (Municipal Airport) and 

other airports 1 if any 1 in Mesa County. • .. " be revoked and removed 

from its authority and providilli; that the Respondent may establish 

an office at Aspen at nearby Sardy Field (Pitkin County Airport) and 

airports, if any, in Pitkin County, Colorado. By such decision the 

Commission has rendered moot the prayer of the Complainant that the 

Respondent cease and desist from violatin& its authority insofar as 

the establishment of an office for the development of business at 

Aspen or nearby Sardy Field is concerned. 

In said Decision No. 68447 the Commission further found 

that confusion as to the tariffs of the Complainant and of the RespoXl(l.ent 

and the charges made by the Respondent as the same are interrelated. 

has existed and that the evidence did not warrant a determination 

th.at the tariff violations on the part of the Respondent were such 

that the Commission should order a penalty against the Respondent. 

In this reaard the Respondent through counsel asserts that it will 

file with the Commission tariffs which will be more clear and 

specific and comply with the tariff restrictions in its authority, 

Pt(! Noo AC-7. 

The Commission finds that it should caution, and hereby 

cautions, the Respondent Sia.inst any violations of its authority in 

any manner., 
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'I'he CorMr1 i':iBion finds 'tb.at the Respondent should be ordered 

to toz'thwith file ta:dff's in accordance with its declared. intentions 

hereinabove mention~i. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS~ 

That the Complaint be, and the same hereby is, dismissed.. 

TrJat Monarch Aviation, Inc., the Respondent herein forthwith 

sl1all file clear a.io.L"I. un:equi vocal rate schedules, tariffs and rules 

and regulations eon:sistent a.na, in conformity with any and all re-

stric:tions wader itfii a.uthority. 

This Order s:r~~ll become effective forthwith. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Da.te..:l at Den:1rer, Colorado, 
t1~_1.:ls 2~'.ld da~r of !~ovember, 1966. 

ls 



(Decision No. 68461) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MA'l'I'ER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
B. D. C. CORPORATION OF COLORADO, 4970 ) 
SOUTH ARCHER AVENUE, CHICAGO, ILLINOIS, )) 
FOR A CERrIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE APPLICATION NO. 21864 
AND NECESSITY TO OPERATE AS A COMMON ) 
CARRIER BY.MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE. ) --. - - ------ ----- --- ~ 

-.-----.--
November 2,1966 ----- .. - -

Appearances: Leslie R. Kehl, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, and 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Melvin Bailet, Esq., Chicago, 
Illinois, for Applicant; 

John R. Barry, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Transcontinental 
Bus System, Inc,; Continental 
Bus System, Inc.; Denver-Salt 
Lake Pacific Stages; Denver­
Colorado Springs~Pu.eblo Motor 
Way; American Bus Lines, Inc., 
Protestants; 

Joseph F. Nigro, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Package Delivery 
Service, Protestant; 

David Butler, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Colorado Motor 
Way, Inc.; Denver-Boulder Bus 
Company; Colorado Transportation 
Company, Protestants; 

Walter M. Simon, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Yellow Cab Company, 
Protestant; 

Herbert M. Boyle, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Armored Motor 
Service; Speedy Messenger and De­
livery Service; Quick-Way Messenger 
Service, Protestants; 

John M. Conway, Esq., Denver, Colo­
rado, for Contract Carriers 
Conference of the Colorado Motor 
Carriers' Association. 

STATEMENT 

On February 21, 1966 B. D. c. Corporation of Colorado, 4970 

South Archer Avenue, Chicago, Illinois, filed its application for an 

Order granting a certificate of public convenience and necessity auth• 



orizing Applicant to operate as a common carrier by motor vehicle for 

hire, over irregular routes, transporting (1) commercial papers, docu­

ments, and written instrwnents (except coins, currency and negotiable 

securities), and microfilm, as are used in the conduct and operation of 

banks and banking institutions, and (2) papers used in the processing of 

data by computing machines, punch cards, magnetic tape, punch paper tape, 

printed reports and documents and office records, between points in the 

State of Colorado. 

Said application wa.s regularly set for hearing before the Commis~ 

sion, on April 19, 1966 at 10:00 o'clock A.M., at 532 State Services 

Building, 1525 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado, pursuant to order of the 

Public Utilities Commission by its Executive Secretary by serving a Notice 

of Hearing together with a copy of the application in the above-entitled 

matter upon approximately 115 carriers (as disclosed by the Certificate 

of Service) who, in the opinion of the Secretary, would be.competitive if 

said application was granted, by mailing said Notice of Hearing and applica-

tion in sealed envelopes properly addressed with sufficient postage prepaid 

to carry the same to its destination on the 24th day of March, 1966. 

Formal protests to the granting of the instant application were 

filed by the following carriers: 

1. Yellow Cab, Inc., filed on May 16, 1966. 
2. Quick-Way Messenger Service, filed on May 23, 1966. 
3. Speedy Messenger Service, filed on May 20, 1966. 
4. Package Delivery Service, filed on May 91 1966. 
5. Colorado Motor Way, Inc., Denver-Boulder Bus Company 

and Colorado Transportation Company, filed on 
May 14, 1966. 

B •. D. c. Corporation, the Applicant herein, on May 27, 1966 filed 

a Motion to Strike the Protests of Yellow Cab, Inc., Quick-Way Messenger 

Service, Package Delivery Service Co., Colorado Motor Way, Denver-Boulder 

Bus Co., and Colorado Transportation Co. 

On May 18, 1966 Leonard De Lue, D. J. Sebern, T. w. Rinker, 

Ted P. Rinker and E. L. De Lue, a co-partnership doing business as "Armored 

Motor Service," filed their Protest alleging that they are the holderi:i of 

P. u. C. Permit No. B-958 & I and Pe:r;mit No. B~5540 & I, which authorizes 
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the transportation of valuable papers, between points within the state 

of Colorado, and checks, bank drafts, business papers and other valuable 

papers, from point to point within a radius of fifty (50) miles of 

Boulder, Colorado. 

On May 27, 1966 B.D.C. Corporation filed a Motion to Strike and 

Deny Protest of Armored Motor Service. 

On April 11, 1966 the Secretary of the Commission vacated the 

April 19th setting and reset the instant application for hearing on June 11 

1966 at 10;00 o'clock A.M., at 532 State Services Building, Denver, Colo• 

re.do. 

At the hearing held on June 1, 1966, we quote the following from 

the official transcript: 

11 CCJ.:1MISSIONER HORTON: 

MR. KEHL: 

COMMISSIONER HORTON: 

MR. KEHL: 

COMMISSIONER HO~ON: 

MR. KEHL: 

We have a motion of applicant to 
strike prot~sts, and then we have 
another motion of applicant to . 
strike and deny protests of Armored 
Motor Service,- - - -. How do you 
want to argue these Motfons? 

Mr. Commissioner, we will not persist 
nor argue the Motion to Strike 
Protest, that is, the one that goes 
to the multiple protests. 

In other words, you are not going to 
prosecute that? 

We will not prosecute that motion. 

So, you will withdraw Motions to 
strike Protests? 

Tb.at particular motion, yes, sir, 
and then we would like to present 
brief argument with reference to 
the specific Motion to Strike and 
Deny of Armored Motor Service, 

If - - - -. 
After listening to arguments of attorneys, the Commissioner ta.king the 

hearing, made the following ruling: 

COMMISSIONER HORTON: 

.. 3 .. 

"Well, you left this up to an 
Examiner, and it is up to me, and to 
me alone - I don't have the benefit 
of the other two Commissioners. 
Apparently, we recently ruled that 
the private carrier does not have 
standing; nevertheless, those of you 



who have practiced before me, 
know I am pretty free and, being 
the minority member of the Commission, 
the Motion to Strike will be denied. 
You may proceed." 

Thereupon, Applicant called its first witness, Larry Crutchfield of 4970 

Archer Avenue, Chicago, Illinois, who stated he was Vice President and 

International Sales Pirector, of B. D. c. Corporation of Colorado. The 

evidence fUrther discloses the witness is also a Vice President of Bankers 

Dispatch Corporation, a holding company that does not actively conduct for-

hire operations. The record is not too clear, but the evidence would ind.1-

cate that the witness is also a Vice President of some other related corpo-

rations. He identified some 25 exhibits, which included the Certificate 

of Incorporation of B. D. c. Corporation of Colorado, authorities held by 

associated companies, equipment operated by B. D. c. Corporation (not B.D.c. 

of Colorado), financial Statements, and various contracts, descriptive 

literature of equipment used in operation, insurance coverage and other de.ta 

concerning their proposed operation, that is, receipts for delivery, 

tariffs, etc. 

It appears from the record that the present application is rough-

1y divided into two separate and distinct parts --

l - Commercial papers and microfilm used in the conduct and 
operation of banks and banking institutions; 

2 - Papers used in processing of data, printed reports and 
documents and office records. 

It further appears from the record that Applicant, in another 

application, is asking for: 

"Dental suppiies and materials - ..... , between Denver, 
Colorado, on the one hand, and points and places in 
the State of Colorado on the other." 

The evidence and record discloses Applicant is asking for auth· 

ority to conduct a State-wide operation as a common carrier by motor 

vehicle, in call and demand service, over irregular routes, for the com-

modities named in the application. This application has Statewide coverage, 

and is a service designed to attract business now handled by carriers 
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authorized by this Connnission, and the united States mail. 

Witness Crutchfield testified B. D, c. Corporation of Colo-

rado started a survey in January, 1966, which survey was concluded the 

last week in April, 1966. He states that the Federal Reserve Bank is 

interested in their proposed service, a.nd the evidence indicates that if 

application is granted, B.D.C. will serve approximately 120 banks in the 

State of Colorado on delivery of their cash letters. As an auxiliary 

service, Applicant also wishes to provide service to corporations who will 

have a flow or exchange of business reports or records, either pertaining 

to data processing or accounting or permanent type record-keepip.g informa­

tion. The service is to be performed during the evening hours, that is, 

picked up after the closing of business, conveyed either to Denver or some 

other central point where it is processed, and returned to the bank or other 

place of business before opening the following morning. The witness states 

his company is endeavoring to institute a nation-wide service with head• 

quarters in Chicago. It appears that B. D. c. Corporation of Colorado, ha.a 

also determined that the transportation of dental supplies and materials 

could also be conducted under their proposed schedules. However, this is 

not presently before us under the application we are now hearing. It is 

apparent, however, that Applicant intends to expand their state-wide 

service by further applications covering additional items. 

Witness Crutchfield described generally their proposed opera­

tion, which included transportation by air, and Applicant presented ap­

proximately a dozen public witnesses. 

Homer F. Krebs, a.n Assistant Cashier for the Federal Reserve Bank 

located at llll-l7th Street, Denver, Colorado, testified as to the use the 

Denver Branch of the Federal Reserve Bank would make of the proposed 

service. It appears that in Applicant's survey their proposed service is 

built on the cash letter business hand.led by the Denver Branch of the 

Federal Reserve Bank. 
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Witness Krebs stated the bank is now using the United States 

mail and motor carrier service. 

It further appears from witness Krebs' testimony that Federal 

Reserve Bank serves all banks in the State of Colorado. 

Other witnesses representing banks from key points all over 

Colorado, testified they were interested in Applicant's proposed service 

and, if the price and service was satisfactory, they would use Applicant's 

proposed service. The service they desired is a service where their pickup 

is made after closing hours and delivery before the ba.nk opened the follow­

ing morning. This was especially true of data processing, etc. 

A brief summary of the evidence on behalf of Applicant, when 

condensed, in the opinion of the Commission is as follows: Public witnesses 

would use Applicant's service if it was better and more efficient than the 

service now offered by motor carriers, bus carriers and the United States 

mail, if the cost was no more than u. s. Mail, that is, 5¢ per ounce. 

Protestants presented several witnesses as to the effect on their 

operations, if said application was granted. Local motor carriers in the 

Denver area would be vitally affected, especially wherein the Federal 

Reserve Bank and the big banks of Denver desire only one carrier. The 

area outside of Greater Metropolitan Denver is served on their routes by 

the certificated bus carriers and, while the volume is not large, it is 

an important source of revenue when taken from all points served by the bus 

companies. Bus express bas become a very important source of revenue to 

the bus companies, and without said revenue the bus companies would be in 

trouble. This would necessitate either the curtailment of service or 

the increase of their passenger and express rates. It is a recognized 

fact to any student of transportation of persons that all passenger car• 

riers are now facing serious competition from the air carriers with their 

recent reduced rates for standby and family fares. 

The evidence in the above application is voluminous, covering 

1100 pages of testimony, together with numerous exhibits, and several days 
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were spent by the Commissioner taking the testimony. The Commission 

has carefully studied and reviewed the transcript and the exhibits and, 

after careful consideration thereof, makes the following findings. 

FINDINGS 

THE C<l4MISSION FINDS: 

1. That Applicant is a newly formed Colorado corporation which 

desires authorization by this Commission of a statewide transportation 

service, serving all cities, towns and villages, and especially all banks, 

in Colorado, with an overnight pickup and delivery service, between all 

points in the State of Colorado, in call and demand service, for the trans­

portation of all items set forth in the application. 

2. That Applicant is a subsidiary of Bankers Dispatch Corporation, 

whose home office is located at 4970 Archer Avenue, Chicago, Illinois; that 

Applicant company was formed for the purpose of operating in Colorado; 

that the parent company operates in the Chicago area, and operates through 

the utilization of subsidiaries in many other states, where they have auth­

ority. The record indicates that Bankers Dispatch Corporation specializes 

in the type of service asked for in the application. It appears from the 

record the parent company is financially responsible and able to inaugurate 

their initial proposed schedules. 

3. That it appears the Federal Reserve Bank would use the pro­

posed service for the reason that the proposed schedules are tailored to 

fit their individual needs if the cost of the service is reasonable. 

This proposed service might be used by many banks in the state, especial­

ly those banks in the remote areas. Witnesses from the banks, all stated 

it would be a desirable service as outlined by Applicant, and they ~e 

interested if there is no additional cost over their present service. 

They were in agreement that they were not interested in the proposed 

service if the cost was higher than first-class mail, that is, 5¢ per 

ounce. 

~-



4. Th.at Applicant is seeking a State-wide call and demand 

certificate, and Applicant, in their testimony, stressed the convenience 

to isolated and remote areas in the State, which is now being handled by 

the U. s. Mail. These remote areas are not presently being served by 

for-hire carriers by motor vehicle except in a few instances by bus 

express, and by private carriers. 

5. That to make their operation economically feasible state-

wide, the COilllllission is of the opinion, after care:f'ul consideration of the 

evidence adduced, especially between points in the remote areas, and from 

remote areas to Denver, it requires traveling long distances and the crossing 

of the Continental Divide in several places. To make the proposed operation 

pay, would necessitate the handling of all items sought in the application, 

and from the record before us it would appear that from time to time 

Applicant.would have to ask for additional items. This is substantiated 

by the fact that Witness Crutchfield stated: 

"At a subsequent time, should it be deemed necessary by the 
shipping public, we may appear before this Commission again 
with a subsequent application." 

The record further discloses that Applicant has presently a.n 

application before the Commission that has not been set for hearing, asking 

to transport dental plates and dental supplies. In other words, we do not 

believe that the broad application, unrestricted as to territory covering 

the entire State is economically feasible without taking away traffic 

from presently certificated common carriers by motor vehicle. We are of 

the opinion that definite limited routes could be established for the 

handling of the items asked for in the application that would prove 

economically feasible. But, to offer a service state-wide, we do not 

believe, and we cannot find from the record this to be economically 

feasible. In other words, for an economical operation, we think Appli· 

cant included too large an area for COilllll.On carrier call a.nd demand 

service. 

-8-



6. That the granting of the proposed application would 

tend to impair the operation of some competing carriers, who are pres­

ently handling some of the items asked for in the application. This 

would be true of common carriers operating out of Denver, and especially 

the bus companies. We recognize, however, that at the present time a 

large volume of this traffic is handled by a private carrier. 

7. That Applicant failed to sustain the burden of proof to 

establish that the present or fUture public convenience and necessity re­

quire, or will require, the transportation services tor which Applicant 

herein seeks authority. 

The desire of the Denver Branch of the Federal Reserve Bank and 

possibly other large banks and businesses located in the Denver area do 

not warrant the granting Of State-wide motor vehicle connnon carrier authority 

unless the same is definitely in the public interest, and it would appear 

that the granting of the authority sought would not be in accord with the 

law as clearly set forth in recent decisions of our Colorado Supreme 

Court. In our opinion, it would appear from the record the proposed 

operations are those of a private (contract) carrier as defined by our 

Private Carrier Act. 

8. We do not say that if this application is granted, they could 

not render a desirable service to a few select customers, on caretully sel­

ected routes. We, however, are not satisfied that Applicant can econo­

mically give a State-wide call and demand service wherein the public 

would use the call and demand service under Applicant's proposed tariff. 

A carefUl examination of the record disclosed that Applicant not only 

proposes a general call and demand service, but also offers, to all 

practical purposes, a scheduled route operation. This is disclosed by 

an examination and evaluation of its proposed tariffs. We question 

very seriously the feasibility of this daily operation, not on call and 

demand but as it applies to their regularly scheduled operation as dis-

-9-



closed by Applicant's proposals. The Commission is of the opinion, and 

so finds, it is not in the public interest to grant this broad Statewide 

common carrier authority, where it appears from our interpretation of the 

exhibits pertaining to costs and revenue, it would reasonably result in 

increased costs due to the nature of this deluxe service. This would 

call for an increased cost on a Statewide basis, or in the alternative, 

Applicant would have to ask for abandomnent of regular route_ service to a 

large area in the remote sections of the State. 

9. We have examined Applicant's Exhibit No. 20 as it applies 

to their proposed service. The exhibit indicates revenue of $50.00 a. 

week revenue from Public service Company of Colorado, and $67 .20 from 

Mountain States Telephone Company. We have carefully reviewed the testi­

mony and the record as it pertains to the traffic generated by these 

companies. We cannot accept the optimistic forecasts of Applicant. 

Without this revenue, Applicant's operation would be in the "red" a.nd 

Applicant would, of necessity, have to seek other sources of revenue. 

This, in our opinion, eliminates the valu of Exhibit No. 20. We have no 

data or information as to the cost of service or revenue received on the 

other commodities asked for in the application. Special trips involving 

additional mileage and costs necessarily must be incurred to render the 

services proposed by Applicant. It, therefore, follows that the Commis­

sion is without sufficient data to evaluate whether or not the proposed 

operation can operate at a profit under the proposed tariff filings. 

It is our best judgment, however, that Statewide service, as proposed by 

Applicant, is not economically feasible unless portions of said proposed 

service is curtailed or abandoned, or rates increased. If Applicant is 

granted a certificate of public convenience and necessity for Statewide 

service, Applicant is entitled to enjoy certain rights and privileges, 

but, likewise, it is placed under certain obligations to perform the 

service asked for in the application, as disclosed by the record herein. 

~ very term "convenienc~ 'and necessity" implies this. 

-10-



The Connnission finds that the evidence does not support a 

finding that the public convenience and necessity require granting ot 

the authority on a Statewide basis as is applied for. 

Post hearing briefs were filed on behalf of Applicant and 

Protestants. 

Applicant contends the Connnissioner taking the hearing erred in 

permitting Armored Motor Service, a private carrier, to participate in the 

hearing, and Applicant has correctly cited rulings of the Connnission to 

substantiate its position. However, the Connnissioner taking the bearing, 

under his interpretation of the Colorado Supreme Court decision in the re• 

cent Western Colorado Power Company et al vs.The Public Utilities Commission, 

felt it was error to foreclose their participation. The Commission neither 

affirms or rejects that ruling of the Commissioner taking the hearing, for 

the reason that we definitely find that the proposed operation of Applicant 

for Statewide common carrier service is not economically feasible and, 

therefore, not in the public interest. We, therefore, deem it unnecessary 

in this application to determine, under the present facts as disclosed by 

the record, whether or not private carriers have the right under Colorado 

law to intervene and protest the granting of a motor vehicle connnon carrier 

authority. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Application No. 21864 be, and the same hereby is, denied. 

This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from date. 

THE PUBLIC UTILJ.'TIES C<HUSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLO~O 

Dated at Den r, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of November, 1966 

et 
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(Decision No. 68462) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UI'Il.r.t'Il!5 COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
RICHARD STANLEY STAFFORD, oomG ) 
BT.Bml!5s AS "NORTHF.RN TRASH DISPOSAL I 
COMPANY," ROUI'E 21 P.O. BOX 115, 
LONGMONT, COLORADO, FOR A CERTIFI· 
CATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND 
~l!SSITY TO OPERATE AS A COMMON 
CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE. ) 

* 

APPLICATION NO. 22200 

November 31 1966 
- ---- -------

Appearances: William T. Secor, Esq., Longmont, 
Colorado, for Applicant; 

William Andrew Wilson, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Best Way Disposal, 
Town & Cotm.try Disposal, Gerbitz 
Rubbish Removal, Inc., Disposai 
Service Company, Protestants. 

STATEMENT AND FllIDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

By the above-styled application, applicant seeks a certi-

ficate of public convenience and necessity to operate as a common 

carrier by motor vehicle for hire for the transportation of ashes, 

trash and waste materials. 

Said application, pursuant to prior setting, after appro­

priate notice to all parties in interest, was heard at 532 State 

Services Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 A.M., on November 11 

1966, and at the conclusion of the evidence, the matter was taken 

under advisement. 

At the commencement of the hearing counsel for the appli­

cant moved that the application be amended to provide for a re-

striction of the authority as soUiht in the application. Exhibit A 

was marked and received in evidence. Said Exhibit A includes the 

description of the area for which authority is sous;ht under the 

application as amended. Counsel for the protestants stated that 



the protests would. be witbd.rawn if the motion to amend the application 

were granted and the authority, if' ;ranted, were il"BB.ted acconl,ing 

to the amended application. 

The Commission states and finds that the motion to amend 

the application should be granted. 

Richard Stanley Stafford, the applicant herein, appeared 

awll testified in support of the application in substance and. to tbe 

effect that he has had ten years' experience in the transportation 

business; that he has $2,4oO as capital with which to purchase 

equipment; that he has canvassed the area for which the authority is 

souaht; that no other common carJ;:"ier is serving saiCI. area; tbat the 

residents resi4ina in said area have statecl. to him that they need 

and would. use bis service. 

The Commission, havizli consid.ered the testimony, recort 

and exhibits herein, states and finds that applicaat will have 

sufficient equipment and experience to properly carry on the proposed 

transportation services; that applicant's financial standi131 and 

qualifications are established to the satisfaction of the Commission; 

that present common carrier service in the area herein so'Ulht is 

inadequate; that the present and future public convenience and. 

necessity require, or will require, the transportation services for 

which applicant seeks authority; that the authority herein SO'Qlht 

is in the public interest and should be iranted. as set forth in the 

ord.er following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the motion to amend the application be, and the same 

hereby is, granted. 

That Richard Stanley Stafford, doi~ business as "Nortberm 

Trash Disposal Company," Longmont, Colorado, be, and hereby is, 

authorized to operate as a common carrier by motor vellicle for hire, 



for the transportation of ashes, trash and other waste materials in 

the following territory: Startin& at a point where Highway 66 and 

Highway 1 intersect above Lyons, then east on Highway 66 to the U.S. 

87, then south on Hiahway 87 to State Highway 1 where 87 and 1 inter-

sect, then east on 1 to the intersection of 85 and Highway 7, then 

north on 85 to State Highway 66, then headina west on 66 to the inter­

section of 66 and 871 then heeding north on Highway 87 to the inter ... 

section of 60 and 871 then heading west on Highway 6o to the inter­

section of 6o and 287, then heading south on Highway 287 to the 

intersection of 66 and 287, then heading west on 66 to where the 

BouJ.der County line meets 66 above Lyons which is the startina point. 

This covers Lyons, Platteville and Berthom, but exclu:les Lona;mont, 

and this ORDER shall be deemed to be, and be, a CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC 

CONVENIENCE AND NJOC!ESSITY THEREFOR. 

Th.at applicant sbal.l operate his carrier system in accordance 

with the Order of the Commission, except when prevented by Act of God.1 

the public enetl\Y or extreme conditions. 

That this Order is subject to compliance by applicant with 

all present and future laws and rules and reauJ,ations of the Commission. 
. -

This Order shall become effective twenty..one days from date. 

THE PUBLIC urn.IT~ COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denv r, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of November, 1966. 

ls 
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{Decision No. 68463) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC urILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
THE APPLICATION OF WILBUR F. ,ROBDmVfT 1 ) 

18498 F.AST COLFAX, AURORA, COLORADOp ) 
FOR A CLASS "B" PERMIT TO OPERATE AS ) 
A PRIVATE C.ARRIF.R BY MOTOR VEHICLE ) 
FOR HIRE. ) 
• • - • • • • • - - • • m - • • • a 

APPLICATION NO. 222l7•PP 

November 31 1966 
----- -----

Appearances: Wilbur F. Robinett, Aurora, 
1Jo.1.vrado1 pro !!.• 

STATEMENT .AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

By the above-styled application, applicant seeks authority 

to operate as a Class "B 0 private carrier by motor vehicle for hire. 

Said application, pursuant to prior setting after appropriate 

notice to all parties in interest, was heard at 532 State Services 

Building, Denver.11 Colorado, at lO:OO A.M. on. November 11 19661 aJM!I. 

at the coll!IClusion of the evideDce, the matter was taken under 

advisement. 

Wilbuir F. Robinett 1 the applicant 1 appeared. 8Dd. testifiei 

in support of the application, statilli that he is the owner of tour 

trucks; that he has a net worth of $401 000; that he has Dad 25 years 

of experience in the transportation business; and, that he will 

abide by all the ruJ.es and reiul.ations of the Commission w1 th. which 

he will familiarize himself. 

No one appeared in protest to the gran.tina of the instant 

application.. 

From the testimoll!.y1 record and files herein, the Commissioa 

states and finds that there is a need for applicant's proposed 

transportation services; that applicant will have sufficient equipaent 



and experience to properly carry on the proposed. operation; that 

applicant's financial standing an4 qualifications are established. 

to the satisfaction of the Commission; that it ices not appear to 

the Commission that the ~reposed operation will impair the efficient 

public service of any authorized common carrier adequately servina 

the sam.e territory, over the same general hiih:waY route, or routes; 

tb.a.t the granting of the authority, as provided in the followiDi 

Order 1 will be in the public interest and such authority shoulcil be 

granted.. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Wilbur F. Robinett, Aurora, Colorado, be, and. hereby 

is, authorized to operate as a Class "B" private carrier by motor 

vehicle for hire, for the transportation of sand, gravel, and. other 

road-surfacilllg materials used in the construction of roads and 

highways, :from. pits and supply points in the State of Coloraao, to 

road jobs, mixer and processilli plants within a radius of 100 miles 

of said pits and. supply points; sand and gravel, from pits and supply 

points in the State o:f' Colorado, to railroad loac!lina points, UMi to 

home a.nd. small construction jobs within a radius of 100 mil.es of 

said pits ana. supply points; sand.1 &ravel, dirt, stone, and refuse, 

from and to building construction jobs, to and. from points with.in a 

radius of 100 miles of said jobs; insulrock, from pits and supply 

poin.ts in the State of' Colorado, to roofing jobs within. a ruius of' 

100 miles of said pits and supply points, provided.1 however, that 

transportation of' road-surfacing materials shall be restrictei 

aaaast the use of tank vehiclesz and this ORDER shall be deem.eel 

to be, 8l'1d be, a PERMIT therefor. 

That all operations hereunder shall be strictly contract 

operations, the Commission retainina ju.riscliction to make such 

amend.men.ts to this perm.it deemec!l advisableo 



That this Order is the permit herein provided for, but 

it shall not become effective until applicant bas filed a statement of 

bis customers, copies of all special contracts or memoranda of their 

terms, the necessary tariffs, required insurance, and bas secured 

authority sheets. 

That the riiht of' applicant to operate hereUXlder shall depend 

upon bis compliance with all present and future laws and rules and 

reiUlations of the Commission. 

This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from 

date. 

TEE PUBLIC urn.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of November, 1966. 

ls 
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(Decision Noo 68464) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
EDWARD Ho ROTH, 240 NORTH 4TH AVENUE ) 
BRIGHTON, COLORADO, FOR A CLASS "B" ) 
PERMIT TO OPERATE AS A PRIVATE CARRIER ) 

APPLICATION NOo 22216-PP 

Bl MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE o ) 

~ m - = e - o - - • • - - - m • ~ - e -

November 3,1966 

Appearances: Edward Ho Roth, Brighton,Colo­
ra.do, pro ~-

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

By the aboveestyled application, applicant herein seeks a Class 

"JB" permit to operate as a private carrier by motor vehicle :for hireo 

Said application, pursuant to prior setting after appropriate 

notice to all parties in interest, was heard at 532 State Services Build­

ing» Denver 9 Colorado, at 10:00 ouclock A.Mo, on November 11 1966, and 

at the conclusion of the evidence, the matter was taken under advisement. 

Edirrard H. Roth appeared and testified in support of the appli­

cation? stating that he is the owner of a 1961 dump tandem truck; that he 

has a net worth of $10 9 000; that he has twenty years of experience in the 

transportation business; and that he will abide by all the rules and regu-

lations of the Commission with which he will familiarize himself. 

No one appeared in protest to the granting of the instant appli~ 

cation. 

From the testimony, record and files herein, the Commission 

states and finds that there is a need for applicant's proposed transporta-

tion services; that applicant will have sufficient equipment and experience 

to properly carry on the proposed operation; that applicant's financial 

standing and qualifications are established to the satisfaction of the 



.- ' 

Commission; that it does not appear to the Commission that the proposed 

operation will impair the efficient the efficient public service of any 

authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory, over 

the same general high"Way route, or routes; that the granting of the auth­

ority, as provided in the following Order, will be in the public interest 

and such authority should be granted. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Edward H. Roth, Brighton, Colorado, be, and hereby is, auth­

orized to operate a.a a. Class "B" private carrier by motor vehicle for hire, 

for the transportation of sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing m.a.teriais 

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 

a radius of 75 miles of said pits and supply points; sand a.nd gravel, from 

pits and supply points in the State of Colorado, to railroad loading points, 

and to home and small construction jobs within a radius of 75 miles of said 

pits and supply points; sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and refuse, from a.nd to 

building construction jobs~ to and from points within a radius of 75 miles 

of said jobs; insulrock, from pits and supply points in the State of Colo· 

ra.do, to roofing jobs within a radius of 75 miles of said pits and supply 

points$ provided, however, that transportation of road-surfacing materials 

shall be restricted against the use of tank vehicles; also, natural ferti 0 

lizer, from point to point, to and from points within a 75 mile radius of 

Brighton, Colorado; and this ORDER shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT 

therefor. 

That all operations hereunder shall be strictly contract opera­

tions, the Commission retaining jurisdiction to make such amendments to 

this permit deemed advisableo 

That this Order is the permit herein provided for, but it shall 

not become effective until Applicant has filed a statement of his customers, 

copies of all special contracts or memoranda of their terms, the necessary 



tariffsJ required i.nsurance, and has secured authority sheets. 

~e right of applicant to operate here1.mder shall depend upon 

his compliance with all present and future laws and rules and regulatior.s 

of this Connnission. This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from 
date. 

THE PUBLIC tJrILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denve Colorado, 
this 3rd day of November, 1966 

et 



(Decision No. 68465) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILrrIES C<Jt4MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN TI:IE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
GARRET LENDERINK, WILLIAM E. LENDERINK, ) 
AND ARTHUR R. LENDERINK, DOING BUSINESS ) 
AS "RAY'S ASH & TRASH SERVICE," 4455 ) 
801'.JrB: BROADWAY, ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO, ) 
FOR AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER PUC NOo 3906 ) 
TO RAY'S SUBURBAN DISPOSAL,, INCo, 4455 ) 
sourH BROADWAY, ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO. ) 
- - - - - 0 - ~ - - - - - - ~ - - - - Q 

APPLICATION NO. 22202-Transfer 

November 3,1966 

Appearances: Samuel Po Guyton, Esqo 1 Lakewood, 
Colorado, for Applicants. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

By the above~styled application, authority is sought to transfer 

PUC No. 3906 from Garret Lenderink, William E. Lenderink and Arthur R. 

Lenderink, doing business as "Ray's Ash & Trash Service," Englewood, Colo-

rado, to Ray's Suburban Disposal, Inco, Englewood, Colora.doo 

Said application, pursuant to prior setting after appropriate 

notice to all parties in interest, was heard at 532 State Services Building, 

at 10:00 A.M., on November l, 1966, and at the conclusion of the ·evidence, 

the m.a.tt~r was taken under advisement. 

Garret Lenderink appeared and testified in support of the applica-

tion in substance and to the effect that the applicant consists of a partner-

ship of Garret Lenderink, William E. Lenderink and Arthur R. Lenderink, 

doing business as "Ray's Ash & Trash Service,;" that the partners formed a 

corporation known as Ray's Suburban Disposal, Inc.; that the balance sheet 

marked Exhibit A, and received in evidence, we.s prepared under his direc-

tion and supervision and is a correct financial statement of the corpora-

tion; that for all intents and purposes the business will be operated in 

the same manner by the corporation as it we.s by the partnership. 



No one appeared in protest to the granting of the instant 

application. 

The Commission, having considered the record, files e.nd exhibits 

herein, states and finds that transferee corporation will have sufficient 

equipment and experienced personnel to properly carry on the operations; 

that transferee's financial standing and qualifications are established 

to the satisfaction of the Commission; that the proposed transfer is 

compatible with the public interest e.nd should be authorized as set forth 

in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE: COOUSSION ORDERS: 

That Garret Lenderink, William E. Lenderink, and Arthur R. 

Lenderink, doing business as "Ray's Ash & Trash Service," Englewood, Colo-

rado, be, and hereby are, authorized to transfer all right, title and in­

terest in and to PUC No. 3906 to Ray's Suburban Dispos&l, Inc., Englewood, 

Colorado, subject to encumbrances against said operating rights, if any, 

approved by this Commission. 

That henceforth the full and complete authority under PU:: No. 

3906 shall be as follows, to-wit: 

DEC. #56932: Transportation of as~es, trash, and 
other waste materials, between points within the 
City of Englewood, Colorado, and from points within 
the City of Englewood, Colorado, to regularly­
designated e.nd approved dumps and disposal places; 
transportation of ashes, trash, and other waste mater­
ials, between points within a six-mile radius of 
Hampden and Broadway, in Englewood, Colorado, ex­
cluding points within the City and County of Denver, 
to regtila.rly-designated and approved dumps and dis­
posal places. 

That said transfer shall become effective only if and when, but 

not before, said transferor and transferee, in writing have advised the 

Commission that said certificate ha.a 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 e.nd 

performed. Failure to file said written acceptance of the terms of this 



. , .... 

Order w:i'..thin thirty (30) days from the effective date of this Order shall 

automatically revoke the authority herein granted to make the transfer, 

without f'urther order on the part of the Commission, unless such time shall 

be extended by the Commission, upon proper application. 

The right of transferee to operate under this Order shall depend 

upon the prior filing by transferor of del:l..nquent reports, if any, covering 

operations under said certificate up to the time of transfer of said certi-

ficate. 

This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from date. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

7~ 
~ 
~~/ 
Dated at Denver, Colorado, . 
this 3rd day of November, 1966 

et 

-3-



(Decision No. 68466 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

WAYNE E. SHEPHERD 
7337 South Boulder Road 
Boulder, Colorado 80301 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. B 5620 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 168-H-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - " - - - - - - - ~ - - - - ~ -
- - - - - - ~ - - -

November 2, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 26, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

0 RD ER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of November, 1966 

bb 



{Decision No. 68467 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

JOSEPH AND BOB LEE DBA 
LEE BROTHERS ASH Al\TD TRASH DISPOSAL 
2829 Harrison St. 

) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. PUC 5362 
) 
) 

Denver, Colorado 80205 ) CASE NO. 143-H-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - . - - - - - -
November 2, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 26, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 
. 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

TEE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Colorado, Dated at Den 
this 2nd day of November, 1966 

bb 



(Decision No. 684(:$- ) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

TED SLAVIN 
P.O. Box 444 
Higgins, Texas 79046 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. PUC 6658-I 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 144-H-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

November 2, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 26, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

0 RD ER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denve , Colorado, 
this 2nd day of November, 1966 

bb 



(Decision No. 68469) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC tJ.rILl'l'IEB COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* 
DENVER CLIMAX TR'l£K LINE, me., 

1380 UMATD:.IA STREET I 
DENVER, COLORADO, AND 

* 

OVFIU.AND MOTOR EXPREES 1 INC., DOING 
BWINESS .AS BOm.DER-DENVER TRt£K LINE, 

P. o •. BOX 271 
BOm.DER, COLORADO, 

Complainants 1 

vs. 

KINGERY TRANSFORTATION CO. AND 
ERN.E5T J. TRENBERTH1 

1736 VIRGINIA STREET, 
IDAH> SPRINGS, COLORADO, AND 

WALTER A. SMITH, 
3434 WALNUr STREET, 
DENVER, COLORADO, 

Respondents. 

* 

November 31 1966 

CASE NO. 2318 

Appearances: John P. Thompson, Esq., Denver 1 
Colorado, for Complain.ants and 
Intervenor Rio Grande Motor Way; 

Herbert M. Boyle, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Respondents; 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

John J. Conway, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Contract Carriers 
Conference of the Colorado Motor 
Carriers' Association; 

T. Peter Craven, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Red Ball Motor 
Freight 1 Inc. 1 and Westway 
Motor Frei&ht, Inc. 

STATEMENT 

On May 24, 1966 Denver Climax Truck Line, Inc., and Overl.ui 

Motor Express, Inc., doing business as Boulder-Denver Truck Line, f~lecl 

a Formal Complaint alleg;ing1 general.ly1 that Respondent corporatio:a.., 

Kinae:cy Transportation Co., has failed to ca.ply with the statutes 

concernina private carriers by motor vehicle and, further, that 



Respondents have failed to observe and comply with the regulations a:cid. 

rules of the Commission, and ask that private carrier Permit No~ A-750 

be revoked. 

On June 91 1966 Respondents filed their Answer denyin&, 

substantially, the allegations of the Formal Complaint, and_ asked. that 

the Formal Complaint be dismissed. 

On June 16, 1966 Rio Grande Motor Way by John P. ~hompson, 

Attorney, filed a Motion to Intervene in the instant proceeding ar.i4 

In.vervention was &ranted by Commission Decision No. 675871 dateci 

June 201 1966. On Ju1y 13, 1966 Red Ball Motor Frei&ht, Inc. and 

Westway Motor Freight, Inc. likewise filed their Petition to Intervene 

which was &ranted by Commission Decision No. 67780 dated July 14, 1966. 

On Auaust 30., 1966 the Contract Carriers Conference of the Colorado 

Motor Carriers' Association likewise filed their Petition to Interve».e 

which was &ranted by Commission Decision No. 68128 dated September 11 

1966. 

Case·No. 5318 was set for hearing and was heard on September 

201 1966 at 532 State Services Building, Denver, Colorado, arld at the. 

conclusion of the hearing the matter was taken under advisement by 

the Presidina; Commissioner. 

We will attempt to briefly sUllltll8rize the Complaint. 

l. Complainants contend someone other than Kingery Trans­

portation Co. is in truth and fact the owner of private carrier 

Permit No. A-7501 which it appears from the record authorizes the 

transportation of: 

"freight, between Leadville, Colorado, and. Boulder, 
Colorado Sprin&s, and intermediate points, includ.iag 
mining districts of Georgetown, Silver Plume, Central 
City, Blackhawk and Idaho Springs, via Colorado 91, 
1191 U.S. 40, 85, 285 and Colorado 7. 

Permit No. B-6196 is what is comonly known in the trade as a sand. 

and i?'avel authority, and Complainants, f'rom the record he:rein m¥e, 

appear to bave no interest in this authority, and we see no need to 

further consider this permit. 
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2. Complainants alle&e while the records of the Pu,bl:L~ 

Utilities COJJl111ission disclose that Kil;l&e?')' Transportation CODlp&ny is 

the owner of the permit, that the Responient Trenberth has heretofore 

sold, assianed or leased Pe:rmit A-750 to Respon4ent Smith. 

3. Complainants allege that Ki:qe?')' Trauportation CC>Ji;>an.y 

has not operated said private carrier authority for several years, Md 

bas permitted. others to operate said permit, thereby tran.sferr1-

control to other parties than the record owner. 

4. Complainants allege that Respondents are now attenptiq 

to institute an entirely new operation. 

5. Complainants alle&e that the operation bas become clo:r'UJl,t 

or abandon.ea.. In support of their Complaint, Complainants called 

five witnesses: 

Mr. Ernest J. Trenberth, President of Kingery 
Transportation Company and owner of 5~ of ;I.ts 
outstan.Q.ing stock. 

Walter Smith, one-time General Manager of 
RespoJldent corporation. 

Los Mae Eshe, Manaaer of Denver Climax Truck 
Line, Inc. 

Melvin A. Chance, President and Geaeral Manager 
of Boulder-Denver Truck Line. 

Ralph H. Knull, General Traffic Man.ager, Rio 
Grande Motor Way. 

We will here attempt to briefly summarize the testim.o~ of 

the V$rious witnesses as it applies to the Complaint. Mr. Ernest J. 

Treaberth testified. he is President of Ki:naery Transportation 

Company alld acquired his interest in. December 1959; that he owns 

2500 shares of the corporation stock; that or1c1nally bis wife 

owned 2500 shares, and it appears that 5000 shares comprise all of 

the outstand.:ilag stock. It appears that on April 18, 1966, Mrs. 

Trenberth sold 2000 of her 2500 sbares to one Keu.eth Crowley who 

was elected. as a member of the Board. of Directors, alMll. iesianatei 

as Treasurer of the corporation; that in April 1966 the Board of 
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Directors, through its President, hired one Walter A. Smith as General 

Man.aier of the corporation's motor carrier division. Mr. Tre:nberth 

stated he had to get out of the active management of their motor 

carrier operation due to a heart condition and would have to go to 

Mayo Brothers. The witness further testified that the active ~e­

m.ent of the operation was left to a manager who was hired by TJ:"enberth; 

that recently Mr. Smith resigned and the company now has a new muaaer; 

that at the time of the hearing Mr. Trenberth person.ally owned. 2500 

shares of stock, his wife 500 shares, and Ken.netb Crowley 2000 shares; 

that at all times he could sign checks but the record indicates be 

did not exercise that right. It further appears that there has been 

a continuous operation of Perm.it A-750 since 1959 by the corporation. 

The witness testified as to the operation conducted prior to April 

1966 and, from. bis testimony, it appeared that his customers were 

connected, directly or i:odirectly, with the minin& industry. 

, Mr. Walter A. Smith testified that in April 1966 he was named 

Manager by the President of the company; that he acted as Manager for 

several months and conducted the operation utlder his interpretation of 

its authority. , He stated that he was paid. a flat salary, that in. 

payment of bills he prepared checks which were signed by the 

Treasurer of the corporation. The testimony indicates he was an active 

MM.ager and added additional customers; that the mining in his terri­

tory closed down, and other contracts for hauling were secured; that 

sometime prior to September 201 1966 he resi&ned and is no longer 

connected with Kingery Transportation Company. 

Lois Mae Eshe testified she was Manager of Denver Climax 

Truck Line who holds certificate of public convenience and necessity 

No. 1195, which authorizes daily line-haul service from. Denver to 

Idaho Springs and intermediate points to Climax. The witness stated 

in her opi.D,ion that she felt recently Respondent corporation bad 

become more competitive with the Denver Climax operation. 
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Melvin A. Chance testified that he was Presidut and. Geaa~al 

Mane.1er of Boulcler-Denver Truck Line, who ge».erally bas reaular route 

transportation of general commodities between Denver and Boulder alMl 

all intermediate points; that his company conducts daily lia.e-ba'Ql 

schedules. He stated he recently examined bills of Ki.D.&ery Trans­

portatioa Company for the latter part Of May and au Of June of tllj.s 

year, and fo'U'Oi bills of lad.in& covering less-than-truckload quantit~es 

of general commodities between Boul.der and Denver. 

Ralph H. Knull testitied he is Traffic Manager for Rio 

Grande Motor Way; that his company had operatin& authority betweu 

Deaver end Leadville, and Colorado Sprinas and. Leadville, &Id was 

reuderina service between the above-named points 'l.Ulder its certifi~ate. 

Kingery Transportation Company became the ow.er of private 

carrier Perm.it No. A-750 on June 16, 196<> by Commission Decision 

No. 54465. Th.e record. ind.icates that on or about June l, 1960 the 

a&reement between David. J. K:Lnaery and Ernest J. Trenbertb. was eaterd 

into whereby Kinaery would organize a corporation and Tren.berth am 
his wife would. purchase the stock. Complainants allege that the 

Treaberths have sold, assigned or leased said permit to Walter A. Smit~ 

without authorization by this Commission by virtue of our statutes aad. 

particularly Commission Rule 6 of the Rules a:ad Re&ulatio~s ~over:a.:l.nl 

Private Carriers by Motor Vehicle. The evidence clearly ind.icates 

that Ernest J. Trenberth is the owne~ ot 2500 slllares, his wife ot 

2500 shares, and further discloses tha.t bis wife sold. 2000 sb.a~es 

to one Kenneth Crowley, who was then named Treasurer of the corporat;Lo•. 

The latter part of April 1966 Ernest J. Trenberth, as President, 

employed Walter A. Smith as General Manager 8Bd. the active 1!118J1.aie• 

ment of the corporation was turned over to the General Manager who 

was paid a salary, and who later resigned.. 

The record. indicates that the pemi t has been active si:n.ce 

l96o as disclosed by freight bills. 
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A survey of the traffic handled by the Respondent corpor•tioa 

illdicates that it was within the scope of its authority, 8Jlif. we d.o aot 

find any intentional unlawful operation. The Respondent corporation 

has moved its office to Denver from Idaho Sprinas. This is not 

restricted in the authority, and we cannot say, under the recol;'d ma4e1 

that RespondeBt corporation could not establish an office in Deaver. 

Complainants contend there has been an aband.0D111emt of the 

permit. This allegation is not supported by the evidence. 

FINDINGS 

THE COMMISSION FINDS: 

That Complainants have failed to sustain the allegatioas of 

the Complaint. 

That a majority of the stock of the company is held by E. J. 

Trenberth and his wife; that Trenberth is President and owns 5~ of 

the stock, his wife owns 500 shares, and that the control of the 

Respond.ent corporation remains with the Tren.bertbs. 

That there has been no abandonment of the permit for tbe 

reason that the record discloses a continuous operation. 

That Walter A. Smith was named General Manager of Kingery 

Trausportation Company, as an. employee of the company; that he now 

is ,no lollger employed by the Respondent corporation, and was not 

operatiDi und.er a lease. 'The record discloses an employer-employee 

relationship. 

That in the opinion of the Commission, there has been no 

UIU.awful operation; that Respondent corporation has at all times 

operated as a private carrier Ulld.er authority aranted by this 

Commission and has hauled only for customers on file with the 

Commission. That the present corporation was orianized prior to the 

adoption of Commission Rule 6 of the Rules 8.12d. Regulations Governina 

Private Carriers by Motor Vehicle. 

-6-



Finally 1 the Commission is bound by the alleaations of the 

Complaint. Complainants are askilli that private carrier Permit No. 

A-750 be revoked. The burden of proof is on the Complain.ants to 

establish, by a prepondernance of evidence 1 that the peruli t bas 'been 

operated. illegally or has been abandoned.. Complainants have not 

sustained their alleiations, and we, as a Commission, so filld.. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDP}{S: 

That Case Noo 5318 be, and the same hereby is, dismissed 

for the reasons and Fin&linas heretofore set forth. 

hereof. 

This Order shall become effective as of tbe day ~ date 

THE PUBLIC tlrILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at. Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of November, 1966. 

ls 
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(Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

~~JA.YlJE E. SI1EL··ITIGRD 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. M-14080 
) 

68470 

7337 South Boulder Rd. 
Boulder, Colorado 20301 ) 

) CASE NO. 583-E-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF. FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On 
October 25, 1966 

, in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

) 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

0 RD ER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den er, Colorado, 
this day of 

Jrd iTovember, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. 68L:,?1 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

S.W. S:IATTUCK CIIEHICAL CO. 
1205 South 3annock Street 
Denver, Colorado C0223 

- - -- - - - - - ~ - ~ - - " - - - -

) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

E-95JO 

566-I~-Ins. 

On 
October 25, 1966 

, in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

3rd 

Colorado, 
day of 

Nove :ber, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. 68L~72 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

) 
INDUSTRIAL-DENVER. COicIIANY 
165.5 11th Street 
Denver, Colorado 80204 

) AUTHORITY NO. 
) 
) 

~ 
) 
) 
) 

CASE NO. 

- - - - - - - - - ~ - - ~ - - - - - -

November J, 1966 -- --- - - - --
STATEMENT AND FllIDINGS OF' FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

M-4669 

515-N-Ins. 

On October 2.5, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC t1l'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Colorado, 
Jrd day of J'fovember, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

) 
G. A. NYSTEL 
DBA CAF?.OCK STC~E COHP!i?Y 
F.C. 'Sox 5095 
Lubbock, Texas 79L~08 

) AUTHORITY NO. 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
- - - - - - ~ ~ - - - -

N-:-vember 3, 1966 . ~ - -- - - - - - - -
STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

;~-1554 

129-M-Ins. 

On Septer;.ber 27, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

) 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Jrd 

Colorado, 
day of 

November, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. ) 
68L~74 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

T nr·rr'"' -.''nT-rrJ:i' · ~i'D ·:.:rr}JTr,nD rr.~ 'T'CF'i'".« .wl...) l_. 0 ' _),::\. .JV J..:J ..: .!. \I .:...L V . ..'. .,..(\. l~- _ • ... .!-..cti .!.. 

DDA LC;. rs Kt.TCII:sl>~ ILL1'1BING co. 
11+01 ~·Test Jfth \ve. 
Denver, Colorado 80211 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. fi_l~J73 
) 

) 1 50 ~, I ) CASE NO. -1- o-n.- ns • 
) 
) 
) 
) - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - -

November J, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On Cctober 25, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

~ 
~-

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this Jrd day of '.Tovernber, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. 68475) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Ul1ILITIE5 COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * 
DJ THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
WILLIAM WOOD, 11000 WE5T 41ST PLACE, ) 
WHEATRJDGE, COLORADO, FOR A CL.ASS ) 
~" PERMIT TO OPERATE AS A PRIVA'rE )) 
CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE. 

* 

APPLICATION NO. 2220l•PP 

November 31 1966 
- - --- -- -- -

STATEMENT A.ND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Applicant herein seeks authority to operate as a Class "B" 

private carrier by motor vehicle for bire. 

Said application was regularly set for hearing before 

the Commission on November 1, 1966, at 532 State Services Building, 

Denver, Colorado. When the l'll8tter was called up for hearing, appli· 

cant failed to appear, either in person or by representative, and no 

protestants appeared. The Commission finds that the files of the 

Commission shouJ.d be made part of the record. 

From the files and other inquiry, it appears that applicant 

is a fit and proper person, has sufficient equipment, and is 

financially able to render the service herein proposed; that he bas 

proper insurance on file with the Commission; and that he is presently 

operating under temporary authority issued. by this Commission. 

The Commission, ha.villi considered the files herein, states 

and finds that no one protests the grantin,a of the instant appli-

cation; that there is a need for applicant's proposed transportation 

service; that applicant will have sufficient equipment and experience 

to properly carry on the proposed operation; that applicant's 

financial stand.in~ and qualifications are established. to the satis­

faction of the Commission; that it does not appear that applicant's 



proposed operation will impair the efficient public service of any 

authorized comm.on carrier adequately servin& the same territory, over 

the same general highway route, or routes; that &ranting the authority, 

as provided in the following Ord.er, will be in the pW>lic interest, and 

such authority should be granted. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That William Wood, Wheatridge, Colorado, be, and hereby is, 

authorized to operate as a Class "B" private carrier by motor vehicle 

for hire, for the transportation of sand, gravel~ and other road~ 

surfacing materials used in the construction of roads and highways, 

from pits and supply points in the State o:f' Colorado, to road jobs, 

mixer and processing plants within a radius of 150 miles of said 

pits and supply points; sand and gravel, from pits and supply points 

in the State o:f' Colorado, to railroad loading points, and to home and. 

small construction jobs within a radius of 150 miles of said pits 

and supply points; sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and. refuse, :from and 

to building construction jobs, to and from points within a radius of 

150 miles of said jobs; insuJ.rock, from pits and. suppl.y points in 

the State of Colorado, to roofina jobs 'Within a radius of 150 miles 

of said pits and supply points, provided, however, that transportation 

of road-surfacina materials shall be restricted against the use of 

tank vehicles; also, peat moss, from supply points to and from points 

within a radius of 150 miles of supply points; natural fertilizer, 

from supply points to and from points within a radius of 150 miles 

of supply points; and this ORDER shall be deemed to be, and. be, a 

PERMIT therefor. 

That all operations hereunder shall be strictly contract 

operations, the Commission retaining jurisdiction to make such amend.­

men.ts to this permit deemed advisable. 



• 

That this Ord.er is the permit herein provided for, but 

it shall not become effective until applicant has filed a statement 

of his customers, copies of all special contracts or memoranda of 

their terms, the necessary tariffs, required insurance, and has secured 

authority sheets. 

That the right of applicant to operate hereunder shall depend 

upon his compliance with all present and future laws and rules and. 

regulations of the Commission. 

This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from 

date. 

THE PUBLIC l.1.rILITIES COMMlSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of November, 1966. 

ls 
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(Decision No. 68476 ) 

BEFORE TBE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

* * * 
) 
) 

K. L. VAN VALKENBURG 
Route 2, Box 1715-A 
Cheyenne, Wyoming 82001 

) AUTHORITY NO. B 4189 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 133-H-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

November 3, 1966 
- - - ~ - - - - - -

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF° FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 26, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Connnission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Connnission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TBE STATE OF COLORADO 

r, Colorado, 
day of November, 1966 

bb 



(Decision No. 68477 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTU,ATIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

VIRGIL O. EAGLE 
FALCON ROUTE 
PAYTON, COLORADO 80831 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • • e 

PUC NO. 2739-I 

November 3, 1966 -------
STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

The Commission has received a written request from the OW'l'ler 

of the above-entitled authority requesting that the same be suspended. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein request 

of suspension will be in the public interest and should be granted as set 

forth in the Order following. 

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 22, 1966 to and including April 22, 1967. 

That unless prior to the expiration of said suspension period, a 

request in writing for reinstatement 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. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

' Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of November 19 66 

et 



(Decision No. 68478 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UT!~IES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
LELAND DEAN KENLEY 
2421 EAST DALE 
COLORADO SPRINGS, COLORADO 80909 PERMIT NO. B-6398 

- - ~ -- - ---
November 3, 1966 

• - • • • • • • m 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

The Commission has received a written request from the owner 

of the above-entitled authority requesting tha.t the same be suspended. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein request 

of suspension will be in the public interest and should be granted as set 

forth in the Order following. 

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 29, 1966 to and including April 29, 1967 

That unless prior to the expiration of said suspension period, a 

request in writing for reinstatement thereof be made with the Commission, 

insurance be filed, and compliance with all rules and regu.l.a.tions of the 

Commission applicable thereto be made, said authority, without further action 

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

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC U!'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

'\I Dated at Den er, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of November 1966 

et 



(Decision No. 68479 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC urn.;:t;:rIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OJ? COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
CLEM LOVISONE 
212 HARRISON AVENUE 
CANON CITY, COLORADO 81212 

- ---- - --- -- -- ----- - -
November 3, 1966 

PERMIT NO. B-6549 

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 be suspended. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein request 

of suspension will be in the public interest and should be granted as set 

forth in the Order following. 

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 23, 1966 to and including April 23, 1967. 

That unless prior to the expiration of said suspension period, a 

request in writing for reinstatement 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. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UI'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den er, Colorado, 
this 3rd day OfNovember 19 67 

et 



(Decision No. 68480 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Ul1ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
RICHARD L. BROWN 

) 
) 
) BOX 236 PERMIT NO. B-6773 

GLENWOOD SPRINGS, COLORADO 81601 l ------ - -~ - -- -- -
- - ~ ---- - -
November 3, 1966 ------ ~ - -

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE CQ>1MISSION: 

The CODJJ11ission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator Of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the same be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herei~ 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE C<l4MISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective 

(S E A L) 

October 28, 1966. 

THE PUBLIC Ul1ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den er, Colorado, 
this 3rd day' of November 19 66 

et 



(Decision No. 68481) 

BEFORE TBE PUBLIC UTILITI1!5 COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
NORWOOD TR'lx=K LINE, me., P.O. BOX 455, ) 
NORWOOD, COLORAD08 FOR A CLASS "13 00 PERMIT ) 
TO OPERATE AS A PRIVATE CARRIER BY M:>TOR ) 
VEHICLE FOR HIRE8 FOR TRANSPORTATION OF ) 
GASOLINE AND DllSEL FUELS, Di BULK, FOR CONN ) APPLICATION NO. 22153 .. pp 
SUPPLY CO. 0NLl'1 FROM THE PHILLIPS P:m'ROLEUM ) 
COMPANY PLANT NEAR DENVER, COLORADO, TO ) 
CONN SUPPLY C0. 1 NORWOOD.I> COLORADO, AND ~O ) 
CtBTOMERS OF CONN SUPPLY CO. LOCATED WITHIN ) 
A RADI1US OF 25 MIUS OF :NORWOOD, COLORADO. ) 
• • • e - • e • - - - ~ Q o ~ • • • • • • • • 

November 31 1966 
-- - ---- ---- --

Appearances: John J. CoD:way 1 Esq., Denver,.,~ 
Colorado, for Norwood Truck 
Line, Inc., Applicant; 

Jean P. Jones, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, tor Ward Tran.sport, 
Inc. and Ruan Tram.sport 
Corporation, Protestants. 

PROCEDURE AND Rl!X:ORD 

On September 2, 1966 Norwood Truck Line, Ille. filed u 

application for a Class "13 00 permit to Operate as a Private Carrier by 

Motor Vebicle for Hire in Intrastate Commerce. On September 24, 1966 

Orville Dunlap and Son filed a letter of protest to the application. 

On October 31 1966 Telluride Transfer filed a letter of protest to the 

application. On October ll, 19()6 Ward Tran.sport, Inc. and Ruan. 

Transport Corporation filed a joint written protest to the application. 

On October 17 1 1966 the Applicant submitted Interroiatories to Orville'\ 

""' Dunlap and Son, Telluride Transfer, Ward Tran.sport, Inc. and Rwm 

Transport Corporation to be answered under oath by each of them. in 

accordance with Rule 33 of the Colorado Rules of Civil Procedure, On 

. October 25, 1966 Ward Transport, be. and Ruan Tran.sport Corporation 

filed objections to such Interroiatories as did Orville Dunlap and. 

Son on October 281 1966. 



After due and proper notice to Ward Transport, Inc. and Ruan 

Transport Corporation, the obJections filed by said corpora~ions to the 

Interrogatories were heard by Commissioner Howard s. Bjelland at 8:30 

A.M .. on Wednesday, November 2, 1966 in the Hearing Room o:f the Commission, 

532 State Services Building, 1525 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado. 

After heariDg the ari1Jlllents of counsel, Presidilli Commissioner took the 

matter under advisement. 

DISCU3SION 

Th.e objections filed by Ward Transport, Inc., Ruan Transport 

Corporation, and Orville Dunlap and Son raised the issue that the 

RuJ.es of Practice and Procedure of the Public utilities Commission of 

the State of Colorado make no provision for the utilization of written 

In.terroiatories in matters before the Commission. Certain other 

objections were made to the Interrogatories which need not be determined 

in view of the decision of the Commission as herein set forth dealing 

with the propriety of the filing of written Interrogatories. The 

RuJ.es of Practice and Procedure of the Commission were approved by 

the Commission after hearing in 1961. These rules do not provide for 

the utilization of written Interrogatories. The Commission, as well 

as all parties participatiDi in the promuJ.aation of the Commission's 

Rules of Practice and Procedure 1 must have been aware of the pro-

visions of the Colorado RuJ.es of Civil Procedure providing for the 

utilization of -written Interroiiatories. The Commission, although 

authorizing the use of depositions, did not see fit to authorize the 

utilization of written Interrogatories. Under such circumstan~es 

we feel that the failure of the Commission to so authorize, certainly 

indicates that the Commission did not intend that written Interros­

atories be used in proceedings before the Commission. If 'he 
Commission is to authorize the utilization of such discovery-pro­

cedures, it should be done after hearing by amendment to the rules. 



!mer such circumstances, the Interrogatories filed in the 

imn:;&rt proceeding by the Applicant were improperly filed without 

authorization of the Commission and the Protestants should not be 

required to file answer thereto. We make no ruling as to whether the 

Commission in a proper case upon proper application could or would 

authorize the use of written Interrogatories. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

TJr:Jist the objection to the Interrogatories filed in the 

instant proceeding 'based upon the ground that the rules of the Com.-

mission do not provide for the taking of written Interrogatories be, 

Sil!d the same hereby is, sustained and Protestants need not file Answers 

to said written Interrogatories. 

This Order shall be effective forthwith. 

THE PUBLIC l7l'IL:tTIE3 COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

COMMISSIONER HENRY E. ZARLENGO 
NOT PARTICIPATING. 

Dated at Denver, Colors.do, 
this 3rd day of November, 1966. 

ls 
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(Decision No. 68482) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UI'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN TBE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
JAMES H. JACOBS, BOX 354, BASALT, ) 
COLORADO, FOR A CLASS "B" PERMIT TO ) 
OPERATE AS A PRIVATE CARRIER BY MOTOR ) 
VEHICLE FOR HIRE. ) 
- ------ ~ -- --- ~ ---- ---

November 3,1966 -------. 

APPLICATION NO. 22178-PP 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Applicant herein seeks authority to operate as a Class "B" private 

carrier by motor vehicle for hire, for the transportation of 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 points 

within a 100 mile radius of said pits and supply points; sand and gravel, 

from p~ts and supply points in the State of Colorado, to railroad loading 

points, and to home and small construction jobs within a radius of 100 miles 

of said pits and supply points; sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and re:t\\se, 

from and to building construction jobs, to and from points within a radius 

of 100 mil~s of said jobs; insulrock, from pits and supply points in tbe 

State of Colorado, to roofing Jobs within a radius of 100 miles of said pits 

and supply points, transportation of road-surfacing materials being re-

stricted against the use of tank vehicles. 

Said application was regularly set for hearing before the Camnis• 

sion, and an Examiner was duly designated to conduct said hearing, he there-

a~er to submit a report of said proceedings to the Commission. 

Report of the Examiner states that at the time and place desig-

nated for hearing, applicant failed to appear, either in person or by 

representative. Thereupon, the files were ma.de a pa.rt of the record and 

the matter was taken under advisement. 



Report of the Examiner fUrther states that from the files and 

other inquiry, it appears that applicant is a fit and proper person, has 

sufficient equipment, and is financially able to render the service ~erein 

proposed; that he has proper insurance on file with the Commission; that 

he is presently operating under Temporary Authority issued by this Commie• 

sion. 

The Commission, having considered the record and files and the 

written statement of the Examiner herein, states and finds thl3.t no <me pro• 

tests the granting of the instant application; that there is a need for 

applicant's proposed transportation service; that applicant will ha.ve sut'fic· 

ient equipment and experience to properly carry on the proposed operation; 

that applicant's financial standing is established to the satisfaction of the 

Commission; that it does not appear that applicant's proposed operation will 

impair the efficient public service of any authorized common carrier ade• 

qu.ately serving the same territory, over the same general highway route, or 

routes; that granting the authority, as provided in the following Order, 

will be in the public interest, and such authority should be granted. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That James H. Jacobs, Basalt, Colorado, be, and hereby is, author~ 

ized to operate as a Class "B" private carrier by motor vehicle f'or hire, 

for the transportation of sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials 

used in the construction of roads and highways, from pits and suppJ,y points 

in the State of Colorado, to road jobs, mixer and processing plants within a 

radius of 100 miles of said pits and supply points; sand and gravel, from 

pits and supply points in the State of Colorado, to railroad loading points, 

and to home and small construction jobs within a radius of 100 miles of' said 

pits and supply points; sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and re:f'use, from and to 

building construction jobs, to and from points within a radius of 100 miles 

of said jobs; insulrock, from pits and supply points in the State of Colo• 

rado, to roofing jobs within a radius of 100 miles of said pits and supply 

points, provided, however, that.the transportation of road-surfacing mater• 



1ala shall be restrioted against the use of tank veh1olea; &iid th'• OaDIR 

shall bd deemed to be, and be, a PERMX'l' therefor, 

tt'hat all operations hereunder eh.all be etriatl.1 contract OPll'&• 

tions, the Oommiasion retaining j~iadiation to make such amendment• to 

this permit deemed adviaable. 

That this Order is the permit herein provided tor, 'but it •ball 

not become effective until Applicant has tiled a statement ot hi• ouatcaier1, 

copies of all apeoial contracts or memoranda of their terrne, the neae111ir1 

taritta, required insurance, and has secured authority sheets, 

':rhat right of A.pplioan+ to operate here~der shall depeQd \U>On 

his compliance with all present and tut\.U"e laws and rulea and regu.lationa 

ot this Commission. 

'l'hia Order shall become ettective twenty.one days from 111.te, 

THE PUBLIC tl'l'ILX~:tES CCJ6SXSSION 
OJ' THE B'rA'.PE OJ' OOLOPJU.)O 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of wovember, l~ 

et 



r 

(Decision No, 684~3) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UI'ILITIES C<l4MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE ~ OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
ASPEN TRASH SERVICE, INC., A COLORADO ) 
CORPORATION,, BOX ~39,, ASPEN, COLORADO,, ) 
FOR A CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE ) 
.AND NECESSITY AUI'HORIZING EXTENSION OF ) 
OPERATIONS UNDER PUC NO. 3769. ) 

APPLICATION NO. 22210-mxtension 

---- ---- ----- -- -- ---
November 3,1966 
- - -- ----

Appearances: Victor E. Goodh.ard, Aspen, 
Colorado, for Applicant. 

STATEMENT AND FINDgJGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

By the above-styled application, applicant seeks authority to 

extend operations under PUC No. 3769. 

Said application was regularly set for hearing before the Commis· 

sion, and an Examiner was designated to conduct said hearing, he thereafter 

to submit a report of said proceedings to the Commission. 

Mr. Victor E. Good.hard, the Registered Agent of the applicant corpo-

ration, testified that the only purpose of the application is to ex~eud the 

area of the authority from a radius of four miles of Aspen, Colorado, to a 

radius of 12 miles from the center of the City of Aspen, Colorado; that no 

other common carriers have or provide a silllilar service; that there is a 

need to extend the radius to 12 miles inasmuch as there is considerable resi-

dential building in the said 12-mile radius and that mariy of this compa.ny-'s 

present customers have moved from the 4-mile radius to the area within the 

12-mile radius; that there was considerable expansion at Aspen, Colorado, 

and that many residences and business places within the 12-mile ra.dius have 

demanded that he provide an ash and trash removal service to their loca­

tions; that the City of Aspen has now ceased authority to use a dump with• 

in the 4-mile radius and that the presently authorized dump is within the 



12-mile radius; that he has a net worth of approximately $151 000; that 

the Articles of Incorporation for Aspen Trash Service, Inc., a Colorado 

corporation, of which he is President, are on file with the Commission; 

that the corporation has sufficient and suitable equipment to provide the 

transportation herein sought. 

The Commission, having considered the record, exhibits, files 

and the written statement of the Examiner herein,st~tes and finds that 

applicant corporation will have sufficient equipment and experienced per­

sonnel to properly carry on the proposed extended operations; tha.t applicant's 

financial standing and qualifications are established to the satisfaction of 

the Commission; that present cormnon carrier service is inadequate; that the 

present and future public convenience and necessity require a~d will require 

the proposed extended services of the applicant; and that the authority 

should be granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE CCJ.!MISSION ORDERS: 

Th8.t Aspen Trash Service, Inc., a Colorado corporation, Aspen, 

Colorado, be, and hereby is, authorized to extend operations under PUC NO, 

3769 and henceforth the full and complete authority under said PUC No.3769 

shall authorize, to-wit: 

"Transportation of ga.+bage, ashes, trash and other 
waste materials, between points within the City of 
Aspen, State of Colorado, and a 12-mile radius from 
the center of the City of Aspen, to regularly desig• 
nated and approved dumps and disposal places." 

That applicant shall operate his carrier sys~em according to the 

schedule filed except when prevented by Act of God, the public eD,e~1 or 

extreme conditions. 

That this Order is subject to compliance by .Applicant with all 

present and future laws and rules and regulations of the Commission. 



date. 

l'b.is Order shall become effective twenty.one days from 

'l1HE PUBLIC UTILI'l'l'ES Ca.tfISSIClf 
OF THE STA'rE OF COLORADO 

Dated a~ Denve 1 Colorado, 
this 3rd day ot November, 1966 

et 



(Decision No. 68484) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF ':fHE APPLICATION OF 
W. RAY HINES, P. Q. BOX 262, WALDEN, 
COLORADO, FOR-A ct.Ass "B" PERMIT TO 
OPERATE AS A.PRIVATE CARRIER BY MOTOR 
VEHICLE FOR HIRE. 
- --- -- ------- ---- ---

.... ---
November 3,1966 -- -- ----

APPLICATION NO. 22166-PP 

Appearances: w. Ray Hines, walden, Colorado, 
l,>rO ~· 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Applicant herein seeks authority to operate as a Class "B" private 

carrier by motor vehicle for hire. 

Said application was regularly set for hearing before the C(.)Jl!ll1J.s-

sion, and was heard by an Examiner d~ly designated and to whom the bearing 

was assigned by the Commission. ':Che matter was taken under advisement, and 

said Examiner transmitted to the Commission the record of said proceeding, 

together with a written statement of his findings of fa.ct a.nd conclusio~. 

Report of the Examiner states that at the hearing, applicant b,ere­

in appeared and testified in support of the application, stating that if 

authority herein sought is granted, special carriage contracts will be enter-

ed into to provide needed and specialized service with certain shippers Wbo 

have requested the herein proposed service; that he has ample and suitable 

equipment, sufficient net worth and operating experience with which to con• 

duct said proposed operation; and that he will abide by all the rules and 

regulations of the Commission with Which he will familiarize himself. 

All motions granted, or denied, by the Examiner, if any, are 

hereby confirmed. 



The Commission, having considered the record and files ai>,d. the 

written statement of the Examiner herein, states and finds that no one pro~ 

tests the granting of the instant application; that there is a need for 

applicant's proposed transportation services; that applicant will have suf­

ficient equipment and experience to properly C$rry on the proposed oper$• 

tion; that applicant's financial standing and qu.alifioa.tions are este.blished 

to the satisfaction of the Commission; that it does not appear to the Com­

mission that the proposed operation will impair the efficient public service 

of a.n:y authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory, over 

the same general highway route, or routes; that the granting of authority, 

as provided in the following Order, will be in the public interest, and such 

authority should be granted. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That w. Ray Hines, Walden, Colorado, be, and hereby is, autho~ized 

to operate as a Class "B" private carrier by motor vehicle for hire, tor the 

transportation of logs, poles and timber products, from forests to sawmills, 

places of storage and loading points within a radius of 50 miles of said 

forests; rough lumber, from sawmills in said 50-mile radius to ~rkets in 

the State of Colorado; provided, however, that no town-to-town service shall 

be rendered; and this ORDER shall be deemed to be, and be, a PEBMIT therefor. 

That all operations hereunder shall be strictly contract opera• 

tions, the Commission retaining jurisdiction to make such amen<bnents to this 

permit deemed advisable. 

That this Order is the permit herein provided for, but it s~ll not 

become effective until Applicant has filed a statement ot his customers, 

copies ot all special contracts, or a memoranda. of their terms, the ne~essary 

tariffs, required insurance, and has secured authority sheets. 

That right of applicant to operate hereunder shall depend upon 

his compliance with all present and future laws and rules and regulations 

of the Commission. 

-2-



date, 

This Order shall become effeotive twenty.one days :f'rom 

THE PUBLIC 'U'?ImIEs 0<.14MISSION 
OF 'l'HE S~M:'E OF OOLOMDO 

Dated at Den r, Colorado, 
t~is 3rd day o November, 1~6 

et 



(Decision No.68485) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC tf?IJ;.ITIES CCM4ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF 
HOWARD W. JOHNSON, DOING BUSINESS AS 
"H. J. 'S OIL & WATER HAULING SERVICE," 
ROUl'E 1, WILEY, COLORADO, FOR A 
CLASS "B" PERMIT TO OPERATE AS A 
PRIVATE CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR 
HIRE. 

~ 
) 

~ APPLICATION N0.22ll3~PP·Amended 

) 
) ------------- -- - -- ~ -

---.. ----
November· 3,1966 
----- - . -

Appearances: John P. Thompson, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Applicant. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

By the above-styled application, as amended, applicant herein 

seeks a. Class "B11permit to operate as a private carrier by motor vehicle 

for hire. 

Said application was regularly set for hearing before the COlQ,lrliS• 

sion, and. was heard by an Examiner duly designated and to whom the hear;S.ng 

was assigned by the Commission. At the conclusion of the hearing, the 

matter was taken under advisement, and said Examiner transmitted to tl:\e 

Commission the record and exhibits of said proceeding, together with a 

written statement of his findings of fact and conclusions. 

As a preliminary matter, motion was ma.de by the Attorney :f'or 

applicant to amend the application as filed with the Commission by letter 

dated September 21, 1966. Said amendment being restrictive in nature was 

granted by the Exainer and the application was considered as so amended. 

Howard w. Johnson, doing business as "R. J.'s Oil & water 

Hauling Service," Wiley, Colorad,o, stated tha.t he is experienced in the 

oil and gas transportation business; tha.t this is highly specialized 

work; that the drilling and reworking of oil and gas wells requires the 



use of water; that as oil or gas is discovered, and also, as existing wells 

a.re reprocessed, production in small quantities must be taken from the well 

to a nearby central collection point called a. "tank battery" where c~ ... 

riers pick it up in quantity; that all of this requires transportation 

located right at the well site, and requires a. carrier familiar with the 

work being performed so as to coordinate his work with drilling and collec~ 

tion processes; that this specialized work is performed on a da.y·bY•day 

basis to meet the changing needs of the drilling contractor or reprocessing 

company; that on;t.y a very small portion of the transportation involves the 

use of highways, most of it being on remote, off-highway locations; tha.t the 

reprocessing of existing wells and exploration for new oil and gas has been 

started in Kiowa., Prowers, Bent and Ba.ca. Counties, Colorado, which counties 

are in need of such service; that it is often an around-the-clock service 

which requires the carrier to stay until the drilling is completed; tha.t 

at present, there are no private or connnon carriers performin.g this type 

of specialized service; that he will enter into carriage contracts with 

drillers and reprocessors to render this proposed service; and that he has 

the necessary equipment to perform this particular type of transportation 

service. 

Mr. Johnson identified Exhibit A, which was received in evidence, 

as a financial statement of his approximate net worth as of September 28, 

1966 and that it substantially reflects his financial status as of the 

date of the hearing; that if this authority is granted, he agrees to operate 

in accordance with all the rules, regulations and safety requirements of 

the Public utilities Commission and the laws of the State of Colorado per­

taining to private carriers and will care:f'ull:y observe such rules, regula .. 

tions a.nd laws. 

Wayne Williams, Lama.r, Colorado, stated that he is the Production 

Foreman for Texas Pacific Oil Company and that this company is engaged in 

reprocessing wells in the above-stated counties; that the company is ob­

taining some liquid petroleum products; that no transportation, as stated 



in the application of the Applicant, is available locally; that because 

this type of service is not offered in this area, the compa.ny must call 

in a carrier from Keyes, Oklahoma., which is an inconvenience to them and 

as a result of not having available this service when needed, on some 

occasions the company has had to shut down while waiting to have this 

service performed; that there is a need for a local carrier for this t:ype 

of transportation; that the company wants and needs the Applicant's 

service and will use it if the authority is granted. 

All motions granted by the Examiner are hereby confirmed. 

The Commission, having considered the record and exhibits a.nd the 

written statement of the Examiner herein, states and finds that no one pro­

tests the granting of the instant application; that there is a need tor 

applicant's proposed transportation services; that applicant will have suffic­

ient equipment and experience to properly carry on the proposed operation; 

that applicant's fine.ncial standing and qualifications are established to 

the satisfaction of the Commission; that it does not appear to the Commis• 

sion that the proposed operation will ilnpair the efficient public service 

of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the same territory, 

over the same general highway route, or routes; that the granting of auth· 

ority as provided in the following Order will be in the public interest, 

and such authority should be granted. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Howard w. Johnson, doing business as "H.J.'s Oil & Water 

Hauling Service," Wiley, Colorado, be, and hereby is 1 authorized.to operate 

as a Class "B" private carrier by motor vehicle for hire, for the trans .. 

portation of water on oil leases for drilling rigs, and water and oil from 

oil and gas wells, from point to point in Kiowa, Prowers, Bent, and Ba.ca 

Counties, Colorado; provided, however, that the holder of this authority 

shall not use equipment with a carrying capacity in excess of l,500 gal• 

lens in operations under said authority, and this ORDER shall be deemed 

to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor. 
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That all operations hereunder shall be strictly contract opera~ 

tions, tt~e Commission retaining jurisdiction to make such amendments to 

this permit deemed advisable. 

That this Order is the permit herein provided for, but it shall 

not become effective until Applicant has filed a statement of his customers, 

copies of all special contracts or memoranda of their terms, the necessary 

tariffs, required insure.nee, and has secured authority sheets, 

That right of applicant to operate hereunder sha.ll depend upo~ 

his compliance with all present and fUture laws and rules a.nd regulations of 

this Commission, 

This Order shall become effective twentywone days from date, 

'l'BE PUBLIC UI'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE S';UA'rE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den er, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of November, 1966 

et 



(Decision No~ 68486) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CCJ.1MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MA.ma OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
WILLIAM S. KOLISCH, P. O. BOX 26, CREEDE) 
COLORADO, FOR A CLASS "B" PERMIT TO ) 
OPERATE AS A PRIVATE CARRIER BY MOTOR ) 

APPLICATION NO. 22157-PP 

VEHICLE FOR HIRE. ) 
- - - 4 - ~ - • • - - - - - - - - - - ~ -

November 3, 1966 

Appearances: Harry M. Howard, Esq., Monte 
Vista, Colorado, for the Appli· 
cant; 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Warren D. Braucher, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Rio Grande Motor 
Way, Inc., Protestant; 

Elizabeth A. Conour, Esq., Del 
Norte, Colorado, for Margaret 
Bewick dba Creede Bus and Freight 
Line, Protestant. 

S,TATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FAC'J! 

By the above-styled application, William s. Kolisch seeks auth-

ority to operate as a Class "B" private carrier by motor vehicle for hire. 

Said application was regularly set for hearing before tbe Commis• 

sion, and an Examiner was designated to conduct said hearing, he there-

after to submit a. report of said proceedings to the Commission. 

Mr. Howard, on behalf of the Applicant, stated that be had con­

ferred with the attorneys for ·the protestants above-na.med; that the real 

purpose of the application is to secure proper authority to permit the 

Applicant to transport merchandise which he owned; that in view of this, 

he was moving to dismiss the application and would file another applies.-

tion subsequently for a.n "M" permit. 

The Commission states a.nd finds that said motion should be 

granted and that the application herein should be dismissed. 



ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Application No. 22157-PP be, and the same hereby is, dis• 

missed. 

THE PUBLIC t1.I'ILI'l'IES CQ4MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at :ver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of November, 1966 

et 



(Decision No. 68487) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC tJ.rILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE .APPLICATION OF ) 
JAMES J. HARGREAVES, P. o. BOX 8, ) 
;HOLLY, COIDRAOO, FOR A CERTIFICATE l) 
OF PUBLIC CO~Imt!E AND mt;ESSITY 
TO OPERATE .AB A COMMON CARRIER BY 
MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE. -. - ~ - -- - --- - --

* 

APPLICATION NO. 22116 

November 31 1966 

Appearances: James Jo Hargreaves, Holly, 
Colorado, pro !!.• 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

By the above-styled application, applicant seeks a certificate 

of public convenience and necessity to operate as a common carrier by 

motor vehicle for hire for the transportation of ashes, trash and other 

wste materials from points within the City Limits of Holly, Colorado, 

arid a 20""l!Jll.ile radius thereof, to regularly desig:llated and approved. 

dumps and disposal places within said territory$ also transportation 

of building materials to and. from point to point within a 20-mile 

radius of Holly, Colorado. 

Said application was resuJ.arly set for hear~ before the 

Commission, and was heard by an Examiner duly desipated and to whom 

the hearing was assi4jpled. by the Commission. At the conclusion of 

the hearing, the matter was taken under ad:visement 1 aDd said Examiner 

transmitted to the Commission the record Of said proceed.in&, to-

gether with a written statement of his findings of fact and conclusions. 

James J. Hargreaves, Holly, Colorado, the Applicant herein., 

testified. th.at the matters contained in his application are true and 

accurateJ that at the present time, there is no cOJ11111on carrier which 

provides ash aJ!lld trash removal service at Holly, Colorado or a 



2Q19.Cidle rOO.ius thereof; that there is and has been an urgent need 

for such service in this area; that many residences and places of 

business have requested that the Applicant seek this authority in 

i0iroer to provide them ash alllld trash removal service; that he has a 

net worth of approximately $20,000.00; that he owns four trucks 

which he stated would be suitable 8lllld. sufficient to provide the 

transportation service applied for; that he is experienced in this 

type of traTCilsportation, since he has worked for the City of Holly 

a1:J!d has provided ash and trash rem.oval service to the City of Holly 

for some time; tkat he is well aware of the rules, regulations and 

laws of the State of Colorado pertaining to ~omm.on carriers and will 

carefully abide by the same if this application is approved. 

Clifford. C. Hart, Holl.y, Colorado, one of the County 

Conmdssioners for Prowers County, testified that there is a great 

need for the type of service the Applicallll.t is applyin& for at Holly 

a1illd a 20-mile radius thereof; that he bas had many requests from 

resideimts il1ll this area to provide such a service and that he is 

col'Q!.f'idel1llt the Applici:mt will be able to adequately am· fully meet 

the needs of the area i:f' this application is approved; that there 

is also a need to provide a transportation service for buildi:ag 

mia.teri:ei.ls from various poiltl\ts within a 20J ... mile radius of Holly, 

Colorado ~m:1J:i;;;h as certain building houses are unable to obtain 

such service when their ow vehicles are unable to provide the 

service; that the Applicant is a very reliable person; that he bas 

previously worked for the County as a truck driver aDd has handled 

l!11lS.lly projects for Prowers County; and that it is his belief, as 

well as the belief of other County officials, that the Applicant 

will do an excellent job if authority is iran.ted to hia. 

Clarence F. And.ersol!ll1 Holly, Colorad.o1 and. the Mayor of 

Holly, testified he bas personal k.Uowleda;e rea;a:rdin& the ur&e:nt 

need to provide an ash and trash rem.oval service at Holly and a 
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car:idLrers who provide such service; and that numerous residents am 

business places u tlbds area have demanded that such service be made 

available to them; that heretofore, at certain times, the City provides 

ash and. trash rem.oval service but that the balance of the time· the 

residents are required to handle this service in any way they are 

able Emii. this has resulted iD a diffic:ult situation and the need 

for a common cW'l."rier to provide this service at Holly and the 

surrounding area is urgento 

Jam.es D. Ma;thews, Holly, Colorado, Manager of Foster 

Lumber Company, stated that there is :an. urgent need for an ash and 

trash rem.oval service at Holly and a 20"'lllile radius thereof alld that 
"" ""'"' 

there is also a need on the part of his company to have a common 

ca;rrier who CM :mske short haul deliveries of building materials 

rltMn the areai that bis company does have vehicles and provides 

for most of its own delivery.service, however, on occasion when 

these vehicles are busy or inoperative, the need for a common carrier 

to provide this service is urgent a1Ud that heretofore there was no 

comon carrier who was available at Holly, Colorado to provide such 

servk.e. 

Ray Williams, Holly, Colorado>' testified he is Road. 

Supervisor f@r Prowers CoW01.ty, Colorado; that in some cases his 

department does provide some trash removal service, however, it 

bas been extremely inadequate 8lD!d that there is a real need for a 

common carrier who cau provide ash 8Jld. trash removal service on a 

regular basis to the malllly residents and business places at Holly, 

All motions il"anted, or denied, by the Examiner, if any1 

are hereby confirmed. 

The Commission, ha~ considered. the record, exhibits, 

files lSWld the 'W?'itten statement of the ExamiD.er herein, states and. 



.. 

fi:JJ,iil~ ·it;;.tC'.liBt no one protests the a;ranting of the instant application; 

thla·.;; ISl.pplicant will have sufficient equipment and experience to 

pr@lperly carry on the proposed tran.sportation services; that appli­

cant •a financial standing aind qualifications are established to the 

satisfaction of the Commission; that present common carrier service 

is mad.equate; that the presie.ut altid future public con.venience aa:i 

necessity require, or will require, the transportation services for 

which applicant herein seeks authority; air.id. that such authority 

should be gran.ted as set forth in the Order followina. 

ORDER 

TBE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That James J. Hargreaves, Holly, Colorado, be, and hereby 

is~ authorized to operate as a comm.on carrier by motor vehicle for 

hirep for the transportation of ashes, trash and other waste materials 

from poilill.ts within the City Limits of Holly, Colorado, and a 20-m.ile 

radius thereof$ to re.gul.arly desianated and. approved dumps and disposal 

places within said territoryJ also transportation of buildina materials 

to aJDd from point to point within a 20-mile radius of Holly, Colorado, 

aiOO. this ORDER sbsll be deemed to be$ and be$ a CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC 

CONVENIENCE AND NECFESITI therefor. 

Th.at applica.n.t shall file ta.riffs of rates, rules and 

regulations as required by the rules am regulations of this Com­

mission. 'Within twenty days from date. 

That applkant shall operate his carrier system in 

a©cordaD.ce with the Order 0£ the Commission, except when prevented 

by Act of God$ the public en~ or extreme conditions. 

That this Order is subject to compliemce by applicant 

with all present aJOd futu:re laws and rules and regulations of the 

Commission. 

-4-



• 

date. 

This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated. at Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd de:.f of November, 1966. 

ls 
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(Decision No. 68488) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Ul'll.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * 
IN THE MAT'rER OF THE APPLICATION ) 
OF ELMER Fo CWTER; 8154 V.AN'GUARD l 
DRivE; DENVER; COWRAOO; FOR AUI'H­
ORITI TO EXTEND OPERATIONS tm'DER 
PERMIT NO. B..6922. ) -- -- -- ~ - - - -- - --- - -

* 

APPLICATION NO. 22233-PP-Extension 

November 31 1966 

Appearances: Elmer Fo Custer; Denver, 
Coloradlo.., pro !!• 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Applicant herein seeks authority to extend operations under 

Pel'1ll'll.i.t No. B-:6922 so that authority thereunder shall read as follows, 

tomwit: Transportation of ei4j!;s, from point to point in the State of 

Colorado e.nd poultry.., processed, from point to point in the State of 

C©lor:adl.o. 

Said application, purs'U!Bint to prior settill\i after appro­

priate notice to all parties in interest.., was heard at 532 State 

Services BuildiDg.., Denver, Colorado.., at 10:00 A.M • .., on November 21 

1966.., andl. at the conclusion of the evidence, the matter was taken 

Elmer F. Custer, the applicant, testified in support of the 

application in substance mlld. to the effect that he has bad numerous 

inquiries for the extemed service as requested; that he has two 

tract~rs and. trailers presently in operation; that he is able to, 

and will, pwchalse alllother with the expaX11Sion. of his operations; 

that in particular he has 1oJad. requests from. Safeway, Gates Cycle, Inc. 

and J. F. Sbs.roff and Co. all of Denver, 8J:lld. from the Brighton !'.ii 

Coo of Hemerson for the extended service; that his present operations 

because of the additional requests and business have been expaD:liJli 



and will continue to expand.. 

No one appeared in protest to the grantin& of the instant 

application. 

The Commission states and. finds that there is a need for 

applicant's proposed extended transportation services; that applicant 

will have sufficient equipment and. experience to properly carry on 

the proposed operation; that applicant's financial standing and 

qualifications are established to the satisfaction of the Commission; 

that it does not appear to the Commission that the proposed extended 

operation will impair the efficient public service of any authorized 

comm.on carrier adequately serving the same territory, over the 

same general highway route, or routes; that the granting of authority, 

as provided in the following Order 1 will be in the public interest 

and should be granted. 
ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Elmer F. Custer, Denver, Colorado, be, and hereby is, 

authorized to exten.d operations under Permit No. B-6922 and henceforth 

the ful1 and complete authority under said Perm.it No. B-6922 shall be 

as follows, to-wit: 

"Transportation of eggs, from point to point in 
the State of Colorado, and poultry, processed 
from point to point in the State of Colorado.' 

This Ord.er shall become effective twenty-one days from date. 

THE PUBLIC UI'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denv 1 Colorado, 
this 3rd day of November, 1966. 

ls 
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(Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

RUSSELL R. :J:.1\.2.DING 
DIJA LA:Jl'f~OVEB. HOSPITAL 
2303 North '.Jeber 
Color3_do S1:jrings, Colorado f!0907 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
November L~, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

l!l-14244 

645J-Ins. 

63489 

On Auzust 5, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

) 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

4th 

er, Colorado, 
day of November, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. 68490 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC trrIL:ITIES Ca4MISSION 
OF TQ S'r.ATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: M<Y!OR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
ELIZABETH STOGNER AND PAUL B. STOGNER, ) 
DOING BUSINESS AS "PAUL B. STOGNER ) 
TRUCKING CO.," 412 EAST EXPOSITION, ) 
DENVER, COLORADO 80209. ) ------------- --- - -- -

-. - - ~ ----
November 4, 1966 --- ~ --~ --

BY THE COMMISSION: 

PERMIT NO. B-5080 

Heretofore, the Camnission author~zed the above-named carrier to 

suspend operations under the above-entltled authority. 

The Commission is now in reeeip~ of a comm.unication from the above. 

:named carrier requesting that said authority be reinstated. 

'!'he Commission finds that the request should be granted. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

~t the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby is, re-

instated as of November 3, 1966. 

(S E A L) 
THE PUBLIC t1IIILITIES COMMISSlON 

OF THE ST.A.TE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 4th day Of November 1966. 

et 



(Decision No. 68491 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

LUBBOCK PACKING C011lP ANY 
602 East 19th 
Lubbock, Texas 79402 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUI'HORITY NO. PUC 4760-I 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 150-H-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - . -
November?, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 26, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance-

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den 
this ?th 

Colorado, 
day of November, 1966 

bb 



(Decision No. 68492 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UT!L~IES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OJ? COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

WILLIAM J. FOSTER, 
1200 SO. PENNSYLVANIA STREET 

DENVER, COLORADO 80210 

- • - • • • - • - - • • - e • - • • - • 

November 4, 1966 

PERMIT NO. B-6140 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

The Commission ha.s received a written request from the owner 

of the above-entitled authority requesting that the same be suspended. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein request 

of suspension will be in the public interest and should be granted as set 

forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

Tha.t suspension of the motor vehicle operations under the above-

entitled authority be, and the same hereby is, authorized by the Commission 

from November 8, 1966 to and including May 8, 1967 

That unless prior to the expiration of said suspension period, a 

request in writing for reinstatement 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. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC Ul1ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

r, Colorado, 
day of November 19 66 

et 



(Decision No. 68493) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
REUBEN MILLER, DOING BUSINESS AS ) 
11 MILLER TRASH SERVICE, 11 2891 IVANHOE) 
STREET, DENVER, COLORADO, FOR ) 
AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER A PORTION OF ) 
PUC NO. 3291 TO DAVID KLEIN, 4036 ) 
NEWLAND, WHEATRIDGE, COLORADO. ) 

November 4, 1966 

APPLICATION NO. 22118-Transfer 

Appearances: Herbert M. Boyle, Esq., Denver, 
Coi orado, for Applicants. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Heretofore, Reuben Miller, doing business as 11 Miller Trash Service, 11 

" 
Denver, Colorado, was granted a certificate of public convenience and nec­

essity, PUC No. 3291, authorizing operation as a common carrier by motor 

vehicle for hire, for the: 

Transportation of ashes, trash, and other refuse, 
be~ween points in the .City·and County of Denver, 
ana from points i~ the City and County of Denver, 
to regularly-designated and approved dumps and 
disposal places i~ the Counties of Adams, Arapahoe, 
and Jefferson, State of Colorado. 

Decision No. 53268: Transportation of ahses, 
trash, and other waste materials, from points 
within an area in East Jefferson County, Colorado, 
bounded as follows: 

Clear Creek on the north, Kipli~ Street on the 
west, West Sixth Avenue on the ~uth, and Sheridan 
Boulevard on the east, which area consists of· 
approximately forty square blocks, to regularly­
designated and approved dumps and disposal places 
in the Counties of Adams, Arapahoe, and Jefferson, 
State of Colorado. 

By _the above-styled application, said certificate-holder seeks 

authority to transfer to David Klein a portion of PUC No. 3291 as reflected 

in Decision No. 53268. 



Said application was regularly set for hearing before the 

Commission, and was heard by an Examiner duly designated and to whom the 

hearing was assigned by the Commission. At the conclusion of the hearing, 

the matter was taken under advisement, and said Examiner transmitted to 

the Commission the record and exhibits of said proceeding, together with 

a written statement of his findings of fact and conclusions. 

Reuben Miller, Denver, Colorado, testified that he presently 

owns and conducts a transportation operation under PUC No. 3291; that he 

has entered into a written agreement, a copy of which he identified as 

Exhibit B, by which a portion of this authority is to be transferred for 

a consideration of $1,056.00 to David Klein, 4036 Newland, Wheatridge, 

Colorado; that the portion of PUC No. 3291 subject to this agreement of 

purchase is reflected in Decision No. 53268 as follows: 

11 Transportation of ashes, trash, and other 
waste materials, from points within an area in 
East Jefferson County, Colorado, bounded as follows: 
Clear Creek on the north, Kipling Street on the west, 
West Sixth Avenue on the south, and Sheridan 
Boulevard on the east, which area consists of 
approximately forty square blocks, to regularly­
designated and approved dumps and disposal places 
in the Counties of Adams, Arapahoe and Jefferson, 
State of Colorado." 

Mr. Miller explained that he will continue the transportation of 

ashes and trash, etc., under PUC No. 3291; that this authority is readily 

serverable and as far as he knows, the splitting of this authority will 

not be contrary to the public interest; and that the transfer will be 

made on a debt free basis, there being no liens or other obligations against 

PUC No. 3291. 

David Klein, Wheatridge, Colorado, testified also as to Exhibit B, 

the agreement of purchase, and added that at present he has one vehicle 

which is suitable for the continuation of the transportation service author-

ized by Decision No. 53268 which is the portion of PUC No. 3291 to be 

transferred; that he is experienced in this type of transportation; and 

that Exhibit C, which he identified as his financial statement, reflects 
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an approximate net worth of $14,423.50. He also identified Exhibit A as a 

statement of the authority under PUC No. 3291 which includes under Decision 

No. 53268 a portion of this authority to be transferred to him. 

Mr. Klein stated that he knows the rules, regulations and laws 

pertaining to common carriers and if this transfer is approved, he will 

carefully observe the same. Exhibits A, B, and C were received in evidence. 

All motions granted, or denied, by the Examiner, if any, are hereby 

confirmed. 

The Commission, having considered the record and files and the 

written statement of the Examiner herein, states and finds that no one 

protests the granting of the instant application; that transferee will have 

sufficient equipment and experience to properly conduct the operations herein 

sought to be transferred; that transferee's financial standing and qualifi­

cations are established to the satisfaction of the Commission; and that the 

proposed transfer is compatible with the public interest and should be 

authorized as set forth in the Order following. 

0 R D E R 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Reuben Miller, doing business as 11 Miller Trash Service, 11 

Denver, Colorado, be, and hereby is, authorized to transfer that portion of 

PUC No. 3291 reflected in Decision No. 53268, as follows, to-wit: 

"Transportation of ahses, trash, and other 
waste materials, from points within an area in 
East Jefferson County, Colorado, bounded as follows: 
Clear Creek on the north, Kipling Street on the west, 
West Sixth Avenue on the south, and Sheridan Boule­
vard on the east, which area consists of approximately 
forty square blocks, to regularly-designated and 
approved dumps and disposal places in the Counties 
of Adams, Arapahoe and Jefferson, State of Colorado, 11 

to David Klein, Wheatridge, Colorado, subject to encumbrances, if any, 

against said operating rights, approved by this Commission; and that portion 

of PUC No. 3291 transferred shall be assigned a new number by this 

Commission. 

-3-



That the sole and only remaining authority under PUC No. 3291, 

as not transferred by this Order, shall be and said authority henceforth 

shall provide for, as follows, to-wit: 
11 Transportation of ashes, trash, and other refuse, 
between points in the City and County of Denver, 
and from points in the City and County of Denver, 
to regularly-designated and approved dumps and dis~ 
posal places in the Counties of Adams, Arapahoe, 
and Jefferson, State of Colorado. 11 

That said transfer shall become effective only if and when, but 

not before, said transferor and transferee, in writing, have advised the 

Commission 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. 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, with-

out further order on the part of the Co~mission, unless such time shall 

be extended by the Commission, upon proper application. 

The right of transferee to operate under this Order shall depend 

upon the prior filing by transferor of delinquent reports, if any, covering 

operations under said certificate up to the time of transfer of said 

certificate. 

This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from date. 

-4-

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

COMMISSIONER HOWARD S. BJELLAND 
NECESSARILY ABSENT AND NOT PAR­
TICIPATING. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 4th day of November, 1966. 

gh 



. (Decision No. 68494 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

FRANK AND PAUL YAG:fill. DBA 
YAGER BROTHERS TRUCKING 
P.O. Box 1202 
Dade City, Florida 33525 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. PUC 6 504-I 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 98-H-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - ~ - - - - -- - - - -
November ?, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF. FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On September 2S, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denv r, Colorado, 
this ?th day of November, 1966 

bb 



(Decision No. 
68495 

) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

) 
J. E. NELSON 
Box 266 
Estelline, Texas 79233 

) AUTHORITY NO. PUC 6452-I 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 113-H-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
- - - -- - - ~ --

November ?, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF. FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 10, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

1966 

bb 



(Decision No. 68496) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* 
RE COMMODITY RATES APPLICABLE 
BETWEEN POINTS IN THE STATE OF 
COLORADO, T. L. TUCKER, MINIMUM 

* 
) 
) 
) 

SCHEDULE COLORADO PUC NO. 1 ) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - -·- - - _) 

* 

November 7, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Investigation and Suspension 
Docket NOo 580 

On October 10, 1966, T. L. Tucker by Albert F. Pennington, 

Freight Division Manager, 6430 North Washington Street, Dell'l"er, 

Colorado 80229, filed local schedule of reduced minimum rates for the 

transportation of various commodities between points in the State of 

Colorado, as set forth in Appendix "A" attached hereto, scheduled to 

become effective November 10, 1966. 

Upon consideration of said schedule and the protest of 

Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., filed November l, 1966, the proposed 

schedule may, if permitted to become effective, result in violations 

of the Public Utilities Law. It is the opinion of the Commission that 

said schedule should be suspended and an investigation instituted into 

and concerning the lawfulness thereof. 

ORDER 

THE CCJilMISSION ORDERS, that: 

1. The Statement, Findings and Appendix "A" attached hereto, 

be, and they are hereby, made a part hereof. 

2. It shall enter upon a hearing concerning the lawfulness 

of the rates and charges as published by T. L. Tucker, Local Schedule of 

Minimum Rates No. l, Colorado PUC No. 1, scheduled to become effective 

November 10, 1966. 

3. The operation of said schedule be, and it is hereby 

suspended, and the use thereof deferred to and including March 10, 1967, 



unlef.;s ntherwise ordered by the Commission. 

4. The investigation in this proceeding shall not be con-

fined to the matters and issues hereinbefore stated tor instituting 

this investigation, but shall include all matters and issues with 

respect to the lawfulness of said schedule under the Public Utilities 

Law. 

5. 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 o:f suspension,or any ext~nsion thereof, 

has expired, unless otherwise ordered by the Commission. 

6. A copy o:f this order shall be filed 'With the schedules 

in the office of the Conim.ission and that a copy hereof be served upon 

T. L. Tucker, Albert F. Pennington, Freight Division Manager, 6430 

North Washington Street, Denver, Colorado 8o229, and said carrier is 

hereby made respondent to this proceeding. The necessary suspension 

supplement shall be issued, filed and posted with the Commission to 

the schedules referred to herein. 

7. Seven days prior to the hearing date herein, respondent 

shall provide the Secretary of the Commission 'With copies of S:n.y and 

all exhibits which respondent intends to introduce in evidence in 

support of its caseo 

8. This Investigation and Suspension Docket No. 580 be, 

and the same hereby is set for hearing before the Commission on the 

lst day of December, 1966 at 2:00 o'clock p.m., in the Hearing Room 

o:f the Commission, 532 State Services Building, 1525 Sherman Street, 

Denver, Colorado 80203. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CCMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



APPENDIX "A II 

T. L. TUCKER 
Permit No. B-1148 

Scheduled to become effective November 10, 1966 

C<J4MODITY RATES 
Item 

No. Rules and Regulations 

10 Governing Publication: 
This schedule is subject to the Rules and Regulations 
published in Colorado Motor Carriers' Association, Agent, 
Motor Freight Tariff No. 13, Colorado PUC No. 12 (The 
Motor Truck Common Carriers' Association, Agent, Series), 
or reissues thereof. 

Commodity Rates in Cents per 100 Pounds (except as 
noted) 

Commodity From To Rate 
100 Aggregate (cinders, Idealite Colorado Springs 

clay or shale) Plant u. s. Air Force (1) $2.94 
Minimum weight Site near Academy 
50,000 pounds. Rocky Flats 

$5-04 ( 1) Rate per ton Pueblo (l) 
of 2,000 pounds 

110 Aluminum Sulphate, 
in bags or barrels 
Minimum weight Denver Aspen 53 
4o,ooo pounds 

Articles, iron or Denver and points (2) (3) 
steel, as described within 5 miles of 

120 in Item 74o of the Mihnequa the Denver City 
governing publica- Limits 25 26 
tion Pueblo Broomfield 28 29 
( 2) Minimum weight Boulder 33 34 

50,000 pounds. Greeley 37 38 
Longmont 37 38 

( 3) Minimum weight · Fort Collins 40 41 
40,000 pounds Colorado Springs 22 22 

Fort Carson 20 20 

(Decision No. 68496) 
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(Decision No. 68497 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC t1l'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF '!'HE STATE· OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE; MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
EIMER W. RANKIN dba 

) 

~ RANKIN SAWMILL 
ELBERI', COLORADO 80106 l PERMIT NO. M-7416 

--. -. ------ --- ~ - - ---
----- ----
November 14,1966 . ------ - -

STATEa-mNT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BJ THE C<J.n.iISSION: 

The Commission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the same be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of' cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE C<J.1MISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective November 2, 1966. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC t1.rILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at D Yer, Colorado, 
this 14th day of' November 19 66 

et 



(Decision Np. 68498 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
HANCOCK :MANUFACTURING CO. 

) 

I BOX 1359 
LUBBOCK, TEXAS. PERMIT NO. M-8182 

-- ---- - ~ - --- --- - ----
--- -- ----
November 14,1966 -- -------

STATEMENT AND FINDillGS OF FACT 

BI THE CCMMISSION: 

The CODDJlission ha.s received a written request from the 

owner and operator ot the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the same be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the ~erein 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION O.RDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective November 2, 1966. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denv r, Colorado, 
this 14th day of November 19 66 

et 



(Decision No. 68499 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Vl'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
MARSHALL J. DeCOOPMAN dba 

) 
) 

BUD'S Auro WRECKING 
1780 W. WESELY 
ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO 80110 l PERMIT NO. M-989 

--- ~ ~ - ~ . ---- - ---- - --
~ - -------
Novemberl4,1966 
- --------

STATEMEN'l' AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE C<>tiISSION: 

The Commission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the same be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective 

(S E A L) 

October 16, 1966 

THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denv r, Colorado, 
this 14th day of November 19 66 

et 



{Decision No. 68500 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Vl1ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
DONALD E. BARTEL dba 

) 

~ RITE BABY PANTS CO. 
. 150 W. JEFFERSON ROAD 

CHEYENNE, WYOMING. l -- - ~ --- -- --- ----- - --
---- -----
November 14,1966 -- ---- ---

PERMIT NO. M-2172 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE C<l-1MISS~ON: 

The Commission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the same be cancelled. 

'l'he Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 
1 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE C<l-1MISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective November 7, 1966. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC Vl1ILrrIES COMMISSIO'.N 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

r, Colorado, 
day o:fNovember 19 66. 

et 



(Decision No, 68501 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC lJI'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
MAX MUCKEY, dba 

) 

I RECAPPED TIRES 
4635 S. JULIAN STREET 
ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO 80110 

---. - -- -. ------ -----
- --- --- --
November 14,1966 -- - ----- -

PERMIT NO. M-4062 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY ~HE Ca.iMISSION: 

The Commission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the same be cancelled. 

'l'he Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective November 2, 1966. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC lJI'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den er, Colorado, 
this 14th day of November 19 66 

et 



(Decision No. 68502 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC t1rILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
GILBERT L. BOWMAN 

) 

~ P. o. BOX 186 
DACONA, COLORADO 80514 l 

PERMIT NO. M-4372 

--. . . - -------- - -- . --
-- ~ -- - ---
November 14,1966 ---- -- ~ - -

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY Tita: CCMM!SSION: 

The Commission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator ot the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the same be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective 

(S E A L) 

October 25, 1966. 

THE PUBLIC urILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denve 1 Colorado, 
this 14th day ofNovember 1966 

et 



(Decision No. 68503 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Vl'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
:RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
JOHN E. & CHARLES A. LAMB dba 
BLACK GOID OIL COMPANY 
4101 SO. SANTA FE DRIVE 
LI'ITLETON, COLORADO 80120 

- -. -. . -- ~ - ----- -- - --

) 

~ 
l 

- - -- -- - - -
November 14,1966 
- --- - ---. 

PERMIT NO. M-7312 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Tb.e Commission has received a written request from the 

owner a.pd operator of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the same be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective October 19, 1966. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den~ , Colorado, 
this 14th day of November 19 66 

et 



(Decision No. 68504 ) 

BEFORE 'I'HE PUBLIC lJrILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE S'I'ATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
HENRY L. COOK dba 

) 

~ TWO-WAY RADIO SERVICE 
2691 TELLER STREET 
LAKEWOOD, COLORADO 80215 l 

PERMIT NO. M-7401 

- - ---- - . ----- ----- --
---- -----
November 14,1966 
- -- -. - ---

STATEmNT AfID FI!IDINGS OF FACT 

BY ~RE CQ.1MISSION: 

The COllllD.iSsion has received a written request trom the 

owner and operator of the above-entitled authority requesting tha.t 

the same be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE C<J.1MISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective October 15, 1966. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UL'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TlJE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 14th day of November 1~6 

et 



(Decision No. 68505 } 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC t1.rILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MO'l'OR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
EMPIRE COATINGS & CHEMICAL CO., 
5631 RARITAN STREET 
DENVER, COLORADO 80221 

- ~ -. - - ~ - - - - ~ ---- -- --

) 

~ 
l 

- -- ~ - -- - -
November 14,1966 -- ----- --

PERMIT NO. M-9043 

STA~NT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE CQ.1MISSION: 

The Commission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the same be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION OlIDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective October 15, 1966 

(S E A L) TEE PUBLIC t1.rILrI'IES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 14th day o:f'November 1966 

et 



{Decision No. 68506 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Ul1ILITIES C<H-1ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
WATSON POULTRY FARM 

) 

~ ROu:rE l, BOX 287 
GOLDEN, COLORADO 80401 l 

PERMIT NO. M-9980 

- - ----- ~ . . --- -- - ---. 
---..... -
November 14,1966 -- ~ -- ----

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE CCM4ISSION: 

The Commission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the same be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

reqµest of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, a.nd the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective October 31, 1966. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC Ul1ILITIES COMMISSIO:W 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at D yer, Colorado, 
this 14th day of November 19 66 

et 



(Decision No. 68507 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC t111ILITIES C<J.1MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
THE RED BUCKET 
3 E. Bijou Strdet 
COLORADO SPRINGS, COLORADO 80900 

--- --- - -. - ----------

) 

~ 

l 
-- ---- - - -
November 7, 1966 - ~ ~ --- ---

PERMIT NO. M-15403 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE c~;ssION: 
j 

The Conanission he.a received a written request from the 

o~er and operator of the above-entitled authority requesting t~t 

the same be cancelled. 

The Conanission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order followingo 

ORDER 

THE C<J.1MISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective October 31, 1966. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC t111ILITIES COMMISSIO:W 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De:h' er, Colorado, 
this 7th day of November i96~ 

et 



(Decision No, 68508 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Vl'ILITIES C<J.1MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
WALTER N. JOLLEY dba 
EARTHEN PRODUCTS CO OF COLORADO 
RR #1 
RIFLE, COLORADO 81650 

~ -- ------ - ~ -- - ~ -- -- -

) 

~ 
l 

---. -- -- -
November 7, 1966 --- - -----

PERMIT NO. M-12438 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY ~HE C<Ji1MISSION: 

The Commission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the sa.111e be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE CQ.ilMISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective October 27, 1966. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC Ul'ILrrIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den r, Colorado, 
this 7th day of November 19 66 

et 



(Decision No. 68509 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC U.rILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MO'l'O~ VEHICIE OPERATIONS OF 
ORVI~ J. BERVEN d/b/a 
ACADEMY LOCK AND KEY CO., 
2427 CLARKSON ST., 
COLORADO SPRINGS, COLORADO 80900 

------- ~ . -----------

) 
) 
) 

l 
November 7, 1966 --- - ---- -

PERMIT NO. M-4561 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE CC!1M!SSION: 

The COlDDlission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator o~ tbe above~entitled authority requesting th.at 

the same be cancelled. 

The commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective October 31, 1966. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC U.rILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den er, Colorado, 
this 7th d8\Y' of November 1966 

et 



(Decision No.68510 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC VI1ILITIES CCJ.1MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE : MO'J.'OR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

BRIGGSDALE CO-OP INC., 
BRIGGSDALE, COLORADO 

) 

~ 
l 

PERMIT NO. M-8551 

- - -- ~ -. --- --. - -- - - --
---- - - - --
November 7; 1966 
- ~ ---- ~ - -

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE CCM-1ISSION: 

Tne Commission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator ot the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the SliloYlle be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of ca~cella.tion will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE C<l$1ISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereQy 

is, cancelled.effective 

(S E A L) 

November 1, 1966. 

THE PUBLIC VI1ILrrIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ~er, Colorado, 
this 7th day of November 19 66 

et 



(Decision No. 68511) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 
LEAH J. CRAIG, DOING BUSINESS ) 
AS 11 L. CRAIG AND D. CRAIG, 11 

) 

249 ELMWOOD DRIVE, COLORADO ) 
SPRINGS, COLORADO. ) 

November 7, 1966 

PERMIT NO. B-6755 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

The Commission is in receipt of a written request from Leah J. 

Moser Craig, requesting authority to do business under the trade name and 

style of Leah J. Craig, doing business as 11 L. Craig and D. Craig, 11 in lieu 

of Leah J. Moser, doing business as 11 L. Moser and D. Craig, 11 in the conduct 

of operations under Permit No. B-6755. 

The Commission states and finds that said request is compatible 

with the public interest and should be granted, as set forth in the Order 

following. 

0 R D E R 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Leah J. Moser, doing business as 11 L. Moser and D. Craig, 11 

be, and hereby is, authorized to conduct operations under the assumed name, 

or trade name, of Leah J. Craig, doing business as 11 L. Craig and D. Craig, 11 

in the conduct of operations under Permit No. B-6755, and that the Secretary 

of the Commission be, and hereby is, directed to change the records of the 

Commission to reflect the same. 



This Order shall become effective as of the day and date hereof. 

-2-

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denv r, Colorado, 
this 7th day of November, 1966. 

gh 



(Decision No. 68512) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF) 
THE DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS OF THE ) 
STATE OF COLORADO FOR AUTHORITY TO ) 
RECONSTRUCT EXISTING HIGHWAY/RAIL~ } 
WAY GRADE CROSSING AND INSTALL ) 
GRADE CROSSING PROTECTION DEVICES ) 
AT MILEPOST 86+1716 FEET OF THE ) 
COLORADO AND SOUTHERN RAILWAY COM- ) 
PANY'S FT, COLLINS-GREELEY BRANCH ) 
LOCATED AT WINDSOR, ON STATE HIGH- ) 
WAY NO. 257, WELD COUNTY, COLORADO.) 

November 7 , 1966 

S T A T E M E N T 

BY THE COMMISSION~ 

APPLICATION NO. 22072 

On July 6, 1966, the Department of Highways of the State of 

Colorado (Department), filed its application in accordance with the rules 

of this Commission, seeking approval for highway widening and crossing 

work at the highway-railway grade crossing as noted above. 

Other explanatory material as submitted with the instant 

application includes: 

Exhibit A: Combination plan sheet to show roadway 
location; typical cross-section of new 
highway construction; location plan of 
present crossing and widening change with 
other features at site. 

Also received on August 23, 1966, was: 

Agreement dated June 27, 1966, between Department of 
Highways and The Colorado & Southern 
Railway Company pertaining to crossing 
reconstruction and installation of 
automatic signals at the instant location. 
Agreement is fully executed. 

With reference to the instant application and other investigation 

data, Colorado Highway No. 257 is a north-south Farm to Market connector 

route located some five miles east of the main north-south Freeway l-25 



(U. S. 87). At about 10 miles farther to the east, U.S. 85 via Greeley 

provides another through north-south artery. From Colorado No. 14, the 

Fort Collins to Ault route, Colorado No. 257 connects with other east­

west roads including the State Highways of: 

Colo. No. 392; Windsor - Lucerne 
Colo. No. 16; Loveland - Greeley 
Colo. No. 60; Johnstown - Peckham 

The Colorado & Sout.hern Fort Collins-Greeley Branch is 24.72 miles long 

and passes through Windsor in a southeasterly direction. Two trains are 

operated daily as an interchange line between the C&S Main line at Fort 

Collins and Union Pacific Cheyenne Main through Greeley. Other enroute 

local switching service is also provided. 

In a project extending four miles north from Highway No. 392 

at Windsor, the Colorado Department of Highways will reconstruct and widen 

Highway No. 257. Near the north City Limits of Windsor, where crossing at 

grade is made over the C&S Branch Line, the new crossing will be 66 feet 

wide and protection of crossbuck signs will be replaced by standard auto­

matic flasher signals. Resulting from the propos~d road widening, there 

will be interference with a switch connection serving other yard tracks 

on the east side of the highway. Correction is to consist of a westward 

extension of the switch track over the roadway and parallel to the present 

track for a distance of 150 feet from the roadway centerline. New flasher 

signal protection will include movements on the switch trach extension. 

By correspondence of October 13, 1966, the Railway Company has 

provided the Commission with a Map Sketch of September 30, 1966, to show 

addition of a channelizing island some 200 feet long, having two additional 

flasher signals and a bell for the separation and guidance of the opposing 

traffic lanes over the crossing. Provision is also included for a sidewalk 

with curb and gutter installation along east side of the widened crossing. 

In the area northward from the trackage, residential development and homes 

are confined to the east side of the highway. 

-2-



Average daily vehicular traffic counts show 830 per day traveling 

at maximum speed of 30 miles per hour. Two (2) scheduled trains, traveling 

at maximum speed of 25 miles per hour, operate daily. Sight distances are 

restricted in the northeast and southeast quadrants due to residential and 

commercial development adjacent to the crossing and highway. Due to the 

near proximity of the siding track switch, crossing movements on this 

track are slow speed and multiple track use is not a problem. 

In the proposed improvement work at Mile Post 86+1716 feet, 

Railroad Company will participate in the cost of the automatic signal devices 

to the amount of 10%; with the Department to provide the remaining 90%. 

Additionally, the Department will make reimbursement to the Railway Company 

for expenses incurred to reconstruct the crossing, relocate switch, extend 

siding track and do other related track and pole line work. Advance Warning 

Signs will be furnished, installed and maintained as a Department function. 

Estimated cost of proposed work is $19,250, subject to final 

billing for actual costs and the addition of curbed channel median with two 

flasher units. 

In further review of this proposal, the Commission forwarded a 

copy of the application, together with a Notice, to interested parties, in­

cluding also the Board of Weld County Commissioners and the Board of 

Trustees, Town of Windsor, to ascertain if any other action was desired 

within the period of twenty (20) days as designated in ~aid Notice. No ad­

verse reply has been received by the Commission. 

After consideration of the instant proposal, it is the belief of 

the Commission that the proposed improvement work becomes justified in view 

of the increasing traffic in and through the area. The proposed flasher 

signal installation will offer a new and desirable protection at the crossing. 

The proposed channeling of opposing traffic with median separation is in the 

nature of added traffic control and the new signals will maintain full ~rotec­

tion warning for the new traffic lanes at the crossing. 

-3-



lt is, therefore, the belief of the Commission that the proposed 

crossing improvement is compatible with the public interest, and the Com­

mission determined to hear, and has heard, said matter forthwith, without 

further notice, upon the records and files herein. 

F I N D I N G S 

THE COMMISSION FINDS: 

That it is informed in the instant matter, and the foregoing 

Statement, by reference, is made a part hereof. 

That public safety, convenience and necessity require the construc­

tion and approval of proposed highway widening and crossing improvement 

work at the grade crossing of State Highway No. 257 over the Fort Collins­

Greeley Branch line of The Colorado & Southern Railway at Mile Post 86+1716 

feet, Town of Windsor, Weld County, Colorado. 

That the authority sought in the instant application should be 

granted. 

0 R D E R 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Applicant, Department of Highways of the State of Colorado, 

Denver, Colorado, be, and it hereby is, granted a certificate of public 

convenience and necessity to authorize and approve highway widening, new 

crossing construction and complete automatic flashing light signal pro­

tection at the two multiple lane grade crossings of State Highway No. 257 

over the Fort Collins-Greeley Branch line of The Colorado & Southern Rail­

way at Mile Post 86+1716 feet, Town of Windsor, Weld County, Colorado. 

That the work to be done, costs, installation and maintenance 

of the protection devices, shall be as indicated in the preceding Statement. 

Said Statement, Agreement, Location Exhibit and Map Sketch are, by reference, 

made a part hereof. 

That the protection devices, installation and relat~d Advance 

Warning signs shall all be in conformance with the current Bulleti.n of the 

Association of American Railroads' Joint Committee on Railroad Protection. 
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That this Order shall become effective forthwith. 

-5-

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 7th day of November, 1966. 

gh 



(Decision No.68513) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTlLITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF 
NICK ABEYTA, SAGUACHE, COLORADO, FOR 
A CLASS "B11 PERMIT TO OPERATE AS A 
PRIVATE CARRIER BY MCY:rOR VEHICLE FOR 
HIRE. 

APPLICATION NO. 22130-PP 

-- ----- - -- -- - - ------
-----.---
November 9,1966 
- ---- ... --

Appearances: George W. Woodard, Esq., Alamosa, 
Colorado, for Applicant; 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Gordon H. Rowe, Esq., Monte Vista, 
Colorado, for Ed LuJan & Sons; 

William o. DeSouchet, Jr., Esq., 
Alamosa, Colorado, for G & G 
Trucking and Ashton Trucking, 
Protestants; 

Warren D. Boucher, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Rio Grande Motor 
Way,. Inc. and Red Ball Motor 
Freight, Inc.; 

H. R. Harward, Esq., Salida, Colo­
rado, for Central Colorado 
Trucking Company and Salida 
Transfer Company, Protestants. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

The above-styled application was regularly set for hearing be­

fore the Connnission and an Examiner was duly designated to conduct the 

hearing, he thereafter to submit a report of said proceedings to the 

COll'llllission. 

Report of the Examiner states that at the hearing, George w. 
Wood.a.rd, Attorney for the Applicant, moved to continue the hearing on this 

application on the grounds that fUrther discussion was required in order 

to clarify the matter of this application with the protestants. The 

attorneys for all of the protestants above-named joined in the motion 

for continuance. 

The Commission states and finds that said motion should be granted 

and that the herein instant application should be continued and reset for 

hearing as set forth in the Order following. 



' ,. -

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Application No. 22130-PP be, and the same hereby is, 

continued and reset for hearing before the Commission at 9:00 o'clock 

A.M., on Dec3mber 15, 1966, at the County Court House, Alamosa, Colorado, 

with notice to the parties who entered their appearance on September 26, 

1966. 

This Order shall become effective as of the day and date hereof. 

-2-

THE PUBLIC t1rILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Date at Den er, Colorado, 
this 9th day of November, 1966 

et 



(Decision No. 68514) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CCJ.1MISSIOii 
0F TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MA'l:'l'ER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
WILLIAM LUJAN, ALFONSO LUJAN, LAWRENCE )) 

,-
LUJAN, CHARLES LUJAN, BENJAMIN LUJAN, 
ROBER'!' LUJAN AND NICK .ABEY1l'A, DOING ) 
BUSINESS AS "ED LUJAN & SONS," BOX 373, ) 
SAGUACHE, COLORADO, FOR A CLASS "B" ~) 
PERMIT TO OPERATE AS A PRIVATE CARRIER 
BY M(Y.IIOR VEHICIE FOR HIREo 

APPLICATION .NO. 22119-PP 

' . 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - w - - - - • 

--------
November 9,1966 --- - .. .. - -

Appearances: Gordon H. Rol.re, Esq., Monte Vista, 
Colorado, for A~plicants; 

William o. DeSoucbet, ,Jr., Esq., 
Ala.mos~, Colorado, tor G & G 
Trucking and Ashton Trucking, 
Protestants; 

Warren D. Braucher, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Rio Grande Motor 
Way; .Inc., and Red Ball Motor 
Freight, Inc.; 

H. R. Harward; Esq., Salida, 
Colorado, for Central Colorado 
Trucking Company and Salida 
Transfer Company, Protestants. 

STATEMEH'l' AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY '!'HE COMMISSION: 

The above-styled application was regula.rly set for hearing betore 

the Cononission and an Examiner was duly designated to conduct the hearing, 

he thereafter to submit a report of said proceedings to the Comm.~ssion. 

Report of the Examiner states that at the hearing, Gordon H. Bowe, 

Attorney for the Applicants, moved to continue the hearing on this applie&• 

tion on the grounds that :f'Urther discussion was required in order to 

clari:f'y the matter of this application with the protestants. The attorneys 

for all of the protestants above-named Joined in the motion for continuance. 

) 



The Commission states and finds that said motion should be 

granted and that the herein instant application should be continued and 

reset for hearing as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Application Noo 22119~PP be, and the same hereby is, con-

tinued and reset for hearing before the Commission at 9:00 o'clock A.M., 

on December 15, 196b, at the County Court Room, Court House, Alamosa, 

Colorado, with notice to the parties who entered their appearance on 

September 26, 1966. 

This Order shall become effective as of the day and date here-

of. 

THE PUBLIC tJrILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at D ver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of November, 1966 

et 
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(Decision No. 68515) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC tJrll.ITim COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
m THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF VAIL I) 
LIMOUSINE SERVICE, INC., A COU>RADO CORP-
ORATION, 515 MAJ.1!5TIC BUILDntG, DENVER, 
COLORADO 1 FOR A CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC 
CONVENIENCE AND N~115SITY TO OPERATE AS A 
COMMON CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HmE, 
FOR THE TRANSPORTATION' OF PASSENGERS AND APPLICATION NO. 22250 
BAGGAGE, ON SCHEDULE, m LOOWINE SERVICE, 
RESTRICTED TO THE t.BE OF VEHICLES NOT TO 
EXCEED TEN (10) PASSENGERS, Bm1WEEN THE 
FAGLE, COLORADO AllU'ORT, AND FAGLE.11 COU>RADO 
AND VAIL VILLAGE 1 COWRADO: R115TRICTED, 
HOWEVER, TO TRANSPORTATION OF PASSENGERS 
AND BAGGAGE ORIGINATOO. AT OR DISCHARGED 
AT THE F.AGLE1 COLORADO AIRPORT. - ~ - - - -- ---- - --- - - -. - -

-- . - ------
November 7, 1966 

Appearances: Robert S. Wha.m1 Esq., Denver 1 
Colorado, for Vail Limousine 
Service, Inc., Applicant; 

Eugene I.orig, Esq., Eagle, 
Colorado 1 for Eagle-Vail Cab 
Company, Inc., Protestant. 

PROCEDURE AND REX!ORD 

On October ll, 19661 Vail Limousine Service, Inc., here­

inafter referred. to either by full corporate name or as Applicant, 

filed the instant application (No. 22250) with the Commission seeki.ni 

a certificate of public convenience a.nd necessity authorizing such 

corporation to render airport limousine servi.ce between the Eaale 

Airport, on the one band, and the municipalities of Eagle and Vail 

Village on the other hand. 

On l'fovember 3, 1966, Eagle-.Vail Cab Company, Inc., here-

inafter referred. to either by full corporate name or as Protestant, 

filed a letter with the Commission indicating that such corporation 

intended to appear at the hearing on the application, and protest 

the granting of the authority sought by Applicant. 



After due and proper notice to all interested parties, 

the matter was heard by Commissioner Howard s. Bjelland on Friday, 

November 4, 1966, in the District Court Room, at the Court House 

in Eagle / Colorado. When the matter was called for hearing, 

Applicant objected to the appearance of Protestant on the ground 

that the Protestant had not filed a written protest as required by 

the Notice Qf Hearing. The Presiding Commissioner over-ruled the 

objection and allowed Eagle-Vail Cab Company / Inc. to enter an 

appearance as a Protestant. Rodney Slifer, President of the Vail 

Resort Association, Doris Bailey, Executive Secretary of the Vail 

Resort Association, Meredith Morgan, President of the Eagle Telephone 

Company, Gordon Autry, Vice President of Applicant, and T, D. Gray, 

President of Applicant, testified in support of the application. 

Exhibit No. 11 a balance sheet of the Applicant as of October 31, 

19661 was admitted. in evidence. Frederick Jeffreys, President of 

the Eagle-Vail Cab Company, Inc., testified in opposition to the 

application. Upon conslusion of the hearing, the Presiding Com.­

missioner took the matter under advisement. The Commission now 

takes official notice on its own motion of Decision No. 67481, 

dated. May 31.., 1966, and Decision No. 66824, dated February l.4., 1966, 

of the COJl'll'l.ission, and directs the Secretary of the Commission in 

the event of a judicial review of this proceeding, to furnish 

requisite copies of such decisions for the record. 

:FDIDINGS OF FACT 

A:f'ter due and careful consideration of the record in this 

proceeding, the Commission finds as fact, from such record, that: 

l. Vail Limousine Service, Inc. is a corporation duly 

organized. and existing under the laws of the State of Colorado. 

T. D. Gray is the President of the corporation am Gordon F. Autry 

is the Vice President of the corporation. The corporation is 

authorized to issue five thousand shares of common stock of a par 
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value of Ten Dollars o Five hundred shares of the stock have been 

subscribed at par value. After the payment of organization expenses, 

the corporation will have available to it the sum of $4,6oo.OO in 

cash. UQd.er the Articles of Incorporation, the corporation has the 

power and authority to engage in the airport limousine business. 

2. Vail Limousine Service, Inc. is a wholly-owned 

subsidiary corporation of Vail Airways, Inc. On February 14, 1966, 

in Decision No. 66824 (effective date of Order March 7, 1966), this 

Commission authorized Vail Airways, Inc. to transport passengers 

and property in scheduled service by aircraft between Denver 1 Colo­

rado, and Eagle, Colorado, on a temporary basis for a period of one 

year. The Order required Vail Airways, Inc. to operate at least 

one scheduled flight each way each day, subject to weather conditions 

and subject to the proviso that no flights would be required on days 

when there were no passenger reservations made at either Denver or 

Eagle. 

3 o The Eagle Airport is located four to five miles west 

of the municipality of Eagleo Vail Village is located approximately 

35 miles east of the Eagle Airport. The Eagle Airport and the 

municipalities of Eagle and Vail Village are a11. located on 

United States Highway No. 6. 

4. Vail Village and. the general area surrounding such 

municipality comprise a ski resort. During the ski season of 

1965-1966 (approximately from Thanksgivi.ng to April 15), over 

205,000 ski-man-days were spent at Vailo The Vail Resort Asso­

ciation anticipates an increase of from 15% to 2<J1, for the 

1966-1967 ski season. The :majority of' the people utilizing the 

facilities of the Vail area are from out of the State of 

Colorado. 

5. Vail Village is located in the mountains of Colorado, 

approximately 107 miles west of Denver. To travel by car from 



Denver to Vail Village requires the traversing of two high mountain 

passes, namely, Loveland Pass 8Xld. Vail Pass. Vail Village is not 

served by rail facilities. The nearest line of railroad is located 

at Bond, Colorado, approximately 38 miles northwest of Vail. Very 

few, if any, skiers arrive at Vail by usi!li rail facilities to Bond 

and motor vehicle transportation from Bond to Vail. There is no 

airport located at Vail Village, the nearest airport being the Eagle 

Airport, some 35 miles away. The Continental Bus system provides 

bus service between Denver and Vail Village, approximately four 

hours being required, for the bus trip. 

6. Many of the out-of-state skiers destined for the Vail 

area arrive in Denver by air and desire to continue by air to Vail. 

In order to meet this need.1 the COJIDnission granted authority to 

Vail Airways, Inc. to institute scheduled air service from. Denver 

to Eagle. Approximately 9<1f, of the people utilizing the scheduled 

service of Vail Airways, Inc. are traveling either to or from the 

Vail area. 

7. There are presently two surface transportation 

services furnishing service to the public at the Eagle Airport. The 

Avis Rent~-Car Agency provides a rented car service for people who 

are will::lng to drive from the Eagle Airport to Vail. Du.ring the 

season of 1965·1966, the cost of a rental car for transportation 

between the EaiJ.e Airport and Vail was $1.00. It is anticipated 

that the cost will be about $6.oo during the 1966-1967 ski season. 

This Commission has no jurisdiction over rentma-car service, and 

such service is not a common carrier sre:rvice. Taxicab service is 

available from the Eagle-Vail Cab Company, Inc., at a cost of 

$12.95 for one passenger, and $3.70 for each additional passena;er. 

Such taxicab company also furnishes taxicab service from the 

Eagle Airport to the municipality of Eagle for $1.75 for the first 

passenger and 50 cents for each atlditional passellier. 
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8. There is no airport limousine service available at the 

Eagle Airport to render ground transportation service to deplanina 

passengers of Vail Airways, Inc., whose destination is Vail or Eagle, 

nor to enplaning passengers from Vail or Eagle who desire ground 

transportation service to the Eagle Airport. Present airport l:Unou­

sine service, therefore, is not only not adequate, but is non­

existent. A rented car service is no substitute for common carrier 

transportation. ~ people, particuJ.arly from the east, either 

do not drive, or do not desire to drive in strange mountainous 

country. Taxicab service in and of itself is not adequate to 

meet the needs of that portion of the public th.at travel by air. 

The basic differences between taxicab service and airport limousine 

service are set forth in detail in our Decision No. 67481. 

9. If the authority sought herein be granted, Applicant 

plans to institute an airport limousine service between, Vail 

Village, Eagle, and the Eaile Airport, to transport enplaning air 

passengers and baggage from Vail Village and Eagle to the Eagle 

Airport to meet schedu1ed departing flights of Vail Airways, Inc., 

and to transport deplaning air passengers arrivina at the Eagle 

Airport on sched.ul.ed flights of Vail Airways, Inc. to Eagle and to 

Vail Village. All schedu1ed flights of Vail Airways, Inc. will 

be met by the proposed airport limousine service of Applicant. 

Applicant proposes to charge $3.6o for such service between the 

Eagle Airport and Vail Village and $1.00 for such service between 

the Eagle Airport and. Eagle. Applicant will serve three points, 

namely, the terminal at the Eagle Airport, a specific point in 

the downtown area of Eagle, and a specific point in Vail Village. 

These specific points will be specifically designated in its tariffs. 

Applicant plans to enter into a contract with its parent corp­

oration, Vail Airways, Inc., which will provide for the sale of 

joint tickets by either corporation which will provide a package 
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transportation service between Denver e.Dd. Eagle, Denver and Vail 

Village, Fagle and Denver, 8lld Vail Village and Denver. Applicant 

plans to provide ticket purchasing facilities, either on its own or 

through its parent corporation, at Vail Village, Eagle, tbe Eagle 

Airport, and Denver. Applicant plans to render service with a new 

extended Econo-Line Ford with a capacity of ten passengers. This 

vehicle is in the nature of a miniature bus and will cost about 

$3,000. Such a vehicle has a large lUiiage capacity and will be 

fitted with external ski racks, .as well as additional external 

luggage racks. 

10. Eagle-Vail Cab Company, Inc. is a corporation rendering 

taxicab service by authority of this Commission 1n Eagle and to a 

limited degree in the Vail area. Such corporation also bas certain 

sightseeing authority not relevant in the instant proceediDg. 

This company operates a 1959 Ford Station Wagon and a 1964 6-passenger 

International Travel...All. The equipment is stationed at Eagle. 

The company has now completed. arrangements for office space at Vail 

Village. The Company is authorized by this Commission to render 

taxicab service between the Eagle Airport and Eagle, and between 

the Eagle Airport 8lld the Vail Area. Since Vail Airways,, Inc. 

instituted scheduled air service between Denver and Eagle, this 

taxicab company has transported a total of twelve passengers either 

from the Vail Area to the Eagle Airport or :from the Eaile Airport 

to the Vail Area. On the record in this proceeding, no showing 

was made or attempted to be made that the taxicab service rendered. 

by this company was or is inadequate. 

ll. Effective as of November 11 1966, Vail Airways, Inc. 

started flying four scheduled. flights a day 1 each way 1 between Denver 

and the Eagle Airport. These flights are made generally with 

Aero Carnrnatlder planes with a maximum capacity of six passengers. 

Vail Airways, Inc. anticipates that during the ski season from 
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Thanksgiving to April 15, these flights will be operatiJJg at near 

capacity and it may be necessary to fly additional sections. 

12. There is a need for ground transportation service 

between the Eagle Airport and the municipality of Eagle, aDd between 

the Eagle Airport and Vail Village. Existing groUDd transpor­

tation services are inadequate to meet this need. Taxicab service 

will not be impaired as a resuJ.t of granting the instant appli­

cation. Public convenience and necessity require that Applicant 

be granted authority to institute the proposed airport limousine 

service. The pre>posed service of Applicant will meet the need. 

Applicant is well qualified as to finances, experience, and equip­

ment to render the proposed service. The application should be 

granted. 

DISCtBSION 

In the fast few years, the Vail Area has become one of the 

leading ski areas in the State of Colorado. One of the major draww 

backs, however, to the continued future development of this area 

has been the lack of adequate transportation facilities. As is 

pointed out in the Findings of Fact, direct air or rail service 

to the Vail Area are non-existent. The only direct service of' a 

common carrier transportation service is bus service, and the 

time element involved in bus service is not conducive to satis­

faction on the part of the skier. The air service between Denver 

and Eagle instituted by Vail Airways, Inc. in Februaey of 1966 

will help solve the transportation problem. The proposed. 

airport limousine service of Applicant will complement the 

scheduled air service, and will permit a skier to utilize comm.on 

carrier schedul.ed transportation to bis ul.timate destination at 

Vail, or in the alternative, from rt.is point of origin in Vail 

to such common carrier connecting service in Denver as the passenaer 

might desire. The public will benefit from the proposed service 
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of Applicant. Applicant, of course, may not transport passengers 

between Eagle and Vail Village, nor may Applicant render 8'lJr3' 
I 

transportation service to intermediate points. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDlmS: 

That Vail Limousine Service, Inc. should be, and hereby is, 

authorized to operate as a common carrier by motor vehicle for hire 

for the transportation of passengers and their personal baggage on 

schedule in limousines or miniature buses of a rated seating capacity 

of not less than seven nor more than eleven, incluiing the driver, 

from and to the Airport Terminal Building at the Eagle Airport, near 

Eagle, Colorado, to and from the municipalities of Eagle and Vail 

Village, and this Order shall be deemed to be, and shall be, a 

Certificate of Public Conve:ilience and Necessity therefor. 

That the scheduled service of Applicant shall provide airport 

limousine service to any passenger arriving at the Eagle Airport on 

a scheduled flight by an air common carrier and desiring such airport 

limousine service to either Eagle or Vail Village, and shall likewise 

provide airport limousine service to e.n::!' passenger at Eagle or Vail 

Village desiring airport limousine service to the Eagle Airport in 

order to depart from such airport on a scheduled flight by an air 

common carrier. The schedules of Applicant shall be designed to 

meet the needs of such passeng~rs. The service of Applicant, however, 

sball be available to the general public. 

That Vail Limousine Service, Inc. shall file with the Commission 

its Schedule of Rates, Rules and Regulations and Time Schedules 

for the rendition of the airport limousine service authorized by 

this Order. Such filings sball be in compliance with the provisions 

of this Order, the rules and regulations of this Commission, and 

the statutes of the State of Colorado. 

That Applicant shall operate its carrier system according 

to the schedule filed except when prevented by Act of God, the 



.. 

That Applican.t shall carry suitable insure.nee protection, 

covering public liability, property damage, and passenger insurance, 

and. sha.11 continue to carry such insurance and aJrlY other insurance 

protection that may be required by the Commission. 

date. 

That this Order shall become effective twenty-one days from 

THE PUBLIC tn'll..ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver·, ::: ):l.:Jra.d.o, . 
this 7th day of November, 1966. 

ls 
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(Decision No. 68516 ) 

BEFORE '!'HE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

SOLOMON C. FRANSUA 
DBA SOL'S NIDN SERVICE 
431 College Avenue 
Trinidad, Colorado 81082 

* * * 

~ 
) AUTHORITY NO. M 4527 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 390-M-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
November 9, 1966 

STATEMENT AND F:ttmINGS OF° FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October ll, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den er, Colorado, 
this 9th day of November, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC urILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

IRVING C. AND CLIFFORD C. E.BMEIER 
AND A. E. HENDERSON DBA 
REED SALES COMPANY 
Beresford, South Dakota 57004 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. M 10816 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 600-M-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - -- - - ~ - - -
November 9, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF. FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

6S517 ) 

On October 25, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Cormnission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

mainta~n effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

TEE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC l1rILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Colorado, 
day of November, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. 68518) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLipATION OF 
COLORADO FREIGHT DISTRIBUI'ION INC. TO 
TRANSFER ALL ITS OUTSTANDING CAPITAL 

~ 
) 

STOCK IN AND TO GOLDSTElN TRANSPORTA- ) 
TION AND STORAGE, INC., RECORD OWNER OF ) 
PUC NO. 416, PUC NO. 416-I, PUC N0.3171,) 
PUC NO. 1901-I, PUC NO. 3537, PUC NO. ) 
3538, PUC NO. 3539, PERMIT NO. B-503, ) 
AND PERMIT NO. A-787, TO EARL F. ) 
BUCKINGHAM AND DOROTRY M. BUCKINGHAM, ) 
AND, IF IN THE EVENT COMMISSION AUTHOR- ) 
IZATION IS GRANTED TO TRANSFER SAID ) 
STOCK, THAT GOLDSTElN TRANSPORTATION ) 
AND STORAGE INC.: IN THE CONDUCT OF ) 
OPERATIONS UNDER THE ABOVE STATED AND ) 
N'Ol®ERED CERTIFICATES AND PERMITS, BE ) 
AUI'HORIZED TO OPERATE AND TO DO BUSI- ) 
NESS UNDER THE ASSUMED NAME OR TRADE ) 
NAME OF BUCKINGHAM FREIGHT LINES CO. ) --------- - - --- - -----

APPLICATION NO. 22185-Stk. Tfr.Amended 
PUC NO. 416, PUC NO. 416-I 

APPLICATION NO. 22186-Stk. Tfr.Amended 
PUC NO. 317! 

APPLICATION 10. 22224-Stock Transfer 
PUC NO. 1901-I 

APPLICATION NO. 22225-Stock Transfer 
' PUC NO. 3537 

APPLICATION N0.22226dStock Transfer 
PUC NO. 3538 

APPLICATION NO. 22227-Stock Transfer 
PUC NO. 3539 

APPLICATION NO. 22228-PP-Stock Transfer 
PERMIT NO. B-503 

APPLICATION NO. 2222~PP-Stock Transfer 
PERMIT NO. A-7 

November 911966 

Appearances: John H. Lewis, Esq., Denver, Colo­
rado, for Applicants; 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

John P. Thompson, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Denver-Climax Truck 
Line / Denver-La.ram:te-Walden Truck 
Line, Inc., Denver-Loveland Trans­
portation Company, Edson Express, 
overland Motor Express, Protestants; 

Warren D. Braucher, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Rio Grande Motor Way, 
Protestant. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS 

The above-styled applications were regularly set for hearing 

before the Connnission at the Hearing Room, 532 State Services Building, 

Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 A.M., November 7, 1966. 

When said matters were called for hearing, Attorney for Appli-

cants herein requested that the herein entitled applications DE continued 

for hearing at a later date to be determined by the Commission. 



~'he Commission states and finds that said request should be 

granted and that the herein instant applications should be continued tor 

hearing as set forth in the Orde:!i following. 

ORDER 

'rHE CCBiISSION ORDEBS: 

That the above-styled applications be, and the ea.me hereby are, 

continued tor hearing at a future date to be determined by the Commission, 

with notice only to those parties who entered their appearance as above set 

forth on November 7, 1966. 

This Order shall become effective as ot the day and date hereof. 

THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES CCJ.1MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den er, Colo~ado, 
this 9th day of November, 1966. 

et 
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(Decision No. 68519) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CGiMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF 
IRVIN SCHLEHUBER, BOX 192, LA PORTEj 
COLORADO, FOR At1rHORITY TO TRANSFER 
PUC NO. 538 TO PROPERTY LEASING A.ND 
DEVELOPMENT COMPANY, A COLORADO 
CORPORATION, 140 SOTJI'H WEST SECOND 
STREET, LOVELAND, COLORADO. 

- ---- - - -- - -- ---

) 
) 
) 
) APPLICATION NO. 22179-Transfer 
) 
) 
) 

November 7,1966 

Appearances: Irvin Schlehuber, La Porte, 
Colorado, pro se; 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Floyd A. Henrikson, Loveland, 
Colorado, for Transferee. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

By the instant application authority is sought to transfer PUC 

No. 538 from Irvin Schlehuber, La Porte, Colorado, to Property Leasing and 

Development Company, a Colorado corporation, LovelandJ Colorado. 

Said application was regularly set for hearing before the Commis-

sion, and ws heard by an Examiner duly designated and to whom the hearing 

was assigned by the Commission. At the conclusion of the hearing, the 

matter was taken under advisement, and said Examiner transmitted to the 

Commission the record of said proceeding3 together with a written state-

ment of his findings of fact and conclusions. 

Irvin Schlehuber, La Porte, Colorado, identified Exhibit 2, 

which was received in evidence, as an executed copy of the contra.ct be-

tween he and the transferee Property Leasing and Development Company, 

a Colorado corporation, which provides for a consideration of $6,000oOO 

plus two vehicles as described in the exhibit; that he is the owner of 

PUC No. 538; and that there are no liens, encu..~brances or other obliga-

tions against either the authority or the bus.in.ess heretofore conducted 

thereunder. 



Floyd A. Henrikson, Loveland, Colorado, stated that he is 

the President of Property Leasing and Development Company, a Colorado 

corporation, with offices at 140 South West 2nd Street, Loveland, Colo­

rado; that with the application there was filed a copy of the Articles 

of Incorporation and that this company is principally engaged in the 

warehousing busines~ in Loveland but because of certain requirements 

of its customers and others, it has entered into a contract to purchase 

PUC No. 538; that initially his company will lease a 1-l ton truck to 

provide the transportation authorized in this authority; that such 

equipment will be sufficient and adequate and that if additional equip­

ment is needed in the future, the transferee has the financial ability 

to acquire whatever equipment might be necessary; that he and other 

employees of his company are experienced in the type of transportation 

authorized; and that it is the transferee's intention to carry on business 

under this authority in the same manner as the transferor has h~retof~re 

conducted his business. 

Mr. Henrikson identified Exhibit 1, which was received in evi­

dence, as a Balance Sheet of the transferee corporation and stated that 

this substantially reflects the financial condition of his company as of 

the day of hearing. He further stated that he, as well as other employees 

of the transferee, who will take part in the transportation business, as 

authorized by PUC No. 538, are familiar with the rules, regulations and 

laws of the State of Colorado pertaining to common carriers and will 

carefUlly observe the same if the within application is approved. 

All motions granted, or denied, by the Examiner, if any, are 

hereby confirmed. 

The Commission, having considered the record and exhibits and 

the written statement of the Examiner herein, states and finds that no 

one protests the granting of the instant application; that transferee 

corporation will have sufficient equipment and experienced personnel to 

properly carry on the operations; that transferee's financial standing 
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and qualifications are established to the satisfaction of the Commission; 

that the proposed transfer is compatible with the public interest and 

should be authorized as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Irvin Schlehuber, La Porte, Colorado, be, and hereby is, 
i 

authorized to transfer PUC No. 538 to Property Leasing and Development 

Company, a ·Colorado corporation; Loveland, Colorado, subject to enc\Unbrances 

against said operating rights,· if any, approved by this Commission. 

That henceforth the full and complete authority under PUC No. 538 

shall be as follows, to-wit: 

Dec.#65660: Transportation of freight, generally, from 
point to point within the territory extending ten miles 
north of Loveland, fi~een miles east, ten miles south, 
and to the La.rimer County line on the west, a.nd between 
points within said territory and other points within 
the State of Colorado, subject to the following condi­
tions: (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 ~ases, shall be at least 
twenty per cent in excess of those charged by scheduled 
carriers; (b) applicant shall not operate on schedule 
between any paints; (c) Applicant shall not be per­
mitted, without ~urther authority from the Commission, 
to establish a branch office or to have any agent 
employed in any other town or citythan Loveland for the 
purpose of developing business. 

That said transfer shall become effective only if and when, but 

not before, said transferor and transferee, in writing, have advised the 

Commission that said certificate has been formally assigned, and that 

said parties have accepted, and in the future will comply with, the condi-

tions and requirements of this Order, to be by them, or either of them, 

kept and performed. Fa.1lure 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 granted herein to make the 

transfer, withoµt further order on the part of the Commission, unless 

such time shall be extended by the Commission, upon proper application. 
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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. 

The right of transferee to operate under this Order shall depend 

upon the prior filing by transferor of delinquent reports, if any,covering 

operations under said certificate up to the time of transfer of said 

certificate. 

This Order shall become effective twenty0 one days from date 

hereof. 

THE PUBLIC 'CJrILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

\ 

Dated at Den er, Colorado, 
this 7th day of November, 1966 

et 



(Decision No. 68520) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC 11.rILrrIES CCJ.1MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
MELVIN LESTER AND STANLEY LESTER, ) 
DOING BUSINESS AS "LESTER SHINGLE ) 
COMPANY," BOX 185, DEL NORTE, COLORADO, )) 
FOR A CLASS "B" PERMIT TO OPERATE P.$ A 
PRIVATE CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR ) 
HIRE. ) 
e Q ~ • - - - - - • • • • - - • • - - -

November 7,1966 

APPLICATION NO. 22128-PP 

Appearances: Mrs. Lonnie Mel.a.in, Del Norte, 
Colorado, for Applicants. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE C~ISSION: 

Applicants herein seek authority to operate as a Class "B" 

private carrier by motor vehicle for hire. 

Said. application was regularly set for hearing before the Comm 

m:i.ssion, and was heard by an Examiner duly designated and to whom the 

hearing was assigned by the Commission. At the conclusion of the hearix:i.g, 

the matter was taken under advisementp and said Examiner transmitted to 

the Commission the record of said proceeding, together with a written 

statement of his findings of fact and conclusions. 

Mrs. Lonnie McLain, Del Norte, Colorado stated that she has 

been authorized by the Applicants to appear and testify in the:i.r behalf. 

She stated that if this application is granted, the Applicants will enter 

into special carriage contracts for the hauling of logs and poles, and 

other related commodities as listed in the application; that they have 

ample and suitable equipment, sufficient net worth and twelve years 

operating experience to render the special service herein sought; that, 

a.s far as she knew, the granting of r:i.uch a.uthori ty would not impair the 

efficient public service of any other authorized motor vehicle common 



car:::':tt:::i:· i:,.:eivi:11g the same territory over the same ger.ieral route, or 

rout~~; that if this authority is granted, the Applicants agree to 

operate in accordance with all the present and :future rules, regula­

tions and safety requirements of the Public Utilities Commission and 

all laws of the State of Colorado; and that the Applicants have made 

provisions for insurance as required by the Commission. 

All motions granted, or denied, by the Examiner, if any, are 

hereby confirmed. 

The Commission, having considered the record and files and the 

written statement of the Examiner herein, states and finds that no one 

protests the granting of the instant application; that there is a need for 

Applicants' proposed transportation services; that Applicants will 

have sufficient equipment and experience to properly carry on the proposed 

operation~ that Applicants' financial standing and qualifications are 

established to the satisfact.ion of the Commission; that it does not appear 

·to the Commission that the proposed operation will impair the efficient 

pub.lie service of any authorized common carrier adequately serving the 

same territory, over the same general highway route, or routes; that the 

granting of authority as provid~d in the following Order will be in the 

public interest and such authority should be granted. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Melvin Lester and Stanley Lester, doing business as "Lester 

Shingle Compa.ny, 91 Del Norte, Colorado, be, and hereby a.re, authorized to 

operate as a Class "B" private carrier by motor vehicle for hire, for the 

transportation of logs, poles and timber products from forests to sawmills, 

places of storage and loading points within a radius of 50 miles of said 

forests; rough lumber, from sawmills in said 50-mile radius to markets in 

the State of Colorado; provided., however, that no town .. to-town service 

shall be rendered, and this ORDER shall be deemed to be, and be, a. PERMIT 

therefor. 
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Th.at eJ.l operations hereunder sha.11 be strictly contra.ct 

oper;i'J,'!:;fo:ns, the Commission retaining jurisdiction to make such amend-

ments to this permit deemed advisable. 

That this Order is the permit herein provided for, but it 

shall not become effective until Applicants have filed. a statement o:f' 

their customers, copies of a.11 special contracts or memoranda. of' their 

terms, the necessary ta.riff's, required insurance, and have secured 

authority sheets. 

That right of Applica,nts to operate hereunder shall depend 

upon their compliance with all present and future laws and rules and 

regulations of the Commission. 

This Order shall become eff~ctive twenty-one days from 
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THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CCMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den r, Colorado, 
this 7th day of November, 1966 

et 



(Decision No. 68521) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC VI'IL.l'.rIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * 
IN TEE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
OF MOUNTAIN PARKS ELEX:TRIC 1 INC. 1 
A COLORADO CORPORATION, GRANBY, 
COLORADO, FOR AtJrRORl'TY TO ISSUE 
A MORTGAGE NOTE TO THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA IN, THE AMOUM' OF 
$11 1691 000; AND TO EXECU.CE A SuP­
P.PLEMEifrAL MORTGAGE Sll.£URING PAY -
MENT TBEREDF. 

-- - - - - --- --- - -- ----

* 

APPLICATION NO. 22191-SJOC!URITIES 
SUPPLEMENTAL 

IN TBE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION ' 
OF IDUNTAIN PARKS ~TRIC 1 me., 
A CORPORATION / WALDEN 1 COLORADO 1 
FOR AN ORDER AVI'RORIZING THE ISSU­
ANCE OF S~URITIE5. 

l APPLICATION W, 12679-Slil:llUTI!ll 
~ SUPPLEMENTAL 

-- - - -- ------ - --- - -
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
KHJNTAIN PARKS ~TRIC 1 INC. 1 A ) 
CORPORATION, GRANBY, COLORADO, FOR ) APPLICATIONJ!>.14353-S:IOC!URITIES 
AN ORDER AVI'H.ORIZING THE ISSUANCE ) SUPP~ 
OF S~URITI&S 1 AND THE APPLICATION ~) 
OF THE PROCEEDS THEREFROM TO 
CERTAm LAWFUL PURPOS&S. 

- -- ----- - - -- - - --- - -
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
MOUMAI:N PARKS ~TRIC 1 INC., FOR l 
AtlrHORITY TO ENTER INTO A CERTAIN 
AGREEMENT DATED APRIL 101 1Q6l, WITH 
THE UNITED STAT&S OF AMERICA 1 A l 
MORTGAGE NOTE IN FAVOR OF THE UNITED 
STATES OF AMERICA DATED MAY 1 1 1961, 
AND A SUPPLEMENTAL M:>RTG.AGE SlOC!URING ) 
SAID NOTE DATED JUNE 121 1961. ) 

- --- - - ~ - ~ - -- -- - - ----
m TBE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF I) 
K>UNTADl PARKS EI..EX;TRIC 1 INC., FOR 
AtrrHORITY TO ISSUE A NOTE TO THE 
UNl'TED STAT&S OF AMERICA IN THE 
AMOUNT OF $329,000; AND TO ~Ul'E 
A SUPPLEMENT.AL M)RTGAGE SIDURING 
PAYMENT THmEDF. ) 

- --- ~ - - -- -- - - - --- --

......,......._ __ _ 

APPLICATION NO. 18693-SIDURITD.5 
SUPPLEMENTAL 

APPLICATION NO• 20997..smURITIES 
SuPPLEMENTAL 

November 7, 1966 



Appearances: Ronald C. Butz, Esq., Grand, 
Shafroth, Toll & McHendrie, 
Denver, Colorado, for Applicant; 

M. Ro Garrison, Denver, Colorado, 
and 

BY TBE COMMISSION: 

E. R. Thompson, Denver, Colorado, 
of the Staff of the Commission. 

On October 191 1966, by Decision No. 683661 the Commission 

issued its Order in the above-entitled matter. 

On October 281 1966, Mountain Parks Electric, Inc. (Mountain 

Parks) thro1J4i:h its attorney filed a motion to am.end this application, 

™ pro tune 9 in. regard to the Counties in which Mountain Parks 

distributes electrical energy to consumers in the States of Colorado 

and Wyomina. Simultaneously, it filed s:i.m1lar motions to correct, 

™pro tunc 9 similar matters in Applications No. 12879-Seeurities, 

14353..Securities, 18693..Securities and 20997..Securities. 

Applicant, in these motions, pointed out that the corres­

ponding decisions of the Commission regarding the above-enumerated 

applications had errors similar to those in the applications and 

that they, too, should be correctedo Applicant also noted a typo­

graphical error in Decision No. 68366 in the third paragraph of 

page 3; i.e., the date "August 311 1933", which should be "Auaust 

31, 19660 IHI 

The Commission has reviewed the above-entitled applications 

on file and the corresponding Commission decisions thereto and finds 

that such applications and decisions are at variance as to Counties 

served by Mountain Parks as set forth in the motions filed by Appli• 

cant and that the date "August 31, 1933" is also in error. It finds, 

therefore, that these errors should. be corrected, !!::!!!£.pro tune, as 

forth in the Order to follow. 

ORDER 

TBE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the applications and the Commission decisions thereto 



as enumerated. below shall be, and the same hereby are, am.ended, 

~ ·pro tune, as of the respect1 ve days of filing of the applications 

and as of the respective dates of issue of the decisions: 

Applications and Decisions 
CoUI!.ties 

Number ref erred to 
Nunc pro tune 
Counties 

Application 12879 

Decision 42644 

Application 14353 

Decision 45811 

Application 18693 

Decision 57212 

Application 20997 

Decision 

Application 22191 

Decision 

Grand and Jackson 
in Colorado. 

Grand and Jackson 
in Coloradoo 

Grand, Jackson and 
Larimer in Colo­
rado. Albany and 
Carbon in Wyoming. 

Grand, Jackson and 
Larimer in Colo­
rado. Albany and 
Carbon in Wyoming. 

Grand, Jackson, 
Larimer and Summit 
in Colorado. 
Albany and Carbon 
in Wyond.ng. 

Gram, Jackson, 
Larimer and Summit 
in Colorado. 
Albany and Carbon 
in Wyoming. 

Grand, Jackson, 
Larimer in Colo­
rado. Albany and 
Carbon in Wyomina. 

Grand, Jackson, Larimer and 
Summit in Colorado. 
Albany 'in Wyoming. 

Grand, Jackson, Larimer and 
Summit in Colorado. 
Albany in Wyoming. 

Grand, Jackson, Larimer, 
Summit and Routt in Colo­
rado. Albany in 
Wyominao 

Grand, Jackson, Larimer, 
Summit and Routt in Colo­
rado. Albany in 
Wyomina. 

Grand, Jackson, Lar:f.m.er1 
Routt and Summit in 
Colorado. Albany in 
Wyoming. 

Grand, Jackson1 Lar1mer1 
Routt and Summit in 
Colorado •. Albany in 
Wyoming. 

Grand, Jackson, Larimer, 
Routt and Summit in 
Colorado. Albany in 
Wyomingo 

Grand, Jackson and Grand, Jackson, Larimer, 
Larimer in Colorado.Routt and Summit in 
Albany and Carbon Colorado. Albany in 
in Wyoining.. WyoDU.na. 

Grand, Jackson and 
Larimer in Colo­
rado. Albany and 
Carbon in Wyoming. 

Grand, Jackson and 
Larimer in Colo­
rado. Albany and 
Carbon in Wyoming. 
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Grand, Jackson, Larimer, 
Routt and Summit in 
Colorado. Albany in 
Wyoming. 

Grand, Jackson, Larimer, 
Routt and. Summit in 
Colorado. Albany in 
Wyoming. 



That Conmdssion Decision No. 68366, paragraph 31 page 31 

sh.a ...... · aP and the same hereby is, amended,™ pro tune, as of said 

19th day of October.? 1966, by deleting therefrom the date "August 

31, 1933" and inserting therein and substituting therefor the date 

"August 311 1966." 

That, except as herein amended, the decisions enumerated 

above shall remain in full force and effect. 

THE PUBLIC Ul'll..ITD!E COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 7th day of November, 1966. 

ls 
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{Decision No. 68522) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIF.s COMMISSION 
OF THE STAI'E OF COLORADO 

* * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF 
VAIL AIRWAYS 1 INC. 1 STAPLm'ON INTER­
NATIONAL AIRPORT, DENVm, COLORADO, 
FOR A CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE 
AND ~Fl3SITY AU!HORIZOO EXTENSION 
OF OPERATIONS UNDER PW NO. ACS-45 
TO INCLUDE THE TRANSPORTATION OF 
PASSENGERS AND PROPERTY, ON SCHEDULE, 
Bm'WEEN GUNNISON, COLORADO, EAGLE, 
COLORADO J\lID STF.AMBOAT SPRINGS, COLORADO, 
OR HAYDEN, COLORADO, AS AN ALTERNATIVE. 

* 

- --- -- ~ - ~ - --- - -- --- ---

APPLICATION NO. 22188-Extension 

. -- - -- - ~ - - -
November 71 1966 

Appearances: Robert s. Wham, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
for Vail Airways, Inc., Applicant; 

Raymond B. Danks, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
for Mountain Air Spray Company, 
Protestant; 

Truman A. Stockton, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
for Clinton Aviation Co. 1 Trans-Central 
Airlines, Inc., and Western State 
Aviation, Protestants; 

Raymond Wilson, Denver, Colorado, 
of the Staff of the Commission. 

PROCEDURE AND RFI:ORD 

On September 221 19661 Vail Airways, Inc., hereinafter referred. 

to by full corporate name or as Applicant, filed the instant application 

(No. 22188-Extension) with the Commission seeking an extension of its 

certificate of puiblic convenience and necessity to authorize sched.u1ed. 

flights between Gunnison, Colorado, Eagle, Colorado, and Steamboat 

Springs, Colorado, or Hayden, Colorado, as an alternative, restricted. 

to the transportation of passengers and property between these points. 

On October 17, 19661 Clinton Aviation Co., Trans-Central Airlines, 

Inc., and J. B. Warren, doing business as "Western State Aviation", 

filed a written protest to the application. On October 17, 19661 

Mountain Air Spray Company filed a written protest to the application. 

A~er due and. proper notice to all interested parties, the matter 



wad heard by Com.missioner Howard S. Bjelland. at lO:OO o'clock A.M. 

o:a ~!'.'.'i.'.ua.y, :November 4, 1966 in the District Court in the Court House 

at Eagle, Colorado. When tb.e matter was called for hearing, tb.e 

Applicant moved to amend the application by deleting "Gunnisonv• 

from the list of cities which Applicant desired to serve. The 

amendment, being restrictive in nature and no objection thereto being 

made, the Presiding Commissioner granted the motion to amend. upon 

the granting of such motion to amend, Clinton Aviation Co. 1 Trans­

Central Airlines, Inc., and J. B. Warren, doina business as "Western 

State Aviation" 1 wi tbirew the protest filed in their behalf and were 

excused from further attendance at the proceeding. Counsel for 

Applicant now stated that the Applicant did not seek any rate pro­

tection insofar as intrastate air charter carriers were concerned. 

Rodney Slifer, President of the Vail Resort Association, 

Doris Bailey, Executive Secretary of the Vail Resort Association, 

Gordon Autry, Vice President and Director of Operations of Vail 

Airways, Inc. 1 T. D. Gray, President of Vail Airways, Inc., and 

Charles Kendall, the owner and operator of the Christiana Lodge at 

Vail, testified in support of the applicationo Leo Tucker, President 

of Mountain Air Spray Company, testified in opposition to the appli­

cation. Protestant's Exhibits No. l and No. 2 were admitted in 

evidence. The parties stipulated that if Marvin Crawford.1 Vice 

President and General Manager of the Mount Werner Ski Association 

was present, he would testify that during the last ski season, 211 000 

ski-man-days were spent at Mount Werner Ski Area and that the 

balance of bis testimony would be along the same lines as the 

testimony of Rodney Slifer and Doris Bailey, except that such 

testimony would pertain to the Mount Werner Ski Area., Upon con­

clusion of the hearing, the Presiding Commissioner took the appli­

cation under advisement. The Commission, on its own motion, now 

takes official notice of Decisions No. 64967 and No. 66824 of the 
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Commission, and the 1966 Colorado Highway Map issued by the Colorado 

iJCN.DDlGS OF FACT 

After due and careful consideration of the entire record in 

this proceeding, the Commission finds as fact from such record that: 

lo Vail Airways, Inc., a corporation organized and existing 

under the laws of the State of Colorado, holds a certificate of 

convenience and necessity from the Commission, authorizina: 

"Non-scheduled operations, by air, as a common 
carrier by airplane, in interstate and intrastate 
commerce, for the transportation of passengers 
and their baggage and cargo, over irregular routea, 
on call and demand, bei;ween points and places in 
the State of Colorado, without the right to establish 
an office or branch for the purpose of developing 
business at any town, place, or city other than 
Eagle and Vail, and airports located within Eagle 
or Summit Counti"'s within a radius of thirty ... five 
miles of Vail". {See Decision No. 64967, dated 
May 7, 1965) 

On February 14, 1966, in Decision No. 66824, this Commission authorized 

an extension of the certificate of public convenience and necessity of 

Vail Airways, Inc. to include: 

"Transportation of passengers a.Dd property in 
scheduJ.ed service by aircraft 1 between Denver 1 
Colorado, and Eagle, Colorado, on a temporary basis 
for one year, with permission to change times of 
its regular scheduled flights or to eliminate 
or add on scheduled flights upon five days' notice 
posted at the Eagle and Denver airports, provided 
that applicant shall always 1 while such authority 
exists, operate at least one round trip scheduled 
:flight per day subject to weather and to the 
proviso that no flights shall be required on days 
when there are no passenger reservations at either 
of the points named." 

By the instant application as amended, Vail Airways, Inc. seeks a 

further extension of its certificate to authorize scheduled flights 

between Eagle, Colorado, and Steamboat Springs, Colorado, or Hayden, 

Colorado, as an alternative, for the transportation of passengers 

and property between these points only, on a temporary or experimental 

basis, with authority to change times of its regular scheduled flights 

or to eliminate or add a scheduled flight, upon five days' notice 
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posted a:i:i each airport affected thereof 1 provided that between 

.0...:~ ::.i.:c"c:;:- l WJldL March 311 while such authority exists,, the Appllrc:aillt 

must operate at l~a~t one roucud trip schedu.led. flight per week 

subject to weather a.ind subject to the proviso that no flights shall 

be required on days when there are no passenger reservations at 

either of the points named. 

2. The Vail area is presently one of the major ski areas 

in the State of Colorado. Du.ring the 1965-1966 ski season (approx­

imately Thanksgiving to April 15)1 2051 464 skier~man.-days were spent 

in the Vail area. An increase of 15~ to 2t:JI, is anticipated in the 

1966-1967 ski season. The Vail area is served by the Eagle Airport 1 

which is located on United States Highway No. 6 approximately 35 

miles west of the Vail area. 

3. Taxicab service, airport limousine service, and Rent­

A-Car services are available from. the Vail area to the Eagle Airport. 

4. The Mount Werner ski area, near Steamboat Springs, 

Colorado, is also one of the ski areas in the State of Colorado. 

During the l965ml966 ski season, about 211 000 skier-man-days were 

spent in the Mount Wel"!i1er ski area. 

5. Steamboat Springs is located approximately 95 miles 

northwest of Va.11. The Eagle Airport is located about 35 miles west 

of Vail. The Hayden Airport is located about 25 miles west of 

Steam.boat Springs. The Steamboat Springs Airport is located about 

3 miles north of Steamboat Springs. 

6. Skiers, while spending ski vacations in the State 

of Colorado, desire to ski as many of' the ski areas in the State 

as is reasonably possible. For this reason skiers desire common 

carrier transportation facilities which would provide transportation 

service between ski areas. The extent of such desire am the extent 

to which skiers would utilize such transportation service between 

ski areas are tmknown factors. 
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7. Vail Airways, Inc., is already performina schedul.ed 

iltl!.t:r:a.s·tia.te air service between Denver and Eagle. Vail Airways, Inc. 

is qualified from the standpoint of finances, experience a.!tld equip­

ment to render the proposed scheduled air service between F.agle, 

Colorado and Steamboat Springs, Colorado, or in the alternative, 

Hayden, Colorado. There is a need for such transportation service 

and the proposed service of the Applicant will meet such need. 

Public convenience and necessity requir~ that the authority sought 

herein by Applicant as limited in Ord.er provisions to follow should 

be granted. 

8. The Eagle Airport is adequate for use by a scheduled 

air carrier and in fact is now being utilized by the Applicant for 

its scheduled service between Denver and Eagle. The Hayden Airport 

is a brand new facility now being utilized by Frontier Airlines for 

the rendition of scheduled service. The Steamboat Springs Airport 

is not beina utilized by any air carrier for scheduled air service. 

9. The Mountain Air Spray Company is a Colorado corporation 

duly organized and existing under the laws of the State of Colorado • 
.. 

Such corporation is authorized to render the following service: 

vtTransportation, by airplane, of passengers and 
property, not on schedule, but on call and demand, 
from Craig, Colorado and Hayden, Colorado, to and 
between all points within the State of Coloradoo 
Bases of operation to be at Craig and Hayden, Colo­
rado. Applicant shall not establish an office or 
branch for the purpose of solicitation or developing 
business at any town other than Craig, Colorado, and. 
airports located within ten miles of' Craig and Hayden, 
Colorado, and airports located within five miles of 
Hayden." 

Mountain Air Spray Company has had no calls for charter service by 

skiers from the Steamboat Springs-Mount Werner ski area. The charter 

air business of Mountain Air Spray Company will not be affected or 

impaired in any manner by the granting of the authority sought herein 

by Applicant. 
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DISCllSSION 

I.n view of the distances involved between the Motmt Werner 

ski area am the Vail ski area, we bave grave d©J\llbts as to whether 

skiers will desire to utilize the service proposed herein by Appli­

cant. The distance between the Vail area a.nd the Eagle Airport is 

35 miles. The distance between the Hayden Airport and the Mount 

Werner ski area is at least 25 miles. This will mean that a skier 

passenger utilizing the proposed air service of the Applicant will 

still be faced with some 60 miles of ground transportation as again.st 

a total groUO!lld mileage of approximately 95 miles. Despite our doubts 

as to the extent of utilization of the proposed service by the public, 

we see no reason why Applicant should not be permitted to institute 

such service on an experimental basis for one ski season, and Order 

provisions to foll.ow will so provide. 

This service will be authorized between the Eagle Airport 

and the Hayden. Airport. On the record made in this proceeding, it 

does not seem advisable to the Commission to authorize the rendition 

of scheduled service to the Steamboat Springs Airport. 

The policy of the Commission has generally been to encourage 

the rendl.ition of scheduled service 8lOld. for such reason the Con:mdssion 

normally provides that non-schedu1ed call and demand air carriers be 

required to charge at least fifty percent more for service between 

points served by scheduled air carriers than the effective rates of 

the schedul.ed air carriers. In the instant case, however, the Appli­

cant does not seek such rate protection, nor indeed would the 

Commission grand such protection, on the type of schedule service 

here contemplated by the Applicant. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORD:mS: 

That the authority of Vail Airways, Inc. under its present 

certificate of public convenience and necessity be extended to 
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inc:l·!ldle transportation of passengers and property in scheduled service 

·o:/ bi::'~::.~:aft between the airport at Eagle, Colorado SJOld. the airport 

at Hayden, Colorado on a temporary basis for a period from the effective 

date of this Order to and including June 30, 1967 with authority to 

change times of its regular scheduled flights or to eliminate or add 

scheduled flights upon five days' Xll.Otice posted at the Eagle and Hayden 

Airports, provided. th.at between December l and March 31, while such 

authority exists, Applicant shall operate at least one round trip 

scheduled flight per week subject to weather conditions and subject 

to the proviso that no flights shSll be required on days when there 

are no passenger reservations at either of the points named. 

Th.at Applicant shall keep accurate records or passengers 

utilizing this experimental service and revenue derived there­

from. and that should Applicant elect to rile a further application 

seeking authority to render such scheduled service between the 

Eagle Airport and. the Hayden Airport after June 30, 1967, Applicant 

ab.all support such application by the submission of the record data 

specified above. 

Th.at Applicant shall file tariffs of rates, rules and 

regul.ations alOd. schedules as required by the Commission. 

That Applicant sb.a.ll carry suitable insurance protection 

covering liability, property damage and passenger insurance and 

shall continue to carry such insurance and any other insurance 

protection that may be required by the Commission. 

That for the purpose of rate structures of non-scheduled 

call and· demand intrastate air carriers, the service to be rendered 

by Applicant herein Ullder the provisions of this Order shall not 

be deemed to be such schedu1ed. air service as is entitled to 

rate protection under the policies of the Comm.ission. 
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This Order shall become eff'ecti ve twenty-one days from 

(S E A L) TlmPUBLIC lJrll..ITIEB COMMISSION 
OF THE S~TE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 7th day of November, 1966. 

ls 
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(Decision No. 68523) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC t11'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
HARRY B • HAWKS, RURAL ROUTE 4, BOX 
431, MONTROSE, COLORADO. - - - ~ ~ - - ~ ----. -----

~ 
) 

November 7,1966 

PUC N0.1345 
PERMIT NOS. B-1365, B•l365-I1 
B-~Q76, ~-~769, B-4769-I, 
B- 92Q. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On March 8, 1966, the Commission entered Decision No. 66972, 

approving encumbrance of PUC No. 1345, Permit No~. B-1365, B-1365-I, 

B-3076, B-4769, B-4769-I, and B-4929 by Harry B. Hawks, Montrose, Colorado, 

to The Montrose National Bank, Montrose, Colorado, to secure payment of 

the sum of $32,057.51. 

The Commission is now in receipt of a communication from said 

Montrose National Ba.nk that said encumbrance has been paid off by renewal 

and requesting release of Chattel Mortgage dated February 4, 1965, a.nd 

approval of Chattel Mortgage dated October 27, 1966, in the a.mount of 

$29,328.54, in accordance with the terms and conditions set forth in said 

Chattel Mortgage. 

The Commission states and finds that said requests are compatible 

with the public interest and should be granted as set forth in the Order 

following. 

ORDER 

t!E CCNMISSION ORDERS: 

That Mortgage of the above-mentioned operating rights authorized 

by Decision No. 66972, dated March 8, 1966, be, and the same hereby is, 

released, as requested by Mortgagee herein insofar as it concerns this Com• 

mission. 



That Harry B. Hawks, Montrose, Colorado, be, and hereby is, 

authorized to mortgage all right, title and interest in and to PUC No. 

1345, Permit Nos. B-1365, B-1365-I, B-3076, B-4769, B-4769-I, and 

B-4929, to The Montrose National Bank, Montrose, Colorado, to secure 

payment of the sum of $29,328.54, in accordance with the terms and 

conditions set forth in Chattel Mortgage dated October 27, 1966, which 

is made a part of this Order by reference. 

hereof. 

This Order shall become effective as of the day and date 

THE PUBLIC UTILrrIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den er, Colorado, 
this 7th day of November, 1966 

et 
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(Decision No. 68524) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
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 COMMON OR 

) 

l 
PRIVATE CARRIERS BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE ) 
IN INTERSTATE COMMERCE ONLY OVER THE PUBLIC) 
HIGHWAYS OF THE STATE OF COLORADO. ) 

November 9, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

The files and records of the Commission disclose that the here-

inafter stated corporations, partnerships, and/or persons as specifically 

set forth in the Order part of this Decision have paid to the Commission 

the required filing fee for authority to operate as a Common or Private 

Carrier by Motor Vehicle for hire in interstate commerce only over the 

public highways of the State of Colorado but have either (1) failed to file 

an application requesting such authority or (2) have failed, after filing 

an application for such authority, to file either a request for identification 

cards, the required certificate of insurance or a written designation for 

service of notices, orders or process -- all of which is required by law 

and the Commission's Rules and Regulations Governing Common or Private 

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 in­

stituted before the Commission by the corporations, partnerships, and/or 

persons as listed in the Order part of this Decision should be dismissed. 



0 R D E R 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That all actions heretofore instituted by the following corporations, 

partnerships, and/or persons before this Commission to obtain authority to 

operate as Common or Private Carriers by Motor Vehicle for hire in interstate 

commerce only over the public highways of the State of Colorado, be, and 

the same hereby are, dismissed: 

Louis H. Wilkey 

Cliff Schmidt 

F. M. Ourada 

Robert L. Muckleroy 

J. M. Muckleroy 

Meyer's Frozen Foods, Inc. 

Grieser Trucking Co. 

Charles G. Brown 

Sterling, Kansas 67579 

Moundridge, Kansas 67107 

General Delivery 
Elm Creek, Nebraska 68836 

Box 314 
Kirbyville, Texas 75956 

Box 314 
Kirbyville, Texas 75956 

1301 West 7th Street 
Little Rock, Arkansas 72201 

RFD #1, Box 152A 
Archbold, Ohio 43502 

4700 N W 19th 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73127 

This Order shall become effective ten days from the date hereof. 

-2-

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

COMMISSIONE HOWARD S. BJELLAND 
NECESSARILY ABSENT AND NOT PAR­
TICIPATING. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of November, 1966. 
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(Decision No. 68525) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF) 
ALAMO PROPERTIES, INC., 5056 NORTH) 
NEVADA AVENUE, COLORADO SPRINGS, ) 
COLORADO, FOR AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER) 
PUC NO. 102 TO THE PIKES PEAK ) 
AUTOMOBILE COMPANY, 7 NORTH CASCADEJ 
P. O. BOX 2378, COLORADO SPRINGS, ) 
COLORADO. ) 

November 7, 1966 

APPLICATION NO. 22074-Transfer 

Appearances: William A. Baker, Esq., Colorado 
Springs, Colorado, for Transferor 
and Transferee. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

By the instant application, authority is sought to transfer PUC 

No. 102 from Alamo Properties, Inc. to The Pikes Peak Automobile Company. 

Said application was regularly set for hearing before the Commission, 

and was heard by an Examiner duly designated and to whom the hearing was 

assigned by the Commission. At the conclusion of the hearing, the matter 

was taken under advisement, and said Examiner transmitted to the Commission 

the record of said proceeding, together with a written statement of his 

findings of fact and conclusions. 

Mr. Gunnar Alenius, Operating Manager of The Pikes Peak Automobile 

Company, Colorado Springs, Colorado, testified that his company has entered 

into an agreement with Alamo Properties, Inc. to purchase PUC No. 102 for a 

total consideration of $7,500.00 which is for the authority only, there 

being no equipment or other assets to be transferred by this Agreement. A 

copy of this Agreement was attached to the application together with a state­

ment signed by Mr. W. J. Conway, Vice President of Alamo Properties, Inc. to 

the effect that as of July 7, 1966, there are no outstanding debts against 

the authority sought to be transferred. 



Mr. Alenius further testified that The Pikes Peak Automobile Company, 

the transferee, now owns and operates under PUC No. 116; that this authority 

does duplicate and overlap PUC No. 102 sought to be transferred in certain 

respects; and that it was agreeable with him insofar as PUC No. 102 overlapped 

or duplicated PUC No. 116, those portions could be considered as cancelled 

in accordance with the rules of the Commission. He also stated that the 

Certificate of Incorporation for the transferee company is on file with the 

Commission; that the financial status of the transferee is sufficient and 

adequate to effectively continue operations under PUC No. 102 in conjunction 

with its present operations under PUC No. 116; that if additional equipment 

should be necessary in order to provide the services authorized under PUC 

No. 102, The Pikes Peak Automobile Company has ample resources for this 

purpose; and that he and other officers and employees are fully acquainted 

with the rules, regulations and laws of the State of Colorado pertaining to 

common carriers and will carefully abide by the same in connection with PUC 

No. 102 if the within transfer is approved. Official notice was taken of 

the Articles of Incorporation and financial statement of The Pikes Peak 

Automobile Company on file with the Commission and notice was also taken 

of PUC Nos. 116 and 102. 

This witness identified Exhibits A and B heretofore referred to 

which were received in evidence. 

All motions granted, or denied, by the Examiner, if any, are hereby 

confirmed. 

The Commission, having considered the record, exhibits and files 

and the written statement of the Examiner herein, states and finds that no 

one protests the granting of the instant application; that transferee cor­

poration will have sufficient equipment and experienced personnel to properly 

carry on the operations; that transferee's financial standing and qualifications 

are established to the satisfaction of the Commission; that the proposed 

transfer is compatible with the public interest and should be authorized as 

set forth in the Order following. 
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The Commission finds that the transferor corporation is the owner 

of PUC No. 102 which is restricted to the use of 21 vehicles and that the 

transferee corporation is the owner of PUC No. 116 which is restricted to 

the use of 12 vehicles; that PUC No. 116 includes authority covering the 

complete area authority granted under PUC No. 102 and said PUC No. 102 in 

such respect would incorporate area authority and should be cancelled; that 

upon completion of the transfer herein authorized by the fo 11 owing Order, 

PUC No. 102 should be revoked and cancelled; and, that PUC No. 116 should 

provide for authority as set out in the following Order. 

0 R D E R 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Alamo Properties, Inc., Colorado Springs, Colorado, be, and 

hereby is, authorized to transfer all its right, title and interest in and 

to PUC No. 102 to The Pikes Peak Automobile Company, Colorado Springs, 

Colorado, subject to encumbrances against said operating rights, if any, 

approved by this Commission. 

That PUC No. 102 be, and the same hereby is, cancelled, upon the 

filing of written acceptance of transfer by the parties and the completion 

of said transfer. 

That the complete authority under PUC No. 116 henceforth and after 

said transfer shall authorize the following, to-wit: 

Decision No. 1165: Transportation of passengers from 
Colorado Springs to various scenic attractions in the 
Pikes Peak Re~ion, subject to the following terms and 
conditions: (a) All sight-seeing and tourist opera­
tions herein shall be limited to round-trip operations 
originating and terminating at the point of origin of 
the service. (b) No one-way transportation of passen­
gers is permitted at any of the points in the Pikes 
Peak Region. (c) The quantity of equipment to be 
used in this operation shall be limited to thirty­
three (33) cars. Decision No. 15523 Amended authority 
to permit the operation of an auto livery service 
between all points in the Pikes Peak Sightseeing 
Region and from and to said points, to and from other 
points in the State of Colorado, subject to the 
following restrictions: (a) Such service shall be 
furnished only in passenger cars of the type used 
by applicant in sightseeing business; and each appli­
cant shall be limited to the number of cars used for 
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said service which he is now entitled to use under 
his sightseeing certificate. In other words no addi­
tional equipment may be used for such auto livery 
service, and only five (5) passengers may be carried 
in one car on all trips-~-10 one-way miles or under. 
(b) All operations hereunder shall be conducted on 
the following rates, to-wit: 15¢ per mile for all 
trips over 10 one-way miles for three passengers or 
less; 20¢ per mile for four passengers; 25¢ per mile 
for five passengers; 30¢ per mile for six passengers; 
and 35¢ per mile for seven or more. For trips ten 
one-way miles or under, the rate shall be 20¢ per 
mile without regard to whether one or five passengers 
are carried; provided, however, that all rates both 
over and under 10 one-way miles shall be based upon 
round-trip mileage and where waiting time of over 
ten minutes is involved the charge shall be $1.00 
per hour, or a proportion thereof, or fraction of 
an hour for the full waiting time. (c) The Auto 
Livery Service herein provided for shall not be ad­
vertised outside the County of El Paso by means of 
any leterature or other written or printed advertising. 
Decision No. 16561 Amended by inserting Sub-Division 
(b)-1 as follows: No one-way transportation of pas­
sengers is permitted, shall not apply to the trans­
portation of passengers from Colorado Springs to the 
summit of Pikes Peak or from the Summit of Pikes 
Peak to Colorado Springs, when such operations are 
conducted under tariffs provided for diverse routing 
with the Manitou & Pikes Peak Railway Company. 
Decision No. 17012 Amends Decision No. 15523 as fol­
lows: (a) The terms and provisions of said decision 
shall not apply to taxi ope~~iicins within the corporate 
limits of the town of Manitou Springs, Colorado. (b) 
For trips over 10 one-way miles, the rates shall be 
20¢ per mile, based on the round-trip mileage for one 
to five passengers, inclusive, and 25¢ per round-trip 
miles for six, seven, or eight passengers, with an 
additional charge of $3~00 per hour for all time con­
sumed in waiting after 30 minutes delay at any point 
on the trip, or a charge of $30.00 per car per 8-hour 
day may be used in lieu of the mileage basis provided, 
however, that such a charge in all cases produce a 
higher charge than the charge would be if computed on 
the mileage basis. (c) For trips of 10 one-way miles 
or under, the number of passengers permitted to be 
carried is increased from 5 to 6, and the rates to be 
charged shall be 20¢ per mile without regard to whether 
l or 6 passengers are carried, or an optional charge 
of $3.00 per hour may be made, and where a waiting 
time of over 10 minutes is involved on any trips taken 
on a mileage basis, the waiting time charge shall be 
$1.00 per hour, or a proportion thereof for fractions 
of an hour, for the full waiting period. (d) It is 
further provided that all the rates above prescribed 
are minimum rates for both over and under 10 one-way 
miles and shall be based upon round-trip mileage. 
That on any transportation that is competitive with 
scheduled motor vehicle carriers, the base fare of 
the round trip currently in effect; Decision 
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No. 32399 Consolidates PUC 140 herewith: Transportation 
of passengers by motor vehicle from Colorado Springs 
and Manitou to the various scenic attractions in the 
Pikes Peak Re9ion, subject to the following terms and 
conditions: '(a) All sightseeing and tourist operations 
shall be limited to round-trip operat4ons, originating 
and termiAating at the point of origin of the service. 
(b) That no one-way transportation of passengers is 
permitted to any of the points in the Pikes Peak Region. 
(c) That the quantity of the equipment to be used in 
this operation shall be limited to 33 cars. (2) Trans­
portation of passengers by motor vehicle from Cascade 
and Green Mountain Falls to the various scenic attrac­
tions in the Pikes Peak area, subject to the following 
terms and conditions: (a) All sightseeing and tourist 
operations shall be limited to round-trip operations, 
originating and terminating at the point of origin of 
the service. (b) That no one-way transportation of 
passengers is permitted to any point in the Pikes 
Peak Region. (3) Transportation of passengers by 
motor vehicle from Manitou to the various scenic attrac­
tions in the Pikes Peak Region, limited to round trip 
operations and the use of 1 automobile. (4) Transpor­
tation by auto livery service between all points in 
the Pikes Peak Sightseeing Region and from and to said 
points, to and from other points in the State of Colo­
rado, subject to the following restrictions: (a) Such 
service shall be furnished only in passenger cars of 
the type used by transferors in sightseeing business 
as 6-13-40, and each applicant shall be limited to 
the number of cars for said service which transferor 
was then entitled to use under its sightseeing certi­
ficate. In other words, no additional equipment may 
be used for such auto livery service, and only 5 
passengers may be carried in l car on all trips - 10 
one-way miles or under. {b) All operations hereunder 
shall be conducted on the following rates, to-wit: 
15¢ per mile for all trips over 10 one-way miles or 
less, 20¢ per mile for 4 passengers, 25¢ pet mile 
for 5 passengers, 30¢ per mile for 6 passen~ers, 35¢ 
per mile for 7 or more passengers. Trips 10 one-way 
miles or under, 20¢ per mile without regard to 1 or 
5 passengers carried; provided, however, that all 
rates, both over and under 10 one-way miles, shall 
be based upon round-trip mileage; waiting .time over 
10 minutes shall be $1.00 per hour, or proportion 
or fraction thereof; (c) auto livery service herein 
provided shall not be advertised outside of El Paso 
County by means of literature or printed advertising. 
Decision No. 42077: Authorized to substitute four of 
the type buses described in foregoing Statement for 
certain of its authorized equipment used in the 
sightseeing business under its PUC No. 116; the quantity 
of equipment authorized to be used in its operations 
not to be increased by such substitution. This order 
shall not be construed as granting any authority to 
transport passengers in charter service, or in any 
other service than sightseeing, as usually defined. 
Decision No. 46050: That, the applicant herein, in 
its passenger operations to and from the Colorado 
Springs Airport, Colorado Springs, Colorado, from and 
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to other points in the State of Colorado, be, and is 
hereby, exempted from the restrictions and limitations 
contained in Decisions Nos. 15523, 17012 and 32399 of 
this Commission. Decision No. 46172: To include its 
sightseeing and auto livery service as now operated 
between all points within the corporate limits of the 
City of .Colorado Springs, Colorado. Decision No. 53153: 
Transportation of sightseeing passengers th-rough the 
use of multi-passenger buses and other accepted and 
established means of motor vehicle transportation in 
the sightseeing business in the Pikes Peak Region, by 
substitution of buses in lieu of cars or limousines, 
but with the following restrictions: (1) That the 
authority above granted shall not be construed as 
granting any authority to,.transport passengers in 
charter service or in any other service than sight­
seeing as normally defi·ned, and (Z) That the owner of 
this certificate may not lease any equipment authorized 
hereunder to any authorized carrier not a common car­
rier. It is not the intent of this Order to in any 
way enlarge the certificate of public convenience and 
necessity but rather to authorize substitution of bus 
for limousine service. Decision No. 62157: EXTENDED: 
To include in its schedule sightseeing trip using lim­
ousines or sightseeing buses: Sightseeing trips from 
Colorado Springs to Mesa Verde National Park, via 
Canon City, Salida, Gunnison, Montrose, Ouray, Silverton, 
Durango; and return via Durango, Pagosa Springs, Del 
Norte, Saguache, Salida, and Canon City; or with routes 
reversed; and including Black Canon and Sand Dunes 
National Monument, with the following restrictions: 
that the above authority above granted shall not be 
construed as granting any authority to transport pas­
sengers in charter service or in any other service 
than sightseeing as normally defined. 

This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from date. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 7th day of November, 1966. 
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(Decision No. 68526 ) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

DWIGHT MILLER 
P.O. Box 536 
Tabernash, Colorado 804?8 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUI'HORITY NO. B 5888 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 140-H-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - -

November 10, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FnIDINGS OF FACT 

BY TEE COMMISSION: 

On October 26, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

TEE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

, Colorado, 
day of November, 1966 
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(Decision No. 68527) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* 
RE REDUCTION IN RATE ON GASOLINE, 
IN BULK, IN TANK VEHICLES, FR<J4 
DENVER, COLORADO TO BOULDER, 
COLORADO 

* 
) 
) 
) 
) 

* 

Investigation and Suspension 
Docket No. 575 

-----------------~ 
November 7, 1966 

Appearances: Edward T. Lyons, Jr., Esq. 
Denver Club Building 
Denver, Colorado for 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Petroleum Transport Company, Inc., 
respondent 

Irven T. Burke, for the 
Staff of the Commission 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS 

By 5th Revised Page No. 20 to Motor Freight Tariff No. 7-A, 

Colorado PUC No. 12, the Colorado Motor Carriers' Association, Agent, 

proposed a reduced rate applicable in cents per gallon on gasoline, 

only between Denver, Colorado, as described in Item No. 55, and 

Boulder, Colorado, from i.500 to 1.250 cents on a minimum shipment 

of 1500 gallons. The Commission suspended said schedules and set the 

matter for hearing on September 29, 1966. The matter was re~set, as 

noticed, and was heard in the Commission's Hearing Room on October 28, 

1966, and taken under advisement. 

The Comptroller for respondent Petroleum Transport Company, 

Inc., introduced four exhibits in support of the proposed rate. The 

witness stated that an ordinance enacted by the City of Boulder, 

Colorado, limits the delivery of gasoline within the City to not 

exceeding 1500 gallons; that 'When the 1.500 cents per gallon rate was 

established, cost data "WaS not available; that the only data available 

"Was that of the leased operator with no Company equipment used in the 

transportation of the gasoline to Boulder; that an adjustment 'WRS 



requ"';,: 4 ;,(:;i). the shipper reducing the l. 500 rate to 1. 250; that 248 

load:B> (\:'° gasoline, 1500 gallon capacity, were transported from 

Dupont, Colorado to Boulder, Colorado, during the period of November 

1965 through August~ 1966; that leased operators are used exclusively 

in the Boulder operation; that the leased operator receives 90 percent 

of the total revenue per load, a.mounting to $16.87; that the remaining 

10 percent is net to Petroleum Transport Company, Inc.; that the only 

available costs were the system averages an.d the costs developed by 

the leased operator as detailed in Exhibit 4, would be the actual cost 

for transporting a load of gasoline, capacity 1500 gallons, from 

Dupont, Colorado to Boulder, Colorado; that prior to the request of 

the shipper for the reduction in the rate the consignee was located 

outside the City limits of Boulder and larger quantities were delivered 

at a reduced rate; that data taken from the Company records indicates 

that when adjusted system costs are added to the leased operators actual 

cost the result would be a profit for his Company of $2.90. Respondent 

prepared Exhibit No. 3 showing system averages as follows: 

Income earned on 1500 gallon shipment 
to Boulder -· proposed rate of 1.250 

Direct Expense 

Revenue, per 1500 gallon load 

Equipment Rental - 90~ of Revenue 

Net Revenue to Petco 

Less - Indirect expense allocation 
(Note l) 

Net revenue per load 

Note l: Allocation of Indirect Ex;pense 
Direct Expenses - June 1 to August 31., 1966 

Equipment Maintenance 
Transportation Expense 
Depreciation 
Taxes and Licenses 

Total Direct Ex;pense 

$18.75 

16.87 ' 

$ 1.88 

1.97 

( .09) 

$ 46,224.39 
294,174.oo 

7,286.73 
31,246.88 

$ 398,932.00 



Indirect Expenses - .J~e .! to August 31, 19§. 

Tra:f':f'ic Expense 
Administrative and General 
Depreciation 
Taxes and Insurance 

Total Indirect Ex;pense 

$ 9,122.01 
32,98o.77 
1,736.53 

477.94 

Ratio of Indirect to Direct Expense e 11.695% 

Indirect Expense allocation equals ll.695~ of Equipment 
Rental paid. 

The leased operator, T. M. Glidewell introduced Exhibit No. 4, showing a 

cost of $13.88, for transporting a 1500 gallon load of gasoline from 

Dupont, Colorado to Boulder, Colorado, as follows: 

11 gallons gas @ 29¢ per gallon 
Driver - $6 per trip plus 4 l/l6<{o of $6 
Ton mile tax (Factor 1¢ per mile - 68 miles) 

Collision Insurance 65¢ per $100 Revenue 
$1,926.38 (3-month average) 

P L & P D Insurance 3~ of Revenue 
License (20¢ per day, 4 trips per day average) 
Overhead: $2,075 per monty, 25 days per 
month, $83.00 per day, 16 trucks, 4 trips average 

Depreciation - $625 per year, 261 days per 
year, 4 trips average per day 

Maintenance - $265.70 for 3 months, $88.57 
per month, 25 day month, $3.54 per day 
4 trips average 

$ 3.19 
6.28 

.68 

.13 

.73 

.05 

1.30 

.63 

.89 
$13.88. 

Although the data presented by the Comptroller for Petroleum 

Transport Company reflects a loss per load of .09 cents by use of system 

averages, we are inclined to agree that some profit can be realized. 

Respondent testified that the leased operator cost from Dupont, Colorado 

to Boulder, Colorado is $13.88, and 'When added to the Indirect Expenses 

of $1.97, results in a combined expense ot $15.85. Considering the total 

revenue of $18.75 less the $15.85, the net return would be $2.90. Although 

system averages of respondent show a loss, it appears there would be an 

overstatement of the indirect expenses by use 0£ such cost data. The 

actual cost data presented by Witness Glidewell properly reflects the 

cost picture and, when considering the overstatement of the indirect 

expenses of the respondent, we will allow the proposed rate to become 

effective. 

- 3 -



:n1 view of our finding in Decision 68458 d.a.ted November 

4, 196C.)> where rates and charges were not prescribed for the tra.nspor-

tation of petroleum and petroleum products for respondents holding 

authority restricting the transportation of said commodities in tank 

vehicle equipment of 1500 gallons or less capacity, we will not 

prescribe the rate referred to in the instant proceeding which applies 

from Dupont, Colorado, or Denver, Colorado to Boulder~ Colorado. 

Considering all of the evidence of record we find that 

the schedules under suspension and investigation in this proceeding 

should be allowed to become effective and that this proceeding should 

be discontinued. 

ORDER 

THE CCM-O:SSION OBDEBS, that: 

1. The Statement and Findings herein be, and they are hereby, 

ma.de a part hereof. 

2. The order heretofore entered in this proceeding (Decision 

No. 68118, dated August 30, 1966) suspending the operation of 5th 

Revised Page No. 20 to Motor Freight Tariff No. 1QA3 Colorado PUC 

No. 12, and ordering an investigation as to the lawfulness thereof, 

be and the same is hereby vacated and set aside as of December 3, 

1966, and that this proceeding be discontinued. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES C<HdISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, this 
7th day of November, 1966 av 

- li -



(Decision No. 68528) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC U?ILITIES CCH1ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
K. S. BARRY, DO:CNG BUSINESS AB ) 
"BARRY 1 S CONSTRUCTION," FLYING SAUCER )) 
MOBILT!l PARK, 2500 WEST HAMPDEN, 
ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO, FOR A CLASS "B" ) 
PEBMIT TO OPERATE AS A PRIVATE CARRIER )) 
BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE. -- - --- --- ----- - -----
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
FORD CONSTRUCTION, :me., DOING ) 
BUSINESS AS "ROCKY MOUNTAIN FORD ) 
CONSTRUCTION, INC,," 2500 WEST HAMPDEN, ) 
ENGLEWOOD, COLORADO, FOR A CLASS "B" ) 
PE:RMIT TO OPERATE AS A PRIVATE CARRIER ) 
BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE. ) ----- --- ------ ---- - - -

- .. ----
November 7,1966 
- --- ----

APPLICATION NO. 22022-PP 

APPLICATION NO. 22022-PP"" 
Amended 

Appearances: Gerald H. Galligan, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Applicant. 

STA'rEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Applicant herein seeks authority to operate a.s a. Class ''B" 

private carrier by motor vehicle for hire. 

Said application was regularly set for hearing before the Comm.is-

sion, and was heard by an Examiner duly designated and to whom the hearing 

was assigned by the Commission. At the conclusion of the hearing, the 

matter was ta.ken under advisement, and said Examiner transmitted to the 

Commission the record of said proceeding, together with a written state-

ment of his findings of fact and conclusions. 

Mr. Galligan, on behalf of the Applicant, moved to a.mend the 

name of the Applicant to Ford Construction, Inc., doing business under 

the trade name of "Rocky Mountain Ford Construction, Inc."; that the 

grounds for this motion are that K. s. Barry is the Superintendent of 

Rocky Mountain Ford Construction, Inc. and although he intended to apply 



under the name above-indicated but through inadvertence, he did not do 

so. Because of the nature of this application and the fact th8.t no 

protestants appeared nor were there any protests filed, the Examiner 

granted the motion to change the na.me of the Applicant from K. s. Barry, 

doing business as "Barry's Construction," to "Ford Construction, Inc." 

doing business as "Rocky Mountain Ford Construction, Inc." 

K. S. Barry, Englewood, Colorado, testified that he is the 

Superintendent for the Applicant and identified Exhibit A, which was re­

ceived in evidence, as a certified statement from the Secretary of 

State to the effect that Ford Construction, Inc., and Oregon corporation, 

is authorized to transact business in the State of Colorado under the 

trade name of "Rocky Mountain Ford Construction, Inc." He fUrtber testi­

fied that the Applicant owns two vehicles; that it has sufficient and 

adequate financial status to provide the transportation service applied 

for; and tha.t he and other employees who will operate the vehicles have 

sufficient experience to provide the service; that he, as well as other 

employees, are acquainted with the rules, regulations and laws of the 

State of Colorado pertaining to private carriers and will a.bide by the 

same if the within application is approved; and that as far as he knows, 

the granting of this application will not impair the efficient public 

service of any common carrier. 

The Commission, having considered the record and files and the 

written statement of the Examiner herein, states and finds that the 

motion to a.mend the name of the Applicant should be granted, that no one 

protests the granting of the instant application; that there is a need 

for Applicant's proposed transportation services; that Applicant corpora­

tion will have sufficient equipment and experienced personnel to properly 

carry on the proposed operation; that Applicant's financial standing and 

qualifications a.re established to the satisfaction of the Commission; 

that it does not appear to the Commission that the proposed operation 

-2-



will inrpair the efficient public service of any authorized common car­

rier adequately serving the same territory over the same general highway 

route, or routes; tha.t the granting of authority as provided in the 

following Order, will be in the public interest, and such authority Rhould 

be granted. 

ORDER 

THI!: COMMISSION ORDERS: 

Th.at the motion to change the name of the Applicant be, and the 

same hereby is, granted. 

That Ford Construction, Inc,, an Oregon corporation, doing busi­

ness as "Rocky Mountain Ford Construction, Inc.," Englewood, Colorado, be, 

and hereby is, authorized to operate as a Class "B" private carrier by 

motor vehicle for hire, for the transportation of 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, micer 

and processing plants within a radius of 50 miles of said pits and supply 

points; sand and gravel, from pits and supply points in the State of 

Colorado, to railroad loading points, and to home and small construction 

jobs within a radius of 50 miles of said pits and supply points; sand, 

gravel, dirt, stone, and re:f'Use, from and to building construction jobs, 

to and from points within a radius of 50 miles of said jobs; insulrock, 

from pits and supply points in the State of Colorado, to roofing jobs 

within a radius of 50 miles of said pits and supply points; provided, 

however, that transportation of road-surfacing materials shall be re­

stricted against the use of tank vehicles; and this ORDER shall be deemed 

to be, and be, a PERMIT therefor. 

That all operations hereunder shall be strictly contract opera­

tions, the Commission.retaining jurisdiction to make such amendments to 

this permit deemed advisable. 

That this Order is the permit herein provided for, but it shall 

not become effective until Applicant has filed a statement of bis custom-

_3 .. 



• 

ers, copies of all special contracts or memoranda of their terms, the 

necessary tariffs, required insurance, and has secured authority sheets. 

The right of Applicant to operate hereunder shall depend upon 

his compliance with all present and fUture laws, and rules and regulations 

of the Commission. 

This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from d.a.te. 

-4-

mHE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

~~ 
Dated at Denver, Colorado, . 
this 7th day of November, 1966 

et 

-



(Decision No. 68529) 

BEFORE.THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CCH«ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLO.RADO 

* * * 
RE REDUCED RATES, MEAT, FRESH, ) 
FR<>! STERLING AND FORT MORGAN, ) 

~~O~-T~ ~: ~~0~0- - -~ 
CASE NO. 1585 

----------------November 7, 1966 
--------~-------

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS 

Bl' THE CCJOO:SSION: 

On October 31, 1966, J. R. Smith, Chief of Tariff Bureau, 

Colorado Motor Carriers' Association, Agent, filed application 

No. 331, dated October 29, 1966, requesting that it be permitted to 

publish on less than statutory notice, for the account of North 

Ea.stern Motor Freight, Inc., hereafter referred to as Northeastern, 

in its Local and Joint Freight Tariff No. 12-A, Colorado PUC No. 11* 

(*The Motor Truck Common Carriers' Association, Agent, Series) the 

i'ollowing: 

Rates in Cents per 100 pounds 

Item No. 2227 

Meat, fresh, loose, 
subject to loading by 
consignor and unload­
ing by Consignee 

!!.2! 
Sterling, 
Colorado 

/. ~ Minimum weight 30, 000 lbs. 
Minimum weight 35,000 lbs. 
Minimum weight 41,000 lbs. 

To 

Denver, 
Colorado 

*Formerly ® Minimum weight 35, 000 lbs. - 35 
~ Minimum weight 4o,ooo lbs. - 31 

From 

Meat, fresh, loose, Ft. Morgan, 
subject to loading by Colorado 
consignor and unloading 
by consignee 

To -
Denver, 
Colorado 

Rate* -/.i 34 31 
. 28 

Rate -
/.~ 30 28 

25 



/. ~Minimum weight 30, 000 
Q!;)Minimum weight 35,000 
(~)Minimum weight 4o,ooo 

(Subject to Item 770) 

t denotes addition 

lbs. 
lbs. 
lbs. 

All of above to expire sixty days after the effective date, 
unless sooner canceled, changed or extended. 

In support of this request, the publishing agent, for and on 

behalf of Northeastern, states partially in a letter dated October 14, 

1966, from Mr. William Shipp: 

"The proposed rates from Sterling would produce revenues 
ranging from 83¢ to 93¢ per mile. The proposed rate from 
Fort Morgan would produce revenue of $1.14 per mile. If 
these rates are published it will enable us to participate 
in additional back haul traffic which is very badly needed. 
We have been promised that those rates will guarantee us 
all of the traffic and will eliminate any proprietary 
carriage. 

"The addition of the rates on 30,000 pound minimums and the 
adjustments on the other weights will enable the shippers to 
be more competitive for sales in the Denver market area." 

Upon consideration of the aforesaid application, the Commission 

finds that the p~oposal appears to represent just, fair and reasonable 

rates and charges, and that an order should be entered prescribing said 

changes. 

ORDER 

THE CCH4ISSION ORDERS, that: 

1. The Statement and Findings herein be, and they are hereby, made 

a. part hereof. 

2. The rates and charges as set forth in the statement of this 

order, subject to the rules and regulations as provided in the afore-

said ta.riff shall be the prescribed rates, rules, regulations and 

provisions of the Commission. 

3. All motor vehicle common carriers who a.re affected by the 

changes prescribed herein shall publish or ca.use to be published tariffs 

reflecting the changes prescribed herein. 

4. All private carriers by motor vehicle, to the extent they are 

affected by the changes involved herein, shall publish, or cause to be 
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published, rates, rules, regulations and provisions which shall not 

be less than those herein prescribed for motor vehicle common 

carriers. 

5. On and after November 21, 1966, all af:f ected 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) per cent. 

6. On and after November 21, 1966, all private 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" private carriers 

shall be subject to the penalty rule of twenty (20) per cent. 
' 

7. This order shall not .be construed so as to compel a private 

carrier by motor vehicle to be or become a motor vehicle common 

carrier or to subject any such private carrier by motor vehicle to 

the laws and liabilities applicable to a motor vehicle common carrier. 

8. 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. 

9. This order shall become effective forthwith. 

10. Jurisdiction is retained to make such further orders as 

may be necessary and proper. 

THE :PUBLIC UTILITIES CCMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, this 
7th day of November, 1966 av 

- 3 -



(Decision No. 68530 ) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

) 

JA}iGS SAIS 
2640 East 11th Street 
iueblo, Colora~o 81001 

) AUTHORITY NO. ~~-12938 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 416-N-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

:\~ovem'Jc-rc 10, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FnIDINGS OF. FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On 
October 11, 1966 

, in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

TEE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

~ 
Dated at Den er, Colorado, 
this day of 10th November, 1966 

kh 



(Decision No. 68531) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF) 
DENVER CONCRETE COMPANY, A COLORADO) 
CORPORATION, 363 WEST EVANS AVENUE,) 
DENVER, COLORADO, FOR A CLASS 11 B11 

) 

PERMIT TO OPERATE AS A PRIVATE CAR-) 
RIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE. ) 

November 10, 1966 

APPLICATION NO. 22104-PP 
SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER 

Appearances: Melvin W. Flanagan, Denver, 
Colorado, for Applicant; 

Joseph F. Nigro, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Weicker Transfer 
& Storage Co., Protestant. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 19, 1966, the Commission entered Decision No. 68380, 

granting applicant a Class 11 811 permit to operate as a private carrier by 

motor vehicle for hire. 

On November 7, 1966, the Commission received a written request 

from the applicant requesting to be relieved from complying with Rule 15 

3(b) of the Commission's Rules and Regulations Governing Private Carriers 

by Motor Vehicle relating to the filing of certificate of insurance show-

ing cargo coverage. 

Upon full consideration of the matter the Commission states and 

finds that to grant the request will be in the public interest and should 

be granted as set forth in the Order following. 

0 R D E R 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Denver Concrete Company, a Colorado corporation, Denver, 

Colorado, be, and hereby is, granted a written waiver of the provisions 

of Rule 15 3(b) of the Commission's Rule.s and. ReguJ.at:ions. Governing Private 



Carriers by Motor Vehicle, and shall not be required to file with this 

Comm1::..:.•1..·•• certificate of insurance showing cargo coverage, in the conduct 

of operations grantea oy Decision No. 68380, dated October 19, 1966. 

This Order shall become effective as of the day and date hereof, 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

-2-

COMMISSIONER HOWARD S. BJELLAND 
NECESSARILY ABSENT AND NOT PAR­
TICIPATING. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 10th day of November, 1966. 

gh 



(Decision No. 68532) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF) 
BOB D. GARRETT, 2560 CAMELIA$ ) 
PUEBLO, COLORADO' FOR A CLASS II B II ) 

PERMIT TO OPERATE AS A PRIVATE CAR-) 
RIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE. ) 

November 10, 1966 

APPLICATION NO. 22109-PP 
SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER 

Appearances: Bob D. Garrett, Pueblo, 
Colorado, Q!:.2_ se. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 5, 1966, the Commission entered Decision No. 68295, 

granting applicant a Class 11 B11 permit to operate as a private carrier by 

motor vehicle for hire. 

On November 7, 1966, the Commission received a written request 

from the applicant requesting to be relieved from complying with Rule 15 

3(b) of the Commission's Rules and Regulations Governing Private Carriers 

by Motor Vehicle relating to the filing of certificate of insurance show­

ing cargo coverage. 

Upon full consideration of the matter the Commission states and 

finds that to grant the request will be in the public interest and should 

be granted as set forth in the Order following. 

0 R D E R 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Bob D. Garrett, Pueblo, Colorado, be, and hereby is, 

granted a written waiver of the provisions of Rule 15 3(b) of the Commission's 

Rules and Regulations Governing Private Carriers by Motor Vehicle, and shall 

not be required to file with this Commission certificate of insurance show-

ing cargo coverage, in the conduct of operations granted by Decision No. 68295, 

dated October 6, 1966. 



This Order shall become effective as of the day and date hereof. 

-2-

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

COMMISSIONER HOWARD S. BJELLAND 
NECESSARILY ABSENT AND NOT PAR­
TICIPATING. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 10th day of November, 1966. 

gh 



(Decision No, 68533) 

BEFORE 1I'IIE PUBLIC TJrILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE M<YrOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF FARM ) 

PUC NO. 4760-I PAC KITCHENS, INC. 602 EAST 19I'H ) 
STREET, P. O •. BOX ~38, LUBBOCK, TEXAS. ) 

- - - - - --- -November 10, 1966 
-- - - - -- --

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

The Commission is in receipt of a written request from the above 

styled certificate-holder requesting authority to change the corporate name 

from Lubbock Packing Company to Farm Pac Kitchens, Inc, in the conduct of 

operations under PUC No. 4760-I. 

The Commission states and finds that said request is compatible 

with the public interest and should be granted as set forth in the Order 

following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Lubbock Packing Company be, and hereby is, authorized to 

change its corporate name to Farm Pac Kitchens, Inc., in the conduct ot 

operations under PUC No. 4760-r, and that the Secretary of the Commission 

be, and hereby is, directed to change the records of the Commission to re• 

fle ct the .same , 

THE PUBLIC TJrILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

CC>1MISSIONER a:owARD s~ :BJELLAND 
NECESSARILY ABSENT AND NOT PAR'l'ICIPM.'IIG, 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 10th day of November, 1966, 

et 



(Decision No. 68534) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC t11.'ILI'l'IES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATrER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
REUBEN MILLER, DOING BUSINESS AS ) 
"MILLER TRASH SERVICE," 2891 IVANHOE ) 
STREET, DENVER, COLORADO, FOR AUI'HORITY ) 
TO TRANSFER A PORTION OF PUC NO. 3291 )) 
TO DAV:ID KLEIN, 4036 NEWLAND, w:BEAT· 
RIDGE, COLORADO. ) 
- - - - - - - -- -- - -- - - - . - ~ 

- -- - -- ~ --November 10, 1966 
- - - - - " ~ ~ -

Appearances: Herbert M. Boyle, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Applicants. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

B~ THE COMMISSION: 

On November 4, 1966, the Commission entered Decision No, 68493 

authorizing Reuben Miller, doing business a.s "Miller ~rash Service," 

Denver; Colorado, to transfer a. portion of' PUC No. 3291 re:f'leeted by 

Decision No. 53268, to David Klein, Wheatridge, Colorado. 

On November 7, 1966, the Commission received a written request 

from Herbert M. Boyle, Attorney for Applicants, re~uestip.g that the name 

under the above-styled application be changed to Dave Klein, doing business 

as "Klein's Hauling Service." 

The Commission states and finds th.at said request is compatible 

with the public interest and should be granted, as set forth in the Order 

following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That David Klein be, and hereby is, author~zed to conduct opera• 

tions under the asstuned name, or trade name, of Dave Klein, do~ng bus~ness 

as "Klein's Hauling Service," in the conduct of operations authorized by 

Decision No. 68493, dated November 4, 1966, and that the Secretary ot the 



Cornm:t s s i.on be, and hereby is, directed to change the records of the 

Corrnnission to reflect the same. 

This Order shall become effective as of the day and date here• 

of. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CCJ.iMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

COMMISSIO HOWARD S. BJELLAND 
NECESSARILY ABSENT AND NOT PAR'l'ICIPATIHG 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 10th day of November, 1966 

et 



(Decision No. 68535 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UI'IL~IES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

ARNOLD S. DAVIS 
2812 sourH 2750 E., 
SALT LAKE CITY, IJ.rAH 

November 14,1966 

PERMIT NO. B-6608 

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 be suspendedp 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein request 

of suspension will be in the public interest and should be granted as set 

forth in the Order following. 

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 November 6, 1966 to and including May 6, 1967 

That unless prior to the expiration of said suspension period, a 

request in writing for reinstatement thereof be ma.de '-Tith the Comm.ission, 

insurance be filed, and compliance with all rules and regulations of the 

Connnission applicable thereto be ma.de, said authority, without :further action 

by the Comm.ission, shall be revoked without the right to reinstatement. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC TJrILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

er, Colorado, 
da.y of November 1966 

et 



(Decision No. 68536 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UI'II.J.;rIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
EDDIE W. WISSEL 
445 CHIPETA DRIVE 
MONTROSE, COLORADO 81401 

-------------
PERMrr NO. B-4926 

November 14, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

The Commission ha.s received a written request from the owner 

of the above-entitled authority requesting that the same be suspended. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein request 

of suspension will be in the public interest and should be granted as set 

forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

Tha.t suspension of the motor vehicle operations under the above-

entitled authority be, and the same hereby is, authorized by the Commission 

from November 9, 1966 to and including May 9, 1967. 

That unless prior to the expiration of said suspension period, a 

request in writing for reinstatement 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, sha.11 be revoked without the right to reinstatement. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UfILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den er, Colorado, 
this 14th day of November 19 66 

et 



.. 
BEFC!:(l(E' ']:s:E PU:BI,IC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
m THE MATTER OF THE APPLICAl!'ION OF ) 
WESTERN POWER % GAS COMPANY. INC., . ) 
A CORPORATION, 115 WEST SJ.oc:OND STREET, ) 
PUE:~LO, COLORADO, FOR AurHORITY TO ) 
ISSUE 50,000 SHARES OF ITS.PREFERRED ) 
STOCK W~~OUT PAR VALUE f?ND UP TO ) 
70»086 SHARES OF ITS COMMON STOOK. ) 

' 'I . ) 

-~--~~~~~~~~~-~~~=~-

APPLICATION NO •. 22?87 
SlOC!URITIES 

November 10, 1966. 

STATEMENT 

:BY THE COMMISSION: 

Upon consideration of the application filed November 9, 1966 by 

Western Power & Gas Compa.~y, Inc. in the above styled matter: 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That a public hearing be held, commencing on November 25, 1966 at 
I 

10:00 o'clock A. M., 532 State Services Building, Denver, Colorado,respecting 

matters involved and issues presented in the proceeding. Any interested 

municipality or arly representative of interested consumers or security holders 

of APP 1 i •'.!a.nt ~orpora.tion, a.nd. any other person whos'e participation herein is 

in the public inter~st 9 may intervene in said proceeding. Inte::rvention peti= 

tions should: be filed wi-'"'h the Commission on or before November 18, 1966, 

and should set fo~th the grounds of the proposed intervention and the position 

and interest of the petitioners, in the proceeding and mu.st be subscribed by 

interveners. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at .Den er, Colorado, 
this 10th day of November~ 1966. 

gs 



(Decision No. 68538 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

MARTIN E. STUTHEIT 
Idalia, Colorado 80735 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. PUC 1150 and I 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 139-H-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

November 16, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 26, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denv r, Colorado, 
this 16th day of November, 1966 

bb 



(Decision No. 68539 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC U'.rILITIES CQ4MISSION 
OF TBE STA'l'E OF COLORADO 

* * '* 
RE: MCY!'OR VEHICLE OPEMTIONS OF 
BROOMFIELD TRANSPORTATION CO., A 
COLORADO CORPORATION, 1225 WESTERN 
DRIVE, BOULDER, COLORADO. 

- -- ---. - ----. ~ . ~ . . --
- ~ - ---- --
November 17, 1966 
~ - - - ~ ---~ 

PUC NO. 4748 

STATEMEifl' AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Heretofp~e, the Connniss~Q~ authorized the above-named carrier to 

suspend operations under the above-entitled authority. 

The Commission is now ~n receipt ot a communication trorn the above-

named carrier requesting that s~id authority be reinstated. 

The Commission :f'inds that the request should be sranted. 

ORDER 

TBE COMMISSION OlU>ERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby is, re-

instated as o:f' November 17, 1966. 

(S E A L) 
THE l?UB:LIC U'.rILI'l'IES COMMISSION 

OF !:CHE ST.A.TE OP' COLORAD.O 

nver, Colorado, 
dEcy of November 1966. 

gh 



(Decision No. 68540 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

MARTIN E. STUTHEIT 
Idalia, Colorado 80735 

* * * 
) 
) 
) AUTHORITY NO. M-42 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 476-M-Ins 
) 
) 
) 
) 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 25, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

0 RD ER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Colorado, 
day of November, 1966 

hw 



(Decision No. 68541 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC 111.1ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

WESTERN COLORADO SWINE GROWERS ASSOCIA- ) 
TION, ROUTE 2, HOTCHKISS, COLORADO. ) 

PUC NO. 6253-I 

l ------ ~ -. ------ ~ ----
------
November 18, 1966 - ----- ---

STATEWJ:NT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE C~ISSION: 

The Commission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the same be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSlON ORDERS: 
I 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective November 12, 1966. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC 111.1ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

r, Colorado, 
day of November 1966 

gh 



(Decision No. 68542 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UI'IL!TIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF- 'coLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
WILLIAM E. HOLLETT 
400 WEST 5TH, BOX 803 PUC NO. 6547-I 
PALISADE, COLORADO 

------- -- ---- - --- -- -
November 18, 1966 

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 be suspended. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein request 

of suspension will be in the public interest and should be granted as set 

forth in the Order following. 

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 23, 1966, to and including April 23, 1967. 

That unless prior to the expiration of said suspension period, a 

request in writing for reinstatement 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. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den~ r, Colorado, 
this 18th day of November l955 

. gh 



(Decision No. 68543 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC U?ILITIES CCN4ISSION 
Oli' THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: M<Y.rOR VEH!CIE OPERATIONS OF 
GERAD M. MAGEE PERMIT NO. B-6439 
816 SOUTH GREELEY HIGHWAY 
CHEYENNE, LARAMIE COUNTY, WYOMING 

- -- - - - ~ - - ----- -. ---. 
---- ~ - - - ~ 
November 18, 1966 --- ~ -. ---

S'l'ATEMEH'l' AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Heretofore, the Commission authorized the above-named carrier to 

suspend operations under the above-entitled authority. 

'l'he Conmission is now in receipt of a communication from the above-

named carrier requesting that sai4 auth~rity be reinstated. 

The C()JD!llission finds t~t tbe request should be granted. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the above.entitled authority be, and the sai:ne hereby is, re-

instated as of November 16, 1966. 

(S E A L) 
THE PUBLIC tJ.rILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF OOLORAD.O 

Dated at Den er, Colorado, 
this 18th day ot November 1966 • 

. gh 



(Decision Noo 68544 ) 

BEF'ORE T"'.dE PUBLIC trl'IL~IES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
FRANK KUTA 
630 McINTYRE 
GOLDEN, COLORADO 80401 

PERMIT NO. B-6899 

-- --- --- -
November 18, 1966 
• • • • • m - • • 

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 be suspended. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein request 

of suspension will be in the public interest and should be granted as set 

forth in the Order following. 

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 20, 1966, to and including April 20, 1967. 

That unless prior to the expiration of said suspension period, a 

request in writing tor reinstatement thereof be made with the Commission, 

insurance be filed, and compliance with all rules and regulations of the 

Commission applicable thereto be ma.de, said authority, without further action 

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

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC t1.rILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 18th day of November 1966 

gh 



(Decision No. 68545 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC lJrILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MO'l'OR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
RODNEY R. RITTHALER 
231 SOUIH MADISON 
CORTEZ, COLORADO 81321 

-- ----- ~ ------ --- - --

) 

~ 
l 

PUC NO. 6471-1 

- --- ~ - ~ --
November 18, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE C<J.1MISSION: 

The Commission has received a written request from the 

owner and operator of the above-entitled authority requesting that 

the same be cancelled. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein 

request of cancellation will be in the public interest and should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the above-entitled authority be, and the same hereby 

is, cancelled effective October 24, 1966. 
(S E A L) THE PUBLIC \JrILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

s 

Dated at D nver, Colorado, 
this 18th da.y of' November 1%6 

. gh 



(Decision No. 68546) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COOIISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE NATIONAL MOTOR FREIGHT 
CIASSIFICATION A-9, COLORADO 
PUC No. 6, SUP.PLEME:NT.No. 2 

) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - _) 

-----------------November 21, 1966 

CASE No. 1585 

STATOO:NT AND FINDINGS 

BY THE CCHD:SSION: 

On September 12, 1966, the National Motor Freight Traffic 

Association, Inc., Agent, by F. G. Freund, Issuing Officer, 1616 P 

Street, N.w., Washington, D. c. 20036, filed Supplement No. 2 to its 

NMFC A-9, Colorado PUC No. 6, scheduled to become effective November 

22, 1966, except as otherwise provided. As provided for in Decision 

No. 68180 dated September 14, 1966, 'Wherein the Commission instituted 

a continuing procedure for prescribing the changes as they occur, unless 

suspended, the National Motor Freight Traffic Association, Inc., Agent, 

has furnished justification. for the changes and revisions made in 

SU.pplement No. 2 of said classification, and 'Which appear in Appendix 

"A". The changes as appearing in Supplement No. 2 are as set :forth 

in Appendix "B". Both appendixes are attached hereto. 

Since the proposed changes as set forth in Appendix B appear 

to represent just, fair and reasonable classes and rules, an order 

should be entered prescribing the same, under the provisions of Rule 

18-c (1) (a) of the Commission's Rules of Practice and Procedure. 

ORDER 

THE CC>lMISSION ORDERS, that, --

1. The Statement and Findings, and Appendixes "A" and ":B" 

herein be, and they a.re hereby, ma.de a part hereof. 

2. The classes and rules set forth in supplement No. 2, 

as amending NMFC A-9, Colorado FUC No. 6, shall be the prescribed 

classes and rules of the Commission. 



3. All motor vehicle common and private carriers having 

tariffs on file with the Commission which are governed by the National 

Motor Freight Classification A-9, Colorado PUC No. 6, as am.ended, shall 

comply with the changes provided herein on November 22, 1966, except as 

otherwise provided. 

4. On and after November 22, 1966, all motor vehicle common 

and private carriers having rates and/or charges on file which are 

governed by National Motor Freight Classification No. A-9, Colorado PUC 

No. 6, as amended, shall cease and desist from publishing, demanding or 

applying classes and rules -which shall differ from the classes and rules 

published in National Motor Freight Classification A-9, as amended, except 

call and demand common carriers and Class B private carriers shall be subject 

to the penalty rule of twenty (20) per cent. 

5. This order shall not be construed so as to compel a private 

carrier by motor vehicle to be or become a motor vehicle common carrier 

or to subject any such private carrier by motor vehicle to the laws and 

liabilities applicable to a motor vehicle common carrier. 

6. 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. 

7. This order shall become effective forthwith. 

8. Jurisdiction is retained to make such further orders as may 

be necessary and proper. 

- 2 -

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Deri r, Colorado, this 
21st day of November, 1966 av 



TITLE PAGE TO APPENDIXES 

National Motor Freight Traffic Association, Inc., Agent 
NMFC, A-9, Colorado PUC No. 6 

Supplement No. 2 

Effective November 22, 1966, except as otherwise provided 

APPENDIX A - Justification 

APPENDIX B - Supplement No. 2 - Amending 
NMFC, A-9 

CLA.SSES AND RULES 
applying on: 

Freight traffic covered by tariffs governed by this class­
ification as such tariffs may provide. 

******* 



APPENDIX "A II 

Preface: Below is a summary list of changes being proposed in this 
Supplement. "*" indicates new item number. Following this summary 
list will be found a detailed explanation of the reasons for the proposed 
change ("D?S? 11 means Docket number and Subject number under which the 
National Classification Board handled this ro osal. 
Rule 110 751 -A 920-A 1130 -A *1573 2 1 120-A 

190540-A 
190640-A 
192300-A 
193440-A 
Pkg. 210 
Pkg.1363 
Pkg.1431 

Rule 260 48392-A 86922-A 113550-A *157344 
Rule 296 52750-A 89934-A 122340-A *157348 

Rule 535 
Rule 595 
9620-A 
9710-A 
2048o-A 
20482-A 
20483-A 
20484-A 

52752-A 97860-A 122350-A *157352 
69020-A 100292-A 122360-A 157442-A 
69022-A *108130 149422-A 157444-A 
69024-A 110802-A 156600-A 157446-A 
69026-A 111470-A 156602-A 157448-A 
71002-A 111473-A 156604-A 157452-A 
7384o-A 112500-A 156606-A *157460 
77260-A 112700-A 156608-A 161852-A 
79110-A 112720-A 157320-A 176452-A 

Rule 110 Sec. 8 - Density. New section (Section 8) added to provide 
(D-119-8170) for explanation of "Density", which explanation, being the 
same explanation as appears in connection with individual items (which 
now redundant explanations being cancelled from individual items as ex­
plained below) is a change in wording Which results in neither increases 
nor reductions. 

Rule 260 
( D-123-8185) 

Rule 296 
(D123-Sl86) 

Rule 535 
(Memo) 

Specification table of Rule 260 (a) for steel barrels, drums, 
etc., of rated capacity over 35 gallons to and including 57 
gallons capacity amended at request of shipper to refer also 
to new note 2. Amendment is in recognition of current shipping 
practices and will apply both to LTL and TL traffic. New note 
2 permits the shipment of other than dry or solid articles in 
steel drums not previously authorized in the classification. 
Addition is in recognition of current shipping practices and 
will have application both to LTL and TL traffic, and results 
in a reduction. While reports resulting from tests of the 
drum permitted by new Note 2 appear to justify its inclusion 
in the classification, a 2-year expiration date is being 
provided merely as a precaution should later results, under 
conditions incident to day-to-day use, indicate otherwise. 

Rule 296 Sec. 2, Note 3 am.ended at request of shipper to permit 
the use of drums with full open'head type plastic molded one­
piece liner. .Amendments will have application both to LTL and 
TL traffic. By restricting the present application this results 
in an increase and also by broadening the application as stated 
above thus resulting in a reduction. 

Rule 535 amended to include the expiration provisions concern­
ing Note 2 of Rule 260 - as explained under "Rule 260 11 above. 
The expiration date formerly sho'Wll in connection with Note 4 
of Rule 310 is extended for an additional 6 months. 

- la -



Page 2a of Awendix "A" 

Ru.le 595 
(Dll9·Sl73) 

9620-A 
(Dl23-S60) 

9710-A 
(Dl23-S61) 

2048o-A 
20482-A 
20483-A 
20484-A 
(Memo) 

47514-A 
(Memo) 

48392-A 
(Memo) 

52750-A 

69020-A 
69022-A 
69024-A 
69026-A 
( Dll9-Sl 70) 

Ru.le 595 amended in the interest of tariff clarification and 
simplification. Amendment will have application both to LTL 
and TL traffic, and results neither in increase nor a reduction. 

Harrow attachments for riding plows. Item being canceled in the 
interest of tariff' simplification, si~ce its provisions are 
obsolete. Cancellation will have application both to LTL and 
TL traffic. As the classification is being restricted to no 
longer apply on this commodity, per se, this results in a 
technical increase. 

Hay curing Trucks. Item being canceled in the interest of tariff 
simplification, since its provisions are obsolete. Cancellation 
will have application both to LTL and TL traffic. Restriction 
of the classification to no longer apply to this commodity per se 
results in a technical increase. 

Ba s Envelo es Pockets or Pouches. Item 20480 brought forward 
to correct typographical error 15 pounds, per cubic foot" to 
read "15 pounds per cubic foot") as appears in Sub 3 to eliminate 
any doubt that may arise as to the application and results neither 
in an increase or a reduction. Correction will have application 
both to LTL and TL traffic. Note items 20482, 20483 and 20484 
brought forward without change in application. 

Note-Note item 47514-A being republished to incorporate reference 
to amendments to concerned ICC released rate order, which broadened 
application resulting from amendments results in a reduction. 

Note-Note item 48392-A being republished to incorporate reference 
to amendments to concerned ICC released rate order, which broadened 
application resulting from amendments results in a reduction. 

CONTAINERS GROUP generic heading amended by adding thereto the 
qualifying word "SHEETS~" to clarify more specifically what 
the group consists of. As the qualification already appears 
withi.n the item, this additional word actually results in no 
change in application, but is flagged with the increase symbol 
merely because of the technical aspects of qualifying the "group" 
heading. Note item 52752 brought forward without change in appli­
cation. 

Filtering discs. Note item 69022 cancelled - as is reference 
thereto in item 69020 .. as the explanation of "density" will 
now be found in Section 8 of Rule no. Th.is change in wording 
results in neither increases nor reductions in charges. Items 
69024 and 69026 brought forward without change in application. 
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Page 3a of Appendix "A" 

71002-A 
(Memo) 

7384o-A 
(Memo) 

77260-A 

79110-A 
(Memo) 

86920-A 
86922-A 
(D123-S178) 

89934 ... A 
(Memo) 

97860-A 
(Dl23·S76) 

100292-A 
(Memo) 

*108130 
(D12l-S49) 

Note-Note item 71002-A being republished to incorporate reference 
to amendments to concerned ICC released rate order, which broad­
ened application resulting from amendments results in a reduction. 

Meat substitutes.. It was never intended that the terminology "and/ 
or be used in this classification since no explanation is given in 
the "rules". Therefore, this item is being amended for clarifi­
cation by deleting that term and permitting only "or" to remain. 
In view of the application of Sec. 7 (b) of Rule 110, this change 
results in neither increases nor reductions. 

Peas. Item brought forward without change in application to place 
i"Capitol letter on the proper adjective (Canada) which change 
results in neither increases nor reductions in charges on LTL or 
TL traffic covered thereby. 

Blackboards. The present non-punctuation of "reversible on stands" 
implies an application of this item which was not intended. In 
Classification A~6 this item was properly punctuated, and republi­
cation here is to correct the subsequent error and restore the 
proper application, which change might be considered as resulting 
in both technical increases and reductions. 

Glass, window, NOI. Item amended at request of shipper to provide 
a.n alternate package (Pkg 1363) for the shipment of this commodity. 
Amendment recognizes current shipping practices, and will have 
application both to LTL and TL traffic, and results in a reduction. 

Note-Note item 89934-A being republished to incorporate reference 
to amendments to concerned ICC released rate order, which broad­
ened application resulting from amendments results in a reduction. 

Covers, horse burlap. Item being cancelled in the interest of 
tariff simplification, since its provisions are obsolete. Can­
cellation will have application both to LTL and TL traffic. 
Restriction of the classification to not apply to this commodity 
per se results in a technical increase. 

Note-Note item 100292-A being republished to incorporate reference 
to amendments to concerned ICC released rate order, which broad­
ened application resulting from amendments results in a reduction. 

Kits, hi§hway emergency. New item added to classification to 
provide specifically for these highway emergency kits at classes 
reflective of their transportation characteristics. Addition 
will have application both to LTL and TL traffic. Articles 
previously classed as a mixed package under the provisions of 
Rule 110. These kits have a density of 25.71 pounds per cubic 
feet with a value of 88 cents per pound. 
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Page 4a of Appendix "A" 

110802-A 

111470-A 
111473-A 
(Dl22-S78) 

Note-Note item 110802-A being republished to incorporate reference 
to amendments to concerned ICC released rate order, which broad­
ened application resulting from amendments results in a reduction. 

Liquors, Malt: Ale, Beers, Beer Tonic. Item amended at request of 
shipper to provide an alternate package (Pkg. 1431) for the shipment 
of these commodities. Amendment recognizes current shipping prac­
tices, and will have application both to LTL and TL traffic, and 
broadened application results in a reduction. Note item 111473 
brought forward Without change. 

112500-A- Felloes 
112700-A00 Hounds 
112720-A- Hub Blocks 
113040-A- Poles, vehicle 
113550-A- Wheel Rims 

(D123-S79) 
(Dl23-S81) 
(Dl23-S82) 
(D123-S83) 
(Dl23-S88) 

Items being canceled in the interest of 
tariff simplification, since their 
provisions are obsolete. Cancellation 
will have application both to LTL and TL 
traffic. Restriction of the classifica­
tion to not apply to these commodities 
per se results in a technical increase. 

12234o-A 
122350-A 
122360-A 
(Dl23-S90) 

149422-A 
(Memo) 

156600-A 
156602=A 
156604~A 
156606-A 
156608-A 
(Dll9-Sl70) 

157320-A 
*157342 
*157344 
*157348 
*157352 

157442-A 
157444-A 
157446-A 
157448-A 
157452-A 
( Dll9-Sl 70) 

Scrapers, NOI, drag, horse or tractor drawn, not wheeled. Item 
amended in the interest of tariff clarification and simplification 
and embraces the provisions formerly published in items 122350 and 
122360. Amendment will apply both to LTL and TL traffic. Items 
122350 and 122360 canceled with reference made in lieu thereof to 
item 12234o in the interest of tariff clarification and simplifi­
cation. Cancellation will have application both to LTL and TL 
traffic. Revision results in both increases and reductions. 

Note-Note item 149422-A being republished to incorporate reference 
to amendments to concerned ICC released rate order, which broadened 
application resulting from amendments results in a reduction. 

Rubber or Rubber Articles. Note item 156604 being canceled - as 
is reference thereto in item 156600 - as the explanation of "density" 
will now be found in Section 8 of Rule 110. This change in wording 
results in neither increases nor reductions in charges. Items 
156602, 156606 and 156608 brought forward without change in appli­
cation. 

Plastic or Rubber Articles. Note item 157446 being cancelled - as 
is reference thereto in item 157320- as explanation of "density" 
will now be found in Section 8 of Rule 110. This change in wording 
results in neither increases nor reductions. Items 157442, 157444, 
157448, 157452 canceled, and renumbered as items 157342, 157344, 
157348 and 157352, with identical wording and no change in applica­
tion, merely to place them in closer numerical proximity to item 
157320. 



Page 5a of Appendix "A" 

*157460 
(Memo) 

161852-A 
(Memo) 

176452-A 
(Memo) 

Cli;ppings or Scraps. This item was omitted from the reissue, NMFC 
A-9, through error, and publication here is to restore its appli­
cation. 

NoteaNote item 161852-A being republished to incorporate reference 
to amendments to concerned ICC released rate order, "Which broad­
ened application resulting from amendments results in a reduction. 

Note-Note item 176452-A being republished to incorporate reference 
to amendments to concerned ICC released rate order, "Which broadened 
application resulting from amendments results in a reduction. 

186120-A-Sprags, wooden 
190540-A-Axle Beds 
190640-A-Axles, NOI, wooden 

( Dl23·Sll9) 
( Dl23·Sll3) 
(D123-Sll2) 

Items being canceled in the interest 
of tariff simplification, since their 
provisions are obsolete. Cancelation 
will have application both to LTL end 
TL traffic. Restriction of the classi­
fication to not apply to these commodi­
ties per se results in a technical 
increase. 

192300-A 
(Memo) 

193440-A 
(D-23-8105) 

Pkg. 210 
(Dl23-Sl83) 

Pkg. 1363 
(D123-Sl78) 

pkg. 1431 
(Dl22-S78) 

Motorcycle Wheel Rims. "in plugs" being corrected to "in package" 
as was originally intended. As the present wording is incapable of 
proper application, the correction this is merely a change in word­
ing resulting in neither increases nor reductions in charges. 

Whip Sockets. Item being canceled in the interest of tariff 
simplification, since its provisions are obsolete. Cancellation 
w.111 have application both to LTL and TL traffic. Restriction of 
the classification to not apply to its commodities per se results 
in a technical increase. 

Package 210 a.mended at request of shipper to permit the use of fibre 
cans, which broadened application results in a reduction. Amendment 
recognizes current shipping practices, and will have application both 
to LTL and TL traffic. 

New package 1363 added to classification at request of shipper to 
permit the shipment of this commodity (Item 86920) in. a package not 
previously authorized in the classification. Addition will apply 
both to LTL and TL traffic. 

New package 1431 added to classification at request of shipper to 
permit the shipment of these commodities (Item 111470) in a package 
not previously authorized in the classification. Addition will apply 
both to LTL and TL traffic, and results in a reduction. 

.. finis -
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.APPENDIX II B" 
INDEX TO ARTICLES 

CUmulative index of additions, changes a.nd eliminations in original index, pages 
128 to 212 of classification, and as amended. For list of a.mended items, to­
gether with their current letter sUffix, see above. 

ARI'ICLE ITEM ARI'ICLE ITEM 

A 
@Anhydrous -
@Anhydrous, sodium 

Attachments: 
©Harrow, for riding 

plows 

Beans: 
@Tahiti 
®vanilla 
Beds: 

B 

@Axle, vehicle 
Blackboards: 
®Reversible 
@Revolving 
Block(s): 
@Hub, wooden 

Boots: 
@Buggy 

@ Buggies, lumber 
c 

Cabinets: -
@Oil, with glass globe 

signs 
Chalkboards: 
®Reversible 
@Revolving 
Cleaner(s): 
@Vacuum, and carpet 

sweepers combined 
Covers: 
@Horse, burlap 
@Ice Can, wooden 

F 
Felloes: 
@wooden 

®Fibreboard, NOI 
Frames: 
@ Ice tank, wooden 
®Sink, wooden 

G 
Eliminate Globes: 

46220 @Gas 

H 
vl0500 @Hounds, wooden 

72120 
72120 

Eliminate 

79110 
79110 

Eliminate 

Eliminate 
Eliminate 

Eliminate 

79110 
79110 

Eliminate 

Eliminate 
v123560 

Eliminate 
151310 

Jackets: 
@can 

Kit(s): 

J 

K 

@Highway emergency 

M 
Mortar(s): 
@Pyrotechnic bomb 

p 
Pads: 
® Upholstering, 

macerated paper 
Paper: 
@Fibreboard, NOI 
@ Pulpboa.rd, NOI 
Partitions: 
@Packing, NOI . 
@Packing 548oo, 54830, 

Parts: 
@ Carpet sweeper case 

Peel(s) 
@Grapefruit 
® Grapefruit 

Plows: 
@snow 
@snow, and motor tractor 

combined 
Poles: 

Eliminate 

Eliminate 

Eliminate 

108130 

Eliminate 

Eliminate 

Elim:tnate 
Eliminate 

Eliminate 
68920 

Eliminate 

Eliminate 
77300 

l904oO 

Eliminate 

Eliminate 
Eliminate 
Eliminate 

@Farm Wagon 
@Vehicle, wooden 

@Pulpboard, NOI 
192520 192530 

151310 

- lb .. 



APPENDIX ":B" - Index to Articles (concluded) 

ARTICLE ITEM ARTICLE 

R T 
Rails: Tanks: 
@Arm, vehicle Eliminate ~Refrigerator 

©Reaches, vehicle 192570 B Water cooler 
Reels: Tires: 
@Wire, mili ta.ry @Railway velocipede 

field Eliminate Tongues: 
Rims: $Farm Wagon !Sink Eliminate Vehicle, wooden 

Tub Eliminate Tractors: 
'Wheel, wooden Eliminate ~Motor, railway 

Motor, and snow 
s plow combined 

Scrapers: Trays: 
@Drag 122340, 125580, v12568o @Factory, 

Sockets: incandescent lamp 
@Whip Eliminate Trucks: 

~Sprags 186100 ~Hay Curing 
Sweepers, carpet and Rocking Chair 

vacuum cleaners combined Eliminate 

RULE llO 

v 
@vestibulesz carz 

RULES 
DEFINITIONS AND EXPLANATION OF TERMS 

PUNCTUATION AND REFERENCES 

railwal 

ITEM 

Eliminate 
Eliminate 

Elim.in.ate 

Eliminate 
192520 

Eliminate 

Eliminate 

Eliminate 

v10500 
Eliminate 

Eliminate 

xxxxx a'Sec. 8. "Density." 'Where classes are applicable according to the density 
of artic.Les as tendered f'or shipment, the word "density" means "pounds per cubic 
foot." The cubage of loose articles or pieces, or packaged articles shall be 
determined by multiplying the greatest straight-line dimensions (not circumfer­
ential) of length, width and depth in inches, including all projections, and 
dividing by 1728 cubic inches (one cubic foot). The density shall be the result 
of the division of the weight per article, piece or package by the cubage ascer­
tained. 
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RULE 26o - SPECIFICATIONS FOR ALUMINUM BARRELS OR DRUMS AND 
STEEL BA.RRELS, DRUMS, BUCKETS, FIRKINS, KITS OR 
PAILS 

(a) Barrels, buckets, firkins, drums, kits or pails must comply with the 
following requirements, except single trip containers as provided in paragraph 
(b). Regulations of the ICC for the transportation of explosives and other 
dangerous articles (see DAT) by freight and the specifications for shipping 
containers thereof must be observed. 

Rated (marked) capacity of steel 
barrels, drums, buckets, firkins, 
kits or pails 

See Note 5 
Under 5 gallons capacity 
5 gallons to and including 7 

gallons capacity(Note 2,Rule 
255) 

Over 7 gallons to and including 
10 gallons capacity 

OVer 10 gallons to and including 
20 gallons capacity 

over 20 gallons to and including 
25 gallons capacity 

over 35 gallons to and including 
57 gallons capacity 

over 57 gallons to and including 
75 gallons capacity 

over 75 gallons to and including 
110 gallons capacity 

over 110 gal~ons but not exceeding 
165 gallons capacity 

All steel drums, buckets, 
firkins, kits, or pails for other 
than dry or solid articles must 
have side semns welded. 

Minimum thickness 
u. s. Standard 

For dry or solid 
articles other than 

single trip 
Note 1 

28 gauge 

26 gauge 

26 gauge 

24 gauge 

23 gauge 

22 gauge 

20 gauge 

20 gauge 

18 gauge 

Minimum thickness 

of Steel 
Gauge 
For other than dry 
or solid articles 

Note 1 

26 gauge (Note 7) 

26 gauge (Note 7) 

22 gauge 

20 gauge 

20 gauge 

18 gauge (Notes1 2, 
3 and 4) 

16 gauge 

14 gauge 

12 gauge 

of aluminum 
Capacity of aluminum barrels or 
drums, with or without steel 

jackets 

B & S Gauge 

To and including 10 gallons capacity 
Over 10 gallons to and including 

35 gallons capacity 
Over 35 gallons to and including 

55 gallons capacity 
Over 55 gallons to and including 

110 gallons capacity 

16 gauge 

14 gauge 

10 gauge 

8 gauge 

(Continued) 

Sides Ends 

16 gauge 

14 gauge 

10 gauge 

8 gauge 

"'®)Note 2 - Steel drums over 30 gallons to and including 57 gallons rated 
(Iittrrked) capacity, see Note 5, other than full open head type, manufactured 
from steel not less than .0239 inch in thickness may be used providing that 
contiguous, parallel, geometrically similar, circumferential beads are so 
expanded in the entire height of the sidewall that the surface length of the 
steel in the axial direction does not change more than 1 percent. Heads and 
bottoms must be without corrugation or beading and without convexity. Each 
chime must be reinforced with an 18 gauge steel band that is an integral part 
of the double seam, resulting in a chime cross section containing eight layers 
of steel. The reinforcing band shall follow and support the knuckle radius 
of the head and bottom with the inside edge upturned so that it does not contact 
the adjacent portions of the head or bottom. 
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RULE 296 - FIBRE DRUMS FOR LIQUIDS OR ARTICLES IN LIQUIDS 

xxx:x;x: 
Note 3 - Type A drum must have rubber or resilient gasketed steel cover 

and locking band, with or without metal or plastic bung closures, and must 
be equipped with a plastic liner of semi-rigid nature conforming to the 
drum contour and meeting the following requirements as to minimum thickness 
at points indicated: 

Minimum thickness of plastic 
liner (inches) 

Location in liner 

Top chime 
Bottom 
Sidewall, except 2 3/4 inches 
at top and 4-/1 inches at bottom 

Sidewall, 2 3 4 inches from top 
and 4~inches from bottom 

Sidewall, except 3~ inches at 
top and 51;: inches at bottom 

Sidewall, 3~ inches-(rom top and 
51;: inches from bottom 

For size not 
over 35 gallons 

.012 

.018 

.005 

.015 

For size over 
35 gallons but 

not over 55 gallons 
.015 
.025 

... 

.007 

.021 

.-.-... OR 
Drum must have permanently secured steel cover, or full removable steel 

cover secured by locking band, with or without metal or plastic bung closures 
and must be equipped with a plastic liner conforming to the drum contour and 
meeting the following requirements. 

A semi-rigid plastic molded one-piece liquid-tight liner having minimum 
thickness of not less than .015 inch, or semi-rigid plastic molded one-piece 
full open head liner having a m:tnimum thickness of not less than .015 inch.· 

When used with full open head type plastic liner, covers must be equipped 
with rubber or resilient plastic gasket to effect a liquid-tight seal. 'When used 
with liquid-tight plastic liner, cover gasket may be omitted. 

I RULE 535 EXPIRATION DA.TES 
Rules, items, or other provisions, making reference hereto, expire with the 

date indicated below, unless sooner cancelled, changed or extended. 

Rule Item or Package 
Rule 2 0 
Rule 310 
Item 134215 
Item 134216 
Item 134217 
Package 500 

Provisions which e ire 
·&.Provisions of Note 2 

Provisions of Note 4 
All provisions of item 
All provisions of note 
All provision"$' of note 
All provisions of package 
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(cancels Rule 595, page 235 cf classification) 
•RULE 595 MAXIMUM CHARGE 

In no case shall the charge for any shipment from and to the same points, 
via the same route of movement, be greater than the charge for a greater 
quantity of the same commodity in the same shipping form and subject to the 
same packing provisions at the rate and weight applicable to such greater 
quantity of freigb.t. 

CIASSES 
Item ARTICLES LTL TL 

AGRICULTURAL IMPLEMENTS, OTHER THAN HAND, GROUP, 
subject to Item 8900: 

9620-A Harrow attachments for riding plows. t Cane.el. 

SUb.1 

Sub.2 

Sub.4 
A 120482-A 

A20483-A 

A 20484-A 

47514-A 

48392-A 

Obsolete. 

Ba.gs, Envelopes, Packets or Pouches, see Note, Item 20 3, or Wrappers, 
see Note, Item 20484, flat, folded flat, or in rolls requiring separa­
tion into individual units, with or without complement of bag ties: 

Laminated construction NOI, see Note, Item 20482, 
in boxes 

Cellulose or plastic film, separate or combined, 
or combined with paper, with or without coating 
of -wax, plastic, lacquer or similar materials: 

In individually packaged retail sales units, in 
boxes, having a density of less than 15 •pounds 
per cubic foot 

NOI, in boxes, crates or wrapped bundles 
~ - Applies only 'When composed of the follow­

ing materials, with or without coatings of wax, 
plastic, lacquer or similar materials: 

Paper and foil and cellulose or plastic film; 
or foil and cellulose or plastic film. 

Note - Not applicable to traveling or carrying 
""b'ags or cases, brief cases, portfolios or en­
velope-type carrying pouches. 

Note - Wrappers of cellulose or plastic film, 
combined or not combined with paper, not 
prj.nted, not further processed than cut to 
size, will be classed as plastic film or 

.sheeting not printed, or as the case may be. 

CHINA GROUP, subject to item 47490: 

70 

50 
37! 

Chinawa.re, Earthenware, Porcelainwa.re or Stoneware, NOI, subject 
to item 47500: 
Note - The released value must be entered on shipping order and 
bill of lading in the following form: 
"The agreed or declared value of the property is hereby speci­
fically stated by the shipped to be not exceeding $20.00 per 
100 pounds." 

(Classes herein based on released value have been authorized by 
.the Interstate Commerce Commission in Released Rates Orders 
MC No. 1 of January 16, 1936, as amended October 20, 1948, 
and g·August 9, 1966, and FF No. 2 of January 19, 1943, subject 
to co:mplaint or suspension.) 

CIAY GROUP, subject to item 47900: 
Ore, NOI, subject to item 48390: 
Note - The value declared in writing by the shipper, or agreed upon 
in writing as the released value of the property, as the case may 
be, must be entered on shipping order and bill of lading as follows: 

"The agreed or declared value of the property is hereby specifically 
stated by the shipper to be not exceeding •••••••••• per pound." 

(Classes herein based on released value have been authorized by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission in Released Rates Orders MC NQ. 1 
of January 16, 1936, as amended October 20, 1948, andra August 9, 
1966, and FF No. 2 of January 19, 1943, subject to complaint or 
suspension.) 
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CLASSES 
Item ARTICLES LTL TL NW 

52750-A CONTAINERS, + SBEETSTEEL, GROUP: Articles 
consist of Containers, sheet iron or steel, 
set up (with or without their equipment of 
bails, handles, covers, bungs or nozzles), 
See Note, item 52752, as described in items 

A 52752-A 

69020-A 

Sub. 1 

Sub. 2 

Sub. 3 

Sub. 4 

69022-A 
4 69024-A 

A.69026-A 

subject to this grouping. 
Note - The term "liquid capacity" refers to those 
°"kiiO'wn as rated (marked) capacity. 

Filtering Discs, cotton, cotton and rayon, 
o.r cellulose, in packages compressed to, 
or having a density of: 
Less than 6 pounds per cubic foot,.see Notes, 
..id.tems 69024 and 69026 200 
6 pounds or over per cubic foot, but less 
than 12 pounds per cubic foot, see Notes, 
•items 69024 and 69026. 100 

12 pounds or over per cubic foot, but less 
than 15 pounds per cubic foot, see Notes, 
.items 69024 and 69026. 85 

15 pounds or over per cubic foot, see Note, 
"item 69024 70 
Note .. .cancel. See Sec. 8 of Rule 110. 
NOte' - Shipper must certify on shipping 
-order and bill of lading as follows: 
"The density of the filtering discs, cotton 
and rayon, or cellulose is hereby stated to 
be 'less than 6 pounds', 16 pounds but less 
than 12 pounds,' '12 pounds but less than 
15 pounds,' or 115 polll!lds or over'(as the 
case may be)." 

Note - The ©barge for a package or piece 
'""'O'f"°a lesser density may be assessed on the 
basis of the next lower class provided in 
connection with the next heavier density at 
the weight \lhich would accrue from multiply­
ing the cubage of sucll package or piece by 
the lowest weig'b.t named in such density 
group. In such instances the following 
certification must be sho'Wll on shipping 
orders and bills of lading at time of 
shipment: , 

"The cubage of the individual packages or pieces 
in this shipment which are subject to classes 
applicable to a specific density group is 
(Insert cubage in feet)---and the declared---­
density is (Insert declared density) •••• 
and a resultant weight of (Insert weight 
for bi.lling purposes) •••••••• 

FLOOR COVEBJ:NGS OR RELATED ARTICLES, subject to item 70500: 
Rugs, NOI, subject to item 71000: 

110 

70 

50 

71002-A Note -The value declared in writing by the shipper, or agreed 
-upQn in writing as the released value of the property, as the 

case may be, must be entered on shipping order and bill of 
lading, as follows: 

10.1 

20.1 

24.1 

"The agreed or declared value of the property is hereby specifi-
cally stated by the shipper to be not exceeding -----­
per 100 pounds." 
(Classes herein based on released value have been authorized 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission in Released Rates 
Orders MC No. 1 of January 16, 1936, as amended October 20, 
1948,a and August 9, 1966, and FF No. 2 of January 19, 1943, 
subject to complaint of suspension.) 



CIASSES 
Item ARTICLES LTL TL 

FOODSTUFFS GROUP, subject to item 72000: 
73840-A Meat Substitutes, processed from vegetables, 

soya bean products, peanuts, grain products 
Aor seasoning, in glass or metal cans in 
barrels or boxes, or in metal cans in crates, 
or in Package 500. 6o 

FRUITS OR VEGETAm.ES, DRIED, GROUP, subject to 
item 77000: 

77260-A Peas, •Canada fieldz dried, in bags 60 

FURNITURE GROUP, subject to item 79000: 
79110-A Blackboards (Chalkboards), portagle, revolv­

ing or f & reversible, on stands: 

35 

35 

Sub.l SU, in Packages lF, 2F, 3F, 5F, 21F, 28F",. 
30F, or 37F 100 

Sub.2 ICD or folded flat, in Packages lF, 2F, 3F, 
5F, 21F, 25F, or 30F 85 

See item 82700 

See item 82700 

GIASS, subject to item 86500: 
86920-A Glass, window, NOI, other than plate glass, 

not framed, not leaded, see Note, item 
86752, not laminated nor silvered for 
mirrors: 

Sub.1 

Sub.2 

Sub.3 

4 86922-A 

Plain, colored, chipped, decorated, etched, 
ground, sandblasted or tempered: 
Bent NOI, or circular or oval and convex, 
in boxes 85 55 
Not bent, in boxes or crates, see Note, 
item 86922, or in package 195: also 
TL, in packages 227,300, 301,398, 1339 
or ' 1363 65 35 

Note - TL provisions will also apply 'When glass is shipped 
Oii"Tts flat surface in wooden boxes on pallets. 

GRAPHITE ARTICLES GROUP, subject to item 89850: 
C:r'Ucibiles, subject to item 89930: 
Note - The value declared in writing by the shipper, or 

agreed upon in 'Writing as the released value of the 
property, as the case may be, must be entered on ship­
ping order and bill of lading as follows: 
11The agreed or declared value of the property is hereby 
specifically stated by the shipper to be not exceeding 

cents per pounds." 
~--..,. If consignor declines to declare value or agree to released 
value in writing of crucibiles packed in excelsior, hay, 
straw or similar packing material, but not braced, the 
shipment will not be accepted. 
(Classes herein based on released value have ~een authorized 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission in Released Rates Orders 
MC No. 1 of January 16, 1936, as amended October 20, 1948, and 
& August 9, 1966, and FF No. 2 of January 19, 1943, subject 

to complaint or suspension.) 

HARNESS OR SADDLERY GROUP, subject to item 97740: 
9786o-A Covers, horse, burlap. f Cancel. Obsolete. 
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CIASSES 
Item ARTICLES LTL TL 

HOUSEHOLD GOODS GROUP, subject to item 100200: 
Household Goods, subject to item 100260: 

100292-A Note - If consignor declines to release each 
article in the shipment to a value not exceed­
ing $5.00 per pound, the shipment will not be 
accepted. 

The release, which shall be deemed to relute to 
each article separately and not to the shipment 
as a whole, must be entered on shipping order and 
bill of lading in the following form: 

"The agreed or declared value of each article in this 
shipment is hereby specifically stated by the shipper 
to be not exceeding per pound." 
(Classes herein based on released value have been auth­
orized by the Interstate Commerce Commission in Released 
Rates Order No. MC=314, as amended April 23, 1952,and 
&August 9, 1966, FF~56, of September 14, 1950, subject 
to complaint or suspension.) 

•108130 KITS, highway emergency, consisting of fire 
extinguisher, pressurized tire puncture 
sealant, electric fuses, fireworks fuzees 
or flares, and signal flag, in boxes 10 

LEATHER OR LEATHERBOARD, subject to item 110600: 
Leather Scrap, NOI, subject to item 110800: 

110802-A Note - The value declared in writing by the 
shipper, or agreed upon in writing as the 
released value of the property, as the case 
may be, must be entered on the shipping order 
and bill of lading as follows: 

"The agreed or dscla:red value of the property is hereby 
specifically stated by the shipper to be not exceeding 

4o 

cents :per pound." 
~I~f-c_o_n_s~i-g-n=or declines to declare value or agree to released 
value in writing, the shipment Will not be accepted. 
(Classes herein based on released value have been authorized 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission in Released Rates Orders 
MC No. 1 of January 16, 1936, as amended October 20, 1948, and 
,August 9, 1966, and FF No. 2 of January 19, 1943, subject to 
complaint or suspension.) 

LIQUORS, :BEVERAGE, subject to item 111400: 
111470-A Liquors, Malt: Ale, Beers, Beer Tonic, 

Porter, Stout or non=intoxicating Cereal 
Beverage, in glass in bottle carriers with 
tops securely fastened, see Note, item 
111473, in glass or metal cans in barrels 
or boxes, in metal dispensing containers 
less than 5 gallons capacity in carriers 
made of 500~pound test solid fibreboard, 

24.2 

in boxes enclosed in crates, or in bulk in 
barrels; also TL, in open top ca;rriers, or 
in metal cans in fibre boxes, not sealed, or 
in Packages 174, 186, 238, 788, 966, 1145, 65 35 50.2 
1155, 1162, 1257, 1261, 1360, 1376 or ·,1431 

All1473-A Note - Bottle carrier containers made of fibreboard need not meet 
t~ertificate requirements of Rule 220 and Rule 290 but must be 
equipped with partitions full shoulder height of the bottles loaded 
therein. Such partitions must touch all four sides of the'carrier. 
Inner packaging must comp1y with Rule 290 or Package 174. 
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Item 

112500-A 
112700-A 
112720-A 
11304o-A 
113550-A 

12234o-A 

122350-A 
122360-A 

149422-A 

156600-A 

Sub 1 
Sub 2 

Sub 3 

Sub 4 

SUb 5 

Sub 6 

Sub 7 

A 156602-A 

156604-A 
A 156606-A 

CLASSES 
ARTICLES LTL TL 

LUMBER GROUP, subject to item 112000: 
Felloes, wooden. f Cancel. Obsolete 
Hounds, wooden. t Cancel. Obsolete 
Hub Blocks, wooden.+Cancel. Obsolete. 
Poles, vehicle. f Cancel. Obsolete. 
Wheel Rims. + Cancel. Obsolete. 

MACHINERY GROUP, subject to item 114oOO: 
Grading or Road Making Implements, 
subject to item 122000: 

• 1 Scrapers, NOI, drag, horse or tractor 
drawn, not wheeled 77~ 
Horse draw. + & Cancel. Se,~ item 12234o. 
Tractor draw. +Cancel., ,, See item 122340. 

PAINTINGS OR PICTURES, NOI, subject to item 149420: 
Note - The value declared in writing by the shipper, 
O'r"agreed upon in writing as the released value of 
the property, as the case may be, must be entered on 
shipping order and bill of lading as follows: 

"The agreed or declared value of the property is hereby 
specifically stated by the shipper to be not exceeding 
-------per pound." 
(Classes herein based on released value have been auth­
orized by the Interstate Commerce Commission in Released 
Rates Orders MC No. 1 of January 16, 1936, as amended 
October 20, 1948, and I August 9, 1966, and FF No. 2 of 
January 19, 1943, subject to complaint or suspension) 

PLASTIC OR RUBBER ARI.'ICLES, OTHER THAN EXPANDED, GROUP, 
subject ,to item 156500: 
Articles NOI, in barrels, boxes or crates, see Note, 
item 156602: 
LTL, having a density of: 
Less than 2 pounds per cubic foot, see Notes •. •items 
156606 and 156608 300 
2 pounds per cubic foot, but less than 
4 pounds, see Notes,.ttems 1566o6 and 
156608 
4 pounds per cubic foot, but less than 
6 pounds, see Notes, aitems 156606 and 
156608 
6 pounds per cubic foot, but less than 
12 pounds, see Notes, •items 1566o6 and 
1566o8 

12 pounds or greater per cubic foot, 
see• Note, item 1566o6 

TL 

250 

150 

100 

24.2 

(100 10.2 
( 70 16.2 
( 60 21.2 
( 45 30.2 

Note -Empty carboys may be shipped in barrels, boxes, or crates 
witii"°"C'arboy necks projecting. Plastic drums of 15 gallon capacity 
or. greater may be shipped loose. 

Note ..... cancel. See Sec. 8 of Rule 110. 
NO'te- Shipper must certify on shipping order and bill of lading as 
f'Oi!ows: 'The density of the plastic or rubber articles NOI, other 
than foam, cellular, expanded or sponge, is hereby stated to be 
'Less than 2 pounds,' '2 pounds but less than 4 pounds,' 14 pounds 
but less than 6 pounds,' 6 pounds but less than 12 pou:das,' or 
'12 pounds or greater' (as the case may be)." 
(concluded on page lOb) 
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Item 

A 156608-A 

c!ASSEs 
ARTICLES LTL 

Note - The charge for a ;package or piece of a 
lessor density may be assessed on the basis of 
the next lower class provided in connection with 
the next heavier densityat the rate 'Which would 
accrue from multiplying the cubage of such 
package or piece by the lowest weight named in 
such density group. In such instances the 
following cer·tification must be show on shipping 
orders and bills of lading at time of shipment: 

TL 

"The cubage of the individual packages or pieces in 
this shipment 'Which are subject to classes applicable 
to a specific density group is (insert cubage 
in feet) a!!.d the declared density is 
(insert declared density) at a resu"""lt"'"a_n_t_we-....i-..ght 

______ of_ (Insert weight for billing ;purposes)------" 

•157320-A 

Sub 1 

SUb 2 

SUb 3 

SUb 4 

Sub 5 

SUb 6 

Sub 7 

PIASTIC OR RUBBER ARTICLES OR MATERIAI.B, EXPANDED GROUP, 
subject to item 157300: 
Articles, NOI, see Note, item 157344: 
Clippings or Scraps, other than in machine compressed 
bales: 
Insulation, see Notes~ items 157342 and 157344; 
Pads or Padding, upholstering or other than 
upholstering, NOI, see Note, item 157344; 
Forms, other than articles, viz., 

Beads. 
Blocks, other than sponge rubber, see Notes, items 
157342 and 157344, 
Flakes or granules, 
Floats, 
Ground, 
Plates, 'With or without binder, see Notes, items 
157342 and 157344, 
Rods, see Note, item 157342, 
Sheets, other than sponge rubber, with or without 
binder, see Notes, items 157342 and 157344. 
Shredded. 
Slabs, other than sponge rubber, with or without 
binder, see Notes, items 157342 and 157344. 
Tubes or tubing, see Note, item 157342, 
Forms or shapes, NOI, with or without binder, see 
Notes, items 157342 and 157344; 
LTL, in barrels, boxes or bags or paper bags having 
a density of: 
Less than 2 pounds per cubic foot, see Notes, Items 
157348 and 157352 • 300 
2 pounds per cubic foot, but less than 
4 pounds, see Notes, items 157348 and 
157352 • • • • 250 
4 pounds per cubic foot, but less than 
6 pounds, see Notes, items 157348 and 
157352 • • • • • • 150 
6 pounds per cubic foot, but less than 
12 pounds, see Notes, items 157348 and 
157352 

12 pounds or greater per cubic foot, 
see Note, Item 157348 • 

TL 

(concluded on Page llb) 
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Item 

... 157342 

JI. 157344 

"' 157348 

"'157352 

157442-A 
157441-A 
157446-A 
157448-A 
157452-A 

l' • 157460 

CLASSES 
ARTICLES LTL TL 

Note - Blocks, plates, sheets, rods, 
-:tU.'bes or other shapes may be shipped 

in bales; boards, logs, planks, 
plates, sheets or slabs constituting 
a shipment of 1300 cubic feet or 
greater may be shipped loose. Logs 
o:r slabs constituting a shipment of 
600 cubic feet or greater may be 
shipped loose 'When each piece contains 
at least 18 cubic feet. Expanded team 
plastic, 'When density does not exceed 
one pound per cubic foot, may be shipped 
in four-mil plastic bags. 

Note - Also applies 'When faced one or both sides 
With' other materials. 
Note - Shipper must certify on shipping order 
and bill of lading as follows: 

"The density of the foam, cellular, expanded or 
sponge plastic or rubber articles or materials 
is hereby stated to be 'Less than 2 pounds,' '2 
pounds, but less than 4 pounds,' 14 pounds, but 
less than 6 pounds, 16 pounds, but less than 12 
pounds,' or 12 pounds or over' (as the case may 
be)." 

Note ~The charge for a package or piece of a lessor 
denSity may be assessed on the basis of the next 
lower class provided in connection 'With the next 
heavier.density at the weight 'Which would accrue 
from multi.plying the cubage of such package or 
piece by the lowest weight named in such density 
group. In such instances the following certifi ... 
cation mu:et be sho'Wn on shipping orders and bills 
of lading at time of shipment: 

"The cubage c;f the individual packages or pieces in 
this shipment 'Which are subject to ~lasses applicable 
to a spe~ific density group is (Insert cubage 
in feet) and the declared density is 
(Insert declared density) at a resulta.n_,,..t_w_e~i~gb ....... t of 

(Insert weight for billing purposes.) " 
---::;;N.-otl""e-.. • CroM~el. See item 157342. 

NO'te' - 4 Cancel. See item 157344. 
Note - 4 Cancel. See Sec. 8 of Rule 110. 
NO'te - •Cancel. See item 157348. 
NOte' - .. cancel. See item 157352. 

Clippings or Scraps, in machine compressed bales 50 35 

PRINTED MA'l'l'ER GROUP, subject to item 161500: 
Printed Matter, subject to item 161850: 

30.2 

161852-A Note - The value declared in w.riting by the shipper, or a.greed 
upon in writing as the released value of the property, as the 
case may be, must be entered on shipping order and bill ot 
lading, as follows: 
"The agreed or declared value of the property is hereby 
specifically stated by the shipper to be not exceeding 

per pound." 
·(-CJ.a~s-s_e_s~herein based on released.value have been 

authorized by the Interstate Commerce Commission in 
Released Rate Orders MC No. 1 of January 16, 1936, as 
am.ended October 20, 1948, and& August 9, 1966, and FF 
No. 2 of January 19, 1943, subject to complaint or 
suspension.) 

... llb -



Item 

19054o-A 

19064o-A 
192300•A 

Sub 1 
Sub 2 

193440-A 

CIASSES 
ARTICLES LTL TL 

SILK, subject to item 176450: 
Note - The value declared in writing by the shipper, 
O::r'a'greed upon in writing as the released value of 
the property, as the case may be, must be entered 
on shipping order and bill of lading, as follows: 

"The agreed or declared value of' the property is hereby 
specifically stated by the shipper to be not exceeding 

per pound." 
.,..{C~la~s-s-es...-herein based on released value have been 
authorized by the Interstate Connnerce Connnission in 
Released Rates Orders MC No. 1 of January 16, 1936, 
as amended October 20, 1948, and 1 Au.gust 9, 1966, 
and FF No. 2 of January 19, 1943, subject to complaint 
or suspension.) 

TOOLS, OR PARrS NAMED, subject to item 183550: 
Sprags, wooden. f Cancel. Obsolete 

VEHICLE PARTS, subject to item 190500: 
Axle Beds. •Cancel. Obsolete. 
Axles, NOI, subject·to item 190600: 

Wooden, . in the white. ~ Cancel. · Obsolete. 
Motorcycle Wheel Rims: 
Unfinished. in •packages; also TL, loose 100 
Finished, LTL, in boxes or crates; 

TL, loose or in packages 150 
Whi.p Sockets. + Can~el. Obsolete. 

SPECIFICATIONS FOR NUMBERED PACKAGES 
Miscellaneous 

55 

55 

(Cancels "Package 216," page 578 of classification) 
Package 210 

20.2 

In six 1-gallon. i fi'bre or metal cans in corrugated fibreboard boxes testing 
not less than 200 pounds with top flaps not more than & three inches apart 
and bottom flaps meeting. All flaps must be glued to entire are.a .of, contact. 
Weight of the box and contents must not exceed 55 ounds. 

Add Package 13 3 to page 0 of classification. 
,, Package 1363 . 

TL shipments ot window glass not exceeding 80 united inches may be shipped in 
corrugated fibreboard boxes testing not less than 275 pounds. All edges of 
glass to be protected inside the box with 3/4-inch fibreboard wallboard 
around the entire perimeter. 
Corners of glass to be further protected with corrugated corner caps. Gross 
wei t not to exceed 100 our~ds. 

A Package l 31 of classification 
g Package 1431 

In glass bottles, not exceeding 12 ounces net weight capacity, enclosed in 
6-pack inner cartons made of solid paperboard not less than .024 inch thick; 
OR in glass bottles exceeding 12 but not exceeding 16 ounces net weight 
capacity in 6-pack inner cartons made of solid paperboard not less than .028 
inch thick. Inner cartons must have die-cut holes or area through which 
bottle necks are firmly positioned. Inner cartons must be inserted in tray, 
full height of bottle, made of corrugated fibreboard testing not less than 
175 pounds, but not more than four 6=pack cartons per tray. 

- l2b -



EXPLANATION OF ABBREVIATIONS AND REFERENCE MARKS 
Abbre­
viation EXPLANATION 

·Refer­
ence EXPLANATION 

----------------~----~------------M_a_rk..._ ____ ~----~--------------------
AQ 

Avdp. 
B&SG 
BWG 
COD 
Cont. 
Cu.ft. 
DAT 

d/b/a 
etc. 

F 
ICC 
incl. 
KD 
LTL 
Min.wt. 
NMFC 

NOI 

Oz. 
RSorL 
r.p.m. 

(S) 

Sec. 
sq. 

sq. ft. 
sq. in. 
SU 
TL 
t/d/b/a 
u.s. 
u.s.s.G. 
viz. 
Vol. 

.Any quantity. 
Avoirdupois. 
Browne & Sha:rpe gauge. 
Birmingham wire gauge. 
Collect on delivery. 
Continued. 
Cubic foot. 
Dangerous Articles Tariff, as 

defined in Rule 54o. 
Doing business as. 
Et cetera (and other things, 
or the rest; and so forth). 

Fahrenheit. 
Interstate Commerce Commission 
Inclusive. 
Knocked down. 
Less than truckload. 
Minimum weight. 
National Motor Freight 

' • 
... 
0 

¢ 

Classificat,ion. v 
Not more specifically described @ 
herein. ® 
Oullces. 
Classed the same or lower. 
Revolutions per minute. 
Applies only as "South" 

class (See Rule 420.) 
Section. 
Square. 
Square foot. 
Square inch. 
Set up. 
Truckload. 
Trading and doing business as. 
United States. 
United States Standard Gauge. 
namely. 
Volume. 

® 

vs. versus. 

: Effective October 17, 1966 

r Effective October 21, 1966 

Indicates reduction. 
Indicates increase 
Indicates change in wording 'Which 
results in neither increases nor 
reductions. 

Indicates new item • 
degree 
Applicable only on tra.:f'f ic having 
origin, destination and entire 
transportation in the following 
territory, viz.: Points in Illinois, 
Louisiana, (west of Mississippi Riv. 
only), upper peninsula of Michigan, 
Minnesota, Wisconsin, and all points 
west of the Mississippi River. All 
other traffic is subject to rates 
and regulations of individual 
carriers. 
Indicates percent. 
Indicates mixed articles entry. 
Except as noted. 
Subject to expiration date shown in 
Ru.le 530. 
Indicates water carrier operating 
under ICC jurisdiction. 
Indicates railroad. 
Indicates freight forwarder. 
Minimum weight factor, see Rule 997. 
Under Suspension 

Indicates portions applicable but 
not shown here as not pertaining 
to this . decisio..Tl'.. 

GJ Matter in this item is brought forward without change in application from 
item being cancelled. 
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(Decision No. 68547) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC t1I'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN Tim: MA'l'l'ER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
DAN KAWCAK, 445 RANNEY, CRAIG, COLO- ) 
RADO, FOR A CLASS "B" PERMIT TO ) 
OPERATE AS A PRIVATE CARRIER BY MOTOR ) 
VEHICLE FOR HIRE o ) 
Q ~ - - - - - - - - - - 0 - - -

November 22,1966 

APPLICATION NOo 22167-PP 

Appearances: Dan Ka.weak, Craig, Colorado, 
pro !!.• 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Applicant herein seeks authority to operate as a Class "B" 

private carrier by motor vehicle for hire. 

Said application was regularly set for hearing before the 

Commission, and was heard by an Examiner duly designated and to whom the 

hearing was assigned by the Commission. At the conclusion of the hearing, 

the matter was taken under advisement, and said Exe.miner transmitted to 

the Commission the record of said proceeding, together with a written 

statement of his findings of fact and conclusions. 

Report of the Examiner states that at the hearing, applicant 

herein appeared and testified in support of the application, stating that 

if authority herein sought is granted, special carriage contracts will 

be entered into to provide needed and specialized service with certain 

shippers who have requested the herein proposed service; that he has ample 

and suitable equipment, sufficient net worth and operating experience with 

which to conduct said proposed operation. 

All motions granted, or denied, by the Examiner, if any, are 

hereby confirmed. 



The Commission, having considered the record and files and 

the written statement of the Examiner herein, states and finds that no 

one protests the granting of the instant application; that there is a 

need for applicant's proposed transportation services; that applicant 

will have sufficient equipment and experience to properly carry on the 

proposed operation; that applicant's financial standing and qua.lifjcations 

are established to the satisfaction of the Commission; that it does not 

appear to the Commission that the proposed operation will impair the 

efficient public service of any authorized common carrier adequately 

serving the same territory, over the same general highway route, or 

routes; that the granting of authority, as provided in the following 

Order, will be in the public interest, and such authority should be 

granted. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Dan Ka.weak, Craig, Colorado, be, and hereby is, author-

ized to operate as a Class "B" private carrier by motor vehicle for hire, 

for the transportation of sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing materials 

used in the construction of roads and highways, from pits a.nd supply points 

in the State of Colorado, to road jobs, mixer, and processing plants within 

a radius of 50 miles of said pits e.nd supply points; sand and gravel, from 

pits and supply points in the State of Colorado, to railroad loading points, 

and to home and small construction jobs within a radius of 50 miles of said 

pits and supply points; sand, gravel, dirt, stone, and ref'use, from and to 

building construction jobs, to and from points within a radius of 50 miles 

of said jobs; insulrock, from pits and supply points in the State of Colo­

rado, to roofing jobs within a radius of 50 miles of said pits and supply 

points, provided, however, that transportation of road-surfacing materials 

shall be restricted against the use of tank vehicles; also, coal, from 

Colowyo Coal Mine located near Axial, Colorado, to Craig, Colorado, and a 

50-mile radius thereof; and this ORDER shall be deemed to be, and be, a 

PERMIT therefor. 

-2-



That all operations hereunder shall be strictly contract 

operations, the Commission retaining jurisdiction to make such amend.-

ments to this permit deemed advisable. 

That this Order is the permit herein provided for, but it 

shall not become effective until applicant has filed a statement of 

his customers, copies of all special contracts or memoranda of their 

terms, the necessary tariffs, required insurance, and has secured 

authority sheets. 

That right of applicant to operate hereunder shall depend. 

upon his compliance with all present and future laws and rules and. regula-

tions of the Coimnission. 

This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from date. 

THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES C<>iMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De uer, Colorado, 
this 22nd day of November, 1966. 

-3-
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(Decision No. 68548) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC t1.rILITIES CCMo!ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE .APPLICATION OF ) 
DUANE C. VINEY, 131 HARrMAN, FORT )) 
COLLINS, COLORADO, FOR A CLASS "B" 
PERMIT TO OPERATE AS A PRIVATE CARRIER ) 
BY MOl'OR VEHICLE FOR HIRE. ) 
~ - - -- --- - --- ---- -

November 22, 1966 

APPLICATION NO. 22242-PP 

Appearances: Duane c. Viney, Fort Collins, 
Colorado, ;Qro ~. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

.Applicant herein seeks authority to operate as a. Class "B" private 

carrier by motor vehicle for hire. 

Said application was regularly set for hearing before the Commission, 

and was heard by an Examiner duly designated and to whom the hearing was assigned 

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

advisement, and said Examiner transmitted to the Commission the record of said 

proceeding, together with a written statement of his findings of fact and con 

clusions. 

Report of the Examiner states that at the hearing, applicant herein 

appeared and testified in support of the application, stating that if authority 

herein sought is granted, special carriage contracts will be entered into to 

provide needed and specialized service with certain shippers who have re-

quested the herein proposed service; that he has ample and suitable equipment, 

sufficient net worth and operating experience with which to conduct said 

proposed operation. 

All motions granted, or denied, by the Examiner, if an.y, are here-

by confirmed. 



The Commission, having considered the record and files and 

the written statement of the Examiner herein, states and finds that no 

one protests the granting of the instant application; that there is a 

need for applicant's proposed transportation services; that applicant 

will have sufficient equipment and experience to properly carry on the 

proposed operation; that applicant's financial standing and qualifications 

are established to the satisfaction of the Commission; that it does not 

appear to the Commission that the proposed operation will impair the 

efficient public service of any authorized common carrier adequately 

serving the same territory, over the same general highway route, or routes; 

that the granting Of authority, as provided in the following Order, will 

be in the public interest, and such authority should be grantedo 

ORDER 

THE POMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Duane Co Viney, Fort Collins, Colorado, be, and hereby is, 

authorized to operate as a Class "B" private carrier by motor vehicle for 

hire, for the transportation of 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 arid processing 

pl.ants within a radius of 100 miles of said pits and supply points; sand 

and gravel, from pits and supply points in the State of Colorado, to rail­

road loading points, and to home and small construction jobs within a 

radius of 100 miles of said pits and supply points; sand, gravel, dirt, 

stone, and refuse, from and to building construction jobs, to and :from 

points within a radius of 100 miles of said jobs; insulrock, from pits 

and supply points in the State of Colorado, to roofing jobs within a 

radius of 100 miles of said pits and supply points, provided, however, 

that transportation of road-surfacing materials shall be restricted 

against the use of tank vehicles; and this ORDER shall be deemed to be, 

and be, a PERMIT therefor. 



That all operations hereunder shall be strictly contract 

operations, the Commission retaining jurisdiction to make such amend-

ments to this permit deemed advisable. 

Th.at th.is Ord.er is the permit herein provided for, but it shall 

not become effective until applicant has filed a statement of his custom-

ers, copies of all special contracts or memoranda of their terms, the 

necessary tariffs, required insurance, and has secured authority sheets. 

That right of applicant to operate hereunder shall depend upon 

hi.s compliance with. all present and future laws and rules and regulations 

of the Commission. 

Tb.is Order shall become effective twenty-one days from date. 

THE PUBLIC U.rILITIES CMUSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of November, 1966. 

et 
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(Decision No. 68549) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILr.I'IES CC!4MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICI.E OPERATIONS OF ) 
HAROLD E. WATSON, JR., DOING BUSINESS ) 
AS "WATSON TRANSPORT COMPANY,"816 WEST ) 
6TH A VENUE, LOVELAND, COLORADO. ) 
- ---- --- -- -- - - - -

November 23,1966 

CASE NO. 532S 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY TBE COMMISSION: 

On September 14, 1966, the Commission entered Decision No. 68172 

continuing the above-entitled case f'or hearing to December 6, 1966, at ten 

o'clock A.M., at 532 State Services Building, Denver, Colorado. 

The Commission has received a written request from Raymond B. 

Danks, Attorney for Respondent, requesting that said case be continued until 

January 6, 1967. 

The Commission states and finds that said request is compatible 

with the public interest and should be granted and that the above-entitled 

case should be continued and reset for hearing on January 6, 1967, as set 

forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE CG1MISSION ORDERS: 

That hearing on the above-entitled Gase presently set f'or December 

6, 1966, be, and the same hereby is, vacated. 

That said case be, and the same hereby is, continued and reset 

for hearing on January 6, 1967, at 10:00 o'clock A.M., at 532 State Services 

Building, 1525 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado. 



This Order shall become effective forthwith. 

THE PUBLIC UI'ILITIES CCMaSSION 
OF THE STATE OF-COLORADO 

Dated at De ~er, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of November, 1966 

et 

-2-



(Decision No. 68550) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC TJrILrI'IES CCMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
ROBERT GARTNER, DOING BUSINESS AS ) 
"RANCH & FARM SUPPLY," GRAND ISLAND, )) 
NEBRASKA, FOR AtrrHORIT'Y TO TRANSliER 
INTERSTATE OPERATING RIGHTS TO RANCH & ) 
FARM LINES, INC., MUNICIPAL .A.IRPORr, ) 
GRAND ISLAND, NEBRASKA'. ) -------------- ---

November 23,1966 

PUC NO. ?652-I-Tra:nsfer 

STATEMENT .AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE CQ.1MISSION: 

Heretofore, Robert Gartner, doing business as "Ranch & Farm 

Supply," Grand Island, Nebraska., was granted a certificate to operate as 

a common carrier by motor vehicle for hire, PU'C No. 5652-I, authorizing: 

Transportation of freight, between all points in 
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. 

Said certificate-holder now seeks authority to transfer PUC No. 

5652-I to Ranch & Farm Lines, Inc., Grand Island, Nebraska.. 

Inasmuch as the records and files of the Commission fail to dis-
' close any reason why said transfer should not be authorized, the Commission 

states and finds that the proposed transfer is compatible with the public 

interest, and should be authorized, as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE C<J.1MISSION ORDERS: 

That Robert Gartner, doing business as "Ranch & Farm Supply," 

Grand Island, Nebraska, be, and hereby is, authorized to transfer all right, 

title and interest in and to PUC No. 5652-r -- with authority as set forth 

in the Statement preceding which is made a part hereof by reference -- to 



Ranch & Fa.:rm Lines, I:nc., Grand Island, Nebraska, aubjeCt to the provisions 

of the Federal Motor Carr:Ji.er Act of 1935, as amended, and subject to encum-

brances, if any, against said certificate approved by this Commission. 

This Order shall become effective as of the day and date hereof. 

TEE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De r, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of November, 1966 

et 
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(Decision No. 68551) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE JOINT HOURLY ~ND DISTANCE COMMODITY ) 
RATES FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF UNCRATED) 
AND UNPACKED MIXED SHIPMENTS OF USED, ) INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION 
SECONDHAND PERSONAL EFFECTS AND PROPERTY) DOCKET NO. 579 
BETWEEN POINTS IN THE STATE OF COLORADO ) 
AND POINTS IN THE CITY AND COUNTY OF ) 
DENVER, COLORADO. ) 

November 22 , l 966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 24, 1966, the Commission entered Decision No. 68411 in 

the above-styled matter, which, among other thinqs, set the herein matter 

for hearing on December l, 1966, at 10:00 o'clock A.M., at 532 State Services 

Building, Denver, Colorado. 

The Commission is in receipt of a communicat~on from Joseph F. 

Nigro, Attorney at Law, requesting tfiat the hearing presently set for 

December 1, 1966, be continued and reset for hearing at a future date to be 

determined by the Commission. 

The Commission states and finds that the hearing date on the 

above-styled matter presently set for December 1, 1966, as specified by 

Decision No. 68411, should be vacated and that said hearing be held on 

December 6, 1966, as set forth in the Order following. 

0 R D E R 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the hearing on the above-styled matter presently set for 

December l, 1966, be, and the same hereby is, vacated. 



That said matter be, and the same hereby is, reset for hearing on 

December 6, 1966, at 2:00 0 1 clock P.M., at 532 State Services Building, 

Denver, Colorado. 

This Order shall become effective forthwith. 

-2-

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

~~ 
Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day of November, 1966. 

gh 



(Decision No. 68552) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF C~LORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF) 
GEORGE E. WOLFE, DOING BUSINESS AS ) 
"WOLFE TRUCKING C0., 11 916 EAST 2ND) 
STREET, FLORENCE, COLORADO, FOR ) 
AUTHORITY TO EXTEND OPERATIONS ) 
UNDER PERMIT NO. B-5482. ) 

November 22, 1966 

APPLICATION NO. 22131-PP-Extension 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 19, 1966, the Commission entered Decision No. 68377 

in the above-styled matter dismissing Application No. 22131-PP-Extension 

unless a written request for hearing was filed with the Commission by the 

applicant on or before November 19, 1966. 

On November 19, 1966, Leland M. Coulter, Attorney for the applicant, 

filed a written request for hearing at the Commission 1 s convenience. 

The Commission states and finds that said request should be 

granted as set forth in the Order following. 

0 R D E R 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Decision No. 68377, dated October 19, 1966, be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside and held for naught. 

That Application No. 22131-PP-Extension be, and the same hereby 

is, reset for hearing before the Commission at 10:00 0 1 clock A.M., 



December 5, 1966, at the Bankruptcy Court Room, 315 Post Office Building, 

Pueblo, Colorado. 

-2-

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day of November, 1966. 
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(Decision No. 68553) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORAOO 

* * * 
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) l 
OVER THE PUBLIC ~IGHWAYS OF THE STATE OF 
COLORADO. 

November 22, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

The files and records of the Commission disclose that the herein­

after stated corporations, partnerships, and/or persons as specifically set 

forth in the Order part of this Decision have paid to the Commission the 

required filing fee for authority to operate as a Cbmmercial Carrier by Motor 

Vehicle (hot for hire) over the public highways of the State of Colorado but 

have either (1) failed to file an application requesting such authority or 

(2) have failed, after filing an application for such aut~ority, to file 

either a request for identificatio~ cards or the required certificate of 

insurance -- all of which is required by law and the Commission's Rules and 

Regulatibns Governing Coml)'lercial 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 listed in the Order part of this Decision should be dismissed. 



0 R D E R 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That all actions heretofore instituted by the following corporations, 

partnerships, and/or persons before this Commission to obtain authority to 

operate as a Commercial Carrier by Motor Vehicle (not for hire) over the 

public highways of the State of Colorado, be, and the same hereby are, 

dismissed: 

The Anaconda Company 
c/o Hollan & Hart, Esqs. 

John Aragon 

Aspen Consolidated Mining Company 

Richard v. & George W. Belt dba 
Belt Salvage Company 

Jake Bettger 
Cecil Bettger 

Robert D. Crawell dba 
Bob 1 s Truck Service 

Cash Trucking Company 

Celanese Plastic Company 
A Division of Celanese Corp. 

George Chapa dba 
Chapo 1 s Salvage & Used Auto 

Chemical Service Inc. 

Bill Combs 

Com-Tel Construction Inc. 

Bobby Cook dba 
Cook 1 s Produce 

John & Arlie Curry dba 
Curry Brothers 

W. C. Dellis 

Doskocil Sausage Inc. 

Taylor & Evans Inc. dba 
Golden Acres Fertilizer Company 

-2-

Equitable Building 
Denver, Colorado 80202 

P. 0. Box 133 
Olney Springs, Colorado 81062 

Box 1943 
Aspen, Colorado 81611 

Box 1015 
Cortez, Colorado 81326 

Steamboat Springs, Colorado 80477 

309 Oak 
Burlington, Colorado 80807 

1109 - 18th Street 
Pueblo, Colorado 81001 

142 Parsons Avenue 
Columbus, Ohio 43215 

3707 East 8th 
Pueblo, Colorado 81001 

P. 0. Box 43 
Farmington, New Mexico 87401 

P. 0. Box 261 
Lamar, Missouri 64759 

1721 West Monroe 
Decatur, Indiana 46733 

General Delivery 
Eagleville, Missouri 

1523 East Admiral Place 
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74102 

Goldhwaite, Texas 

9 North Main Street 
Hutchinson, Kansas 67501 

Box 127 
Tulia, Texas 



Grand Trucking Co. Inc. dba 
Grand Piano Company Inc. 

Tony Guarjaro 

Robert B. Hall dba 
H & W Trailer Sales 

Joe Hall 

R. J. Helfrich Enterprizes Inc. 

John Harrera 

Pat & Dean Holly dba 
Holley Company Ltd. 

J. T. Hull 

International Commercial Sales 

Leo Jacoby 

John S. & John D. Johnson dba 
Johnson Construction Company 

Ray A. King 

Lorence I. Larson 

George E. Livingston 

Loyal Tee Corp. 

Marvin & Melvin Foster dba 
M & M Foster 

Cecil W. Mason 

Denver Donut Inc. dba 
Mister Donut 

Richard M. Morris 

Marcus D. Muirheid 

H. M. Oaks 

-3-

P. O. Box 842 
Morgantown, North Carolina 82655 

2709 - 66th 
Lubbock, Texas 79408 

259 Overland Avenue 
Bruley, Idaho 83318 

5317 - 23rd 
Lubbock, Texas 79408 

29 Niblick Lane 
Littleton, Colorado 80120 

526 Corona 
Pueblo, Colorado 81005 

5019 - 48th Street 
Lubbock, Texas 79408 

1811 - 5th 
Lubbock, Texas 79408 

10 S W First 
Galva, Illinois 61432 

1295 Stuart Street 
Denver, Colorado 80204 

Nylen Acres 
Leadville, Colorado 80461 

1118 West Gregory 
Phoenix, Arizona 85041 

917 Blake Avenue 
Glenwood Spri.ngs, Co 1 orado 81601 

828 Broadside Drive 
Cortez, Colorado 81321 

1635 Cassopolis Street 
Elkhart, Indiana 46514 

Box 717 
Sterling, Texas 76951 

26~ - 25th Street 
Oklahoma City, Oklahoma 73102 

89 Providence Highway 
Westwood, Massachusetts 02090 

Box 362 
Chickasha, Oklahoma 73018 

Route 2 
Yuma, Colorado 80759 

1023 East Fifth Street 
Ada Oklahoma 



J. K. Johnston & James R. Mc'Dona l d dba Box 2024 
Oasis Company Farmin~ton, New Mexico 87041 

Plain Foods Inc. 

James Wilford Rains 

Raton Tire Service 

Erwin Reinert dba 
Reinert Truck Line 

Elmer Rose dba 
Rose Alignment 

Southern Wire Inc. 

Sprial Pipe Mfg. Co. Inc. 

J. Stafos dba 
J. Stafos Produce 

Stanley Gordon Coal Company Inc. 

Stern Jacob & Sons Inc. 

Kenneth Stout 

Otis Stout 

D. B. Clark & Paul Riebold dba 
T-Bird Mining Company 

Myles Taladay dba 
Taladay Wrecking 

Lloyd Suedekum dba 
Welders Supply Company 

Western Foundries Inc. 

Cleve Whitehurst 

Whittichum Chemical Company 

Billy M. Vance & Irma R. Vance dba 
Wiggins Hardware & Impl. Co. 

World of Sleep 

Eli Worley 

-4-

Box 516 
Plainview, Texas 79072 

Route 1, Box 213A 
Brighton, Colorado 80601 

1125 South Second Street 
Raton, New Mexico 87740 

111 West Lincoln Avenue 
Lincoln, Kansas 

Box 295 
Utan, Wyoming 82830 

P. O. Box 979 
Quincy, Florida 32351 

P. O. Box 247 
Farmington, New Mexico 87401 

Bethel, Kansas 66009 

P. 0. Box 936 
Rangely, Colorado 81648 

Box 9359 
Houston, Texas 77011 

Route 5 
Guthrie, Oklahoma 

Route 5 
Guthrie, Oklahoma 

Box 24 
Ridgway, Colorado 81432 

710 North 8th Avenue 
Sterling, Colorado 80751 

West Highway South 
Garden City, Kansas 

2000 East 40th Avenue 
Denver, Colorado 80205 

P. 0. Box 7114 
Fort Worth, Texas 76101 

202 South 16th 
Birmingham, Alabama 35233 

24 Main Street 
Wiggins, Colorado 80654 

75 South Sheridan 
Denver, Colorado 80226 

1719 Yuma 
Phoenix, Arizona 85034 



hereof. 

This Order shall become effective ten days from the date 

-5-

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day of November, 1966. 

gh 



(Decision No. 68554) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * 
IN TEE MATTER OF TEE APPLICATION OF ) 
PUBLIC SERVICE COMPANY OF COLORADO, ) 
550 15TH STREET, DENVER, COLORADO, ) 
FOR A CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE) 
AND ~ESSrr'Y AVJ.1HORIZING THE PURCHASE l 
OF TEE GAS DISTRIBtn1ION SY8TEM AND RE­
LATED FACILITIJ:ll3 OF LEADVILLE tn1ILITIJ:ll3 
COMPANY IN THE CITY OF LF.ADVILLE, COLO-) 
RADO AND IN THE COMMUNITW OF STRING l 
TOWN .AND BOCK TOWN, LAKE COUNTY, COLO­
RADO: AtlrRORIZING THE ASSIGNMENT OF 
THE' CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE ) 
AND mx:::msITY OF SAID LF.ADVILLE urILI- ) 
TIJ:ll3 COMPANY WITH RESPEX::T TO SERVICE ) 
IN SAID CITY AND COMMUNITIES: AND THE ) 
PURCHASE, MANUFACTURE, TRANSMISSION, ) 
DISTRIBUI'ION AND SALE OF GAS, EITHER ) 
NATURAL, ARTIFICIAL OR MIXED, IN SAID ) 
CITY AND COMMU.NITW, IN TEE AREAS l 
ADJACENT TREREI'O AND ALONG TEE GAS 
TRANSMISSION LINE THERETO. 

* 

APPLICATION NO. 21718-Amend.ed 
SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER 

November 23, 1966 

Appearances: Lee, Bryans, Kelly & Stansfield, 
Esqs., Denver, Colorado, by 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

E •. A. Stansfield, Esq., for Applicant; 
J. M. McNu1ty, Denver, Colorado 

and 
E. R. Thompson, Denver, Colorado, 
of the Staff of the Commission. 

STATEMENT 

By Decision No. 66605 of January 12, 1966 and Decision No. 

67590 of June 21, 1966, Application No. 21718...Amended, the Commission 

approved the purchase by the Public Service Company of Colorado of the 

gas distribution system and related facilities of the Lead.ville 

Utilities Company in the City of Lead.ville, Colorado. As part of the 

Order in the above matter, Public Service was required. to submit to 

the Commission for approval within one hundred twenty (120) days after 

the consummation of the aforesaid acquisition of the facilities, the 



proposed entries to be made on its books to reflect such acquisition, 

the date such acquisition was effected and the final acquisition 

cost to Public Service of said facilities. 

On June 171 1966, Public Service petitioned. the Cozmnission 

for an extension of time within which to submit proposed. entries to 

be made on its books to reflect the acquisition of facilities of 

Leadville Utilities Company located in Leadville, Colorado, Such 

petition was granted and the time was extended. to August 23, 1966 

by Decision No. 67590, Application No. 21718-.Amended Supplemental 

Order. 

On August 22, 1966, Public Service did file with the 

Commission the final purchase price and total payment to Leadville 

Utilities Company for its physical properties, accounts receivable 

from customers, franchises, agreements, operating rights and other 

facilities. It also reported the estimated original cost of the 

property, the estimated accumulated depreciation and the resulting 

plant acquisition adjustment amount for which journal entries re­

flecting these transactions were presented. Also included was a 

schedule of plant investment as of July 31, 1965 prepared by Public 

Service accountants which showed total utility plant after adjustments 

to be $2851 058.76 and non-utility plant of $25,396.18 for a total 

Of $310,454.94. 

After Public Service filed its proposed journal entries 

August 22, 1966, in response to the Commission's Decision No. 66605, 

for the acquisition of the Leadville Utilities Company's physical 

properties and other assets, the Public utilities Commission's 

accounting staff reviewed the analytical work papers made by Public 

Service accountants of the books of record of the Leadville Utilities 

Company as well as the annual reports of Lead.ville Utilities Comp$X1.Y 

on file with the Cozmnission; at the same time the Commission's 

engineering staff proceeded to investigate the procedures and method.$ 
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by which Public Service had arrived at the estimated original costs 

of plant and depreciation reserve. The staff concltded that the 

analysis of the books and records of Leadville Utilities Company was 

thorough and resulted in the adjusted utility and non-utility 

original cost plant noted above; and that there is no certainty as 

to the accuracy of a number of the unsupported entries on Leadville's 

books. The Staff therefore recommends to the Commission that the 

estimates, original cost, accumulated depreciation and plant acqui­

sition adjustment as set forth in the proposed journal entries sub• 

mitted by Public Service be entered on the books of Public Service 

representing acquisition of the Leadville Utilities Company's 

properties. 

Case No. 4693, instituted by the Commission in 1938 bas to 

do with the original cost of Class A and B electric and gas utilities 

operating in Colorado under Commission jurisdiction. By Decision 

No. 41682 of December 9, 1953, the Commission approved the original 

cost of the Public Service Company of Colorado as of December 31, 1938; 
All additions and retirements since 1938 were required to be in 

accordance with the Uniform System of Accounts and therefore the 

books of the Company reflect original costo By Decision No. 41682, 

the Commission prescribe:i a method for the handling of Acquisition 

Adjustment cost for acquire:i properties from non-affiliated owners. 

The Public Service Company in proposing the journal entries for the 

Leadville Utilities Company proper~y has followed the same accounting 

procedure as prescribed by the Commission in its previous order. 

Inasmuch as the Company is following the mandate of this 

Commission as a result of a prior hearing, we see no need at this 

time to set this matter of the original cost of the Leadville 

utilities Company properties for hearing. Accordingly, we will issue 

an Order in this matter based upon the filing of acquisition figures 

by Public Service Company, August 22, 1966. 
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FINDINGS 

THE COMMISSION FINDS: 

That the Commission has jurisdiction of the Public Service 

Company of Colorado, and of the subject matter herein. 

That the Commission is fully advised in the premises. 

That the foregoing Statement be made a part hereof by 

reference. 

That the Public Service Company of Colorado should be per­

mitted to book the accounting entries set forth in our Order foll~, 

reflecting the purchase by said Company of the Leadville Utilities 

Company. 

That the amount shown charged to Account 114, Utility Plant 

Acquisition Adjustments, be charged off to earned surplus in the 

current year. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the Public Service Company of Colorado be, and it 

hereby is, authorized to book journal entries set out below to reflect 

the purchase of the Leadville Utilities Company. 

Account 
Number Account Name 

Cost of Acquisition 
102 Utility Plant Purchased or Sold 
131 Cash 

Original Cost 
101 Utility Plant in Service 
121 Non-Utility Plant 
102 Utility Plant Purchased or Sold 

Depreciation 
102 utility plant Purchased. or Sold 
lo8 Depreciation of utility Plant in 

Service 
122 Depreciation of Non-Utility Property 

Ad,justment 
114 Utility Plant Acquisition .Adjustment 
121 Non-Utility Property 
102 utility Plant Purchased or Sold 

-4-

Debits 

$353,264.52 

354,618.17 
25,396.18 

30,197.03 

3,216.71 
230.49 

Credits 

$353,264.52 

380,014.35 

27,350.08 
2,846.95 

3,447.20 



That the amount shown charged to Account ll4, utility 

Plant Acquisition Adjustments, be charged. off to earned surplus in 

the current year. 

That Public Service Company of Colorado shall continue to 

keep its books and accounts in accordance with the Uniform System of 

Accounts as prescribed by this Commission. 

That a copy of this Order be filed in Application 

No. 21718 in the matter of the purchase by Public Service Company 

of Colorado of the gas distribution system of the Leadville Utilities 

Company. 

That jurisdiction of this matter be, and it hereby is, 

retained to the end that the Connnission may make such Order or Orders 

in the premises as it may deem to be proper and desirable. 

That this Order shall become effective forthwith. 

~HE PUBLIC Ul'ILITI~ COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of November, 1966. 

ls 
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(Decision No. 68555) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITW COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * 
IN TEE MATI'ER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
THE INTERMOUNTAIN RURAL ~TRIC l 
ASSOCIATION, LITTLEil'ON, COLORADO, 
FOR AN ORDER Alfl'IiORIZING THE ISSUANCE 
OF S:EX;URITIES, AND THE .APPLICATION 
OF TEE PROCEEDS THEREFROM TO CERTAIN ) 
LAWFUL PURPOSES. ) 

* 

APPLICATION NO o 22261..S~tmITim 

November 23, 1966 

Appearances: Cecil R. Ditsch, Esqo, Littleton, 
Colorado, for Applicant; 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

J. M• McNulty, Denver, Colorado 
and 

E. R. Thompson, Denver, Colorado, 
of the Staff of the Commission. 

STATEMENT 

By this application, filed October 25, 1966, The Interm.ountain 

Rural Electric Association (later herein referred. to as "Interm.ountaintt) 

seeks authority to borrow from the Rural Electrification Administration 

$2,137,000 to be evidenced by a mortgage note identified as "REA 

Project Designation: Colorado 16-AB Jefferson", maturing over a period 

of thirty-five (35) years and bearing interest at two per cent (2'1>) 

per annum, to authorize a certain mortgage securing payment of said 

note; and to approve an amending loan contract dated. as of June 1, 1966 

between The Interm.ountain Rural Electric Association and the United 

States of America and to authorize Interm.ountain to use the proceeds 

therefrom for specified purposes. 

The matter was set for hearing after due notice to all 

interested parties on November 7, 1966 at 2:00 o~lock P.M. in the 

Hearing Room of the Commission, 532 State Services Building, Denver, 

Colorado, and was there heard by the Commission and at the conclusion 

thereof taken under advisement. 



No protests were filed with the Commission with regard 

to the application and no one appeared at the hearing in opposition 

to the granting of the authority sought. 

Intermountain is a Colorado corporation and is engaged in 

the b"USiness of purchasing and acquiring electric energy for distri­

bution and sale to its members and to non-members in the Counties of 

Adams, Arapahoe, Clear Creek, Douglas, Elbert, El Paso, Jefferson, 

Park and Teller all in the State of Colorado. Parts of the above areas 

of service were acquired by Applicant by transfer from public utilities 

after application to this Commission., 

Testimony of Intermountain's witnesses and exhibits intro­

duced at the hearing reveal that Intermountain has an electric system 

consisting of properties acquired as heretofore noted together with 

additional properties it has constructed to serve member and non-meniber 

consl.mlers. To finance both the acquisition of the aforesaid utility 

properties and their rehabilitation, and the construction of the new 

lines and facilities to serve members and non-members, Intermountain 

has from time to time borrowed money from the United States of 

.America through the Rural Electrification .Administration. At this 

time Intermountain proposes to borrow $2,137,000 from the Rural 

Electrification .Administration for the construction, completion, 

extension and improvement of its facilities and the improvement and 

maintenance of its electric service to its consumers. 

The proposed construction and installation of facilities 

are summarized as follows: 
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Distribution: 

174.15 miles of single phase, 2 wire lines 
17 miles of three phase, 4 wire lines 

5 miles new tie lines in Douglas and 
Elbert Counties 

198.5 miles conversion and line changes 
New substations and switching equipment 

44-7.2/12.5 lCV at Green Mountain Park, 
Larkspur and Kiowa 

Increase substation capacity 1500 to 3750 at 
Conifer and Deer Trail 

11 155 transformers and 11 745 meters to serve 
new consumers 

200 new transformers, 200 new meters, 200 sets 
of service wires to increase capacity 
of existing consumer services 

Sectionalizing equipment and regulators 
Engineering Fees 
Reimbursement of general funds for construction 

completed. 

Total distribution 

Transmission: 

New transmission line, 23 miles of 44 lCV -
Franktown to Kiowa 

New substation and switching equipment, 44 lCV 
Kiowa line located at Goab Switch 

Right-of-way procurement 
Engineering Fees 

Total transmission 

GRAND TOTAL 

15,100 
330,448 

128,6oo 

72,000 

362,750 

79,250 
111,675 
91,322 

1:;?2,0001 

$1,973,650 

126,500 

5,000 
23,000 
8,850 

163,320 

$2,137,000 

The above estimate of construction and installation of electric 

equipment proposed. to be installed. within the next two years was pre-

pared by a consulting engineering firm, C. H. Guernsey & Company in 

collaboration with Intermountain's engineers and was set forth in 

a Statement of Cost Estimates and Loan Budget for Electric Borrowers 

introduced. into evidence as Exhibit l. Also as part of Exhibit l 

there was included. a Loan Feasibility Study whereby it is estimated. 

that in the year 1968 after the proposed. borrowing and expenditures 

for additional electrical facilities, the margins of receipts over 

total annual expenditures will amount to approximately $4701 000. 

As evidence of Intermountain's financial position there 

were introduced. into evidence its Balance Sheet as of September 301 

1966 and its Statement of Income for the nine months ending 
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September 30, 1966. These statements indicate that Intermountain 

is in a reasonably strong financial position. As of this date, total 

margins and equities stood at $2,5351 254 and long term debt at 

$6,677,400. This total amount of debt is after advance payments 

unapplied of $1,058,305. Total equity in relation to total capital­

ization is 27.5%. As of September 30, 1966, Intermountain had funds 

available for contingencies of approximately $9001 000 not inclu:ling 

the cushion of credit ma.de available by the advance payments to the 

Rural Electrification Administration unapplied. 

Operating revenues for the nine months ending September 30, 

1~66 a.mounted to $4o8,348 and non-operating margins amounted to 

$10,841 for a total of patronage capital and margins of $419,189. It 

is estimated that the total net margins for the year 1966 will exceed 

the net operating margins for the year 1965. 

In view of the steady growth of the territory served by 

Intermountain and the increasing a.mount of operating revenues and 

resulting net income, the service costs of the additional debt of 

$2,137,000 will not be an undue burden upon Intermountain. 

FINDINGS 

THE COMMISSION FINDS: 

That The Intermountain Rural Electric Association is a 

public utility as defined by Chapter 115-l-3, Colorado Revised Statutes, 

1963. 

That this Commission has jurisdiction over said Applicant 

and the subject matter of this application herein. 

That tr.is Commission is fuJ..ly advised in the premises. 

Th.at the above and foregoing Statement is incorporated in 

these Findings by reference. 

That the proposed issuance of a mortgage note in the 

principal amount uf $2,1371 000, essentially in the same form as 
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irrtrod.'J.ce.i in ~h:i.bi"t 5, is reasonably required and necessary for 

it;:; proper long term dabt financing and shoul.d. be authorized and 

approved. 

That the entering into by Applicant of a.mending loan 

contrac:t dated as of June l, 1966 between The Intermountain Rural 

FJ.ectrie Assoc:iatio:n and the United States of America, Exhibit 3 

herein, should be authorized and approved. 

That the mortgage in essentially the same form as Exhib~t 

4 necessary for the securing of this and other notes issued by 

Appli::;e.:.'lt, should be authorized and approved. 

~'hat the issuance of the mortgage note of $2,137,000 for 

the pm11oses set f'orth in the foregoing Statement is permitted by 

and consistent with the provisions of Chapter 115, Colorado Revised 

Sta.tut~s, 1963. 

That wi thi:i.1 one hundred twenty ( 120) days of the final 

execution of the instruments authorized herein, Applicant should 

file with the Commission one conformed executed copy of each of 

such instruments. 

That the Order sought herein should be issued and ma.de 

eff erc;tive forth'Wi th. 

ORDER 

~-COMMISSION OBDERS: 

~1hat the iss-..:u:1J1ce by The Interm.ountain Rural Electric 

.Association of the mortgage note in the principal amount of 

$2,,1.37,,:0i:.'10 essentially in the same form as Exhibit 5 introduced in 

this proceeding, be, and the same hereby is, authorized and approved. 

Th.et the entering into by Applicant of am.ending loan 

cont:ract dated as of June l, 1966 between The Intermounta.in Rural 

Electrb Association and the United States of America, Exhibit 3 

her2in, should be, am the same is hereby, authorized and approved.. 

-5-



Th~t the mortgage in essentially the same form as Exhibit 4, 

necessary for the securing of this and other notes issued by Applicant, 

shouJ..i 'be, and the same is hereby, authorized and approved. 

That wit:1:J..in one hundred twenty (120) days of the final 

execution of the ins·truments authorized herein, Applicant shall file 

with the Commission one conformed executed. copy of each of said 

instrumentso 

That the Commission retains jurisdiction of these proceedings 

to the end that it may make such further Order or Orders in the 

premises as it may deem proper and desirable. 

That the authority herein granted shall be exercised from 

and after this date, this Order being made effective forthwith. 

THE PUBLIC urILITIE3 COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of November, 1966. 

ls 
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{bitision No. 68556) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISISON 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF) 
NORWOOD TRUCK LINE, INC., P. 0. BOX) 
455, NORWOOD~ COLORADO, FOR A CER- ) 
TIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND ) 
NECESSITY AUTHORIZING OPERATION AS ) 
A COMMON CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE ) 
FOR HIRE FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF ) 
HEAVY EQUIPMENT AS FOLLOWS: ROAD ) 
CONSTRUCTION EQUIPMENT AND MACHIN- ) 
ERV, MINING MACHINERY AND EQUIPMENTJ 
FARM MACHINERY AND EQUIPMENT, LOG- ) 
GING MACHINERY AND EQUIPMENT, AND ) 
DITCHING MACHINERY AND EQUIPMENT, ) 
FROM POINT TO POINT IN AN AREA ) 
WITHIN A RADIUS OF FIFTY MILES OF ) 
NORWOOD, COLORADO, AND TO AND FROM ) 
POINTS IN SAID AREA, FROM AND TO ) 
POINTS WITHIN THE STATE OF COLORADO~ 
PROVIDED NO SERVICE SHALL BE REN- ) 
DERED IN COMPETITION WITH ANY LINE-) 
HAUL COMMON CARRIER SERVING SAID ) 
AREA. ) 

November 23, 1966 

APPLICATION NO. 22154 

Appearances: John J. Conway, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Applicant; 

Truman A. Stockton, Jr., Esq., 
Denver, Colorado, for 
Telluride Transfer; 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

Orville Dunlap, Montrose, 
Colorado, for Orville Dunlap 
and Son. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

By application filed September 1, 1966, Norwood Truck Line, Inc. 

sought authority to conduct those motor vehicle common carrier operations as 

set forth in the caption hereof. 

The Comm,ission thereupon gave notice as provided by law, and 

Protests were filed by Telluride Transfer and by Orville Dunlap and Son. 

Pursuant to such notice, public hearing on the application was held in the 

County Court Room of the Montrose County Courthouse on November 10, 1966, 

Commissioner Howard S. Bjelland presiding. 



After the call of the application but prior to the taking of 

evidence, Applicant moved to amend its application to read as follows: 
11 4. That Applicant requests a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity to conduct operations as a 
common carrier by motor vehicle for hire, for the 
transportation of heavy equipment as follows; Road 
construction equipment and machinery, mining machinery 
and equipment, farm machinery and equipment, logging 
machinery and equipment, and ditching machinery and 
equipment, from point to point in an area within a 
radius of twenty-five miles of Norwood, Colorado, and 
to and from points in said area, from and to points 
within the State of Colorado; provided no service shall 
be rendered in competition with any line-haul common 
carrier serving said area; and further restricted 
against movements of mining machinery and equipment 
between points located within the eastern one-half 
of said twenty-five mile radius on the one hand, and 
on the other, points in Colorado. 11 

It is the amended portion of the application which is underlined above. Both 

Telluride Transfer and Orville Dunlap and Son indicated they had no objection 

to the proposed amendment, and accordingly, the same was accepted by the 

presiding Commissioner. Both Protestants thereupon withdrew their protests, 

and the taking of testimony commenced. 

Douglas M. Garner, President, Director, and a stockholder of Applicant, 

testified that Norwood Truck Line, Inc., is a Colorado corporation, and that 

its articles of incorporation are on file with the Commission. He also tes­

tified generally concerning the existing authority of the Applicant, such 

being Certificate No. 943 & I, and Permit No. B-6636. The former authorizes, 

generally, the transportation of ore, livestock, lumber, grain, hay and general 

farm products within a radius of fifty miles of Norwood, and from points in 

said area from and to points in the State of Colorado, and the latter authorizes, 

generally, the transportation of sand, gravel, and other road-surfacing mater­

ials used in the construction of roads and highways from supply-points in the 

State of Colorado to raod jobs, etc., within a radius of seventy-five miles of. 

the supply points. He also indicated that these authorities had been obtained 

by the Applicant approximately six months ago by way of transfer. 

Mr. Garner also testified that the Applicant presently owns adequate 

equipment with which to render the proposed service, and that the Applicant 

-2-



presently has five drivers who are experienced in the transportation of 

heavy equipment. He also testified that the Applicant would add such addi­

tional equipment and personnel as might be necessary to meet the demands of 

the public should the application be granted. 

Mr. Garner also testified generally concerning the financial 

condition of the Applicant, and indicated that the company has a net worth of 

approximately $25,000.00. He also testified that he has had approximately 

10 to 12 calls for service seeking the transportation of heavy equipment 

within the past six months (even though he is personally present only about 

half the time), that most of these calls were from within a radius of twenty­

five miles of Norwood, and that he received a letter from a County Commissioner 

of San Miguel County to the Commission in support of the application. 

Mr. Garner also testified that if the application is granted, the 

Applicant would generally station its equipment at Norwood, where it has 

shop and office facilities, that its personnel would be on call 24-hours each 

day, and that he is not aware of any line-haul common carrier serving in the 

area covered by the amended application. He concluded his testimony by stating 

that if the application is granted, the Applicant would comply with all of 

the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

Ray Davis, a rancher located about five miles from Norwood, testi­

fied that he is associated with the Farmers Water Development Company, and 

that both he personally and the Company have certain heavy equipment which 

requires moving in the area described in the applic~tion. He also testified 

that he has never used any common carrier, other than Orville Dunlap and Son, 

for the movement of this equipment, and that the time-lag and dead-head 

mileage charges involved in Dunlap 1 s service generally precluded its use. He 

also testified that he was not aware of any common carriers affording the 

type of service proposed by Applicant in the immediate Norwood area, that 

no common carrier would lose any business, insofar as he was concerned, by 

the grant of the authority requested, and that he and the development company 

would use the services of the Applicant if the application is granted. 
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Gail Oliver, who is in the construction business in the Norw0od 

area, testified that he has certain heavy equipment that requires moving 

in the vicinity of Norwood. He also testified that the time-lag and dead­

head mileage charges involved in obtaining service from either of the Pro­

testants would generally preclude the use of their services, and that he had 

never been solicited by either of the Protestants for the transportation of 

heavy equipment. He also testified that he was not aware of any common 
I,,,, 

carrier operating in the immediate Norwood area, that no common carrier 

would lose any business if the application is granted, and that he would use 

the services of the Applicant if the application is granted. 

Charles P. Hughes, of Olathe, Colorado, testified that he is an 

officer, director, and stockholder in the Applicant, and that he is a)so 
> 
~ 

associated with Hughes Brothers, a ranching operation in the vicinity of 

Norwood. He also testified generally along the same lines and to the same 

effect as did Mr. Oliver, as indicated above. 

Neither of the original Protestants, nor any other person, testified 

in opposition to the granting of the application as amended. 

On the basis of the foregoing, the Commission finds and concludes 

that the present and future public convenience and necessity requires and 

will require the granting of the authority sought in the amended application, 

and the Commission specifically finds that as to the commodity and territory 

involved in such applicaiton, there is a public need for the service proposed 

by Applicant, and existing common carrier service is inadequate. 

0 R D E R 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the Applicant, Norwood Truck Line, Inc., is hereby granted 
"" ') 't 4 .. 

authority as sought in its application~ as amended, as follows: 
11 For the transportation of heavy equipment as follows: 
Road construction equipment and machinery, mining 
machinery and equipment, farm machinery and equipment, 
logging machinery and equipment, and ditching machinery 
and equipment, from point to point in an area within a 
radius of twenty-five miles of Norwood, Colorado, and 
to and from points in said area, from and to points 
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within the State of Colorado; provided no service 
shall be rendered in competition with any line-haul 
common carrier serving said area; and further restricted 
against movements of mining machinery and equipment 
between points located within the eastern one-half 
of said twenty-five mile radius on the one hand, and 
on the other, points in Colorado. 11 

And this ORDER shall be the CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY 

therefor. 

That Applicant shall file tariffs of rates, rules and regulations as 

required by the rules and regulations of this Commission within twenty days 

from date. 

That Applicant shall operate its carrier system in accordance with 

the order of the Commission except when prevented by Act of God, the public 

enemy or extreme conditions. 

That this Order is subject to compliance by the Applicant with all 

present and future laws and rules and regulations of the Commission. 

This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from date. 
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THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of November, 1966. 
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(Decision No. 68557) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF 
LINK TRUCK LINES, INC., BOX 151, 
GENOA, COLORADO, FOR A CERTIFICATE OF 
PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSrrY 
AurHORIZING EXTENSION OF OPERATIONS 
uNDER PUC NO. 400. 
0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

) 
) 
) 
) 

~ 
APPLICATION NO. 22171-Extension 

• a • a • • • - -

November 23, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY Tm: CCUMISSION: 

On September 13, 1966, the above-styled application was filed 

with the Commission seeking a certificate of public convenience and 

necessity authorizing extension of operations under PUC No. 400. 

Said matter was regularly set for hearing before the Commission 

on October 7, 1966, at Limon, Colorado. On September 29, 1966, said 

hearing was vacated and the application was to be later reset for hearing 

before the Commission. 

Since that time said matter has been pending with no request 

f'or hearing. 

As the Commission is desirous of closing its docket on long-

pending matters, the COilDilission states and finds that unless written re-

quest for setting of the above entitled matter for hearing shall be reQ 

ceived by the Commission before the effective date of this Order, the 

application should be dismissed for want of prosecution. 

ORDER 

TEE CCJ.1MISSION ORDERS: 

. That the application herein filed be, and hereby is, dismissed, 

unless written request for hearing shall be received by the Commission 

before the effective date of this Order. 



This Order shall become effective thirty (30) days from the 

date hereof. 

THE PUBLIC tJrILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at.Dever, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of November, 1966 

et 



(Decision No. 68558 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC tJ.rU,~IES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE O.F.' COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

JAMES E. EGGERING 
4003 VALLEY DRIVE 
PUEBLO, COLORADO 81001 PUC NO. 5806-I 

- ------ -- ---
November 23,1966 

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 be suspended. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein request 

of suspension will be in the public interest and should be granted as set 

forth in the Order following. 

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 December 9, 1966 to and including June 9, 1967. 

That unless prior to the expiration of said suspension period, a 

request in writing for reinstatement thereof be made with the Commission, 

insurance be filed, and compliance with all rules and regulations of the 

Commission applicable thereto be ma.de, said authority, without further action 

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

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC U:CILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denv r, Colorado, 
this 23rd da.y of November 19 66 



(Decision No. 68559 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UI'II?;r:rIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STA.TE o:w COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
RECREATION ENTERPRISES INC. 1 dba 
COLORADO CANYON CRUISES 
1st & GRAND 
GRAND JUNCTION, COLORADO 81501 

• • • • • • • • • • • • • a • • • • • • 

PUC NO. 6047 

November 23,1966 

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 be suspended. 

The Commission states and finds that to grant the herein request 

of suspension will be in the public interest and should be granted as set 

forth in the Order following. 

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 November 20, 1966 to and including May 20, 1967 

That unless prior to the expiration of said suspension period, a 

request in writing for reinstatement 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. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Den er, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of November 19 66 

et 



(Decision No. 68560) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC tn'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF TEE APPLICATION OF ) 
NORWOOD TRlCK LINE, me., P.O. BOX 455, ) 
NORWOOD, COLORADO, FOR A CLASS "B" ) 
PERMIT TO OPERATE AS A PRIVATE CARRIER )) 
BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HIRE, FOR TRANS-
PORTATION OF GASOLINE AND DIESEL FUELS, ) 
IN BULK, FOR CONN SUPPLY CO. ONLY, FROM ) APPLICATION NO. 22153-PP 
THE PHILLIPS Pm'ROLEUM COMPANY PI.A.N'r ) 
NEAR DENVER.11 COWRAD0.11 TO CONN SUPPLY ) 
co.J) NORWOODJ) COLORADO, AND TO CUS- ). 
TOMERS OF CONN SUPPLY CO. LOCATED WITHIN ) 
A RADIU3 OF 25 MILES OF NORWOOD .11 ) 
COLORADO. ) -- ~ - - - - - - - - - - - -

- - - - - - - ---
November 23, 1966 

Appearances: John J. Conway, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Norwood Truck 
Line, Inc., Applicant; 

Truman A. Stockton, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Telluride 
Transfer, Protestant; 

T. Peter Craven, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Ward. Transport, 
Inc. and Ruan Transport 
Corporation, Protestants; 

Orville Dunlap, Montrose, Colorado, 
for Orville Dunlap and Son, 
Protestant. 

PROCEDURE AND R:mORD 

On September 2, 1966, Norwood Truck Line, Inc., hereinafter 

referred to either by full corporate name or as Applicant, filed the 

instant application (No. 22153) seeking a Class "B" permit authorizing 

it to operate as a private carrier by motor vehicle for hire in intra-

state commerce for the transportation of: 

"gasoline and diesel fuels, in bulk, for Conn 
Supply Co. only, from the Phillips Petroleum 
Company plant near Denver, Colorado, to Conn 
Supply Co., Norwood, Colorado, and to customers 
of Conn Supply Co. located within a radius of 
25 miles of Norwood, Coloradoo 11 

On September 24, 1966, Orville Dunlap and Son filed a letter protest. 

On October 3, 1966, Telluride Transfer filed a letter protest. On 



October 11, 1966, Ward Transport, Inc. and Ruan Transport Corporation 

filed a protest. On October 17, 1966, Norwood Truck Line, Inc. served 

interrogatories on the protestants. On October 25, 1966, Ward Trans­

port, Inc. and Ruan Transport Corporation filed objections to the 

interrogatories. These objections were heard by the Commission, and 

on November 31 1966, the Commission entered Decision No. 68481 

sustaining the objections to the interrogatories. 

After due and proper notice to all interested parties, 

the application was heard by Commissioner Howard S. Bjelland in the 

County Court Room, Montrose, Colorado, on Thursday, November 101 

1966 at l:OO o'clock P.M. Douglas Garner, the President and Manager 

of Applicant, and Marion Conn, the owner of Conn Supply Co., 

testified in support of the application. Applicant's Exhibit No. A 

and No. B were admitted in evidence. Paul Hare, Ruan Denver District 

Manager, and D.S. Smith, Sales and Traffic Ma.nager"for Ward, 

testified in support of the protests. Protestants' Exhibits No. l 

to 7, inclusive, were admitted in evidence. Upon conclusion of the 

hearing, the Presiding Commissioner took the matter under advisement. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

After due and careful consideration of the entire record 

in this proceeding, the Commission finds, as fact, from such record 

that: 

1. Norwood Truck Line, Inc., the Applicant herein, is 

presently engaged. in the business of motor carrier transportation 

for hire under PUC No. 941 & I and Permit No. B-6636. It presently 

operates a total of fifteen pieces of equipment, consisting of five 

tractors and ten trailers. Applicant has entered into a contract 

to purchase a tractor and tanker to render service to Conn Supply 

Co. if the instant application is granted. Applicant has a net 

financial worth of about $201 000. 
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2. Conn Supply Co. is a retail and wholesale petroleum 

business located in Norwood, Colorado, and owned by Marion Conn. 

1'~or the past eleven years 1 Conn Supply Co. has hauled its own 

pe"t:roleum p:rod.uc;ts from the Denver area to Norwood. Conn wishes to 

use the proposed se:r·vice of Applicant. If the application is denied, 

Conn. will continue to do its own ha:ulin.g, as it has done for the 

past eleven yea.rs. Corm has certain volume customers for petroleum 

products located within a twenty-five mile radius of Norwood who have 

storage tank facilities large enough to warrant direct delivery 

from. a tankero 

3. Applicant has entered into an agreement with Conn 

Supply Coo to haul the petroleum products needs of Conn from the 

Phillips Petroleum Company plant near Denver, Colorado, to Conn 

Supply Co., Norwood, Colorado, a.'fld to customers of Conn Supply Co. 

located within a radius of twenty~five miles of Norwood. Conn 

desires and will utilize this service. 

4. Applicant has adequate finances, equipment and 

experienee to render the proposed service. The proposed operation 

of Applicant will not impair the efficient public service of any 

authorized motor vehicle common carrier. 

5. The application should be granted. 

ORDER 

TEE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Norwood Truck Line, Inc., .Norwood, Colorado, be, and 

hereby is.1> authorized to operate as a Class "B" private carrier by 

motor vehicle for hire)) for the transportation of gasoline and 

diesel fuels, in buJ.k, for Conn Cupply Co. only, from the Phillips 

Petroleum Company plant near Denver, Colorado, to Conn Supply Co., 

Norwood, Colorado,, and to customers of Conn Supply Co.,, located 

within a radius of 25 miles of Norwood, Colorado, and this ORDER 

shall be deemed to be, and be,, a PERMIT therefor. 
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That all operations hereunder shall be strictly contract 

operations, the Cormnission retaining jurisdiction to make such 

amendments to this permit deemed ad vi sable. 

That this Order is the permit herein provided for, but 

it shall not become effective until Applicant has filed a statement 

of its customers, copies of all special contracts or memoranda of 

their terms, the necessary tariffs, required insurance and has secured 

authority sheets. 

That the right of applicant to operate hereunder shall 

depend upon its compliance with all present and future laws and 

rules and regulations of the Connnission. 

date. 

This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from 

THE PUBLIC lJI'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

COMMISSIONER RALPH C. HORTON 
N~ESSARILY .ABSENT AND NOT 
PARTICIPATING. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of November, 1966. 

ls 
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{Decision No. 68561) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UI'ILITIES C<J.n.iISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* *• * 
RE INCREASED CHARTER COACH CHARGES, ) 
RULES AND REGULATIONS: NATIONAL BUS ) 
TRAFFIC ASSOCIATION, INC., AGENT, ) 
CHARTER COACH TARIFF NO. A-405, ) 

INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION 
DOCKET NO. 577 

COLORADO P.u.c. NO. 145. ) .... 
- - - - - --- - - - - - - - - - - - - SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER 

November 23,1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 
/ 

BY THE CCJ.n.iISSION: 

On October 17, 1966, the Commission entered Devision No. 68353 

in the above-styled matter, which, among other things, set the herein 

matter for hearing on November 30, 1966, at 10:00 A.M., at 532 State Services 

Building, Denver, Colorado. 

The Commission is in receipt of a communication from John R. Barry, 

Attorney for National Bus Traffic Association, requesting that the hearing 

presently set for November 30, 1966, be continued and reset for hearing at 

a future date to be determined by the Commission. 

The Commission states and finds that the hearing date on the above­

styled matter presently set for November 30, 1966, as specified by Decision 

No. 68353, should be vacated and that said hearing be held on January 4, 

1967, as set forth in the Order following. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the hearing on the above-styled matter presently set for 

November 30, 1966, be, and the same hereby is, vacated. 

That said matter be, and the same hereby is, reset for hearing 

on January 4, 1967, at lO:OO o'clock A.M., at 532 State Services Building, 

1525 Sherman Street, Denver, Colorado. 



This Order shall become effective forthwith. 

-2-

THE PUBLIC l111ILITIES C<H-1ISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

C<H-1ISSIONER RALPH C. HORTON NECESSARILY 
ABSENT AND NOT PARTICIPATING 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of November, 1966 

et 
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(Decision No. 68562) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
TOM BRANSON AND MARILYN BRANSON, 464 ~) 
GRAND AVENUE, DELTA, COLORADO, FOR A 
CLASS "B" PERMIT TO OPERA!E AS A APPLICATION NO. 22189-PP 
PRIVATE CARRIER BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR ) 
HIRE, FOR THE TRANSPORTATION OF APPLE ) 
PUMICE FROM SPEAS VINmAR, DELTA, )) 
COLORADO, TO RANCHES WITHIN A 10-MILE ) 
RADIUS OF DELTA, COLORADOo 

November 23, 1966 

Appearances: Marilyn Branson, Delta, 
Colorado, for Applicants. 

PROCEDURE AND RFX!ORD 

On September 221 1966, Tom Branson and Marilyn Branson, 

Delta, Colorado, hereinafter referred to by their full names or as 

Applicants, filed the instant application (No. 22189-PP) seeking 

authority to operate as a Class "B" private carrier by motor vehicle 

for hire in intrastate commerce for the: 

"Transportation of apple pumice from Speas 
Vinegar, Delta, Colorado, to ranches within 
a 10-mile radius of Delta, Colorado." 

After due and proper notice to all interested parties, the matter 

was heard by Commissioner Howard s. Bjelland on Thursday, November 

10, 1966 at l:OO o'clock P.M. in the District Court Room, Court 

House, Montrose, Colorado. 

Marilyn Branson, one of the Applicants, testified in 

support of the application. No one appeared in opposition to the 

granting of the authority sought. After hearing the evidence 

presented, the Presiding Commissioner took the matter under 

advisement. 



FINDINGS OF FACT 

After due and carefu1 consideration of the record in this 

proceeding, the Commission finds as fact from such record that: 

1. Marilyn Branson, wife of Tom Branson, and Tom Branson 

are the Applicants in this proceedingo Marilyn Branson has had 

thirteen years' experience in driving a truck. Tom Branson bas had 

eighteen years' experience in the operation of trucks. The Applicants 

have a 1951 White two-and-one-half ton dump truck which they plan to 

use if the authority sought herein is granted. 

2.. Applicants have a net financial worth of $51 000. Tem­

porary authority to operate was issued by this Commission to the 

Applicants on September 28, 1966. Since that time Applicants have 

been rendering service under such temporary authority. 

3. Applicants a.re familiar with the rules and regulations 

of this Commission and the statutes of the State of Colorado and 

will comply therewith if the authority sought herein be granted. 

4. The operating experience and financial responsibility 

of the Applicants have been established to the satisfaction of the 

Commission. 

5. It did not appear that the proposed service of Applicants 

would impair the efficient public service of any common carrier 

operating in the territory which Applicants seek to serve. 

6. The authority sought herein should be granted. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Tom Branson and Marilyn Branson, Delta, Colorado, be, 

and hereby are, authorized to operate as a Class "B" private carrier 

by motor vehicle for hire, for the transportation of apple pumice 

from Speas Vinegar, Delta, Colorado, to ranches within a ten-mile 

radius of Delta, Colorado, and this ORDER shall be deemed to be, and 

be, a PERMIT therefor. 

-2-



That all operations hereunder shall be strictly contract 

operations, the Commission retaining jurisdiction to make such am.enQ.-

ments to this permit deemed advisable. 

That this Order is the permit herein provided for, but 

it shall not become effecrive until applicants have filed a statem.e~t 

of their customers, copies of all special contracts or mem.oranda 

of their terms, the necessary tariffs, required insurance, and have 

secured authority sheets. 

That the right of applicants to operate hereunder shall 

depend upon their compliance with all present and future laws and 

rules and regulations of the Commission. 

date. 

This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of November, 1966. 

ls 
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(Decision No. 68563) 

BEFORE TH.E PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
MERLIN V. WELTON, 101 VISTA VIEW, )) 
MONTROSE, COWRADO, FOR A CLASS "B 11 

PERMIT TO OPERATE AS A PRIVATE CARRIER )) 
BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR HmE, FOR TEE 
TRANSPORTATION OF LOGS, POLES AND ) 
TIMBER PRODU::TS, , FROM FORESTS TO SAW- ) 
MILLS, PLACES OF STORAGE AND LOADING ) 
POINTS WITHIN A RADIUS OF 100 MILES OF ) 
SAID FORESTS; ROtGH LUMBER, FROM SAW- ) 
MILLS IN SAID 100 MILE RADIUS TO MARKEI'S ) 
IN THE STATE OF COLORADO, PROVIDED, ) 
HOWEVER, THAT NO TOWN-TO-TOWN SERVICE )) 
SHALL BE RENDERED. 

APPLICATION NO. 22272-PP 

- ~ - - - - - ~ - - -
November 23, 1966 

Appearances: Mrs. Merlin V. Welton, Montrose, 
Colorado, for Merlin V. 
Welton, Applicant. 

PROCEDURE AND REX:ORD 

On October 31, 1966, Merlin V. Welton, Montrose, Colorado, 

hereinafter referred t0 by full name or as Applicant, filed the instant 

application (No. 22272-PP) seeking authority to operate as a Class 

"B" private carrier by motor vehicle for hire in intrastate commerce 

for the: 

"Transportation of logs, poles and timber products, 
from forests to sawmills, places of storage and 
loading points within a radius of ·100 miles of said 
forests; rough lumber, from sawmills in said 100-mile 
radius to markets in the State of Colorado; provided, 
powever, that no town-to-town service shall be 
rendered.iu 

After due and proper notice to all interested parties, the matter 

was heard by Commissioner Howard S. Bjelland on Thursday, November 

10, 1966 at 1:00 o'clock P.M. in the District Court Room, Court House, 

Montrose, Colorado. 

Mrs. Merlin V. Welton, wife of Applicant, testified in 

support of the application. No one appeared in opposition to the 



• 
granting of the authority sought. After hearing the evidence presented., 

the Presiding Commissioner took the matter under advisement. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

After due and carefuJ. consideration of the record in this 

proceeding, the Commission finds as fact from such record that: 

1. Merlin v. Welton is the Applicant in this proceeding. 

He has had eighteen years' experience in the operation of trucks and 

is the owner of a log truck and trailer. If the authority sought 

herein is granted, Applicant intends to drive this truck himself and 

plans to enter into contracts for the rendition Of service with 

various contractors and individuals. 

2. Applicant has a net financial worth of $331 000. Tem­

porary authority to operate was issued by this Commission to the 

Applicant, and he has been rendering service under such temporary 

authority. 

3. Applicant is familiar with the ruJ.es and reguJ.ations of 

this Commission and the statutes of the State of Colorado and will 

comply therewith if the authority sought herein be granted. 

4. The operating experience and financial responsibility 

of the Applicant have been established. to the satisfaction of the 

Commission. 

5. It did not appear that the proposed. service of Appli­

cant would impair the efficient public service of any common carrier 

operating in the territory which Applicant seeks to serve. 

6. The authority sought herein shouJ.d be granted. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Merlin V. Welton, Montrose, Colorado, be, and hereby 

is, authorized. to operate as a Class "B" private carrier by motor 

vehicle for hire, for the transportation of logs, poles and timber 

-2-
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products, from forests to sawmills, places of storage and loading 

points within a radius of 100 miles of said forests; rough lumber, 

from sawmills in said 100-mile radius to markets in the State of 

Colorado; provided, however, that no town-to-to'Wil service shall be 

rendered, and this ORDER shall be deemed to be, and be, a PERMIT 

therefor. 

That all operations hereunder shall be strictly contract 

operations~ the Commission retaining jurisdiction to make such 

amendments to this permit deemed advisable. 

That this Order is the permit herein provided for, but it 

shall not become effective until applicant has filed a statement of 

his customers, copies of all special contracts or memoranda of their 

terms, the necessary tariffs, required insurance, and has secured 

authority sheets. 

That the right of applicant to operate hereunder shall 

depend upon his compliance with all present and future laws and ruJ.es 

and regulations of the Commission. 

This Order shall become effective' twenty-one days from 

date. 

THE PUBLIC Ul1ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of November, 1966. 

ls 
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(Decision No. 68564) 

BEFORE THE PUJBLIC TJrILITIES CCMi1ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN TEE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
LAWRENCE Ro WHITE, 317 PINE VIEW, ) 
MONTROSE, COLORADO, FOR A CLASS "B" ) 
PERMIT TO OPERATE AS A PRIVATE CARRIER ) 

APPLICATION NO. 22158-PP 

BY MOTOR VEHICLE FOR ECm.E. ) 
- - - - - - - - - ~ - - ~ - - - 0 

November 23, 1966 

Appearances: Lawrence R. White, Montrose, 
Colorado, }?.!...~ ~. 

PROCEDURE AND RECORD 

On September 6, 1966, Lawrence Ro White, Montrose, Colorado, 

herein.after referred to by full name or as Applicant, filed the instant 

application (No. 22158-PP) seeking authority to operate a.s a. Class "B" 

private carrier by motor vehicle for hire in intrastate commerce for the: 

"Transportation of logs, poles and timber 
products, from forests to sawmills, places 
of storage and loading points within a radius 
of 50 miles of said forests; rough lumber, 
from sawmills in said 50 mile radius t,o markets 
in the State of Colorado; provided, however, 
that no town-to-town service shall be rendered." 

After due and proper notice to all interested parties, the matter was heard 

by Commissioner Howard S. Bjelland on Thursd.ay, November 10, 1966 at 1:00 

o'clock P.M. in the District Court Room, Court House, Montrose, Coloradoo 

I.a:wrence R. White testified in support of the application. No 

one appeared in opposition to the granting of the authority sought. After 

hearing the evidence presented, the Presiding Commissioner took the matter 

under advisement. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

After due and careful consideration of the record in this pro-

ceeding, the Commission finds as fact from such record that: 

1. Lawrence R. White is the Applicant in this proceeding. He 

has had nineteen years' ~xperience in the operation of trucks and is the 
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owner of a 1956 logging truck. If the authority sought herein is grant-

·ed, Applicant intends to drive this truck himself and plans to enter 

into contracts for the rendition of service with various contractors and 

individuals. 

2. Applicant has a net financial worth of $5,000. Temporary 

authority to operate was issued by this Commission to the Applicant on 

September 9, 1966. Since that time Applicant has been rendering service 

under such temporary authority. 

3. Applicant is familiar with the rules and regulat~ons of this 

Co:rmnission and the statutes of the State of Colorado and will comply 

therwwith if the authority sought herein be granted. 

4. The operating experience and financial responsibility of 

the Applicant have been established to the satisfaction of the Commission. 

5. It did not appear that the proposed service of Applicant 

would impair the efficient public service of ~ common carrier operating 

in the territory which Applicant seeks to serveo 

6. The authority sought herein should be granted. 

ORDER 

That Lawrence R. White, Montrose, Colorado, be, and hereby is, 

authorized to operate as a. Class "B" private carrier by motor vehicle for 

hire, for the transportation of logs, poles and timber products, from 

forests to sawmills, places of storage and loading points within a radius 

of 50 miles of said forests; rough lumber, from sawmills in said 50-mile 

radius to IDB.rkets in the State of Colorado; provided, however, that no 

town~to-town sel:'V'ice shall be rendered, and this ORDER shall be deemed to 

be, and be, a PERMIT thereforo 

That all operations hereunder shall be strictly contract 

operations, the Commission retaining jurisdiction to make such amend-

ments to this permit deemed advisableo 



That this Order is thepermit herein provided tor, .but it shall 
/ 

not become effective until Applicant has tiled a statement of his custam-

ers, copies of' all special contracts or memora.Dda of' their terms, the 

necessary tarif'f's, required insurance, e.nd has secured authority sheets. 

'!'hat right of Applicant to operate hereunder shall depend upon 

his compliance with all present and future laws and rules and regulations 

of the Commission. 

This Order shall 'became effective twenty-one dais from date. 

_THE PUBLIC tlrILI'.rIES C<JIMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

-3-

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of November, 1966 

et 



(Decision No. 68565) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES CCMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MAT.I'ER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
LEONARD D. SNIFF AND VIRGINIA L. SNIFF. )) 
DOING BUSINESS AS "SNIFF TRUCK LINE, II 
610 soum 13TH STREET, LAMAR, COLORADO, ) 
FOR AurHORITY TO EXTEND OPERATIONS ) 
UNDER PERMIT NO. B-2971 AND PERMIT NO. ) 
B-2971-I. ) 
- - - - --- - - -- ----- -

APPLICATION NO. 21995-PP-Extension 
SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER 

.......... 
November 22, 1966 

Appearances: Herbert M. Boyle, Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for Applicants; 

iY THE COMMISSION: 

A. J. Meiklejohn, Jr., Esq., Denver, 
Colorado, for T. L. Tucker, 
Protestant. 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

On October 26, 1966, the Connnission entered Decision No. 68424 

.in the above-entitled matter. 

On November 14, 1966, "Petition For Reconsideration," was filed 

with the Connnission by the Applicants herein. 

Tbe Connnission has carefully considered said Petition For Re-

consideration filed herein, and each and every allegation thereof, and is 

of the opinion, and finds that said Petition should be denied. 

ORDER 

THE C(ll.1MISSION ORDERS: 

That "Petition For Reconsideration" filed with the Commission by 

the Applicants herein, Leonard D. Sniff and Virginia L. Sniff, doing busi-

ness as "Sniff Truck Line," and each and every allegation thereof, be, 

and the same hereby is, denied. 



hereof. 

This Order shall become effective as of the day and date 

THE PUBLIC UI'ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

~r 
Connnissioners 

COMMISSIONER RALPH C. HORTON 
NECESSARILY ABSENT AND NO'!' 
PARTICIPATING 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day of November, 1966 

·et 
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(Decision No. 68566) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC 'OrILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
LARRY A. SEBRING, DOING BUSINESS AS ) 
"GUNNISON CAB co.," P. o. BOX 3?8, )) 
GUNNISON, COLORADO, TO TRANSFER PD~ NO. 
6610 FROM LARRY A. SEBRING, DOING BUSI~ ) 
NESS AS "GUNNISON CAB co.,"GUNNISON, ) 
COLORADO, TO G. L. SEBRING, DOING ) 

APPLICATION NO. 22243-Transfer 

BUSINESS AS "GUNNISON CAB co.," 606 ) 
WEST NEW YORK, GUNNISON, COLORADO. ) 

November 25,1966 

Appearances: Orville Sebring, Gunnison, Colorado,­
for Iarry A. Sebring, doing business 
as "Gunnison Cab Co." and G. L. 
Sebring, doing business as "Gunnison 
Cab Co." 

PROCEDURE AND RECORD 

On October 4, 1966, Iarry A. Sebring, doing business as 

"Gunnison Cab Co." and G. L. Sebringp doing business as "Gunnison Cab 

Co." filed the instarAt joint application (No. 22243) with this Commission 

seeking Commission approval of the transfer of PUC No. 6610 from Larry A. 

Sebring to G. L. Sebring. After due and proper notice to all interested 

parties, the matter was heard by Commissioner Howard s. Bjelland in the 

District Court Room at Montrose, Colorado, on Thursday, November 10, 

Orville Sebring and G. L. Sebring testified in support of the 

application. No one appeared to protest the grant.ing of the transfer. 

After the conclusion of the hearing the Presiding Commissioner took the 

matter under advisement. 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

After due and carefu.l consideration of the entire record in 

this proceeding, the Commission finds as fact from such record that: 



1. Larry A. Sebring, doing business as "Gunnison Cab Co." is the 

owner and operator of PUC No. 6610. Orville Sebring and G. L. Sebring are 

the parents of Larry A. Sebring. 

2. Larry A. Sebring has found employment in Durango, Colorado 

and has decided to turn over the operation of the Gtmnison Cab Company to 

his mother, G. L. Sebring. A copy of the agreement between Larry A. Sebring 

and G. L. Sebring is attached to the application for transfer. 

3. If the authority to transfer is granted, G. L. Sebring will 

continue to render service under PUC No. 6610 with the same equipment, with 

the same personnel and in the same manner as Larry A. Sebring has rendered 

such service. 

4. G. L. Sebring will have sufficient equipment and experience to 

properly carry on the operation. The financial standing of G. L. Sebring 

has been established to the satisfaction of the Commission. There is no 

outstanding indebtedness against the operation. The proposed transfer is 

compatible with the public interest and should be authorized. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That Larry A. Sebring, doing business as "Gunnison Cab Co.," 

Gunnison, Colorado, be, and hereby is, authorized to transfer all right, 

title and interest in and to PUC No. 6610 to G. L. Sebring, doing business 

as "Gunnison Cab Co.," Gunnison, Colorado, subject to encumbrances, if any, 

approved by this Commission. 

That said transfer shall become effective only if and when, but 

not before, said transferor and transferee, in writing, have advised the 

Commission 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. Failure to file said written acceptance of the terms of this 

Order within thirty (30) days from the effective date of the Order shall 

automatically revoke the authority herein granted to make the transfer, 
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without further Order on the part of the Commission, unless such time 

shall be extended by the Connnission, upon proper application. 

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. 

The right of transferee to operate under this Order shall de-

pend upon her compliance with all present and future laws and rules and 

regulations of t.he Commission, and the prior filing by transferor of de-

linquent reports, if any, covering operations under said certificate up 

to the time of transfer of said certificate. 

This Order shall become effective twenty-one days from date • 

. THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

~~ 
Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 25th day of November, 1966 
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(Decision No. 68567 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ~ 
ROBERT L. CURTIS 
DBA BOB CURTIS TRUCKING 
930 West 1st 
Winner, South Dakota 57580 

) AUTHORITY NO. M-12694 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 645-M-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - -
~ - - - - - - - - -

November 25, 1966 - - - -- ~ - - - -
STATEMENT AND F!NDINGS OF. FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On November 18, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

0 RD ER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at D ver, Colorado, 
this 25th day of November 

hw 



(Decision No. 68568 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE : MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

) 

ALFRED G. SCHRITTER 
DBA AL.' S TERRAZZO 
2624 Minnequa 
Pueblo, Colorado 81001 

) AUTHORITY NO. M-13784 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 593-M-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
November 25, 1966 

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On October 25, 1966, in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at De ver, Colorado, 
this 25th day of November 

hw 



(Decision No. 68569 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE : MO'l'OR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

) 

NORBERT A. HA VERKAMP 
Route 2 
Horton, Kansas 66439 

) AUTHORITY NO. M-1860 
) 
) 
) CASE NO. 688-M-Ins. 
) 
) 
) 
) 

- - - - - M - - - - - - - - - - - - -

STATEMENT AND FINDINGS OF FACT 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

On November 18, 1966 , in the above entitled Case, the 

Commission entered its Order revoking the above Authority for failure to 

maintain effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

The records of the Commission now disclose that proper insurance 

filing has been made. 

The Commission finds, in view of the above, that it would be in 

the public interest to restore the herein Authority to active status. 

ORDER 

THE COMMISSION ORDERS: 

That the herein Authority be, and the same hereby is, reinstated, 

as of the date of revocation, and the said revocation order be, and the 

same hereby is, vacated, set aside, and held for naught. 

(S E A L) THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

~~;- Z> ~issio:; 
Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 25th day of November 

hw 


