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(Decision No. 5240) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
WALLACE H. ROBISON. ) 

*** 
PRIVATE PERMIT NO. A-474 

September 15, 1955. 

BY the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of a communication from the above 

named Wallace H. Robison, requesting that his permit be cancelled, as 

he lost his truck immediately after securing said permit and has not 

operated under the same since its issuance. 

After careful consideration of said request the Commission 

is of the opinion, and so finds, that same should be granted • 

e ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-474, here-

tofore issued to Wallace H. Robison, be, and the same is hereby, declared 

cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, , 
this 15th d~ of September, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORllDO 

*** 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
JOHN MILLER. ) 

CASE NO. 1190 

September 15, 1955. 

(Decision No. 5241) 

Appearances: Mr. Carl A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
for Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring the 

above named respondent to show cause why he should not cease and desist from 

operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he procured a 

certificate of public convenience and necessity to so operate. Said case 

was set for hearing on August 24, at which time it was continued until 

September 11, 1935. 

At the hearing, the inspection department advised the Commission 

that their investigation had disclosed that respondent was transporting 

only his own property, and we are, therefore, of the opinion that the 

instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 15th day of September, 1953. 

"t< 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COW~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5242) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
DAVE EMERSON. ) CASE NO. 1216 

September 15, 1935 

Appearances: Carl A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
for Public Utilities Commission; 

Dave Emerson, Denver, Colorado, 
pro§.!.· 

BY the Commission: 

On July 28, 1955, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause ~ an order should not be 

entered requiring him to cease and desist from operating as a motor 

vehicle carrier unless and until he has procured a certificate of public 

convenience and necessitf to so operate. Said case was set for hearing 

on August 25, 1955, at which time it was continued until September 11,1955. 

The evidence disclosed that respondent has paid all highway com-

pensation taxes assessed against him for such hauling as may have been 

done prior to this date, and he has voluntarily agreed to discontinue all 

operations for hire in the future. 

In view of these circumstances the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 15th day of September, 1955. 
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(Decision No. 5243) 

BEFORE THE POBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OP.ERATIONS OF ) 
ROY wn.T:tAWJON. ) PRIVATE PJ!a4IT NO. A-298 - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

September 21, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of a communication from the above 

named Roy Williamson, stating that he has not operated under his permit 

since May 1, 1933, and requesting that same be cancelled. 

Atter a carefUl consideration of said request, the Commission 

is of the opinion, and so finds, that same should be granted • 

.QBDJ!!, 

IT IS Tlil!.:RBl!'ORJ!l ORDERED, That private motor vehicle pe:nni t 

~ No. A-298, heretofore issued to Roy Williamson, be, and the same ia 

~ hereby, cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 

• this 21st day ot September, 1933 • 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5244 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

A. c~l~~~~~F~o5QiP~i:ness as )) 
~--·····--·--··--·-·-·-·······--·-·~·~·-···-·-·-·--

STATEMENT ______ .. __ 

BJ the Oommi!!~::.!. 

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1302) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 

~nsurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
~ lind Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi

cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order ~orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at lQtQ~L ..... o 'clock 
--~!.-.. M., on._."Q~.~9.~~~ ... ?..1.. ... !~££."."·-·-·-·-·~·-····-····"·····-·-·-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

\} 



Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5245 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

·--·!_Q.~-$..~9-~-··--·-·-·-·-·-···-·-······--·-·· ~ 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission; 
~---------------· 

CASE NO •. ..l&M.·-··-·--

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1825) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R ... --- .. 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 

motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. ~0.:.00..-.. o'clock 
-~··A......M., on .. "·-·-·-·-·.QEJ?_9.'!?.~F. ... _? . ..t_.J:..~_9_9 ... -·-·······-·······-·······-·····• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5246 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~WISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
A. C. E. THANSPORTATION COM- ) CASE NO •. 1K9..§ .. ---·~·· 
P.ANL .. .A...Q.QRP.Q.E.bl'.I.ON ... _. ___ ·-·-·--··--··-·· ) 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: ------ ----
The records of the Commission disclose that the above 

named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1978-I) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rulen and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the prsmises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .lQ.tQQ._. __ o 'clock 
.!·"·-·-·.M·, on .......... -... 9.£~212~E._g_, ___ ;h~§§ ................ _ ................... , at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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j Form No. 2 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
C. A. GILMORE AND R. M. BOSE, ) 
DOING BUSINESS AS OTIS PRODUCE ) 
COMPANY. ) 

*** 

CASE NO. 1256 

September 20, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

(Decision No. 5247) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named respondents 
were heretofore issued Permit No. A-558 under the provisions of Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1951, authorizing them to engage in the business of 
a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondents 
have failed to file monthly reports and have failed to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Monthly Reports Not Received 

January, 1955, August, 1955, inclusive. 

The records of the Commission also disclose that respondents have failed 
to keep on file with the Commission an effective insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1951, and Rule 10 
of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by 
motor vehicle for hire. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its ovm motion, that 
an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above named 
respondents have failed to file monthly reports and pay highway compensation 
taxes as above set forth and have failed to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing 
private carriers by motor vehicle. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondents show cause, if any they 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this 
date why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit here
tofore iss~~d to said respondents on account of the aforementioned delinquencies, 
and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and proper 
in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set dovm for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 550 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 orclock A. M., on October 2, 1955, at 
which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



' I v 
.Form No. 1. 

(Decision· No. 5248 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
HOWARD H. HOLDCROFT, DOING BUSllfEfjS 
f:§~_IiQJJ!.QJ1Q.f.l.1.E!lli§J?..QJi.'.t'A~l.QJi COI\11- ) 
?ANY. 

* * * 

CASE NO •.. J.J..§l .• --

September 20, 1933. 

STATEMJilNT _ .................. . 
Bz the C~!!~ 

The records of the CommissioH di~c~2~e that the above named re 
spondent was heretofore issued a permit/~~ae~-,~~ provisions of Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business of 
a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDER .. -- ....... 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT·IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is 
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. J .. Q~_QQ ..... o 'olock~:o.. . .M., on 
....... Qgj(.Q.P..~:r.: ... f?.,~._l,.lt?i?i .... -......... ~·-·~·-··• at which time and place such evidence as is 
proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5249) 

BEFORI!: TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE &rATE OF COLCRADO 

* 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
J. B. MONTGOMIBY. 

) 
) 

* * 

:miV A'!~!! MOTOR VEHIClE PERMIT 
NO. A.-138 

September 21, 1933 

By the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of' a written communication dated 

September 11, 1933, in which J. B. Montgomery has requested the Commission 

to suspend indefinitely private motor vehicle permit No. 138-A. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit No. 

138-A., heretofore issued to J. B. Montgomery, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for the period of' one year from this date. 

IT IS FORT.B:Im ORDERED, That at any time within one year the said 

Montgomery may by written communication tiled with the Commission advise 

the Commission of' his intention to resume operations, and that upon the 

tiling of such written statement, to~ther with the proper insurance as 

required by the rules and regulations of the Commission, the same shall 

became reinstated automatically. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That unless reinstated within that time, 

the same shall automatically become revoked and cancelled without turther 

order. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 21st day of' September, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



/ 
(Decision No. 5250) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* 
BE MOTOR VEHICI3 OPERATIONS OF ) 
ED YOUNG. ) 

* * 

CASE NO. 1194 

September 21, 1933. 

!!_TATE!ENT 

By the Commission: 

On Xuly 25, 1933, the Commission instituted a case requiring 

respondent to show cause why he should not cease and desist tram operating 

as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he had procured a certificate 

ot convenience and necessity to so operate. 

Since the commencement ot said action, our inspection department 

has advised the Commission that they are satisfied that respondent is engaged 

only in the transportation ot his own property. 

In Tiew of this report, the Commission is of the opinion, and so 

finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

Q.RDER 

IT IS T.Hll.lREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 21st day of September, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC 'DTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



j 
{Decision No. 5251) 

BEFORE THE PIJBLIC UfTI.ITIES C<J.OOS3ION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
BE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
W. L. ZECR. ) Q,ASE NO. 118'1 

September 21, 1933 

Appearances: Carl A. Roi'tma.n, Denver, Colorado, 
i'or the Public Utilities Commdssion. 

By the Commission: 

On July 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring the 

above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered 

requiring him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier 

unless and until he has procured a certificate of public convenience and 

necessity to so operate. Said case was set i'or hearing on August 25, 1933, 

at which tins it was continued until Sep'ltember 11, 1933. 

The evidence disclosed that respondent has paid all highway 

compensation taxes assessed against him tor such hauling as may have been 

done prior to this date, and he has voluntarily agreed to discontinue all 

operations tor hire in the tuture. 

In view of these circumstances the Commission is ot the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed • 

.Q.RDE,!! 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 21st day of September, 1933. 

TEE PUBLIC U'l![LITil!'B COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



I 
(Decision No. 5252) 

BEFORE THE POBLIC UTn.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

BE MCY.fOR VEBICU: OPl!RATIONS OF ) 
R. A. J'OBNSON. ) CASE NO. 1211 -- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

Septenber 21, 1933. 

STATEMENT ------------
~ the Commission: 

On August 2, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

respondent to show cause why he should not cease and desist trom operating 

as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he procured a cert:lf':fc:ate ot 

public convenience and necessity to so operate. 

At the hearing we were advised by our inspection department that 

respondent was engaged only in the transportation ot his own property and 

was not operating as a motor vehicle carrier tor hire. 

In view ot these conditions, the Commission is ot the opinion, and 

so tinds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

ORDER -----
IT IS 'lm!:REl!ORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same is 

hereby, di amissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 21st day ot September, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



.. (Decision No. 5253) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

BE MO'IDR VEHICLE OPERATIONS 01! ) 
JACK E. NDI'JBEN. ) CASE NO. 1224 

September .21, 1933. 
- - - - - - - - - ~ 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. Johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
tor the Public Utilities Commission. 

STATEMENT ____ ...., ___ _ 
Bz the Commission: 

On September e, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why permit No. A-433, heretofore 

issued to him, should not be revoked tor his failure to file monthly reports. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed tha.t respondent had tailed 

to tile any reports tor the months of Febru$17 to .August, 1933, inclusive., 

After careful consideration ot the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so tinds, that said permit No. A-433, heretofore issued to 

respondent, should be revoked on account of the aforementioned delinquencies • 

.Q.!~E! 

IT ·IS '.lliiRl!:1!0RE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit No • .A.--4133, 

heretofore issued to J-ack E. Nielsen, be, and the same is. hereby, revoked and 

cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 21st day of September, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC U'fiLITJES OOMMISSIO!f 
OF 'mE slATE 01!' COLORADO 



(Decision lio. 51t54) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STA'm OF. COIOR.lDO 

U :Y:>TOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS 01!' ) 
y. E. POWERS J.ND F. J. XN.lUER, ) 
DOING BUS~~ AS .POWERS MOVING ) 
AND STO~GE COMP 4NY. ) 
- - - - -- - - - - - - - -- - -

- ~ -- - - - ~ -
September 21, 1933. 

STATEMENT 
_ _. ______ _ 

By the Commission: 

aASB NO. 1838 

Information he• come to the Oamnission that Y. E. Powers ant 

F. :r. Knauer, doing business aa Powers Moving and Storage Company, to waoa 

the Commission heretofore issued a certificate of public convenience a.t 

necessity in Application No. 1700, has during the current year 1933 been 

transporting freight between points in the City of Denver and other points 

in Colorado outside of said city which they have not made any report of in 

their monthly highway compensation tax reports, and that they have failed 

to pay the tax which has long since became due on such motor vehicle traaa-

portation. 

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that an investi-

gation should be instituted for the purpose of determining whether or not 

the said w. E. Powers and F. 1. Knauer have been transporting freight by 

motor vehicle on which no highway compensation tax reports have been made, 

and on which no such taxes have been paid to the State of Colorado • 

.2.!1!!! 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, On the Conmiasion' s own motion, that an 

investigation be, and the same is hereby, instituted for the purpose of 

determining whether or not the said lf. E. Powers and :F. 'J'. Knauer, doing 

business as Powers Moving and Storage Company, have been transportiag 

freight by motor vehicle on which no highway compensation tax reports have 

been made, and on which no such taxes have been paid to the State ot Colorado. 



IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, 'fhat the said 1'. J. Powers ud :r. J' • 

Xnauer be, and they are hereby, required to show cause by written state-

ment to be tiled with the Commission within ten days tram this date why 

their certificate ot public conTenience and necessity heretofore iasuet 

to them by the Commission should not be revoked or suspended tor failure 

to comply with the law in making ot highway compensation tax reports ani 

pQ'i:ng the highway compeBaation taxes due the State ot .Colo.rado. 

IT IS FUR!HER ORDERED, That this matter be set down tor heariaa 
. . 

in the hearing room ot the Commission, SSO State Ottiee Building, DenT.r, 

Colorato, on Weineaday, Octocer 4, 1933, at 10 ·o'clock J..Y. 

Dated at DenTer, Colorado, 
this 2lat.day ot ~eptamber, 1933. 

'fEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STJ.TI OF COU>RADO 



j 
(Decision No. 5255} 

BEroRE THE PUBLIC UT n.ITIF.S COMMifBION 
OF TEE STATE Ol!' COLORADO 

* * * 
Rm MOTOR VEHICLE OP.IRATIONS OF ) 
FRANK FAIRBANKS. ) CASE NO. ll99 - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

------
September 21, 1933 

Appearances: Mr. E. s • .Tohnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for Public Utilities Commission. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

On .Tuly 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why he should not cease and 

desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he 

procured proper authority therefor trom this Commission. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent had paid 

all highway compensation taxes assessed against his operation and had also 

filed his application for a Class A private permit. 

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, andAhe same 

is hereby, disunssed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 21st day of September, 1933. 

THE PIJBLIC UTILITIES COMMJS SION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5256) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF Tm STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

Rl MOTOR VEHIClE OPEBATIONS OF ) 
J'. C. HARRIS. ) PRIVA'l!E PERMIT NO. A-427 

September 21, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of a request from the above 

named J'. c. Harris, stating that he desires to have his permit 

cancelled • 

.A:f'ter careful consideration ot said request the Commission 

is of the opinion, and so finds, that sa.n:ra: should be granted • 

.2..!!.!2.!!! 
IT IS THERIFORI ORDERED, That pr-ivate motor vehicle permit 

No • .A-42'1, heretofore issued to z. c. Harris, be, and the same is 

hereby, cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, C~lorado, 
this 21st day of September, 1933. 

THE PO'BLIC ml:LITIES CCMIISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

1 > 
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(Decision No. 5257) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIO UTILI IES OOMMISSION 
OF 'l'HE STA'l'E OF . LOIUDO 

* * * 
BE MOTOR lEBICLE OPERATIONS OJ' ) 
B • E • INO'l.".rS • . ) 
- - - ~ - - - - - ~ ~ - - - - ~~ 

September ----
~ppearances: Mr. 

By the Oammieaions 

CASE m. 1219 

naon, Denver, Ooloraao, 
blic Vtilities Oammissien. 

On September a, 1~33, ~he C isaion enteret ita order requiring 

respondent to show cause why the oerti ieate ot public convenience and neo-

eseity heretotore issued to h~ should not be revoked or suapende4 tor hie 

failure to make monthly reports, pay h ghway compenaation taxea, ani keep 

on tile with the Cammiasion the necess rz insurance policies or surety 

bond required by law. 

At the hearing the evidence iselosed that respondent has tailed 

to tile any reporta tram Jaauarz to A ust, 1933, inclusive, and that high

w&J compensation taxes tor the months t November and December, 1912, 

amounting to $10.29 are now due ana. 1m aid. 

It was turther disclosed tha DO effective insurance policy or 

aurety bond covering the operation• ot respondent has been tiled by 

respondent. 

After earetul consideration t the evidence the Commission is 

ot the opinion, and so tinds, that the certitioate ot public convenience 

and necessity, heretotore issued to re pondent in ~pplioation No. 1848, .. 

should be revoked for the above mentio ed delinquencies. 

.. 

• 

•' 



.. 

OBDIB ------

IT IS T.BEBEFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public con~enienoe 

aad necessity, heretofore issued toR. E. Knotts in Appli•ation No. 1840, 

be, and the same is hereby, re~okei. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2lst.day of September, 1~33. 

THE PUBLIC ll!ILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STA'tl OF COIDRADO 



(Decision No. 5258) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILI'l'IES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
MIKE .ABMSTRONG. 

) 
) 

* * * 

CASE NO. 1220 
~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - ---

September 21, 1933 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. Johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
tor the Public Utilities Commission. 

STATEMENT ---------... 
By the Commission: 

On September s, 19331 the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public con-

venience and necessity heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1~9, 

should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file with the Comm1ss1on 

the necessary insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

The evidence disclosed that respondent has failed to keep on tile 

with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety bond required 

by Section 17 of Chapter 1341 Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 33 

ot the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing common carriers by 

motor vehicle. Although respondent has been traced repeatedly for this 

insurance, he apparently pays no attention to our notices and he did not 

appear at the bearing. 

The law makes it incumbent upon the Commission to see that those 

operating under its jurisdiction are properly insured, and we feel that we 

have no option in the matter. 

After careful consideration ot the record, the Commission is ot the 

opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and necessity, 

heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1949, should be revoked 

tor the above delinquencies. 

-l-



~ '· . • 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Mike Armstrong in Application No. 1949, 

be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 21st day of Se~ember, 1933. 

-2-

TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF 'lEE STATE OF COLORADO 



j 
(Decision No. 5259) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF T.8E STATE OF COLOIU.DO 

* * * 
m: MCJrOR VEHICIJl! OPEBA.TIONS OF 
ROSS C. SHIELDS. 

) 
) CASE NO. 1221 

- - - - - ~ - - -
September 21, 1933 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. Johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On September 8, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private per.mit No. A-66, here-

totore issued to him, should not be revoked tor his failure to make monthly 

reports, pay highway compensation taxes, and keep on file with the Commission 

an effective insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

The evidence disclosed that respondent has failed to make monthly 

reports tor the months of February, 1933, to August, 1933, inclusive, and 

that his highway compensation taxes are now unpaid for the months ot October, 

November and December, 1932, and January, 1933. 

It was further disclosed that no effective insurance or surety bond 

has been filed by respondent. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that private per.mit No. A-66, heretofore issued to 

Ross c. Shields, should be cancelled on account of the above delinquencies • 

.Q.RB_!! 

IT IS T.EEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle pe:nnit No. A-66, 

heretofore issued to Ross c. Shields, be, and the same is hereby, revoked and 

cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 21st day of September, 1933. 

,· ~ 

o''; 

THE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES CbMMISSION 
OF THE Sl'ATE OF COLORADO 



/ 
(Decision No. 5860) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OJ THE STA.TB OF OOIORADO 

• • • 
RE H>TOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS Ol!' ) 
~LP.romT~. ) 
~ - - - - ~ ~ -- ------

0.1SE NO. 1211 

- ------ ~ ~ 

- . -- - - -- -
.lppearancea: Kr. E. s. J'ohnson, Den"fer, Colorate, 

to Public Utilities Commission. 

STJ.TIMEN'l' --------
By the Commission: 

On September 8, 1133, the CQmniaaion eateretl its order requiriDC 

the a'ove named respondeat to ow cause whf private permit No• A-154, 

heretotRe issued to him, shoul net be re"fokad tor his failure to make 

monthly reports and keep on til with the Commission an effective 1nsuranoa 

policy or surety bond as requir d by law. 

The evidence disclose that respondent had tailed to aaka reports 

tor the months ot September, 19 2, to August, 1933, inclusive, and that he 

had also tailed to keep on tile with the Oammiesion an ettaetive insuraaee 

polic7 or surety bont • 

.Attar careful conaide tion of' the record the Oamm.1ss1on is ot the-

opinion, and so finds, that pri ta perm.i t No. A-114, heretofore iesuacl to, · 

Earl P. B\lttak:ar, should be raT ed on account of' the aforementioned 

IT IS TBEBEFORE ORD , That private permit No. A-164, heretofore 

issued to ~arl P. Buttaker, be, and the &aBe is herab7, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 21st day of' September, 1933 

m PUBLIC UTILI'l'IRS COMMISSION 
OF TBI S'l'.lftl OF COID.R.&DO 



j 
(Decision No. 5261) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE Sl'ATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
PETE McDONNELL. ) CASE NO. 1223 

Se~ember 21, 1933. 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. johnson, Denver, Colorado, 
for Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On September a, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-331, here-

tofore issued to him should not be revoked for his failure to file monthly 

reports and for his failure to keep on file with the Commission an effective 

insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

r 

J

/'j 1 ~;, , 
' . '· J 
. ' 
~ 
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At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had failed to 

tile reports t~r the months ~f September, 1932, to August 1933, inclusive, 

and had also failed to file the necessary insurance. 

After a careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that private per.mit No. A•331, heretofore issued to 

Pete McDonnell, should be revoked on account of the above delinquencies. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit No. A-331, 

heretofore issued to Pete McDonnell, be, and the same is hereby, cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 21st day of September, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE srATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5262) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

"'J 
,-l" 

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION ) 
OF ERNEST LEEPER FOR TRANSFER OF ) APPLICATION NO. 738-A 
P. U • C • CERTinCAT.E NO. 234 FRCI.! ) 
H. c. BUIO!!Y TO ERNEST LEEPER. ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

SE:i> tember 21, 1933. 
- - - - - - - ~ -

Appearances: D. 0. Plummer, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
attorney tor applicants. 

By the Commission: 

~ 

This is an application by H. c. Bukey tor authority to transfer 

the certificate ot public convenience and necessity originally issued in 

Application No. 738 to Ernest Leeper. 

The evidence disclosed that the proposed transferee has in tact 

been conducting the operation tor which this certificate was granted tor 

some time, as H. c. Bukey had lost his car and was no longer able to carry 

on said operation by himself. No consideration is being paid tor the 

transfer and no equipment is involved. 

The transferee owns a 1928 Oldsmobile sedan and his tinancia1 

condition and general reputation were established to the satisfaction ot 

the Commission. The only unpaid Qbligation existing against the operation 

is a small amount ot highway compensation taxes, which the transferee 

agrees to assume and liquidate. 

After a careful consideration ot the evidence the Commission ia 

ot the opinion, and so finds, that authority should be granted to make tbe 

said transfer as :prayed, subject to the condi'fiiions hereinafter state.d. 

-1-
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IT IS THERIFORE ORDERED, That authority be, and the same is hereby, 

gran ted to H~~Y to {:ra~:ter to ~~-! -~~~y_er the certiticate ot public 

convenience and necessity originally issued by the Commission in Application 

No. 738; provided, however, that this transter shall become ettective only 

when and it the said transferee, Ernest Leeper, shall tile with the Commission 

the necessary insurance policy or surety bond required by law and our Rules 

and Regulations, and provided also that said transferee shall pay all the 

highway compensation taxes due trom January 1, 1933, to date. 

IT IS FORTHER ORDEBED, That the taritt ot rates, rules and regulations 

ot the transferor herein shall become and remain those ot the tranatee herein 

until changed according to law and the Rules and Regulations ot the Commissioll• 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 21st day ot September, 1933. 

TEE PUBLIC UTILI'.rlES OCIIMISSION 
OF TBE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5283) 

BUORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COU>RADO 

* * * * 
BE INCREASE IN THE RATES OF THE ) 
ORCHARD P011ER, LIGHT, WATER AND ) INVESTIGATION .AND SUSPDSION 

DOODl' NO. ioo GAS COMPANY, ORCHARD, COLORADO, ) 
TO BE EFFECTIVE SEPTEMBER 21, 1g33. ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - . -- ~ --

September 21, 1933 -- - - - - - - -
Appearances: Mr. M. S. Richeson, Orchard, Colorado, 

tor Orchard Power, Light, Water & Gaa 
Com.p8JlY'. 

STATEMENT -----------
~ the Commission: 

On August 24, 1933, the Orchard Power, Light, Water and Gas OampaQJ 

tiled with the Commission ita Revised Rate Sheets Nos. 3, 4, 5 and 6 to ita 

schedule of rates, Colo. P.U.O. No. 1, which said revised sheets increased its 

rates for service to its domestic, business and small power eonsumera. 

On August 30, 1g33, the Commission entered its order of ~testi1atien 

and suspension of said revised rate sheets and set the matter down tor keariq 

before the Commission in Den"Yer, Colorado, on September 80, 1g33. 

At the hearing, no one appeared to protest the proposed increase in 

rates, and respondent presented a petition signed by all but two ot ita 

custa.era, requesting that said proposed increase in rates be allowed. It was 

turther explained that the two customers who did not sign could not be reached. 

The operation of respondent is Yery limited as it serves on!T 56 or 

40 customers. It has an in"Yestment of' approximately $5,000.00 in its plu.t, 

and tram an exhibit introduced showing its gross revenue and operating expense 

tor the past year, it is evident that a deficit of approximately-$4.1.00 per 

month is being incurret. 

The operating expenses of respondent seam to be very reasonable, the 

only payroll expense being $30.00 per month tor its engineer who haa chars• 

of the plant. The figures which were aubmittet in evidence do not include the 
., 

3 per oent Federal tax, which is now effective and must be lome by the utility. 

I . 

/J. 
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Respondent company purchased its plant tram Fairbanks, Morae & 

C01npany and is payi:ag tor the same monthly. The original agreement was that 

such payments were to be made at the rate ot $100.00 per month, although, d•e 

to economic conditions, creditors are now accepting paJ,ment ot $50.00, and this 

item is included in the monthly expense account ot respondent. A balanoe ot 

~ $950.00 is still due upon the plant. 

Attar careful consideration of all the evidence, the Commission is 

ot the opinion, and so tinds, that the rates provided tor in said revised rate 

sheets Nos. 3, 4, 5 and 6, have been justified and should be permitted to 

became ettective October 1, 1933. 

ORDER ..., ___ _ 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the order ot the Commission entered 

herein on August 30, 1933, suspending tor one hundred. twenty days the rates 

provided by Revised Rate Sheets Nos. 3, 4, 5 and 6 ot the Orchard Power, 

Light, Water and Gas Company, to its Colo. P.u.o. No. 2, be, and the same is 

hereby vacated and set aside, and that said rates be permitted to become 

~ ettective October 1, 1933. 

e 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 21st day ot September, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OJ' COU>RADO 

- 2 -
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Form No. 2. (Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
DELL F. SCOTT. ) CASE NO •.. _ . .ill9.._. ··-····· 

7.&;::.-~;:;:::-·:;-;;:;:-::;;-::::ii"·;;>·;~T--~;~p~e~~r _ 2~, _1~s:. __ 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

5265 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above n~med respondent 
was heretofore issued Permit No •.... ~7.~:::.4 ............ under the provisions of Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authori!ing him to engage in the business of a 
private carrier by motor vehicle. 

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent 
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-witz 

Monthly Reports Not Received 

For Months of July and August, 1955 

Monthly Highway Compensation Taxes Not Received 

For Months December, 1952, to June, 1955, Incl. - $62.91 

The records of the Commission also disclose that respondent haac failed 
to keep on file with the Commission an effective insurance polic.y or suret,r 

bond as required by Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1951, and Rule 10 
of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by 
motor vehicle for hire. 

ORDER ... - ... --
IT IS TrrnREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 

an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above named 
respondent has failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation 
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle, and has failed 
to file an insurance policy or suret.y bond. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show causa, if any he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit here
tofore issued to said respondent on account of the aforementioned delinquencies, 
and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and 
proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That s.aid matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set down for hearing before the Cotmnission in its Hearil_!l Ro_ol!l.L_330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at Lc.Lo'clock 4".M., on ....... ~ ...... -4.."':..-._./ .. f.~;l.., 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. · 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5266 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES OOUW:SSION 
OJ' THE STATE OJ' COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLI OPERATIONS OF 

BUD CRAM. 

(4629 Vine St. 1' Denver) 

BJ the Co~~!sionJ 

• * • 

l OASBI 10 ._1.2.4.0.-. .•. -

STATIUJlNT __________ .. ___ 

Information has come to the Commission that the above named re
spondent is engaged in operating as a motor vehicle oarrier as that term is 
defined in Section 1 (d) of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, as 
amended, without a certificate of public convenience and necessity as required 
b7 law. 

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the public 
interest requires that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine 
if said respondent is engaged in the business of a motor vehicle carrier 
without a certificate of publioconvenience and neeesaitJ. 

ORDBIR ...... -...... 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, bJ the Commission, on its own motion, 
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent is engaged in the business of operating as a motor vehicle 
carrier without a certificate of public convenience and neoessitJ. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if anr he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten daJs from this 
date, why it should not enter an order requiring him to cease and desist from 
operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he procures a certifi
cate of public convenience and necessity to so operate, and such other order 
or orders as may be meet and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is herebJ, 
set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 3~0 ftate Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at l.O.tOJ:L.~ .. o 'clockA.~_.lf.. on..-.9~.:'?2..~~-····~-·-· 9~-~--··--···-----• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES OOUMISSION 
OF THBl STATBI OF COLORADO 
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Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5267 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

ERNEST J. GOTTULA. 

(Pueblo, Colo.) 

* 

) 
) 
) 

* * 

CASE NO •.. lE£.. __ ·-·· 

S T A T E M E N T _ .... ________ _ 

B7 the Commission# --
The records of the Commission disclose that the above 

named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 665) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws ot Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rulen and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R - ...... ---
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 

motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. 10.;.0.0.-... o'clook 
_ ... !! ... .M., on .................... Q.~.!i.9~.~---~·•·-l.~lili.-·-·-····-·-·-··········-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 



Form No. S. 

(Decision No. 5268 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

H. PILLOUD. 

(Two Buttes, Colo.) 

* * * 

) 

~ 

STATEMENT 
..... ------- .... 

By the Commissiona 
~---------------

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
t:JPO-ndent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine~ii' the above named respondent has failed or refused to tile an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 380 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at ._l.O.tO.(L .. o 'clock 
·-·~·~·-··M•, on.·-·-·-·-·········~:t!.~R!!:J!J.._-!~~~--·········-·············-·-··t at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 
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Form No. 6. 

(Deoision No. 5269 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

PERCY KLINGINSMITH. 

(Bushnell, Nebr.) 

* 

) 
) 
) 

* * 

CASE NO • ·-1::~1.~.!·-·--

STATEMENT __________ ...,...,. 

By the Commission; 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 1S4, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1025) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be 1 and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. l.O.l.0.0".-.. 0 'clock 
.. A•-·-··M•, on.·-·-·-·-·.9.Q.t<?.'!?.~E. ... ~.L.J.~E.~-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-··········-·-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5270 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

STATEMENT 
--~-------

~he Commiss_!£~ 

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage iri the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1502) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R --- ...... 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 

motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .... -.l.O;.QQ.o 'clock 
..... ~ •.. M., on..~·-·-·-·-....... 9.9-~P.P.~r. ... ~.a-.:1:~~~---····~····-·-·-······-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5271 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
GUY J. BRADFORD, doing business ) 
a.s.-1~_.l§!~P.!L9@.-~-~.f?~~~·-·· ) 
(Greeley, Colo.) 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission; 

CASE NO •.. J·~~~-··-·-·· 

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions at Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application Bo. 1757) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and. the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building

9 
Denver, Colorado, at .. J:QJ.QP ____ o 'clock 

.. A~---·.M·, on.·-·-·-·-·-·-····.9.9J?9.P..~.r._.~.A ... J:_.9.~---·-·-·-·-·--····-·····• a.t which time a.nd 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5272 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

G. R. PRATT. 

) 
) 
) 

(R. l,Box 1241 Pueblo.) 
September 27, 1953. 

STATEMENT ________ ...,._ 

By the Commissionr 

1246 
CASE NO.··-·-·-·-···-·---

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizinghim to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1157) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rulen and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R --- ..... 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 

motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether an1 other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down tor hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. lOJ.QQ._ .. o 'clock 
... --~~! •. .M., on .. ~····-···-.. 9Jt't!91?.~1"-.-~.,..J •. ~-~-~-·-·-·-·······-···-········ .. -··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 52?5 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• • * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
RALPH SEE AND W. LEE SHARP ,doing ) 
·tn.u~ini.&J..a_fl.i ... :Ctm •. mll:iR[MfQ.FB.E.lf.Uff ) 
LINES. 

(Gardner, Colo.) 

STATEMENT __ ,.. _____ _ 

By the Commission: --- --

CASE NO •. .12.i7.._ ..... _ 

/ 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 15?2) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. lO.tOO ... ~ .. o'olock 
__ .Al'I-.. M., on ............. ~.Q.~:t..9.P.'-~---~.~o ... l~~~----·-·-·-·-·-·-·············-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5275 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
MERCHANTS TRANSFER COMPANY, ) CASE NO •.. l.2.4.8.-··--·· 
A. .. ~-OBmM:riOli ..... -... ·-····--·--·-···--··---- ) 

(1556-lSth St., Denver) 

STATEMENT 
..... ---------

B1 the Commission: 
~------------------

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1421) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R ----- ... 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 

motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi~ 
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. J..QJ..9.9~·-··o'clook 
._ .. A.~-.. M., on.·-····-·-·-·-·-·-·.9.£.].91?§.?;_ .. ~..~- .. *-~~~-·-·-·-·-·-····-········t at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



Form No. 6. 

(Decision No.5276 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

ROBERT C. HOPKINS. 

) 

~ CASE NO •.. l~J.i.-. 

(Pierce, Colo.) September 27, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
BY the Commission: 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1424-A) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R - .... -- .... 
IT'IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 

motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at J.Q.;.QQ_ ..... o•clock 
... -A~-.. M., on.·-·-·-·-·-····-·9..c.1!9.P.~r ... i,. ... liQ~-·-·-·-····-····-···········• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

u(.~~ . . 
c:~,,J·., ,'>;··~·~·· r~··· 
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(Decision No. 5277} 

BEFORE THE POBLIO UTn.~IFS O<MIISSION 
OF THE ~ATE OF COLORADO 

* * 
l 

m 'rHE MA.'mR OF TEE APPLICATION OF 
TEE STATE HIGHWAY DEP.A:RMNr OF COLO
RADO FOR A CHANGE IN LOCATION OF A 
GRADE CROSSING ON U. S. HIGHWAY NO. 
40 AT GRANBY. 
- - - - - - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ 

* 

) 
) 
) APPLICATION NO. 2134 
) 
) 

September 27, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

This proceeding arises trom a change in the location of u, s. 

Highway No. 40, near the town of Granby, Colorado, in which it is proposed 

to abandon the present grade crossing over the track of The Denver and 

Salt Lake Railway Company at Mile Post 74.66, as a crossing for u. s. High~ 

way No. 40, and change the crossing of this highway to Mile Post 75,47, 

near the town limi i! s of Granby, Colorado. _ It is also , pro_~ sed to retain 

the present grade crossing as a :t:ar.m crossing tor the accommodation of a 

farm or farms in that vicinity. The State Highway Departmen:t advises that 

the State Highway Department and the County ot Grand have agreed to pay the 

estimated costs of the installation of the new crossing and gates tor :t:~ 

crossing at the old crossing, as set out by the Highway Department in copy 

of a letter to the General Attorney of the raUway company, in order to 

avoid any delay to the work now in progress on this highway in the vicinity 

ot Granby • 

The Commission is advised that so far as the matter of safety and 

convenience to the public is concerned the change will make little if any 

difference with regard to the crossing. If anything, it will likely be 

better for the public. 

The change in location of the highway will be a very great improve-

ment, and, therefore, the Commission approves the change in crossing. 

\ •', 
·, I 
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The matter ot expense in the installation ot the new crossing 

having been agreed to by the parties directly concerned will not require 

the decision ot the Commission as to allocation ot costs though attention 

is called to the tact that the agreement is not in accord with the Com.-

mission's usual policy. 

ORDER 
----.·-~ 

IT IS IJ!IEBEFOR! OBDERED, In compliance wi tb the provisions o:r 

Section 29 ot the,Public Utilities Act, as amended, that a public highway 

crossing, at grade, be, and the same is hereby, permitted to be opened and 

established over the right-ot-way and tracks ot fhe Denver and Salt Lake 

Railway Company at a point 2482 teet west ot Mile Post 75 ot said railway 

at the town limits ot Granby, Colorado, conditioned, however, tba.t prior 'to 

the opening o:r aforesaid crossing to public travel it shall be constructed 

in accordance with the specifications tor grade crossings, as provided in 

the Commission's order in Case No. 879. 

IT IS FOBTHl!R ORilBRED, That the present grade crossing o:r u. s. 

Highway No. 40, at J.Ule Post 74 t 3485 teet, shall be abandoned as a public 

crossing when the new crossing as herein referred to shall be installed and 

new highway is ready tor public travel. It is understood that present cross-

ing will be retained as a :rar.m crossing. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDBRED, That, in accordance with aforesaid agreement, 

the grading o:r the highway approaches to the crossing, including necessary 

drainage therefor, shall be done by and at the expense ot the State Elghway 

Department. Also that upon the payment ot $250.1)0 by the County ot Grand to 

The Denver and Salt Lake Railway ·Company, said railway company shall install 

necessary planking in crossing, crossing signs, two cattle guards with re• 

quired wing fences, gates at the present crossing retained tor a tar.m crossing, 

and pay any expense necessary to raise telegraph and telephone wires to the 
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proper clearance at the new crossing. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 27th day ot September, 1g33. 

•- ' . 

THE PO"BLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF ?liE STATE OF COLORADO 
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Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5278 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

MARTIN B. LARSON. 

(Boulder, Colo.) 

* * * 

) 

~ 

STATEMENT ----------
B1 the Commission: _______ , 

CASE NO •.. _l.g.§.Q __ _ 

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 184, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common_ carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1447) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rulea and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. !.9-~Q.Q_.~-~o 1 olook 
..... J~t..~M., on .. ~·-·-·-·-·······Q9!99.~1: .. ~..t •• J.~.~~--·-····- .. ··-·-··········-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

,( { /,'\ 
'(' ~w"'' 
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Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5279 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF J 
GEORGE F • SCHUTZ & L. G'. MAROVIS~ 

~~~~~13~¥6~i-·~a~A"NY:·-·· i 
(Loveland, Colo.) _ ..SEU>~IUPEU" .2.7.., .l953. 

STATEMENT ______ ... __ 

By the Commission: -----
The records of the Commission disclose that the above 

named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions,of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. Application No. 1569) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rulen and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDER - .. ---
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 

motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. !.9~~QQ._o'olook 
.. ~ . ..L~ .. M., on .. ~-~--.... .O.o.to.be;r:_J~., ..• l-9.5.5 ... ~·~·-·-····--·-·-·······-·-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STAT11l OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 

t~ 
' ,, 
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Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5282 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

ARTHUR R. PHILPOTT. 

* * * 

) 
) 
) 

CASE NO •. J·~-~-~----

(4528 Cot~e Grove Ave., 
Chicago, 11.) a.eiltePlb.ez:. 2.7 .,_ 1.953. 

STATEMENT 

B1 the Commission: 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1902) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule S3 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 

motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at ._.lQJ..OJL.o 'cloak 
.. ~.A~ •.. M., on .... ·-·-·-·--·-·-·.Q.g.:tf.Q.l>!!"_J~..J-.l~~.§-·-··"·"-·-·-·· .. -·-.. , at whioh time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



Form No. 1. 

(Decision No. 5285 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• * • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

J. B. MOORE. 
CASE NO··--+].§§ ___ _ 

(Palisade, Colo.) 
September 27, 1953. ______ ..., 

STATEMENT 
_____ ... ___ _ 

Bz the Commission• 

The records of the CommissioR di~o~gse that the above named re 
spondent was heretofore issued a permitru~aer-'tlie provisions of Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business ot 
a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said res·pondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDBR - ... ---
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policf or suretr 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is 
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, a.t l.O~;.QO ____ ~ .. o'olook !a.M., on 
··-····-·_9_9.~9.~*..J~-'-·.:1--~~~---·-· ··-·-·-., .. , at which time and place such evidence e.s is 
proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES OOUMISSION 
0:&' THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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{Decision No. 5284 ) 

• 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

OREN L. McKAY. 

(Sterling, Colo.) 

B1 the Commission• 

* * * 

l CAS I NO •·-·-~---·· 

September 27, 1935. --------
STATEi~E:WT 
.......... _ .. ___ _ 

The records of the Commissioj di1cl9se that the above named re 
spondent was heretofore issued a permit~u~aer-i~e provisions of Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 19Sl, authorizing him to engage in the business ot 
a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Cha~ter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1981, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle, 

ORDIR ... --- .. 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or suretr 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is 
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .~0:.00~.~-o'olook A....J4,, on 
··~·············~·-· ... _.Qc.t~:tbe.~ ... a,._.l951L~ .. , at which time and place such evidence as is 

~ proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• 
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Form No. 1. 

(Decision No. 5285 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• * • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF l 1257 
W. E •. PHILLIPS. CASE NO ...... -·---

(Wauneta, Nebr.) 

STATDlMENT ............. ~ .... ---
By the Commissiont 

The records of the Commissioj diic~~&e that the above named re 
spondent was heretofore issued a permitrugaer-the provisions of Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business ot 
a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission gover11ing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDBR ................. 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance polioy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same ia 
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearinl Room, 
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. l.9.!.9.9...~ .. o'olook .. .!.M., on 
··-·-·~·-·~·-··Qo_tQ.b.e.r_ . .9,... .. ~5 ..... __ ._,., at which time and place such evidence as is 
proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

{ft? 
p 1'. 
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(Decision No. 5286 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• * .. 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF l ._<!.! ... !l..!...J.QS~.!-·-·--·-·-·--·-·-·---

(Sedalia, Colo.) 

STATlilUJNT ............... _ ......... 

Bz the Commissions 

) 

The records of the Commissioi diic~~e that the above named re 
spondent was heretofore issued a permit,IUR<ler-tne provisions of Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business ot 
a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDl!IR - ......... -
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or suretJ 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is 
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .lO.lOO. ___ .. o'olock4.t. . .M., on 
.. _ .... _.Q_gj;QP.~.:r .... ~.t.-l~.~.§._. _____ ·--·-·-··• a.t which time and place such evidence as is 
proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMUISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



Form No. 1. 

(Decision No. 5287 } 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

~! ... ~-~!!!!.-·-·-·-·-·-···-·-·-····--·· 
(Wellington, Colo.) 

By the CommissionJ 

) 
) 
) 

* * * 

12~ CASE NO •..... ~-------" 

STATEMENT 
-----------

The records of the Commission diqc~qie that the above named re 
spondent was heretofore issued a permit/IR4e~~*8 provisions of Chapter 1201 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the bu.siness ot 
a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

Q R DE R -................ 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and , 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in \\the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is 
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at . .l.O.;..QLL~ .. o'olook~.t.M., on 
....... r·-·· .. ···~·Q·g-~g!?~~--~·•···l~.5fL. ...... ~··• at which time a.nd place suoh evidence a.s is 
proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THill STATE OF COLORADO 

I 
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(Decision No. 5288 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

CHARLES E. SANDS .• 

(1155 s. Elizabeth St. 
Denver, Colo.) 

Bz the Comm~ssionf 

. . , 

l 1260 
OAS111 NO.-~-~---·-·-· 

STATEI4liiNT ____ .. ___ _ 

The records of the Oommissioi. dif0.9J6 that the above named re 
spondent was heretofore issued a permit~~a~-~li provisions of Chapter 120 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1981, authorizing him to engage in the business ot 
a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado• 19Sl, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is 
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commispion in its Hearing Room, 
3SO State Otfioe Building, Denver, Colorado, at .!<!.!22.--~ .. o '.olook ~.! . .14., on 
___ .. Q.c.t~:b.er .... 9., .. ~e.3~ ... --·-·-···--.. -·-··• at which time and place such evidence as is 
proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THm STATI OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5289 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMUISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

STEPHEN G. LEWIS. 

(Timnath, Colo.) 

Bl the Commissiont 

• * • 

l 1261 
OASJI NO •·····-·-~-·--

September 27, 1955. -------

STATEMENT ......... _. ....... _ .. 

The records of the Commissioj diic~gle that the above named re 
spondent was heretofore issued a permit~ugaer-~n~ provisions of Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business ot 
a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDlllR ............... 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is 
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. ~!Q.t®.. ..... o 'clock At.M, , on 
··~····-····-·-q·~~~~.~.;:.~~L ... +...~~~-·····-·-·~··• at which time and place such evidence as is 
proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITilllS COMMISSION 
OF THE STATJil OF COLORADO 
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F-orm No. 1. 

(Decision No. 5290 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

HARVEY BROTHERS. 

(950 No. 8th, Canon City) 

Bl the Commissions 

• • • 

l CASil NO ••• .J:2~--~ 

S'l'A'l'lilUEN'l' 
______ ... ___ _ 

The records of the Commissioj di~cl~~e that the above named re 
spondent was heretofore issued a permit;uBae~-~b~ provisions of Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business ot 
a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado• 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDER ... -.... - .. 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is 
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. ~9.1 . .Q~L~ .. o 'clockA~.-. .11·, on 
·····-·············Q.Q~9.P.~r •.. ~ ....... lj~.5 ......... ~ .. , at which time and place such evidence as is 
proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMUISSIO~ 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Oommiaaloaera. 



~orm No. 1. 

(Deoision No. 5291 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

J. B. LEASURE. 

(5220 Lawrence St. 
Denver ,OO'lo.) 

By the Co~i!~ 

• * • 

September 27, 1955. 

The records of the Commissioi dilc*~~e that the above named re 
spondent was heretofore issued a permitru%aer-tne provisions of Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business ot 
a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1981, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or suretr 
bond as required by law and the Rul~s and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same ia 
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in :its Hearinf Room, 
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .~Q_;.Q.Q __ .. o • clock __ '!JI., on 
·-····-·-····.Qct.olle.r..~-,_ .. l.i-~~-•-·-·-·-·-··• at which time and place such evidence as is 
proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THlil STATE OF COLORADO 

• 
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(Decision No. 52g2) 

m:FOBE THE PUBLIC uriLITIES COMMISSION 
OF 1HB STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

m T.BE MA.'l'I'ER OF TB! .APPLICATION OF ) 
S. A. HAMMOND FOR A CERTIFICATE OF ) 
PUBLIC CONVENIENCE .AND NECESSITY TO ) APPLICATION NO. 2131 
0~ PASSENGER BUS SERVICE BE'l'i'imi ) 
RED ~ AND G!ll4AN, COLORADO, AND ) 
BEHlEN MINTURN AND GIIWN, COLORADO. ) - ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

September 28, 1933. 

Appearances: s. A. Hamnond, Red Clitt, Colorado, 
~ .!!!.i 

Richard E. conour, Esq., P.enver, Colorado, 
Assistant Attorney General. 

By the Commission: 

Applicant seeks authority to operate a passenger bus servioe 

between Red Clift and Gilman, and between Minturn and Gilman, Colorado • 

No protests were tiled against the application and a petition and several 

written communications trom various individuals were received requesting 

the Commission to give favorable consideration to the application. 

It appears that between 75 and 100 persons are employed by the 

Empire Zinc Company at Gilman, Colorado, and that a number ot employes ot 

said company reside either in Red Clit':f' or Minturn, Red Clift being situated 

three and one•hal:f' miles south and Minturn :f'i ve and one-half miles north ot 

GilmB.n. 

It further developed that said employes require transportation 

facilities to enable them to go to and return from their work at Gilman. 

No such service is provided at present, as the railroad facilities between 

said points are not of such nature as to afford the service required by 

said employes. 

Applicant proposes to purchase a 25•passenger Chevrolet bus in 

order to conduct said operation, the cost of which will be approximatel.J 

$11500.00. In addition to this bus, he would use a passenger oar betweea 

-1-
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• 
Minturn and Gilman, and with this equipment he believes that the transpor

tation needs of the employes of the Elllpire Zinc Ooi!1pany can be properly 

taken care of. 

It further developed that applicant was injured in an accident this 

year and now has an application on file with the State Workmen's Ooi!1pensation 

J'und for an allowance covering his injuries. It appears tbat one eye has 

been practically destroyed and the sight of the other one affected. Applicant 

does not propose to drive any of his equipment, but will hire drivers tor the 

purpose, and he stated that he desired the granting of his certificate made 

contingent upon his being granted relief by the said Workmen's OOI!1:pensat1on 

J'und, as otherwise he wUl not be financially able to carry on the proposed 

operation. 

He proposes to operate three round trips a day betwee~ the points 

to be served and such operations can be continued during the entire year. 

His proposed operation will be the same between Red Oliff and Minturn and 

Giliilan and there will be a flat charge of 26 cents per passenger each way, 

or a five days a week service at a charge of $6.00 per month per passenger. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that the public convenience and necessity require 

the establishment by applicant of a passenger bus service between Red Oliff 

and Gilman and between Minturn and Gilman, Colorado, subjBct to the condi-

tiona hereinafter set forth. 

IT IS 1"BEREFFRE OliDEHED, That the public convenience and neoessi ty 

require the proposed motor 'Yehicle operations of applicant, s. A. Hamlnond, 

for the conduct ot a passenger bus service between Red Clift and Gilman, 

and bebeen Minturn and Gilman, Colorado~ subject to the following oondi Uon.s, 

· and this order shall be taken, deeDled and held to be a certificate ot public 

convenience and necessity therefor: 

(a) This certificate shall not becoille operative until such t1Il1e, 

not exceeding ninety days, a~ applicant shall be in financial position to 
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• 
furnish approx~tely $1,500.00 tor equipment tor said proposed operation 

by the grant ot an allowance trom the State Workmen's Compensation FUnd, or 

otherwise, and until such time as applicant shall tile wi~h the Commission 

the necessary insurance or surety bond required b7 law and our rulea ua. 

regulations. 

IT IS l!'URTBER ORDERED, That the applicant shall tile taritts ot 

rates, .. rules and regulations and time and distance schedules as required 

by the Rulea and Regulations ot this Commission governing motor vehicle 

carriers, within a period not to exceed twenty days trom ~he date hereof. 

IT IS FURTHER OBJliBED, That applicant shall operate such JDOtor 

vehicle carrier system according to the schedule tiled with this Commission 

except when prevented trom so doing by the Act ot God, the public enemy or 

unusual or extreme weather condi tiona; and this order is made subjeet to 

compliance by the applicant with the Rules and Regulations now in torce or 

to be hereafter adopted by the Comadssion with respect to motor vehicle 

carriers and also subject to any tuture legislative action that may be 

taken with respect thereto. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 

THE PUBLIC UTILr.riES COMMISSION 
OF TH1 S!.A.T.E OF OO.LOIW)O 

this 28th day ot September, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 5293) 

BEFORE 'mE l?OBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF 'rHE STATE OF COLORADO 

* 

RE MOTOR VEHICIJ!l OP.ERA.TIONS OF } 
GEORGE W. STOCKTON. ) -- - - - - - - - - - - - - -

* * 

CASE NO. l228 

September 28, 1933 
- -- ~ - - - - -

Appearances: Mr. E. s. ~ohnson, Denver, Colorado, 
t~r the Public Utilities Commission; 

Richard E. Con our, Esq. , Denver, Colorado, 
Assistant Attorney General. 

STATEMENT -------·--
By the Commission: 

j 

On September e, 1933, the Commission en~ered its order ~e~iring 
I 

respondent to show cause why the certificate ot public convenienc~ and 

necessity, heretofore issued to him in Applications Nos. 1948, 19~A and 
I 

I 
1948-AAA, should not be suspended or revoked tor his tailure to ti~e monthly 

I 

reports, pay highway compensation taxes, and also tile the necess~ in• 

surance policy or surety bond as required by law. I 

At the hearing, it developed that respondent has paid aljl highway 

compensation taxes assessed against him and has filed all delinque:bt reports. 
I 

:tt further developed that respondent has applied for the neoessaryj i.nsurance, 
I 

and the Far.m Mutual Insurance Company has advised the Commission t~at 
. I 

respondent's policy will be filed with us in due course. 1 

In view of these facts, the Conmission is of the opinio~, and so 
I 
I 

finds, that the instant case should be dismissed with a warning tol respondent, 
I 

however, that in the future he must be more prompt in meeting the fequirements 

of the Commission in regard to the above matters, or we shall be crmpelled to 

take more drastic action against him. 

r.r IS THEREFORE ORDEHICD, That the instant case be, 

-1-
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and ~e same is 
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, 

hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 28th day ot September, 1g33. 

TEE PUBLIC UTILITI!S COIIUISSION 
OF THE STAT.!!: OF COLCEAOO 
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(Decision No. 5294) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES C<IUISSICfi 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

BE lti<FOR VEHICU!! OPERATIONS OF ) 
GEORGE H. WATSON. ) PERMIT NO. · A-86 - ~ ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

September 28, 1933. 

!T!TEM!!!T 
By the Conmisaion: 

The Commission is in receipt of' a written colDIIIWlication 

from the above named George H. Watson, Estes Park, Colorado, requestina 

that his permit be suspended, due to poor business conditions. 

Atter caretul consideration of' said request, the Commission 

is of' the opinion, and so finds, that same should be granted. 

ORDER ___ , .... _ 
IT ::tS THltREJ!'OBE 0~, That pr1'ftte m.otor vehicle permit Ho • 

. 
A86 be, and the same is hereby, suspec.ded tor a period of' one year from 

September 4, 1933, proYidet:, ·however, that during said euspension period 

said permit shall be automa:tioally reinstated if' the said George H. Watson 

tiles with the Commission an affidavit to the ef'f'ect that he has not 

operated tor hire during the period of' suspension and tiles with the 

Commission all necessar'7 insurance policies or a surety bond, and also 

tiles all requisite reports and pays all highway compensation taxes that 

may be legally due. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 28th day of' September, 1933. 

THE POBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STAB OF COLCR.ADO 

/ 
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Form No. 2. (Decision No. 5295 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• • * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

!~~-~--~!~~~-~!~----·-·~·-·-·-·-·--·-····-·-·· ~ CASE NO •.. -.. J.g§!.. ··-·-·· 

_o~t!b!r_2!.. ~9~5~ __ _ 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued Permit No •.. -.A""':i0.5_ ........ under the provisions of Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business of a 
private carrier by motor vehicle. 

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent 
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-witt 

MonthlY Reports Ngt;Receive<i 

January, 1955, to August, 1955, both inclusive. 

Highway Compensation Tax Unpaid 

Month 1'.!! Penalti Total 

1952 October t 7.48 1.01 $8.49 
November 27.10 5.25 50.55 
December 16.0~ 1.68 11.n 

50.61 5.94 $56.55 

0 R DE R .. ..- .... - ..... 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above named 
respondent has failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation 
taxes as above set forth, inviolation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit here
tofore issued to said respondent on account of the aforementioned delinquencies, 
and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and 
proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, Thai said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at l.O.:OCb 'clock .A. •.. M., on .. ~·- .. Oc:t;Qber.~U.,. ... l95.ZL. .. _. _____ ._, 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 

f 
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{Decision No. 5296) 

BEFORE THE P013LIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE 'MOTOR VEHICU: OPERATIONS OF ) 
MOISES TAYLOR AND J"OE T. ROYBAL, ) 
CO-PARTNERS. ) 

CASE NO. 1265 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
(Ft. Garland, Colo.) 

October 4, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named 

respondents were heretofore issued a motor vehicle p~it No. A-246 under 

;he provisions of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing 

engage in the business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

The records of the C9mmission further disclose that said respondents 

have tailed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 

16 of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 ot the 

Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by 

motor vehicle, and have failed to pay highway compensation taxes as 

follows, to-wit: 

Year 
1933 

Highway Compensation'J!axes Unlj!aid 

Month Tax 
April (balance}$0.42 
May 0.69 
Sune 0.42 
~uly 0.49 
August 0.17 

Penalty 
.02 
.02 

Total 
$ 0.44 

0.71 
0.42 • ~:n ftQ ~4~ ~ r '3 3 

IT IS TEEREFORE OBDEBED, by the Commission, on 1 ts own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 

named respondents have failed or retused to file an insurance policy or surety 

bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Conmission, and 

have tailed to pay highway compensation taxes as above set forth, in viola-

tion of law and the Rules and Regulations of the Cormnission governing 

-1-
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private carriers by motor vehicle. 

IT IS JJ"UmBER OBDERED, That said respondents show cause, i:t any 

they have, by written statement :tiled with ~he Commission within ten days 

from this date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the 

permit heretofore issued to said respondents on account o:t the aforementioned 

delinquencies, and why it should no~ enter such other order or orders as 

may be meet and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FORT.BER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is 

hereby, set down :tor hearing be :tore the Commission in 1 ts Bearina Room, 

330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 A. M. o'clock, on 

Thursday, October 26, 1933, at which time and place such evidence as is 

proper may be introduced. 

Dated a~ Denver, Colorado, 
this 4th day o:t October, 1933 • 

'l'H! PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OJ!' 1m BrATE Ol!' COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5297) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
BLAIR MTI,I.ER AND FRANK W • MU.I.ER FOR ) 

APPLICATION NO. 1845~ TRANSFER AND ASSIGNMENT OF CERTIFICATE ) 
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -) 

October 4, 1955. 

STATEMENT ----------
Bt the Commission: 

On September 14, 1955, a hearing was held before the Commission 

on the application for authority to transfer from Blair Miller to Frank w. 
Miller the certificate of public convenience and necessity heretofore 

issued to the said Blair Miller in Application No. 1845. Thereafter, on 

September 22, 1955, a petition for a rehearing was filed by Blair Miller, 

alleging various matters as reasons why a further hearing should be granted, 

one of said reasons being the fact that said Blair Miller had no actual 

notice of the former hearing and therefore was not present. 

In view of the allegatians contained in said petition, the 

Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that a further hearing on the 

instant application Should be held. It further· appears that no order 

has as yet been issued in connection with the former hearing • 

.QR~!R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That a further hearing in Application 

No. 1845-A be, and the same is hereby, ordered to be held in the Hearing 

Room of the Commission, Denver, Colorado, on October 15, 1955, at 2:00 

o'clock P. M. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 4th day of October, 1955. 

\ ' 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF RADO 
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(Decision No. 6298) 

At a General Session ot The Public 
Utilities Commission ot The State 
ot Colorado, held at ita ottice at 
Denver, Colorado, October 5, 1933. 

INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION DOCKET NO • 196 

IT APPEAlUNG, That by an order dated Ya7 27, 1933, ~e Publio 

Utilities Commission ot the State or Colorado, entered upon an investi-

gation concerning the proposed discontinuance ot the agenc7 station ot 

!he Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company at Allison, Colorado, 

which was to be etteotive on June 21, 1933, and 

IT AP.PEARING FURTHER, That pending such investigation the Commission 

ordered that the proposed etteetive date or the discontinuance ot said 

agency •tation at Allison, Colorado, be suspended tor a period ot one hun• 
"' 

dred and twenty daya trom June 21, 1933, or until October lt, 1933• unleae 

otherwise ordered by the Commission, 

IT ~ING :BURTHl!B, That such in"featigation cannot be completed 

within the period ot suspension stated herein, 

IT IS 'i'.t'D5RIUQHB ORDlllRED, That the proposed discontinuance o:r the 

'Sanoy station ot The Denver and Rio Grande Western Rallroad Company at 

Allison, Colorado, be further suapended tor a period or six months fl'om. 

October 19, 1933, or until April 19, 1934. 

IT IS FIJRTHER OllDERED, That a copy ot this order be tiled with the 

petition tor the discontinuance ot said agency station at Ji1i.On, Colorado, 

and copies hereof be torth'l'i th served on said The Denver and Rio Grande 

Western Railroad Company, 11he petitioner, and Messrs. A. B. Bryant & Com-

paDJ, Allison, Colorado, the protestant. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day ot October, 1933. 

THl!l POBLIO UTILITIES COMJIIBSION 
OF TB! BTA'rl. OF COLORAJ)() 
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{Decision No. 5299) 

At a Genera~ Session ot The Pub~ic 
Utilities Commission ot The State 
ot Coloxado, held at its ottioe at 
Denver, Colorado• October 5, 1933. 

INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION DOCKET NO. 197 

IT JPP'.IURmG, That by an order dated June 6, 1933, !he Public 

Utilities Commission ot The State ot Colorado entered upon an investigation 

concerning the proposed discontinuance ot the agency station ot The Denver 

and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company at Sapinero, Colorado, which was w 

be gftective on June 2lt 1933, and 

IT ~G FURTHER, That pending such investigation the Commission 

ordered that the proposed etteetive date or the discontinuance ot said agency 

station at Sapinero, Colorado, be suspended tor a period ot one hundred and 

twenty days trom June 21, 19331 or Until October 19, 1933, unless otherwise 

ordered by the Commission, 

IT .APPEARING FURTHER, That said investigation cannot be completed 

within the period ot suspension stated herein, 

IT IS WEREFORE ORDERED, That the proposed discontinuance ot the 

agency station of The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Com~ny at 

Sapinero, Colorado, be further suspended tor a period ot siX months tram 

October 19, 1933 1 or until April 19, 1934. 

IT IS FORIJffiER OBDERIID, That a copy ot this order be tiled with the 

petition tor ~he discontinuance ot said agency atation'at Sapinero, Colorado, 

and copies hereof be forthwith served on said The Denver and Rio Grande 

Western Railroad Company, the petitioner, and Robert ~. Rockwell, President, 

the Delta County Livestock Association, Delta, Colorado, the :xrotestant. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th day ot October, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES C<lllMISSION 
0~ TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

' . 
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(Decision No. 5300) 

At a General Session of The Public 
Utilities Commission of The State 
of Colorado, held at itos of'fice at 
Denver, Colorado, October 5, 1933. 

INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION DOOICET NO. 198 

IT A.P.P.Jl:ARING, That by an order dated June 15, 1933, The Public 

Utilities Commission of the State of Colorado, entered upon an investigation 

·concerning the proposed discontinuance of the agency station ot The Denver 

and Bio ,Granda Western Railroad Company at Doyle, Colorado, which was to 

become effective on June 21, l933t and 

IT ~G FURTHER, That pending such investigation the Commission 

9rdered that the proposed effective date of the discontinuance of said agency 

station at Doyle, Colorado, be suspended for a period ot one hundred and 

twenty days from June 21, 1933, or until October 19, 1933, unless otherwise 

ordered by the Commission, and 

IT APPEARING FORTEBR, That such investigation cannot be completed 

within the period ot suspension stated herein, 

IT IS :m:truRI ORDERJm, That the proposed discontinuance ot the 

agency station ot The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company at 

Doyle, Colorado, be turtber suspended tor a period ot six months from October 

19, 1933, or until April 19, 1934. 

IT IS FORTEER ORDERED, That a copy of this order be tiled with the 

petition tor the discontinuance ot said agency station at Doyle, Colorado, 

and copies hereof be torthwi th served on said The Denver and Rio Grande 

Western Railroad Company, the petitioner, and Clifford H. Stone, Gunnison, 

Colorado, attorD.ey tor the protestants. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th aay ot October, 1933. 

TBE PUBLIC UTILITIES COlK!SBIOB 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5301) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE SU.TE OF COLORADO 

* * 

RE MOTOR VEHICU: OmRA.TIONS OF ) 
GEORGE McE'IJ:N. ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - -

* 

CASE NO. 1022 

October 5 1 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commdssion: 

On Sep~ber 20, 1932, the Commission entered ita order requirins 

the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate ot public 

convenience and necessity heretofore issued to him in Application No. l353•A 

should not be revoked tor his failure to keep on tile with the Commission 

an effective insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had tailed 

to tile an effective insurance policy or surety bond. 

Attar a careful consideration of the record the Commission is ot 

the opinion, and so finds, that the certificate ot public convenience and 

necessity heretofore issued to the above named respondent should be revoked 

tor his failure to keep on tile with the Comudssion an effective inauranoe 

policy or surety bond. 

IT IS TE:IH!FO.Rl!! Om:m:RED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to George MCEwen in Application No. 1353~, 

be, and the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th day o~ October, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC U'l'ILI'l'IES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5302) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

**** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
JOHN SALAS. ) 

CASE NO. 1254 

Appearances: 

By the Commission: 

October 5, 1955. 

Mr. A. A. Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

Oft September 19, 1955, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1825 

should not be suspended ~r revoked for his failure to file with the 

Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

The evidence disclosed that respondent bas failed to keep on file 

with the ~ommission the necessary insurance policy or surety bond required 

by Section 17 of Chapter 154, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 55 

of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing common carriers by 

motor vehicle. Although respondent has been traced repeatedly for this 

insurance, he apparently pays no attention to our notices and he did not 

appear at the hearing. The law makes it incumbent upon the Commission to 

see that those operating under its jurisdiction are properly insured, and 

we feel that we have no option in the matter. 

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and 
~·-

necessity, heretofore issued to John Salas, respondent herein, in Application 

No. 1825, should be revoked for the above delinquency. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

-1-



and necessity, heretofore issued to John Salas, respondent herein, be, and 

the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th day of October, 1935. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



j, .. ~ ... 

(Decision No. 5303) 

BEFGBS TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
011' THE STATE OF COLOBAI>O 

* * * 
RE KOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIGNS OF ) 
A. C.o E. TRANSPOBTATIO:N COMPANY, ) CASE NO. 1235 
A CORPOBA.TION. . } 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

- - - - - - - ... 
October 5, 1933. -- - - - - .. -

Appearances: Mr. A. A. Von Egidy, DenTer, Colorado, 
tor Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On September 19, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate ot public 

· conTenience and necessity heretofore issued to it in Application No •. 19'18-I, 

should not be suspended or reToked tor ita tailure to tile an insurance 

policy or surety bond as required by law. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that the public liability 

and property damage insurance heretofore carried by respondent had been 

cancelled and not renewed. 

The Commission is in receipt ot a communication trom respondent 

company, stating that sometime ago it decided to withdraw its operations in 

Colorado, and requesting that its present certificate be revoked without 

prejudice. 

After careful consideration o'f the .record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the certitioate ot public conTenienoe and neces-

sity, heretotore issued to respondent in Application No. 1978-I, should be 

reToked tor its failure to keep on file with the Commission the necessary 

insurance required by law •. 

The Commission is ot the turther opinion that said reTooation should 

be without prejudice to the tiling ot a new application should respondent 

again desire to operate in Colorado. 

-1-



IT IS TlmREFOBE ORlll'!RED, That the certiticate ot public convenience 

and necessity, heretotore issued to A. c. E. Transportation Company, a cor-

poration, be, and the same is hereby, revoked without prejudice to the tiling 

ot a new application should respondent again desire to operate in Colorado. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th day ot October, 1g33. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF T.H!: BrATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5504) 
\:'[" \- _-pr ~ 

\ . j ._ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
C. A. GILMORE AND R. M. BOSE, ) 
DOING BUSINESS AS OTIS PRODUCE ) 
COMPANY. ) 

CASE NO. 1256 

October 5, 1955.' 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

On September 20, the Commission entered its order requiring the 

above named respondents to show cause -;why· Permit No. A-558 1 heretofore 

issued to them, should not be suspended or revoked for their failure to 

file reports and for their failure to keep on file with the Commission 

the necessary insurance policy or surety bond as requir~d by law. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondents had 

failed to file the delinquent reports in question and had no effective 

insurance palicy or surety bond on file with the Commission. 

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is 

of the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-558, heretofore 

issued to the above named respondents, should be revoked for their failure 

to file reports and keep on file with the Commission the necessary insurance 

policy or surety bond. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, Tha.t private permit No. A-558 1 heretofore 

e issued to C. A. Gilmore and R. M. Bose, doing business as Otis Produee Company, 

be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th day of October, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

&be- ;;i-{:~ « R- ~ 

~LL) 
Commissfners. 



J 
(Decision No. 5505) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
HOWARD H. HOLDCROFT, DOING BUSINESS ) 
AS HOLDCROFT TRANSPORTATION COMPANY.) 

CASE NO. 1257 

October 5, 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. A. A .• Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado; 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On September 20, 1955, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-550, here-

tofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to 

keep on file with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety 

bond as required by law. 

The evidence disclosed that respondent has failed to keep on file 

with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety bond required 

by Section ie of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1951, and by Rule 10 

of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers 

for hire by motor vehicle. Although respondent has been traced repeatedly 

for this insurance, he apparently pays no attention to our notices and he 

did not appear at the hearing. The law makes it incumbent upon the Commission 

to see that those operating under its jurisdiction are properly insured, and 

we feel that we have no option in the matter. 

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, tba.t private permit No. A..:.550, __ ,heretofore issued 

to Howard H. Holdcroft, dotng business as Holdcroft Transportation Company, 

should be revoked for failure to file insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-350, heretofore 

-,--



. -· 

issued to Howard H. Holdcroft, doing business as Holdcroft Transportation 

Company, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th day of October, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



7 -·- .. 
Form No. 4. (Decision No. 5306 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
CLARENCE G. GUY, doing business ) 
aa..UJWt .. BPBDIGEIELD...S~ .. ~-~-- ) 

(Lamar , Colo • ) 

* * • 

STATEMENT 

4lt ~l the Commission; 

The records of the Commission show that ~ certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (Application No. 823) 

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent 
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wita 

< 'S.. ~. 
•j,.l n 

. ' 'l \~"' 
't, ·~~- ...,. 

~\ ,l1f, lf·t: 

Monthly reports not received 

April to September, 1933, inclusive. 
{r;,.' ~-t'i ..,,•' 

· 1f.'J ~~~-~-,. Highway Compensation Tax Unpaid , 
~· J Q I l 

~ ' f- x~.t.f March, 1933, balance 13¢ fA..A.A.-__.(~,../ 
A.\ JYJ .\: vi') _..r' 
'\I"' ~/~ " . The records of' the Commission further disclose that said respondent 
,~~' vJ.. . ... _, has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 
, . 17 o:r Chapter 134, Session Laws of' Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 33 of' the Rules 

\\
1 

and Regulations o:r the Commission governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above named 
respondent has failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation 
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission governing motor vehicle carriers, and has failed to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to said respondent on account of the aforementioned delin
quency, and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be 
meet and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, Tha~ said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set down for hea;·ing before the Commis~don in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. .lO ....... o'clook ... A.~ .. M., on .. ".O.c.lo.ber. .. .2.6-t-·.l9~---·-·-·-·-··• 
at which time and place such evide~ce as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

XXX XXX 
.... ·--·-·---.....-------

Colllllilaionera. 
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(Decision No. 5508) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOR1illa 

*** 
IN TID!: MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
COLO~MEX TRANSPORTATION COMPANY FOR ) 
A CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE ) 
AND NECESSITY. ) 

APPLICATION NO. 1769 

October 6, 1955. 

Bz the Commission: 

On October 28, 1952, the Commission entered an order suspending 

the certificate of public convenience and necessity heretofore issued to 

Colo.-Mex Transportation Company in Application No. 1769, from said date 

to June 1, 1955. A~ther suspension of two months was granted on June 7, 

1955. 

The Commission is now in receipt of a letter from Mr. E. Cory, 

President of Colo.-MexTransportation Company, requesting a further suspension 

of said certificate to May 151 1954, on account of lack of business and 

continued depression. 

After careful consideration of said request the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that same should be granted. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of' public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Colo-Mex Transportation Company, be, and 

the same is hereby suspended to May 15, 1954. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day of October, 1955. 



j 
Form No. 1. 

(Decision No.5309 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
0. if.. 1fEEKS .AND J. P. OLSON. 

(Leadville, Colo.) 

Bt the Commission• 

• * • 

) 

~ 
CASE NO •... ,U0.7. ___ . 

October 7, 1933. 

STATEIIEWT _....., .................... .. 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re 
spondent was heretofore issued a permit under the provisions of Chapter l20t 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931 1 authorizing him to engage in the business of 
a private carrier by motor vehicle. (Permit 340-A) 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
Jailed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
~~ Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 

• ,_t~~ ~eg~ns of the Commission gover11ing private carriers b7 motor vehiole. 

, ~ Y.::J" .Q ! ! I !! '\'.} · ~V V\"tnP IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 
~d-~~\\~at an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine it the above 

J- J..1 • named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance polioy or surety 

1~~ bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
\1 if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
~ whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 

premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is 
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. __ l;..Q_,_._ ..... o'clook .A.-".M•, on 
..... QQJQl>~.J:' .... ?..!?.~ •. l~.~~-··············--··-··• at which time and place such evidence as is 
proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

OoDIIIIilaioa.era. 



/ Form No. 2. (Decision No. 5310 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO~ 

• • • 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

) 
··-~.:.._.~.:.-~~:-·-·-·-·-·-·----·-·-- ) 

1268 
CASE NO.··-·-·-·--····-·-·--

(Alamosa, Colo.) 

STATEMENT ___ ....,...,_. __ _ 
By the Commiasioni 

The records of the COillmiss!on disclose that the.above named respondent 
was heretofore issued Permit No •.. 3.'29"'-'..-.... .: ... under the provisions of Chapter 12'0, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business of a· 
private carrier by motor vehicle. 

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent 
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Monthly reports not received 

~ April to September, 1933, inclusive. 
l\ ,.~Jt' .. \ ' ~_,.,,.li··· 
'; . 

rl ,,1\) . p-f 
C)iv.A ~~ 11' The records of the Commission fUrther disclose that said respondent 
~has tailed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 

or Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules and 
Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDER -- .... - ......... 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on ita own motion, that 
an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above named 
respondent has failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation 
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle, and has failed to 
file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

IT IS FURT"dER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit here
tofore issued to said respondent on account of the aforementioned delinquencies, 
and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and 
proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said ma·tter be, and the same is hereby, 
set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at l.O. ..... o' clock A •.. .M., on .. __ Qa.t.ob.er ... .2A ... ..l.iaa._ .... _._._._. __ , 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE COLORADO 

Commissioners. 



/ Form No. 2. (Decision No. 5311 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• * • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
FSSA HARBERT. ) 

--·-·-·--·-------·-·-·-·---·--·-·-·--·-·-·-·-·· ) 
(Woodrow, Colo.) October 7, 1933. -------------

STATEMENT ........... -- ... --
By the Commissiona 

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued Permit No •..... ..2'1.6.'!1.'.1 ........ under the provisions of Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business of a 
private carrier by motor vehicle. 

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent 
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation 

2
es as follows, to-wit: 

, J ;;~~~. '\ ~ Monthly :reports not received 

' ~rl ~ l \ ,.;\. · ~ 1. / December, 1932, January to September, 1933, !J .. 
~~ ' · · · ~'~ inclusive. Ill.,{) 

~:\"~~ i 11 
~- \ The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent' 

has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 1~ 
ot Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 ot the Rules and 
Regulations of .the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDER ...................... 

IT IS TIIEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above named 
respondent has failed to file monthly re·ports or pay highway compensation 
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle, and has tailed to 
tile an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit here
tofore issued to said respondent on account of the aforementioned delinquencies, 
and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and 
proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
Get down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. .l~·Lo' clock A. .... M., on .. w ....... ,.O~.to.b.er __ .ag ..... .l9.:3.3 •. _________ , 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 



.. 
Form No. 4 • (Decision No. 631! 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

LYON AND THOMPSON. 

(Keenesburg, Colo.) 

) 
) 
) 

* * * 

CASE NO.··~·-.!~?.~-.. :. 

STATEMENT 

e By the Commi :::~~ 

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. (Application No·. 1156) 

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent 
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Monthly reports not received 

September, 1933. 

August, 1933 - $ 12.31 

The records of the Commission turther disclose that said respondents 
have failed to tile an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 
17 ot Chapter 134, Session Laws ot Colorado, 1927, and by Bule 33 ot the Rules 
and Regulations ot the Commission governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on 1ts own motion, that 

an investigation anQ. hearing be entered into to determine if the abo'll'e nam~.d 
respondent has failed: to file monthly reports or pay highway compensat-ion·,··. 
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
ot the Commission governing motor vehicle carriers~ and have tailed to tile an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written statement filed with the Comm.ission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to said respondent on acoount of the aforementioned delin
quency, and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be 
meet and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, Tha·t said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set down for hearing before the Commis:;ion in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. _l.Q.~ .. o 'clock ... A.~..- .. M., on .. -.J~Q.1QP.~~.J~§., .. _*~~~~-····-·-·-··• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Oommiaaioner1. 



.. Form-No. 4. (Decision No. 5313 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * • 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

CASE NO •..•. J.2.'i.l.--.. 
RAlMOND L. WEBBER. ···-.. ·-····-·· ....... ·-·-·- .. ·· ......... -....... -·-·-·--·-· .... ·-·~······-····--·· 

) 
) 
) 

(Palisade, Colo.) 

STATEMENT ---- .... -- .. -
~ By the CommissionJ 

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehicle carrier. {Application No. 272) 

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent 
has failed to tile monthly reports and has· failed to pay highway compense.tion 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

Year 
1932 

" 
1933 

Monthly report~;~ not received 

March to September, 1933, inclusive 

Highway Compensation tax unpaid 

$To:~~) i) , [{, 
• 50 ~ ; ~J.(,I ..... _,... / " ~''!" 

.~. & 

Month Tax Penalty 
November t .so $ .10 
December .45 .05 
Jan. &. Feb. .72 .06 

.. .J 

~l~ The records of the CoDIDission further disclose that said respondent 
\ .•• 1 has tailed to tile an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 

r ~~" ')·:l 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules 
'"'f:J!(!" \ and Regulations of' the Commission governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDER - ........ --
rT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 

an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above named 
respondent has failed to file monthly r·eports or pay highway compensation 
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission governing motor vehicle carriers, and has' tailed to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said. respondent show cause, it any he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to said respondent on account of the aforementioned delin
quency, and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be 
meet and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
set down for hearing before the Commisuion in its Hearing Room, SSO State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at ... ~O ...... o 'clock .. ..A. ...... M., on .. _ .... .Q.a.tobe~ . .26,. ... l.9&..~.---··• 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

--·---·-·--... ·~-
OoDDhlionera. 



(Decision No. 5314 

•· . 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

1. M • .ALIRE. 
........ --....... -... -.. ~··-·-· ... ···-·· ... ·-··· .......... -·-·--................ ___ ........... .. 
{Garcia, Colo. ) 

By the Commission& 
~---------------

) 
) 
) 

* * • 

CASE NO •.. -.l.2.'l.2.. __ 

STATEMENT 

) 

The records of the Commission show that a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity was heretofore issued to the above named respondent, 
authorizing his operations as a motor vehic.le carder. (Application No. 2022) 

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent 
has failed to file monthly reports and has failed to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-witt 

Monthly reports not received 

May, June, July, September, 1933. 

Year 
1933 

" 
" 

Highway Compensation Tax Unpaid 
Month Tax Penalty 

March - $ .18 
April .12 
August $ 5.04 

Total 
$ .18 

.12 
5.04 

$ 5.34 

~ {r).~•-t~ The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent 
V has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 

A 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules 
• and Regulations of the Commission governing common _carriers by motor vehiole. 

0 R D 1: R -- .... - .. 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED~ by the Commission, on its own motion, that 

e.n investigation and hearing be entered in~o to determine if the above named 
respondent has failed to file monthly reports or pay highway compensation 
taxes as above set forth, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
of the Co~nission governing motor vehicle carriers, and has failed to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond aa required by law. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not ~nt~r an order suspending or revoking the certificate 
heretofore issued to said raspondent on ac~ount of the aforementioned delin
quency, and why it should not enter sueh other order or orders as may be 
meet and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 
~;at down for he:ar·ing before the Commis!>ion in its Hearing Room, 330 State Office 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. .lCL~ .. o • clock .. A... .. ~ .. M., on ........ ~ .. Oc.t.ob~ . .aa.,_ . .l,9,55.. ___ ·-··• 

at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

... ~··*-·•---·-·--
Oommiaalonera. 



/ 

.. 

(Decision No. 5515) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHIGLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
L. E. KAYS. ) 

CASE NO. 1192 

October 9, 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission • 

By the Commission: 

On July 25, 1955, the Commission issued its order requiring the 

above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered 

directing him to ceas and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier 

unless and until he procured authority to so operate. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is 

engaged in the transportation of his own property only. 

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of October, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COW~SSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



J 

• 

.. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
L. R. MARSHALL. ) 

*** 
CASE NO. 1195 

October 9, 1955. 

(Decision No. 5516) 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 25, 1935, the Commission issued its order requiring the 

above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered 

directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier 

unless and until he had procured authority to so operate. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is 

engaged in the transportation of his own property only. 

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of October, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



.e 

. - . 

(Decision No. 5517) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
0. B. HITCHCOK. ) 

CASE NO. 1195 

. Appearances: 

By the Commission: 

October 9, 1955. 

Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

On July 25, 1955, the Commission entered its order requiring 

respondent to show cause why he should not be instructed to cease and desist 

from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he had secured 

proper authority therefor. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent has been 

transporting livestock into Denver which ostensibly had been his own property, 

but that remittances for said livestock had been made to various other 

individuals by the commission firms who purchased the same. This evidence 

clearly demonstrates that respondent has been merely resorting to the 

subterfuge of claiming the property that he as transporting to be his own, 

when, as a matter of fact, his operations were on a "for hire" basis. 

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that respondent ahould be ordered to cease and 

desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he 

procures a certificate of public convenience and necessity to so operate, 

or a private permit if he desires to operate as a private carrier. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That O. B. Hitchcok, respondent 

herein, forthwith cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier 

-1-
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unless and until he procures a certificate of public convenience and 

necessity to so operate, or a private permit if he desires to operate as 

a private carrier for hire. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of October, 1955 • 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CONndiSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



.. 
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(Decision No. 5518) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
JOHN PRIEST. ) 

CASE NO. ll96 

October 9, 1955. 

APPEARANCES: Mr. C. A. Hoff'man, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 25, 1955, the Commission issued its order requiring the 

above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered 

directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier 

unless and until he had procured authority to so operate. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is 

engaged in the transportation of his own property only • 

In view of' these circumstances, the Commission is of' the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed • 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of August, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

~~.d'~Q 

7Jthrt/L 
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(Decision No. 5519) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
EVERETT RAILSBACK. ) 

CASE NO. 1197 

October 9, 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 25,-1955, the Commission entered its order requiring 

respondent to show cause why he should not be directed to cease and desist 

from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he procures 

authority thr:refor. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent has been 

transporting livestock into Denver for some time past without any proper 

~ authority from this Commission. It was further disclosed, however, that 

he has paid highway compensation taxes upon said transportation and has now 

taken out a private permit. 

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of October, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COM:~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5521) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
C. EVANS. · · ) 

CASE NO. 1200 

October 9, 1955 • 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 25, the Commission issued its order requiring the 

above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered 

directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier 

unless and until he had procured authority to so operate. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is 

engaged in the transportation of his own property only. 

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

I'E iS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Golorado, 
this 9th day of October, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5522) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
J. C. HUBBS. ) 

CASE NO. 1201 

October 9, 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 25, 1955, the Commission issued its order requiring the 

above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered 

directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier 

unless and until he had procured authority to so operate. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is 

engaged in the transportation of his own property only. 

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of October, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
DAN H. DONAHUE. ) 

CASE NO. 1202 

October 9, 1935. 

(Decision No. 5525) 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 28, 1955, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be 

entered directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor 

vehicle carrier unless and until he had procured authority to so operate. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is 

engaged in the transportation of his own property only. 

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of October, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COM1~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
LESTER ROBINSON. ) 
**-Y'"*********-**** 

*** 

CASE NO. 1204 

October 9, 1955. 

(Decision No. 5524) 

Appearances: Mr. c. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 28, 1955, the Commission entered an order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be 

entered directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle 

carrier unless and until he had procured authority to so operate. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is 

engaged in the transportation of his own property only • 

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant cG.se be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of October, 1953. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



j 
(Decision No. 5525} 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
I. M. CANNING. ) 

CASE NO. 1205 

October 9, 19:35. 

Appearances: Mr• c. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be 

entered directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor 

vehicle carrier unless and until he had procured authority to so operate. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is 

engaged in the transportation of his own property only. 

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and ·the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of October, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

~~-Q.( 

~~/ 
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(Decision No. 5526) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
C. H. FUNK. ) 

*** 
CASE NO. 1206 

October 9, 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, ~blic Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 25, 1955, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be 

entered directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor 

vehicle carrier unless and until he had procured authority to so operate. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is 

engaged in the transportation of his own property only • 

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of October, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMrHSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Deciaion No. ~Sa?) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COWIISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

U MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OJ' ) 
J'U)YD 1 ACOBSON. ) --- - -- - -- - -- - - - -

* * * 
CjSE NO. 1182 

- - .. - - - .. -
October 9, 1933. .. - .. ... .. - - .. 

J.ppearancest llr. c • .1. Rottman, Den'Yer, Coloraclo, 
Inapeotor, Public Utilities Oaamiaaion. 

STJ.TIM:IN'.r ----------
Br the Ceamiaaion: 

A AI( 
-~JG!f' 

On 7uly 24, 1933, the OoBaiasion entered its order requiring re~toadent 

to ahow cause why he should not be directed to ceaae and deaist tram operating aa 

a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he procures authority therefor. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent has been trans-

porting livestock into Denver tor same ttma past without ~ proper authority traa 

this Caaniaaion. It was further disclosed, however, that he has paid highway coa-

pensation taxes upon said transportation and has now. taken oat a private perait. 

In 'Yiew ot these circumstenoea, the Commission is of the opinion, aad so 

finds, that the instant case ahould be iiamiaaed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant ease be, and the same is hereby, 

dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of October, 1933. 

TBI PUBLIC UTILI'!'IES OOllf!SSION 
OF TEE STATE OF OOWRADO 
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(Decision No. 5328) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC ~LITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHIClE OPERATIONS OF ) 
F. E. JOHNSON ) 

CASE NO. ll86 

October 9, 1933. 

Appearances: Mr. c. A. Hoft.man, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

respondent to show cause why he should not be instructed to cease and desist 

tram operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he secures proper 

authority therefor. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent has been 

transporting livestock into Denver which ostensibly has been his own 

property, but that remittances for said livestock had been made to various 

other individuals by the commission fir.ms who purchased the same. This 

evidence clearly demonstrates that respondent has been merely resorting to 

the subterfuge of claiming the property that he was transporting to be his 

own, when as a matter of fact his operations were on a "for hire" basis. 

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that respondent should be ordered to cease and 

4lt desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he pro-

cures a certificate of public convenience and necessity to so operate, or 

a private permit if he desires to operate as a private carrier for hire. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That F. E. Johnson, respondent herein, 

forthwith cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless 



,e 

.. 

and until he procures a certificate of public convenience and necessity 

to so operate, or a private permit if he desires to operate as a private 

carrier tor hire. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of October, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO:ti.USSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

.. .. 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
c. HAMACHER. ) 

**** 
CASE NO. 1208 

October 10, 1955. 

(Decision No. 5529) 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado~ 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 28, 1955, the Commission entered its order requiring 

respondent to show cause why he should not be instructed to cease and desist 

from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he had secured 

proper authority therefor. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent had been 

to some extent transporting the property of others for hire, although the 

major part of his operations consisted in the hauling of his own property. 

However, he must realize that he will not be permitted to operate upon a 

"for hire" basis without securing proper authority therefor. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that respondent should be ordered to cease and 

desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he has 

procured a certificate of public convenience and necessity to so operate, 

or a private permit if he desires to operate as a private carrier. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That C. Hamacher, respondent herein, 

forthwith cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier 

unless and until he procures a certificate of public convenience and 

-1-



necessity to so operate or a private permit if he desires to operate as 

a private carrier. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this lOth day of October, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

**** 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
CLYDE WISDOM. ) 

CASE NO. 1209 

October 10, 1955. 

(Decision No. 5550) 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 28, 1955, the Commission entered its order requiring 

respondent to show cause why he should not be instructed to cease and desist 

from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he had secured 

proper authority therefor. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had been 

to some. extent transporting the .property of others for. hire, although the 

major part of his operations consisted in the hauling of his own property. 

However, he must realize that he will not be permitted to operate upon a 

"for hire" basis without securing proper authority therefor. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that respondent should be ordered to cease and 

desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he has 

procured a certificate of public convenience and necessity to so operate, 

or a private permit if he desires to operate as a private carrier. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That Clyde Wisdom, respondent herein, 

\

1\{f .. :j -
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. · . .'r 
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forthwith cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and 

until he procures a certificate of public convenience and necessity to so operate 

or a private permit if he desires to operate as a private carrier. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
'his lOth day of October, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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J'orm No. 2. (Decision No. ~334 

' . 
.. BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COWJISSION 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• * • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
wn: All.llmWt. ) ·--· ... ·-· --................ _ .. __ ... ___ ,._., ___ .. _ .. _, ______ ·-·-·-·-·· ) 

CASE NO •.... ~.7.~----· .. _ ..... 

(Rifle, Colo.) October 10, 1933. 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission; 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named respondent 
was heretofore issued Permi"!; No, ... ~.'ll."!".A ........... under the provisions of Chapter 120, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the business of e. 
private carrier by motor vehicle. 

The records of the Commission further disclose that said respondent 
has failed to file monthly reports e.nd has failed to pay highway compensation 
taxes as follows, to-wit: 

!!!!:. 
1932 
l9~3 . 

" tt 

" 
It 

" 

Monthly reports not; receivedft] t /

1
/
3 September, 1933. {~ 

Hi£5hway Compensation tax unpaid 
Month ~ Penaltl 
December $ 4.75 I .50 

. J"~qary 2.94 .26 
February 2.88 · .22 · 
March 4.86 .29 · 
'April 5.37 .24 
JUly 6.86 
August 7.67 

ORDER ............... -

Total 
• 5.85 

3,-,20. 
3.10 
5.15 
5.61 
6.86 
7.67 

$36.84 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, that 
an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above named 
respondent has failed to file monthly 'reports or pay highway compensation 
taxes as above set fo~th, in violation of law and of the Rules and Regulations 
ot the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondent show cause, if any he 
have, by written statement filed.with the Commission within ten days from this 
date, why it should not enter an order suspending or revoking the permit here
tofore issued to said respondent on account of the aforementioned delinquencies, 
and why it should not enter such other order or orders as may be meet and 
proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is herebJ, 
net down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State Oftioe 
Building, Denver, Colorado, at J.Q.._ .. o'clock A.... .. M., on. ...... Jld.tQh~ ... 2fl.,.. .• l.a35..-........... - .. • 
at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be introduced, 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STA'l'Bl ~~OLORADO 

.X.-1..X....X-X..L---

0ommissioners. 
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(Decision No. 5332) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COIDRADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
IULPH E. DAVIS. ) 

* * * 

October 16, 1933 

CASE NO. 1184 

Appearances: Mr. c. A. Hof~an, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 25, 1933, the Commission issued its order requiring the abo•e 

named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered directing him to 

cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he pro-

cured authority to so operate. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent is engaged in the 

• transportation of his own property only. 

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion, and so 

finds, that the instant case should be dismis•ed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same is hereby, 

dismissed. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF 00·~"-AA.IU 

~ Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th day of October, 1933. 

l: 
I 



/ 
I v 

' 

(Decision No. 5333) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COWRAOO 

BE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
STEPHEN G. LEWIS. ) 

* * * 
CASE NO. 1261 

October 17, 1933. 

Appearances: A. A. Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On September 27, 1933, the Commission entered its order'requiring 

respondent to show cause why private pe~it No. A-345, heretofore issued to 

him, should not be suspended or revoked tor his failure to file an insur~noe 

policy or surety bond as required by law. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had filed~ 

on October 9, 1933, the necessary insurance required by law and our Rules and 

Regulations. 

After careful consideration of the matter the Commission is ot the 

opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be disnissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same is 

hereby, dismissed, with a warning to respondent that in future he must be more 

pranpt in canplying with our rules and regulations. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 17th day of October, 1933. 
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{Decision No. 5334} 

BEFORE THE PO'm.IC UTILITIES CCNMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOBADO 

* * * 

RE MOODR VEHIClE OPERATIONS OF ) 
E. A. GROSS. ) PRIVATE PERMIT NO. A-484 
- - - - ~ ~ - - - - - - - -

- -- .. 
October 19, 1933 - - - - - - .. -

By the Commission: 

The Commission is advised that E. A. Gross, to whom private 

permit No. A-484 was issued on june 20, 1933, has secured a new private 

parmi t in partnership with one Morgan under the firm name of Morgan and 

Gross, and desires his former permit cancelled. 

After careful consideration of the matter the Commission is ot 

the opinion, and so finds; that private motor vehicle permit No. A-&~, 

heretofore issued to E. A. Gross, should be cancelled, 

.Q.RB,!:!i 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit 

No. AW484, heretofore issued to E. A. Gross, be, and the same is hereby, 

cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 19th day of October, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES CCMIISSION 
OF THE srATE OF COL<R.ADO 

~ 
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(Decision No. 5335) 

BEFORE THE PUBUC uriLITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

BE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
DELL F. SCOTT • ) 

* * * 
CASE NO. 1239 

October 19, 1933. 

Appearances: A. A. Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On September 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why permit No. A-374, heretofore 

issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked tor his failure to make 

monthly reports, pay highway compensation taxes and file the necesaar,y insuranee 

required by law. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had not filed 

the delinquent monthly reports in question nor paid the highway compensation 

taxes due, and that he had no ertective insurance on file with the Commission. 

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-374, heretofore issued to 

Dell F. Scott, should be revoked for his failure to make monthly reports, pay 

highway compensation taxes and keep on file with the Commission an effective 

insurance policy or surety bond as required by law • 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-374, heretofore 

issued to Dell F. Scott, be, and the same is hereb,y, revoked and cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 19th day of October, 1933. 

THE PUBU C uriLITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

l> 
(; . .#~~~~ 



(Decision No. 5336) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
GUY J. BRADFORD, DOING BUSINESS 
AS THE YELLOW CAB & TRANSFER. 

CASE. NO. 1245 

October 20, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

An order was made reCJ.uiring the respondent Guy J. Bradford to 

show cause why his certificate of public convenience and necessity should 

not be revoked tor tailure.to file the proper insurance. He has now advised 

the Commission that he had his insurance filed with the city or Greeley, 

thinking that this would suffice. However, upon being informed that we would 

reCJ.uire the filing of a policy or duplicate thereof with this Con:mis:sion, he 

has made such filing. 

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that 

the abowe enti tlad case should be dianissed. 

ORDER -----
IT IS TEEREFORE OEDEBED, That the above entitled case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 20th day of October, 1933. 

TEE PUBLIC UTILrriES COMMISSION 
OF 'mE STATE OF COLCRADO 
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(Decision No. 5337) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
JESS LITTLEFIELD. ) CASE NO. 1180 -- - - - - - - - - - - - - -

October 20, 1933 

Appearances: Mr. Carl A. Hoftma.n, Denver, Colcrado, 
Inspector, PUbllooUt111tiea Commission. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

On July 18, 1933, the Commi sa ion entered it s order requiring 

respondent to show cause why he should not be directed to cease and desist 

from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he procures 

authority therefor. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent has been 

transporting livestock into Denver for some time past without any proper 

authority from this Commission. It was further dis:closed, h011ever, that 

he has paid highway compensation taxes upon said transportation and has now 

filed his application for a Class B private permit. 

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

ORDER -----
IT IS '.IHEREJroRE ORDERED, T:t:e.t the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 20th day o:f' October, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 

BEFOR! 'l'.8E PUBLIC UTILITIES CCMv!ISSION 
OF THE ffi'ATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE Jro'IDR VEHIOU! OPERATIONS OF ) 
CRARI;F.S J:IWKU.. ) C.ASI NO. 1217 
- ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - -

October 20, 1933 

Appearances: Mr. c. A. Hottman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utili~es Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On .Tuly 24, 1933, the Commission issued it.s order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be 

entered directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor 

vehicle carrier unless and until he procures authority to so operate. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent is -

engaged in the transportation of his own property only, with b~t one 

minor exception since·J'anuary 1, 1933. 

In view of these circumstances the Commission is or the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed • 

.Q.!!_l2,,!R 

rr IS 'lliEREFORE OBDERED, That the imtant case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 20th day of October, 1933. 



' 
(Decision No. 5339) 

BEFORE THE POBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* 

RE MOTOR VEHIClE OPmATIONS OF 
E.Illi'EST J • GOTTOLA.. 

* 

) 

) - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ . 

* 

CASE NO • 1241 

- - - -
October 20, 1933 

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidyt Denver, Colorado, 
tor the Publi'C Utilities, Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On September 26, 19331 the Commission entered its order dt~eo11ng 

the above named respondent to sb.ow cause why the certificate of' pub'lio con-

venience and necessity heretofore issued to him in Application No. 563 1 

should not be suspended or revoked tor his failure to tile an insurance 

policy or surety bond as required by law. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that the company writing 

respondent's insurance has advised the Commission that the insurance policies 

o~ respondent which heretofore had been cancelled, have been renewed, and it 

appears that respondent is now properly insured, although the original policies 

are not as yet on tile with the inaurance department of' the Commission. 

Af'ter careful consideration or the record, the Commission is at the 

opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant ease be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES 001UISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 20th day of' October, 1933. 



~/ 

' 

, 

• 

• lA'\'/,/ 
!'~ 

\ 1 

. (Decision No. 5340) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UT:U.ITIES COAUISSION 
QF THE STATE OF COLORApo 

* * * 
IN 'mE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF 
LEWIS AND SON TRANSFER .AND STORAGE 
COMPANY l!UR A CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC 
CONVENIENCE .AND NECESSITY • 

) 
) 
) 
) 

~ - - - - - - -- - - - - - .. ) 

APPLICATION NO. 1857 

-- .... - -- .. .... 
October 20, 1933 
... -------

~ the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of a letter trom the above named 

Lewis and Son Transfer and Storage Company, requesting a suspension of 

their certificate until April 1, 19341 due to the fact that no business 

is conducted under said certificate except in the spring of the year. 

After careful consideration of said request, the Commission is of 

. the opinion, and so finds, that same should be granted. 

ur~,~ 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Lewis and Son Trans:t'er and Storage company 

in Application No. ~857, be, and the same is hereby, suspended from October ?, 

1933, until April 1, 1934; provided, however, that during said period of sus• 

pension applicant may resume operations under said certificate at any time bf 

tiling with the Commission the necessary insurance required bf law and confo~ 

ing to all of' our other rules and regulations. 

mE PUBLIC UTILITIES COWISSION 
OF THE STAn: OF COLOIW)() 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 20th day of' October, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 5341) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES CCMaSS!ON 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RJ!: MOTOR VEHICLE OPBRATIOMf OJ' ) 
CARL E. ORGAN. ) CASE NO • 1104 
- - - - - - - - - - - - ~ ----

.. - .. - -
October 23, 1933 
.. - -- ----
STATEMENT ---------

By the Commission: 

An order was made herein on February 6, of' this year, auspendinc 

motor vehiol.e private permit No. 359-A, heretotore issued to Carl E. organ, 

tor a period of' six months. It was tur~ber provided in said order that it 

the respondent tailed to tile delinquent monthly highway compentation tax 

reports and the insurance required by law and the rules and regulations ot 

the Commission within said period, the permit would be finally revoked and 

cancelled without further notice. 

In spite of' the provisions in said order the Commission wrote 

a letter to the respondent on September 15, pointing out how we might make 

an order suspending his permit indefinitely, giving him an opportunity there~ 

atter to have the same reinstated. We asked him to "let us know at once" 

whether he desired to have us make such indefinite suspension or to revoke 

his permit. Apparently he is not very much concerned as we have heard 

nothing whatsoever from our said letter. 

OR DEB ------. 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the private motor vehicle permit 

No. 359-A, heretofore issued to Carl E. Organ, be, and the same is hereby, 

revoked and cancelled. 

'mE PUBLIC UTILITIES CCUIISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOBADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this .23rd day of October, 1933. 



,. 

(Decision No. 5342.) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE SI'ATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 
RE MO'IDR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
C. C. COLVIN. ) CASE lvO • 1252 

- ... 
October 23 1 1933 .. -

Appearances: A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
tor the Public Utilities Commission. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

On September 27 1 1933, the Commission e~ered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public con-

venience and necessity, heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1581, 

should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file the necessary 

insurance policy or ~rety bond as required by law. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's cargo 

insurance expired October 1, 1933 1 and that his public liability and pro-

perty damage insurance expired in October 1932, and have never been renewed, 

although respondent has been traced repeatedly for same. No explanation has 

been received from respondent as to why these insurance requirements have 

not been complied with, and as the law provides that we must require insurance 

from all motor vehicle operators, we see no other course open to us but to 

cancel the certificate of respondent. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and neces-

sity; heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1581, should be 

revoked for his failure to file insurance. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

-1-
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and necessity, heretofore issued to c. c. Colvin in'Application No. l58l, 

bet and the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled tor failure to file 

ineurance. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 23rd day ot October, 1933. 

, 

-2-
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{Decision No. 5~1) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE Ma.I'OR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
CHABLES E. SANDS. ) C.ASE NO. 1260 
- -- - - - -- - - - - - -

October 23, 1933 

Appearances: Mr. Charles E. Sands, Denver, Colorado, 
pro~; 

Bl the Commission: 

Mr. A. A. Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
tor Public Utilities Commdssion. 

STATEMENT _ ...... ______ _ 

On Septanber 27, 1933, the Commission entered ita order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why parmi t No. A-344, heretofore 

issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked tor his failure to tile an 

insurance polio~ or surety bond as required by law. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had no~ been 

operating since June 1, 1933, and he requested that his permit be sus~nded, 

due to economic conditions. The evidence turther disclosed that respondent 

did not have the required insurance on tile with the Commission. 

After careful consideration ot ~he record the Commission is ot the 

opinion, and so tinds, that private motor vehicle permit No. A-344, heretofore 

issued to the said Charles E. Sands, sho.uld be suspended tor a period ot one 

year from June 1, 1933; provided, however, that during said period ot suspension 

respondent may resume operations by filing with the Conmission the necessary 

insurance policies or surety bond re~uired by law. 

IT IS ~RE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit No. A-344, 

heretofore issued to Charles E. Sands, be, and the same is hereby, suapende~ 



for a period of one year from June l, 1933; provided, however, that during 

said period of suspension respondent may resume operations by filing with 

the Commission the necessary insurance policies or surety bond required 

by law. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF C RADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of October, 1933. 

, 

'· 

-2-



{Decision No. 5344) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIFB COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORAOO 

* * * 
RE MO'IDR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
BUD CRAM. ) CASE NO. 1240 
~ - - - - - -- - - - - - -

October 23, 1933 

Appearances: Mr. c. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inapector, Public Utilities Commission. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

On September 26, 1933, the Commission entered its order directing 

respondent to show cause why he should not be required to cease and desist 

from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he procures a 

certificate of public convenience and necessity to so operate. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent was grantei 

a certificate of public convenience and necessity on March 2, 1933. Harever, 

it was provided therein that said certificate should not become effective 

until applm:ant had made satisfactory adjustment of road compensation taxes 

for the year 1932. 

It was further disclosed that respondent had never made any ad-

justment of said taxes, and hence the certificate granted him on March 2, 

1933, was inoperative. 

The evidence further disclosed that respondent has continued to 

transport horses and mules at least, and possibly some cattle, for hire 

during the present year. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that respondent should be ordered to cease and 

desist from operating as a motor Yehicle carrier unless and until he has 

procured proper authority therefor. 

-1~ 
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, !hat Bud Cram, respondent herein, 

forthwith cease and desist from Operating as a motor vehicle carrier 

unless and until he has procured proper authority to so operate. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 23rd day of October, 1933 • 

• 

-2-

'l'HE PUBLIC UTU.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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{Decision No. 5345) U~ 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COIDRADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATI'ER OF THE APPLICA.TION ) 
OF TBE BOARD OF COum'Y COMMISSIONERS ) 
OF RIO GRANDE COUNTY FOR THE OPENING ) 
OF A PUBU 0 HIGHWAY OVER THE RIGHT ) 
OF 1W'. AND ~om· OF .. THE DENVER AND ) 
RIO ~WESTERN RAilROAD OOMP.J,NY ) 
AT .1 POINT DESCRIBED IN THE APPLIOJ.- ) 
fiON. ) -- - - -- - - ~ - ~ 

.IPPLIOATION NO.• 1095 

October 24, 1933 

Appearances: Mr. H. J. Gilbreath, Monte Vista, Colorado, 
Chairman, Board ot County Commissioners, 
~io Grande County; 

By the Commission: 

Mr. George Cole, Monte Vista, Colorado, 
Road Supervisor; 

T. J.. White, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
Attorney for The Denver and Rio Grande 
Western Railroad Company. 

This is an application by the Board of County Commissioners of 

Rio Grande County tor an order authorizing the establishment or a grade 

crossing over the right-of•W&J and tracks of The Denver and Rio Grande 

Western Railroad Company at a point 489 feet north of the southeast corner 

of Section 7 and the southwest corner ot Section 8, Township 39, Range 71 

E.N.M.M., and 2418 feet southeast of Mile Post 27&. 

The point,in question is near the siding oa the Creede Branch· 

known as Hqwood. The highw&J as now laid out crosses the main line o't the 

railroad company at a point beyond the end or the siding or switch. It ia 

desired to lay the new highway over the main line and also the side traok at 

an acute angle. The position or the County Ogmmissioners is that the new 

crossing would be safer because of the alleged fact that the present hignw.r 

near the railroad track passes between or around some knolls which obscure 

the vision. 

- 1 -
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The railroad oanpany asks in its letter ot March l5 that the 

petition be denied. As grounds therefor it alleged that crossing planks 

would be required for two tracks instead ot one; that the side traok is 

continuous11 used tor the storage ot cars; that the vision of approaching 

trains would be seriously obstructed by reason or the ears sitting on the 

siding on either side ot the crossing and because of the general danger of 

a crossing at an acute angle. 

At the hearing there was some evidence, although not very clear, 

about the vision ot the present track and trains thereon being somewhat 

obstructed. The report ot our engineer dated March 29, which was made a 

part of the record, states that "The old road winds around a small hill 

and crosses west of the H&Jwood switch.• At the hearing it appeared 
-

further that the main line is some three feet higher than the site track 

and that if a crossing were laid out as proposed, or at any place where it 

would be necessary to cross the side track, it would be necessar.r to raise 

the side track for the whole distance thereof, which would involve a sub-

stantial expense. 

The railroad company took the further position at the hearing that 

it would not consent to the use ot its right-of-way for a new crossing until 

and unless the right to make such crossing had been secured by eminent 

domain proceedings and just compensation has been paid the railroad compaDJ• 

We asked the Board of County Commissioners to advise us whether it 

would be. willing to undertake such expense. While the hearing was held on 

September 30, we have heard nothing further from the Board. We assume, 

without knowing, that the Board does not wish to incur all of the expense 

incidental to such a proceeding and resulting from the assessment for damages 

and compensation. 

The Commission is very strongly impressed with the fact that 

whether the railroad crossing is laid out at a point named in the applica-

tion or at another point, as suggested by our engineer, there will be gra~ 

danger resulting therefrom. While cars are not stored on the siding i• 

question at all times, they are stored there a substantial part of the time. 

It is obvious that automobiles going over the siding on which cars might be 

- 2 -
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standing on either side of the right-of-way would incur considerable danger 

because of the obstruction of view resulting from said cars. We are inclined 

to believe that the hazard would be greater than that that now exists in con-

nection with the present crossing. 

After careful consideration of the evidence the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that the application should be denied. 

"' 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above entitled application be, 

and the same is hereby, denied. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF IDRADO 

L~~.-7 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of October, 1933. 

- 3 -
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(Decision No. 5346} 

BEFORE THE .POBLIC Ul"ILITIFS CO:naiSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * 

Rl/: MCl': OR VEHICLE OPERA.T IONS OF ) 
GEORGE F. SC~Z AND L. c. MABOVISH, ) 
DOING BO'SINESS AS M. & H. TRANSFER } 
AND STORAGE CC!lPANY. ) 
~ - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - - - ~ 

-- ... - -

* 

CASE NO. 1251 

October 24 1 1933 --------
A:ppearanceB: Mr. A. A. Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 

tor the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On September 27 1 1933, the Commdssion entered its order requiring 

the above named respondents to show cause why the certificate of public con-

venienoe and necessity, heretofore issued to them in Application No. 1569, 

shoUld no~ be suspended or revoked for their failure to file the necessary 

ineurance :policy or a surety bond as required by law. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondents' cargo 

insurance expired October l, 19331 and that their public liability and pro

perty damage insurance expired in October, 1932, and have never been renewed, 

although respondents have been traced repeatedly for same. No explanation 

has been received from respondents as to why these insurance requirements 

have not been complied with, and as the law provides that we must require 

insurance from all motor vehicle operators, we see no other course open to 

us but to cancel the certificate of respondents. 

Attar careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and neces

sity, heretofore issued to George F. Schutz and L. O. Marovish, doing b~neas 

as M. & H. Transfer and Storage Company, in Application No. 15691 should be 

reToked tor their failure to file ineurance •. 

-1-
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IT IS 1REREFORE OBDEBED, That the oerti:tieate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to George F. Schutz and L. c. Marovish, doins 

business as M. & H. Transfer and Storage Company, be, and the same is hereby, 

eanoe~ed and revoked. 

TEE PUBLIC UTILITIF.B OGAMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of October, 1933. 

't 

-2--
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(Decision No. 5347) 

BEFORE THE PO:BLIC UTIT.ITIES 0(1£{[SSION 
OF 'r'HI: STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
MARTIN B. LARSON. ) CASE NO • 1250 - ~ - - - - - - - -- - - - - -

October 24, 1933 

Appearances: Mr. A. A. Von EgidYI Denver, Colorado• 
tor the Public Utili ties Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On Septenber 27,1933 1 the Commission entered its order requiring 

respondent to show cause why the certificate ot public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1447 1 should not be 

suspended or revoked for his failure to file insurance :policies or a surety 

bond as required by law. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that the insurance heretofore 

carried by respondent had all expired in October, 19311 and no renewals had 

been filed since that date. 

The Commission is in receipt of a letter from Mr. Chas. w. V • 

Feigel, attorney-at•law, Boulder, Colorado, advising that respondent has 

not been and does not intend to operate under his permit until he is 

financially able to procure the necessary insurance, and requesting that 

his certificate be suspended, but not revoked. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and neces-

sity, heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1447 1 should be 

suspended for a period of one year from the date hereof, subject to the con-

ditions hereinafter stated in the order. 

-1-
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IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public con-

venience and necessity, heretofore issued to Martin B. Larson in Applica-

tion No. 1447, be, and the same is hereby, suspended for a period ot one 

year from the date of this order; provided, however• that during said 

suspension period respondent may resume operations under said certificate· 

at any time by filing with the Commission the required insurance policies 

or a surety bond as provided in our rules and regulations, and provided 

further that during said period of suspension respondent shall not operate 

as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until such insurance requirements 

are properly complied with. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of October, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITlEB COM&IS3ION :i!i THE S1'.A'1'.E OF COLORADO 
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(Deeision No. 5348) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

BE MOTOR VEB\I:CLE OPERATIONS OF 
A. R. McCUNE!, DOmG BUSINESS .AS 
McCUNE TB.Al'I'S!FER COMPANY. 
- - - - - - ~ - - - - - - -

' 

* * * 

CASE NO. 1244 

October 24, 1933 • 

Ap~earances: Mr. A. A. Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commiesion: 
I 

On:September 26, 1933, the Commission issued its order directing 
I 

respondent t? show cause why the certificate of public cQnvenience and 

necessity, h~retofore issued to him in Application No~ 13021 ~hould not be 

suspended or;revoked for his failure to file insurance policies or a surety 

bond as requ~red by law. 
I 
i 

At, the hearing the evidence disclosed that the cargo insuraDCe 

heretofore c~rried by respondent has been cancelled, and that his public 

liability and property damage insurance expired in the year 1931, and has 

never been renewed, although respondent has been traced repeatedly for same. 

No explanation has been received from respondent as to why these ins~noe 

requirementsihave not been complied with, and as the law provides that we 

must require!insuranoe from all motor vehicle operators, we can see no course 

left open tolus but to cancel the certificate of respondent. 

After careful consideration of the evidence the Commission is of the 

opinion, and'so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and necessity, 

heretofore i$sued to respondent in Application No. 1302 1 should be revoked for 

his failure ~o file insurance. 

-1-
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ORDER -----
IT:IB THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to A. R. McCune, doing business as MCCune 

Transfer Company, be, and the same is hereby, revoked.and cancelled • 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of October, 1933 • 

• 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5349) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
G. R. PRATT. ) 

* * * 
CASE NO. 1246 

October 24, 1933 • 

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On September 27, the Commission entered its order directing the above 

named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public convenience and nee-

essity, heretofore issued to hUn in Application No. 1137, should not be suspended 

or revoked for his failure to file the necessary insurance policy or surety bond 

required by law. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that no insurance has been filed 

with the Commission since the expiration of the insurance heretofore carried by 

respondent in October, lg3l, although respondent has been traced repeatedly for 

same. No explanation has been received fran respondent as to why the insurance 

requirements have not been complied with, and as the law provides that we must 

require insurance from all motor vehicle operators, we see open no course but to 

cancel the certificate of respondent. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and necessity, 

heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1137, should be revoked for 

his failure to file insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued to G. R. Pratt in Application No. 1137, be, and the 

same is herebyvrevoked and cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of October, 1g33. 
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{Decision No. 5350) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COWRADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICIE OPERATIONS OF ) 
ROBERT C. HOPKINS. ) 

* * * 
CASE NO. 1249 

October 24, 1933 
- - - -

Appearances: A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On September 27, 1933, the Commission entered its order directing the 

above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1424-A, should not be sus-

pended or revoked for his failure to file the necessary insurance policy or surety 

bond as required by law. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's cargo insurance 

expired in April, 1933, and that his public liability and property damage insurance 

expired in August, 1932, and have never been renewed. No explanation has been 

received from respondent as to why these insurance requirements have not been 

complied with, and as the law provides that we must require insurance from all 

motor vehicle operators, we see open to us no course but to cancel the certificate 

of respondent. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the certificate or public convenience and necessity, 

heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1424-A, should be revoked for 

his failure to file insurance. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Robert c. Hopkins in Application No. 1424-A, 

be, and the same is hereb.y, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of October, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 6351) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CQMSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE JOINT APPLICATION } 
OF PICKWICK GmmiOUND LINES, INC. , OF ) 
ARIZONA, A CORPORATION, AND SOumwESTERN } 
GREY.HOUND LINm, INC. , A COBPOBA.TIQl{, ) 

APPLICATIONS NOS • 1141-.U. 
.AND 319•AAA..A. 

FOR AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER CERTIFICATES ) 
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

IN T:BB: MATTER OF T.BE JOINT APPLICATION ) 
OF WESTERN GBE!HOUND LINES, INC. , A D!LA.'-) 
WAR!!: CORl:OOA.TION, AND S00'fH1.1.12f.l'J GREY"" ) 
HOUND LINFSt INC., A DEU.WARE CORPORATION,) 
FOR AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER CERTIFICATFS OF ) 
PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. } 

APPLICATIONS NOS. 1142•AA, 
1115•AA, 401-.AA.l., 1415•J., 
2106-J. and 1717•A. 

October 25, 1933 

Appearames: Jack Garrett Scott, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
attorney tor applicants • 

STATEMENT ----------
By the Commission: 

The Commission has before it two joint ~pplioations for authority 

to make transfers of certificates of public conTenience arid necessity, one 

such application being that ot Pickwick Greyhound Lines, Inc., ot Arizona, 

a corporation, and Southwestern Greyhound Lines, Inc., a corporation, said 

application bearing Nos. 1141-AA and 319-AAAA. The other joint application 

is that of Western Greyhound Lines, Inc., a corporation, and said South• 

western Greyhound Lines, Inc., bearing Nos. 1142-AA, 1115-.A.A., 40l ... A.AJ., 

1415 ... A., 2106-A. and 1717-A.. 

The evidence shows that tour affiliated corporations now propose 

to transfer all of their assets and liabilities to said Southwestern Grey• 
v· 

hound Lines, Inc. Baid tour corporations are said Western·Greyhound Lines, 
,. ~~ L-- . 

Inc., said Pickwick Greyhound Lines, Inc., of Arizona, Southwestern Greyho~d 
1-' 

Lines, Inc., and Southwestern Transportation Company, Inc. Only two qt 
' ~- '. 

-1-
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these corporations are operating in Colorado, being said Pickwick Greyhound 

Lines, Inc., o~ Arizona and said Western Greyhound Lines, Inc. 

The :tact that the new company will receive the assets and assume 

the liabilities of the two companies not operating in this State do·es not 

seem to materially affect the financial condition of the new company. 

Doubtless the unification of the operations heretofore conducted by four 

companies will make tor economy and efficiency in operation and will improve 

the service to be given the public. 

After careful consideration of the evidence the Commission is 

ot the opinion. and so :finds, that authority should be granted to said 

Pickwick Greyhound Lines, Inc., of Arizona, to transfer certificates ~t 

public convenience and necessity and rights originally granted in Appli-

cations Nos. ll41 and 319, now held by it, to said Southwestern Greyhound 

Lines, Inc. 

The Commission is further of the opinion, and so finds, that 

authority should be granted to said Western Greyhound Lines, Inc., to 

transfer certificates of public convenience and necessity and rights 

originally granted in Applications Nos .• 1142-, 1115, 401, 1415, 2106, 

and 1717, now held by it, to said Southwestern Greyhound Lines, Inc. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That authority be, and the same is 

hereby, granted to Pickwick Greyhound Lines, Inc., ot Arizona to transter 

certificates ot public convenience and necessity and right~ originally 

granted in Applications Nos. 1141 and 319 to said Southwestern Greyhound 

Lines, Inc. 

IT IS FURP.HER ORIJEBED, That authority be, and the same is 

hereby, granted to said Western Greyhound Lines, Inc~, to transfer certi

ficates of public convenience and necessity and rights, originally granted 

in Applications Nos. 1142, 1115, 401, 1415, 2106 and 1717, to Southwestern 

Greyhound Lines, Inc. 



• 

. '. .. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, Tlat the tariff of rates, time sehedules 

and rules and regulations heretofore filed by said Pickwick Greyhound Lines, 

Inc., of Arizona and said Western Greyhound Lines, Inc., shall become and 

remain these ot said Southwestern Greyhound Lines, Inc., until and unless 

they are changed by law and the rules and regulations of' this Commission. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the effective date of the orders 

herein shall be November 1; 1933, provided the necessary and proper 

insurance has been filed with the Commission by that time by said South• 

western Greyhound Lines, Inc. 

TEE :roBLIC UTILITI&S COMmSSION , '§ Till! fJllTI! OF COI,ORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 25th day of October, 1933 • 
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(Decision No. 5352) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIQ UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF OOLORADO 

* * * 
TEE TOWN OF GRANADA., A MUNICIPAL ) 
CORPORATION, ) 

) 
Complainant, ) 

) 
va. ) CASE NO. '129 

) 
THE CITY OF LAMAR, A. MUNI CJP A.L ) 
CORPORATION, ) 

) 
Defendant. ) 

- -- - - - --- - ---- - .. .. -- - - -
October II', 1933 -- .. -- - --
STATEMENT _..,._..., _____ __ 

By the CCIDIUasion: 

A decision was made by the Commission in this case on April 3 

of this year in which the Commission found that the rate of six oenta per 

KIH * "charged complainant by defendant is un.reasonab~ tUscr1minato:ey 
., 

against complainant, and unduly and unreasonably preferential of other oon-

sumers of electric current furnished by defendant.• 

The Ccmmission made a turther finding in said order to the etteo~ 

"that any rate charged complainant by defendant which wcauld have the eft'eo1; . 

of making the average rate per month that complainant would pay defendant 

for electric current exceed 3.5 cents per KIH, would be unreasonable an4 

unlawful." The order proper required the defendant to cease and desist tram 
-

charging complainant a rate in excess of 3.5 cents per RJH. The order 

further provided that jurisdiction of the matter "be, and the same ia hereby, 

retained to the end that such further orders may be entered as tuture 

conditions may require.• 

The matter now comes before the Commission on the ".Amended Peti·-

tion for Reparation.• 
"• 

The original complaint was filed October 26, 1931. In the origi•al· 

complaint it is alleged that the defendant had found it profitable to manu-

facture and deliver electric current to the inhabitants of the City of 

* This term as used herein means kilowatt hour. 
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Lamar and to custaners residing outside of said city, some ot whom are 

located beyond (east or north) of the Town of Granada, and whose energy up 

to a point near.- Granada is transmitted over the line built at the expeue of 

Granada, at prices much less than those charged canplainant un<ler the terms 

of the contract referred to in our original decision. It further alleged 

that complainant had demanded modification and rectification of the rates 

charged it but that the defendant had tailed and refused to make any moditioa-

tion or rectification whatever. The prayer of the canplaint asks that a 

hearing be had and that the •defendant be ordered to make such reduction in 

and/or modification ot the rate charged complainant • • • as the Commission 

shall find to be reasonable and just; and to make such modification as to 

require the rates tor such service to be in confor.mity with rates charged 

other consumers of electric current, furnished by the defendant, and tor such 

other and further relief as complainant may be round to be entitled to in the 

premises.• 

.... ~The amended petition makes an allegation with respect to the finding 

ot the Commission in its decision of April 3. It further alleges that tor 

more than two years prior to the filing of the complaint the town of Granada 

had attempted to procure relief tram the excessive and discriminatory rate 

charged it, etc; that tram the lst day of November, 1929, certain charges 

had been made by defendant to complainant on account of energy sold by the 

tor.mer to _the latter, and that the complainant had paid certain amounts of 

money therefor, being tor all of the energy furnished between November 1, 

1929, and about October 1, 1932, and that bills had been rendered b)" defendant 

to complainant tor succeeding months at the rate of six cents par KJH and 

demand made tor the p~ent thereof. The said amended petition further alleges 

that it is tiled under the provisions ot Section 26 of the Public Utilities 

Act, being Section 2965 of the Compiled Laws of Colorado, 1921. The amended 

petition concluded with a prayer that the Commission 

•will consider said case for the purpose of determining the amount 
ot reparation, with interest thereon tram the several dates ot 
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p~ents made, which defendant ShoUld be required to make complainant 
because and on account of unreasonably and discriminatory charges 
heretofore made against complainant for electric current tarnished 
it by defendant tor and during the period from November 1, 1929, 
to date, such determination and order thereon to be made on the · 
record in said case; and that on the Commission determining the 
amount, with interest, which should be required to be repaid or 
credited to complainant by defendant as reparation in the premises, 
an order be made by this Honorable Commission commanding and re
quiring said defendant to credit complainant with such part of said 
amount so awarded it as reparation as may be necessary to pa,y and 
satisfr the amount which complainant may be now indebted to de
fendant tor electric current furnished and not now paid, and to 
pay complainant the balance of the sum ot such reparation ·so 
determined ·and awarded to complainant trom defendant; and tor auah 
other relief as complainant may be entitled.• 

It might be stated that an original petition tor reparation was 

filed on April 18, 1933. It was of the aam.e general nature as the amended 

petition. 

On July 5 the Camniss'ion made an order finding that it should re-

open the case "for the sole purpose only of determining the snount, if any, 
~ 

which defendant should be required to repay or credit to complainant as 

reparation." The ·case was, therefore, ordered reopened tor the purpose stated 

-
and a hearing was had at whioh same further tor.mal testimony was taken. 

The briefs of the defendant maintain some four propositions. One 

is that the only complaint made by the complainant prior to the order of 

April 3 is that the rate being charged complainant was a discriminatory one. 

"and in the absence of proof of damages other than the differences between 

the two rates, Granada can recover only nominal damages." Another proposition 
.. 

is that Lamar in selling and Granada in purchasing the energy were performing 

municipal functions and that Section 35 of Article V of the Colorado Con~ 

stitution prevents the Public Utilities Commission tram supervising or inter-

tarring with the transaction. The third is that to grant reparation would 

result in discrimination. The fourth proposition, as we understand, is that 

the petition tor reparation and not the complaint tiled October 26, 1931, tolls 

the statutory limitation. 

A number of cases are cited, sane being from the Interstate Commerce 

Commission, others tram the Supreme Court or the United States, to the attact 
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that it is necessary that special proof be made of actual damages suffered 

and that nothing in the record herein constitutes such proof. One of the 

cases cited b.Y the defendant is Pennsllvania R. R. Co. v. International 

Coal Co., 230 U. s. 184. There the court was dealing with unlawful rebates, 

which were given by the carrier to other coal dealers, making like shipments 

over the same line of road between the same points. There the court 

referred to Section a of the Interstate Commerce Act, which provides that if 

any common carrier shall do or omit to do any act or thing required not to 

be done or to be omitted, it "shall be liable to the person or persons 
' 

injured thereby for the full amount ot damages sustained in consequence ot 

any such violation of the provisions ot this Act • • •" Section 2 of the 

said act provides that it a common carrier shall b,y any rebate collect or 

receive from any person or persons a greater or less compensation "than 

it charges, demands, collects, or receives tram any other person or 

persons tor doing tor him or them a like and contemporaneous service • • • 

such common carrier ahall be deemed gQilty of unjust disor~ination, which 

is hereby prohibited and declared to be unlaw:t'u.l.• Section 3 of the said 

act prohibit~ the making or giving of any undue or unreasonable preference 

to any person, company, firm, corporation or locality, and tram causing any 

undue or unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage. Section l6 ot the act 

provides that if after hearing on a complaint the Commission shall determine 

that any party complainant is entitled to an •award of damagesH under the 
~ 

provisions of this act, the Commission shall make an order directing the 

carrier to pay to the complainant the sum to which he is entitled. 

The court in the International Coal case emphasized the fact that 

what the Federal statute authori~es is damages, the word damages being 

italicized in the opinion. !he court pointed out that,-To adopt such a rule 

and arbitrarily measure damages by rebates would create a legalized, but 

endless chain ot departures tram the tariff; would extend the effect ot 

the original cr~e, would destroy the equality and certainty of rates, and, 

contrary to the statute, would make the carrier liable for damages beyond 



.. 
those inflicted and to persons not injured." The court laid emphasis on the 

fact that such conduct on the -part of the guilty carrier was a grave -public 

wrong, for which the carrier could be punished, but stated that "the public 

wrong did not necessarily cause private damage, and when it did" the loss 

would depend upon various factors. 

It is interesting to note that in the International Coal case the 

court referred to the case of Union Pacific Railroad Co. v. Goodrid$8, 149 

u. s. 580, in which, according to the court, was "involved the construction 

of the Colorado statute, which did not, as does the Commerce Act, compel 

the carrier to adhere to published rates, but required the railroad to make 

the same concessions and drawbacks to all persons alike, and for a failure 

to do so made the carrier liable for three times the actual damage sustained 

or overcharges paid by the party aggrieved." The court pointed out that 

this distinction is also to be no~ed in the English cases, dealing with a 

~ statute similar to that which formerly was in effect in Colorado, saying: 

"The Act of Parliament did not require the carrier to 
maintain its published tariff but made the lowest rate the 
lawful rate. Anything in excess of such lowest rate was 
extortion and might be recovered in an action at law as for 
an overcharge.,. 

Meeker v. Lehigh Valley R. R. Co. 2 236 u. S. 412, is cited by 

the complainant as being opposed to the rule contended tor by the defendant. 

In the Meeker case it appears that the Interstate Commerce Commission did, 

as a matter of fact, find that the complaining shipper had been damaged to 

the extent of the rebate which had been made to a competitor. The case pro-

ceeded on the assumption made by the Supreme Court that the findings were 

based, as the Interstate Commerce Commission stated, "upon the evidence 

adduced, ••• there being no showing to the contrary." In other words, 

while it was necessary for the complaining shipper to prove his damages, in 

the absence of any record to the contrary before the Supreme Court, it would 

be presumed by that court that such proof had been made before the Interstate 

Commerce Commission. We therefore consider the two cases (International Coal 

and Meeker} harmonious. 

- 5 -
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However, the important tact in this connection is that the Colo-

rado statute varies very materially from the Federal statute. Section 55 

ot the Public Utilities Act, being Section 2g55 c. L. 1g21, reads in part 

as follows: 

Wfhen complaint has been made to the commission concerning 
any rate, tare, toll, rental or charge tor any product or commodity 
furnished or service performed by any public utility, and the cam
mission has found, after investigation, that the public utility has 
charged an excessive or discriminatory amount tor such product, 
commodity or service, the commission may order that the public 
utility make due reparation to the oomplainant therefor, with 
interest fran the date of collection, provided no discrimination 
will result from such reparation. 

~ ••• All complaints concerning excessive or discriminatory 
chargQs shall be filed with the commission within two years tram 
the time the cause of action accrues, and the petition for the 
enforcement of the order shall be filed in the court within one 
year from the date of the order of the canmission. The remedy 
in this section provided shall be cumulative and in addition to 
any other remedy or remedies in this act provided in case of 
failure of a public utility to obey the order or decision of 
the commission." 

It will be noted that our statute does not require proof of 

4lt damages. It requires first, the making of a complaint against a rate, 

second, finding that the utility "has charged an excessive~ discrimina-

I e. 

tory amount." It then authorizes the Commission, if these requirements are 

mat, to make "due reparation ••• therefor, with interest." "therefor" 

undoubtedly means on account of the charging of an excessive or disorimina-

tory rate. In this respect our statute is much like the old act which was 

referred to in the Union Pacific case. 

In Bonfils v. Public Utilities Commission, 67 Colo. 563, the court 

was not dealing with discrimination. It was dealing with the question ot 

reasonable rates. In that case the court said that "The contention of the 

defendant railroad company is that actual damage must be shown, • • •" (575) 

The court then proceeded as follows: 

"That petitioners are entitled to reparation, it any, 
to th~ extent of the excess paid above the reasonable rate 
'is definitely decided in Southern Pacific Co. v. Darnall
Taenzer Lumber Co., 245 u. s. 531, 62 L. ed. 451, 38 Sup. 
Ct. 186, it being there held that the tact that the Lumber 

- 6 -
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Company may pass on the damage by charging more for the 
lumber, did not prevent the recovery of the overpayment to 
the carrier. 

"The court points out the difference between cases 
like this and cases tor damages because of discrUnination, 
the claimants having paid only a reasonable rate, While 
others have paid less than that rate. '!'he court says: 
'But here the plaintiffs have paid cash out ot pocket.that 
should not have been required of them, and there is no quea
tion as to the amount of the proximate loss.' " 

Our Supreme Court, answering the contention of the carriers that 

no claim could be maintained in that case because the charges collected 

were those prescribed by the tarif'f's on tile, answered "'!'he detect in this 

proposition is that the tariff's on tile were illegal tran the tact that 

they were unreasonable.ft 

It might be noted at this point that there is a long line of cases. 

decided by the Interstate Commerce Commission which are in harmony with the 

decision made in the Darnell-Taenzer Company case. Those eases being baaed 

-~ upon the proposition that where the rate which the complainant paid was un

reasonable at the time the same was demanded and collected, the shipper had 

been damaged to the extent of the ~ount ot the overcharge • 

It may be argued that while in the Bontil's case the rates charged 

were found to be unreasonable, it is not necessarily true that the rate 

charged the complainant here was unreasonable, and that it not unreasonable, 

proof of proper damages has not been made. However, we advert again to our 

statute, which gives us the power to award reparation irrespective ot 

damages where the utility has charged either an excessive or a discrtm-

~- inatory amount. Our answer would be that even though the rate charged the 

complainant is not unreasonable, it is discriminatory and that the statute 

applies. 

However, it is possible that something more need be said and 

found with respect to the reasonableness ot the rate charged the complainant. 

The record shows that the rates in etteet trom May' 20, 1~2g, to July 1, 1932, 

the date those described in our order of April 3, became effective, do not 

- 'I -



vary substantially from the latter rates. 

While it may be necessary in a case in which the contention is 

made that the total return of the utility is too great to value the utility's 

property in order to determine whether the rate structure as a whole is too 

high, still we do not deem it necessary in passing upon one rate of a 

utility, when it is clearly out of line with the general rate structure, to 

make a valuation in order to find that the said isolated rate is unreason

able. The Interstate Commerce Commission is continually finding rates to be 

unreasonable without valuing the property of the railroad company. This 

is done very largely upon comparison. Here we must assume that the utility 

is making a reasonable return on its investment. If it is doing so, the 

rate which has been charged Granada for years is unreasonably high and ex

cessive, as well as discriminatory. The Commission, therefore, finds that 

at all times since May 20, lg29; the said rate of six cents charged the 

complainant is unreasonable. 

The evidence shows that the transmission line extending from a 

point north of Lamar to Granada was not finally paid for or that the bonds 

issued to raise the money with which to construct the line were not finally 

retired until August 19, 1932. It may be argued, therefore, that since 

under the contract between the parties the complainant was to retire the 

bonds by use of two cents, being one-third of the six-cent rate paid Lamar, 

it would be unfair to find the rate charged Granada prior to August lg, 

1932, excessive, unreasonable and discriminatory to the extent of two and 

one-half cents. We have given careful thought to this situation. 

The evidence shows, as is stated on page 6 of the brief of 

defendant filed on August 28, 1933, the revenue from the transmission line, 

exclusive of Granada and the hay mills, from the hay mills and fran Granada. 

The revenue from the high line, exclusive or Granada and the hay mills, has 

averaged some $19,000 per year tor the past four years. The revenue from the 

-8-
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hay mills tor the past tour years totaled $155, 362. The revenue trCIIl 

Granada for the past tour years has averaged in excess ot $4,600 per annum. 

We believe that a large part of this revenue may cane from hay mills on 
~ ..... o-r 

the line running west of Lamar and that same of the revenue trom the high 

line, exclusive of Granada and the hay mills, was tram customers on another 

• 

part of the line or on a line other than that built b,y Granada. At any rate, 

we are making that assumption. 

While there is nothing in the evidence about what is a reason-

able extension policy tor an electric company, we believe that we are en-

titled to consider the fact that it is not unusual tor utilities making 

extensions to serve new customers to pay out of their own pockets a minU.um 

ot one and one-half one year's gross revenue from the line. That would 

amount to scme $6,900.00 baaed on the present average tram Granada alone, 

taking no account of the revenue from Bristol, Hartman, Milwood and the 

hay mill at Granada, all of which are served over the line (that portion 

leading tram Lamar or a point immediately north thereof to a point ~edi-
--

at ely north or Granada) built at Granada's sole expense • 

We do not believe a utility can, through the instrumentality of 

contracts with a customer, whether it be tor the construction ot line or 

otherwise, take away from this Commission its power and jurisdiction over 

rates. We believe that in considering the rates charged to August 19, 1932, 

we have a right to take into consideration the tact that service was being 

rendered over a transmission line built and then owned (according to the 

contract the title to the line was to be turned over to Lamar attar the bonds 

had been liquidated) by the customer, namely, Granada. 

The Commission is, therefore, ot the opinion, and so finds, that 

the rate of six cents at all times since May 20, 1929, has been excessive 

by the amount and to the extent or two and one-halt cents per kilowatt hour. 

We believe that we need spend little time on the second proposi-

tion made by Lamar, namely, that Section 35 of Article V of the State · 

- 9 -
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Constitution prevents this Commission having any jurisdiction in the premises. 

That section reads as follows; 

"The general assembly shall not delegate to any special 
commi$Sion., private corporation or association, any power to 
make, supervise or interfere with an7 municipal improvement, 
money, property or effects, whether held in trust or otherwise, 
or to levY taxes or perform any municipal function whatever.• 

~ 

In Ho;yoke v. Smith, 75 .colo. 286, it was held that this Cam-

mission had no jurisdiction over rates charged b7 municipal corporations 

owning and opex•ating an electric plant for service gi van to custan.era within 

the corporation, the lower court holding that it the statute purported to 

give such right to tix rates to this Commission "it was unconstitutional, the 

legislature being prohibited by section 35 of article V tram delegating the 

power." The Supreme Court sustained the lower court. However, in Ci]l ot 

Lamar v. Town of Wiley, 80 Colo. 18, the Suprema Court distinguished the 

Holyoke case, saying that the opinion therein "differentiates the two casas." 

The court in the Lamar case pointed out the reasons tor its decision in the 

Holyoke case, namely, that people residing in the municipalit7 operati~ 

its own utility if dissatisfied with charges could effect a change by an 

election or recall, while in the case of consumers dealing with a privately 

owned utility the situation is quite different, "and there is good reason 

tor a commission which shall act in the interest of the public, to avoid the 

possibility of oppression." The court in the Lamar case further pointed 

out that "A cOllBUmer who is served by a municipality, and who does not live 

therein, comes within the purview ot the suggested rule in the Hol7oke case 

~ that such consumers should be protected by a state commission in such cir

cumstances." Since the Supreme Court held in the Wiley case that we do have 

jurisdiction over the rates ot this very utility so tar as outside customers 

are concerned, we shall not further discuss the question. 

We Might add, also, that the contract itself which was entered 

into by Lamar and Granada expressly provides that the rates specified in the 

contract "and all the covenants, agreements and provisions thereof, are 

- 10 -
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subject to approval, regulation revision and alteration by the Public Utili-

ties Commission of the State of Colorado, or such other Board or Officer of 

the State as may, in the future, have jurisdiction over such matters, at the 

present time, or at any future date during the lite of said contract.• 

We have found that discrimination results from the excessive charge 

to Granada. Removal of that discrimination does not result in dis~rtaination. 

It avoids it. We find that discrimination will not result tram the making 

ot the reparation herein ordered. 

Nothing is said in the statute quoted about a complaint or 

petition respecting reparation. The statute is limited to complaints •eon-

earning any rate • • • found excessive or disor~inator,y~ and to "aamplaints 
' ' 

concerning excessive or discriminatory charges.• The statute says thatwrben 

complaint has been made ••• {l) concerning any rate ••• and (2) the . 

commission has found •••. the commission may order ••• reparation.• 
~ e There is no third requirement that a request be made in such complaint or 

' elsewhere tor reparation. Moreover, the only requirement in respect ot the 

two-year limitation is that "!ll complaints concerning excessive or dis-

criminatory charges shall be filed • • • within two years from the time the 

cause of action accrues." It does not say that a claim tor reparation shall 

be filed within two years, etc. 

~e Legislature aaw tit to create the remedy in question. It 

was for it to prescribe suCh limitation as it deemed reasonable and proper. 

As is said in 37 C.orpus Juris 691, "the courts cannot engraft Oii. the 

e statute exceptions or qualification; not clearly expressed in the statute 

itself ••• On the other hand it is a familiar principle that a statute 

ot limitations shoUld not be applied to cases not clearly within ita 

provisions; it should not be extended by construction.• 

As we read the statute the right to reparation tollowa mora or 

less as a matter of course after an appropriate finding is made upon the 

complaint "concerning excessive or discriminatory charges.• 

-u-



The parties seem to very nearly agree in their pleadings as to 

the amount of' energy sold and as to the amount paid therefor by Granada, 

beginning November 1, 1929. From November 1, 1929, to October 31, 1931, 

being the approximate two-year period prior to the filing of' the original 

oom~laint, the number of' KWHs sold, and f'or which $9,579.08 was paid, was 

1&6,590. The excessive charge on that amount of' energy is $4,164.75. Fraa 

November 1, 1931, to May 31, 1933, 112,700 KIH were sold and delivered to 

Granada, for which there was charged at the rate of' six cents per KIH 

$6,864.50. As we understand the f'aets, the energy furnished during the 

month of' October 19~, and succeeding months, including May 1933, was not 

paid for, and that the total amount thereof' is 39,650 KIHs. This means 

that the energy paid tor during that period was 73,050 KIHs, being the 

difference between the amount fUrnished and the amount not paid f'or. At 

two end one-half' cents per ltWH the emount to be· retunded would. be 

$1,826.25. 

We might say that the figures given of' the total amount sold 

during the two periods are those of' the defendant found on page 5 of' ita 

answer filed with the Commission on August 14, and that the figures 

, representing the amount of' energy sold during the months October 1932 to 

and including May 1933 are those of' the complainant. There is no reason 

why there should be any serious difference as to these figures as they are 

~ a matter subject to rather exact computation. If' either party believes that 

a substantial error has been made, it may, of' course, ask for a rehearing. 

The Commission is, therefore, of' the opinion, and so finds, 

that the defendant should be required to reparate and pay to the can-

plainant on account of overcharges for electric energy sold and delivered 

since November 1, 1929, $5,991.00, and that the defendant should be re

quired to waive collection of' two and one-half' cents of' the total charge of 

six cents per KIH f'or all energy sold and delivered to the complainant from 
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October l, 1932, and succeeding months • 

.Q.!.B,!R 

I~ IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the City ot Lamar be, and the 

saxne is hereby, authorized and required to pey to the Town ot Granada on 

account ot unreasonable and excessive overcharges tor electric energr 

sold $5,991.00. 

IT IS FORT.HEa ORDERED, That the City ot Lamar be, and the same 

is hereby, ·required to waive collection ot two and one-halt cents of the 

total charge of six cents per KWH tor all energy sold and delivered to the 

complainant, the Town of Granada, from October l, 1932, and succeeding 

months. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That except as herein ordered the decis-

ion and order of the Commission heretofore made on April 3, 1933, shall 

remain in full force and etteot. 

'fBE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STJ.TE OF COLORA.DO. . . . . .. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 26th. dey ot Qotober, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 5555) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
BYRON S. BUNKER AND EVERETT ) CASE NO. 1274 
DAVIS, CO-PARTNERS. ) 

October 26, 1955 

BY the Commission: 

Information has come to the Commission that Byron S. Bunker 

and Everett Davis, co-partners, engaged in the transportation of freight 

under the certificate of public convenience and necessity originally 

issued in Application No. 1085, have failed to account for C.O.D. Dloneys 

collected on freight transported py them under such certificate; that one 

of said collections amounts to $9.90, being on account of freight re-

~ ceived in Denver on or about September 29, 1935, and that the other said 

collection is in the amount of $12.50, collected on account of the ship-

ment received in Denver on or about October 26, 1955. 

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that because 

of the gravity of the offense of failing to account for C.O.D. moneys 

within the time required by the rule of the Commission, an order should 

be made without further notice, requiring the respondents to show cause 

why their certificate of public convenience and necessit,y should not be 

revoked and cancelled. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That Byron S. Bunker and Everett Davis, 

co-partners, and each of them, be, and the,y are hereby, required to show 

cause b.f written answer to be filed herein within ten days from this date 

why their certificate of public convenience and necessity, originally 

issued in Application No. 1085, should not be revoked and cancelled for 



.. failure to account for C.O.D. collections hereinbefore described.· 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this matter be set down for 

hearing in the Htiaring Room of the Commission, 550 State Office Build-

ing, Denver, Colorado, on November 8, 1955, at ten o'clock A.M. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 26th day of October, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5354) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTIUTIES COM.USSION. 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* • * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
I. H. WILLS. ) PRIVATE PERMIT NO. J.-486. 

October 26, 1933 

By the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt or a letter from I. H. Willa, 

doing business as Wills Transportation Canpany, in which he says that 

he is not operating any more. 

The Commission is or the opinion, and so finds, that the 

permit heretofore issued to I. H. Wills should be revoked and cancelled • 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit 

No. J.-486, heretofore issued to I. H. Wills, doing business as Wills 

Transportation Company, be, and the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled. 

THE PUBLIC.UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 26th dey of October, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 5355} 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COlORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
HARVEY BROTHERS. ) 

By the Commission: 

* * * 

C.ASE NO. 1262 

October 26, 1933 
- -- - - - - -
STATEMENT ---------

An order was made herein requiring the respondents, Harvey Brothers, 

to show cause why their private motor vehicle permit No. 378-A should not be 

revoked tor failure to carry the insurance required by the law and the rules 

and regulations of this Commission. 

The respondents have advised us that they are not now actively 

engaged in this business and do not feel able to carry the insurance. !he 

Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that the private motor 

vehicle permit heretofore issued to the respondents should be suspended tor a 

period of six months, with the privilege of resuming operations within that 

time upon tiling insurance and advising the Commission in writing. 

2.11.!!!!!. 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit No. 378-J., 

heretofore issued to Harvey Brothers, be, and the ssme is hereby suspended tor 

a period of six months tram this date. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the respondents may resume operations 

on a date to be named by thein tollowtng the tiling ot insurance. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That unless operations are resumed within 

six months, the said permit herein shall be revoked without further notice. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 26th day of October, 1933. 

PUBLIC UTILITIES CO 
TEE S'r.ATE 0 



,, 
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(Decision No. 5356) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COi~iMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
PERCY KLINGINSMITH. ) 

*** 
CASE NO. 1245 

October 26, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

... -·~ -

An order was made requiring the respondent, Percy Klinginsmith, 

to show cause whw his certificate of public convenience and necessit~ 

heretofore issued in Application No. 1025, should not be revoked for 

failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and 

the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

The matter was set for hearing on October 9, and continued to 

October 25, 1933. On the day on which the case was set for further hearing, 

we received a letter from the respondent asking that his certificate be 

suspended for six months. He has been unableto make his operations 

sufficiently profitable to wnrrant the ex~>ense of carrying the insurance. 

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the certificate 

heretofore issued to the respondent should be suspended for a period of 

six months. 

JT IS THEREFORE ORDEF~D, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity heretofore issued to PercyKliuginsmith in Application No. 1025, 

~ be, and the same is hereby, suspended for six months from this date. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if within that time the respondent 

shall file the necessary insurance with the Commission and notify the 

-1-



.... 

Commission in writing of his intention to resume operations, the 

suspension shall automatically cease. 

• THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COL RADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 26th ~ay of October, 1955 • 

• 

• 
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(Decision No. 5357) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
BE MOTOR VEHIClE OPERATIONS OF ) 
F • E. ANDERSON ) 

MOTOR v.EHICLE PRIVATE PERMIT 
No. A-405 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
October 30, 1933 
- - - - - -- .. 
STATEMENT ------------

Bf the Commission: 

F. E. Anderson holds motor vehicle private permit No. A-405. 

He has allowed his insurance required to be kept on file with the Oam-
1 

mission .to. expire. The Commission has written him with respect to the 

matter and has received a letter dated October 21, 1933, which reads 

in part as follows: 

"ln reply to your letter of the 26th of September in 
regard to my insuranoe on P.u.o. #A-405, am discontinu
ing my hauling tor the time being so will not take out 
insurance at this .time."' 

Since an operator must, under the le.w, carry insurance if he 

operates, the Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that said motor 

vehicle private permit No. A-405 should be suspended for a period of six 

months. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That motor vehicle private permit 

No. A-405, heretofore issued to F. E. Anderson, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for a period of six months from this date. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if said Anderson shall file with the 

Commission within that period of six months the insurance required to be 

kept on file with the Commission, the said suspension will automatically 

be done away with and the right to resume operations will . automatically 

be ettective. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That unless such insurance is filed 

with the Commission within six months from this date, the Commission will 



• 

' 

• 

herein, without further notice, make an order revoking and cancelling 

said permit. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
thia 3oth day of October, 1933. 

THE PU][lC.UTILlTIES COMMrrSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



I 
(Decision No. 5559) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORlillO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
J. B. MOORE. ) CASE NO. 1255 

November 1, 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. J. B. Moore, Palisade, Colorado, 
pro~; 

By the Commission: 

Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

On September 27, 1953, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-25, 

heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure 

to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent has filed 

the necessary insurance, and we are, therefore, of the opinion, and so find, 

that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COr~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

4lt Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 1st day of November, 1935. 



j 
(Decision No. 5560) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~iiSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
OREN L. McKAY. ) 

CASE NO. 1256 

November 1, 1933. 

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On September 27, 1955, the Commission issued its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-44, 

heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure 

to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent has filed 

the necessary insurance, and we are therefore of the opinion, and so find, 

e that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFOHE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this lst day of November, 1953. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOHADO 



j 
(Decision No. 5561) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COr~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
W. E. PHILLIPS. ) 

CASE NO. 1257 

November 1, 1935. 

Ap:Jearances: Mr. A. A. von Egid~, _Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Co~~ission: 

On September 27, 1955, the Co~~ission issued its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show c&use why private permit No. A-170, 

heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure 

to keep on file with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety 

bond required by law. 

A hearing was held, at which respondent made no appearance. The 

evidence disclosed that no insurance policy or surety bond had been filed 

by respondent. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-170, he~etofore issued 

to W• E. Phillips, should be revoked for his failure to file the necessary 

insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-170, be, and 

the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 1st day of November, 1953. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COiill~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

\ . y~· 
. 
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I 
(Decision No. 5562) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
RAY MEREDITH. ) 

CASE NO. 1259 

November 1, 1933 • 

.Ap~earances: Mr • .A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On September 27, the Commission issued its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-515, 

heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his 

failure to keep on file with the Commission the necessary insurance policy 

or a surety bond as required by law. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's insurance 

had expired in January, 1953, and had never been renewed • 

.After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-315, heretofore issued 

to Ray Meredith, should be revoked for his failure to file insurance. 

Q .E 1L~ .R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-515, heretofore 

issued to Ray Meredith, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 1st day of November, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5563) 

BEFOPE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~JISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
A. F. SHUPP. ) 

CASE ·NO. 1253 

November 1, 1953. 

Appearances: ;vrr. A. il. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Co~~ission. 

Bl the Commission: 

On September 27, 1933, the Commission issued its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1505, 

should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file the necessary 

insurance policy or surety bond as req.1·.red by law. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's insurance 

had expired in January, 1932, and had never been renewed. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued to A. F. Shupp in Application No. 1505, should 

be revoked for his failure to file insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public conven-

ience and necessity, heretofore issued to A. F. Shupp, be, and the same is 

hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 1st day of November, 1953. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COW~ISSION 
OF ~HE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5364) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
ARTHUR R. PHILPOTT. ) 

*** 
CASE NO. 1254 

November 1, 1933. 

Appearances: ?lr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On September 27, 1933, the Commission issued its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1902, 

should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file the necessary 

insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's public 

liability and property damage expired in June, 1930, and his cargo insurance 

expired in February, 1935, and this insurance has not been renewed. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and necessity, 

heretofore issued to Arthur R. Philpott in Application No. 1902, should be 

revoked for his failure to file insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That he certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Artbu R. Philpott in Application No. 1902, 

be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 1st day of November, 1935. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5565) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITI S COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COL RADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPEFATIONS OF ) 
CfffiiS LEWIS. ) 

*** 
ASE NO. 1215 

November 2, 933. 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Publ c Utilities Commission • 

By the Commission: 

On August 2, 1955, the Commissi n entered its order requiring 

respondent to show cause why he should no be instructed to cease and desist 

from operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until he had secured 

proper authority therefor. 

l .
. ,,,v·. 

~~~ 

At the hearing t~e evidence losed that respondent to some extent 

had been transporting the property of rs for hire, although the major part 

of his operations consisted in the haul' of his own property. However, he 

must realize that he will not be permitte to operate upon a "for hire 11 basis 

~ithout securing proper authority therefo 

After careful consideration of he record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that respondent sh uld be ordered to cease and desist 

from operating as a motor velucle and until he has procured a 

certificate of public convenience and nee ssity to so operate, or a private 

permit if he desires to operate as a priv te carrier. 

IT IS THEREFOHE ORDERED, That bris Lewis, respondent herein, 

convenience and necN;sity to so operate, r a private permit if he 

-1-



- ... 

desires to operate as a 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of November, 1935 • 

• 



".· 

_ .. 

BEFORE Trill PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLO ·' 0 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERilTIONS OF 
M. L. GRAHATvi. 

) II CASE 1214 

) I 

~o~e~~r-2~ ~9~5~ 

(Decision No. 5366) 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Publ"c Utilities Comraission. 

£1!1~M .N1 
I 

By the Commission: I 

On August 2, 1955, the Co~missi~n issued its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause fhy an order should not be entered 

directing him to cease and desist from op rating as a motor vehicle carrier 

unless and until he procures authority to so operate. 

At the hearing the evidence dis losed that respondent is 

engaged in the transportation of his own 
I 
troperty only. 

In view of these circumstances he Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case shoul be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That he instant case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of November, 1953. 

HC PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF' THE STATE OF COLOF~DO 



(Decision No. 5567) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COW~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORJ\DO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
A. R.. MILSTEIN. ) 

CASE NO. 1215 

November 2, 1935. 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 28, 1953, the Commission issued its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be 

entered directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle 

carrier unless and until he had procured authority to so operate. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent is 

engaged in the transportation of his own property only. 

In view of these circumstances the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDEHED, That the instant case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of November, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIBS COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORftDO 
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J ... 

(Decision No. 5368) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COr~JISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOR:J)O 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
R. A. KINNISON. ) 

CASE NO. 1188 

November 2, 1933. 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 25, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be issued 

directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier 

unless and until he had procured authority to so operate. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent is 

engaged in the transportation of his o~n property only. 

In vievi of these circumstances the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFDRE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOR~.DO 

~ Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of November, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 5569) 

BEFOHE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOH.ADO 

*** 
HE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERJ,TIONS OF ) 
L. E. PLANE. ) 

CASE NO. 1189 

November 2, 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Co~mission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 25, 1955, the Commission issued its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered 

directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier 

unless and until he had procured authority to so operate. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent is 

engaged in the transportation of his own property only. 

In view of these circumstances the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ·rha t the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of November, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORaDO 
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(Decision No. 5570) 

,r .. I 
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\ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COI~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
J. JORDAN. ) 

CASE NO. 1191 

November 2, 1935. 

Appearances: Mr. C. A. Hoffman, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspector, Public Utilities Commission. 

B~ the Commission: 

On July 25, 1955, the Commission issued its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why an order should not be entered 

directing him to cease and desist from operating as a motor vehicle carrier 

unless and until he had procured authority to so operate. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent is 

engaged in the transportation of his ovm property only. 

In view of these circumstances the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFOHE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 2nd day of November, 1953. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

':'\,_ 
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Form No. 8. 

(Decision No. 5571 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

E. M. HUMPHREY. 

(Campo, Colo.) 

* 

) 
) 
) 

* * 

1275 CASE NO.·-···-·····-··~·-·· 

STATEMENT 

By the Commi~~ 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1015) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rulen and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R -- ... --
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 

motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .l.Q.tQQ ........ o 'cloek 
... ~.!' ...... M., on .. _}i~Y..~E!~~~.~?..Q .. ,_,J:.~~.~---·-·-·-·· .. ····-·-···-·-.. ··--• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

::-

J . 
/ 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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Form No. 6. 

{Decision No. 5372 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
T. P. DUFFY, DOING BUSINESS AS ) 
-~~~!-.~!~~~~~--~.~~£Y.:;Q!Q. __ QQ.~!N.!. ) 

(Denver, Colo.) 
November 2, 1935. ---------
S 'l' A 'l' .E M E N 'l' __ .... ______ _ 

By the Commission; 

CASE NO •.. ]g7..§ .. __ 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 1S4, 

) 

Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1289) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondemt has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule S3 ot the Rules ahd Regulations of the Commission 
gover~ing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, SSO State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at lll.t.O.O..~·-··o'olock 
.. ,..A ... ..M., on .. ~--·-·.N.oY.eJJib.er.. .. .2.0.,...~a5.5 .. _. ___ . ___ ,_, __ .. ,_._·-··• at which time and 
placer such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Secretary. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMUISSIOH 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Oommiasionert. 
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Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5575 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC -UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATimlS OF 

THE UNION DELIVERY CO:P_.'LliJY, ·-·-· ... ~···--···-·---·--- .. -····-·-.. -·-· ... --·--·--·-·-·-·-··--· .. ··-·· 
(Greeley, Colo.) 

* * * 

) 
) 
) 

CASE NO •.. JJ:J.I.-·-·· 

November 21 1953. 

STATEMENT 

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 1341 

Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1310) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle, 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .!Q.~-Q.~L .•.. o • clock 
.. .A ....... M., on ... ·-·-··········-·-:[g_y~mP._~J:.RQ.,_ __ +..~.Q.Q ........ -··········-·-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5574 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
THE PIKES PEAK WAREHOUSING 
COMPANY. 

(Colorado Springs, Colo.) 

* * * 

) 
) 
) 

STATEMENT ----------

OASE NO •.... 1278 .. - .•.. 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1299) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws bf Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investiga·tion and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. !QJ..9.9 ..... o'clook 
... !!_.-.. M., on .... ·-·-·-··J~.QY.~E?-E~F.~ . .?.Qo~.-.~~9.9. _____ , ... -·-·-·······-·-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 

· r l1 

I~ 
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Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5375 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

BUCKLEY BROTHERS. 

(Silver Plume, Colo.) 

* * * 

) 
) 
) 

CASE NO. JXl~L-·-·--

STATEMENT 

B1 the CommissionJ ---------
The records of the Commission disclose that the above 

named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1559) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. J~Q..:_QQ."_o'olook 
·--~-! .. - .. M., on .. -·-·-····-N.QY~~1?.~~ ... gQ.~..J:.~9.2 ........... -·-····-··············• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

/ ~ "' . 
(, 

)l i( 
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Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5576 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

THOMAS F. MlJLV ANY. 

(Salida, Colo.) 

* * * 

) 
) 
) 

November 2, 1955. 

STATEMENT 

CASE NO •.... -.l2..6.Q..-.. 

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business .of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1615) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at ... l.Q;.Q.Q ..... o'clock 
.. ~.J~.~~. .. M., on ............ _ ..... J.Q.V..~.m'b.e..r. . .2.0.,...~93.5 ..... -·······-·······-·····• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE POBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE F COLORADO 

/)~j. 
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Form No. G. 

(Decision No. 5577 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

WILLIA1~ SCHIERMEYER. 
·-~-·--······ .. -·--·-·-····.,.·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-·-····-·-·-··--·~··--

(Holyoke, Colo.) 

* * * 

) 
) 
) 

CASE NO •.. _J.?..?.L.-.. 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1650) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commiseion 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at --~Q;.QQ._ .. o'clock 
•.•. ~.! •. - .• M., on.·-····-···N2Y~ffiR!'?.F-.. _gQ.a. ... ~~~~----·············-·············-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

i i/ 
__ {; ~'·-'_// 
: i ' 

!\ / 
t 



1·.····. 

• 

BIJORI !Ill J!VIt.IC ~ OUiaJICII 
.OJ' ~-~.01'.0~~- . 

•··•·• :* • 

m !U :vA.TTJ:a ar !'HI ~cma OJ' ) 
1. Oe ~-,; ftll.OPDI.It. 81' A.JIOBLiC ) 
llii!IAf ~-,_ !Q.BI~~ ) 
QT.~ !140~. OJ' _.. OBICWI81 . 1IIR }_ 
IGr4D . .6Q P.AC:Q'IO.IA~_...r.pr 
4t . .A ,.,. fll. s . .m:~-~ l9D Ktiil;ll_., ClJ' m ~.aosa:pra .) 
•. qi __ ~ICBT.·J.ID ~~~-~ )) 
sml. o-._n..fJP', CUJt.Dit4D8 •.. ________ .. __ 

. ... . '. ,... 

--------••'ftlHel' a, liSI ....... ,... ___ _ 

·~·~····" ---...---.- ... --
1r »e O!Miaaloa: 

!'Jda proeee41q u1ae1 tra u apJl,iaatioa ot :r, o • .,..., J\&lle, 

Colonu, i~ozally .,,...,.. .. _. the Bout of Oout7 o..d.utoul'a ot nt 

OVaoa Couty filet witll the C_,aaioa oa ;ruJ.1 1, ltil, fo:r the OJeaial ot 

a pulie AipwaJ uosaua owl- tlle ric~R-ot-nr aa4 "~'•* of tllll Ollioaae, 

!look Ialaat u.t Paeifl.e Bailn7 Oom.JU7 at a peiat oa tJae aeet1oa liae tou 
~ ... ..... 

ld.lea woat et tlaa pa\111 palo IJ'Oa&iD& oa '\lle aeetio:a 11•• aloq tlle out 

aile ef l'l.qle, GolGJ>alo, ft.• applitatioa atatea tllat tlle '"aaiq 1& te 
-

H altOTe pate, 

A ••»7 ot the appl1eat1oa was duly_to~el to tlle attOJBe7 181" tllo 

Oldeqe, Jlolk Jalad ui :hoitie llailwq Com.pallJ', aai •• 11117 1'' 1111, u 
. .. ..... . 

.... .r t)e:retG was tiled with the OomaiBBiGa preteatiBC tlle ••'-'11~•-* ot a 

lft&aiaa altoTe ll"&de at the plate 4eatret, UD.leaa the COUilty 01' BeJaHl Diatriet 

would 'Hu all the ezpeue ot tlle 1aatallatioa of "lt.e itYGUal eieaailllh 

fte a.am•• tor tlle C-.i,aaioa •4• aa taa,.etlea et tM pepo•el 

onaabl 1• e_,..,. with "he ............ ot the n.11zed ooa:pa~q" aal Mr, 'lrn 

ad ethel'a iateJ'ea-.et 1• tlae ei'G&aial •• hJ1Iutlt11' 14.1 ltSI. !be 1:a'"a"1sat1oa 
.. ' 

41aeloael tha" a cl'oaains at grade waa teairei •ather thaa aa oYe:rheal \rille 

ozoaa1q1 ut the ..... tar ••• 1awat1satel oa tllat ltuia. Xt u.s teu.t, llo~, 

tat at the pl .. e whee poaailll was leail"ei 1 t wul4 h aeeeaa81'7 te •"•• a 



• 

ran•• ot eoui-.qable Wlttll ut te:p"ll aljeiaiD& U4 J&ftlleli.Ja& t• nd\el 

ot tlle raUroal in orler 'io naell 'the t:raet, uA that 1D aue of Ilea~ :raia 

1'0luae ot • .._ laJa lte• nell aa to ••• a fta-.t ot tratka a :r tllia :plat•• 

It waa 1tel1nel, thentoz.e, tl\at 1t a ltl'it&e waa i:aatallel Oftl' 

that it, tecetlaer n-.ll 'llle qlt•nlcMe:ata at e:ata ot 1tr1.4p, wall • a 1aa 

tat woul.l ao olta't:ruet tlle •v•• of wa'ler tltat clueva ot wullo ta of "rael& 

nlll.l lte aupeatet, so a a••• e.rossiJII at tate poiat was JLOt eo ituel 

al1'18alt1e, eat 'lke Coua~ C..Ua81o:aera were ao al1'1att. llfte1'e , "llee 
" ... . ••••« to 1te ••• :aeel for a onaaiq 1a W8 1'1tin11J tor tJae e Jeti-.1 

eoa1'1aiaee ef :people :rea111q aorth of ,. raf.l.roal to :reac) t an •tate 

llil)lwq wua it .1• •-.le1el, t:koup tbere wUllte aeau ot nae 1'1 8&11 

lliShWaJ at 80118 1:aeon1'eaiaee hJ other neultJ •n.•••• fte eout has •»••• 
a :aor'\11-eout:k lli~ o:a 'llt.e aeotioa liae tor wh1oll e:rcaeatac ia eaueli q.l 

t1le oDl.y teuiltle o:reaaiq at ~18 plaee wcnall 1te ltJ an owrlleal ltr14CI aal 

tllia toe• ae1 appeu to ie ~'\iealtlt 'beeaue ot 1 ta eoa1 tor 'ilt.e ...U 

UIOUt ot t:rattie Oftl' 1'• 
00\Ult,. Co..ia81o:ae:r Baner ha8 gtYea 1lle •""•r tun•• eouilel'atioa 

ani o:a Ootoaer 11; ltSI, lle aiTiael the "•D&iaeer of ~. oo.taatoa ltJ' letw 

aa toUewa: 

t111:aee 1-atBC wt 1ll 7ft I l&Ye Yiewel tlle Fopeael eroaaiJII 
w~at ot J1asler, ani a4T1ae troP.PiDC 'the applteatioa tor 
the present,• 

~:tee) the OOII!d.aaio:a wUlta•u• ita o:rier 41•1•tas tile appl.i• 

ta'lioa wi'm•t p:rejuUee, 1• Tiew ot all tl!l.e tirewutau••• 

!!!_!! 
1r IS ·IJI'IIIDOJIII GJIJRD, ~t ·the a.pPl1tat1o:u ot :r • C. '"" tt:r •• 

o:peaiq aacl· e.ianie.a'\ ot ·a 'e"8~1lll rier the_ r>ilht ... t-ft,. Ud. ti'Uk Of 

'll• Chieace, l.eek Ialaal ul Paeitte la1lft1 CfHIJUl at a JOint oa 1:U "tti.Q 

-a-



·I 

• 

:1,.1u totar aile• •••" ot the ll'&le eroaatac OTe:r aa14 railr.-l •• .__. 

"''Uoa lba.e at tlae eaa-. a14e ot I'J.acler, CJoloralo, 'H, u4 '\he .... a.., 
~ 

llerelt:r, ti-.1sae4 w1 thoat pejv.41••• 

•••t at Dellftl', Oolo"lo, th1a 
lrl iq ot l'o'YUI.-.:1', ltSI. 

!BI JIUILIC ftlLIUII •JESI• 
.. u.~-..u.orq,~go .. 

• 



.. 

.. 

Form No. 1. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
JACK C. BARLOW. ) 

(Delta, Colo.) 

CASE NO. 1282 

November 2, 1953. 

By the Commission: 

(Decision No. 5579) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named 
respondent was heretofore issued a private permit No. A-447 under the 
provisions of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1951, authorizing 
him to engage in the busines3 of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Com.'I!ission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1951, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle • 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or 
surety bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the 
Commission, and if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or 
revoked, and whether any other order or orders should be entered by the 
Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and t.he same is 
hereby, set dovm for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 
550 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 o'clock A. M., 
on Monday, the 20th day of November, 1955, at which time and place such 
evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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Form No. 1. (Decision No. 5380) t
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COWAISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOP~O 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 

JOHN VAN OORT. ) 

(Hotchkiss, Colo.) 

*** 

CASE NO. 1283 

November 2, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named 
respondent was heretofore issued private permit No. A-373 under the provisions 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1951, authorizing him to engage 
in the business of a private carrier by motor vehicle • 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond .as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Lavis of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle • 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in 
the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is 
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 
330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 o'clock A. ~., on 
Monday, the 20th day of November, 1933, at which time and place such 
evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5381) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VERI CLE OPERATIONS OF 
LUIE .AML'!ERMAN. 

* * * 

november 3, 1933 

CASE NO. 1273 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made on October 10, 1933, requiring the respondent, 

, r~t 
; ) ' I. 

Luie .Arnme:::-rnan, to show cause why his private motor vehicle parmi t No. 371-A, 

heretofore issued to him, should not be revoked for failure to file monthly 

highway compensation tax report for the month of' September, 1933, and pay 

highway compensation tax for the period from Decembe~, 1932, to August, 1933, 

inclusive. 

Since the case was instituted, the respondent has filed his report for 

the month of' September, 1933, and has paid his said delinquent highway com-

pensation taxes. 

We have concluded to dismiss the case, but with a distinct understand-

ing that these matters must be more promptly attended to in the future, and 

that unless they are, the respondent must expect a revocation of' his permit. 

The Commission is therefore, of' the opinion, and so finds, that the 

instant case should be dismissed. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above entitled case, be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of' November, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
Olf 'l'ID.: STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5382) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC uriLITIES OOMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COIDRADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
J. B. LEASURE. ) 

By the Commission: 

* * * 
CASE NO • 1263 

November 3, 1933 

An order was made on September 27, 1933, requiring the respondent, 

J. B. Leasure, to show cause why his motor vehicle private permit No • .l-445, 

should not be revoked for failure to file insurance policies or surety. bond 

as is required by law and our Rules and Regulations. 

Since the case was instituted, the respondent has filed the neoes-

sary insurance. 

We have concluded to dismiss the ease, but with a distinct under-

standing that this matter must be more promptly attended to in the future, and 

that unless it is, the respondent must expect a revocation or his permit. 

The Commission is therefore, of' the opinion, and so finds, that the 

instant case shoul~be dismissed • 

IT IS ~FORE ORDERED, That the above entitled case, be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of' November, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORJDO 
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(Decision No• 5383} 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPER~IONS OF ) 
0 • J • WEEKS AND J • P. OI$0N. ) 

c:ASE NO. l26 7 

November 3, 1933 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on October 7, 1933, requiring the respondents, 

o. J. Weeks and J. P. Olson, to show cause why their motor vehicle private 

permit No. 340-A, should not be revoked for their failure to file insurance 

policies or surety bond as is required by law and our Rules and Regulations. 

The evidence showed that the respondents' insurance on file with 

the Commission was cancelled soon after the permit was issued and that they 

have never renewed same. 

The Commission is therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that 

in view of the failure tQ file the proper insurance, it has open no other 

course than to revoke the said permit • 

After careful consideration of the reeord, the Commission is ot 

the opinion, and so finds, that private motor vehicle permit No. 340-A, 

heretofore issued to the respondents, should be cancelled and revoked. 

0 R DE R -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit No. 

340-A, heretofore issued to 0. J. Weeks and J.P. Olson, be, and the same 

is hereby, cancelled and revoked. 

l 
Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 3rd day of November, 1933. 
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(Decision No. 5364) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE RATES OF HIGHLAND UTILITIES ) 
COMPANY. ) 
- ~ - - - - - - - - - - - - -

*** 
INVESTIGATION AND SUSPENSION 

DOCKET :NO. 202 

November 4, 1955 

By the Cgmmission: 

On October 25, 

.§.T!.~!M.E!i.T 

j 
l~ 

1955, t~ Commission received from Highland 

Utili ties Company, an electric utility operating in various towns in 

this State, tariffs of rates which in some respects increase rates now 

being charged by said utility. It has been the rather uniform policy 

of this Commission to require justification of any increases in rates 

charged by utilities to be made at a formal hearing. The Commission is, 

therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that it should require formal 

justification to be made of the said increases at a hearing to be held 

thereon, and that pending said hearing and decision by the Commission, 

the said rates insofar as they effect any increases should be suspended. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the Commission, upon its own 

motion, without formal pleadings, enter upon a hearing concerning the 

lawfulness of those rates filed by said Highland Utilities Company on 

October 5, 1955, which are in excess of and constitute increases over 

rates theretofore charged by said utility. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the operation of said rates con

tained in said tariffs be suspended, and that the use of saili rates and 

charges therein stated be deferred one hundred and twenty days from this 

date or until the Third d~ of March, 1954, unless otherwise ordered by 



I 

A., •• .,. 

the Commission, and no increase shall be made in ~ of the said 

utilit,y 1s rates and charges during the said period of suspension. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this matter be set down for 
' 

hearing in the Hearing Room of the Commission, 550 State Office Build-

ing, Denver, Colorado, on Tuesday, November 28, 1955, at 10 o'clock A.M. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 4th d~ of November, 1955. 

-2-

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COW~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOPJffiO 

IN THE RUl.TTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
THE BOARD OF COUNTY CO~aiSSIONERS ) 

.. -- ..... 

(Decision No. 5385) 

OF MORGAN COUNTY, COLORADO, FOR CHANGE ) 
IN LOCATION OF CROSSING OVER THE ) 
TRACKS OF THE UNION PACIFIC RAILROAD ) 
COMPANY AT THE NORTH END OF THE BRIDGE ) 
OVER THE SOUTH PLATTE RIVER NEAR THE ) 

APPLICATION NO. 2114 

CITY OF FORT MORGAN, AS SHO~m ON ) 
ATTACHED MAP. ) 

November 6, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

On June 15, 1935, the Board of County Commissioners of Morgan 

County filed an application with the Commission for change in the present 

location of the grade crossing over the tracks of the Union Pacific Rail-

road Company at the north end of the highw?.y bridge over the South Platte 

River near the city of Fort Morgan to conform with the change in the location 

of the new bridge being constructed to replace the old highway bridge. 

It is stated in the application that a new bridge is necessary 

to replace the old bridge structure on account of its exhausted life, and 

the new bridge is being so constructed as to obviate the curves in the 

highway at each end, thus making the conditions safer for travel on the 

highwo..y. This change in location of the bridge necessitates the moving of 

the present crossing over the adjacent tracks of the Union Pacific Railroad 

Company a short distance westwe.rd, and it ··.i.ll also eliminate the crossing 

of one track of the railroad. 

In the application of the County it is pr9posed that the County 

shall do all the necessary grading and pay the sum of $50.00 towards the 

expense to the railroad company of moving the crossing and the ~ignals at 

the crossing. The railroad company estimates the expense of moving the 

-1-
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crossing, crossing signals and appurtenances, and the raising of Western 

Union telegraph wires at $500.00. The Com:_s>any ap_7roved the change, 

provided it did not have to bear any part of this expense. The answer of 

the railroad company was referred to the County Commissioners of Morgan 

County to ascertain their attitude towards said answer, and under date of 

September 16, 1953, the clerk of the Board of County Commissioners advised 

the Commission that he had "taken up the matter of change in highway with 

Mr. White, our Road Supervisor, and he informs me that the Union Pacific 

Railroad Company and himself have made an agreement betvreen themselves and 

have had the change made satisfactory to the Railroad Company. The County 

will take care of the money due t':e Rs i., o:-oad Company. 11 

The Commission, ther@fore, understands from this letter that the 

proposed change in the crossing is satisfactory to all concerned, and that 

the County will bear all the expense in the change, and as it will undoubtedly 

improve the safety conditions at the crossing, the Commission approves the 

change. The matter of agreement by the parties as to the expense in the 

change of the crossing will require no allocation of the erpense by the 

tit Commission, but it is insisted and to be understood that this expense shall 

be kept to the minimum, and only the actual cost of moving the present 

crossing plank, if any, and crossing signal with its appurtenances, and 

cost of raising the telegraph wires shall be charged to the County. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, In compliance vri th Section 29 of the 

Public Utilities Act, as amended, that the present crossing over the tracks 

of the Union Pacific Railroad Company adjacent to the north end of the 

~ highway bridge over the South Platte River near the city of Fort Morgan, 

together with the crossing signals, is hereby permitted to be moved to a 

point indicated on map attached hereto, marked Exhibit A and by referen~P 

made a part of this order, conditioned that prior to the opening of new 

crossing to public travel it shall be constructed in accordance with the 

-2-
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specifications for grade crossings, as provided in the Commission's order 

in Case No. 879. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the expense for the moving of aforesaid 

crossing, including the crossing signals thereat, the raising of telegraph 

wires and the grading of highway approaches to crossing, shall be borne 

by the County of Morgan, in accordance with the agreement referred to herein. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day of November, 1953 • 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMTJISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



/ 
r»eoisioa ••• 11$9) 
- . 

!llOBB fBI PUBLIC UTILrl':DI COIIIISIIOlf 
OF 111m. ft.A!B. OY OOLOIU.De 

* • • 
RB MO'fOR UBIClZ OP.D.A.TIOHS 0'1 } 

. A. L. 8'1'1PS1!il'41. ) CAD :10. lilt· -. - ~ - ~ ~ - - ~ ~ - - - - --~ 

--- - - - --
:roveaber 9, 1111 .. .. - -- ... .. -
.!!!!!!!!! 

BJ tlle cwgasioa: 

We have reeei'Yed ui-.ten illi'ormation t'roa A. X.• S .. J)leu 

•aa1; Jae ia aot able loqer to oUrJ iuuru.oe requtnt DJ iaw ud tlla 

ralea ant regalatioDa ot ~ia Oommiasion. Je here also reae1Yei a 

.otioe ot tlae oaneellatioa ot his pailie liabilitr aat propertr tamace 

i:asuranoe. 

!he Cam.iasioa is ot tlae opinloa, ani so t1ada, tbat an orler 

aheul4 be made req,u.iriq A. r.. Stephana, to uow eauae whJ hi a •tor 
" 

Yehiele priYate permit Jro. J.•lft, heretofore 1asued to Jaia, alJO,lllA l'lft 

'H revoke4 tor taUure to •am sail insuranoe. 

ORD~ll ------
allow oaue ltr 

tate, wllf llia •tor 'Yehiele priYate pera111 lfo. J.-1?1, ahou14 not lae :n'Yokel 

an4 eanoellei tor tailu.re to oe.n:y publie liabili t7 ani propert:r iaap 

iuu:ru.oe. 

IT IS J'OB'l'BER OBDEID, That this matter be, ad the 8Be ia hereiJ, 

ae• don tor heari:aa before tlle C-.tai.ion, in 1 ta l!nl'iq ••• IH ..... 

e Ott1ee Bu1l41q, Dea-fer, Colordo, •• lG o'olook .A.. •• ea Webtl4at, Ji.-t•ti• 
-aa, 1111, at whielll tilu ani plaoe auoh eTilenoe as ia JZ'Oper •7 'be 1n1iftlute4. 

!HI PUBI.IG tl'liLI!I!B eCJE:•xo• 
&J' !D ST.4D f1l GOLIIUJ)O 



(Decision No. 5388} 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
J. M. ALIRE. ) 

By the Commission: 

* * * * * 

CASE NO. 1272 

November 7, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
An order was made on October 9, 1933, requiring the respondent, J. M. 

Alire, to show cause why his certificate of public convenience and necessity, 

heretofore issued in Application No. 2022, should not be revoked tor failure to 

tile monthly highway compensation tax reports, pay highway compensation tax, 

and to file insurance policies or surety bond as required by law and our Rules 

and Regulations. 

Since the case was instituted, the respondent has tiled the reports 

for the months in question, the tax described in the order to show cause has 

been paid, and the necessary insurance has been filed. 

The Commission has therefore, concluded not to revoke the certi-

ficate of the respondent. However, we must warn h~ that he cannot continue to 

ignore matters of this sort in the future and continue to hold his certificate. 

The Commission is therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that the 

instant case should be dismissed. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above entitled case, be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 7th day of November, 1933. 

TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



{Decision No. 5389) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
RA:&:OND L. WEBBER. ) 

By the Commission: 

* * * * * 

CASE NO. 1271 

November 8, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
An order was made on October 9, 1933, requiring the respondent 

Raymond L. Webber, to show cause why his certificate of public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore' issued in Application No. 272, should not be revoked for 

failure to file monthly highway compensation tax reports, pay highway compensa-

tion tax, and to file insurance policies or surety bond as required by law and 

our Rules and Regulations. 

The case was regularly set tor hearing and notice duly given the 

respondent. He did not appear at the hearing. 

The evidence showed that the respondent has failed to file his monthly 

highway compensation tax reports for the months of March to September, 1933, 

inclusive. The taxes described in said show cause order have been paid since the 

case was instituted. The evidence further showed that the insurance of the 

respondent had been cancelled in August of this year and has never been renewed. 

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that the 

certificate of public convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to the 

respondent in Application No. 272, should be revoked and cancelled. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Raymond L. Webber in Application No. 272, be, 

and the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 8th day of November, 1933. 

! 

t!.'i ·;.. 
.1: ' £r 
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(Decision No. 5590) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COWKISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLO~~O 

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
J. W. HAYDEN FOR A CERTIFICATE OF ) 
PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY TO ) 
OPERATE PASSENGER SERVICE BETVilEEN ) 
SALT LAKE CITY, UTAH, AND DENVER, ) 
COLORP~O. ) 

APPLICATION NO. 2104 

November 4, 1935. 

By the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of a written communication from 

app1ic~t in the above matter, requesting leave to withdraw said app1ica-

tion from further consideration. 

After careful consideration of snid request, the Commission 

~ is of the opinion, and so finds, that the instant application should be 

• 

• 

dismissed • 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant application be, and 

the same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th day of November, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COt&~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
A. H. CARPENTER. ) 

CASE NO. 1268 

, 
November s, 1935. 

By the Commission: 

(Decision No. 5591) 

An order was made on October 7, 1953, re~uiring the respondent, 

A. H. Carpenter, to show cause why his motor vehicle private permit No. A-379, 

should not be revoked for failure to file monthly highway compensation tax 

reports, and to file insurance policies or a surety bond as is reQuired by 

statute and Rule 10 of the Rules and Regulations of this Commission governing 

private carriers by motor vehicle. 

The case was regularly set for hearing and notice duly given 

the respondent. He did not appear at the hearing. 

The evidence disclosed that the respondent has failed to file 

his monthly highway compensation tax reports for the months of April to 

September, 1953, inclusive. 

The evidence further disclosed that his public liability and 

property damage insurance was cancelled in December, 1932,· and has never 

been renewed. 

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, 

that private motor vehicle permit No. A-379, heretofore issued to the 

~ respondent, A. H. Carpenter, should be revoked and cancelled. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit 

-1-



No. A-579, heretofore issued to A. H. Carpenter, be, and the same is 

hereby, revoked and cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 8th day of November, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 

(Decision No. 5592) 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
LYON AND THOMPSON, CO-PARTNERS. ) 

CASE NO. 1270 

November 8, 1955. 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

An order was made on October 9, 1955, requiring the respondent~, 

Lyon and Thompson, to show cause why their certificate of public convenience 

and necessity heretofore issued in Application No. 1156, should not be 

revoked for failure to file monthly highway compensation tax reports, pay 

highway compensation tax, and to file insurance policies or surety bond as 

required by law and our Rules and Regulations. 

Since the case was instituted, the respondents have filed 

their said tax report, paid the taxes delinquent at the time the order was 

made, and filed their insurance. 

We have concluded to dismiss the case but with a distinct 

understanding that these matters must be more promptly attended to in the 

future, and that unless they are, the respondents must expect a revocation 

of their certificate. 

The Commission is therefore of the opinion, and so finds, that 

the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above entitled case be, and 

the same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 8th day of November, 1935. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~AISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORP~O 
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(»-eiaioa No. 1113) 

JD'OD !BE J:"61l..O U'fiLI'l'Il!B Cm.ISSIEIJ 
OF !HI~ SUD OY CJOJmW)O 

• 

D KO'J.'OJl 'VEEIIQLJ: OPJIIATIOBB 01' ) 
MDI818 !'.ULOB Aim 101: ~. RODW., ) 
COwPABTBD8. ) - - - - --- - -- -- - - - - -. 

• • 

.. -- .. ----

.. ------.. 

!.!!!!!!!! 
Bl tlle Oo.Uaaion: 

.&a oriel' na ale oa Oetober 4r, ltl&, ntuil'iq tht~t n1poateatt, 

Moiaea !.,-lo~t ana lee '1'. bJHl, to ahow eauae w:Q- theil' •tor Yehiele 

pr1Yate pel'llit ••• .&. .. H., lle:re~ofo:re 1aaue4 to thea, ahftll at be nTokel 

. tor their failure to file aa iuuranee polieJ or auret,- boat aa retuired. lt7 

law aad. eur hl.ea ani Repl.ationa, ant for failure to paJ hf.alurq eoapeua,.. 

tioa taxea tor the aonthl of April to A~t, 1111, 1aclua1Ye. 

!he e Ticlenoe dillloaei tha* the l'eapo:a"•"• llaTe pail the aail 

4el1atuat tuea ai.ue tlle eue waa iutttuted. lloweYer, rea,onteat1 Jaa4 

aeYer filed t~ neoeaaar.r insurance. 

!he Co~aaion ia therefore, ot t~e opinion, aal •• f1ata 1 tllat 

in Tiew ot the tailure to file the proper iaeuraaee1 it haa opea ao ot~er 

eourae than to reToke the aa14 permit • 

.After euet\ll oona14eration of the retort, 1he Co.iasio:a ia 

of the op1n1oa, u.d •• tint~, "ha-t pr1Ta"• •tor Tehicle per.al" Ho • .&.-a.e, 

heretofore issu.ed to the retpendenta, ahou4 be ouoeUel ud reToke4. 

!!!!! 
n' IS 'tBIICDOBI OIIJ.IRl), !bat pr1Tate •tor Teh1ele pe~t lfe. 

4-MI, hel'etotore iaauel to *'-••• Tayler ancl loe !. loJbal., oo-putur1, 

lfS PUBLIC UfiLI'fD8 ·Cm.IS&l. 
IJ' 1'9 8\UD. OJ' COl.Dlt4Bt 

Da"ed at ~Ter, O~lora4o, 
thia 8tJa •ta7 ot lloYemMr, 1g11. 



(Decision No. lit&) 

BElOBE THE PUBLIC U!ILims COMMISSION 
OF fEE 81'A.Tl£ OF COLOIW:lO 

* * * 
Bl MO'!OR VEHIOI.l OPDATIOI'S 07 ) 
CLARENCE G. OOY, DOING BUSIDSB } OAR :10. 1210 
.l8 LAMAlt•SPRIHG:nELD STAGE. ) ----- - -- - - ~ --~ ~ - -

--- --- --
Noyeaber s, 1111 --------
!!!!!!!!! 

1iZ 'the Oollllliasio!: 

.An or4er wu aade en Oeto'ber 1, ltSS, ••tuiriDC the relponiat, 
neeeaeit7., 

Olareue G. Guy, to ah.ew eaue wl:cy' his eenitieate et P\lblio oo:ayeaieaee,sn«7 

heretofore issued in Application Io. 811, shouli at~ be reToke4 tor failure 

-.o tile monthly ~&hRJ' eoapensation tax reports, paJ' hiSD8.J' cuQ&peaatioa 

tax, ucl to tile u. insuru.ee poliey or surety 'bond u retuired b7 law 

and our Rules ana Rei'Qlationa. 

fte eyidence showed. that saicl aoathl.r hisbaf ••J .. ation 'tu 

reports tor tbe ••tlls ot .A.pril to Septeaber, 1113, 1nelus1Te, haTe aet 

'been tiled, u4 that sail h1~a7 co.apeJlSation tax for the aonth ot Marth, 

1933; has neyer 'beea J&.id, and that the responten-. U.s hal o:a file wi" 
the Co~ss:l.on no insurance ainee 1931. 

!he Commission is, therefore, et the opiaion, and ao finds, that 

the oert1ticate of public oonTeaienoe and neoessit,r, heretotare 1asue4 to 

the reapo11dent in .A.pJilication No. 821, should 'be reTokecl and oaaeeUel. 

!!!!! 
I'l IS lfBIBUORI ORllldll, ft.at the oertitieate of plio oonyenienee 

ant neoeaaitJ, heretofore issuet to Clarence G. Guy, loins bua1aeas aa Lamar• 

revoket and cancelled. 

De. ted at DenTe~', Colorado, 
"hi a Stb. iar ot JlOTem.ber, ltU. 

THE POBLIO unLITIIS e~SSio• 
O'l !BE a't.U'I or coLOB.AJO 
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(Decision No. 5595) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO!.n'AISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOPJillO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPEfu1TIONS OF ) 
ESSA HARBERT. ) 

CASE NO. 1269 

November 8, 1953. 

By the Commission: 

An order was made requiring the respondent, Essa Harbert, to 

show cause why his motor vehicle private permit No. A-276 should not be 

revoked for failure to file monthly reports and for failure to carry such 

insurance as is required by statute and the rules and regulations of the 

Commission. 

Since the order v.ras made, reports have been duly filed and we 

have been advised by one of the insurance companies authorized to do business 

in this State tlllit insurance will be filed immediately for Mr. F4rbert. 

We have concluded, therefore, to dismiss this case, but with the 

\\j:!re 
~._r. 

Jir'C:. 

distinct understanding that the law and rules and regulations of the Commission 

with respect to the filing of reports when they are due and the keeping on 

file with the Commission of proper insurance must be complied with. 

We do not like to be unreasonable or arbitrary but we crmnot 

continue month after month to have notice with respect to these matters 

ignored. If they are ignored in the future, we will doubtless feel warranted 

in revoking the respondent's permit. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above entitled case be, and 

the same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 8th day of November, 1935. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COl'v'ii'viiSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

~·~cPO..r 
~-

CommlSSloners. 
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(Decision No. 5596) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
CONCERNING RULES AND REGULATIONS ) 
RELATING TO COMMON OR MOTOR ) CASE NO. 1285 
VEHICLE CARRIERS. ) 

November 8, 1955. 

By the Commission: 

Considerable information has come to the Co~nission to the 

effect that a large number of common or motor vehicle carriers are not 

reporting to the State the correct ton mileage, and that as a result 

thereof the State of Colorado is being deprived of a substantial amount of 

revenue to which it is entitled from such carriers. 

The Commission has concluded that it should institute an investi-

gation and hold a hearing to determine what, if any, rules and regulations 

should be adopted in order to insure the payment to the State by motor vehicle 

carriers of all highway compensation tax which they are required by law to 

pay. 

The Commission has in mind the possibility of requiring, among 

other things, (1) that such carriers weigh their load of freight before 

departing on their outbound journey, where the same begins in the State 

of Colorado, and before unloading their freight where the trip began 

outside of the State of Colorado and ends within said state, and that 

duplicate copies of scale tickets be furnished to the Commission and to 

the driver of the trucks, who shall keep their copies with them until the 

freight is unloaded, (2) the carrying by drivers of trucks of load sheets 

which will shov.r the total amount of freight carried and reasonable details 

with respect thereto, and (3) that all such carriers whenever requested 

submit to the weighing of their truck loads on the highways by the use of 

-1-



highway portable sce.les in order to check the weight o:f the load 

against the weight shovm by the scale ticket and load sheet. 

The Commission does not mean that it will not consider at 

the hearing other means of preventing the alleged evil. It is mentioning 

these matters in order that the cc.rriers may be fully advised thereof. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDEHED, On the Commission' s ovm motion, that 

it institute, and by this order it does institute, an investigation to 

determine what rules and regulations should be adopted :for the purpose 

of insuring the collection by the Stc..te of the highway compensation tax 

to which it is entitled from common or motor vehicle carriers under the 

lavr. 

I'I' IS FURTHER ORDERED, That a hearing for the purpose of 

making determination of said question be held on Tuesday, the 5th day of 

December, 1935, in the Hearing Room of the Co!I1'llission, 530 State Office 

Building, Denver, Coloru.do, at 10 o'clock A. M. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 8th day of November, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 53~7) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CQW{[SSION 
OF T.HE STATE OF COIDRADO 

* * * * 

CONOEEU"\JJNG RULES AND REGULATIONS } 
RELATING TO PRIVATE !v10TOR VEHICLE ) 
CARRIERS. ) 

CASE NO • 1286 

November 8, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

MAkG 

Considerable infor.mation has came to the Commission to the 

effect that a lar~ number of private motor vehicle carriers are not 

reporting to the State the correct ton mileage, and that as a result 

thereof the State of Colorado is being deprived of a substantial amount 

of revenue to which it is entitled fran such carriers. 

The Commission has concluded that it should institute an investi-

gation and hold a hearing to determine what, if any, rules and regulations 

should be adopted in order to insure the payment to the State by private 

motor vehicle carriers of all highway compensation tax which they are re-

quired by law to pay. 

The Commission has in mind the possibility of requiring, among 

other things, (1) that such carriers weigh their load of freight before 

departing on their outbound journey, where the same begins in the State of 

Colorado, and before unloading their freight where the trip begins outside 

of the State of Colorado and ends within the said state, and that dupli-

cate copies of scale tickets be furnished to the Comnission and to the 

~ driver of the trucks, who shall keep their copies with them until the 

freight is unloaded, (2) the carrying by drivers of trucks of load sheets 

which will show the total amount of freight carried and reasonable details 

with respect thereto, and (3} that all such carriers whenever requested 

submit to the weighing of their truck loads on the highways by the use of 



• 

• . 

highway portable scales in order to check the weight of the load against 

~ the weight shown by the scale ticket and load sheet. 

The Commission does not mean that it will not consider at the 

hearing other means of preventing the alleged evil. It is mentioning these 

matters in order that the carriers may be tully advised thereof. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, On the Commission's own motion, that it 

institute, and by this order it does institute, an investigation to determine 

what rules and regulations should be adopted for the purpose of insuring the 

collection by the State of the highway compensation tax to which it is 

entitled from private motor vehicle carriers under the law. 

IT IS li'URTHER ORDERED, That a hearjng for the purpose of making 

determination of said question be held or.Tuesd~y,~he 5th day of December, 

1933, at 10 o'clock A.M., in the Hearing Room of the Comnission, 330 State 

Office Building, Denver, Colorado • 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 8th day of November, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TIIE STATE OF COI.DRADO 
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(Deoiaion No. 5398) 

BD'Citl THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF ~. ~. OF. OOL()RADO 

* . • * 

D ~TRIO RA.!FS OF THE GIBNWOOD ) 
LIG:B! ~ fti'ER COMPANY. ) OA8I NO. 1138 
~ - - -- - - - - - - - --... ' . . .. 

-·------
J.ppearanoea: 14. 1. Ma7ea, Eaq., and F.rak Deluey, Baq., 

Glenwoo4 Springs, Colorado, tor the 01 v 
ot Glemro~d Spring,. 

Darrew & Darrow, Eaqa. , Glenwoed SpriDga, 
Coloraie, and UB,-niJaaD, Bqb.ea .. & boua, 
E.aqa., Montrose, Colorado, tor the 
respondent Company. 

B. B. Conour, Esq. , DenTer, Colorado, 
.Asa~atant A.ttomaJ' Oener~, tor the 
:(>ublic U"bi~i tiea OOJI.ll1aa1cm. 

STJ.if:IMBNi' ______ .... __ 
If the Ogp!!aaion: 

J.tter reoeiTiu.g iatormal coDLplai:rl't trom ewrto•r• ot !he cu ... 
. . 

l.isht ant l'ater Company, the CODIID1aaion, on 1 ta oa m.o'tiu., lty el"t• 

a oom.plaint againat the reasonableness ot the eleotrie raws •hal"alt· 

• said eeapany, hereinat'ter eaUe4 the Light Oompa~, 'the e4ezt •••• 

tiq sail ooatlaint being dated J'e'b:rua17 18 of 1ihia year. ~ heu1Dp 

lleld, ene en llaroll 311 the o1iher on June 1, I &Del 1. 

Oa KaroJa aa, lilt, tke COlllmiaaion •de a 4eeision in a _e, · 
. . 

a .. »oeke1i No. H, whieh &lao inTOlTe4 the f{Ueation ot .... :reaaeane-

ot the ratea of tllia same utility. !bat oaae arose as a »eaalt et a 

pl!O e11t ltaiJI& •u ~ tlle Oi ty CoUlloU ot Glenwood. Spriqa apinat eenua 

eue1 JropeaM in a aoJle4ale ot rates wllieh ha4-·been t1le4 'b7 the 

1 V• In tlaat oue tlle new rates were toad reasonable, al'lllouah the 

c 
.~ . 

Col :rate eapany u4 !he Dellftl" aa4 110 Grate Ba1J.roa4 Oeapul¥ Wl'e .118-

:utoJ..,- ani meueaabl.e. D.at e&se is HpOrie4 1n i Colo. PeU'.C. Mf. 
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.e 
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On page 653 is found a general inventory and appraisal of the propert7 

of the respondent made by the engineering statt ot the Commission and 

introduced in evidence at the hearing. The former decision contains 

the statement~ 

"A summary of this appraisal is aet out in Table No. 1, 
the amounts therein shown being exclusive of going concern 
value, cost of money, promoter's remuneration, eta." 

The said appraisal showed a value tor fixed capital of 

$103,194.00, to which was adde.d, in the report, lf,tsOO for working 

capital, making a total of 1110,694.00. 

The first tindins made by the CoDJDission in that case was: 

"That the rate-making value of the property ot The 
Glenwood Light & Water Company as of November 30, 19~8, 
including. a reasonable allowance tor working oapi tal and 
going concern T&l.ue, and considering all elements ot value, 
both tangible and intangible, was $120,694.00." 

The Commission apparently {none of the Commissioners then 

serving are nowmaabers of the Commission) adopted the figures ot 

ita engineering atatt and added.$10,000 tor going •oncern value, et•• 

The value tixed was ot all the company's property, not 

merely that part used 1n and allocated to the city. 



•· .. 

The hiatol'J ot the com.paDJ is set out in detail in the rep11rt1 
• 

.e 

ot the atatiatioal and eqiaeeZ'iDI atatta ot the COIIIJJ11saioJ1, whiah we:re 

introduoet in evidence iJl "he origilUll oue u.d aiao b. this one, o:ae l'e:po:rt 

beiq signed 'b7 c. L • .Jlower, .Assistant Eleotrieal ED&i•er, the othel' by 

Fred w. Herbert, Chief Statistician. J.. oondense4 statement ot this hia11Qr7 

is founcl in tlle cleoisioD in the earlier cue. ~re U appevs that -.he 

Original company was incorporated on September 'f, 1888. It was auooeetei 
. . 

in l9G8, upon the eXJiration of its charter by limitation, by the present 

company. J'rca 1911 until 191? the Light Company had a eompe'Utor, !'he 

Jlutual. Light, Beat & Power Company. · In the latter year it purobaaei the 

propartr ot ita said oaapetitor, the GODBideration paid beiBg lli,GOO.oo. 

In tile Herbert report it is stated (paae $? thereof) -.hat there 
. 

was no record on the books ot the Ugh t Company of any oharae havilla 'beea 

ade to opentinc expenses tor depreeiation. However, he reoommend.e4 that 

the eCDpaay should be :require4 -.o: 

"set aaide a depreciation resene, 'baaet upon the aDaual reQ.1d.re
ee:at tor depreciation to be eatabliahe4 by the Eccineerina Depart
JUDt and subject to the approval of the Oe.tssion, - OWiiDI 
in operatims expenses the monthly re~ir~ent tor 4epree1at1o:a a•d 
crediting the oonourrent account, Reserve for aoerue4 clepreoiaUoa, 
aa olaasifie4 in the Unito~ Olaesitioa,ion of Acoountl tor eleotrio 
utilities as prescribe4 by th! Ocmmiasion.• 

Apparently 1a arriTin& at "Value in the other oaae :ao de4uot1on was made by 

the Commission on acoount ot depreciation. 

~ aeoond tindi!J8 of the eo.tssion in the former oaae (paae 1115) 

rea4a aa follows: 

~at a proper anuual le»reciation requirement at this 
time to 'be set aside on the 4. Jer cent sinkiaa fwul ltaaia ia 
the aum ott a,s,l.oo.• 

. ~ 

!he J.1pt Company, beginning wi-.h the year l9lg, has ohargecl operat• 

e 1118 expanaea annuaJJ.7 tor 4eprec1ation. Bowe..u 1 it ne"Ver made the oharce o:a 

the s1Dk1na-ttmct basta. Innead it uae4 the straight-line aethod, authorit7 

tor which, we belieYe, was eeeured i:DtomaJ.l.7 trom the CODDisaioa. fte 
" 

tollowi:og is copied trom our auclitor•s njort datecl .Auguat lt, 1110, bei:aa 

IZhi'bit Bo, 7 herein: 
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~eterrins to the Commission's Jnaineer's report which was 
the })asia tor this dete~nation I find thia_would 'be the etuift• 
lent to an annual requirement ot ti,GI'P.OO on the straight liM 
ltuia. ~e Company has made its o,nnual. aconal.a to tlt.e reaeve 
account on ~· latter basis and apparentl7 en the atreqtll 
ot a 'Gh&Z'te:re4 accountant's' report in connection 111. th an 
autit_ot their accounts. ·ftey haTe also inoreased the annual 
rate :per centa and as ot Deeember Sl, 1929, the reserve baa 
been onr accrued to the amount ot tat,oeo.ot (an4 possiltl1' 
110re it 1 t is teUD4 that 'Shere have . been other, erroneous 
charpa to 'J'ixect Capital' account ) aa compared w1 th the 
amount 4eterllline4 ~n a straight li:u.e basis uaiBC tbe aDllual 
rate per cents in the Commission's Bngineer•s report men~ 
tione4 above. !his wo~d haTe tile etteot ot OYeratatina 
operatiq exp•aes to that extent tor the years 1111 to 1121, 
ine.• 

It m&7 })e atatea that while the Oaamisaion'• orter in 1911 4i4 not 

~8cr1be tepreoiation rate per cents, the-total o~ge ot ta,•7l.ot on the 
. 

- sinkiDg-tuni baaia was baaed on the per cents uae4 lt1' our eagineer in his 

report. !he oo.aposite rate was ab~t ~.~. 
-

When our au41 tor 4iaoOYere4 that the Light COIBJ&l3Y had been ohuciaa 

higher per -cents, he directed a correction ot the 4epreeiat1oa ee retirement 

resene, with the ,result that whereas 'tha amo\Ul't in the retirement reaene 

at the en4 ot the year 1128 na t7t,US.R, the araount in the :reserve at "he 

end ot the year 1931, atter inolutinc the u:preoiation charge ot 11,096.11 

e tor that year, was tse ,H5.-4rl. 

1'he eD81:aeer tor the Light Oompe.ny testitiecl (B. 277*) that he fount 

no erttenoe that the utility hat acouiaulate4 a retir-at reaene or hal 

:pa.14 out any d1Ti4encla in a sum sutticient to aocounio tor aeo:rued lepre• 

oiatio:a; thai; the eCllllprmy's books show no depreciation resene UDleaa the 

inyestment ot 121,000 made in bonds in the year 1931 shoul4 •aat.aatieally 

beeome one.• {B. M8); that "I tOUild no evidence ot where tbAj- had ever 

earne4 a retirement :resene, •• • they are allowed this much and dib't 
-

earn and didn •t aoqui:re 1 t • • • It is nothing but a boekkeepiq tipre. • 

When asked whetber an &llJlU8l. depreciation rate charse ot tov per oat oa 

the aenerating plant equipment :reflects •the lite ot that particular equip• 
-

ment•, he annered that it .. doean •t reflect the lite at aU-•-thia is aa 
4 - ~ 

annual depreciation reqQirement, and isn't to be contuae4 with aoerual 

iepreciation.• (B. 361). Be further testified that ourreat 4epree1ation 

* !rranscript ot record or te8timony. 
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and accrued depreciation •are not related.• (R. 363). When asked whether 

•the rates set by the Public Utility Commission haT~ no .. (any) neoeaaa17 
. - -

oonneo1ion w1 th 1lle aotwll lite ot the equipment," he annere4 "Well, that's 

what '*be7 belieTe, ant that othel- proposi'Uon, th;y aaree with that as 

proper to state tbe current 4epreoiation ani their original thoughts were 

undoubtedly connected with lite, and that C&llD.Gt be aooepted as the same 

thing in an appraisal ot this kind." (B. 363). 

DiTidenda paid tor the years 1921 to 1932, both inclusive, are 

Year Amount -
1921 tto,ooo.oo 
1918 .10,000.00 
1923 1o,ooo.oo 
192& 12,000.00 
1985 1a,ooo.oo 
1986 11,ooo.oo 
192? 14,000.00 
1928 1s,ooo.oe 
1929 12,000.00 
1910 14,000.00 
1931 - - -
1932 12,ooo.oo 

While no diTidend was paid in 1931, net operating inocme tor 
I 

that year was tts,834.33. '!rhe aTerage clirtdenl paid for the ela'Yellyeara 
. . 

in which they were paid is Ill ,181, which is about ten per cent per year 

on the Talue preTioualy tound by the Commission. . 

The following tigurea throw light on tlae resul ta ot operations 

from the year 1919 to the end ot 1911: 

- .. 
Increase in capital expendi turea during the period in queatien. 

l938 Cash 
1919 Cash 

(A4ditiena and betterments) 

ll'I,NI.il 
. 1,211,12 

1932 InTeatmenta tal,ooo.oo 
1911 InYestmeDla none 

l9lt 
1931 

Diaeount on Capi1al Stook: 

-5-o 

1'0,&93.15 

14,281.'74 

n,ooo.oo 

1,1'10.'19 
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1'sa Retirement reserve attar proper 
adjustment was made 156,145.41 

l9lt none IH,HI •• l 

1tsa SUrplua I01MS.S8 
1919 fJu;rplua t 1eoa.41 ll,HI.tl 

1988 Baserve tor oontinsenoies 5,ooo.oo 
1919 Reserve tor oontinaencies none a,ooo.oo 

80 tar u we can leun tram tbe record the Light Oempa.Q" hu 
- -

kept llO accurate reoerd ot ti.J:ed capital re,laoementa. Practically all 

ot tlle new material puohued and inatalled in the &Y~Jtei, evea thoush 

some ot it bas go!l.e in11o replacemen ta, has been eharpd to a4di tiou 

and 'bet'hrmenta. Our audUor in his report (llxb.ilait No. '1) -.a.e the 
... """ 

tollowtag stateDBnts with respect to some batteries tor an electric truck: 

•z did no'li have 1Jime to verit"y the ooneotness ot the 
expellii tures sbown above, however, in the year 1981 I tound one 
item in the 8JI10Wlt ot ll,,sa.lt oharged to 'Oenerel. ::Squipaent
~portation' appareJ;Ltl,- in error since the expm4Uure was 
tor renewal ot _batteries tor electric tNck and should have 
been char8ed to 'Retirement Reserve•, and it is possible 
that other 1 teu.,ot a similar oharaoter have been erroneously 
1noluie4 in "his account e.a I to\1Jl4 :ao ere41 ts to the aooouat 
tor property retired nor oha~ges to the Bet1~ent leserve 
tor say renewals. This would have the e~teot ot ov~rstatina 
the b ue tigu:re ua•• in 4atermin1n& per cant nat return. • 

fte anD.ual repon ot the I.isht Ccmpany tor the year 19M; sllows 

an attal* to make so. eornctiou waioh- hat \a an suaestad lty oe dt.tte~. 

On the baok paae ot the report it appears tbat 118,895.51 was de4uote4 troa 

fixed oapi tal. In "h• repcrt tor the year 1931~ ll-i,aM.89 n.s acl4a4 to 
. . 

tb:ai capital, w1 til a aotat1oa •to oor.reot aa atja•t. ill 1938 repert made in 
' ~ 

error.• While the reoorct do&~ not, we believe, show how the tittarenoe ot 

1',a10:1s ·is made up, it •Y not be 1aproper to SQ" tbat the "hree items 

comprising the same Ue as toUon: 

Meters 
General J:quip. Tspn. 

General Xquip. • IIi so. 

I1,Y88.4rft 
.1,~32.11 batteries (Reterre4 to in 

the au41 tor' a report) 
1,010.00 tools 

• 4,110.11 

ot to depreciation reserve there is apparently no wa7 ot knOWiB&• 

flle eDginaar tor the Light Comp&n7 in his JCxhi bit No. 8 showet 



,. 

an item or 16,~0.13 as "Property retired l919•19SI ine.• (P. 5}. 

The oity'a engineer ev1de:n:Uy merely took the adjua~nt aa 
-

shown by the annual reports, which had been made according to the tireo• 

'\ion ot our auditor.. On page 361 of' tlle tranacript is found a a tate• 

maut by 'the ci'tiy's engineer to the effect that the meters were included 

. e in the t4,ooo. When asked whether he had listed the particular property 

that goes into ~e ~,ooo, he answered that he had not, saying "the 
. ~ 

material is gone, no way of checking it1 and I don't k:n.ow what that 
. -

represents.• However, on page 384 of the transcript the said engineer 
. 

made the statement ". • • and if I am correct they (certain tranatormera} 
- . . 

are written ott in that 141000." On the same pase he was asked whether 
- . 

he had "made any adjustments or calculations on account of' tbe Shoshone 
-

line change in ownership, twenty-year lease or anything of' that sortf" 
. 

His answer was "It is ~ opinion that's oertainly part ot the 14,000 that 
- . 

was retired from service." MoreoTer, in the Light Company's Exhibit lio. e, 
~ .. -

page 101 showing capita). investmnt, the eDSineer tor 11he oompany had shown 

un4er additions tor the year 19Ja, three '15 D t~to:rmers, 11,611.'1,., When 

asked where they we:re ud who owned 11hem at the time at the beariDg, he

"testified {R. 38S) that they "were taken trom the Shoshone plant when tu 
~ . 

substation was up there and not down here, in 1986, and became the pro• 

perty of' the Public Service Company in return. tar reo-insulating the line 

from Shoshone to Glenwood to carry 441000 TOlta ins"tead of' 131800 volta.• 

He further testified oa the following pap that the transformers were not 

retire& as a capital in't'eatment, "the 't'alue of' the Shoshone line inoreaaed 

by this amount in the encasement by the Public Service' and "the :retirement 

you spoke of' is otf'ae"t in "he :tao-. 'they gave up one mile of their trans• 

~ mission line to ownership of' the Publio Servioe, and I ha't'en't appraise4 
-• H • ~ 

that mile in 1111 other appraisem8nt.• We are unable to understand how 

the gift ot the generators ,is •ottaet• by the gift of a mile of' 11ranamisaion 

line. 

On page I of' Exhibit '1, appears the following trom our audi "tor's 

reportl 

-7-
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•A hurried investigation of operating expenses tor the 
year 1929, which, after making allowance tor over accrual in 
depreciation ot $2,660.44, totaled $34,749.13, revealed the tact 
that they are carrying what they term 'Administrative Salaries 
and Expenses' in the amount of $8,100.00 which is more than ~ 
of the restated total expenses. This amount does not include . 
salaries ot General Manager and hts office force and is charged 
in the accounts as follows: 

"Superintendence $ 900.00 
_ Oomm.ercial Bookkeeping . 600.00 
~vertising_Supplies and Expense 1,200.00 
Administrative Salaries 4r,soo.oo · 
Other General Office Salaries 600.00 

. tS,lOO.OO 

"The charge appears unusually large fOr a property of this 
size and I understand similar disbursements have been made 
annually tor some years past but apparently with some variations 
as reflected by the Company's annual reports.• 

- . 
We believe the transcript does not show precisely what red~c-

tion has been made in these so-called administrative salaries totaling 

$81100.00. However, when the annual reports made prior to our objection 

to the extent of these salaries are compared with those made thereafter, 

we believe 1 t may fairly be interred tram the record that salaries amount

ing to $5,700 war• being paid which are no longer paid. There is still 
. . 

lett an item ot $2,400 a year paid by the Light Company for "SUpervision. • 

From the facta which we have stated we believe that it appears 

pretty clearly that the utility and some of ita officers have tared quite 

well since 1919, particularly prior to the time we directed the diacontinuanoe 

of the payment of certain money on account of salaries to persons not devoting 

their time to the company's business and prior to the making effective a new 
-

rate schedule on June 1, 1931, which had the effect of reducing the total 

revenue some $5,ooo.oo. Of course, we should not now prescribe rates which 

are unduly low merely because they may have been unduly high in the past. 

The record, however, does justify us in being very careful to see that the 

~ rights both of the public and the utility are adequately protected in the 

future. 

Moat ot the energy supplied by the Light Company is generated by 

a hydro plant. ~ Light Company, as the name of ~rporation indicates, 

was at one time engaged in the water business, supplyi~he City of Glenwood 

Springs with water. As is stated in the decision in the earlier case, the 

-a-
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water system, including the water used in the hy4ro plut, pipe1, ete., 

used in the aeneration ot electricity, was sold to the city in 1914. 

In J'une, 1980, a new contract was entered into by and betweaa the eity 

and the Light Company, in which, tor a consi8ration ot ta,400 per year, 
. . 

to be paid by the Lipt Company to the city, ~e latter apeed tba" 

it would aupply water to the Light Company tal! power purpo•l: 

"to the amount ot twelTe oubio ·teet per second ot time, linter 
e. pressure ot not leas than leO pounds per square inch, or the 
equiTalent thereof to a lower pressure, 4uring the lite ot thia 
contract." 

.. 

fhe contract turther provide• that the ci'Q' will adopt and entoree rea1oJ1• 

able regul.a:tiona governing the uaa ot ll8.1ier tor tile purpose ot peTentina 

unnea esse.ry use or wuteh which would periodicallY in tertere w1 th the ci tyt a 
' 

ability to supplJ said twelTe eubic teet ot water per aecond ot time. !he 

contract prOTide& alao that the r-easonable neeu ot the city tor doaeetio, 

tire protection, etc •, shall be tilled and tlta. t it, as a reaul t th81'&ot, 

the said supply ot WelTe oultia teet shall be timinished, an allowance 

shall be ad.e on the rental )8.14 by the eom.pany. A. lep, 1D. our opinion, 

too large, a part ot the record. 11 d.evotel to the queetioa !low auoh water 

the city is deliTerina at the hydrO plant. 'fhe Lisht CODlpany eontenaa that 
' . 

an enorm.ous amount ot water 1a denied it beoauae the same enters into the 

water syst• at a point before the company's turbiae is reached. It the 
- . 

oi ty is taking anythiq like the 8110W\lt of water suggested by the Light 

in the water linea. A. great ieal of testimony was deTO'Md to the question 

whether it is possible 1o determine the amount ot water tlowbll -.brough the 

pipe line hy the pressure therein, -.he tlow being retarded or battled. 

UDder the conditione ex1st1D& we are 1nol1nei to believe preaaure dcaa not 

aocuratel7 indicate flow. 

So:m evidence was gi Ten ahOlfing that the city is waatiag water 

at certain-designated p~aoea, particularly through th• alleaed eontinuous 

-
interests ot the oorporate oit7 ot GLenwood Sprtacs eannot ae conailered 
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1den~1cal with those ot the consumers therein ot electricity. It ..... 

obvious to us tha~ the Light Company has the privilese ed duty ot 1m."' 

aistina that the city take reaeonably uoessary u.4 etteetive ateps to 

avoid waste at water to the end that the Light Company may receive aa 

amount ot water which it can etteot1vely use; that 1t 'he city will not 

take these steps, it should be required to make a proper reanotion on 

account ot rental charges made and received tor aupplying ~he water. 

It may also be pointed out in this connection that the ~es~i-

mony ot the ell8ineer tor the Light Company indicated that the Hydro plot 

with the machinery and equipment it 'now has in service coultl no~ use the 

amount of water ~o whieh it is entitled under t:be contract. Be testifie4 

in answer to a question as to how the plant could utilize that water: 

"Well, I don't know, I dicln't figure the twelve aecontl 
teet,~~ don't ataad reapo-.ible tor that plant being able to 
uee twelve second feet, but I co explain how 1 t is possible 
to push the capacity ot that.aenerator to 800 lilewatta.• (R.310). 

Be further testified (R. 311): 
- . ,.. ~ 

"I would say it there is twelve teet ot water made 
availe,lJle 1 t eertainl7 would ~ th• to oo:uU.er so• 
equipment that could utilise it.• 

' 

A ••atenee oontained in tu "JIOJ't ot C. L. J'lower, t01'11181' 

Assistant Electrical hgineer, dated January a, 1911, ant aimittecl in 

evidence herein, reads as follows: 

11The Jriaeipal i tema so considered were the plant imprOYe
mats Dl&ie in the year 1910, and consist ot the builclina ot a 
tranaaiaaion line trem tbe plant ot !he Colorado Power Oomp8DJ' 
at Shoaheae to CJlenwooa Spraaa, 'the.ina'!tallation .. et t~ neoes
B&rf tran8f'Oblera ani su.'~·atation equipment, and the iaa"taUiq 
et a new 100 D. senerator aad nitoh \loard in the power plant.• 

' ' 

!he Colorado Power Company has sillee beea aucoeeded bJ tlae 

Publio Bervioe Company of Oolora4o, hereinafter referred to as the Pub lie 

Servioe ·Company~ ~e Shoshone line originally lltuilt in 1g1o was relnlilt 

in 1981 ua4er a oontraot with the Public Servioe Comp&nJ', 4atecl April 1, 

1981. The Shoshone line is 1•88 miles long and was originally built to 

O&rl'J 131000 1'0lta. U:m.cler the apreement wi til the Publio Service OOIIlJflllJ 

the line was rebuilt bJ the latter ani re•1naulate4 so thl.t 11he aame 

woul4 Oal'l"J ""tOOO volis. ~he e,erQ purohaae4 1D7 the Light Compalll' is 

-1·~ 
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now 4elivered to i'l in Gle•ood SpriDga iu'lead ot a'l the Publio Serviee 

Comp8J11's plant! at Shoshone. 'l'h8 Shoshone line is now used tlo trU...it 
- .. .. 
eneriY through Glenwood SpriDga to Ce.rcUtt, Carbontele, Rifle, J'n Outle, 

Grand Valley ana Debet,ue ~ 'the last tour be1JI8 aerTet lly the Publle ..... 

vice C~pany itselt. 

Under the eoatrac't with the Pllblio Senioe Compan7 title 'to the 

eaaterlJ' mile ot the Shoshone line became Tested in the Publie SerTioe Campa~. 

The latter 001Jlp8117 ia -:required, according to the aTideue, to J&7 ~e '*ta:ea 

on and maintenance of the remaining portion ot the line, the title to whio)l 

remaina in tbe Light COJapany. (R. 41). 
' ~ ~ 

Uncler the said contract, whioh ia to continue in effect until 

.April l, 1M•, the Publie Service Company pays a rental ot tao.oo per 7ear. 
- - . 

'fhe :reproduetion new cost ot the portion ot this line now owned DJ the Light 

-
Compe.D.J', acoordi:aa to the estimate ot the ell&ineer tor the Light Oompa111', 

ia $14,689.37, according to the eDgineer tor the cit,, tl3,216.60~ both 

The Publie Service Com::pany is now ohargiJII the Ltsht CompiiQ' tor 

ener~a dellTeret i7 the tormer to the latter ta.eo per tiiowa'lt- lemand, plua 

one cent per kilowatt hour. (R. 189). It •7 not be iaproper to &&J' that 
- - . 

thia charge is neither a tarirt nor a contract rate. 

According to the tea timon,. ot the engineer tor the city the 

coat ot the enerCJ purchased from the Public Service Oompan7 on the 'buia 

ot kilowatt houra was '1.11 centa in 1931 and 6.os in l931. (B. 110). TM 
.,., - ,. 

qgineer tor the Light Compan7 test1t1e4 that the oost ot the enersr p'U'w 

chased was 6.13 cents (R. 8&4) per kilowatt hour, althouah the power 
-

generato4 by the Light Company oosta it 1.855 oents per kilowatt hour. (B.I44). 

In arriTiJll at th~ coat -ot ener17 purebase4 neither engineer male any allowanO. 

tor a return on the Shoshone line. The engineer tor the ci't7 teatitie4 that 

under an older contract with the Public Service Company or ita predeeessor 
~ ,._ ~ 

•the coats were Tery muoh lower.• Re turtber teet1t1e4: 

"I didn't look at that ~ld contract, it is flUOtel in one ot 
the :neol'48 _at the Util11i7 Commission as heine a one and one-halt 
cents .-r-kilowatt hour atr~sht but it doesn't oh~ek out quite 
that way.• (B. 150). · 

-ll-
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The Light Company's tie-up with the Public Service Company is 

such that when the former generates more energy than it is deli~lli to 

its customers, it transmits ita energy into the line o~ the Public Service 

Company, although the latter pays nothing for such energy. 

In the year 1932, according to the testimony of the engineer 

for the ldght Company, said company "fed back to Public Service Company 
. 

79,634 kilowatt hours." The annual report of the Light Company for the 

year 1932 shows that it purchased 861040 kilowatt hours during that year, 

which is only about ten per cent mare ener~i than it deliTered to Public 

Service Company. 

While it is fundamental that the Commission should not enter 

into the field of management reserved by law to the utility, it is quite 

as fundamental that a utility cannot burden the public with an improTident 

contract. 

"If that (the actual investment) .has been reckless or 
improvident, losses may be sustained which the community 
does not underwrite." Mlnnesota Rate Cases, 230 u.s. 352. 

"If money was improvidently invested, then the amount 
above that which gpod faith and sane judgment indicates should 
have been inTested cannot be considered." Re Detroit United 
Ry. P.U.R. l923C, 282, 288. 

"• • • it is well recognized that a utility cannot expect 
to earn a return on an i~estment which has been recklessly or 
improvidently made." Re Public Service Co. of Colorado, 8 Colo. 
P.u.c. 1513, P.U.R •. l930D, 21. 

It is difficult for the Commission to understand how the Light .. 
Company justifiably could enter into such an arrangement as apparently 

exists in respect of the Shoshone line. The rental paid is only nominal. 

MOreover, the sale to Public Service Company of the one mile of line 

which runs through the narrow portion of the canyon probably makes it 

impossible, in the event the rental contract is not renewed, for the Light 

Company to build another line along the mile in question. Since Public 

Service Company has built many miles of line to serve the other towns 

down the river below Glenwood Springs, it would appear probable that it 

would have built its own line to and through Glenwood Springs, if such 

were possible which would have permitted the ~ght Company to set up a 
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suspense account and thus amortize in a reasonable number of years its 

investment in its Shoshone line. In saying what we have,we have not 

overlooked the fact that Public Service Company has assumed the burden of 

maintaining and paying taxes on the Shoshone line. 

Moreover, it rather see~ to the Commdssion that the rate paid Public 

4lt Service Company tor energy is high, in view of what is common knowledge about 

rates for power at wholesale charged by large electric utilities. It is true 

that the energy it sells to the I.ight Company is mostly, but not altogether, 

from the peak load. However, that is largely true of a great number of 

small domestic consumers. 

Of course, Public Service Company is not before us in this case, 

and has not been heard. It undoubtedly cannot, and we would not want it to, 

be foreclosed by anything we now say or do. We shall simply say that we 

feel it our duty to follow up these matters. If informal negotiations 

with the Ldght Company and Public Service Company should convince us that 

we should make a further record either in this case or in a separate one 

with respect to the said contract and the said rate charged to the Light 

Company on which possible further action might be taken, we shall be 

governed accordingly. 

We shall expect the Light Company to take up with the Public Service 
-

Company the matter of the rate it is paying and report to this Commission 

the result of 1 ts efforts. 

An electric utility which is permitted to serve the public without 

competition by a like utility, as has been the case here for sixteen years, 

is enjoying a most valuable position, one which many business concerns in 

these times of keen competition and swift economic developments would like 

to occupy. This privilege and benefit place on the utility a commensurate 

duty of high degree to the public. We are inclined to believe that this 

duty has not been tully performed. Public Service Company has been permitted 

to charge its own price for energy without relief being asked of thia ComM 

mission. The Cit,v, according to the utility's own evidence, has been 

permitted to make extraordinary waste of water needed by the utility. The 

utility apparently has had no study made in years to ascertain the possibility 

of modernizing ita old hyaro equipment. 
per.mitted its business to dritt along. 

The utility apparently has Call~-:. 

... ... 



.. or ·-

!he 'Yal.us ot the p: operty ot the Light Company, as shc.n by 

the report-of the eDSiDBer tor the city, is-iased'solely upon coat ot 

:reproduc,.Uon new, leas depreciation. He testified that the prices nre 

obta1ne4 trom aupply-howse tiraa and trom ~ge auppl1era, General neotrie 

and Weatinghoue. •JJ.u in oonuction with the water wheel, I WDk it na 
... -·· . 

the hl toll OGIDI.paDJ • • His testilllony turiber showed that in o'btailliDs the 
.. . 

prices he did not secure root-\ot1om or what are somettmea c4lle4 barrel• 

head prices. Ria testimony along this liu :l,.s u tollowa: (R. 10): 

•In obtatntns 1Jheae prtcea, 1 t was not made, as.~ reau17 
be aeeu from the method ot p!'Ooedure, to obtain rock•bo11tom pur
chase prieas a1; the :present time, they nre prices that weJte 
gi Ten tor the parpeae ot inventory and wew in a:oess ot tlle 
actual oompeti tive purohaae price that waa ebtained, ant wu 
really the goiq value at that tiae, rua wu done tor the pv• 
pose ot eatabliabiD& a ra11e baae not upoa the ..aeatary low priee 
but upon a trend prioe.• 

~ 

It 1'&~ appears tbat the eD&:l.aeer tor th8 •ttJ in JUkbs his 

prioea as high aa he 414 gave some oou14erat1on to the prioea tllat have 

prevailed in reoaat years. Jtter teatityinc that his price was a tair 

trend. prioe and that it he bought a11 a lowr price he •wou14 eouicler 
~ 

that a fair price,• he was asked the question "!hrousk what period weult 
~ ~-

that e:rlen4, wha' you oall a fair trend )l"ioe'P His anner wu as tollowa: 
,_ . 

•I "lU.Dk 'hat to uae the weightetl a•erqe would take it 
back tive yeara1 an4 it it would take it -aek five years it 
would take it baok ten, because tlMa price ter five years prior 
to that had ieen very level tor a number ot y-ears. Underaund, 
I am aot speaking ot 1ncl11v14ual 1 tams, I am taking t}le whole 
thing.• 

-
His teatimoDy tur'\her was to the etteot ""hat in the l.aat ten 
. -

yeara '\he prioe ot pl8.llt equipment, atranse aa it .,. •••• hu ao'ftall¥ 

raised tnstoad of lowere«,• (B. 10•11). Re fUrther teatitiet: 

"The priee on pole e~ipment l91S was 160 per cent of the 
l9l3,.and in l9S8 it was 140 per cent ot 1913. It has new te• 
creased slightlJ'. 'l'he great 4ecreaae in price ~· been in oon
duotGil"a ud copper.~ 

His testimony tur'\her alunret that in •1989 1 t was a uni'Yeraal custOJil to 
. -
figure the price on oopper wire was one oat in a:eess ot '\he goins price 

on base copper," but that at the time ot the hearinc copper wire coat 

-- J..4 -
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•approx~ately thirteen cents, and the base price would probablY be about 

if cents at this time, I think nearer five.• 
' -

The city's engineer found the reproduction new value ot the ayatem 
. " 

property to be $151,552.40, that of the property used in and allocated to the 

city $116,139.86, and that ot the property used in and allocated to rural 

e terri tory $35,392.34. He found the value of the said Glenwood Springs property 

attar deducting depreciation to be $50,716.47. 

He further testified that in his opinion the costs of labor and 

materials were "very de:tini tely" based on the trend tor the nert tour year a. (R. 14) • 
-His test~ony showed that in fixing the prices he, at least in same 

rospects, was somewhat liberal. For instance, he used a price ot $7.50 per pole, 

including all la~;r. He testified that when building a system, which was com-

plated about the first o:t the preceding December, in the town of Oak Creek, 

Colorado, the actual coat of such poles, including labor, was $4.85. -(R. 18-13). 

He further testified that he made an allowance tor raising the pole ot $8.00, 

whereas the coat in Oak Creek was $1.50. (R. 14). 
. . . 

The engineer tor the city included freight charges on the larger items 

at carload rates. While he was criticized by the utility for so doing, we think 

his position is well taken, because the material should move in carload lots it 

the system were reproduced, the carload minimum being ten thousand pounds. (R.l44). 
~ 

The engineer :tor the city made his allocation on the property used both 

to serve the city and the rural terri tory on the basis of kilowatt hours of energy 

sold in the city and that sold outside in the year 1931. His reason :tor not using 

the figures for the year, May, 1931 to May, 1932, was that he was told by an 

employee of' the company that they were not availabl.e tor that year. (R. 84). 

During the calendar year 1931, 90.174% of all energy sold was sold in Glenwood 

Springs. (R. 85) • 

Both the engineer for the city and the engineer tor the Light Company 

based their estimates o:t depreciation very largely on actual inspectio~ and 

observation. 

The engineer tor the city allowed $5, 426.72: tor working capital, the 

items constituting this anount are as follows: 

-15-



•• 

Past lue accounts 

Materials and Suppliea 

Prepaid Accounts 

Casll 

Total Working Capital 

tl985.es 

aoo.oo 

aoo.oo 
tMae.'la 

BS allowed ta,eo3.te for going. value. (Ex. No. 1). 
. . -

The city's engineer allowet 5 per cent for omissions and con• 
. . 

tinaenoies, 8 per cent for encineering and supervisio11, 3 per cent for in-

terest during oonsttaotion, 3 per cent for le&al and alainistration, •' per 

cent for taxes and insurance. Be also made certain allo'ftlloes for de• 

livery of ma1oerial and for tim.ekeepins and cost aceountin&• 

The engineer for the Light Company uaed three Dllthods for deter

mining value. One •as to take the v.U.ue .tixed by the Oomaission in 11;s 

earlier ease and add •aubse~uent additions", at actual cost. He testified 
~ - . 

that he •noted in a review ot the predominant appraiasments in 313 deeisiona 

by Public Utilities O~ssioDS, fixing rate bases 108 rate bases were fixet 

e bJ' ex1iending the prior valuations 'b7 Oomm1ss1o:ns, plua the aotual oest of 

subse~ent a441tions. • • • I therefore used this as one method ot vaJ.ua-

tion for rate base and proposed it as the most acceptable method to obtai• 

auch value.• (B. 201). 

He juatitied this method by- the decision of the Uni-t-at Statal 

Su,reu Court in Los J.nplea Qu & nee. Corp. v. R. B. 00.. of Oalifoaia, 

... al. f u s. c-.. 63'1. (ll. 201-&08) • lie :f'urther test1t1ea tlla t ttfte ..... 

of some equipment is higher than these costa Jr&Vai1in& today, but I 11ook 

those into conaiieratioa and made oempu11atioa ta~ 11~11 by eliminating the 

construction overheads", pointing out that in the value fixed by 11ke Ooa

Diissioll's ell31aeer in the earlier oase an allowance et l$ per oent to~ 

construction overhead had been made. (ll. aea, 114.). However, he abittel 
" . 

"hat all overheads on ooaatruetion of additiona and betterment• since 1911 

were paid out ot operating e:xpeuea. (B. 81.4). Be further ,ointecl out tim" 

the Oommission's engineer in the earlier oase "~ok the ao~ 1tl0 oeats• 
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• 
of some eubatanUal plant improvements made in 1910, and "applied the low 

1915 costs• to other propert7. (R. 202). 
.... .. ,• 

The Light Compa.ey1a eqineer in dealing with expendi mea male 
. ~ 

since 1919 a&IJUJUd that the onl.7 propert7 renewed was the three i taJU 

which our auditor, without making u exhaustive search, happened to dia-

cover should have been charged to depreciation reserve, inateat of to 

capital account as was the case. He, therefore , deducted t4, 24.0. 6S tr0111 
. . 

his capital additions, leaving ~0,293.16 as net additions to fixed capital. 

Re add.ed this net amount to ll03,lH, the swa being tl4r3,,8'1.115. A:f"ter 
. . -

stating that the Oommisaion in the former case had allowed '1.8~ ot fixed 

capital tor workiDg capital, and 9.8~ ot fixed capital for goi.DB•eoncer.n 

value, the engineer tor the Ugh:t; Company state4, on page a ot his letter 

of transmittal appearing at the beginning of Exhibit No. 8, "Pereentaaea 
-. 

allowed tor •working capital' and 'going conoer:n' have been retai:aed. • 
~ ' - ··- ,.._ -

~ fiD.al result shows a "Present Bate :S..ae Value of $16'1 ,882.5'1. • This 
""' . . ~ . ..., 

value of the whole s7stam is the one arrived at under h.ia ••thoc1 No. 1. 

We have hereinafter described the allocation made under method 

e No. l. J.tter the allocation was made he arrived at a value un4er 118thod 

No. l cb&rgeable to the cit7 of tl29,7l0.06, being as we 'here ;ointlou-., 

77.8~ ot tl67,822.57. 

Bia method No. 2 was "a reproductio:n coat of t~e plant without 

taking anything for depreciati9n.• (B. 803). Bia :method No. I waa "bJ 
·- . 

reproduction coat o~ the propert7 leas the depreciation, ~d both •••• I 

an.4 1 metho4s I used the present-dar ooa~ of labor and maier~al 'b7 extentina 

it over a five-year average.• (R. 203). 
-

In methocla Nos. 8 and 3 reproduction coat uae4 ot labor an.4 

materials was the five-7ear average cost. (ll. 21!5). 

In reaeb±Qg the cost ot reproduction he.allowecl ~tor engiaeering 

and supervision, -for legal and admillistrative expense, ~ tor interest 
-

ant tuea clurina ooll8t:ru.otion, also ~ throusaout tor oaiasio:na ancl oon• 



•. 

The Light Company 1 s engineer found the reproduction-new value 

or the system property to be $168,694.50, that or the property used in 

and allocated to the city $150,"388.22, and that or the property used 

in and :al.located to rural. territory, $38,506.08. He found the value 

of the said Glenwood Springs property J :after deducting depreciation, 

to be $99.619.47. 

In making-allocation under Methods Nos. 2 and 5, the engineer 

for the Light Com:pa.ny proceeded on the same basis as that used by the 

city's engineer except that the former used a five-year period. He 

arrived at the figures of 91.164% and 8.836%. (R.245). After finding 

the value of property thus charged to the city and ruralJ it was found 

that the value charged to the city was 77.2~, and the val.ue charged to 

rural., 22.71% of the total system value. He used these percentages or 

total val.ue arrived at under Method No. 1 to get the values to be charged 

under that method to city and rural. 

To the reproduction cost-new figure less depreciation, the 

engineer f'or the Light Compaey added 9.69% f'or going concern value, 

being $12,654.82, and for working cap;tal 7.2'1%, being $9,479.22, making 

a total or $121,753.51, in each case the percentar.e being· or the cost o.t: 

reproduction new without depreciation. (P.96, Ex. No. 9). 
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The oi ty eontenu in its brief •tat -.be ;peproduction coat of 

the property uaet and uaetul leas depreciation must be the dominant factor 

in arriving at such valuation." 
~ 

The Light Com.pany in its briet a-M tea •that a ratber meanderinc 
~ 

course has been followed by the Suprem 00\lrt .of the Uni -d State a durin& 

the p&at 11 '\o 10 'J8&r8 when that august ·body was called upon w tetiae in 

legal tel'lll8, or eatabliah \tf legal principle, the formula to be obaQTel in 

connection with the preservation ot the right ot the consumer to enjoy publio 

utility service at a reasonable cost, and at the same time protect the 

public utility in the matter ot insurine; a reuouble return on the value 

Of the utility invcstmen'\ •••• that during the past quarter of a century 

much oontuaion resulted from an attempt to determine the value of the utility 

on which a fair rate of return was to be based;" that "'rime and experiellce, 
. 

we contend, has br~t about a radical chanse in the eohedule or formula 

•• • • that the concurring opinion of Mr. Justice Brandeis in the case Gt 
> • 

ll:l.ssouri, ex ral Southwestern Bell Telephone co. v. Pu.blio Service Cemaiaeion 

of Missouri, et ai, (262 u.s. J76) ~ •• established saae Legal principles in 

~ connection with public utility valuations which whether expressly admitted by 

that august body or not, have largely guided the Bup~e Court of the Unital 
" -

States in subsequent decisions hereinafter to be referred to ant which ia 

our judsment are wholly inconsistent with previous adjudications announced 

by that Court.• Se"eral pagea of the Light Compan)''s brief are 4eTete4 to a 

tiacussion of the said concurring opinion and to an.effort to show that ~he 

majority of tbat court have in effee'\ come around to the position taken thenin. 

We say w1 th all respect th&t we agree '\bat in reoent years •much 

contusion" ·has resulted from the decisions made by tlle SUpreme Oourt ot the 

United State• in respect of a proper rate base. 

Utilitiea Commissions are required to find •tair value." The 
- . 

di:rticul~iea it no'\ the impossibility, ot de'\ermining value of a utility 

system with any aatistactor.r degree of certainty have been pointed out by 

others, and need not be restated by us. Tbe court pointed ou'\ in the Lea 
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•ta determining that basis, the criteria at hani tor 
ieterminins market, or what is called exchange value, ue 
not commonly available. The property is not ordinarily the 
subject ot barter and sal, •• • • The nlue ot the :property, 
or rate base must be ieter.mtned under these inescapable 
limitationa.• 

The court :r,peatei the ott-stated rule: 

"that what the complainant is entitled to demancl, in orter 
that it •Y have 'just ooape:naation• is a tair return Upo1l 
the reasonable value ot the pro:pertJ at the time it i,s bei:DB 
used tor the public,• 

~ 

citing_ a number ot well known oases, inoludi:ag Smyth v. Ames, 119 u.s. 4611 

. -
the Southwestern Bell Telephone case, supra, and MoOvdle v. In41uapolis 

Water Co., 872 u.s. 400. 

The decisions have required us in dete1'211n1ng value to make 

"intelligent• torecast ot •probable" tuture values. The court in the Los 
..... ..... . . 

Jncelee case quoted the statement trom its opinion in the Southwestern Bell 

Telephone case, that •An honest and intelligent toreoast ot probable tuture 

val.ues, made upon a view ot all the relevant oircumatances, is essential.• 
~ 

A similar statement appears in the McCardle case: •4! • • and,in the light 
. . -

ot all the ciroumatanoea, there must be an honest ani intelligent toreoaat 

e as to probable price and wage levels during a reasonable perj,od in the 

immediate tuture.• The court :t'urther sai4 in the Loa Angeles case, 
.. ~ . -

•The determille.tion ot present value is not an encl in 
itselt. Ita purpose is to attord around tor prediction as 
'to the tuture. It is to make possible an 'intelligen-t tore
cast ot probable. tuture values' in order that the YUlti~y 
ot rates tor the future ~ be~deter.mined." 

As we read the oases, the ultimate finding in respect ot value 

which we are required to make is as to present value, and in order to arrive 

at present value, we must make an •honea't and intellieent torecast ot p:ro-

bable tuture values" or coats. In other words, we must torecast tuture events 
- -

and diaeount them in 'view ot •pro'bable price and wage levels." lfe tint also 
~ -· 

in the decisions ot the court the proposition that present value "attord (s) 

eround tor prediction as to the tuture.• In other words, present value a 
' . 

probabl7 will remain the same it we cannot reasonably see or toresee a trend 

downward or upward, or except to the extent that they :may be atteotecl by such 
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• 
trend. In this connection we quote further from. the :McCardle case: 

• ••• if the tendency or·trend of prices is not definitely 
upward or downward and it does not appear probable that ~ere 
will be a au'ba,antial cbange of prioea, then the present eon 
ot oonatruotina the plant, leaa depreciation, if any, is a 
tair measure of the value of the physical elements of tho pro• 
perty.• 

The statement last quoted gave rise, end reasonably, to the 

conclusion rather generally drawn that the Supreme Court of the Unitel 

States had made coat of reproduction the "dominant factor" in determining 

value. 

However, in the Loa Angeles case the court said: 
., ' 

"But, again, the court bas not decided that the coat ot 
reproduction furnishes an exclusive teat.• 

.Another requirement of the cases is that while we DlU8t make an 

intelligent forecast, we may not engage in mere conjecture. While we must 

forecast we cannot surmise or guess. Wfe have aaphaaized the danger in 

resting conclusions upon eatimatea ot a conjeetural character.• !he Loa 

.Angelea ease. 

We find nothiDg aait in the opinion in the Loa .A.ngelea oaae 

e which indieatea a change in position by that court. Neither do we find aD7 

change in the substantial ettect ot the decision. The rate base taken by 

the Oalifomia Oonaisaion was 165,500,000. The hiatorioal coat :round by 

it waa teo, '104, 000, auoh "coat ·of the tar gr~ater part of the fixed pro• 
. -. 

party• having "been taken at price levels which were higher than those 
. -

which have obtained in the period to which the prescribed rates are appli• 

cable.• Deductina from the historio&l. coat figure $3,ooo,ooo, representina 

artificial gas plant •no longer needed•, and .makina allowance ( •tt allowan.ee 
. ~ 

be made,• etc.) tor an increase in overheads ot ts,l77,'165, there was let~ 
- . 

t5,618,115, deemed to be ade~te for going-ooncern value. 

In the Loa Angeles oase we are left with the general rule that 

"The weight to be given to actual ooat, to historical oost, and to coat ot 

reproduction new, is to be deterDdned in the light ot the facts of the 

particular case.• 



_, 

'1-

'le are, therefore, constrained to believe that we muat atteJ~Pt 

to steer between the Soyllas of actual and historical cost and the 

Charybdis of reproduction oost, and to penetrate the dense and shift1nc 

economic tog that lies ahead. 

We must follow the rule of the Supreme Court. First, it is OU1" 

-- . ~-

duty irrespective o:f' results. More~ver, the utilities have been benetit1q,~ 

therefro.m in recent years. We feel that the public should now reeeive .ueh 

benefit as~ accrue to 1t.·· "It is well established that values of utility 

properties fluctuate, and that owners must bear the decline and are entitled 

to the increase." McOarlle Ti.Indianapolia Water co., supra. We have, 

therefore' conaeientiOusly e.tt~pted to find ... reuo:nable value ot the Light 
·-

Company's property, SiTing to the material factors the weight they ae .. rve 
--

"in the light of the facta in the particular ease." 
~ 

In attempting to forecast tu'ture prices, we have had to bear in 

mind the reference in the McCardle ease, deoidei November 22, 19811 to the 

then "relatively permanent" ,rice level, the reference made in the Loa 

-
' ~ economic level"--"not the usual ease ot JO&&ible fluctuating eonditions•--

. . 
"a new experience 'to 'the present generation," and the awwetl purpose 

of the President of the United States to rat•• oaa.odi'ty prices. 

The utility takes the positioa that 1 t accepted 'the value fixed b7 

the Oollllission in 1 ts 1919 decision and that 1 t should be b1ndi.llg on the 

Commission at the present time. We refer not only to the brief tiled tor 

the utility, but to the testimony of the ~ght Oaapany's eugineer. (R.IOl-202). 
-

As justification. tor this position, the Loa Angeles oaae is eitel. 

It is true tbat the oourt said in the Los Angeles case: 
. . 

"We agree w1 th the court below. that no ground is shoWA tor 
assailin& the -.aluation. placed upon the company's property by 
the comadssion. in 19171 in its first deoisien {ll C.R.c. P• 7~) 
and which appears to have been accep-ted by the.com~y as a 
starting point in later rate investigations." 

However, the court :turther said: 

•On the contrary, it clearly appears tbat, by reason ot the 
donward trend, the prices tor labor and Mterials, which were 
reflected in that historical coat were higher than ~hose which 
obtained during the later period to which the prescribed rates 
apply.• 



The statements made were based on the facta in that particular 

case. We find nothiq in that oase or in other cues which cu be oon

strued as a general rule that a utility commission havi~ once valuel the 

property ot a utility muat alwaya be bound by that valuation. 

•• 

This Commission in making no deduction in the fo~er ease on account 

ot tepreeiation, apparently was giving sJ,Rpathetio consideration to the tact 

that for some six years the utility had hat competition. The attitude was 

one ot live and let live, one of retuaing to demand a pound ot tleah. 'that 

a1rUtude is one we desire to take. However, in Tiew ot all the :raota ant 

eireumstancea now appearing in this case, we find no reason tor not deducting, 

but 8JQle reason tor deductina, whatever appears to be a reasonable amount 

on aceount ot all d.epreeiation ot all the· pi'Operiy· nR uaecl, ·tnerlui!.DC that 

~ u.e ~eto~e 1919. 

With the statement• made by the e11gineer for the Ligh" Company 
. . -

to the effect tbat he tound no e'Yidence that the utility had ever earned 

any retirement reserve, we are whOlly UD.able to agree •. J.a susgested by 

the at-.orney tor the Light Company, (R. 164) and as testified by our auditor 
-

' ~ "The ,..oentaaes authorized by the Commission for depreciation • • • were 

I. 

actually earned, and included in their operating expense" during each ot 
~ 

the fourteen years, beginning with the year 1919. The retireMnt reaerve 

ot ower tsa,ooo actually came out ot the pockets ot the customers, and is 

over and above the revenue used tor dividends. 

'fbe engineer tor the Light Oomp8lly tur"\her teatitied that there 
-

is no relationship bet.een current depreciation and acerued depreciation. 

We are convinced that over a long period ot tima tbere should be a very 

close relationship between depreciation repreaen"\ed by total charges to 

operating expenaes and that ~ound 1n a valuation ud rate oue, and that 

it there is not such a close relationship, aerioua error has been made ia 

the amount ot depreciation allowance to the utility as an operating expense. 

We appreciate tull7 that it is possible to make an error in preaoribina a 

rate of depreciation to be charged b7 a utility. •• appreciate also, ·~ 

least we assume, that whatever that rate may have been we are required to 

allow only such depreciation in a rate case as we may then find to have 
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• 

•• 

.e 

'· . 
• • 

· · taken plaee. Our point is simpl'f that unleas the propert'f is found la a 

rate case to have depreciated over a comparativel'f lons period ot tt.e to 

the extent to which i 1i was ant1oipatet, when the ra-.e to be aharge4 wu 

presori'be4, the property would depreciate, a Jllistake has 'be~n ooDIIId.ttel 

wlUcla eltviously shoul.4 be promptly corrected by lowering the charge tor 

that purpose. 

We quote u follows from the New York Telephone case, Se J'eleral 

M: 

"31 tbsr 11he property has in tact depreoiatei to the extent 
ot the depreciation reserve whioh has heea created, or it has no11. 
It it has no11, 11he plaintiff has 'been allowed to take :aone'f trea 
1ts ra"- pa;vers UDder the claim ot lepreciation which was not there, 
either aeen or UDSeen, and which it will never have w admit. In 
that oase, the ezoeaa resene has been aoquirel lawtu.lly ut is. the 
property ot the plaintiff but it the actual 4epieo1a\ion exists '\o 
the extent that the plaintiff has claimed in building up this re
serve, it exists as much for valuation purposes as U did tor the 
creation ot the surplu.. Whether or not the plaiatitt admits the 
iepreoiation now or lllUBt d~ so in the tuture, is un1Japortan1;, tor 
it is there, u.cl the time ot ita admission is immaterial on 
the question ot its existence. It, as claimed by the plain-
tift, sound honest buaiaess methods have been followed and the 
straight line method pursued by it was not excessive, the de
preciation reserve, when added to the property now or at 8.117 
future time, would be no more than suttioient to keep the aotual 
value of the property constant. 'l'he 1'8cord satistaotoril'f ahfts 
that there ia more reason to 'beli,ve that the actual e:dst1q 
depreciation in the plaintitt'• property is reflected lt7 the 
amount of ita :reaerTe for flep:reoiation than that it is abolfJl by 
the estimate et eX»8rte who stated observed depreoiatien, wat_. 
sua only was leduc ted by the muter. J'or these reasona, tlle 
:plain tift baa taile4 in the iurden, rect·Uy u1on it, to prove 
that the cleireeiation reaerve waa peater than the ao'tu!l cle• 
reoiat1ol1 both seen and een as measured b the de 1'8e1ation 

reaene. l1ndersoorina oura • • * 
"When it built up ita reserve, it claimed the resene u 

ita ao~ clepree1at1on. It caaaot now take an inoonsistent 
poeition about depreciation, without tull7 eata'blishina it, ant 
it haa weakened ita proof ot present value aoeor41Dil¥• ~ 
plaiat1tt wae right about depreciation when it created ita r .. 
aerve ud it is wronc, in ita poei tion now, in ita olaiu tor a 
leaaer .wa aa actual depreciation in thia effort ~ establish 
fair Talue.• 

' 
We quote also a paragraph from Facta and Fallao1ea About 

- ... '"' 
•straight-line" Depreciation Kethofla written b7 Dr. Benr.r Earle Biaca, 
•. 

Publica l1til1tiea JOrtnightly, September 88, 1983: 



•, . 
·. 

aThe Interstate Commerce Commission has fully and whole
bearted.:cy adopted the 'straight-line' plan in accounting, and 
has held that where reserves are created under such a plan it 
is an essential part of the plan that the fUll amount of the 
credit balance in the reserve must be deducted. No exception 
can be taken to this view of the commission in the case of 
properties which have used this form of accounting for .a long 
period as the charge to operating expenses and the credit to 
the reserve results in withholding this amount from net earn
ings and leaving it in the cash drawer of the company. It is 
collected from the patrons for the purpose of filling an· 
assumed hole in the plant, and on valuation the compra.ny can 
bardl.y sustain the claim that it is entitled to an undepre
ciated property and also to the reserve collected to make 
good what the company itself has estimated as depreciation.• 

'i 

After giving mueh thought to the question we have finall:y' 

concl'IXled to include at this time in the rate base the total depreciated 

value of the portion of the Shoshone line still owned by the Light Com-

pany. For the time being we are .allowing the full purchase price of 

energy- being paid Public Service Company. This treatment of the Light 

Company is more liberal than we might be warranted in according it, in 

view of the apparently improvident nature of the contract respecting the 

Shoshone line and the failure of the Light Company to make reasonable 

effort to increase its ovm output, to say nothing of the high rate paid 

for energy purchased. We may feel warranted in the future in taking 

different positions in respect of these ·questions. 

After careful consideration of the evidence we find the fair 

vBJ.ue of the peysical property of the Light Company, undepreciated and 

depreciated, and of the portion in and allocated to Glenwood Springs, 

I e and Of the portion in and allocated to rural territory tO be as stated 

in the following table: 
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. PRESENT FAIR VALUE WITHOOT DEPRECIATION PRESENT . FAIR DEPRECIATED VALUE ' 

Glenwood Glenwood ,. 
System Springs Rural System Springs Rural 

Distribution system $ 87,282.00.../ • 56,733.00 • 30,549.00 • 53,580.00 • 14,827.00 • 18."753.00 

Office furniture & equipment 2,450.00 v 2,229.00 221.00 1,409.00 1,282.00 127.00 

Offioe Building v 7,280.00 1~720.00 6,900.00 6,279.00 621.00 e a,ooo.oo 

Shoshone Lin.e 13,500.00 ,y" 12,285.00 1,215~00 10,500.00 9,555.00 945.00 

Hydro-plant 36,500.00 ,/ 33,215.00 3,286.00 11,ooo.oo 15,470.00 1,530.00 

Office & storage lots a,aoo.oo v 3,ooa.oo 297.00 3,300.00 pi 3,003.00 297.00 

Power plant site 500.00 v' 465.00 45.00 500.00 ./ 455.00 45.00 

Glenwood Sub-station 6,200.00 / 5,650.00 550.00 3,600.00 3,276.00 324.00 

Tools & equipment and utility equipment 3,500.00 y 3,185.00 315.00 2,160.00 1,965.00 195.00 

Total $161,232.00 $124,035.00 $37,197.00 $98,949.00 $76,112.00 $22,837.00 

e 
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A proper determination of the issues in this proceeding 

requires tbat consideration be given to the legal and engineering 

expense incident thereto incurred by the Light Company. According 

to statements filed with the Commission it amounts to $5,625.81. 

We are of the opinion, and so find, that said expense should be amortised 

9Ver the usual period of five years. 

The charge to income account for uncollectible bills for the 

year 1952 a~s unusus.l.4 large and a five year average would be more 

equitable. 

After careful consideration of all the facts herein contained 

we find the going-concern value of the system to be $7,500.00 and tbat 

a reasonable and fair amount for working capital is $10,000.00, and that 

reasonable and fair allocations are going-concern value, $5,775.00 to 

Glenwood Springs, and $1,725.00 to rural, working capital, $9,100~00 to 

Glenwood Springs and $900.00 to rural • 

We further find from the evidence that a proper annual depre

ciation requirement to be set aside for the year 1955, and thereafter, 

)' will be on the basis of 3.5! per cent of total •Fixed Capital* as deter

mined from the above, vlz., $106,449.00, plus net .additions since January 

1, 1953. 

We find also that the average annual cost to the compB.IliY" of 

furnishing service and the annual gross revenue under the conditions 

prevailing at this time are as stated in the table appearing on Page ·2t~ 
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We believe it is fundamental that the right of a utility to 

earn a reasonable return upon a fair value of its propert,y is subject 

to the limitation that its business must be conducted in a reasonably 

efficient manner. Spurr in Guiding Principles of Public Service Regula

tion (Vol. 2, p.654) refers to the case of Chicopee, 18 Mass. G. & E. 

1. c. R .. 53, saying •It bas been said that 'the proposition that a com-

pany is entitled to a fair profit involves a further proposition that 

its affairs are economically and judiciously managed. The management 

may, if it desires, choose between profits and a high operating account, 

but it cannot rightly choose to impose both upon the consumer. t • 

We quote as follows from Chicago & G. T. R. Co. v. Wellman, 

143 u. s. 339: 

~Before the courts are called upon to adjudge an act of 
the legislature fixing the maximum passenger rates for railroad 
companies to be unconstitutional, on the grotm.d that its enforce
ment would prevent the stockholders from receiving any dividends 
on their investments, or the bondholders any interest on their 
loans, they should be full.y advised as to what is done with the 
receipts and earnings of the company; for if so advised, it might 
clearly appear that a prudent and honest management would, within 
the rates prescribed, secure to the bondholders their interest, 
and to the stockholders reasonable dividends. While the protec
tion of vested rights or property is a supreme duty of the courts, 
it bas not come to this, that the legislative power rests subser
vient to the discretion of any railroad corporation which~' 
by exorbitant and unreasonable salaries, or in sane other improper 
wa:y, transfer its earnings into what it is pleased to call 'operat
ing expenses. ' 111 

The Ohio Public Utilities Commission had the following to SbY 

in re West Ohio Gas Co. P.U.R. 19280, 585: 

•The communit,y in interest withholds from the public any 
duplication of investment which would give to the people the 
benefits of a competitive battle for this patronage. To all 
intents, the enterprise enjoys a practical monopoly. This 
being so, it cannot escape the burden of the Ohio Law ••• 
The history of this enterprise demonstrates that the owners 
are not in step with modern methods. • 

In view of these facts the Commission held the utility not 

entitled to earn a rate of return of eight per cent, finding that six and 

one-half per cent was reasonable. 
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• 
In United Rys. & Electric Co. of Bal:Umore vs. West, et ale, 

280 U. S. 254, 50 S. Ct. 125, the court assumed that the 'just compen-

sation~ which a utilit,r ordinarily has a right to ask for and receive 

is •ror efficient public service, skillful and prudent management as 

well as use of the plant.• 

We further find that a fair and reasonable rate of return to 

~ the Light Company is six and one-ba.lf' per cent of the amount of its rate-

making value, this being the rate suggested by the attorneys for the 

cit,y in their brief. This rate of return will, in our opinion, after 

~ing all expenses of operation, setting aside the necessary amount 

for depreciation, and after pey-ing a reasonable dividend, permit some-

thing to be passed to the surplus account. 

The following is a table which shows anticipated gross and 

net earnings and the amount by which the net earnings exceed a return 

of six and one-ba.lf per cent1 
--------------------·--------------------

System 

Present fair depreciated va.l.ue $ 98,949,00 
Going concern value 7,500.00 
Working capital 10,000,00 

Total rate-making value - $ll6,449.00 

sf· per cent return equals - $7,569,00 

Glenwood 
Swings 

$76,112.00 
6, 750.00 
91100.00 

$91,982,00 

$5,977.00 

Rural 

$22,83'1.00 
750.00 
900,00 

$24,487.00 

$1.,592,00 

------------------------------------
Average :annual cost of furnishing service 
under conditions prevailing at this time. 

Operating expenses $28,249.00 $!5, 755.00 
Depreciation 5,554.00 2,751.00 
Uhcollectible bills 571,00 534.00 
Taxes 7,'145,00 6,750.00 
Return Gi per cent on tll6,449.00- 7,569.00 5,977.00 

Total - $4'1,468.00 $41,565,00 

$2,496,00 
783,00 
57.00 

995,00 
1.592.00 

$5,905,00 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - ~ - - - \~r~~· - - - - - - -

Annual Gross Revenue under 
the rates now in effect - - - $49,400,00 $45,898,00 $5,502.00 
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It will be noted that the rural revenue from rates now in 

effect lacks $401.00 of bringing a return of six and one-half per cent 

on the ~operty located in and allocated to rural terri tory. While 

this case has been tried by both sides upon the assumption that the 

rates in Glenwood Spt"ings should stand on their own bottom and be 

treated independently of those paid by rural consumers, we do not feel 

warranted in treating the rural territory and the city distinct and 

separate to the point of giving the utility possible ground for increas

ing the rates to rural customers. We think it is enough in this case 

that the rural customers are not awarded a reduction of rates (which we 

do not feel 1'18.rranted. in making on the record herein) without giving 

possible ground in some future case for increasing them. The city of 

Glenwood Spt"ings and the rural terri tory are in some respects one large 

community. 

The whole system of the Light Company is more homogeneous than 

that described in Wabash Valley Electric Co. v. Youm~, 287 U. S. 486. 

While the Supreme Court held in that case that the method followed and 

apparently prescribed by the Indiana. statute, requiring the state commis

sion to treat the municipality as a unit, does not violate the due process 

clause of the Fourteenth Amendment, yet the court said, •Normally, the 

unit for rate-making purposes, we may assume, would be the entire inter

connected operating p-operty of a utility used and useful. for the con

venience of the pUblic in the territory served, ~thout regard to particular 

groups of consumers or local subdivisions.• See also Michigan Be11 Tele

phone Co. v. QdelJ,, 45 Fed. (2d) 180. 

The Commission is, therefore of the opinion, and so finds, that 

the item of $401.00 should be deducted from $2,535.00, being the difference 

between $45,898.00 and $41,565.00 in arriving at a determination of the 

amount by" which the Glenwood 'Springs revenues exceed those which the Com

mission bas found reasonable. 
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The Commission has just been advised oral.J.y by the Light 

Com:pany: that negotiations with Public Service Company, entered upon 

at our suggestion, have resulted in a saving or some $1,200.00 annually 

to the Light Compe.Izy" not shown in our figures herein. We ar.e or the 

opinion that the Light Company should be required to pass on to the 

consumers one-half or this amount. Since uncollectible bills at this 

time are greater than usual, and in order to be sure we are not dealing 

unreasonably and unl.awf'ul1y with the Light Company, we reel warranted 

at this time in allowing the utility to retain the other $600.00. 

The Commission is or the opil1ion, and so finds, after care-

ful consideration or all the evidence and the legitimate considerations 

that bear thereon, that the rates or the respondeat, The Glenwood Light 

and Power Company, are excessive and unreasonable. to the extent that the,. 

permit .a return to the utUity on the total. ~ue of its property situated 

in and allocated to Glenwood Springs in excess or six and one-hal:f per 

cent plus one-half or the amount ·by which net income is increased through 

the said recent negotiations with Public Service Compa:ny. 

The Commission has substantial doubt· whether in the circum-

stances or this case it is wise, proper and reasonable that a demand charge, 

or a charge in the nature thereof, should be used ·as a factor in formulating 

rates to the domestic and business lighting customers. 

We shall expect the utility not only to insist upon the city 

doing :all it reasonably should to avoid waste and to deliver to the ~tility 

the amount or water which should reasonably be available, but we shall expect 

it also promptly to investigate carefully the possibility of modernizing 

its plant so as to use effectively the increased water that ~be made 

available for it. It is quite possible that with an expenditure or a rea-

sonable amount or money it may avoid the purchase or any substantial amount 

or energy from Public Service Company, to which the Light Company in 1952 

paid $5,545.45. 
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We shall do all in our power to avoid requiring the Light 

Compe.ny to incur any further expense at 8.rrf time in the reasonably 

near future in connection with further formal proceedings. We shall, 

therefore, attempt through informal proceedings to aid the company in 

reducing its operating expenses for the benefit both of the consumers 

and of the company. Only if found necessary, in our opinion, will the 
I 

case be reopened for further evidence and action. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the record herein be, and the 

same is hereby, reopened for the purpose of receiving and admitting in 

evidence a written statement which the respondent, The Glenwood Light 

and Power Compa.ro-, is hereby ordered to file with the Commission within 

fifteen days from the date of this order showing the :amount by which 

gross revenue bas been increased and gross operating expense bas been 

decreased as a result of the said recent negotiations conducted between 

the respondent and the Public Service Com~. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That within thirty days from this date 

the respondent shall submit to the Commission a schedule of rates, of 

the same general form as the one now in use, which will effect a net 

reduction in net income from the customers in Glenwood Springs of $1,932.00, 

plus one-half of the amount of the increase of net revenue resulting from 

said recent negotiations with the PUblic Service Company. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That at the time of submitting said 

schedule described in the last paragraph, the respondent shall submit an 

alternative one which will accomplish the same result so far as reducing 

income is concerned but which shall be constructed without the use of .a 
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demand rate or similar factor applicable to domestic and business 

lighting customers. 

' . 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th d~ of December, 1953. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOR.#DO 

(Decision No. 5599) 

IN THE I~TTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
DWIGHT CHAPIN, JR., FOR AUTHORITY ) 
TO TRANSFER CERTIFICATES OF PUBLIC ) 
CONVENI&1CE AND NECESSITY. ) 

..,.....~......-:--:-:::.-::-~ ..... 

AP'LICATIONS NOS~78~};) 1879-A, 
1880-A, 2000-A, -k and 2002-A 

November 8, 1955. 

By the Commission: 

In the order of August 2, 1933, made in the above applications, 

is found the follovnng language: 

"That the 'l"lri tten consent and acce:1tance of the said 
George H. Sultz of the transfer of said certificate of public 
convenience and necessity be filed with this Commission within 
thirty days from the date hereof." 

Thereafter the Commission received a communication from J. Nelson 

Truitt, Esq., attorney for said Sultz, in which he declined on behalf of said 

Sultz to accept said transfer described in said order of August 2. 

Within the past few days the said Truitt has brought into the 

office of the Commission a communication, signed by him as attorney for said 

Sultz, dated October 26, 1933, the body of which reads as follows: 

"Pursuant to stipulation betvreen the parties and orders of 
the District Court for the County of Elbert, Colorado, the under
signed, George H. Sultz does hereby withdraw his protest heretofore 
filed in the matter of the Applications of Dwight Chapin, Jr., for 
authority to transfer certain Certificates of Public Convenience 
and Necessity, and does also withdraw his refusal to accept the 
decision of The Public Utilities Commission dated August 2, 1933; 
and he does hereby signify his consent and acceptance of the 
decision of The Public UtEities Comaission No. 5175, entered on 
August 2, 1935 and agrees that proper orders may be made in accordance 
herewith." 

Said Truitt brought c.lso an assignment and transfer dated 

October 26, 1953, signed by Dwight Cha.pin, Jr., and The Mountain Utilities 

Corporation, by B. E. Jack as president, the body of which reads as 

follows: 
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"KNOW l'J.L MEN BY THESE PRESENT, That I, Dwight Chapin, Jr., 
h<>_ve this day and by these presents do sell, assign, transfer and 
convey to Geo. H. Sultz the electric distributing system, with the 
poles, wires, meters, transformers and all other equipment in any 
v1ay pertaining to said system, in the Tovm of Elbert, Colorado, 
together with all electric equipment, supplies and machinery now 
ovmed by me and in the said To1m of Elbert; also all my right to 
generate, distribute and sell electric current in the said Town 
of Elbert and to erect and maintain said electric system in the 
said Town of Elbert, and I warrant that said property is free 
and clear of any liens, claims or mortgages of any kind or nature, 
incurred by the undersigned. 

"I have further and by these presents do assign my certif
icate of public convenience and necessity to operate in the said 
Town of Elbert to said Geo. H. Sultz and consent that the order 
of the Public Utilities Commission under date of August 2, 1933, 
in so far as it pertains to the transfer of my rights in the Town 
of Elbert to Geo. H. Sultz, be reinstated and in so far as it 
pertains to the sale of electric current to said Geo. H. Sultz be 
reinstated." 

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, 

that it should reopen said order of August 2, 1933, and grant authority 

to make said assignment and to receive said acceptance at this time. 

IT IS THEP~FOFB ORDERED, That the said decision of August 

2, 1933, in the above applications be, and the same is hereby, reopened • 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the time required within which 

~Titten consent and acceptance of the said George H. Sultz to the transfer 

of said certificat~of public convenience and necessity may be made, be, 

and the same is hereby, extended to and including the date of this order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the said assignment and transfer 

and the acceptance thereof shall be just as effective as if they had 

been made within the time contemplated in the original order. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said original order herein, except 

as herein modified, be, and ~he same is hereby, restored and reinstated in 

all of its terms and provisions, and that the same shall be effective as 

and from the time originally made. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 8th day o£ November, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5400) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOP~O 

**** 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
R •. ~~ McD4NIEL, DOING BUSINESS ) 
AS MIDLAND TRANSIT LINES. ) 

CASE NO. 1287. 

(2053 S. Pennsylvania St. 
Denver, Colo.) November 13, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

.... ·-- ___, 

On September 20, 1932, this Conmission in Applic~ttion No. 1984 

issued an interste.te permit to R. T!J. McDaniel, doine; business as Midland 

Transit Lines, authorizine; the transportation of passengers, etc., in 

interstate co~nerce only. The said McDaniel has failed to file highway 

compensc.tion ta."'{ reports for the months of Au/Sust and September, 1933. 

He is also delinquent in the payment of taxes past due. 

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, 

that an investigation should be made and a hearing held to determine 

whether or not the respondent's permit should be revoked 'md cancelled. 

IT IS THEREFORE OP~ERED, on the Commission's ovm motion, that 

an investigation be, and the same is hereby, instituted for the purpose 

of determining whether or not the rcSJ?Ondent's motor vehicle permit 

should be revoked for failure to mc.ke highvw.y cornpenso.tion tax reports 

for the months of Aucust and September, 1933, and for failure to pay 

highway comlJensation taxes clue the State of Colorado. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That EC formal hearing herein be had 

in the Hearing Room of the Co~aission, 530 State Office Building, 
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Denver, Colorado, on Friday, November 24, 1933, at 10:00 o'clock A. M. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 1:3th day of November, 1953. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CQr-!MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



j 
(Decision No. 5401) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

**** 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
RISS AND COMPANY, A CORPORATION, ~ CASE NO. 1178 ) 

Respondent. ) 

November 15, 1955 

Appearances: A. R. Morrison, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
attorne,y for respondent; 

Sy the Cgmrnissiou; 

Richard E. Conour, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
Assistant Attorney Gene;al. 

The Commission made an order on July 18 of this year reciting 

that information had come to the Commission that for several months pre

vious thereto the respondent had made and filed with the Commission incom-

p~ete, fraudulent and false monthly reports, which concealed and failed 

to_ state the correct amounts of freight hauled by said respondent with 

the intention and purpose of defrauding the State of Colorado of a con-

siderable sum of ton-mile tax, contrary to the provisions of Chapter 154, 

Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, as amended; that an examination of incom-

plete records made by an inspecting auditor of the Commission disclosed 

that between Januar,r 1, 1955, and June 21, 1955, the respondent had 

failed to report and was delinquent in payment of ton-mile taxes to the 

extent of at least $201.85, not including penalties. 

The order required the respondent within ten days from the 

date thereof. to file corrected monthly reports, showing all shipments 

theretofore unreported and omitted from its monthly reports from and 

after the date of the issuance to the respondent of its certificate or 

permit, which bad been issued in Application No. 2059-I. 



The order further required the respondent to show cause w~ 

the Commission should not suspend or revoke its permit on account of 

the alleged,.willful delinquency and violation of the act and w~ it 

should not enter such other order or orders in the premises as might . . :. 

be proper and just. 

The case was set for hearing and was duly heard. Thereafter 

briefs were filed. 

At the hearing the parties seemed to be agreed on everything 

except the ultimate question whether the respondent is liable to the State 

for highway compensation tax on account of the transportation of certain 

freight which was actually moved in trucks owned by other people. 

The evidence showed that the respondent contracted with various 

shippers to move large amounts of freight in interstate commerce; that 

in many of those cases the respondent had other persons owning their own 

trucks move the freight for it.. For the most part the shippers knew and 

dealt only with the respondent. Most of the business so handled was on 

what are called "order lettersn. Business concerns would write a formal 

letter to the respondent directing it to transport certain freight between 

certain points. The respondent collected the money for the transportation 

of freight. The respondent carried public liabilit.y, property damage and 

cargo insurance applicable to the movement of all such freight. Mr. 

Richard R. Riss, president of the respondent, testified that the reason 

for carrying such insurance is that if an accident happened his company 

would be liable. 

The persons who actually moved the freight in many, probably 

most of the cases, carried on the sides of their trucks the permit number 

which was assigned by the Commission to the respondent at the time its 

permit was issued. 

Mr. Riss testified that his company could not afford to trans-

port the freight in respondent'i own trucks at the rate at which he agreed 
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to move the freight• 

The persons actually moving the freight have never assumed 

any responsibility to the State in connection therewith. If they are 

carriers for hire they should have the proper authorit,y from the Com-

mission and should report the ton-miles and pay the statutory tax of 

five mills per ton-mile. The respondent did not :report any of this 

tonnage for the reason, as its president aJ.Ieged, it was qperating merely 

as a brokerage concern. From all the evidenoe.it appears rather apparent 

that the respondent did not believe the truckers tn question were operat-

ing lawfully as carriers for hire, or that they were reporting the highway 

tonnage and making ~ents on account thereof. 

We assume that it is possible, under certain circumstances, 

for one who is engaged in the transportation of freight as a carrier at 
. . 

the same time as to certain business to· be engaged as a freight forwarder 

or broker. For example, the respondent doubtless could solicit freight 

with the declared intention of having the same transported by carriers 

that it might select, and the persons _who actua~ move the freight would 

move the same as carriers and not as agents or emplqyees of the respondent. 

But in this case the respondent holds itself out as carrier to its cue-

tomers, collecting all charges, putting or permitting its number to be put 

on the trucks of those who actually move the freight, and taking out 

insurance covering all such movements. It seems to this Commission that 

ever,rthing done in connection with the business in question except the 

matter of reporting the ton-mileage and p~ing the tax thereon is consis-

tent only with the idea that the transportation of the freight is the 

business of the. respondent and not that of the persons in whose trucks 

the freight actually moves. 

While the statute in Penns,rlvania is different and broader 

than the Colorado statute, we think some of the language found in Highway 

Forwarding Company y. Public Seryice Commission, 164 Atl. 855 (Pa.) is 

in point. The court said in that case nTo constitute a common carrier, 
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it is not essential that the person or corporation undertaking such 

service owns the means of transportation • • • In the present case the 

engagement was to carr.r to the destination • • • It assumed responsi

bility for the goods carried., at least in so far as it insured them. It 

would seem be,rond question, although appellant argues strenuously to the 

contrary, that the appellant acted, not as agent, but as an independent 

actor, having full control and answerable for the safe delivery at des

tination of the merchandise entrusted to it ..... The freight bill or 

bill of lading is an engagement to deliver. These bills are not mere 

receipt$, but they constitute an engagement to transport. • • • The facts 

above narrated make the appellant a common carrier.' • ." • In this branch 

of its business the appellant was exercising the employment of receiving, 

carrying, and delivering goods, wares and merchandise as an occupation, 

and for all people indifferently. By'its contract it assumed the entire 

control of the goods, severing respondents• connection therewith until 

delivery at the place of destination. Such was the ordinar,r course of. 

its business, and such was the plain purport of the contract. 1 "· (Ma.tt~r 

in inside quotations from K;£,tenhofen Y• Globe Trans.fer & StQraie Co., 

127 Pac. {Cal.) 295.) 

After careful consideration o.f the evidence the Commission is 

of the opinion, and so finds, that the respondent in the part played by 

it in the business in question was holding itsel.f out to its customers 

and the public as a carrier of freight from point of origin to point of 

destination, and that it assumed all responsibility in connection with 

the movement thereof', not only for injury to the freight itself but on 

account of damages that the persons actually moving the freight might 

cause to other people on the highw~s. If the persons actually moving 

the freight were independent carriers and contractors, the respondent 

would not need to carry public liabilit,y and property damage insurance 

on their operations because it would not be responsible for injury to 

other persons and propert,y resulting from the operations of those actually 

moving the freight. 
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The attorn~ for the respondent has discussed one or two 

other cases by way of analogy, making certain assumptions as to liability 

or lack of liabilit,r in those cases. We believe that we do not need to 

consider any other case than the one before us. 

The Commission is holding a certified check in the amount of 

some $500, which is to be used in payment of highway compensation taxes 

based on movements of freight of the kind we have discussed. It follows. 

that if we are right in our finding and conclusion, the said check should 

be turned over to the State Treasurer. However, ample time will be given, 

of course, to the respondent to secure a review of the order made herein. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, ~bat the respondent immediately file 

reports with this Commission showing as having been transported by it all 

freight which it has moved at any time in the past since procuring its 

permit or certificate, and that it shall in the future make reports at 

the time and in the manner required which shall cover such business, and 

that it shall pay within the time required by law all highway compensa-

tion taxes due the State on account of the transportation of such freight. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the respondent shall not allow 

the use of its name or permit number on a~ trucks other than those in 

which freight is being moved by the respondent as the carrier, and on 

account of which it reports its ton-mileage and pays the tax. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 15th day of November , 1955. 

-!5-

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~ISSION 
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

**** 

(Decision No. 5402} 

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
BLAIR MU.I.ER AND FRANK W • MU,I.ER FOR ) 
ASSIGNMENT .AND TRANSFER OF CERTIFICATE ) 
OF CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. ) 

APPLICATION NO. 1845-A 

November 161 1955. 

STATEMENT ---------
!! the Commission: 

On October 511 1955, the Commission entered its order in the 

above entitled application. Thereafter, the applicant Blair Miller filed 

his petition for a rehearing. 

After careful consideration or the matters set forth in said 

petition for rehearing, as well as the review or the entire record in the 

above entitled application, the Collllllission is or the opinion, and so finds, 

that no useful purpose would be served by granting the same, and that said 

application for rehearing should be denied. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the petition for rehearing in 

Application No. 1845-A be, and the same is hereby, denied. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th day of November, 1955. 



(Decision No. 5'03) 

MAkt. NO 
BmroRE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THI!:. STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

Bl MO'l'O:R VEHICLE OPIRA.TIORS 07 ) 
Gl!!OBGB W. DALTON, LOING . .BUSINESS ) 
AB TWIST TlWI8DR LINE. ) 

Cl.lfm NO. 931 

-- - - - - - - - - - - - -
NOTember 1?, 1933 

- - - - ~ - - --
.l.:ppearences: George W. Dalton, Greeley, Colorado, 

pro .!!.• . 

STATEMENT ------------ .... 
By the OoDadssion: 

L. 6py 

An order was made herein re~iring the respondent, George w. 
Dalton, doing business as Twist rran.ter Line, to .-how cause why hia 

certificate .of public conTenience and necessity heretofore issued to 

hta in Application No. 1012, should not be suspendel or reToked tor 

· failure to tile monthly highway compensation tax reports . tor 'the aon-.bs 

ot October, Bnember, December, 1932, and January to October, 1933, 

1nelus1Te; for failure to pay highway eaapenaation tax tor the DlOnths 

ot November and December, 1931, January to September, ltSS, inclwd.Te; 

and for failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required 

by law and the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

The eTidence shOwed that the respondent tailed to tUe the 

monthly reports in question, and to pay hia taxes tor the months 1a 

tuestion, and that public liability and property claJ:Dage insurance had 

not been file4. KereoTer, no reports haTe been receiTed for eny sub-

aequen-. months and no tu: tor operations duriq any ot aaid DIOntha 

has been paid. 

The Oomadasion tully appreciates what business conditions have 

been end has tr1ed ~ aaow eTery proper oona14eration tor those who haTe 

been operatins under the statutes wbioh we are required -.o administer and 

entoree. We haTe done all in our power to seeure low ineuruoe ra-.es. We 

considered recently lowering -.he amounts ot liability and property dama&e 

--1-



insurance which motor 'Yeh1cle operators would be required to oarry. HoweTer, 

we were met w1 th the sta'\ement 8y '\be iuurance oompaniea that the premiwu 

which are now bei:ag charged are the miaimum onea and that eTen though the 

amounta ot insurance which the oarriera are required to carry should be 

lowered, the preDduma would remain the same. Ot course, it is appreciated 

that the statutes paseed b.J the Legislature compel us to require all carriere 

operating under our jurisdiction to carr;y insurance. 

We haTe giYen the respondent over a year in which to caaply with 

the law. We now see open no other course than to reToke the certiticate of 

the respondent. We are therefore, or the opinion, and so tind, that the 

certificate of public oonTenienee and neoessit.J heretofore issued to George 

w. Del.ton, doiag buainees aa Twist !rrauter Line, in A.pplioa1ilon. lfo. 1012, 

should be cancelled and revoked. 

OR DEB -----
IT IS TEIREFaRI ORDIRED, That the cert1r1oate or public oonYenienoe 

and neoessi ty heretofore issued to Georp W. Dalton, 4o1J18 businMa u 'l'wis" 

Tranater Line, in Application lfo. 1012, be, and the same is hereby, ca:uellet 

and revoked. 

Dated at DenTer, Oolorato, 
this 17th day ot NoTember, 1;33. 
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(Decision No. 5404) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
MELVIN OLSON. ) PRIVATE PERMIT NO. A-527 

November 17, 1955 

Ef tbe Commissign: 

We are advised in a letter dated November 8, 1955, written by 

Mr. Melvin Olson, to whom we issued motor vehicle private permit No. 

A-527, that he has never "started to haul". In the letter he requests us 

to "mark me off the list". The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, 

and so finds, that motor vehicle private permit No. A-527, heretofore 

issued to said Melvin Olson, should be suspended for six months. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That motor vehicle private permit No. 

A-527, heretofore issued to Melvin Olson, be, and the same is hereby, 

suspended for six months from this date. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That if at any time within said six 

months said Melvin Olson shall notify this Commission, b.1 letter delivered 

to it, of his intention to resume operations, his right to make such 

resumption shall automatically be renewed and reinstated, provided he 

has on file at that time with the Commission such public liabilit,y and 

property damage insurance as the law and the rules and regulations of 

this Commission require. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 17th d~ of November, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5406 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
A. L. STEPHENS. ) 

CASE NO. 1284 

November 25, 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On November 7, 1955, the Commission issued its order r quiring 

issued to him should not be revoked for his failure to file an surance 

policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules and Reg ations of 

the Commission. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that subsequent to the 

issuance of said show cause order, respondent had filed all nee ssary 

insurance. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commies on is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dis • ssed, with 

a warning to respondent, however, that in future he must be mo prompt in 

complying with our Rules and Regulations. 

O.R~~l! 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant 

is hereby, dismissed. 

DATED AT DENVER, Colorado, 
this 25rd day of November, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILIT 
OF THE STATE OF 
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(Decision No. 07) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
THE SAN LUIS VALLEY SOUTHERN RAILWAY ) 
COMPANY, A CORPORATION, FOR A CERTIF-) 
ICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND ) 
NECESSITY. · ) 

APPLICATION NO. 1675 

November 24, 1955. 

By the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt or a letter dated Novemb r 10, 

1955, requesting that the certificate or convenience and necess ty 

heretofore issued in the above application, be 

once. 

After careful consideration or the record, the Commis ion is 

o£ the opinion_, and so f'inds, that said request should be gran •1· 
. Q~~ER , 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate conven-

ience and necessity, heretofore issued to The San Luis Valley outhern 

Railway Company in Application No. 1675, be, and the same is h reby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of November, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO 
OF THE STATE OF COLO 
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(Decision No. 5408) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
JOHN VAN OORT. ) 

CASE NO. 1285 

November 24, 1955. 

Appearances: 

By the Commission& 

Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

, On November 2, 1953, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-575, here-

tofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked £or his £allure 

to keep on file with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety 

bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondents insurance 

had expired in June, 1953, and had not been renewed. 

After carefUl consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so £inds, that private permit No. A-575, heretofore issued to 

Jolm. Van Oort, should be revoked for his failure to file insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-575, heretofore 

issued to John Van Oort, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of November, 1955. 



(Decision No. 5409) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
JACK C. BARLOW. ) 

CASE NO. 1282 

November 24, 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On November 2, 1955, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why the private permit No. A-447 

heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure 

to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 

and Regulations of the Commission. 

At the hearing the eVidence disclosed that respondent's insurance 

had been cancelled in June, 1955, and had not been renewed. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-447, heretofore issued 

to Jack C. Barlow, should be revoked for his failure to file insurance. 

..:·r I 
\
:\1 !.' . ~ v .t 

'\._../ r--

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-447, heretofore 

issued to Jack c. Barlow, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of November, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



• 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 

(Decision No. 5410) 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
THE PIKES PEAK WAREHOUSING COMPANY. ) 

CASE NO. 1278 

November 24, 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On November 2, 1955, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity, heretofore issued in Application No. 12991 should 

not be suspended or revoked for failure to file an insurance policy or surety 

bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's public 

liability and property damage insurance expired in May, 1955, and its cargo 

insurance expired in August, 1955, and have not been renewed. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1299, should 

be revoked for failure to file insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to The Pikes Peak Warehousing Company in 

Application No. 1299, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of November, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COWtiSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5411) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
T. P. DUFFY, DOING BUSINESS AS ) CASE NO. 1276 
DUFFY STORAGE & MOVING COMPANY. ) 

November 24, 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On November 2, 1955, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1289, 

should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to keep on file with the 

Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety bond required by law. 

At-the bearing, the evidence disclosed that subsequent to the 

issuance of said show cause order, .respondent had filed his public liability 

and proper damage insurance, 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed with a warning 

to respondent, however, that in future he must be more prompt in complying 

with our Rules and Regulations. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of November, 1955. 



(Decision No. 5412) \\~_/ 
.( 

_/ I/ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
E. M. HUMPHREY. ) CASE NO. 1275 

November 24, 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On November 2, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why his certificate ofpnblic con-

venience and necessity should not be suspended or revoked for his failure 

to keep on file with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or a surety 

bond as required by law. 

At the heariag, the evidence disclosed that respondent's public 

liability, property damage and cargo insurance had all expired in 1932, and 

has never been renewed. 

After a careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and 

~ecessity, heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1015, should be 

revoked for his failure to file insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to E. M. Humphrey in Application No. 1015, 

be, and the same is hereby revoked. 

Qg / ., 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of November, 1933. 

. 
~(k_;··:~· 



(Decision No. 5415) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
THE UNION DELIVERY COMPANY. ) 

*** 
CASE NO. 1277 

November 24, 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Cammis@ion: 

On November 2, 1955 1 the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why its certificate of public con-

venience and necessity heretofore issued in Application No. 1510, should 

not be suspended or revoked for its failure to keep on file with the Commission 

the necessary insurance policy or surety bond required by law. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that subsequent to the 

issuance of said show cause order and prior to the date of hearing, respondent 

had filed public liability and property damage insurance to cover his 
trip 

operations and had arranged to secure/insurance to cover his cargo. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed, with 

a warning, however, tm.t in future respondent must be more prompt in complying 

with our Rules and Regulations. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 24th day of November, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5414) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
R. W. McDANIEL, DOING BUSINESS ) 
AS MIDLAND TRANSIT LINES. ) 

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

*** 

CASE NO. 1287 

November 24, 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. w. C. Loss, Denver, Colorado, 
Auditor, Public Utilities Commission. 

Dr the Cgmmission: 

On November 15, 1955, the Commission entered its order requir-

ing the above named respondent to show cause why the interstate permit, 

heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1984 should not be revoked 

for his failure to file highway compensation tax reports for the ilODtbs 

of August and September, 1955, a.qd his failure to pay high~ C<>*J*lsa-

tion taxes past due. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent had 

failed to file highway compensation tax reports and pay the tax for the 

months of August, September and October, 1955. 

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is 

of the opinion, and so finds, that the interstate permit, heretofore 

issued to R. w. McDaniel, doing business as Midland Transit Lines, in 

Application No. 1984, should be revoked for failure to file the reports 

and pay the taxes required by law and our rules and regulations. 

IT IS THEREFOBE ORDERED, That the interstate perm! t her•tofore 

issued to R. Jl~ McDaniel, doing business as Midland Transit Lines, in 

Application No. 1984, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated- at Denver Colorado, 
this !4th d~ of November, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CODISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5415) 

BEFOFE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
C. H. WILLIAMS AND SON AND RUDY ) 
BORGESON FOR AUTHORITY TO TRANSFER ) 
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE ) 
AND NECESSITY. ) 

APPLICATION NO. 502-AA 

November 25, 1955. 

Appearances: Warren B. Hale, Esq., Cripple Creek, Colorado, 
attorney for applicants. 

By the Commission: 

This is an application by C. H. Williams and Son, a partnership 

consisting of C. H. Williams and H. ~. Williams, for authority to transfer 

to Rudy Borgeson that portion of the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity heretofore issued to them in Application No. 502, to which they 

~ still have title. 

~ The evidence disclosed that a total consideration of $21000.00 

was being paid for the transfer of said certificate, including one seven-

passenger 1951 Buick sedan and one seven-passenger 1926 WfUWs-Knight touring 

car. 

It was further disclosed that Mr. Borgeson, the transferee, has 

$5,000.00 in cash on hand which will leave him a balance of $1,000.00 after 

paying for said certificate and equipment. He proposes to use this money 

in the business if necessary, and he also owns another automobile which is 

free of any encumbrance and which can be used as additional equipment if 

business requires. 

It was also disclosed that no outstanding indebtedness exists 

against the operations of c. H. Williams & Son, and that the transferee, 

who proposes to do his own driving, is a man of experience and is well 

qualified to conduct the operation. 

After careful consideration of the evidence the Commission is 
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of the opinion, and so finds, that authority should be granted to make 

the said transfer as prayed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That authority be, and the same is 

hereby, granted to C. H. Williams and Son to transfer to Rudy Borgeson 

that portion of the certificate of public convenience and necessity 

heretofore issued to them in Application No. 502 to which they still 

have title. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That until changed according to law and 

the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, the tariff of rates, rules 

and regulations of the transferor herein shall become and remain those 

of the transferee herein. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this order shall not become 

effective until the transferee, Rudy Borgeson, has on file with the 

Commission the necessary insurance policies or a surety bond as required 

by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission • 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 25th day of November, 1955 • 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COW~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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{Decision No. 5416) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

BE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
Y • E • POWERS AND F. J. KNAUER, ) CASE NO. 1238 
DOING BUSINISS .AS POWERS MOVING ) 
.AND Sl!ORAGE COMPANY. ) - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

November 25, 1933 -- - - - - - - -
Appearances: Mr. W. E. Powers, Denver, Colorado, 

pro .!!.; 

By the Commission: 

Mr. J. E. Beckley, Denver, Colorado, 
Inspecting Auditor, Public Utilities 
Commission. 

On September 21, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

respondents to show cause why the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity heretofore issued to them should not be revoked or suspended for 

their failure to comply with the law in the making of highway compensation 

tax reports and paying highway compensation taxes due. 

The evidence disclosed that our inspecting auditor, accompanied 

by the Commission's assistant auditor, on September 6, made a check of the 

hauling done by the above named respondents from January 1 to September 1, 

This check disclosed some eight trips made by respondents ou~side 

I I ' 
l.- ~ ! 

of the corporate limits of the City and County of Denver in the transportation 

of freight for hire which had not been reported by respondents, all of their 

monthly reports covering said period having been marked "No business." This 

particular evidence was obtained from the records of respondents, which 

were in charge of Mrs. Powers, wife of one of the respondents. Vfuen she was 

asked concerning the reason wby said trips were not reported, she stated 

that she "was under the impression that any out of town hauling not in 

-f-_, __ 



competition with the railroads was not subject to tax and need not be reported." 

In addition to the above information, it was disclosed that one trip 

had been made by respondents that was not disCLosed in their record book. 

It consisted of the transportation of a load of household goods weighing 

approximately 4 1000 pounds to a point near Mt. Harris, Colorado, a distance 

of about 220 miles. 

It was also disclosed that respondents had transported two pianos 

to Longmont and three back during the sa,.'ne month, which were not shown in their 

record book. None of these trips had been reported to the Commission. When 

questioned concernir~ same by our employees, both w. E. Powers and his wife 

denied any knowledge of such trips a.''ld .Mr. Powers stated specifically that 

the Mt. Harris trip had been made by the Weicker Transfer Company. When asked 

to explain why they had denied making the Mt. Harris trip, Mr. Powers stated 

that the inspector had asked him it he had gone to Hayden and that as he had 

not gone to Hayden, but to a point 18 miles beyond, he therefore made the 

reply he did. 

It was further disclosed that Mrs. Powers after the visit of our 

employees called our inspector on the phone and requested that he call again, 

and when he did so she stated that Mr. Powers had admitted making two trips 

not shown in their record book of one load or household goods weighing 

4, 000 pounds to Mt. Harris, Colorado, and one piano to Longmont and one 

piano on a return trip from Longmont. 

It was also disclosed that respondents filed a supplemental report 

prior to the hearing showing all out of town hauling from January 1 to 

September 1, 19331 which has been heretofore referred to. The fact that 

w. E. Powers had made the Mt. Harris trip was verified by a witness who had 

accompanied him on said trip as a helper. This witness testified that Powers 

had threatened to "break my neck" if he told on h~, but respondent denied 

making any such threat. 

It is quite clear from a review of the evidence that responden~s 

deliberately retrained from tiling true and correct reports with the Commission, 
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' as well as paying the proper and necessary highway compensation tax. The 

tact that said reports were tiled and said taxes paid prior to the hearing, 

does not permit us to condone the offense, as these steps were not taken 

by respondents until they had knowledge that the correct information was in 

the hands of our auditing department. 

We feel that we would be fUlly justified in permanently revoking the 

certificate of respondents. However, we have determdned not to take such 

drastic action at the present time, but some penalty must be imposed, not only 

in view of the flagrant violation of the law and our Rules and Regulations by 

respondents, but also as a warning to other operators that such violation will 

not be tolerated by the Commission. 

After caretul consideration of all the evidence, the Commission is 

ot the opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued to respondents in Application No. 1700, should be 

suspended tor a period of eight months from the 1st day of December, 1933, for 

their failure to make correct monthly reports and pay proper highway compen-

sation taxes in due time. 

IT IS TBE:BE:FORE ORDERED, Tl:lltt the certif'icate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to w. E. Powers and F. J. Knauer, doing 

business as Powers Moving and storage Company, in Application No. 1700, be, 

and the same is hereby, suspended tor a period ot eight months from the lst 

day of December, 1933. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 25th day of November, 1933. 

-3-
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J · {Decision No. 5418) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO!.KrSSION 
OF THE STATE OF. COLORADO 

* * *. 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
D. B. SNOUFF.Ii:R, E. D. TARMAN, } CASE NO. 1288 
~. P. TURNER .AND. J •. M. THOMPSON. ) 

Deoambe~ 6, 1933. 
~ - - - - - - .. 

,!T!!!ME.!! 
By the Commission: 

The Commission originally issued a certificate of public con-

venience and necessity in Application No. 733 on March 29, 1927. There 

have been some two transfers of portions of the certificate since that 

time. !he Commission has been informed that the eo-partners D. B. 

Snouffer, E. D. Tarman, P. P. Turner and J. M. Thompson, in whom the re-

maining portion of the certificate stands, have dissolved partnership and 

that one or two of them are operating independently. 

We wrote one of the co-partners, D. B. Snout:ter, on November 7, 

1933, calling his attention to the tact that it is unlawful tor the partners 

to separate and undertake individual operations without first having secured 

proper authority tor a transfer. On November 21, we wrote said Snoutter 

another letter, to which he replied on December 1, that he is "trying to get 

the other men to have something done about the Per.mit." 

We see open no other way than to set the matter down for hearing 

so that it the parties do not come in and seek the proper disposition of 

the matter we can be in a position to revoke the certificate in toto or 

otherwise properly deal with the situation. 

The Commission is, therefore, ot the opinion, and so finds, that 

it should enter upon an investigation relating to the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity heretofore originally issued in Application No. 

733, and that an order should be made requiring the respondents, and each 

ot them, to show cause why said certificate should not be revoked because 



ot their unlawfully operating independently and beyond the authority ot 

said certificate. 

ORD:KR -----
IT IS 'lliEREFOBE ORDERED, That the Commission, on 1 ts own motion, 

institute, and it does hereby institute, a case tor the purpose of deter.min-

ing the facts as to the present status ot the certificate of public eon-

~enience and necessity originally issued in Application No. ?33, and to 

determine what action 1 t should take herein it 1 t should find that one or 

more ot the said partners has w1 thdrawn tram said partnership and is acting 

independently .and beyond the scope of the authority thereof. 

IT IS FUR~ ORDERED, That the respondents be, and they are 
. . . , - ~ ' 

hereby, required to Show eauae by written answer to be filed with this 

Commission within ten days trom this date why said certificate of publie 

convenience and necessity should not be re~oked because of o•e or more ot 

said partners conducting separate and independent operations not authorized 

by said certificate or the law relating thereto. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this matter be, and the amne is 

hereby, set down tor hearing in the Hearing Room of the Oommission, 330 

State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, on !rid_,, Deoember 29, 1933, 

at 10 o'clock A.M. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF OOLOiWlO .. 

• . A..l 



I 
Form No. 1. 

{Decision No. 5419 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 
CASE NO, .. _.].._E§~---........ ) 

:!_~_._I!~_ . .M5l~:--·-·-·-···-· -·-·-·--·-·"-" ) 
(1650- 19th St., Denver) 

December 7, 1935. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commissiona 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No ...... .A~.Ql'l. ........ under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 ot the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle, 

0 R DE R --- ........ 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing ~oom~b330 1~tate Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .... :l..Q.~.Q.Q .•.. o'clock .! .. M., on .... ~~~----~:' ........ ~·-·-·· 
.......... .1.;153.:-·-····--··• at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be 
introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



, ... 

Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5420 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIE.S COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIOlJS OF ) 
) 
) VIRGIL F" VANCE. 

CASE NO. J£~Q. .. _, ___ .. 

·-·-cwig-g·~~-~····a~i~~-f-··········-·-·······-····-·· 

December 7, 1955. 

STATEMENT 

The reco1~ds of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the . 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1410) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134,, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rule:; and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named. respondent ho.s faHed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Co~mission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Ro'om, 330 State Office Building, Denver,' Colorado, at .. _.:!.9.!.9.9 ..... o'clock 
..... !.'!.-.. M., on .. ~ ....... J?.~.!?.~~~~.!: .. !~ . .t .. J·.~-~-~---·-·-·-·-····-·-·-·······-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced, 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



.... 

Form No. 1. 

(Decision No. 5421 ) 

BEFORE TdE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 

~l!l!!.~J~~~.9-~~IO:y-----· l OASE NO •. lg~l--~·-·· .. --

STATEMENT ---------
Bz the Commission' 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No ...... !-:::3.9.5. ___ .... under the provisions o! 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business ot a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDER ... _.. __ .. 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an invffotigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises, 

IT IS FUHTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. J:Q_;.QQ .. _ .. o'clock !_· . .M., on .. -.!?·~-~-~~-e~---~~1.-.. 
.. 1.~~-~----·----·-··• at which time and place such evidence e.s is proper may be 
introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

' 
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Form No. 1. 

(Decision No. 5422 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• • • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 
1292 

NICK MACARON. j CASE NO.--------·----·--·-·· 

(Raton, New Mexico) 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re
spondent was heretofore issued a parmi t No., ..... :~-:.£~~--,, ... under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Col0rado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDER ..... -- ... 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an inve~tigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. J,.Q_;_QQ. ___ o' clockA.!'~ . .M., on . .J?..~Q.~J!!Q.~r ___ :g3_, ___ .. 
·--l~~~------·--·------• at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be 
introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

;/ 



Form No. 1. 

(Decision No. 5425 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION' 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 
BUD WASH, DOING BUSINESS AS )) 
WASH TRANSFER. ·-·-(iio1Y"O"k:e-;·-c;;1<>:r-····-··-·-·-·-·· 

* * • 

STATEMENT _...., ________ _ 

By the Commissiont 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re
spon<ient was heretofore issued a permit No •... ~~::.'!~~-·-········ under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond a~ required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of·Col0rado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDER 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therafora be suspended or revoked, and 
whe~her any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commisr1on in its Hearing Room, 330 State 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at lO..tO.O ..... _ .. o • clock fu.M., on .. P..e.c.~ro.'b-~.+. .. 1.6..,_ .... 
... J:.~-~~---·-·-·-·-··• at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be 
introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5424) 

BEFORE TBlC PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

\~ 
~~ * * * 

BE MOTOR VEHIClE OPERATIONS OF ) 
D. K. FUI.U!:R AND KENNETH FULLER • ) 

PRIVATE PERMIT NO. A-522 

Dao~ber 91 1933. 
- - - - - .. - .. 

By the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt or a communication trom the above 

named respondents stating that they are no longer trucking and desire to 

gi'fe up their permit. It also appears that they han no et:reoti'fe insurance 

on file with the Commission. 

In view of these circumstances, the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that said per.mit No. A-528 should be cancelled. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-522, heretofore 

issued to D. K. Fuller and Kenneth Fuller, be, and the same is hereby, 

cancelled. 

Dated at DenTer, Colorado, 
this 9th day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COU>RADO 

\ ~··.··. 
I .. 
\ . 
'· \ ' ! /"" ~-;· 
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Form No. 1. 

(Decision No, 5426 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF, 
J. W. ZINNEL, DOING BUSINESS A 
~-~.l-..~!~L~~~!.~~~--·-·--·-·--·--
(2579 Kansas Ave., Omahn,Nebr.) 

* * * 

1295 
CASE NO.---·-·-·-····-.. 

December 9, 1935. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission di~close that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No •.. A~:4.5l. ......... under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDER - .. -...... 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .lO.;.QQ ........ o'clockitt. . .M., on .. JI.~G~mQ~J:.~2.l.,.._ .. 
··-·---1~.5.5 .... -........ , at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be 
introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COt~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

b 
})( 



. ' 
Form No. 1. 

(Decision No. 5427 ) 1 '" 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• • • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 

THROOP BROTHERS. 

(755 Lincoln St., Denver) 

By the Commission' 

) 
) 

December 9, 1955. -------

STATEMENT ---------

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a parmi t No •.... A::~~§ ........ under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
ot Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R - ... - ....... 
IT IS ~fEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an inveatigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
it so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .10.:.00 .... -.. o' clock A--..JA., on .. J2ecembe.r. ... 2l.,..-.. 
.. -.)~.~-~-~---···-········• at which time and place such evidence as is profer may be 
introduced. 

I 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



j 

(Decision No. 5428 ) 

BEFORE Tim PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 

~~~---~~--~~-~?...~---·-·~·--··--··-·-----·-·-·-- ~ 
(505 S. Santa Fe Drive, 

Denver, Colo.) 

• • * 

CASE NO •. Jg~~~-·-····-·· 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No •..... A::-:9:gQ_ ....... under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Col0rado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R .... - ........ 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State 
Off . B ild. D C 1 d t lQ·OO ' 1 k AM December 21 J.Ce u 1ng 1 enver, o ora o, a ....... ~~----·-··o c oc .. -!. • , on .............. -~····· ·····-·~·--:J. 

··-·-·-·-·J,\?.9.9. ........ , at which time and place such evidence as is profer may be 
introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5429) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES CWMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORAOO 

* * * 

RE MOT<it VEHICLE OPJ!RA.TIONS OF ) 
!JNI VAN VALKENBURG. ) CASE NO. 1099 

December 9, 1933 

Appearances: Mr. E. s. joPnson, Denver, Colorado, 
tor the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

. ~·- .. 

An order was made herein requiring the above named respondent 

to show cause why his private motor vehicle permit No. 327-A, should not 

be suspended or revoked for his failure to file monthly highway compen-

sat ion tax reports for the months of January, February, October, November 

and December, 19321 and for failure to pay highway compensation taxes for 

the months of May, June, July, August and September, 1932, in the amount 

ot $13.14. 

A hearing was held at which the respondent did not appear, although 

he was given due notice of the time and place of said hearing. The evidence 

disclosed that the respondent had not filed the delinquent reports in question, 

nor paid the highway compensation taxes due. 

We refrained from making any order herein with the hope that the 

respondent might find his way clear to comply with the law. This he has 

not done. .heports have not been received for the months of January, February, 

October, November and Decsmber, 1932 1 nor taxes paid for operations conducted 

during those months. MOreover, no reports have been received for the months 

of .~ofebruary to November, 1933, ';:loth inclusive. Also the insurance reca,uired 

by law to be kept on file with the Commission expired in March of this year. 

'l'he Commission is of the o:pinion, 3.Ild so :finds, that the motor 

vehicle .Private :permit ho. 327-A, hereto:'ore iznued to Levi Va':l Valkenburg, 

-1-



ORDER -----
IT IS ':rHE.l:W'ORE ORDERED, That motor v<:lhicle private perdt No. 

327-A, heretofore issued to Levi VanValkenburg, be, ~nd the same is hereby, 

cancelled and revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Oolora~o, 
this 9th day of Decolliber, 1933 • 

• 

'1}iE ?::13l.lC D'.rll.ITIES C<MIUSSION 
Oj' 'J.l:lE ZTK£E OF COL0FuWO 
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(Decision No. 5430) 

BE.E'O.hE TEE PU.QLIO u'l' D..ITIES COMMISSION 
OF 'l1.IE STA.TJi: OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEEICLE OEERA~IONS OF 
H. W. BOWl!. 

* 

O.ABE NO. 1091 

D~JcPmber 9, 1933 

.by th~ Comu.d.ssion; 

On Ju~u~ry 20, 1933, the Coremission entered its order re~uiring 

respondent to show cause why his motor vehicle private permit No. A-151 

should not be suspsnded or revoked for his failure to file highway compen-

sation tax ~eports for the months of September, October, Ncv~~ber and 

December, 19321 and for his failure to keep on file ·;ii th the Commission 

the necessary insurar:.ce policy or surety bond us required by law and the rul~s 

and regultitionz of the Co~~ission. 

At the hearing the evid~nce disclosed. that respondent had not 

fiL~d the 1clinquent re.tJorts in q,ucstion or the insurance required. Since 

the dt:tta of said hea:-ir.cg, l1owever 1 respondnnt has filed. said rci:Jcrts, but 

has f.:;.iled to file the necessary insurar~ce. 

After careful co~sideratioL of the record th8 Co1x1ission is of 

the opinior.., ar~d so finds, that private permit :.~o. A-151, heretofore issued 

to respondent, should be revoked for his failure to file the necessary 

ins~ance required by law ar..d the rules and regulations of the Oo~ission • 

.Q.!lB!!!. 

IT IS THEBEroRE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle pennit No. 

A-151, heretofore issued to H. w. Boldt, be, and the same is hereby, 

cancelled and revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of Dec~~ber, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTTI.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

! ./ 



Fo'rm No. 1, 

{Decision No. 5431 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 
1297 

LE.fu'l40N RESLER. 

(Akron, Colo,) 

By the Commissionc 

) 
) 

CASE NO.··--·-·--·-····-·· 

December 9, 1935. -------

STATEMENT 
--------------

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No ...... ~:~~2-........ under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R ------
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own reotion, 

that an inve$tigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Reeulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, TI1at said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. lO.~.Q.Q ........ o'clock~.~ .. M., on .. J2ecem:bl'ilr ... i?l,.._ .. 
.. ~1~.~.9·-····-·-·-·····t at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be 
introduced, 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COlJMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



Form No. 1. ,. 

(Decision No. 5452 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 

OLA JENKINS. 

(Las Animas, Colo.) 

By the Commission' 

) 
) 

CASE NO •. 1.?.~~-·--····-·· 

STATEMENT ---------

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re
spondent was heretofore issued a parmi t No ...... .A:::~.8.1L ....... under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R ...... -. ...... 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an inveatigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at ,:;1;9.~QQ ........ o•clockA:~ .... M., on .... ~-~c-~~~~r .. ..?..~·-·-.. 
.......... ~~~~-·-·- ..... , at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be 
introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMl~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



• 

Form. No. 1. 

(Decision No. 5455 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 

.~~-~~.--9.!!!L@..:Q..-~..! .. _-!_!_-~!.~. ? 
(Fort Lupton, Colo.) 

STATEMENT 
-----------

By the Commission; 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a parmi t No •..... A-:::~.~.0 .......... under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1~31, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1~31, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R D I R ---- .. 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an invebtigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State 
Office Building, Denv-er, Colorado, at .. l.0.1.o!L-.. o 1 clock A..M., on .. D.e.cemher .. 21+-·-·· 
.. _. __ ),~~~-Q-·-·-········• at which time and place such evidence as is proper 1I!ay be 
introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 

J 



. 
. Form No. 1. 

(Decision No. 5454 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• * • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 
CASE NO •.. _}:~22-·-·-·-·· 

C. J. HOOVER. 

(429 E. Bijou St., 
Colorado Springs, Colo.) 

By the Commission: 

) 
) 

December 9, 1955. 

STATEMENT ---------

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No •...... A::-~-~-2 ...... under the provisions ot 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Col0rado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle, 

0 R DE R -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an inveatigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 Stfte 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .10.;..Q.Q ..... _ .. o•clockA:,_ . .M,, on ...... P.til.C.~.IJ!R.~.:r..J~ •. -'---
·····---l~~~----········• at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be 
introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

,. "/ 

·r 
; ·..__/; 

, .. ···· 



• 

BEFORE THE RJBLIC UTU.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

(Decision No. 6435) 

O. C. COLVIN. ) CASE NO. 1252 

-----· 
December 9, 1933 

Ef the Commission: 

On October 23, 1933• the Commission entered its order revoking 

the certificate ot public convenience and necessity heretofore issued to 

C. c. Colvin in Application No. 1581 tor failure to keep on tile with the 

Commission the necessary insurance required by law. 

It now appears that respondent had secured property damage and 

public liability insurance last June, but through oversight said policies 

were not tiled. 

It turtber appears that respondent now has on tile with the 

Commission the requisite public liability, property d~ and cargo 

insurance, and we have been requested to reinstate said certificate. 

In view ot all the circumstances, the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the certificate ot public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued to c. c. Colvin in Application No. 1581, 

should be reinstated, with a warning to respondent, however, that in tbe 

future he must be more prompt in complying with our Rules and Regulations. 

l i 
I ;. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to c. c. Colvin in Application No. 1581, 

which was cancelled on October 23, 1933, be, and the same is hereby, reinstated. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day ot December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSIOB 
OF THE STATE OF COLOIWX> 



.. 
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(Decision No. 5436) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
CLIFF BURNHAM AND 0. L. DEARDORFF, ) CASE NO. 1095 
DOING BUSINESS AS MIDWEST :FRODUCE ) 
COMPANY. ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - -

STATEMENT ---------
By the aammission: 

On February 6 1 1933, the Commission entered its order suspending 

private motor vehicle per-mit No. A-248 for a period ot six months, with a 

proviso that said per.mit would be reinstated at any time during said sus-

pension period if respondents would file the necessary insurance policy or 

surety bond required by law. 

It now appears that said insurance has never been filed, although 

we understand that respondent Cliff Burnham is still continuing to operate 

under said permit.· Under the law the Commission is required to see that all 

motor vehicle operators under its jurisdiction keep on tile the necessary 

insurance provided by law and our rules and regulations, and we cannot 

permit operators to disregard this requirement. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that private motor vehicle permit No. A-248, heretofore 

issued to Clift Burnham and o. L. Deardorff, doing business as Midwest 

Produce Company, should be cancelled for failure to file the necessary 

insurance policy or a surety bond. 

ORDER -----
---, IT IS T.HEREFORE ORDERED, That motor vehicle private permit No. A-248, 

heretofore issued to Clift Burnhwn and o. L. Deardorff, doing business as Midwest 

Produce Company, be, and the same is hereby, cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 543~ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPl!RA.TIONS OF ) 
BARRY C. FLANDERS. ) :FRIVATE PERMIT NO • .A.-397 - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

December 9, 1933 

By the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of a written communication tram 

the above named Harry C. Flanders which reads as follows: 

"As I have discontinued operations under my private permit 
No. A-397, I herewith request the Commission to cancel the same." 

After careful consideration of said request, the Commission 

is of the opinion, and so finds, that same should be granted. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit No. 

A-397, heretofore issued to Barry c. Flanders, be, and the same is hereby, 

cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES C<M.tiSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No, 5458 } ~{ 
\_" 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• * • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 
CASE NO •.. )~~Q;J;·-·-····-·· ~ 

STATEMENT _ ... _....,. _____ _ 

Br the Commission& 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No •..... A~ ....... under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws ot Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Col0rado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R ---- ... 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an inveNtigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whe~her any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at lQ.LQ!L ...... o'clock A ... M., on ..... J.an'll.ai'Y .. l-2.. ... -.. 
.. _.J:.~Q.~·······-········• at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be 
introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



F"orm No. 1. 

(Decision No. 5459 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 

9_!...._9_!.._"J?_@1_Jb_._·-·-·-····-···-·-·-·-·-·--·· ~ 
(Yuma, Colo.) 

December 9, 1953. -------

STATEMENT -------- ....... -

By the Commissiont 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No •. 4.=.§J.g_·-········ under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business ot a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 
.... ----

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 
that an invastigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .JQ_;.QQ ... -.. o'clock4..! .. M., on .. ~.{!.Jl!!?-.cr..J,..?..a._.~·-·· 
.. -.1.9~---·-·-·-·····• at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be 
introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5441) 

BEFORE THE POBLIC UTn.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORAOO 

THE PUBLIC UT n.ITmS COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO, 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

RISS AND COMPANY, A CORPORATION, 

Respondent. 

* 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
} 
) 
) 
) 
} 

* * 

C.ABE NO. 1178 

December 9, 1933 

By the Commission: 

A petition has been filed by the attorney for the above named 

respondent, requesting fifteen days additional time within which to prepare 

and tender a petition for rehearing. 

After careful consideration of said petition, the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that same should be granted. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That an additional fifteen days from the 

time prescribed by law and our rules and regulations from the date of the 

original order be, and the same is hereby, granted to respondent within 

which to prepare and tender a petition for rehearing in the instant case. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 9th day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

'r 
t 
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(Decision No. 5442) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIJ!S COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORA.OO 

TOWN OF WINreOR, COLORADO, 

Petitioner, 

vs. 

THE CITY OF GREELEY, COLORADO, 

Respondent. 

* 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

* * 

December 12, 1933 

By the Commission: 

CASE NO. 1171 

Whereas, a stipulation has been tiled by the attorneys f'or the 

above named :petitioner and respondent, reading as follows, viz: 

"Comes now the Town of' Windsor, Colorado, petitioner, by 
ita attorneys, and the City of' Greeley, Colorado, respondent, 
by its attorney, and stipulates as follows: 

"That the parties hereto have heretofore compromised and 
settled their ditf'erences and that the above entitled proceedings 
may be dismissed f'orthwi th." 

In conformity with said stipulation, the Commission is of' the 

opinion, and so tinds, that the instant case should be dismissed • 

.Q.li~!.!i 

IT IS TEEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 12th day of' December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTll.ITIES CCBIISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5443) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF OOLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

C. E. COURTRIGHT-. 
) 
) 

CASE NO. 1303 

December 13, 1933 • 

.2!!!!M.!!!! 

By the Commission: 

In Application No. 1037 the Commission on Novsmber 22, 1929, 

issued a certificate of public convenience and necessity to c. E. Court-

right authorizing the transportation b.Y motor vehicle of freight and express 

between Julesburg and Sterling, Colorado, and intermediate points. In 

Application No. 1530 the Commission on April 24, 1930, issued a certificate 

of public convenience and necessity to said Courtright authorizing the trans-

portation by motor vehicle of livestock only tram any point in Sedgwick 

County, Colorado, to Denver, Colorado, and for the transportation of freight 

fran point to point within said Sedgwick County. In Application-No. 1740 the 

Commission on January 19, 1931, issued a permit to the said Courtright 

authorizing the transportation by motor vehicle of freight and express in 

interstate commerce only between Sterling, Colorado, and the Colorado-Nebraska 

State line, over U. s. Highway No. 138. 

It now appears that the said Courtright is carrying no insurance 

whatever, although he is required by law and the rules and regulations of 

this Commission to carry public liability and property damage on all such 

operations and cargo insurance on freight carried in intrastate commerce. 

Moreover, it appears that said Courtright is indebted to the State 

of Colorado for highway compensation tax for the months of June, July, 

August, September, October, Novsmber and December, 1932, and tor the months 

of March, April and October, 1933. It further appears that he has not filed 

his monthly highway compensation tax report for the month of October, 1933, 

although the same is more than one month past due. 

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that 

- 1 -



an order Should be made providing for an investigation of all of these 

matters and requiring the respondent to show cause why his certificates:.ot 

public convenience and neaassity and his said permit should not be revoked 

and cancelled. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the Commission, on its own motion, 

enter upon an investigation with respect to the matters set forth, supra. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the respondent, C. E. Courtright, be, 

and he is hereby, required by written answer, to be filed with this Oom-

mission within ten days tram this date, to show cause why his said certi-

fioates of public convenience and necessity and permit should not be re-

voked for cause. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this matter be set down for hearing 

in the Hearing Roam of this Commission, 330 State Office Building, Denver, 

Colorado, on Friday, December 2g, 1g33, at ten o'clock A.M. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 13th day ot December, 1g33. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COIDRADO 



(Decision No. 5444) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES OOMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COIORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHIClE OPERATIONS OF ) 
C. E. CO~~I~. ) CASE NO. 1134 

December 14, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

The Cammission earlier in this year made an order in the above 

case requiring C. E. Courtright to show cause why a certificate ot public 

convenience and necessity heretofore issued to ht. should not be revoked. 

The order related to only one certificate, whereas the respondent has two 

certificates and one interstate permit. The Commission has, therefore, made 

a similar order with respect to both certificates and the said permit. 

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the above 

entitled case Should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the above entitled case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed without prejudice to further action ot the same 

kind in another case with respect to the same subject matter. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 14th day of December, 1933. 

TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE srATE OF COU>RADO 

·~ 
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(Decision No. 5447) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
HE MOTOR VEHICIJ!! OPERATIONS OF ) 
MARTDi MIKELSON 1 ALBERT MIREI.SON ) 
AND ROY E. WOODWORl'H. ) 

CASE NO. 1129 

- - -- - -- - -
December 15, 1933 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

On January 29, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondents to show cause why the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to them in Application No. 

727-A, should not be revoked for their failure to make monthly reports, 

pay highway compensation taxes and keep on file the necessary insurance 

reqdired by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that the delinquent reports 

shown in said show cause order had been tiled, the taxes paid and that 

respondents had filed the necessary insurance. 

After a careful consideration of the record the Commission is 

of the opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

ORDER -----
IT IS '.MEREli'ORE ORDERED, Thut the instant case be, and the 

same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 15th day ot December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5448J 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTn.ITIEB CCMtiSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OmRATIONS OF ) 
J" ACOB J". SCHA.EF".FBR+ ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

* 

CASE NO. 1064 

December 15, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

On October 4, 1938, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to sbow cause why the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to him in Application No. 14461 

should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to 1'1le highway com-

pensation tax reports for the months of' May, J"une, J"uly and August, 19321 

and for his failure to keep on file with the Commission the necessary 

insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules and 

Regulations of the Commission. 

The record discloses that subsequent to the date of the hearing 

on said show cause order, respondent filed the delinquent monthly reports 

in question, as well as the insurance policies required by law. The 

Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that the instant 

case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREll'ORE ORUI!:RED, That the instant case be, and tb& same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 15th day of' December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC U'l!rLITIES OOWISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

.. ~ ! . 
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(Decision No. 5450) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
G. W. VOSLER. 

* * * 

CASE NO. 1258 

December 15, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

On September 27, 1933, the Commission entered its order requir-

ing the above named respondent to show cause why his private permit No. 

A-255 should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file the nee-

essary insurance policy or surety bond required by law and the Rules and 

Regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was held, at which the evidence disclosed that respondent 

had no effective insurance on file with the Commission. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the private permit No. A-255, heretofore issued 

to respondent should be cancelled for failure to file insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private per.mit No. A-255, heretofore 

issued by this Commission to G. w. Vosler, be, and the same is hereby, 

cancelled and revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 15th day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5451) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COIORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHI OlE OPERATIONS OF ) 
T. 1. WEDDELL. ) CASE NO. 1098 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

December 15, 1933. 

ay the Commission: 

On January 20, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private pe~it No. A-313, 

heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked tor his failure 

to file monthly reports for the months of November and December, 1932, and 

pay highway compensation taxes for the months of August, September, and 

October, 1932, in the amount of $50.39, and also tor his failure to keep on 

file with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety bond 

required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had filed 

the above mentioned monthly reports, but had failed to pay the highway 

compensation taxes due and had no effective insurance on file with the Com-

mission. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that private pe~it No. A-313, heretofore issued to 

j.i:-. 

T. 1. Weddell should be cancelled for his failure 1x> pay highway compensation 

taxes and file the necessary insurance required by law. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-313, heretofore 



issued toT. J. Weddell, be, and the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 15th day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
01!-. THE STATE OF COU>RADO 

• ?......_ 
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(Decision No. 5452) 

BEroRE THE PUBLIC UTILITlFS CQMdiSSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

HE COLORADO INTERSTATE GAB } 
) CAS! NO • 940 

COMPANY 1 A CORl?ORATION. ) 

December 16, 1933 

~ the Commission: 

The Commission after conducting a hearing herein and studying 

the briefs of theparties, made its decision in which it found that Colo-• 
rado Interstate Gas Company in transporting gas by pipe line from outside 

of the State and in delivering the same direct to its industrial consumers 

and to companies engaged in local distribution to domestic consumers in 

this State is engaged in interstate commerce, over which this Commission 

has no jurisdiction. However, the Commission further found that the 

business of selling and delivering gas through local distribution systems, 

owned by independent companies, to industrial consumers is the business 

of said Colorado Interstate Gas Company. 

Thereafter said company filed a petition for rehearing and asketl 

tor and made an oral argument thereon, at which other parties did not appear, 

although duly advised thereof. 

We pointed out in the prior decision that the mere tact that 

the pipe line company and the distributing company share on a percentage 

basis the compensation paid by the industrial consumers for the gas does 

not make the local company owning the distribution system an agent of the 

pipe line company. However, we found that because of all the facts and 

circumstances that the business of serving gas through the local distri• 

bution system to such industrial consumers was and is after all that of 

the Interstate Company. 

-1-



... 

One paragrap~ or our decision is as follows: 

"The State obviously is not bound by mere forms and 
terminology. Getting to the heart or this situation the ques
tion after all is not necessarily whether the relationship of 
principal and agent exists or not, but whether in substance and 
indeed the sale of the gas to industrial consumers served from 
local distribution systems is the business or the distributing 
companies or that or the respondent, the pipe line company. We 
tully appreciate that same control is necessarily retained by 
the respondent for the reasons which it has clearly stated. We 
appreciate also that the mere fact it has exercised more control 
than might be deemed necessary does not necessarily dispose of 
the question before us. However, we think it has a bearing. 
The Commission is unable to find in the necessities or the situ
ation any justification or any reason for the retention of full 
power to fix the price of such gas and all terms and condi tiona 
for any reason it might deem desirable in each and every contract, 
except that of exercising complete control over such business. 
In our opinion there is no reason why distributing companies, if 
the gas is really sold to them, should not be allowed to sell the 
gas at uniform rates to customers of various proper classes." 

In our other decision we quoted the following, inter !!!!' 

from one of the rather uniform contracts made by the Interstate Company 

with a local distributing company: 

" ' The prices to be paj,.d by the Vendee to the Vendor for 
natural gas hereunder shall be as follows: 

" ' (b) For natural gas for re-sale under commercial or 
industrial contracts, which contracts shall have been submitted 
to and approved by the Vendor, the price payable to the Vendor 
shall be eighty-five per cent (8~) of the price chargeable by 
the Vendee to such commercial or industrial consumers under such 
approved contracts; provided, however, that the price to be paid 
by the Vendee to the Vendor shall not be more than the city gate 
price effective under sub-paragraph (a) of this Article Sixth.'" 

At the time we made our decision we were under the impression, 

as indicated by the decision itself, that the Interstate Company had re

served the right to fix tbe price that should be charged by the local com-

pany to each individual industrial customer, and the right to require one 

price to be charged one such customer and different prices to others. 

In the argument in support of the application for rehearing 

it was pointed out that the Interstate Company does not exercise or claim 

any right to dictate different rates for different industrial customers 

served by a local distributing company. Attention was called to the fact 

that the local companies all have on file with this Commission their tariffs 

of rates for gas delivered to industrial consumers, and that necessarily 

-2-



all such consumers must be treated alike and sold the gas at the uniform 

tariff rates. We have checked the tariffs and find that the statement 

respecting the same is true. 

Before passing upon the petition for rehearing, the Commission 

waited tor the decision by the Supreme Court ot Missouri in State of 

Missouri, ex rel., Cities Service Gas Co., vs. Public Service Commission 

of Missouri, which was decided on October 31, last. One of ths important 

stones, probably the keystone, supporting that decision is "unity of con

trol" and •communi ty of interest". The financial set-up is ahown by the 

following matter quoted from the decision of the Missouri court: 

"The Cities Service Gas Co. is a Delaware corporation 
engaged in producing, gathering and selling natural gas, pro
duced and gathered in Texas, Oklahoma and Kansas, and trans
ported by said company through its pipe lines into Missouri. 
The common stock of the Cities Service Gas Co., except direc
tors qualifying shares, is owned by the Empire Gas & Fuel Co., 
the common stock of which is owned by the Cities Service Co. 
The other companies mentioned in the report are distributors 
of gas in Missouri. ~ 

"The Gas Service co. owns the common stock of the Kansas 
City Ge.s Co., Carthage Gas Co. , J"ackson County Light, Heat & 
Power Co., J"oplin Gas Co,, St. 1oseph Gas co., Ozark Distribut
ing Co, and Webb City & Carterville Gas Co~ The entire capital 
stock of the Gas Service Co, is owned by the Cities Service co. 
The common stock of the City Light & Traction co. is owned by 
the Cities Service Light & Power Co., which CQ!lpany is owned 
by the Cities Service Co. The common stock of the Springfield 
Gas & Electric Co. is owned by the Federal Light & Traction Co., 
which company is controlled by the Cities Service co. In 
other words, the Cities Service Co. owns and controls all ot 
these companies, including the Cities Service Gas Co. However, 
it should be stated that the Cities Service Company's control 
of the Empire Gas & Fuel Co. and Kansas City Gas Co, is limited 
by the voting rights of the preferred stock of said companies 
(owned by the public) on questions as follows:" 

The court further states that there "is an interlocking of the 

boards of directors of the Gas Service Co., Cities Service Gas Co. 

and the distributing companies, and said companies have numerous 

common officers. In some instances local citizens and active officers 

have been made directors." 

The decision turther points out that Cities Service Gas 

Company had no written contract with most of the distributing companies 

and that there was no record "of the Cities Service Gas Co. or the 
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distributing companies as to ~he terms or conditions tor the delivery 

ot gas, and there was no correspondence indicating the t:erme or condi ... 

tiona ot a contrac~." The court s~ated a contention ot the Missouri 

Public Service Commission, saying, "It contends ~hat 'unity ot control' 

and • community ot interest' should be considered with other evidence 

in determining whether or not the Cities Service Gas Co. is engaged in 

in~rastate commerce." 

said: 

In distinguishing cases cited by the Gas Company, the court 

"Furthermore, those contracts are in writing, there was 
no question ot 'unity ot control' and 'oOJIIituni 'ty ot interest, ' 
the parties dealt at arms' length, and there was no question _ 
ot regulation by the State." 

In the case before us the evidence obviously shows no unity ot 

control or community ot interest so tar as any ot the distributing com• 

panies are concerned. It is true that Cities Service Company controls 

Public Service Company ot Colorado. However, Cities Service Company 

owns only titteen per cent ot the capital stock ot Colorado Interstate 

Gas Company. It it owned a controlling interest in tbe In teratate Com-

pany, we would have a wholly different situation in those cases in which 

local distribution is being made by Public Service Company ot Colorado. 

We are, therefore, ot the Opinion, and so tind, that this case is 

controlled by Public Utilities Commission v. Landon, 249 u. a. 236, and 

that, therefore, the Colorado Interstate Company, respondent herein, is not 

engaged in the sale and distribution ot gas through ant by means ot local 

distribution systems owned and operated by other companies in this State. 

The Commission is , th&retore, of the opinion, and ao finds, 

that we should withdraw the requirement that the respondent file 1f1 th 

the Commission a tariff of rates, rules and regulations. 

One of the grounds on which a rehearing is sought is that 

~he finding of the Commission to the effect that respondent is a pUblic 

utility in any respect whatsoever is unlawful and erroneous because there 

is no evidence in this case to support such finding, and because such 



finding was unnecessary to the determination of the matter properly before 

the Commission." 

It is quite obvious that it is wholly immaterial in this case 

whether the respondent is a public utility or not, because we have found 

that even if it is we have no jurisdiction over it·. We have concluded, 

therefore, that, without expressing any fUrther or different opinion 

about the question whether the respondent is a public utility as to 

any aspect of its business, we should withdraw the finding in question 

because the finding deals with a controversial question, the decision 

ot whioh.is unnecessary in view of the other findings in the case. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the finding of the Conmission 

that the respondent, Colorado Interstate Gas Company, is engaged in the 

sale and distribution of gas to industrial consumers served from local 

distribution systems be, _and the same is hereby, withdrawn. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That that portion of the order hereto-

tore made herein requiring the respondent to file a tariff of rates, rules 

and regulations with the Commission be, and the same is hereby, withdrawn. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That in view of the fact that it is 

immaterial, so far as the jurisdiction of this Commission is concerned, 

whether the respondent is a public utility in respect of any aspect of 

its business, the finding that the respondent is such a public utility 

be, and the same is hereby, withdrawn. 

IT IS FURT.Bl!R ORIBRED, That this case be, and the same is 

hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th dar of December, 1933. 

TEE PIT.BLIC UTILITIES COM&ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



• 
(Decision No. 5453) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHIClE OPERATIONS OF 
CLARENCE WRIGHT. 

* * * 

CASE NO. 1210 

- - - - - - - - -
December 16, 1933. 

Appearances: A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On July 28, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above nmned respondent to show cause why he should not be ordered to 

cease and desist tram operating as a motor vehicle carrier unless and until 

he procured a certificate of public convenience and necessity to so operate. 

A hearing was held, at which it was disclosed that respondent has 

now obtained a private permit under the assumption that same properly covers 

his present ope rat ions. 

In view of these conditions, the Commission is of the opinion, and 

so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed without prejudice to the 

tiling of a future order if it should be determined that respondent is 

exceeding the authority granted htm under said private permit. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same is 

hereby,dismissed without prejudice to the filing of a future order it it should 

be determined that respondent is exceeding the authority granted him under said 

·private permit. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF OOIDRADO 



{Decision No. 5454) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERJTIONS OF ) 
1. B. McDILL. ) 

CASE NO. 814 

December 16, 1933. 

By the Cammission: 

On December 16, 1931, the Commission entered its order requiring 

respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-9, heretofore issued to 

him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file an insurance 

policy or a surety bond as required by law. Said case was duly heard on 

December 30, 1931, but no decision has ever been rendered thereon. 

It now appears that Case No. 854 is now pending against the same 

respondent and is set for hearing on December 15, 1933, which involves among 

other matters the question of insurance. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5455) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHIClE OPERATIONS OF ) 
PARlEY OORNUM. ) 

CASE NO. 976 

December 16, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

The Commission made an order requiring the respondent, Parley 

Cornum, to show cause why his certificate of public convenience and nee-

essi ty should not be revoked and cancelled for failure to file an insurance 

t- policy as required by law and the rules and regulations of this Commission. 

The matter was set down for hearing and was heard. It appeared that the 

respondent did not, and he does not now, have on file with this Commission 

such insurance as is so required. 

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that 

the certificate of public convenience and necessity heretofore issued to the 

respondent in Application No. 1640 should be revoked and cancelled. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity heretofore issued to the respondent, Parley Cornum, in Appli-

cation No. 1640, be, and the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this loth day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COlORADO 



• 

• -
~ (Decision No. 545&) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF CO:WRADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
L. W. PARCELL. ) 

* * * 
.APPLICATION NO. 286-A. 

December 16, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of a communication tram· the above 

named respondent stating that due to lack of business he desires to suspend 

operations under his certificate until such time as business conditions 

justify the renewal of s~e. 

In view of all the circumstances the Commission is of the opinion, 

and so finds, that said certificate should be suspended indefinitely. 

ORDER -----
4lt IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of convenience and 

4lt necessity, heretofore issued to L. w. Parcell in Application No. 286-A, 

be, and the same is hereby suspended indefinitely, provided; however, that 

respondent may resume operations under said certificate at any time b.Y 

filing with the Commission the necessary insurance required by law and other-

wise complying with our rules and regulations. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF OOLOJU,DO 



( 
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(Decision No. 5457) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF OOWRADO 

* * * 
IN TEE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
GROVER C. JACOBSEN, DOING BUSINESS ) 
.AS THE GOLDEN EAGLE LINES, FOR ) 
TRANSFER OF CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC ) 
CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY NO. 6~I ) 
TO THE SANTA F.E TRAIL STAGES, INC. ) 

APPLICATION NO. 2112-A. 

December 16, 1933. 
- - - - - - ~ - -

Appearances: Clarence Wei"than, Esq., Denver, Colorado, 
attorney tor applicants. 

By the Commission: 

This is an application by Grover C. Jacobsen, doing business as 

.... ., . ., .. 
-. /~· 

Golden Eagle Lines, for authority to transfer the common carrier interstate 

permit, heretofore issued in A~plication No. 2112, to The Santa Fe Trail 

Stages, Incorporated. 

~ The evidence disclosed that the transferee is a corporation 

e organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws of the State of 

Arizona, and has been duly authorized to transact business within the State 

of Colorado. The original permit covers an interstate operation, and no one 

appeared protesting said transfer. 

A certified copy of the Articles of Incorporation of the transferee, 

as well as the certificate of the Secretary of State's office showing its 

authority to do business in this State, were both filed for record in the 

instant case. 

It was further disclosed that the said transferor has no indebted-

ness outstanding in the State of Colorado at the present time. However, the 

transferee agrees to assume any valid outstanding indebtedness of transferor 

in this State if it should afterward be disclosed that same exists. 

After careful consideration of the evidence the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that authority should be granted to make the said 

transfer as prayed. 

- 1-
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..... 

. • 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That authority be, and the same is hereby, 

granted to Grover C. Jacobsen, doing business as Golden Eagle Lines, to 

transfer the common carrier interstate permit, heretofore issued to him by 

the Commission in Application No. 2112, to The Santa Fe Trail Stages, Inc •. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the authority herein granted to make 

said transfer shall not become operative until the proper insurance required 

by law and our rules and regulations has been filed by the transferee. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COIDRADO 



/ ,'IJJ 
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(Decision No. 5558) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COM!viiSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOR.ii.DO 

IN THE flATTER OF THE APPLICATION OF ) 
BLAIR MILLER AND FRANK W. MILLER ) 
FOR ASSIGNMENT AND TRANSFER OF ) APPLICATION NO. 1845-A 
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE ) 
AND NECESSITY. ) 

October 31, 1933. 

Appearances: J. P. Deatherage, Esq., Hugo, Colorado, 
for applicant Blair Miller; 

By the Commission: 

Frank W. Miller, Denver, Colorado, 
pro ..§.§.• 

' 

This is an application by Blair Miller and Frank W. Miller for 

authority to transfer from Blair Miller to Frank W. Miller the certificate 

of convenience and necessity originally issued in Application No. 1845, on 

April 20, 1952, authorizing the operation of a motor vehicle transportation 

system for freight and express between Denver, Hugo and Burlington, 

Colorado, and certain other points designated in said certificate of 

convenience and necessity. 

A hearing was held on the 14th day of September, 1955, at which 

only the applicant Frank W. Miller apJeared. The evidence disclosed that 

on J.l;'lay 28, 1932, Blair Miller assigned all his right, title and interest 

in the certificate of convenience and necessity issued in the above men-

tioned Application No. 1845 to Frank W. Miller. The assignment was 

witnessed by one L. Knight. The evidence further disclosed that there 

are no obligations outstanding against the operations of the said Blair 

Miller eave and except certain delinquent highwcy compensation taxes 

which Frank W. Miller agrees to assume and liquidate. 

It vms further disclosed that the transferee, Frank W. Miller 

is in financial condition to carry on said operations and has had sufficient 

-1-
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•• 
experience to qualify him as a motor vehicle operator. 

Thereafter, on or about September 22, 1935 1 the applicant Blair 

Miller filed a petition for rehearing in this matter, alleging that the 

former hearing herein was held without notice to him, and suggesting 

that applicant Frank w. Miller had furnished the Commission with an 

improper address in order that he would not receive notice. Subsequent 

to the filing of said petition for rehearing, the Commission entered an 

order dated October 4, 19551 setting this matter down for further hearing 

on October 13, 1933 1 and affording the applicant Blair Miller an opportunity 

to appear and resist the application. 

At the further hearing herein held on October 13, 1933, both 

parties appeared £~nd introduced further evidence, which disclosed that 

Frank W. Miller had furnished the capital to obtain the aforesaid certificate 

of convenience and necessity and purchase the equipment used in the 

operation of the Denver-Limon-Hugo Transfer Company, and that although the 

certificate had been obtained in the name of Blair Miller, the applicant 

Frank W. Miller was a.t all times the real ovmer of the certificate which 

is the subject matter of this proceeding. In addition to the assignment 

which was introduced at the first hearing as Exhibit No. 1, the 

applicants Blair Miller and Frank W. Miller entered into an agreement 

dated June 20, 1932, (Exhibit No. 2) which sets forth the entire agreement 

~f the parties herein and provides that Blair Miller will transfer the 

aforesaid certificate of convenience and necessity to Frank W. Miller 

at any time upon demand, subject to the approval of this Commission. 

While there appears to be a slight inconsistency in the 

testimony of Frank W. Miller concerning this point, his testimony being 

to the effect that he was at all times the real owner, and the agreement 

indicating that the assignment of the certificate was to be in the nature 

of security for financial advances, it has been established to the satis-

-2-
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faction of the Commission that it was understood by both parties that 

the certificate was to be transferred to Frank w. Miller on demand, and 

that he had notified Blair Miller of his intention to obtain a transfer 

of .the certificate. 

In any event, Blair Miller has assigned and agreed to assign all 

his interest in the aforesaid certifica~e of convenience and necessity 

to Frank w. Miller for a valuable consideration which appears to be adequate 

in every respect. Although some misunderstanding between the applicants 

is evident, we are not permitted t~ go into their private relationships 

so long as the law and the rules of the Commission are complied with and 

there is adequate consideration for the transfer of the certificate. 

After careful consideration of the evidence the Commission is 

of the opinion, and so finds, that authority to transfer the aforesaid 

certificate of convenience and necessity No. 655 should be granted as prayed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That authority be, and the same is 

hereby, granted to Blair Miller to transfer the certificate of public con-

venience and necessity, heretofore issued by the Commission in Application 

No. 1845, to Frank W. Mil~er. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the tariff of rates, rules and 

regulations of the transferor herein become cmd remain those of the 

transferee herein until changed according to law and the rules and 

regulations of the Commission. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 31st day of October, 1955. 
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(Decision No. 5459} 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE &rATE OF OOI.ORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF } 
JAMES K. CLAUSEN. ) 

* * * 

December 18, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

CASE NO • 1232 

On September 15, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-459, here-

totore issued to htm, should not be suspended or revoked tor his failure to 

' tile proper insurance as required by law and the Rules and Regulations ot 

the Commission. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had no 

proper or ettective insurance on tile with the Commission. 

Attar careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-459, heretofore issued 

to James K. Clausen, should be cancelled tor his failure to tile the proper 

insurance. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-459, heretofore 

issued to James K. Clausen, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 18th day ot December, 1933. 

{ 



(Decision No. 5460) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORAOO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHIClE OPERATIONS OF ) 
RALPH SEE AND W. lEE SHARP, doing ) 
business as THE HUERFANO FREIGHT ) 
LINES. ) 

CASE NO. 1247 

December 18, 1933. 

~ the Commission: 

On September 27, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondents to show cause why the certificate ot public con-

venience and necessity, heretofore issued to them in Application No. 1372, 

should not be suspended or revoked tor their failure to file the necessary 

insurance policy or a surety bond as required b,y law and the Rules and Regula-

tiona of the Commission. 

A hearing was held, at which the evidence disclosed that respondents 

had failed to file the necessary insurance required by law. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and necessity, 

heretofore issued to respondents should be revoked for their failure to keep on 

file with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or a surety bond as 

required by law. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued in Application No. 1372 to Ralph See and W. Lee 

Sharp, doing business as The Huerfano Freight Lines, be, and the same is hereby, 

revoked. 
THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF TEE srATE 0 COLORADO 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 18th day of Pecember, 1933. 



(Decision No. 5461) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COWRAOO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHIOIJ!: OPERATIONS OF ) 
JOHN C. CRAMER AND LLOYD E. ) C.ASE NO • 1231 
BLYSTONE. ) 

December 18, 1933. 

Bf the Commission: 

On September 15, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondents to show cause why private permit No. A-436, hereto-

fore issued to tham should not be suspended or revoked for their failure to 

file the necessary insurance or a surety bond as required by law and the Rules 

and Regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was held, at which the evidence disclosed that respondents 

had not filed the necessary insurance. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-436, heretofore issued to 

respondents, should be revoked for their failure to file the necessary 

insurance policy or a surety bond as required by law • 

.Q.B_DE!!, 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-436, heretofore 

issued to John C. Cramer and Lloyd E. Blystone, be, and the same is hereby, 

revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 18th day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COWRADO 



(Decision No. 5462) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
lEROY SHELLER. ) 

CASE NO. 1225 

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

December 18, 1933. 
- - - - - - - - -

By the Cdmmission: 

On September a, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public 

convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to htm in Application No. 1112, 

should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file monthly reports 

for the months of May to August, 1933, inclusive, and pay highway cQmpensa-

tion taxes tor the months ot January to April, 1933, inclusive, in the sum 

of $10.21, also for respondent's failure to file the necessary cargo insurance 

required by law and our rules and regulations. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondent had filed the 

monthly reports and had paid the highway compensation taxes as set forth in 

said show cause order~· 

It was further disclosed that the public liability and property 

damage insurance of respondent had been cancelled, and a decision in the 

matter was withheld in the hopes that respondent would be able to file with 

the Commission the proper and necessary insurance. However, to date, respon-

48nt has failed to file any insurance and the Commission, after oaretul 

consideration of the record, is of the opinion, and so finds, that the oerti-

ficate of public convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to respondent in 

Application No. 1112, should be revoked for failure to file the proper 

insurance. 

.2. !L~!! 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 



and necessity, heretofore issued to Leroy Sheller in Application No. 1112, 

be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 18th day of December, 1g33. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

- 2-
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(Decision No. 5463) 

BI!:FORE THE POBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION ) 
OF BYEON S. BUNXER AND EV:El'tE'.rT ) 
DAVIS FOR AUTHORITY TO T.BAN8F.I!:R ) APPLICATION NO. 108I•.AA. 
A CERTIFICATE OF POBLIC CONVEN- ) 
IENCE AND NECESSITY • ) - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -

- - - - - -~ - -
December 19, 1933 
- - - - - - - - -

Appearances: Byron s. Bunker, Deertrail, Colorado, and 
Everett Davis, Flagler, Colorado, ~ .!!.• 

By the Commission: 

Byron s. Bunker and Everett Davis are now the holders of a 

certificate of public convenience and necessity originally issued in 

Application No. 1085. They have filed an application tor authority to 

transfer the said certificate to Everett Davis. 

. -~ - ,.. 

The Commission held a hearing at Which it appears that the firm 

owes no debts except possibly some highway compensation tax due the State. 

The said Davis appears to be reasonably responsible financially. Moreover, 

he has operated for a substantial time under the certificate in question 

and appears to be a dependable operator. 

Attar careful consideration of all the evidence the Commission 

is of the opinion, and so finds, that authority should be granted to 
•. 

Byron s. Bunker and Everett Davis, co-partners, to transfer to said 

Everett Davis the certificate of public convenience and necessity originally 

issued in Application No. 1085. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERIID, That authority be, and the same is 

hereby, granted to Byron s. Bunker and Everett Davis, co-partners, to 

transfer to said Everett Davis the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity originally issued in Application No. 1085, upon the condition that 

the transferee promptly pay all highway compensation taxes due the State of 

Colorado. -1-
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I'l IS FUR:rBEB ORllEBED, That the tariff of rates, rules and 

regulations heretofore filed by the said transferors shall became and 

remain those ot the said transferee herein until changed according to 

law or the rules and regulations of this Commission. 

Dated at Denver, COlorado, 
this 19th day ot Decanber, 1933. 

THI RIBLIO UTILITIES COlltiSSION 
OF THE STAT.l!l OF COLORADO 

,, '' "' 
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Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5464 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

~9.~-~--~~9-~~?..~·-···-·-·-·-····-····-····-·· 

* 

) 
) 
) 

(105 So. 5th St., Salina, Kans.) 

* * 

.De.c e.mbe:c.. 20,... 1.9 3.5 • 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission; 

CASE NO •. J:5q~··-·-·-· 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 1S4, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common caPrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1921) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
192'7, and by Rule 33 of the Rulen and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigat~on and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. l.O_;.Q.Q._ .. o'olook 
... A.. ____ .M. , o n .. -.... J.-~~;r;z .. Jg_J_J.~~A ....... -·-····-·--·············-·-··1 at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

t1J.~t 
}'-'!;.-:? 
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(Decision No. 5465) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIFS COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* 
THE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO, 

Plaintit:t, 

TSe 

RISS AND COMPANY, A CORPORATION, 

Respondent. 

* 
) 
} 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

* 

CASE NO. 1178 

December 15, 1933 
- - - - - - - - -

By the Commission: 

A petition has been :tiled by the attorney :tor the aboTe named 

respondent, requesting an extension o:r time to and includill8 December 

27 1 1933, within which to prepare and tile a petition :tor rehearing. 

This is the second application :tor such extension, the first o:r which was 

granted and such additional time expiring on December 15, 1933. Said 

petition tor such further extension was tiled on December 14, 1933 1 prior 

to the expiration o:t the time heretofore granted respondent tor :tiling 

its petition for rehearing. 

After reading and careful consideration of said petition tor 

further time until and includill8 December 27, 19331 within which to :f1le 

said petition for rehearing, the Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, 

that the same should be granted. 

O!D!B_ 

IT IS TBERE:IroRE ORDERED, ~t respondent be, and it is hereby, 

granted a further extension of time until and including December 27, 19331 

within which to prepare and tender a petition tor rehearing in the abOTe 

entitled case. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 15th day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC Ul'ILITIES COAKISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision N.o. 5466) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* -~ * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
DENVER-CHICAGO TRUCKING COMPANY. ) 

PRIVATE PEW~IT NO. A-289 

December 20, 1955. 

Bz the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of a request from the Denver-Chicago 

Trucking Company that its private permit No. A-289 be cancelled for the 

reason that this company has now obtained an interstate common carrier 

permit. 

After careful consideration of the matter, the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that said re~uest should be granted. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-289, heretofore 

issued to Denver-Chicago Trucking Company, be, and the same is hereby, 

cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 20th day of December, 1955. 



(Decision No. 5467) 

MAkt IVtJ <'-a,P)' 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~AISSION 

OF THE STATE OF COLOR!illO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
VIRGIL F. VANCE, DOING BUSINESS ) 
AS VANCE TRUCK LINE. ) 

CAS~; NO. 958 

December 20, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

On May 31, 1932, the Commission entered its order requiring the 

above named respondent to show cause why the certificate of public convenience 

and nece ssity, heretofore issued to him in Application No. 1410, should not be 

suspended or revoked for his failure to pay highway compensation taxes and 

for his failure to file a cargo insurance policy or surety bond as required 

by lavr &nd the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. Said case was duly 

heard on June 15, 1932, but no decision has ever been rendered thereon. 

It now appears that Case No. 1290 is pending against the same 

respondent and is set for hearing on December 22, 1953, which so.id case 

involves the question of insurance. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 20th day of December, 1953. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOF~DO 

f 



(Decision No. 5468) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORt.DO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
J. W. ZINNEL, DOING BUSINESS AS ) 
nzn LINE TRANSFER. ) 

CASE NO. 1295 

December22, 1933. 

Appearances: A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By ~he Commission: 

On December 9, 1935, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-431, 

heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure 

to keep on file with the Commission an insurance policy or a surety bond 

as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's insurance 

was cancelled August 15, 1953, and had never been replaced. 

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-431, heretofore issued 

to respondent, should be revoked for his failure to file insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-431, heretofore 

issued to J. w. Zinnel, doing business as 11 Z11 Line Transfer, be, and the 

same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORiillO 



/ v 
Decision No. 5469) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 

OF THE ST:T: :F COLORIUJO I¥M' f IV b (. (J I)' 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
THROOP BROTHERS. ) 

CASE NO. 1296 

December 22, 1953. 

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On December 9, the Commission entered its order requiring the 

above named respondents to show cause why their private permit No. A-446, 

heretofore issued to them, should not be suspended or revoked for their 

failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as re~uired by law 

and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

At the hearing, the evidence disclosed that respondents' 

insurance was cancelled August 15, 1933, and had not been renewed. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is 

of the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-446, heretofore 

issued to respondents, should be revoked for their failure to file insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-446, 

heretofore issued to Throop Brothers, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLOR~O 



(Decision No. 5470) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COIVIMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
BILL JAMES. ) 

* -~t. * 

CASE NO. 901 

December 22, 1933. 

Appearances: Mr. E. S. Jolmson, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On March 14, 1952, the Co~~ission entered its order requiring the 

above named respondent to show cause why his private permit No. A-152, here-

tofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to 

pay highway compensation taxes. 

The record shows that highway compensation taxes for the months 

of October and November, 1931, in the amount of $12.73 are due and unpaid, 

and that no reports have been received from May, 1932, to date. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, th.at private permit No. A-132, heretofore 

issued to respondent, should be revoked for his failure to pay highway 

compensation taxes and file monthly reports. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-152, hereto-

fore issued to Bill James, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day of December, 1935. 



(Decision No. 5471) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COIDRADO 

* * * 
RE IvDTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
BUD WASH, DOING BUSINESS AS ) CASE NO. 1293 
WASH TRANSFER. } 

Daoember 22, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

On December 7, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring the 

above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-414, heretofore 

issued to him should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file an 

rt~/i. 
~f,tr 

u-~·&1( 

insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations 

of the Commission. 

A hearing was held, at which the evidence disclosed that respondent's 

public liability and property damage insurance had been cancelled and had never 

been renewed. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-414, heretofore issued to 

Bud Wash, doing bus.iness as Wash Transfer, should be revoked for his failure 

to file insurance. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-414, heretofore 

issued to Bud Wash, doing business as Wash Transfer, be, and the swne is hereby, 

revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 54?2) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COWRADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
BUCKLEY BROTHERS. 

By the Commission: 

* * * 
CASE NO • 1279 

December 22, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
On November 2, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring the 

above named respondents to show cause why the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to them in Application No. 1359, should not be 

suspended or revoked for their failure to keep on file with the Commission the 

necessary insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules and 

Regulations of the Commission. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondents' public 

liability and property dama~ insurance expired in ~une, 1931, and had not been 

renewed. However, subsequent to the date of said hearing, respondents filed the 

necessary insurance. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed with a warn,ing 

to respondents, however, that in future they must be more prompt in complying 

with the rules and regulations of the Commission. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THERE"EURE ORDERED, That the instant ease be, and the same is 

hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMTh:USSION 
OF THE STATE OF COWRADO 



j 
(Decision No. 5473) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COIDRAOO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
J. H. McKEE. ) 

CASE NO. 1289 

Appearances: A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

On December 7, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring the 

above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-317, heretofore 

issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file an 

insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations 

of the Commission. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's public 

liability and property damage insurance was cancelled in September and had not 

been renewed. 

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-317, heretofore issued to 

respondent, should be revoked for his failure to file the necessary and prop~r 

insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-317, heretofore 

issued to J. H. McKee, be, and the same is hereby, cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day of Decamber, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COIDRADO 

/ 
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(Decision No. 5474) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COJ\1MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
J. B. McDILL ) CASE NO. 854 

December 22, 1933. 

Appearances: J. B. McDill, Greeley, Colorado, 
pro !!• 

Bz the Commission: 

An order was made by the Commission requiring the respondent, 

J. B. McDill, to show cause why his private motor vehicle permit No. 9-A. 

should not be revoked for failure to file monthly highway compensation 

tax reports and to pay highway compensation taxes. 

At the hearing it developed that the reports in question, being 

those for the period, May 16 to May 31, 1931, and fran June 1 to June 23, 

1931, and for October 1931, had been filed. 

It further developed that none of the highway compensation tax, 

being that for the months of July, August and September, 1931, has been 

paid. The evidence showed also that no reports have been filed since 

January 24, 1932. The respondent testified that he quit operating a little 

over a year ago. Moreover, the respondent has on file no insurance. 

Mr. McDill has requested that his permit be allowed to continue 

in force and effect. However, under all the facts and circumstances this 

is impossible. 

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that 

motor vehicle private permit No. 9-A, heretofore issued to the respondent, 

should be revoked and cancelled. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That motor vehicle private permit No. 9-A, 



heretofore issued to J. B. MaDill, be, and the same is hereby, revoked 

and cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day ot December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~SSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



J 
(Decision No. 5475) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES OOMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
NICK :MACARON. ) 

CASE NO. 1292 

December 22, 1933. 

Appearances: A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On December 7~ 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-389, here-

tofore issued to respondent, should not be suspended or revoked for his 

failure to file the necessary insurance policy or surety bond as required 

by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that subsequent to the 

issuance of said show cause order, respondent had filed the proper insurance. 

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that the instant 

·case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant ease be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES C011MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF OOI.ORA.DO 



(Decision No. 5476) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION AI 
OF THE STATE OF COIDRADO tlfA /r& /Vd (.. 6f Y 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OP~IONS OF ) 
.TAMES E. NOONAN AND IVAN C. WILLIAMS, ) 
CO-PARTNERS, DOING BUSINESS 1J'NDER ) CASE NO • 1306 
THE FIRM NAME AND srYI.E OF COLORADO ) 
FAST EXPRESS. ) 

December 22, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission show that a private motor vehicle 

carrier permit No. A-556, was heretofore issued to the above named 

respondents on November 22, 1933, for operation of a private motor vehicle 

freight service between Denver and Fort Collins over U. s. Highway No. 

285, including Boulder and Louisville, from Ft. Collins to Ault, Colorado 

over Colorado State Highway No. 66, and between Ault and Denver, Colorado, 

and all intermediate points over U. s. Highway No. 85. 

It has been brought to the attention of the Commission through 

several complaints that said respondents have been and now are violating the 

provisions of said private motor vehicle carrier permit by operating as a 

motor vehicle common carrier by indiscriminately picking up, transporting 

and laying down freight at the aforesaid points for the general public in 

the State of Colorado for compensation by means of the facilities of an 

associate company or wholly owned subsidiary or otherwise, contrary to the 

provisions of the statute in such cases made and provided. 

The records of the Commission further disclose that no certificate 

of public convenience and necessity has ever been issued to respondents to 

operate as a motor vehicle common carrier or otherwise. 

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the public 

interest requires that an investigation and hearing be had to determine 

whether or not said respondents are operating as a motor vehicle common 



.... -

carrier over and upon the public highways of the State of Colorado as afore-

said in violation of the law and the provisions of s~id private permit. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine whether or not 

said James E. Noonan and Ivan C. Williams, co-partners, doing business under 

the firm name and style of COLORADO FAST EXPRESS, respondents herein, are 

violating the law and the terms and provisions of private motor vehicle permit 

No. A-556, heretofore issued to them, by operating as a motor vehicle common 

carrier over and upon the public highways of the State of Colorado. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondents show cause by written 

statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this date, why the 

Commission should not revoke private motor vehicle permit No. A-556, or enter 

such other order or orders as may be just and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 

set down for hearing before the Commission, in its Hearing Roam, 330 State 

Office Building, Denver, Colorado, on the 24th day of January, A. D. 1934, at 

10 A.M. o'clock, at which time and place such evidence may be introduced and 

such witnesses examined by the Commission or respondents as they may deem 

proper. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 22nd day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF OOIDRADO 



(Decision No. 5477) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES·CO~~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
LEAMON RESLER. ) 

CASE NO. 1297 

December 26 1 1955. 

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Co~nission. 

By the Commission: 

On December 9, 1953, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-480, 

heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure 

to file~e necessary insurance policy or a surety bond as required by 

law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

A hecring was held at which the evidence disclosed that 

subsequent to the issuance of said show cause order, res~ondent had filed 

pro]er insurance. 

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of 
\ 

the opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed, with 

a w:r>:1ing to respondent, however, that hereafter he must be more prompt in 

complying with the law and our Rules and Regulations. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 26th day of December, 1955. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMJ\IIISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORlillO 



• (Decision No. 5478) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC uriLITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COI.DRADO 

* * * 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION 
OF MICHAEL GISI FOR A CERTIFICATE 
OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. 

IN THE MATTER OF THE .APPLICATION 
OF FRED S. EELSO, ET AL., FOR A 
CERTIFICATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE 
AND NECESSITY. 

) 
) 
) 
) 

APPLICATION NO. 696 

APPLICATION NO. 1502 

December 26, 1933. 

By the Commission: 

/ 

On June 4, 1930, in Decision No. 2922, the Commission authorized 

the transfer by Michael Gisi of a portion of the certificate of public con-

venience and necessitytheretofore issued to htm in Application No. 696 to 

Fred S. Kelso. In the same decision (No. 2922) the Commission granted an 

original certificate of public convenience and necessity to said Fred 

' s. Kelso. 

On June 5, 1933, in Case No. 1153 the Commission revoked the 

certificate rights of said Fred s. Kelso for failure to account for C.O.D. 

collection. 

Clara Kelso, the wife of said Fred S. Kelso, has now asked the 

Commission to reinstate the certificates held by Fred S. Kelso, but grant-

ing the same to her instead of her husband. She has filed a written 

agreement with us in which she undertakes to pay any valid claims that may 

exist on account of c.o.D. collections made by her said husband, and other 

debts that may have arisen out of his operation. She further agrees therein 

to carry out an agreement which the Commission has heretofore made with her 

said husband with respect to the payment of taxes, etc. She has also filed 

with the Commission a written request signed by her husband in which he asks 

that said certificates be issued to his said wife. 



• 

While this procedure is somewhat informal, the Commission is 

of the opinion that the certificates heretofore held by said ~red s. XBlso 

should be reinstated by granting certificates of public convenience and 

necessity to Mrs. Kelso. This is in effect a reinstatement and a transfer. 

Mrs. Kelso will be required to pay the usual fee of $5.00 in case of trans-

tars. 

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the public 

convenience and necessity require the issuance to Clara Kelso of certifi-

cates of public convenience and necessity authorizing the operation of a 

motor vehicle system for the conduct of such business as was heretofore 

authorized to be carried on by her husband Fred s. Relso under orders 

heretofore made by the Commission, as aforesaid. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the public convenience and neces-

~ sity require the issuance to Clara Kelso of the certificates of public 

convenience and necessity authorizing the operation of a motor vehicle 

system for the conduct of such business as was heretofore authorized to 

be carried on by her husband Fred s. Kelso under orders heretofore made 

by the Commission as aforesaid, and this order shall be taken, deemed and 

held to be a certificate of public convenience and necessity therefor. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the applicant shall file tariffs of 

rates, rules and regulations and time and distance schedules as required 

by the Rules and Regulations of this Commission governing motor vehicle 

carriers, within a period not to exceed twenty days from the date hereof. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the applicant shall operate such 

motor vehicle carrier system according to the schedule filed with this 

Commission except when prevented from so doing by the Act of God, the 

- 2 -
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... ... • 

public enemy or unusual or extreme weather conditions; and this order 

is made subject to compliance by the applicant with the Rules and Regula-

tiona now in force or to be hereafter adopted by the Commission with 

respect to motor vehicle carriers and also subject to any future legis-

lative action that may be taken with respect thereto. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 26th day of December, 1933. 

- 3 -

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE ST.ATE OF COWRADO 
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(Decision No. 5479) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMIY!ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
JAMES E. NOONAN, IV AN C. WILLIAMS 
AND M. H. NOONAN, CO-P .ARTNERS, 
DOING BUSINESS UNDER THE FIRM 
NAME AND srYLE OF .WESTERN HIGHWAY 
EXPRESS. 

) 
) 
} 
) 
) 
) 

Deeamber 27, 1933. 
- -- ~ - - -- -

By the Commission: 

CASE NO. 1307 

11---•-........-

Information has come to the Commission through various complaints, 

that respondents James E. Noonan, Ivan c. Williams and M. H. Noonan, eo-

partners, doing business under the firm name and style of WESTERN HIGHWAY 

EXPRESS, have been and now are engaged in the business of a common carrier 

by indiscriminately accepting, discharging, transporting and laying down 

freight and express for the general public for compensation between fixed 

points or over established routes within the State of Colorado. 

The records of the Commission disclose that no certificate of 

convenience and necessity has ever been issued to respondents, nor any of 

them, authorizing them to operate as a motor vehicle common carrier under 

the provisions of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, as amended, 

or as a common carrier of freight and/or express under the provisions of 

Chapter 127, Session Laws of Colorado, 1913, as amended. 

According to the information and documents supplied the Commission, 

it appears that respondents have issued a document entitled WRate Schedule 

No. 1, effective November 1, 1933," tram Denver to numerous points in the 
' 

states of Colorado and Wyoming, which sets forth four (4) zone rates on 

shipments weighing from 1 to 70 pounds, fixes c. o. D. fees, insurance fees, 

provides general instructions to the shipper and specifies conditions cover-

ing shipments, including an assumption of common law liability as a common 

carrier. It also appears that respondents issue with each shipment what is 

- 1 -
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entitled a bill ot lading and which by reference makes the conditions and 

provisions of ''Rate Schedule No. l" a part of such bill of lading, although 

respondents claim to be operating as a forwarding company. 

It appears from the records of the Commission that respondents, 

James E. Noonan and Ivan c. Williams operate a private motor vehicle 

carrier operation known as the COLORADO FAST EXPRESS, which operates under 

authority granted by the Commission on November 22, 1933, as evidenced by 

private motor vehicle carrier parmi t No. A.-556. Respondents also have con-

tracts with various private and common carriers operating under authority 

from this Commission for the transportation of their shipments to several 

points in the State of Colorado where the COLORADO FAST EXPRESS is not 

authorized to operate. 

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the public 

interest requires that an investigation and hearing be entered into to 

determine whether or not said respondents are engaged in the business ot 

serving the public for compensation as a common carrier by motor vehicle or 

otherwise, by indiscriminately accepting, transporting, discharging and 

laying down freight and/or express between fixed points or over established 

routes, or otherwise, within this State, without first having obtained a 

certificate of public convenience and necessity from this Commission as 

required by law. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine whether or 

not respondents, James E. Noonan, Ivan C. Williams and M. H. Noonan, co-

partners, doing business under the firm name and style of WESTERN HIGHWAY 

EXPRESS, are engaged in the business of operating as a common carrier for 

compensation by indiscriminately accepting, transporting, discharging and 

laying down freight or express between fixed points or over established 

routes, by motor vehicle or otherwise, within this State without first 

- 2 -
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having obtained a certificate of public convenience and necessity from the 

Public Utilities Commis~ion of the State of Colorado as required b,y the pro-

visions of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, as amended, or Chapter 

127, Session Laws of Colorado, 1913, as amended. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said respondents show cause by written 

statement filed with the Commission within ten days from this date why the 

Commission should not enter an order requiring respondents to cease and desist 

from operating in the State of Colorado as a common carrier by motor vehicle 

or otherwise until they procure a certificate of public convenience and nee-

essity fran this Commission to so operate, and such other order or orders as 

may be meet and proper in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hereby, 

set down for hearing before the Commission, in its Hearing Roam, 330 State 

Office Building, Denver, Colorado, on the 24th day of ~anuary, A. D. 1934, 

at 10 A.M. o'clock, at which time and place such evidence may be introduced 

and such witnesses examined by the Commission or respondents as they may 

deem proper. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 27th day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES OOMMISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COU>RADO 
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(Decision No. 5480) 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF CO:WRADO 

* * * 

J 
y 

IN THE MA.'ITER OF THE APPLICATION ) 
OF RALPH T. PRESTON FOR A CERTIFI- ) APPLICATION NO. 1001-.A. 
CATE OF PUBLIC CONVENIENCE AND } 
NECESSITY. ) 

December 27, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of an application for authority 

to Ralph T. Preston, to wham a certificate of public convenience and nee-

essity was issued in the above entitled application, to lease his certi-

ficate to Harold c. Preston for a period of at least six months and as 

long thereafter ~as shall be agreeable to both parties." 

The Commission has satisfactory proof of the responsibility of 

said Harold c. Preston. 

After careful consideration of all the facts and circumstances 

the Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that authority should be 

granted to Ralph T. Preston to transfer to Harold c. Preston, by way of 

lease, for a period of six months and as long thereafter as shall be 

agreeable to both parties, the certificate of public convenience and nee-

essity as aforesaid. 

ORDER -----
IT IS TrmREFORE ORDERED, That authority be, and the same is 

~ hereby, granted to Ralph T. Preston to transfer to Harold C. Preston, by 

way of lease, for a period of six months and as long thereafter as shall 

be agreeable to both parties, the certificate of public convenience and 

I. 
' 

necessity heretofore issued to said Ralph T. Preston in Application No. 1001. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the tariff of rates, time schedule 

and rules and regulations heretofore filed by the said transferor shall 

l. 
l/ 
1 ~ "' 
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became and remain those ot said transferee herein until changed according 

to law or the rules and regulations ot this Commission. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 27th day ot December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5481) 

At a General Session of The 
Public Utilities Commission of 
the State of Colorado, held at 
its office at Denver, Colorado, 
December 27, 1933. 

INVESTIGATION AND SUB.P.l!fmiON :OOCKET NO • 203 

IT APPEARING, That on December 2, 1933, The Denver and Rio Grande 

Western Railroad Company filed a petition with the Commission requesting 

authority to close its agency station at Mosca, Colorado, effective December 

31, 1933, in accordance with notice to the public, as required by General 

Order No. 34, alleging in said petition that "the business at said station 

of Mosca does not justify the expense of maintaining an agency station at 

said point; that the public convenience and necessity does not require, 

and the safe, efficient and economic operation of petitioner's railroad 

does not justify the maintenance of an agency station at Mosca." 

IT APPEARING FURTHER, That on December l5, 19331 a petition 

signed by some fifty-five alleged residents and tax-payers of Mosca, 

Colorado, and vicinity was filed with the Commdssion protesting the 

closing of the aforesaid agency station at MOsca, Colorado, and alleging 

that on account of the large amount of freight to be handled at said 

station the continuance of the agency station is necessary and particularly 

tor handling the shipment ot the potato and hay crops. 

IT APPEARING FURTHER, That the Commission finds that the proposed 

discontinuance of said agency station might injuriously attect the rights 

and interests of the patrons of said rail carrier, 

IT IS ~QRE ORDERED, That the proposed date of the discon-

tinuance ot the agency station at Mosca, Colorado, be suspended one hundred 

twenty days from December 31, 1933, or until May lt_ ~934, unless otherwise 
~--·----······-----·" ' --···-· 

ordered by the Commission. 

IT IS l!URTBER ORDERED, That the proposed discontinuance of said 

agency station at Mosca, Colorado, be made a subject ot investigation and 

-1-
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determination by the Commission within said period of time or such 

further time as the: same might be suspended. 

IT IS FURT.8ER ORDERED, That the matter ot said petition and 

protest be, and the same is hereby, set down tor hearing before the 

Commdssion in the Court House in Alamosa, ColoradO, at 9:30A.M., on 

Tuesday, January 23, 1934, at which time and place such evidence as is 

proper may be ottered. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERBD, That a copy ot this order be tiled with 

the atoresaid petition tor the proposed discontinuance ot the agency 

station at Moaoa, Colorado, and copies hereof be torthwith served on said 

The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company, the petitioner, and 

Chas. W. Woodard, Esq., .Alamosa, Colorado, attorney tor the protestam.s. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 27th day ot December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMIISSION 
OF TEE ST.ATI OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5482 ) f~Jffr 
:,t., ./ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* • • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 

0. T. HORN. 

(Sharon Springs, Kansas) 

By the Commission& 

) 
) 

CASE NO. ··-·~::;~Q~L .... --

December 28, 1933. 

STATEMENT ---------

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a. parmi t No ....... ~=~-~£ ........ under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in'the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Co10rado, 1931 1 and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 
..... -- ...... 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 
that an inve~iigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FUHTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 £:tate 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. lO..:DD ... ~ .. o'clock ~! .. M., on ..... ~~Il~~E! ..... ~!·-·-·· 
.. li3.4. .... _ .... _. __ _. .. , at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be 
introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

.. / 
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(Decision No. 5485 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• • • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 

~~~~--~~~~~:!..?~--~?.~~.. ) j 
\1920 WazeeSt., Denver, Colo. 

CASE NO •. l9Qg_·-·-····-·· 

STATEMENT ______ ..,. __ 

By the CommissionJ 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No •.. A:749:~t·-·-···· under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDER ---- ~ 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules n.nd Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whe~her any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FUHTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is hera
by, set down for hearing before the Coffimission in its Hearing Room, 330 State 
Of fica Building, Denver, Colorado, at ... lQ.;.OS:L .. o' clock A. •. 'M. , on .. _.J..~m1. .. ~J.'.Y .. l2.,_.~·· 
··-·----~-~~'% ..... _. __ .... , at which time and place such evidence as is prop.er may be 
introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 
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(Decision No. 5484 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

• • • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 
CASE NO •. l~~.Q-····-········ J. C.. KING. ~ 

(917 Acoma St., Denver) 
December 28, 1955. -------

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission discl.o~r~ thr, t the above named re
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No. A -4;9€;)__ __ .... under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R --- ..... 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an inve3tlgation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whether any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, aLd the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. JQ.;_Q_Q ...... o' clock A.~.M. , on ...... ~.E!:!?:~.§-!.7 . .J:..g.J. ____ _ 
··-····-·};.?..£.1.._ ........ , at which time and place such evidence as is pro:per may be 
introduced, 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

:·~; 
J/Z..,/· . 
U'/ 
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(Decision No. 5485 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * • 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF) 
CASE NO •.. -J&+J.--········ ERNEST SUMMERFIELD. ~ 

(Vernon, Colo.) 
December 28, 1933. 

STATEMENT 

By the Commissions 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named re-
spondent was heretofore issued a permit No •.... -11.::-;.0.5.5 ........... under the provisions of 
Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a private carrier by motor vehicle. 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondent has 
failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by Section 16 
of Chapter 120, Session Laws of Colorado, 1931, and by Rule 10 of the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission governing private carriers by motor vehicle. 

ORDER - ... - ..... 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 

that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the above 
named respondent has failed or refused to file an insurance policy or surety 
bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission, and 
if so, whether his permit should therefore be suspended or revoked, and 
whe~her any other order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the 
premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is here
by, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 330 State 
Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at J_Q_;_QQ ______ o• clock .A.~.M., on ... J.aiJ.\l,Q.;r.;[ :1-R.-. .... -.. 
··-·-···l~5~---·---- ..... , at which time and place such evidence as is proper may be 
introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5486 

BEFORE THID PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
MIKELSON BROTHERS & WOODWORTH, ) CASE N0 •..... !-.21:.?, ______ _ 
4/1?/~. FR.N.f~1'.9.~1I ... '!'RTJ.g;rL1.mE.~.-····-- ) 

(Franktown, Colo.) 
December 28, 1955. 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission; -------
The records of the Commission disclose that the above 

named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 

) 

Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 727-A) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rule3 and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office BuildingB Denver, Colorado, at .JQ;.QQ ___ .. o 'clock 
.... :!.I:.~_.JA., on ....... ·-·-·--~~~~IT..J:? .. L~.~--~---·····-·-·---·-··············t at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5489) \ '~/r 

C::C.-¢ .kj 
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION ..> 6' )' :1~ 

OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
WILLIAM BURDETTE AND CHARLES ) 
BURDETTE, DOING BUSINESS AS ) 
BURDETTE TRANSFER. ) 

PRIVATE PERMIT NO. A-476 

December 50, 1935 

By the Commission: 

The Commission is in receipt of a communication from the above 

named Burdette Transfer, stating that they are no longer hauling from 

Denver, and the Commission assumes that it is their desire to have the 

permit cancelled. 

After careful consideration of the matter, the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that said permit should be cancelled. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-476, 

heretofore issued to William Burdette and Charles Burdette, doing busL~ess 

as Burdette Transfer, be, and the same is hereby, cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 30th day of December, 1953. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 



j 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COM2AISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
C. J. HOOVER. ) 

*** 
CASE NO. 1500 

December 50, 1955. 

(Decision No. 5490) 

Appearaances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On December 9, 1955, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named recpondent to show cause why private permit No. A-492, 

heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure 

to keep on file with the Commission an insurance policy or surety bond as 

required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

At the hearing the evidence disclosed that respondent's insurance 

was cancelled July 25, 1955, and has not been replaced. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-492, heretofore issued 

to respondent, should be revoked for his failure to file the necessary 

insurance policy or surety bond as required by law. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, T:~at private permit No. A-492, heretofore· 

issued to C. J. Hoover, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 50th day of December, 1935. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. ~ 



j 
(Decision No. 5491) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COIViltAISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
OLA JENKINS. ) 

*** 
CASE NO. 1298 

December 50, 1953. 

Appearances: A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On December 9, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-485, 

heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his failure 

to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 

and Regulations of the Co~nission. 

A hearing was held on said matter, at which the evidence disclosed 

that respondent's insurance expired October 1, 1933, and had not been renewed. 

After a careful consideration of the record, the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-485, heretofore issued 

to him, should be revoked for his failure to file insurance. 

IT IS THi::HEFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-485, heretofore 

issued to Ola Jenkins, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 30th day of December, 1933. 
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/ 
(Decision No. 5492) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
E. L. CAIN AND W. J. DuRAY. ) 

CASE NO. 1299 

December 50, 1955. 

Appearances: A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On December 9, 1935, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondents to show cause why private permit No. A-490, 

heretofore issued to them, should not be suspended or revoked for their 

failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and 

the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was held at which the evidence disclosed that respondents' 

insurance was cancelled August 10, 1953, and has not been renewed. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-490, heretofore issued 

to respondents, should be revoked for their failure to file insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-490, heretofore 

issued to E. L. Cain and W. J. DuRay, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 50th day of December, 1933. 

Tllli PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~SSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

.. { 



t '<.t'~ -.1:1. -- . - -·- . 

I 

1 

• 
(Deoision No. 5493) 

BUOBE THI PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF '!liE STATE OF . COIDRAOO 

* * * * * 
IN TBE IW.'TER OY TBJ: APPLICJ.TIO!l ) 
OF FlUN1C W. MILLER J'OR TRANSFER OF ) 
CDRTIFIC.ATB OF PUBLIC CONVENIBNCI ) 
AND DOISSITY. ) 
- - ------ - ----- - - - -

JPPLICATION NO. 2031-.l. 

- - --- - -- -
Deeember 30, 1913 • 

.lppearanoea: A. s. Isbill, Esq., DenTer, Colordo, 
•ttorney :tor applioant :&'rank 11'. Miller. 

STATEMENT ---------
B,y the Commission: 

This is an application by Frank w. Miller seeking authorit7 for 

Blair Miller to transfer to the said Frank W. Miller the eertif'icate of' 

public conTenience and necessity originally issued in Application No. 2033t 

whioh authorizes the transportation of tre ight and express between Den'ftr, 

Oolorado, and Seibert, Vona, Stratton, Bethune and Burlington, Oolorado, 

and the territory within a radius of' twenty miles of Burlington, Colorado. 

J.t the hearing Exhipit No. 1 was introduced. which was a written 

assignment tram Blair Miller to Frank 11'. Miller of said certificate ~ar-

iDg date of Deo8lllber 22, 1133. 

No appearances were entered for the said Blair Miller, and the 

Ocmmission assumes by Tirtue of' the written assigm~ent matle by him on 

December 22, 1933, that he desires authority tram this Commission to ~ 

the said transfer. 

· The eTidenoe further disolosed that no obligations are outstanding 

against the operations of the said Blair Miller that are not to be assumed 

by the said Frank 1J. Miller. 

It was further diaelosed that the said transferee, Frank 1. Miller, 

is in f'inanoial condition to earry on said operations and has had auftioient 

experience to quality him as a motor Tehiole operator. 

After oaretul consideration of' the eTidenoe, the Commission is 
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. . ~ . 

• 
ot the opinion, and ao finds, that authority to transfer the aforesaid 

certificate ot convenience and necessity, originally issued in Application 

No. 2033, should be granted as prayed. • 

.Q.!!!! 
IT IS THJmE:roRE ORDERED, That authority be, and the same is 
. . . 

he:reb,y, granted to Blair Miller to truster to Frank W. Miller 'the oerti-

ticate ot public convenience and necessity originally iaaued in Applioation 

No. 2033. 

IT IS llUR'l'BER ORD'IRED, That the tarttt ot rates and rules and 

regulations ot the tranateror herein shall became and remain those ot the 

transferee herein until.ehanged according to law and the Rules aD4 

Regulations ot the Commission. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this tB~mster shall not become 

etteetive until the proper and necessary insurance is on tile with this 

Oonmiasion. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 30th.day of December, 1933. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE ST~ OF COLORADO. 
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(Decision No. 5404) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF TBE. 8rA.TK OF. COU>lWlO 

• * * * * 
D THE RESIDENTIAL LIGFfiNG RAft ) 
OF DEW4L!NG LIGH'f .AND PODR ) nrvES'fiGA.TION .I.ND SUSPENSION 

I>OCIEI' NO • I.Of, CJOMP .ANY • ) -- - - - - - -- - - - - --

Deoember so, lt:&$. 
~ ----- ---
STATEMENT ----------

Bl the Commission: 

On Deoember 1, 1933, the 0011111ission reoei nd trcm ltremmlins 

Light & Power Company, an electric utility operating in the town of 

..... '-.. 

Kremmling, a new l'ate selledule, Oolo. P.u.o. :No. I a part of whioh original 

aheet No. 3 applies to Coml.eroial Lighting, Residential oonaumers and in 

some respeota inereases the rates being charged by said utility. It is the 

policy of the Commission to require sutticient justification of any increasas 

in rates charged by utilities, to be made at a formal hearing. 

The Commission is, therefore, of the opinion, and so finds, that 

it should not permit this rate, Colo. P.u.c. No. a, original sheet No. 3, 

applicable to residential lighting, to become ef~ctiTe January 1, 1934 

as written and should require formal justification to be made of said 

increases at a hearing to be held thereon and that, pending said hearing 

and decision by the Commission, the said rates in so fer as they affect 

any increases should be suspended. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORI ORDIRID, That the operation of said rates con-

tained in said tariffs be suspended, and that the use of said rates and 

charges therein stated, be deterred one hunclred u.d twenty days trom this 

date or until the 3oth day of April, 1934, unless otherwise ordered b,y the 

Commission, and no increase shall be made in any of the said utility's 



,, 

rates and eharses during the aaid period ot suapansion. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this matter be, and the same is 

hereby, set down tor hearing in the Hearing Room ot the Commission, 330 

State Ottiee Building, Denver, Colorado, on Jri487, February a, 1934, at 

10 o'eloak A.JI. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 30th day ot December, 1g33. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE ST.ATI OF COLORADO . 

- .. 
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(Decision No. 5495) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * * 
RE MOTOR VEHIClE OPERATIONS OF ) 
TED CARPENTER .AND SON. ) OASJ£ NO. 1313 

Deoember 30, 1933. -- - ~ - - - - -
STATEMENT ----------

B,y the Commission: 

Information has come to the Commission that Ted Carpenter and 

son, to whom a private motor vehicle permit, No. A-553, has been issued, 

are soliciting business generally and that they hale been transporting 

freight to points and over routes not authorized to be served by their 

permit. 

The Commission is ot the opinion, and so finds, that it should 

enter upon an in~stigation tor the purpose of determining whether or 

not said Carpenter and son are operating as common carriers, and whether 

or not they are operating over routes and to points not authorized to be 

served by their said permit • 

.Q.!!!li 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the Commission, on its own motion, 

enter upon an investigation tor the purpose of determining whether or not 

Ted carpenter and son are operating as common carriers and whether they 

are operating in exeess of the authority granted them by their private 

motor vehicle permit No. A-553. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the respondents show cause b.Y 

written answer to be tiled with the Commission within ten days tram this 

date why their aaid permit should not be revoked and cancelled beoau .. of 

their acting as oammon carriers and because of their operating over routes 

and to points not authorized to be served by their said per.mit. 

/;( 
(,f,.;n 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDBRED, That this matter be, and the same is 

hereby, set down tor hearing in the Hearing Room ot the Ocmmission, 330 

State Office Building, DenTer, Colorado, on Fridq, J'anuary la, 1934, 

at lO o'clock A.M. 

Dated at DenTer, Colorado, 
this 30th day ot Daoamber, 1933. 

THB PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STA!'.B OF COIDRADO • 

... 
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IT IS FURl'IER ORDERED, That the respondent show cause by written 

answer to be filed with the Commission within ten days from this date why 

his said permit No. 1-A, should not be revoked and cancelled because of his 

acts and doings with respect to his c. o. D. collections, particularly the 

one made on October 7, 1933, on a shipment made by Robinson-Chase Company 

to Mr. Bonner Brice of Walsenburg, Colorado. 

rr IS FURTHER ORDERED, That this matter be, and the same is 

hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission, in its Hearing Room, 

330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, on Friday, January 12, 1934, 

at 10 o'clock A.M., at which time and place such evidence as is proper 

may be introduced. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 30th day of December, 1933. 

-2-

nm PUBLIC UTn.ITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5496} 

BElDRE mE PtJBLIC UTILITI:ES C<MIISSION 
OF TEE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
;r • D • PJ!:BRY • CASE NO • 1314 

December 30, 1933 

STATEMENT ____ ..,.. ___ _ 
By the Commission: 

On 1une 19 1 1931, the Commission issued motor vehicle private 

permit No. 1-A to J. D. Perry. Information has now come to the Corrmiasion 

that the said Perry is engaged in conduct with respect to c. o. D. 

collections which is wholly inconsistent with the duties and oblisations 

of a carrier. The Commission is informed specifically that on, to-wit, 

October 7, 1933, Robinson-Chase Company, a corporation, doing business 

in Denver, Colorado, made a c. o. D. shipment by the truck line of the re-

spondent, ;r. D. Perry, to independent distributors at Walsenburg, Colorado; 

that the c. o. D. collection was immediately made and that the shipper has 

made respectful efforts to collect the money due it from Perry. The Com-

mission is further informed that said Perry has been disrespectful to the 

shipper in connection with the matter and has attempted to penalize the 

shipper for having taken the matter up with this Commdssion. 

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that an order 

should be made requiring the respondent, J. D. Perry, to show cause wby 

his said permit should not be revoked and cancelled. 

ORDER -----
IT IS l~QRE ORDERED, That an investigation be entered into 

to investigate the acts and doings of the said J. D. Perry with respect 

to the collection of c. 0. D. moneys and accounts in general, and in 

particular with respect to the conduct of said Perry in connection with 

the c. o. D. collection made on the said shipment by Robinson-Chase Company. 

-1-
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(Decision No. 5498) / 
,/' I \;~ BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
V) ~ OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

/ *** 
IN THE MATTER OF THE APPLICATION ) 
OF GUY J. BRADFORD AND ARTHUR W. ) 
HANCOCK, ET AL., FOR AUTHORITY ) 
TO TRANSFER A CERTIRICATE OF PUB- ) 
LIC CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY. ) 

APPLICATION NO, 1757-A 

December 50, 19"55 

Appearances: Mr. Guy J. Bradford, Greeley, Colorado, 
pro~; 

By the Commission: 

Mr. A, W, Hancock, Greeley, Colorado, 
pro~ and for W. G. Hancock. 

This is an application by Guy J. Bradford, doing business as 

The Yellow Cab and Transfer Company, for authority to transfer a certifi-

cate of public convenience and necessit.y, heretofore issued to him in 

Application.No. 1757, to Arthur W. Hancock and W. G. Hancock, co-partners, 

who will do business under the name of The Yellow Cab and Transfer Company. 

A hearing was held at which it appeared that all debts arising 

out of the operation conducted under authorit,y of said certificate have 

been paid; that the applicants are men of good reputation and have a fairly 

good financial condition. 

After careful consideration of the evidence the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that authority should be granted to make the 

transfer as desired • 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That authority be, and the same is 

hereby, granted to Guy J. Bradford to transfer to Arthur W. Hancock and 

w. G. Hancock, co-partners, doing business as The Yellow Cab and Transfer 

Company, the certificate of public convenience and necessity heretofore 

issued in Application No. 1757-A. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the tariff of rates, time schedule 

and rules and regulations heretofore filed by the said transferor shall 

become and remain those of said transferee herein until changed according 

to law or the rules and regulations of this Commission. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 50th day of December, 1955. 

-2-

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 
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(Decision No. 5500 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

STATEMENT __ .... _____ _ 

BY the Commission: -----------

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 1S4, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1375) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations ot the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .1-.Ql.Q.Q ___ "o'olock 
__ ! .•..... M., on .. -·-·-···J~Y.~.t'Y. .... ~.§.,. __ l.~.Q.i._. _____ ..... -·-····-·······-·-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

.......... _ .................. -.................. -·-··------··--·--·-· ... ---
Commissioners. 



Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5501 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

AUSTIN lillD AUSTIN. 

) 
) 
) 

* * 

(Niwot, Colo.) 
January 5, 1954. 

By the Commission: 
~------~-----

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1582) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1<;;127, and by Rule 33 of the Rulen and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. ..lO.;JlQ. .. _.o 'clock 
__ Aa..-.. M., on.·-····--~·····g_~., ... l~Qi.-·······-······················-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 

!' / 
,'··· 



~'J 

Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5502 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBtiC UTILITIES COMMISSION . 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * .. 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
WILLIAM A. CRUMB, DOING BUSINESS) 
AS CRUMB TRANSFER COMPANY. ) 
·(122···s~~-th"··w~b"b-;;··s--t:-~··--·-····-····-·· 

Colorado Springs, Colo.) January s, 1954• 
- -.-------

STATEMENT 

By the Commissio~~ 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1425) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the.Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered·into to deter
~ine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .lQ_;.QQ._ .. o 'clock 
.... !.b .. _ . .M., on ....... ·-·-·-···~§:g~;r_:y __ g?.., .. J:~~~·-·-·······-····················• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 



(Decision No. 5505) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES C0~1ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
A. H. BAXSTROM. ) 

Ey the Commission: 

**** 

CASE NO, 925 

January 5, 1954 

On July 26, 1952, the Commission entered its order sus-

pending private permit No. A-210, heretofore issued to the above named 

respondent, until such time as he should file the necessary insurance 

polic.y or surety bond required by law and our rules and regulations. 

The record discloses that on June 8, 1955, respondent 

filed proper insurance with the Commission, and we are, therefore, of 

the opinion, and so find, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDEHED, That the instant case be, and 

the same is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
·this 5th day of January, 1954, 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No.5504) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
REX H. TALCOTT. ) 

CASE NO. 904 

(r~)--
o 

January 5, 1954 

By the Commission: 

On July 26, 1952, the Commission entered its order suspending 

the certificate of public convenience and necessit,y heretofore issued to 

respondent in Application No. 1367, until such time as respondent should 

file the necessary insurance policy or sure~ bond as required by law. 

It was further provided in said order that if respondent failed to file 

the necessary insurance polic.y or suret,y bond within one year from the 

date thereof, then said certificate would be automatically cancelled 

and revoked. 

Said period of suspension expired July 26, 1955, and responden\ ,, 

failed to file the necessary insurance. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that said certificate of public convenience 

and necessit,y, heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1567, 

should be revoked for his failure to file proper insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public con-

venience and necessity, heretofore issued in Application No. 1567 to Rex 

H. Talcott, be, and the same is hereby, revoked and cancelled. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th day of January, 1954. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5505) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
GEORGE B. WILLIAMS, DOING BUSINESS ) 
AS WILLIAMS-SIDNEY-DENVER TRANSFER. ) 

CASE NO. 957 

January 5, 1954. 

By tbe Commission: 

On January 12, 1955, the Commission entered its order suspend-

ing the certificate of public convenience and necessity heretofore issued 

to the above named respondent in Application No. 1541, for his failure to 

file highway compensation tax reports, pay highway compensation taxes and 

file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 

and Regulations of the Commission. 

It was provided in said suspension order that unless respondent 

filed all highway compensation tax reports, paid all such taxes, and filed 

such insurance as is required by law and the rules and regulations of the 

Commission, together with an affidavit that he had not operated for hire 

during said period of suspension, said certificate of public convenience 

and necessity would be revoked without further notice. 

Said suspension period expired July 12, 1955, and respondent has 

not complied with any of the above requirements. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinioh, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and 

necessity heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1541, should 

be revoked for his failure to make monthly reports, pay highway compensa-

tion taxes and file the necessary insurance required by law. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public 



convenience and necessit,r heretofore issued in Application No. 1541 

to George B. Williams, doing business as Williams-Sidney-Denver 

Transfer, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th day of January, 1954. 

-2-

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

·~ 



Form No. 6. 

{Decision No. 5506 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 
) FOREST WOODARD. 

(Kiowa, Colo.) 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

CASE NO •.. l.BllL._ ..... 

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent v.ras heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1016) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by mo·\;or vehicle, 

0 R D E R - .... -- .. 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 

motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Buildingi Denver, Colorado, at .. lQ.;.QQ_ ..... o'clook 
. .lh ... _ .. M., on ........ -·-·-··-·--~~~!:¥. ... g§_, _____ ~~~--·······-············"·······' at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced, 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 

r. \ ___ ·-~3 \~ 'li, 
.1 (J·'; · . . r 

At· · ·~·. 
-~_If · . 



Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5507 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COW.MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

~--~~~-~~---~~~-··········-·-·-·-·-············-
(Eastlake, Colo.) 

* * * 

) 
) 
) 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 

) 

Session Laws of Colorado, 19.27, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1565) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. _._:g~-~-Q.Q .. o'clock 
.... All ... -.M·, on.·-·-·-·-···-·····-··J..~Y~.+.~ . ..?..~-J.. .. l.~.Q.4. ........ -·············-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 



~j 
/ 

• 

Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5508 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
) 

p_, .. Jt~ .. _g_';J;'J?J!.Al!'! .. t-··········-·-·······-·-·-·······-····-·· ) 
(2225 Tremont Pl., Denver) 

January 5, 1934. 

STATEMENT 

CASE NO •.. -.1-~Q.. ___ _ 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued u certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle.(Application No. 1911) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rulo 33 of the Ruler; and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed 01· refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Co1nmission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .lQ.H!.Q._.. ... o'clock 
.... A ... _.JA., on.·-····-·-······················-···J§.l1.~.:rY. .... ?..~.J._.!.~.9.:~ .......... _ .. , a.t which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 



Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5509 ) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 

R. S. CHOATE. 
··-·<:r;i~id~~i;···a~i~·:r···-·-·-·-·-·-····-····-·· 

* * * 

) 
) 
) 

January 5, 1954. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore 
convenience and necessity under 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, 
business of a common carrier by 

issued a certificate of public 
the provisions of Chapter 134, 
authorizing him to engage in the 
motor vehicle. (Application No.l266-A 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rulea and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R D E R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to dater
mine if the above na~ed respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Commission, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. _.:!Q!.QQ ___ o 'clock 
.A •.... _.J~., on .............. -...... J..~.P.-Y9-U .... ~.S.., ... l~.Q~ ............. -._··········-··• at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5510) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STnE OF. COIDRADO 

* * * * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OJ' ) 
FRED PRICE. ) 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - -

O.ASB NO. 941 

STATEMENT ____ ..,. ___ _ 
By the Commission: 

On January 12, 1935, the Commission entered its order suspending 

private permit No. A-236, heretofore issued to the aboTe named respondent, 

tor his failure to tile monthly highway eampensation tax reports, and tor 

his failure to tile an insurance policy or a surety bond as required by law 

and the rules and regulations ot the Commission. 

It was provided in said suspension order that unless respondent 

made said reports, paid all taxes due, and tiled the necessary insurance, 

together with an attidaTit that he had not operated tor hire during said 

suspension period, then said permit would be revoked without further notiee. 

Said period of suapenaton expired 1ulf 12, 1133, and respondent 

tailed to comply with any of the above requirements. 

After caretul consideration of the record the Commission is ot the 

opinion, and so finds, that said private permit No. A-236, heretofore issued 

to respondent, should be revoked • 

.Q.!!.~!!! 

IT IS 'l'HEBEJURE ORlli!:BED, That private permit No. A-236, heretofore 

issued to Fred Priee, be, and the same is hereby revoked.. 

I 

I 

Dated at Denver,J Colorado, 
this 5th day ot .-:f anuary, 1934. 

I 

I 
I 

THI PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF OO:WlUDO 

COlllllissioJf~ 



-
(Deoiaion No. 5511) 

\ 

rr. ~. 
l j 

y 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF OOU>RADO 

* * * 
BB MOTOR VEHIOU: OPERATIONS Ol!' ) 
WJ.LLACE V. EC»LESTON AND THEODOU ) 
EOO~~. ) 

C.ASI NO. 956 

1anuary 5, 1934. - - - - - - - -

!!!TE,!!!! 
if the Commission: 

On 1anuary 12, 1933, the Commission entered its order suspending 

the oertitieate ot public oonvenienoe and neoessit,y, heretofore issued to 

the above named respondents, tor a period ot six months t.rom date of said 

order tor their failure to tile monthly reports, pay highway eompensation 

taxes, and tile with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety 

bond required by law. 

It was provided in said order unless respondents tiled all highway 

compensation tax reports due, paid all such taxes, and tiled the necessary 

insurance policy or a surety bond, together with an attidavit that they had 

not operated tor hire during said suspension period, said oertitioate of 

public convenience and necessity would be revoked without further notioe. 

Said suspension period expired 1uly 12, 1933, and respondents tailed 

to comply with any ot the above requirements. 

After careful consideration ot the record the Commission is ot the 

opinion, and so tinds, that the oertitioate ot public eonvenianoa and nee-

esaity heretofore issued to respondents in Application No. 1604 should be re-

voked tor their failure to make monthly reports, pay highway compensatio:a taxes 

ant tile the naoasaary insurance policy or surety Dond required by law. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREl!'ORE ORDERED, That the certificate ot public oonl'enianae 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Wallace V. Eggleston ana Theodore Eggleston 

- 1 -



in Application No. 1604, be, and the same is hereby, re'YOkecl. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th Elay of :ranuary, 1g34. 

THE PUBLIO UTILITIES OO*ISSION 
OJ' THE STAB OF OOLOR.&DO 

o_'4<-



( 

(Decision No. 5512) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF 'l'HE STATE Ol OOWR!DO 

• * • 

U MOTOR VBHICU: OPERATIONS OF ) 
W. R. BOOK. ) 

CASE NO. t31 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
J'anuaey 5, 1954. 
'11111!'-------

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

On January 10, 1933, the Comaission entered its order suspending 

the certitioate ot public convenience and necessity heretofore issued to 

respondent in Application No. 1385, tor a period ot six months traa date 

ot said order tor his failure to Jll8.ke month~ highway oampensatioD. tu: 

reports, pay highway compensation taxes and tile the necessary inauranoe 

policy or surety bond aa required by law and the Rules and Regulations ot 

the Commission. 

It was provided in said suspension order that unless respondent 

tiled all highw~ oampensatio~ tax reports due, paid all such taxes, tiled 

the necessary inauranoe polioy or a surety bond, and also tiled an atti-

davit to the ettect that he had not operated tor hire iuring said period 

ot suspension, said certificate ot public convenience and necessity would 

be revoked without further notiee. 

Said suspension period expired July 10, 1933, and respondent 

tailed to comply with any ot the above requirements. 

Atter careful consideration ot the record the Commission is ot 

the opinion, and so tinds, that the certificate ot public convenience and 

necessity heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1385 should 

be revoked tor his failure to make monthly highway ~pensation tax 

reports and tile the necessary insurance policy or surety bond required by 

law. 



OR Dill -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate ot public con-

venienoe and necessity, heretofore issued to w. R. Book in Application 

No. 1S85, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th day ot 1anuary, 1934. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES OOIIUSSIOlf 
Ol!' 'ME STATI 0! OOIDIWX) 



Form No. 6. 

(Decision No. 5515 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 

~-~-~g~--,~~-~--···-····-·-·-····-····-·······-·······--··-·· ~ 
(531 Howes St., Fort Collins, Colo.) 

J~nE-a.!y_ 5.1 ]-9~4..! _ 

STATEMENT 

By the Commission: ---

) 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above 
named respondent was heretofore issued a certificate of public 
convenience and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 134, 
Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, authorizing him to engage in the 
business of a common carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1989) 

Information has come to the Commission, that said re
spondent has failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as 
required by Section 17 of Chapter 134, Session Laws of Colorado, 
1927, and by Rule 33 of the Rule~l and Regulations of the Commission 
governing common carriers by motor vehicle. 

0 R DE R 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own 
motion, that an investigation and hearing be entered into to deter
mine if the above named respondent has failed or refused to file an 
insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules 
and Regulations of the Coomisslon, and if so, whether his certifi
cate should therefore be suspended or revoked, and whether any other 
order or orders should be entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same 
is hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing 
Room, 330 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at .. ~Q.;_Q_Q_ ..... o'clock 
.. .A.o..._ . .!J. , o n .................. J.!ii:JlJl~.Y..J~.Q.,. .. _:l~Q~.--·-·-·-··········-·""·· .. -·., at which time and 
place such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COt~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

Commissioners. 



Form No. 6. (Decision No. 5514) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

*** 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
JOE AND JAMES MATTED I. ) 

(Ludlow, Colo.) 

CASE NO. 1525 

January 5, 1954. 

By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named 
respondents were heretofore issued a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 154, Session Laws of 
Colorado, 1927, authorizing them to engage in the business of a common 
carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 1981) 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondents 
have failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by 
Section 17 of Chapter 154, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by 
Rule 55 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing common 
carriers by motor vehicle. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the 
above named respondents have failed or refused to file an insurance 
policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission, and if so, whether their certificate should therefore 
be suspended or revoked, and whether any other order or orders should be 
entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is 
hereby, set down ior hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Room, 
550 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 o'clock A. M., 
on Thursday, the 25th day of January, 1954, at which time and place 
such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th. day of January, 1954. 

T;;~ PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5515) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMNliSSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOtOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
MIKE GISI AND JOHN F. TO\J3ERT, 
DOING BUSINESS AS YUMA TRMiSPORTA
TION COMPANY. 

(Yuma, Colo.) 

) 
) 
) 
) 

January 5, 1954. 

By the Commission: 

The records of the Commission disclose that the above named 
respondents were heretofore issued a certificate of public convenience 
and necessity under the provisions of Chapter 154, Session Laws of 
Colorado, 1927, authorizing them to engage in the business of a common 
carrier by motor vehicle. (Application No. 2016) 

Information has come to the Commission that said respondents 
have failed to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by 
Section 17 of Chapter 154, Session Laws of Colorado, 1927, and by 
Rule 53 of the Rules and Regulations of the Commission governing common 
carriers by motor vehicle. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, by the Commission, on its own motion, 
that an investigation and hearing be entered into to determine if the 
above named respondents have failed or refused to file an insurance 
policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules and Regulations 
of the Commission, and if so, whe~~er their certificate should therefore 
be suspended or revoked, and whether any other order or orders should be 
entered by the Commission in the premises. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That said matter be, and the same is 
hereby, set down for hearing before the Commission in its Hearing Roo~, 
530 State Office Building, Denver, Colorado, at 10:00 o'clock A. M., 
on Thursday, the 25th day of January, 1954, at which time and place 
such evidence as is proper may be introduced. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 5th day of January, 1934. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

r;;_~.4~ 

CZI~L 
Commissi 



(Decision No. 5516) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES C01iMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
E. E. BROCKMAN, DOING BUSINESS ) 
AS COLORADO AND UTAH MOTOR WAY. ) 

*** 

CASE NO. 917 

January 6, 1954. 

SOC the Commission: 

On December 51, 1952, the Commission entered its order sus-

pending the certificate of public convenience and necessit,r, heretofore 

issued to the above named respondent in Application No. 1650, for a 

period of six months from date of said order for his failure to file 

reports, pay highw~ compensation taxes, and for his failure to file 

the necessary insurance polic,y or suret.r bond required by law and the 

rules and regulations of the Commission. 

It was provided in said suspension order that unless respondent 

filed all highway compensation tax reports due, paid all such taxes, and 

filed the necessary insurance policies or a surety bond, together with an 

affidavit that he had not operated for hire during said period of suspen-

sion, said certificate of public convenience and necessity would be revoked 

without further notice. 

Said period of suspension expired July 1, 1955, and respondent 

failed to comply with any of the above requirements. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and 

necessi~ heretofore issued to respondent in Application No.l650 should 

be revoked. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public con-



venience and necessity, heretofore issued to E. E. Brockman, doing 

business as Colorado and Utah Motor Way, in Application No.l650, be, 

and the same is hereb,y, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 6th day of January, 1954. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



.... - - ,#1 
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{Decision No. 551?) 

BUORE Tim PUBLIC UTILITIES OOMMISSION 
Ol TBE- STJ.TE OF .OOLOIUDO 

IN THE MAT'l'ER OF THE APPLICATION ) 
OF D. B •. SNOUfiSR, 1 • . :M •. THOMPSON, ) 
:ID TARMAN, PAlJL .R • l'INN.SY. AND. ~. P. ) 
lfURNER FOR A.UT1IORITY . '1'0 Mm _ OIRT.A.IN } 
'!'RJNSFmis o:if ClmTIFIOATES OF - - ) 
:ptJBLio oo~~ .Jl'W: NECESsiTY. ) 

January a, 1934. 
~ - - - ~ - .. -

Appearances: Mr. D. B. Snoutter, Colorado Springs, 
Oolora~o, ;ero ..!!.i 

!( the Oammissi~~: 

Mr. ~aul :a. J'inney, Bolorado Springs, 
Color~do,. pro 1!!.~ 

S!!T:I!!!! 

Thia is' an application by D. B. Snou:rter, 1. :M. Thompson, Ed 
~ .. . . . 

Tarman, Paul R. Finney and P. P. Turner tor authority to make certain 
·- . . ' 

transfers of certificates of public convenience and DBoesaity. 

A aumber ot steps have heretofore been taken in these app11oa-

tiona. In order to avoid contusion and to have the whole history written 

out, we shall a·tate what has heret01'ore trenap1re4. 

The Commission issued in Application No. 694 a oerti~ioate of 

public convenieuce end necessity to a. w. Kight and E. :r. Tarman, eo-

partners, authorizing the use of tour automobiles in conducting a sight-

seeing operation in the Pikes Peak region. In J.pplioation No. 713 we. 

iaaued a similar certificate to P. P. Turner, authorizing the use of two 

automobiles in aueh bueineas. In Application Bo. 735 we issued a. certi-
: ., 

fioate of public: convenience and necessity to Toay and Leonard Co~, 

George Sinnott and D. B. Snoutter, authorizing the UM ot eight auto-

mobiles. Some two subsequent orders have been made in each of those appli-

cations. All three certificates were at one time held by said Snouffer, 

said Ool.yns, said Tarman, said Turner and 1. M. Thompson. 
. ' 

On June 29, 1932, we authorized the fi~ to transfer a portion of 

said consolidated certificate to the two aaid Ool¥aa, giving tham the right 



' I 

I 

.. 

to operata ti ve ears, leaving Snou:tter, Tarman, T'urner u.t 'fhao.paon the 

right to operate aine ears. 

In the present applioation (there have been aaveral attempts at 
. ~ 

gettimg ~e application in :proper form.) a.uthori ty is aought to trana:ter to 

said 'l.'8.1'11Wl a 11ortion of the remaining oertitioate 08l':t"Jill8 the right te 

use two cera, ani to truster the •ama.ining portion to a :uw firm in which 

Paul R. Finney would be substituted in the pla.ee of aaid 'furner. 

At the hearing the evidenu showed that all debts growing 0\lt of 

the operation of the partnerShip under the eertifieates in (U&stien A&~ 

been pa14. 'l'he evidenee tul"tb.er showed that Paul 1\. Finney is quite. 

responsible, ·both as a motor vehicle operator.a.nd tinuoial.l.y. 

Attar oaretul oonaidsration of the evidence the Commission ia of 

the opinion, and so finds, that authority should be granted aa preyed • 

.2.!t!!! 

IT IS T.BEREl!'OBE ORDERED, That authority 'be, and the same ia hereby', 
. . . 

granted to the :partnership D. B. Snouffer, :r. 11. 'rhompson, Ed Tarman and 
. . 

P. P. ~ner to tra.nster a portien ot the consolidated o.ertifieate o:t public 

convanianee and necessity to said Ed Tarman with the right in him to uae 
. . 

two automobiles, and the remaining portion of the oerti:ticate to a naw fiEM 

consisting o:t D. B. Snouffer, :r. 11. Thompson and Paul R. Finney. 
. . 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the tariff of rates, time schedule 
~ . . ~ ., . . .. ~ ~ 

and rules and regulations heretofore tiled by the said transferors ah&ll 

become and remain those of said transferees herein until changed aceording 

to law or the rules and regulations o:t this Commission. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
thia 8th day ot J~uary, l9S4. 

'rBE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STA.T:S. OF OOU>R.Al)Q . 



(Deciaion No. 5118) 

/1A~f /(J CJ 

l3U'OBE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
or_ THE S'l'ATE OF COI.OR.f.DO 

• 11'. 

BE MOTOR VEHIOU: OPERATIONS OF ) 
D. B. ~0~, El}_T~, P! _P. ) 
'l'URNER AND .. ~! M •. 'lliOMPSQN. ) - - - --- -- -- ~ - -- -

CASE NO. 1288 

' ' . 

1anua.:ey 10, 1934. 
~ --- .. - -

STATEMENT _______ ....,_ 

B7 the Oommiaaion: 

An order was made herein requiring the respondents to shew 

eause why their O&rtitioatea ot public convenienee and neceaai ty should 

not be revoked because ot the respondents splitting up their certificate 

and operating independently without authority tro.m the Comnission. 

After the order was made respondents secured the necessary authority tor 

transferring their certificates. We have, therefore, intor.med them that 

this case would be dismiaaecl. 

IT IS THEREFORI ORDBaKD, That the above entitled ease be, and 
' - ' - " 

the asae ia hereby, dianiaaed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this lOth.day ot 1aDuary, 1934. 

T.BE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
or TBE STATi o:r .. CQI;D~ . _ 



- r 

?/ 
(Decision No. 551~) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES OO:w.«<SSION 
OF THE Sr.ATE OF. OOU>RJ.DO 

* * * 
RJ: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
J. O. VAUGHN, DOING BtJ'SINESS AS ) 
THE VA.UGHN TRANSFER AND TRANS- ) 
PORT.lTION COMPANY. ) 

CASK NO. 985 

- - - - - - - - -
January 10, 1934. 
~ - - - - - - - -
STATEMENT -----------

By the Commission: 

On October 5, 1~32, the Commission entered its order suspending 

the certificate ot public convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to 

the above named respondent, tor a period not exceeding one year tor his 

failure to tile the necessary insurance policy or surety bond as required 

by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

It was provided in said suspension order that respondent's oerti-

tioate would be reinstated at any time during aa14 suspension period upon 

the tiling ot proper insuranoe by respondent. 

Said periocl. ot suspension expired October 5, 1~33, and respondent 

has tailed to tile an insurance policy or surety bond. 

After careful consideration or the record the Commission is ot 

the opinion, and so rinds, that the certificate ot public convenience and 

necessity, heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 951, should 

be revokad tor his failure to tile insur~ce. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued in Application No. 956 to J. c. Vaughn, 

doing business as The Vaughn Transfer and Transportation Company, be, and 

the same is hereb,y, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this lOth day ot January, 1934. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



\ 
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(Decision No. 5521) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
HARRY MATriSON OASB NO. 1304 

~anuary 11, 1934. 

Appearances: Mr • .A • .A. Von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
tor the Commission. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

An order was made requiring the respondent, Harry Mattison, to 

show cause why his certificate ot public convenience and necessity should 

not be revoked tor failure to tile with the Commission an insurance policy 

or surety bond as required b,y law and the rules and regulations ot the 

Commission. 

The respondent did not appear at the hearing. The evidence taken 

showed that respondent permitted his public liability and property damase 

insurance to expire on November 1, 1932, and his cargo insurance on ~une 

13, 1932, and that no renewals ot insurance had been made since such expira-

t:i:on. 

Since the hearing the Commission has received a request trom the 

respondent that his said certificate be suspended tor six months. This 

practice has been followed to a considerable extent during the past year or so. 

The Commission is, therefore, ot the opinion; and so finds, that 

the certificate of public convenience and necessity heretofore issued to the 

respondent in Application No. 1659 should be suspended tor a period of six 

months. 

IT IS !HEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity issued to Harry Mattison in Application No. 1659 be, and the 



' 

• 

same is hereby, suspended for a period of six months tram this date. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, That the respondent may be permittat 

without further authority to resume his said operations under said certi-

ficate at any time within six months from this date upon the filing of 

the required insurance. 

Dated at Denver, Oolorado, 
.this 11th dey of Xu.uary·U; 1934. 

THE PUBLIO UTILITIES OOMv!ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COU)R.ADO 

,. 



if; I·:, 
(Decision No. 5521) . ', 

BD'ORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF OOIORADO 

* * * 
Rlt: 'MOTOR 'VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
:thiS J • PF:rERSON. ) 

CASE NO. 1026 

January 11, 1934. 

!!:!!!!!!!! 
By the Commission: 

On January 6, 1933, the Commission entered its order suspending the 

certificate ot public convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to the above 

named respondent in Applioation No. 1947, tor a period of six months tram date 

ot said order tor his failure to tile the necessary insurance polic.y or surety 

bond required b,y law and the Rules and Regulations ot the Commission. 

It was provided in said order that unless respondent tiled the nee-

essary insurance policy or surety bond, together with an affidavit to the efreot 

that he had not operated tor hire during said period as a common carrier, said 

certificate ot public convenience and necessity would be revoked without turther 

notice. 

Said period of suspension expired July 6, 193~, and respondent tailed 

to comply with any of the above requirements. 

Attar oaratul consideration ot the record the Commission is ot the 

opinion, and so finds, that the certificate of public convenience and necessity, 

heretofore issued to respondent in Application No. 1947, should be revoked tor 

his failure to tile insuranoe. 

.2.!12..!! 
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the osrtitioate ot public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued to Lewis J. Peterson in Application No. 1947, 

be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this llth day of January, 1934. 

TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES OO!.tviiSSION 
OF THE STAT! OF COLORADO 

; 

/ 
' ~}· 

-: . ..: 



{Decision No. 5523) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COIDRADO 

* * * * * 

RE ELECTRIC RATES OF THE GLENWOOD 
LIGHT AND POWER COM!? .ANY. 

CASE NO. ll38 

- - - - - - - - -
January 11, 1934. 

Bz the Commission: 

Since the decision was made herein the City or Glenwood Springs 

has filed a petition for rehearing. This petition the Commission has 

carefullY considered. 

The Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that the petition 

should be denied. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the petition tor rehearing tiled 

herein by the City of Glenwood Springs be, and the same is hereby, denied. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 11th day or January, 1934. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
...... OF THE STATE OF COIDRA.DO 

\
,~' \ 

I 

\ 
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J 
(Decision No. 5524) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * * * 

RE MOTOR VEHICI.i: OPERATIONS OF ) 
BISS AND COMPANY, A. CORPORATION.) 

C.ASE NO. U 78 

January ll, 1934. 

By the Commission: 

On November 15, 1933, the Commission issued its order in the above 

ent\1;-led oase, and thereafter respondent, through its attorney, A.. R. 
~ 

Morrison, ot Denver, Colorado, tiled a petition for rehearing in said matter. 

Attar a oaretul consideration of the allegations contained ~ said 

petition, the Commission is of the opinion, and so finds, that no usatul 

purpose would be served by granting the same. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That said peti t1on for rehearing be, and 

the same is hereby, denied. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this llth day ot January, 1934. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF ~ STATE OF OOU>RADO .. : 

,.-, 

'.tJ)r· 
....... ./ ; 

\~/ 
./ 

. 
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j 
(Decision No. 5525) 

BEFORE THE PU'"BLIC uriLITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* 
BE MOl' OR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
.TACK PERRY. 

* * 

CASE NO. 816 

.January 11, 1934. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

On December 16, 1931, the Commission entered its order requiring 

respondent to show cause why his private motor vehicle permit No. A-16, 

should not be suspended or revoked for his failure to file the necessary 

insurance policy or a surety bond as required by law. 

It now appears that subsequent to the issuance of said order 

respondent filed, and has kept on file with the Commission, the proper and 

necessary insurance. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be dismissed. 

ORDER -----
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the same 

is hereby, disndssed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this llth day of .January, 1934. 

THE .PUBLIC UTILITIES C011MISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORAIX> 

f) 



(Decision No. 5526) 

BEFORE 'l"'HE PU13LIC UTILITIES Cm£USSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MO'lUR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF 
R. A. HAMMEL. C.ASE NO. 945 

January 11, 1934. 

STATEMENT ---------
By the Commission: 

On January 14, 1933, the Commission made its order suspending 

private motor vehicle permit No. A-220, heretofore issued to the above 

named respondent, for his failure to make monthly reports, pay highway 

compensation taxes and file the necessary insurance policy or surety bond 

as required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

It was provided in said suspension order that unless respondent 

made said reports, paid said highway compensation taxes and filed the 

necessary insurance policy or surety bond before the expiration of said 

suspension period, together with an affidavit that he had not operated 

for hire during said period of suspension, then, in that event, said permit 

should be revoked without further notice. 

Said period of suspension expired July 12, 1933. The record 

discloses that respondent has filed the monthly reports in question and paid 

said highway compensation taxes, but has failed to file an insurance policy 

or surety bond or the affidavit required. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of 

the opinion, and so finds, that private motor vehicle permit No. A-220, 

heretofore issued to respondent, shoul~ be revoked for his failure to file 

insurance. 

IT IS THERE]ORE ORDERED, That private motor vehicle permit No. A-220, 

heretofore issued to R. A. Hammel, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 11th day of January, 1934. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES C01UISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5527) 

BEFORE THE PUBLI 0 UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STA'l!E OF COU>RADO 

* * * 

BB MOTOR VEHICI& OPERATIONS OF ) 
CARL 0 • HART • ) 

CASE NO. 987 

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

January ll, 1934. 

STATEMENT ---------
Bf the Commission: 

On February 3, 1933, the Commission entered its order suspending 

the certificate of public convenience and necessity, heretofore issued to the 

above Il8.lllSd respondent in Application No. 1596, for his failure to file an·. 

insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules and Regula-

tiona of the Commission. 

It was provided in said suspension order that unless respondent 

filed the insurance required by law and the Rules and Regulations of the 

Commission during said suspension period, together with an affidavit to the 

affect that he had not operated tor hire during said period, said certi-

ticate of public convenience and necessity would be revoked without fUrther 

notice. 

Said period of suspension expired August 3, 1933, and respondent 

has failed to comply with the above requirements. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is ot the 

opinion, and so finds, that said certificate of public convenience and nee-

essity, heretofore issued to reapondent in Application No. 1596, should be 

revoked tor his failure to file insurance. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate ot public convenience 



and neoessity, heretofore issued to Carl 0. Hart in Application No. 1596, 

e be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Oolorado, 
this llth day of january, 1934. 

THE PUBLI 0 UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



'\ j' y 
(Decision No. 5528} 

I!. l r 

~:.~, ·, BEFORE THE PU13LIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
WILLIAM M. , J. N. .A:ID E. J. EOOAR, ) CASE NO. 978 
DOING BUSINESS AS .::ID.'J.AR BROTHERS. ) 

January 11, 1934. 

By the Commission: 

On December 311 1932 1 the Commission entered its order suspending 

.~· 

the certificate of public convenience and necessity, ~Aretofore issued to the 

above named respondents in Application No. 1470, for their failure to file 

monthly reports, pay highway compensation taxes and filA the necessary 

insurance policy or surety bond as required by law and the Rules and Regula-

tiona of the Commission. 

It was provided in said suspension order that unless respondents 

made said reports, filed said insurance and paid said highway compensation 

t~~es during said suspension period, together vdth an affidavit to the effect 

that they have not operated for hire during said period, the said certificate 

of public convenience and necessity would be revoked vdthout further notice. 

Said p~riod of suspension expired July 1, 1933, and respondents 

failed to comply with any of the above requirements. 

After careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

p 
•' . 

opinion, and so finds, that the certi~icate of public convenience and necessity, 

heretofore issued to respondents in Application No. 1470, should be revoked 

for their failure to file reports, pay highway compensation taxes and file 

with the Commission the necessary insurance policy or surety bond. 

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That the certificate of public convenience 

and necessity, heretofore issued in Application No. 1470, to William M. Edgar, 

J. N. Edgar and E. J". Edgar, doing business as Edgar Brothers, be, and the 

-1-



same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 11th day of January, 1934. 

.. . 

THE PUBLIC 1JTILITIES CONMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

£~. ~ e.r 

~ 

-2 ... 



j (Decision No. 5530) 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COW~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

RE MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
ALBERT SCHWILKE. ) 

CASE NO. 1301 

January 15, 1954. 

Appearances: Mr. A. A. von Egidy, Denver, Colorado, 
for the Public Utilities Commission. 

By the Commission: 

On December 9, 1933, the Commission entered its order requiring 

the above named respondent to show cause why private permit No. A-500, 

heretofore issued to him, should not be suspended or revoked for his 

failure to file an insurance policy or surety bond as required by law 

and the Rules and Regulations of the Commission. 

A hearing was held on said matter on January 12, 1934, at 

which the evidence disclosed that on December 16, 1933, respondent 

filed the necessary insurance. 

After careful consideration of the record, the Commission 

is of the opinion, and so finds, that the instant case should be 

dismissed. 

IT IS THEREFOBE ORDERED, That the instant case be, and the 

s:1.me is hereby, dismissed. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 15th day of January, 1934. 

THE PUBLIC UTILITIES CO~~ISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



(Decision No. 5531} 

BIFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OJ!' THE STAB OJ!' QOLOR A.OO 

* * * 
RB MO'l'OR VIHIOIJ!: OPERATIONS OJ!' ) 
:mBJ) GBE1mWALD. ) 

CASE • 1052 

--- - - - - ~ . 
1anuary 16, 1934. 
~ ~ - - - - -- -
!!A!!!!!'f 

By the Commission: 

On 1anuary 14, 1933, the Collmiaaion ntered its order auapending 

private permit No. J.-~o, heretofore issued to the aboft named respondent, tor 

necessary insu:Pance policy or surety bon4 as f1Uire4 by law and the Rules and 

Regulations ot the Commission. 

iT);: 

··~~·{.'~;.;.~ \' ._., 

''. 
·. ,\ 

\-k 

It was provided in aaid suspension o 4er that unless reapondent f'iled 

such insurance •• is required by law and the RUles and Regulations of' the Com-

mission, together with a written statement to the ettaot that he had not 

operated f'or hire during said period of' suspension, the said parmi t would be 

revoked without further notiee. 

Said period of' suspension expired J"uly 14, 1933, and respondeut 

tailed to comply with the above requirements. 

After oaretul consideration of' the record the Commission is of' the 

opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A-270, heretofore issued to 

Jl'red Greenwald, should be revoked 'tor his failure to tile insurance. 

IT IS THEREl!ORE ORDERED, That private permit No. A-2?0, heretofore 

issued to Jre4 Greenwald, be, and the same is hereby, revokad. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th d~ of' J"anuary, 1934. 

THE PUBLIO UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 



BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COAIIISSIOl!r 
OF Tm Sl'AD OF COLORADO 

* * * 
m: MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS OF ) 
ORARLES I. DOX AND HOW.ABD R. } OASE NO, lOJt 
KNOX, DOING BUSIBSS AS DOX ) 
AND SON. ) 

STATEMENT -----------
By the Commission: 

(Deeision No. 5532) 

On tanuary 9, 1933, the Colllllisaion entered ita order aua:pendi:ag 

the certificate ot publio eonvenience and neoessity, heretofore issued to the 

above named respoadenta in Application No. l '782, tor a period ot six monthll 

troa the date ot said order tor their failure to pay highway compensation ~•• 

tor the months ot September and November, 1931, and tor their failure to tile 

an iaauranee policy or surety bond as required b,- law and the Rulea aad Re6JU].a-

tiona ot the Commission. 

It was provided in said suspension order that unless respondents 

paid the highway compensation taxes due tor the months ot September and lfovember, 

1931, and tiled the necessary insurance policy or a surety bond during said. 

suspension period, together with an attidaTit that they had not operated tor hire 

as a co.DIIlOn carrier during said period, said certificate ot public convwenoe 

and necessity would be reToked without turther notice. 

Said period ot suspension expired J'uly &, 1933, and respondema 

haTe tailed to comply with any ot the above requirements • 

.Attar careful oonaideration ot the record the CoDIIIIission is ot the 

opinion, and so tind8, that the certificate of publio convenience and neoessity, 

heretofore issued to respondent& in Application No. 1'782, should be reToked tor 

their failure to pay highway compensation taxes and :tile tbe required insuruce. 

ORR_!! 

IT IS TEl!Bl!:lfOlm ORDERED, That the oertiticate of publie CJonvenienoe 

and necessity, heretofore issued in Application No. 1782, to Charles I. Knox and. 

Howard R. Knox, doing 'business as box and Son, be, 8J1d the same is hereby, revoked, 

THE PUBLIC UTILI'l'IFB CO!IIISSION 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th day o:f January, 19~. ~~ 



(Decision No. 8533) 

BEFO:RI THE PUBLIC UTlLITIIS COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE I)F OOLORADO 

i 

* * * ··/!. 
Rl MOTOR VEHICLE OPERATIONS Ol!' ) i 

H. I' • BONDtJ.BANT. ) O.ASE NO. 1080 

-.----- -·---------
~ - - --

J'anua!7 11, 19M 
.. - - - - .. - -

Bt the 0!!!4ssion: 

On J'&nua%7 13, 18:531 the 
1
00DBiss1on en'\ered Us order auspen41n& 

' private pemit No. A-195, heretotore issued to the abcrn named respondeat, 

tor a period ot siX months !'rom the date ot said orler tor hie tatlun to tile 

highway compensation tax reports tor the .months ot J'une, J'uly and Auguat,ltl2, 

and also tor his taUure to tile ali iuurrmce polio)' or surety bond as required 

b7 law and the Bules and Becul&tiona ot the Oomaisston. 

It was pZOOTided in sa1cl •uspeuton orter that unless respondeat 

tiled all highway compensation tax reports clue ancl tiled the necessary ins~oe 

polio)' or surety bond duriag said period ot suspension, together with a ~itten 

statement to the et'tect that he hacl not operated tor hire durins said period, 

said motor vehicle permit would be reToked without turther notice. 

Said perio4 ot suspesion expired J'uly 13, 19331 anct respondent 

tailed to comply with any ot the above requirements. 

opinion, and ao finds, that private motor vehicle perm!" No. A-195, heretofore 

issued to B. lf. Bon4urant, should be reTokecl tor his failure to tile i:D.surance 

and highwa7 oo~ensation tax reporta. 

ORDER -----
heretofore tssued to H. w. Bondurant, be, and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at DenTer, Colorado, 
-.his lith day ot January, 19M. 

THI PUBLIC UTILITmt COMMISSION 
OJ' ~ S'J!A.'l'l OF COLOBADO 



(Decision No. 5534} 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO 

* * * 
RE MOTOR VEHICIJ!: OPERATIONS OF ) 
JOHN A. DAVIS. ) CASE NO. 1051 -- -~ - - - - - - - - - -

ranuar,r 16, 1934. - ~ -- -- - - -
STATEMENT ----------

E¥ the Commission: 

On January 13, 1933, the Oammission entered its order suspending 

pri"fate permit No • .A-112, theretofore issued to the above named respondent, 

for a period ot six months tram the date of said order tor his failure to 

tile an insurance policy or surety bond aa required b,y law and the rules and 

regulations of the Commission. 

It was provided in said suspension order that unless respondent 

tiled the necessary insurance policy or surety bond, together with a written 

statement to the effect that he had not operated for hire during said sus-

pension period, said permit would be revoked without further notice. 

Said period of suspension expired July 13, 1933, and respondent 

tailed to comply with the above requirements. 

Attar careful consideration of the record the Commission is of the 

opinion, and so finds, that private permit No. A·2l2, heretofore issued to 

John A. Davis, should be r&"foked for his failure to file insurance. 

ORDER -------
IT IS 'mEREFOBE ORDERED, That pri"fate permit No • .A-212, heretofoM 

issued to John A. Davis, ~' and the same is hereby, revoked. 

Dated at Denver, Colorado, 
this 16th day of January, 1934. 

TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES OOJ.NIBSION 
OF THE BrA'm OF COU>RJ.DO 

, 




