Report of the |

PUBLIC SERVICE
COMMISSION

OF UTAH

to the Governor

For the Pefiod July 1, 1985
to June 30, 1936







COMMISSIONERS

Elmer B. Corfman, President
Thomas 1. McKay

Joseph S. Snow

Theodore K. Thain, Acting Secretary
‘Wendell D, Larson, Secretary

Mr. Wendell D. Larson assumed duties as Seeretary, June
30, 1936,

* Office: State Capitol, Salt Lake City, Utah






REPORT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 5

To His Excellency, Henry H. Blood,
Governor of the State of Utah,

Sir:

We have the honor to submit herewith the eighteenth
annual report of the Public Serviee Commission of Utah cover-
ing the work and acgomplishments of the department for the
fiscal year July 1, 1935 to June 30, 1936. This report is submit-
ted pursuant to the provisions of 76-1-11, Revised Statutes of
Utah, 1938.

Tn this report the Commission has continued the plan of
presenting a brief summary only of a majority of the formal

cases disposed of during the period. The complete report and
order of the Commission has been included only in those cases

of major importance and interest.
Respectfully submitted,

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY
JOS. 8. SNOW

Commissioners.
(Seal)
ATTEST:
(Signed) WENDELL D. LARSON, Secretary.
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FORMAL CASES BEFORE THE COMMISSION

The following table contains a summary of the formal
cases before the Commission during the fiscal year July 1, 1935
to June 30, 1936. The cases are grouped aecordlnw to sub,Joct
matter of each case. :

8 & 4 o
b . B P> £ by -
TYPE OF CASES | 88~ | Ba& | &8 Ac | £88
he SRy | dmy ) 39 | 8% |thd
| 288 | SBA | 2% | S8 | 2R3
Electric Power &
Light Rates 1 2 3 1 2
-Telephone Rates 1 1 2 2
Railroad Rates 5 1 6 4 2
| 'Gas Rates 1 1 1
'/W’ater Rates ‘
and Serv1ce 1 3 4 2 ‘ 2
Grade Crossings 8 18 26 ’ 17 ! 9
|
Station Agencies 1 1 1 \
Street Car Service 5 1 6 5 \ 1
! .
Motor Transport 82 71 153 125 \ 28
Certificate to Con-
.. struet Railroad | 1 1 1
Miscellaneous
Cages ‘ 1 9 10 7 3
Ih
TOTAL \ 106 | 107 213 162 l

From the above table it will be noted that a total of 213
cases came before the Commission for determination, 162 of
which were disposed of. During the previous fiscal year, July
1, 1934 to June 30, 1935, a total of 238 cases were before the
Commission, off which 182 were disposed of. Thus it will be
seen that 30 more cases were disposed of during the fiseal year
ended June 30, 1936 than in the previous fiscal year. It will
be observed also that applications from motor transport lines
still account for a large percentage of the total ecases handled
by the Commission.
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Certain formal cases which were before the Commission
are considered to be of sufficient importance to review briefly.
These cases are discussed below.

FREIGHT RATES AND CHARGES

Cage No. 1573, “Utah Citizen’s Rate Association, Com-
plainant, vs. The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad
Company, et al, Defendants.” This case, which was diseussed
in the last annual report of the Commission, concerns itself
with intrastate coal rates in Utah. The complainants in their
complaint allege that certain coal rates are excessive and un-
reasonable and seek reduced rates for the transportation of
coal between points within the State. At the elosing date of
this report all testimony and briefs were in and the matter was
in the Commission’s hands for decision,

Case No. 1658, “In the Matter of Increases in Freight
Rates and Charges.” In this case Class I steam railroads oper-
ating in the State of Utah made application to this Commission
for authority to apply on intrastate traffie the emergeney

freight charges authorized by the Interstate Commerce Com-

mission on interstate traffic in HEx Parte No. 115, Emergency
Freight Charges, 1935, 208 1. C. C. 4. The electric interurban
railroads operating in Utah joined in the petition before this
Commission.

In Ex Parte No. 115 the Interstate Commerce Commission
entered a decision on Marech 26, 1935, wherein it denied the
increases in freight rates and eharges specifically proposed by
the carriers in their petition to that Commission, but permit-
ted the carriers to add a system of emergency charges to cer-
tain existing freight rates and charges for application during
the remainder of 1935 and the first half of 1936, The Utah
Commission entered an order on August 17, 1935 denying in its
entirety the application of the carriers for permission to make
similar application of emergency charges on Utah intrastate
traffic. Subsequently, the carriers filed a petition with the
Interstate Commerce Commission under Section 13 (4) of the
Tnterstate Commerce Act for a Feview of the proceedings hefore
the Utah Commission.

The Federal Commission entered an order (Docket No.
27188) on December 9, 1935 wherein it found that the rates
published and maintained by the carriers in Utah on intra-
state traffic caused “an undue and unreasonable advantage,
preference, and prejudice as between persons and localities in
intrastate commerce on the one hand and interstate commerce

.
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on the other hand,” and ordered a removal of such undue and
unreasonable preference, prejudice, and diserimination with
the exception of rates on slack coal, coke, beet sugar molasses,
and wet beet pulp, and on copper, lead and zine ores and con-
centrates, in carloads. This Commission adopted a resolution
on December 24, 1935 notifying the Interstate Commerce Com-
misgion of its intention to comply with the order of the Fed-
eral Commission dated December 9, 1935 to authorize the pub-
lication and application of the emergency charges on intrastate
traffic in Utah, Proper filings were made with this Commis-
sion by the earriers to make the emergeney charges effective
on January 15, 1936. The charges were published to expire
June 30, 1936. :

‘Under date of January 24, 1936 Class I railroads of the
United States filed their supplemental petition with the Inter-
state Commerce.Commission for authority to continue after
June 30, 1936, without an expiration date, the emergency
charges on interstate traffic previously authorized by the Fed-
eral Commission. A similar petition was filed with the Utah
Commission on February 7, 1986 with respect to intrastate
application of the emergency charges. The carriers requested
this Commission to defer a hearing and decision on their Utah
. application until the Interstate Commeree Commission had ren-
dered its decision on. their supplemental application on inter-
state traffic. On June 9, 1936 the Interstate Commeree Com-
mission rendered its decision authorizing the carriers to con-
tinue until December 31, 1936 the existing emergency freight
charges on interstate traffic, with certain exceptions and mod-
ifications. A hearing on the supplemental petition of carriers
to eontinue the Utah emergency charges in effect beyond June
30, 1936 was scheduled for July 2, 1986 before this Commission.

I & S. Docket No. 29. “In the Matter of Protest and Re-
quest for Suspension of Certain Tariffs Filed by Carriers in the
State of Utah Providing Free Service of Store-Door Colleetion
and Delivery.” In this docket a petition was filed with the
Commission on January 18, 1936, by and on behalf of the Utah
Motor Transport Association, a non-profit corporation of the
State of Utah, and various motor transport lines operating in
the State of Utah, requesting a suspension of certain railroad
tariffs which had been filed with the Commission providing
free pick-up and delivery service in connection with intrastate
movements of less-than-carload freight in Utah. The Commis-
sion issued an order on January 18, 1986, suspending the tar-
iffs as requested until such time as the protest might be heard
and determined. A hearing was held on April 15, 1936, on the
matter, at which time a considerable amount of evidence was

.
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‘offered. At the closing date of this report, the Commission had
not reidered a decision in the matter.

ELECTRIC LIGHT AND POWER RATE AND SERVICE

Case No, 15631, “Public Service Commission of Utah, Com-
plainant, vs, Utah Power & Light Company, Defendant.” This
case, instituted by the Commission on its own motion, involves
an investigation of the rates, practices, and fixed capital strue-
ture of Utah Power & Light Company. An inventory and
appraisal of the properties of the defendant was practically
complete at- June 80, 1936, and a large part of the data was
in the hands of the Commission’s staff assigned to this case.
The Commission engaged the services of a consulting engineer
to be responsible for the prosecution of this case. The consulting
engineer has a staff of engineers and accountants working on
the case under his direetion. It is anticipated that hearings in
this matter will commence during November, 1936, and that
thereafter the matter will be brought to a speedy final deter-
mination.

Case No, 1865, “In the Matter of the Investigation of the
Practice of the Utah Power & Idight Company, an electrical
corporation, imposing a penalty charge againgt its patrons for
failure to make prompt payment of charges for electric en-
ergy.” This matter, also instituted by the Commission on its
own motion, involves an investigation of the practice of Utah
Power & Light Company in requiring the payment of a penalty
on its patrons’ bills for electric service in the event such bills
are not paid by a specified date after the rendition of the bill,
A hearing was conducted in this matter on May 12, 1936. At
the closing date of thig report, the Commission had not ren-
dered a decision in the case,

TELEPHONE RATES

Case No. 1479, “Public Service Commission of Utah, Com-
plainant, vs.-The Mountain States Telephone & Telegraph
Company, Defendant.” This case, which has been discussed in
previous reports of the Commission, is similar in scope to Case
No. 1531 discussed above. At the closing date of this report
all evidence had been submitted and all hearings held, but the
briefs of the respective parties had not been filed, Upon the
filing of briefs the Commission will proceed to render its
decision. ' :

GAS RATES AND SERVICE
Case No. 1866. “In the Matter of the Investigation of the
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practice of the Mountain Fuel Supply Company, a gas corpora-
tion, imposing a penalty ¢harge against its patrons for failure
to make prompt payment of charges for gas.” This complaiit,
which is similar in scope to Case No. 1865, wag instituted by
the Cominission on its own motion. The case involves an inves-
tigation of the practice of the defendant gas company in im-
posing a penalty against its patrons in cases where bills for
gag service are not paid by a speci:fied date after the rendition
of the bill. A hearing was condueted in this matter on May 12,
1986. At the eclosing date of this report, the report and order
of the Commission in this matter had not been rendered.

PARTICIPATION TN MATTERS BDI* ORE THE INTER-
STATE COMMERCE COMMISSION

The Commission participated, to the extent that its faeil-
ities and finances permitted, in matters before the Interstate
Commerce Commission where Utah interests were affected.
The principal dockets in which the Commigsion participated,
or to which it was a party, are reviewed briefly below.

Finance Docket No. 9791, “Southern Pacific Company
Proposed Abandonment.” Tn its original decision in this doek-
et, the Interstate Commeree Commission denied the applica-
tion of the Southern Pacific Company for permission to aban-
don the operation of a part of the so-called Promontory Branch
extending from Kelton to Liuecin, a distance of fifty-five miles,
in Box Elder County, Utah. The case was reopened for fur-
ther argument and the Federal Commission requested this Com-
migsion to ednduct a further hearing and take additional tes-
timony as was done in the original proceeding. The Utah Com-
mission conducted a further hearing in the matter on Mareh

- 25,1935, after which the record of the further hearing was for-
warded to the Interstate Commerce Commission with the rec-
ommendation that the application be denied. Under date of
March 17, 1936, the Interstate Commerce Commission rendered
its declswn upon the further hearing and reargument and af-
firmed its previous order denymo the application of the South-
ern Pacific Company for permission to abandon its Promontory
Branch in Box Elder County, Utah.

Dockets Nos. 26720 and 26720, Sub 1. “W. H. Bintz Com-
pany, et al. vs. Abilene & Southern Railway Company, et al.”’
and “Utah Citizens Rate Association, et al. vs. Union Paeific
Railroad Company, et.al.” The complaints in these dockets
were filed with the Interstate Commerce Commission on Oc-
tober 1, 1934, and December 12, 1934, respectively, and a hear-
ing was held in Salt Lake City in March, 1985, on. the two



REPORT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 11

complaints. The ecomplainants attacked the all-rail elass rates
and less-than-carload commodity rates between Utah common
points and points in official and western trunk line territories,
ineluding Virginia and West Virginia, and Louisville and Pa-
ducah, Ky., and Memphis, Tenn., and excepting Colorado and
Wyoming, and the ocean-and- rall and rail-ocean-and-rail class
rates and less-than-carload eommodity rates between . Utah
ecommon points and points in official territory and sought the
establishment of reasonable class rates for the future and rep-
aration on certain shipments which had moved in the pagt. The
Utah Commission intervened on behalf of complainants.  The
Federal Commission entered a report and order on June 30,
1986, wherein it found that class rates, and in eertain 1nstances
less-than—carload commodity - rates, between Ogden and Salt
Lake City, Utah, on the one hand, and points in western trunk
line and official territories, on the other hand, were unreasgon:
able for the future but not unreasonable for.the past and maxi-
mum reasonable rates were ordered for the future. In the same
report and order the Commission found that ocean-rail and rail-
ocean-rail elass and less-than:carload commodity rates between
. Atlantiec Seaboard Territory and Orrden and Salt Lake City
were not unreasonable.

Ex Parte No. 115, “Emergency Freight Charges, 1935.”
This docket was discussed in connection with Case No. 1658,
page 7, and need not be elaborated on further at this point.

INFORMAL DOCKETS

There were twenty-three informal dockets before the Com-
mision, twenty-two of which were disposed of to the satisfac-
tion of the parties involved. One informal docket was pending
at June 30, 1936, These dockets covered such matters as repara-
tion claims, applications for clearance permits for the construe-
tion of properties on or in connection with public utility prop-
erties with clearances other than those prescribed by the Com-
mission in its standard clearance rules, complaints from pa-
trons of utilities concerning the rates, practices, and service
of various utilities, and other miscellaneous matters. The Com-
mission authorized total reparation claims of $1,424.28,

EX PARTE ORDERS

A total of 243 ex parte orders were issued authorizing the
various railroads, truck and bus lines, and other utilities oper:
ating in the State to publish reduced rates, usually on one day’s
notice to the Commission and the publie.
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GRADE CROSSINGS AND CROSSING PROTECTION

The Commission issued five grade crossing permits. and
twelve formal orders concerning grade crossings in the State.
The five permits issued authorized the construction and main-
tenance of crossings at grade, one for a temporary period only.
Of the twelve orders issued eight authorized the construetion
of underpass or overhead crossings at points in the State where
an open crossing created a hazard to the traveling public; tivo
of the orders authom/ed the econstruction and maintenance of
crossings at grade; and two of the orders authorized a reloca-
tion of crossings a‘r grade.

There is included in the section of this report on statisties,
for the first time, a table showing the rallway with hmhwav
grade crossings on the steam railroads in Utah together with
the type of protection in use at each erossing, and also a table
showing raﬂway with railway grade crossings and the type of
protection in use at each crossing.

ACCIDENT REPORTS AND INSPECTION SERVICE

In the appendix of this report dealing with statistics are
summaues of the number of accidents and the number of injur-
ies and deaths resulting from operations of steam and electric
railroads, and motor transport lines. A eompamson of these
figures with the previous fiscal year is contained in the accom-
panying table,

CONPARI%ON OF NUMBER O ACCTDTNTS FATALI-

TTES, AND INJURIES FROM RAILROAD AND MOTOR -

’I‘RANSPORT OPERATIONS WITHIN UTAH, FISCAL
YEARS ENDED JUNE 30, 1985, AND JUNE 30, 1936.

July 1, 1934 to July 1, 1935 to
June 30, 1935 June 30, 1936
%3 %
g g 8% o a g
o O Q= D\ S
S A Vgt o/ !
g < | § < A
[ f ! o
Railroads 227 29 | 175 } 291 21 216
Motor | ‘
Transport 11 4 32 16 6 39
L |
TOTAL 238 33 207 | 807 | o1 | 255

During the fiseal year ended June 80, 1936, a total of elevy-
en special investigations were made by the Commlsswns in-
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spectors of aceidents resulting from operations of railroads and
motor transport lines.

CETIFICATES, PERMITS, AND LICENSES

The Commission issued 17 certificates of eonvenience and
necessity, 26 interstate carrier licenses, and 21 contract carrier
permits,

Three of the certificates of convenience and necessity au-
thorized a power company to exercise the rights and privileges
conferred by franchise by a county and two incorporated
towns, respectively. Amnother certificate was issued authoriz-
ing a power company to construct and operate a steam eleetric
generating plant on the Provo River in Utah County. The
other thirteen certificates issued during the period authorized
common carriers by motor vehicle to operate in intrastate
commerce over specified routes and between designated points
within the State, ag carriers of property or passengers, and in
some cases both property and passengers.

The 26 interstate carrier licenses were issued to motor car-
riers authorizing interstate common carrier operations of prop-
erty or passengers, or property and passengers, and, in some
instances, interstate contract hauling of property, over speci-
- fied highways in the State,

The contract carrier permits issued include 16 permits
granted to carriers authorizing contract hauling of property
between specified points within the State. Five of the permits
authorize contract hauling of property between any points and
over all highways within the State. The latter mentioned per-
mits were issued under authority of Section 9, Chapter 65,
Laws of Utah, 1935.

In each of the above mentioned five cases, in which per-
mits were granted authorizing contract hauling over all high-
ways of the State, petitions for reconsideration and rehearing
were filed by competing and protesting carriers. In Case No.
1849 (application of George A. Sims and Milton K, Sims, doing
business as Salt Lake Transfer Company) the Commission de-
nied the petitions for rehearing and reconsideration, where-
upon a petition was filed in the Supreme Court of Utah for a
writ of review of the whole proceeding. The plaintiffs in the
action seek to have the orders of the Commission denying the
petitions for reconsideration and rehearing, and granting a
contract permit of this nature, vacated and set aside. At the
closing date of this report, the matter had not been argued be-
fore the Court. The outcome of the action will be of great
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interest to all people who are interested in the field of trans-
portion in this State.

The Commission entered orders cancelling six interstate
carrier licenses and five contract carrier permits which had
been previously issued. In five of these cases the license or per-
mit was cancelled at the request of the applicant and in six
cases the license or permit was cancelled for cause,

.

TEMPORARY, SEASONAL, AND EMERGENCY PERMITS
OR LICENSES

~ Section 18, Chapter 53, Laws, 1938, authorized this Com-
mission to issue temporary permits for the transportation of
property or passengers by contract motor carriers, each such

permit to be limited to a period of five days. During the period,

July 1, 1935, to December 31, 1935, the number of permlts of
this nature issued were as follows:

Intragtate permits .................. 2,681
Interstate permits .................. 787
Total ..o 3,318

Seetion 11, Chapter 65, Laws, 1985 (effective December
31, 1935) carries a similar provision except that it empowers
the Commission to issue temporary, seasonal, or emergency
permits for intrastate movements, and licenses for interstate
movements, for periods up to but not exceeding sixty days, The
number of permits and licenses issued under this provision dur-
ing the period January 1, 1936, to June 30, 1936, were as fol-
lows:

Intrastate permits .................. 679

Interstate licenses .................. 162
Total ....... e 841

It will be obgerved that the number of temporary, seasonal,

or emergency perm1t9 and licenses issued in the last six month%
of the period is much lower than the permits issued in the first
six months of the period. The deerease is accounted for to a
large extent through the change in the law which authorizes
the Commigsion to issue permits and licenses of this nature for
a period as long as sixty days.

ROAD MAINTENANCE TAX ASSESSMENTS

With the repeal of Chapter 58, Laws, 1988, this Commis-
sion was relieved of the duty of making ton-mile and passen-
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ger-mile tax assessments against motor earriers. operating for
hire. The Commission had been responsible for making these
assessments from March 21, 1925, the date the first law of this
nature in Utah became effective, to December 31, 1935, the
effective date of repeal of Chapter 53 of the 1983 Session Laws.
During this entire period the rates of assessment remained the
same, viz: two-thirds of one cent per ton-mile on hard surfaced
roads and one-fourth of one cent per ton-mile on other roads
for property transportation, and two and one-half mills per
passenger-mile on hard surfaced roads and one mill per passen-
ger-mile on other roads for passenger transportation.

_Assessments made covering common and contract motor
carrier operations over the highways of Utah during the six
months’ period, July 1, 1985, to December 31, 1935, total
$174,420.19, Of this amount $84,659.36 covers passenger trans-
portation and $89,760.83 covers property transportation.

The gross ton mileage fees provided for in Section 133 of

Chapter 46, Laws, 1935, superseded the ton-mile and passen-

ger-mile tax law administered by this Commission and is ad-
ministered by the State Tax Commission.

Believing it will be of interest to show the results of the
assessments made by this Commission under the ton-mile and
passenger-mile tax laws of the State from the date of inception
of this type of taxation to the date of repeal of the law, the
accompanying chart is included showing a summary of the
assessments.

SUMMARY OF ROAD MAINTENANCE TAXES ASSESSED
AGAINST MOTOR CARRIERS—Mareh 21, 1925 to December

31, 1935
Passenger- Ton-
Period of Time Mile Mile Total
Taxes Taxes Taxes
From To Assessed Assessed Assessed
Mar. 21,1925  Nov. 30,1925 § 6.894.68 $ 3,569.85 $ 10,464.53
Dec. 1,1925 Nov, 30, 1926 14.371.,19 7,655.31 22,026.50
Deec. 1, 1926 Nov, 30, 1927 22,541.93 10.982.13 33.474 06
Dec. 1, 1927 Nov. 30,1928 35.987.33 12,413 99 48,401.32
Dec. 1, 1928 Nov. 30, 1929 40,899.51 14,390.68 55,290.19
Deec. 1, 1929 Nov. 30, 1930 46,834.84 18.970 64 - 65,805.48
Deec.1,1930 - Nov. 30,1931 55,500,01 17.565.86 73.065.87
Dec. 1,1931 Nov. 30, 1932 55,000.19 20 825,93 75.826.12
Dec. 1, 1932 Dec. 31, 1933 94,670.72 38,702.98 133,373.70
Jan, 1, 1934 Dec. 31,1934 123,575,43 123 270.36 248,845.79
Jan. 1, 1935 Dec. 31, 1935 144,398 69 140.812.77 285,211.46

- Total’ $640.674.52 $409.110.50 #1 049.785.02
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ROAD TAX AUDITS

 Since January, 1934, the Commission has had a sufficient
staff of field auditors to make detailed audits of the records
of common and contract motor earriers operating for hire over
the State highways. From January, 1934, to June 30, 1936 an
additional $57,861.75 was certified to the State Tax Commis-
sion for colleetion as a result of the audits made of the vgr-
ious earriers by the Commission’s auditors, In each case where
it was found that a carrier had not reported the full tonnage
of property or the total number of passengers trangported, the
additional tax due was computed and certified to the Tax
Commigsion, '

During the fiseal year ended June 30, 1936, the auditors
completed twenty-seven audits and certified additional taxes
ol $23,585.44 to the State Tax Commission for collection. Dur-
ing this period the larger operators were audited firgt, covering
their 1935 operations. It is the Commission’s plan to have
audits made of all carriers’ operations down to December 31,
' 1985, which will complete the auditing program.

From the foregoing table of road tax assessments it will
be noted that the taxes assessed beginning with the year 1933
and through 1935 show a sharp increase over previous years,
This sharp increase may be accounted for to a certain extent
through an expansion in the motor transport industry, and also
by the fact that a larger number of carriers have been subject
to the payment of the tax since July 1, 1933, than prior to
that date. The increase also may be accounted for to an appre-
ciable extent by the work and activity of the Commission’s
auditors, and to the salutary effect their work has had upon
the operators.

FEDERAL REGULATION OF MOTOR TRANSPORTATION

During the past several years a movement has gained mo-
mentum to place interstate transportation by motor vehiele un-
der the jurisdiction and supervision of the Federal Govern-
ment. The efforts of those interested in such legislation was
culminated in the passage of the I'ederal Motor Carrier Aect,
1935, which act was approved by the President on August 9,
1935, TUnder the provisions of this act, common and con-
tract motor carriers of persons and property, and in certain
respects, private earriers of property, operaling in interstate
or foreign commerce, are placed under the jurisdicetion and su-
pervision of the Interstate Commerce Commission. The latter
named Commission created a Bureau of Motor Carriers through
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which the motor carrier act is administered. This byreau fune-
tions under the direction of the Interstate Commerce Commis-
sion,

In the administration of the act, the Interstate Commerce
Commission has solicited the cooperation and support of the
various state regulatory bodies having jurisdiction over motor
carriers. The ultimate purpose in this respect is to secure com-
plete coordination between the TFederal Government and the
several state governments to the end that proper supervision of
motor transportation over the public highways might be at-
tained. '

The Interstate Commerce Commission is authorized under
the act to refer to “Joint Boards” certain matters in connection
with the administration of the aet. The joint boards are com-
posed of a representative of each state regulatory commission
having jurisdiction over motor carriers, or in the absence of a
gtate commission, by someone appointed by the governor in
each state in which a motor carrier operation or a proposed
operation: takes place. A member of the Utah Commission has
been appointed to serve on several joint boards. A few hear-
ings have been held by these joint boards on applications from
motor carriers for authority to operate. In each case the res-
pective joint board made recommendations to the Interstate
Commerece Commission as to whether or not the application
should.be granted. \

To provide satisfactory administration of the act, tlhie Fed-
eral Commission has set up sixteen district offices at vantage
points in the United States. One of these offices is in Salt Lake
City, with a distriet director in charge. The territory under the
supervision of the Salt Take City office covers Utah, Idaho,
and Montana,

By reason of the Federal (Government’s entrance into the
field of regulation of motor carriers, it is this- Commission’s

opinion that our present state motor transport act (Chapter 65,

TLaws of Utah, 1935) should be repealed in toto and a new

statute enacted governing motor transportation over the high-
* ways of this State, which will be in harmony and coordinate
with the federal motor carrier act.

ORGANIZATION, STAFF, AND COSTS OF OPERATION

Commission Organization. The Commission, as at present
constituted, consists of three full-time commissioners appointed

by the Governor, by and with the consent of the State Senate.
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The:Commissioners elect one -of their number president of the
‘Commission.

Staff. Through an increased appropriation made available
to the Commission by the Twenty-first Liegislature at its regu-
lar session,;the Commission has been able to increase and en-
large its staff of employees as well as increase the seope of its
activity. At June 30, 1936, the staff consisted of the following:

Seeretary ... e 1
Accountants . ... 3
Consulting engineer (contract basis)..... 1
Engineer (full-time basis).............. 1
Ingineers (temporary basis)............ 2
Director, motor transport division....... 1
Auditors, motor transport division....... 2
Inspectors ............ [P 2
Reporter (per diem basis).............. 1
Assistant reporter (full-time basig)...... 1
Stenographers .......viieieeiiiiiiainas 5

Total ......oovviiiin. e 20

Costs of Opefation. The Commission expended a total of
$49,747.86 in the operation and maintenance of the department
during the fiscal year ended June 30, 1936, as will be explained
below.

A general fund appropriation of $100,000 is available for
the biennium July 1, 1985, to June 30, 1937, or $50,000 for each
fiscal year. Of the amount available for the biennium $75.000
is assessed against the utilities operating in the State under the
jurisdiction of the Commission, and $25,000 is appropriated
from the general fund of the State. This assessment against
the utilities is based upon the gross income from intrastate bus-
iness Jone by each utility in the State, as provided for in Chap-
ter 64, Laws of Utah, 1935. The State Tax Commission assesses
and collects this money. The money so raised.is referred to as
a “regulation fee.” The apparent purposes of the legislature in
providing for the raising of money in this manner are to assess
part of the cost of regulation directly against the utilities, to
relieve the general fund of the State of part of the burden of
supporting this department, and to provide additional funds
to enable the Commission to function more effectively. The
$100,000 appropriation available for the present biennium is
approximately twice as much as any previous appropriation to
the Commigsion.
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Twiving the fiscal year ended June 30, 1936, the Commis-
gion expended $41,283 32 out of the above deseribed appropria-
tion in the administration of the State regulatory laws appli-
cable to publie utilities, and in condueting investigations of
various utilities, some of wkich investigations have been pre-
viously referred to in this report.

Additional funds were available to the Commission for the
a'dministration of the regulatory laws applicable to motor trans-
port lines, Under the provisions of Chapter 53, Laws of Utah,
1933 (known as the Motor Transport Act of 1933), the Commis- .
sion was authorized to use an amount not exceeding 25 pér
cent of the ton-mile and passenger-mile taxes collected under
said act in the enforcement of the provisions of the act. This
act was repealed offective December 31, 1935, and superseded
by Chapter 65, Laws of Utah, 1985. The latter mentioned law
contains no taxation provisions, However, under the provi-
gions of Section 150, Chapter 46, Laws of Utah, 1935, which law
also became effective December 31, 1985, the Commission is
authorized to use 10 per cent of the moneys collected as li-
censed gross ton mileage fees under Section 133 of the same
statute. Thus the Commission recelved funds from two separate
legislative acts during the fiscal year under consideration with
which to administer the laws and regulations pertaining to
motor transport operations. Total expenditures for the neriod
from these appropriation allowances were $18,464.54.

The funds available since January 1, 1936, under the pro-
visions of Section 150, Chapter 46, Laws of Utah, 1935, for the
administration of the motor transport laws of the State have
proved to be inadequate for a proper enforcement of these laws.
The revenues produced under this statute appear to be less than
estimates made before the passage of said act. If proper and
satisfactory administration of the motor transport laws of the
State is to be accomplished in the future additional funds will
have to be made available for this purpose. During the time
Chapter 53 of the 1933 Session Liaws was in effect, the Commis-
sion had sufficient funds for proper enforcement of the motor
transport laws. With the repeal of this act a source of consid-
erable revenue to the Commission was removed which will have
to be restored, at least in part, through one avenue or another,
if the declared purposes of the legislature are carried out in
the way of regulation of transportation by motor vehicle over
the highways of this State. :

Details of appropriations, receipts, and expenditures are
ineluded in Appendix 2 to this report. :
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IS)U(')B\TLIC UTILITIES UNDER JURISDICTION OF COMMIS-
IO!

~ The types and number of utilities operating under the
jurisdiction of the Commission at June 30, 1936, are as follows:

Steam railroads—Classes I and IT.......... . (4]
Steam railroads—Class IIT... ......... e , 4
Electric railroads ................ O
Street railroads .............. 0o e, 2
Terminal companies .............. ...... ... . e 3
" Bxpress companies ............ e e 1
Sleeping car companies...............co.covvrvnvnnnnn... 1
Telegraph companies ..............00o'nn. .. e, 2
Telephone companies ................................. 13
Hlectrie light and power companies. ., .......,..,......2 14
Gas companies ........civiiiiiiii e . D
Water companies ............ ... 9
Common motor carriers—intrastate.................... 52
Common and contract motor carriers—interstate........ 57
Contract motor carriers—intrastate (see note ..., 42
Total ... v vveriiiiiii e . 216

1. Contract motor carriers are not considered to be public utilities
under the definition of ‘public utility” as found in 76-2-1 (28), Revised
Statutes of Utah, 1933. However, as a matter of information contract
motor carriers are included in the above table as the Commission exer-
cises certain regulatory powers over them.

The figures shown above include only privately owned and
operated public utilities. The Commission is precluded from
exercising its regulatory powers over municipally owned and
operated utilities by a decision® of the Supreme Court of Utah
handed down in 1928. The Commission feels, however, that
should a munieipality seek to render a publie utility service to
people residing outside the corporate limits of the muniecipal-
ity that the munieipality first would have to secure authority
from the Commission to render such service, and upon the
granting of such authority, the municipality would be subject
to regulation by the Commission with respect to such opera-
tions only. Although the matter has not been judicially deter-
mined in this State, the Commission is proceeding on this basis
in dealing with the question of municipalities serving outside
their corporate limits.

*Logan City vs. Public Utilities Commission of Utah and ‘Utah Pow-
er & Light Company, 72 Utah 536,
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In the above table the number of privately owned and op-
erated water utilities may appear relatively small. This ig due
to the fact that practically all the cities and towns i the State
owni and operate a municipal water system for-culinary use.
In addition, there are numerous cities and towns in the State
operating municipal power plants and distribution systems, or
distribution systems only, for the furnishing of electrical en-
ergy to the inhabitants of said cities and towns. .

RATE REDUCTIONS

From July 1, 1934, to June 80, 1936, numerous rate reduc-
tions were made effective in Utah for various utility services.
- The reductions primarily cover electric light and power service,
and telephone service. Some of the reductions were brought
about to a large extent through the efforts of the Commission,
while others were made by the utilities voluntarily. The ac-
companying table shows a summary of the reductions made
effective during the two-year period with the estimated annual
savings to customers of the utilities, as a result of these redue-
tions. ‘

SUMMARY OF RATE REDUCTIONS AND ESTIMATED
ANNUATL: SAVINGS T0 CUSTOMERS, FISCAL YEARS
ENDED JUNE 30 1935 AND JUNE 30, 1936

Estimated Annual Savings

July 1, 1934, July 1, 1935,
to to

Name of Company and Class of Service = June 30, 1935 June 30, 1936
Utah Power & Light Co.:

Residential serviee ............ $ 5,600 ($245,500

Commereial service ............ 9,600 (

Industrial serviee ............. 5,000 800
Telluride Power Co.:

Regidential serviee ......... ... 7,600

Commercial service .~.......... 2,100

Industrial service ............. ; 12.000

Street lighting ............ ... 1,300
Southern Utah Power Co.:

Residential service ............ 5,850 _

Commereial service ............ 5,650 1.500

Tndustrial serviee ............. : 6.500

Street lighting .. vovvvven v 300
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Bountiful Light & Power Co.:

Residential service ............ 1,600
Commercial service ...,........ 900

Total electric light and o
power reductions .., ... $31,900 $279,700

The Mountain States Tel. & Tel. Co.

Exchange serviee ,............. 2,080 33,366
Toll service ..... N 2,185 23,000 .
- Total telephote reductions. $ 4,215 $ 56,366

Utah Power & Light Co.:

Steam heating serviee.....,.... 9,400
'GRAND TOTAL ... ...... $36,115 $345 466

MAJOR DEVELOPMENTS IN PUBLIC UTILITY INDUS-
TRY -

During the period covered by this report two developments
in the power and light industry in Utah took place which are
of suffieient importance to mention briefly,

Objective Rate Plan. The Utah Power & Light Company
adopted and instituted what is known as the “objective rate
plan,” effective October 1, 1935. The initial filings apply to do-
mestie service and commereial lighting service with sehedules
effective in all territory in Utah served by the interconnected .
system of this company. This rate plan provides a 50 per cent
discount from existing rates for increased kilowatt hour con-
sumption. In other words, if a domestic ctistomer or commer-
cial] lighting customer increases hig kilowatt hour consumption
during a given month over his kilowatt hour consumption dur-
ing a previous similar month of the so-called “base consumption
period,” the increased kilowatt hours are charged for at 50 per
cent of the rate which otherwise would be charged had he not
inereased his consumption. The 50 percent discount provision
acts as a cross-over from rates existing at the time the new plan
became effective to the objective rate, with the result that
where a consumer materially increases his consumption over
the base period consumption he will be billed on the objective
rate.
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The Utah Power & Light Company reports that approxi-
mately 80,000 residential customers and eommercial lighting
customers each month are increasing their consumption so that
they receive additional serviee at lower rates, which results in
an estimated annual savings to such customers of $200,000,

Steam-Electric Plant. The Utah Power & Light Company
applied to this Commission for authority to construet, operate,
and maintain a steam-eleetric generating station on the Provo
River in Utah County in the immediate vieinity of the com-
pany’s Olmsted plant, The Commission granted the necessary
authority on February 6, 1936, The plant will have a rated
. generating capacity of 15,000 kilowatts and will become a part
of the interconnected system of this company. At the elosing
date of this report the construction of the plant was nearing
completion.

STATISTICS OF UTILITY OPERATIONS

The section, found in Appendix 2, devoted to statistical
information taken from the reports of the public utilities oper-
ating in Utah has been enlarged in this report. In addition to
showing the results of operations of the public utilities doing
business in this state, the Commission has attempted to present
somewhat of a picture of the public utility industry in Utah
through the various tables in that section.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The Commission offers the following suggestions in the
way of amendments and changes in the laws under which the
Commission funections: :

1. That Chapter 67, Laws of Utah, 1935, relating to the
payment of dividends by gas and electrie utilities be amended
50 as not to include utilities when operating interstate, and
that the jurisdietion of the Public Service Commission of Utah,
under Section 1, thereof, be confined to dividends that may af-
fect their intrastate service only.

9. That Section 1 of Chapter 1, Title 76, Revised Statutes,
1938, as amended by Chapter 63, Laws of Utah, 1935, be so
amended that under its provisions no hiatus will be occasioned
in the membership of the Commission.

3. There appears to be a confliet between the provisions
of Subdivision 2 of 76-4-15, Revised Statutes of Utah, 1933, and
the provisions of Subdivision 9, Section 1, Chapter 28, Session
Tiaws of Utah, 1933, with respect to the installation, operation,
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and maintenance of traffic control. devices at railroad cross-
ings. An amendment should be made in one subdivision or the
other so as to remove the inconsistency and place full author-
ity and responsibility in the matter of grade crossing protection
deviees in one department of the State government.

This apparent conflict was pointed out in a previous report
of the Commission, but as yet the necessary clarification has
not been aftended to.

4. That Chapter 65, Laws of Utah, 1985, relative to trans-
portation by motor vehicles be repealed, and a new regulatory
law be enacted that will more nearly conform to the needs of

the motor carrier industry, and harmonize with the federal
“Motor Carrier Act, 1935,
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APPENDIX 1

Formal Cases Before the Commission
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CASE NO. 1148

In the Matter of the Application of D. R. HOUT to withdraw

from and the INTERSTATE TRANSIT LINES, a Corpora-

" tiom, to assume the operation of an automobile passenger

line between Ogden and Coalville, Utah, and intermediate
points, :

(Supplemental Application to cancel that part of certifi-
. eate covering operating rights between Keho and Coalville,
Utah.)

Submitted : September 23, 1935, Decided : October 26, 1935,

Disposition : - Supplemental report and order issued cancel-
ling that part of Certificate of Convenience and Necessity No.
361 covering operating rights for the transportation of passen-
gers between Icho and Coalville, Utah.

CASE NO. 1227 2

In the Matter of the Application of the TOOELE VALLEY
RAITLWAY COMPANY, for permission to substitute motor
bus service for passenger train service between Warner
and Tooele, Utah. 1

Disposition: Order issued March 28, 1936, cancelling auto-
mobile permit No. 10 issued to Tooele Valley Railway Company
on July 18, 1931. ,

CASE NO. 1270

In the Matter of the Application of THE UTAH-IDAHO
CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY, a corporation, for
an investigation of the rates and methods of applying the
same for the furnishing of electric emergy by the Utah ‘,;
Power & Light Company to said applicant and petitioner.

Disposition : - Further order of the Commission issued on
March 17, 1936, modifying Rule No. 43 of Tariff No, 8 of the
Utah Power & Light Company to and until April 1, 1937.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH
CASE NO. 1293

In the matter of the Applicaton of RAILWAY EXPRESS
AGENCY, Inc., for a Certificate of Public Convenience
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and Necessity to operate motor vehicles for the transpor-

-tation of express matter between Salt Lake City and Bing-

ham, Utah.

(Suppleinenta]. applicationfo serve Copperton, Copperfield,
and Highland Boy, Utah.)

Appearances

BE. J. Hardesty, + for Applicant,
Dan B, Shields, Jfor Bingham Stage Lines, :
A. Pharis Johnson, ; for Salt Lake & Bmwham Freight Lines.

SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT AND ORDDR OF THE
COMMISSION

By the Commission : : :

Under date of March 13, 1984, the Commission issued its
original report and order in the abovc entitled matter granting
to Pallway Express Agency, Ine. Certificate of Convenience
and. Necessity No. 413 authorizing said Agency to operate
motor wehicles for the transportatlon of express matter for hire
between’ Salt Liake City and Bingham, Utak, over and upon
Highway No. US-91 from Salt Tiale Olty to Mldvalo and State
Highway No. 48, Midvale to Bingham, Utah, -On Aungust 1,
1935, said Railway Express Agency, Inc. filed a supplemental

application with the Commission requesting that the Commis--

sion amend Certificate of Convenience and Néeessity No. 418 to
authorize apphoant to serve Copperton, Copperfield, and High-
land Boy, Utah, in addition to applicant’s present service to
Bingham, Utah. Hearing on the supplemental application eame
on regularly before the Commission at its office in Salt Lake
Clty, Utah, on August 19, 1935, after due and legal notice hav-
ing ‘been given to mterested partles Proof of pubhcatlon of
notice of hearing on the supplemental application was filed
with the C‘ommission and accepted as part of the record. From
the testimony admitted and the record and files in the case, the
Commission now finds and reports:

That applicant, Railway Express Agency, Ine. is a corpora-
tion organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws
of the-State of Delaware, and is authorized to do business in
the State of Utah as a foreign corporation. The applicant is
engaged in the transportation of express matter both in intra-
state and interstate commerce in the State of Utah, and in and
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between various other states of the United States. That since
March 13; 1935, applicant has operated motor vehicles between
Salt Lake City and Bingham, Utah, for the transportation of
express matter, consisting of both intrastate and interstate traf-
fie, under authority of Certifieate of Convenience and Neeessity
No. 413 heretofore issued by this Commission in the above en-
titled matter. That applicant now seeks authority to serve the
adjacent towns of Copperton, Coppertield, and Highland Boy,
and as its reason therefore alleges as follows:

“That there is a considerable volume of express matter
consigned to patrons who work in Bingham but live in Copper-
ton, also a considerable volume to residents of Copperfield and
Highland Boy.

“That the traffic transported is both interstate and intra-
state. The major portion of the shipments handled originate at
or are destined to points beyond Salt Liake City.

“That the traffic includes shipments of perishable commod-
ities or of high value or of fragile nature and are intended
for use at the homes of the patrons in Copperton or Copper-
field or Highland Boy or at business ingtitutions at these places.

“That if patrons are obliged to call for their shipments at
Bingham there is delay and inconvenience.”

That applicant proposes to render an express service to the
towns of Copperton, Copperfield, and Highland Boy at the same
rates as now prevail or will prevail on express shipments mov-
ing to Bingham, Utah. The service to be rendered will be daily
and will not inorease highway traffic inasmuch as applicant
now renders a daily service to the town of Bingham, Utah.
That at the present time the Bingham and Garfield Railway
Company, The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad
(ompany, the Bingham Stage Lines Company, and the Salt
Lake and Bingham Freight Line operate between Salt Lake
City and Bingham, each of which affords service for the trans-
portation: of property between Salt Liake City and Bingham.
None of these carriers serve the towns of Copperton, Copper-
field, or Highland Boy, but run as far as Bingham only.

_ That the service applicant now proposes to render will be

merely an adjunet to its present serviee to the town of Bing-
ham, and will not interfere with the service of any existing
carrier nor will it deprive any existing carrier from traffic
which it now handles.

NOW THERFFORE, by reason of the findings aforesaid
and the record and files in the ease, all of which are hereby
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expressly referred to and made a part hereof, the Commission
eoncludes and decides that public convenience and necessity
will be better served if applicant is permitted to extend its
present transportation service by motor vehicle to inelude the
towns of Copperton, Copperfield, and Highland Boy, and that
the application as applied for should be granted. The Commis-
sion is of the further opinion that applicant’s operation to
these three towns should be confined, to the transportation of
what is commonly known as express matter and that applicant
should not interfere in any way with the operations of exist-
ing carriers between Salt Liake City and Bingham.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the supplemental ap-
plication herein of the Railway Hxpress Agency, Ine. for per-
mission to operate motor vehicles for the transportation of
express between Salt Lake City and Copperton, Copperfield,
and Highland Boy, Utah, in conjunetion with its present opera-
tion between Salt Liake City and Bingham, Utah, be, and the
same is hereby granted, and Certificate of Convenience and
Neeessity No. 413 heretofore issued under date of March 13,
1934, be, and the same is hereby amended to include authority
to transport express matter to and from said towns.

Dated at Salt Lake City, Utah, this_24th:day of September,

1935.
(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. MeKAY
JOS. S, SNOW
Commissioners,
(Seal)
Attest: v

(Signed) THREODORE E. THAIN
Aecting Secretary.

CASE NO. 1296

In the Matter of the Application of GIBSON T. BERRY in a
representative capacity for a certificate of convenience
and necessity to construet, maintain, and operate a line of
railroad.

(PENDING)
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CASE NO. 1298

In the Matter of the Application. 01‘ the U'J‘AH LIGHT &
TRACTION COMPANY, to construct, m'untam, and op-
erate an electric tro]ley coach transpoz tation system on .
certain streets in Salt Lake City, Utah, and diseontinue
street car service on and remove its tlacks from certain
streets therein, .

Disposnion Supplemental report and order issued July 1,
19385, approving stipulation dated June 18, 1935, entered into
by Utah Light & Traction Company, Oregon Short Line Rail-
road Company, State Road Commission of Utah, and Salt Lake
City Corporatlon, covering the matter of malntenance of a
viaduet in balt Lake City, Utah.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICGE ‘COMMISSION, OF UTAH
' CASE NO. 1314 '

In the Matter of the Application of the STATHE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to eross the main line
tracks of the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company at
grade near Kaysville, Davis County, Utah.,

Submitted ; January 29; 1936. Deecided: April 17, 1936
Appearances: i
Ezra G. Knowlton, for State Road Commission of Utah
Robert S. Porter and for Oregon Short Line Railroad
W. Hal Farr, Attorneys,{ Company.
D. K. Barnes, for Kaysville and Self.
A. B. Barton, for Davis County.

H, J. Barnes,
Thomas E. Williams,
Jesse B. Flynn,

for Kaysville and Self.
for Davis County School Board.
for Self.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION

By the Commission:

This matter came on regularly for hearing before the Com-
mission, after due notice given. at Kavsville, Utah, on the 17th
day of July, 1933, at which time the Commission heard the
applicant and certain protestants who opposed the granting of
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the application.” Whereupon, the Commission, on the 21st day
of September, 1933, rendered a report and order on conformity .

with the application of the State Road Commission of Utah for
permission to cross the main line tracks of the Oregon Short

Line Railroad Company, now a part of the Union Pacifie Sys-

tem, at grade near. Kaysville, Utah, Thereafter, on the 12th
day of December, 1985, the Oregon Short Line Railroad Com-
pany (Union Pacific System) filed an application with the
Commission praying that the decision and order of the Com-
mission of September 21 1933, be vacated and set aside for
the reason that the contemplated road and crossing at grade
had not been constructed in conformity with the Commission’s
report and order of September 21, 1933; and for the further
reason that since said report and order had been rendered and
made “conditions have changed and large sums of money have
been appropriated by the Federal Government for the purpose
of abolishing grade crossings.” Tt was further alleged in said
application of the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company to set
agide the order of the Commission made September 21, 1933,

“That at the present time there is a grade crossing over
the tracks of the railroad about one thousand feet south of the
proposed crossing, and that there is no real necessity of estab-
lishing a grade crossing at the point in question;

“That the State Road Commission had large sums of ‘mon-
ey appropriated to it for the purpose of building overhead
gtructures and undeipasses and that it will undoubtedly have
a considerable sum of money remaining after it has completed
the projects now planned or under way ;

““That if a crossing is established at the point in question,
it should not be a grade erossing and that at least the instal-
lation of this crossing should be delayed until the projects now
planned or under way are completed and it be definitely as-
certained if the State Road Commission will not have suffi-
cients funds remaining to construet an overhead crossing or an
underpass at the point of said proposed crossing;

“That petitioner further shows that it has two main line
tracks and a center passing track at the point of the proposed
crossing and that a grade crossing at ‘'such point will be ex-
tremely dangerous.”

That hearing on said Supplemental Application of the Ore-
gon Short Iine Railroad Company to have set aside the order
of the Commission of September 21, 1933, came on regularly
before the Commission at its office at the State Capitol in Salt
Take City on the 29th day of January, 1936, at which time and
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place it was agreed on the part and in behalf of all interested
parties that the Commission’s report and order rendered and
made on the 21st day of September, 1938, should be vacated
and set aside, and a further hearing had upon the merits of
the application of the State Road Commission of Utah to estab-
lish a crossing at grade over the main line tracks of the Oregon
Short Line Railroad Company at or near the town of Kaysville
in Davis County, Utah. :

Thereupon, the Commission ordered that its report and
order of September 21, 1983, be vacated and set aside, and a
further hearing held before the Commission on the merits of
the application of the State Road Commission of Utah to
establish the proposed crossing at grade.

I'rom the evidence adduced for and in behalf of the ap-
plicant, and all protestants, the Commission now finds and re-
ports as follows:

That the applicant, State Road Commission of Utah, is a
Commission created by the laws of Utah, having the power of
establishing public roads, and the general supervision of all
highways of the State of Utah, ineluding the construction and
maintenance of the same as they may be needed for the con-
venience of the traveling public. That said Commission’ has,
in conjunction with other public authorities, laid out and es-
tablished a state highway for the accommodation and econven-
ience of the people of Kaysville and neighboring territory that
intersects and will cross the main line railroad tracks of the
Oregon Short Line Railroad Company (Union Pacific System)
at or near the town of Kaysville near railroad mile post 16.25,
more particularly shown and described by Applicant’s blue-
print exhibit attached hereto marked Exhibit “A” which is

- hereby referred to and made a part of these findings. That
the proposed crossing at grade over the main line tracks of
the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company at or near Kaysville,
Utah, like all erossings at grade, will ‘be hazardous, more espe-
cially the one proposed, but that at the present time there are
no funds available, Federal or otherwise, for the econstruction
of an overhead or underpass in lieu of said proposed crossing
at grade. That the construction of said crossing at grade at
this time creates a greater hazard at the point of crossing than
formerly because of the fact that at the proposed point of
crogsing, the Railroad Company maintains a passing track and
two main line tracks and will operate in the near future over
said proposed crossings at grade, fast moving passenger trains
over its two main line tracks.

That the proposed new highway projected by the appli-
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cant, State Road Commission, is largely a local one extending
in an east-west direction through the city of Kaysville with a
large agricultural region or district to the morth and west,
contributary thereto, and it may in course of time become a
part of ‘a more important highway serving more extended
areas thereby subserving a greater convenience to the travel-
ing public. Two blocks south of the proposed highway there
is now an established highway crossing the tracks of the
Union Pacific System at grade. This highway also extends
through the city of Kaysville in an east-west direetion, and the
construetion of the proposed highway would have a tendency
to eliminate some of the traffic over the present highway,
crossing the tracks of the Union Pacific at grade, but does not
serve the convenience of the traveling public as well as would
the highway proposed by the applicant,

That the City and School authorities of Kaysville, as well
as the County Commissioners of Davis County, favor the con-
struction of the proposed new highway as being in the-interest
of the general public of the town of Kaysville, and a greater
convenience to the traveling public in general. That the cost of
construction of a crossing at grade over the proposed new high-
way will be approximately $4,000.00 and the cheapest cost of
a grade separation structure at the point where it is proposed
to build a crossing at grade would be $50,000.00,

From the foregoing findings, and from the record of the
evidence produced in this caseé, all of which is made a part of
the Commission’s findings, the Commission concludes and de-
cides that the application of the State Road Commission to
construet and maintain a erossing at grade over the main line
traclks and the passing track of the Union Pacific Railroad as
applied for herein should be granted.

That public safety and convenience require that the con-
struetion of said, proposed crossmg at grade shall include the
installation of standard warning signs and signal devices, cat-
tle guards and wing fences, and the proper maintenance there-
of. That the cost of eonstructlon of said crossmg, including the
installation of standard signaling deviees, wing fences, and
cattle guards shall be borne and paid by the State of Utah
(State Road Commission of Utah), and the municipal subdivi-
sions as may be mutiially agreed upon, including the highway
approaches that the cost of maintaining said signallng de-
vices and wing fences be borne and paid for by the Union Pa-
cific System, The eost of construction and maintaining of the
highwav apnproaches to said erossing at grade shall be borne
by the State Road Commission and other public authorities.
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‘While it has been contended at this hearing that the estab-
lishment of said crossing at grade might well be deferred until
such a time as provision might be made for the using of Federal
funds for the construction of an underpass or an overhead
erossing in lieu of the proposed crossing at grade, this Com-
mission believes that the construection of said proposed new
highway, of which the proposed crossing at grade will become
a part, should not be, in the interest of public convenience and
necessity, longer delayed, and if perchance, at some time in the
tuture, Federal or other public funds can be made available
for the elimination of the crossing at grade, the same can be
readily accomplished upon proper application to this Commis-
sion and showing made. : :

An appropriate order will follow.

(Signed) E. . CORFMAN
. THOMAS E. McKAY,
Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. TITAIN, Aeting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION !:
OF UTAM held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on the
17th day of April, A. D., 1936. } ]

GASE NO. 1314

Tn the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM- ;
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to eross the main line :
tracks of the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company at 1
grade near Kaysville, Davis County, Utah. 4

This ease being at issue upon application on file, and hav-
ing been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and full 3
investigation of the matters and things involved having been ]
had, and the Commission having, on the date hereof, made and
filed a report containing its findings and conclusions, which
said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof,

IT IS ORDERED, That the application herein of the
State Road Commi}ssion of Utah for permission to cross the
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main line tracks of the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company
at grade, at or near railroad mile post 16.256 near Kaysville,
Dawis County, Utah, be, and it is hereby granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, that said erossing at grade shall
include the installation of standard warning signs and signal-
ing devices, cattle guards and wing fences, and the proper
maintenance thereof; that the cost of construction of said
erossing, including the installation of standard signaling de-
vices, wing fences, and cattle gnards and highway approaches
be borne by the State of Utah (State Road Commission of
Utah and municipal subdivisions thereof as may be mutually
agreed upon); that the cost of maintaining said erossing at
grade including the signaling devices, wing fences, and cattle
guards be borne and paid by the Oregon Short Line Railroad
Company (Union Pacific Railroad Company), and the high-
way approaches thereto by the State of Utah (State Road
Commission) and other public authorities.

- ORDERED FURTHER, that the Public Service Commis-
gion retain jurisdiction over the construction of said crossing
at grade until eompletion thereof in compliance with its orders
herein made,

By the Commission.

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN
Acting Secretary.
(Seal)

CASE NO. 1342

In the Matter of the Application of JESSE ELMER TIETJEN,
for a permit to operate as a contract motor earrier of prop-
erty between Salt liake City, Utah, and Nephi, Utah.

(Application to amend, to transport motion picture films
and accessories for the Jewell Theatre at Santaquin, Utah.)

Digposition: Further supplemental report and order issued
September 24, 1935, granting supplemental application to
amend Contract Carrier Permit No 12 to inelude the hauling
of films and accesgories for the Jewel Theatre at Santaquin,
Utah, in connection with applicant’s contract operations be-
tween Salt Liake City and Payson.




36 REPORT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

CASE NO. 1350

In the Matter of the Application of LEE PIERCE, for a permit
to operate as a contraet motor carrier of property between
Sigurd and Torrey, Utah,

Disposition: Order issued June 4, 1936, cancelling Con-
tract Carrier Permit No. 85 issued on May 1, 1934.

CASE NO. 1373

In the Matter of the Application of JOSEPH COOLEY for a
permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
between Salt Lake City, Utah, and Murray, Utah, and
vieinity.

Disposition: Order issued October 25, 1935, cancelling
Contract Carrier Permit No. 27 igsued on November 22, 1933.

CASE NO. 1462

In the Matter of the Application of INTER-MOUNTAIN
TRANSFER COMPANY of Ogden, Utah, for a license in
interstate commerce. i

Disposition: Order issued March 26, 1936, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1463

In the Matter of the Application of INTER-MOUNTAIN
TRANSFER COMPANY for a permit.

Disposition: Order issued March 26, 1936, dismissing ap-
plication withont prejudice.

CASE NO. 1479

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH, Complainant,
vs. THE MOUNTAIN STATES TELEPHONE AND TREL-
BGRAFPH COMPANY, Defendant.

(PENDING)
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICK COMMISSION OF UTAII
CASE NO. 1489

TOWN AND CITIZENS OF MONTICELLO, Complainants, vs.
BLUE MOUNTAIN IRRIGATION COMPANY, Defendant.

Submitted: December 20, 1933, Decided : October 29, 1935,

Appearances:

F. B. Hammond, Attorney, | for Town and Citizens of Mon-
ticello, Complainants.

Donald T, Adams, Attorney, | for Blue Mountain Irrigation
Company, Defendant.

REPORT AND ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
THOMAS B. McKAY, Commissioner:

On the 20th day of November, 1933, the Town Board and
more than twenty-five citizens of Monticello, patrons of the
Blue Mountain Irrigation Company, filed a complaint with the
Publie Utilities Commission of Utah (Public Service Commis-
sion of Utah) to the effect that the rates charged them for
irrigation and culinary water and for electric light and power
service rendered by the said Company are unjust and unrea-
sonable, and prayed that the Commigsion, after hearing, order
reductions.

A copy of the complaint was served upon the Blue Moun-
tain Trrigation Company by the Commission on the 21st day of
November, 1933, and November 26, 1933, the Company made
answer thereto, in effect denying the allegations of the Com-
plainant.

Thereupon, a hearing was held upon the complaint and
answer, after due notice given, at Monticello, Utah, on the 20th
day of December, 1983, and the matter taken under advisement
by the Commission. Before said hearing was held, and for a
long time after said case had been submitted to the Commis-
sion for report and order, negotiations were pending between
the Town of Monticello and the defendant Company for the
purchase on the part of Monticello of the electric power system
together with certain water rights, and the distributing sys-
tems then owned and operated by the Company. Meanwhile,
on the 6th day of April, 1934, the Company had published new
rate schedules showing material reduction of rates and charges
for both eleetnc and water services to be thei‘eafter rendered
patrons.
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From the evidenee addueed for and in behalf of the res-
pective parties at the hearing and the admitted facts as dis-
¢losed by the records and files in the case, all of which is
made a part hereof, the Commigsion now finds, reports, and
orders as follows: :

FIRST. That the Defendant, Blue Mountain Irrigation
Company is a corporation duly organized and existing under
and by virtue of the laws of Utah, with ity principal office
and place of business at Monticello, Utah. Said company or
corporation, when first organized in the year 1913, had for its
business or corporate purposes the taking over of certain water
rights acquired for the incorporators, by beneficial use, and
the distribution of the water as a non-profit organization to its
stockholders, primarily for irrigation purposes,

SECOND. In the year 1918, the Defendant Company
amended its Articles of Ineorporation, so as te include among
its corporate purposes, the construction, maintenance and oper-
ation of an electrical power plant with a distributing system,
and a water pipe line system, for supplying the Town of
Monticello and the inhabitants thereof with electrical energy
for general uses, and water for town and domestic uses. There-
tofore, about 1917, the irrigation system of the Company was
improved, the power and light system and the water system
were constructed by the Company at a cost of approximately
$45,000.00, allowing nothing for the water rights to be used
by the Company in rendering serviece to its patrons.

THIRD. The financing of the company, in order to enable
it to make these improvements for serving the publie, was
brought about largely by amending the Articles of Incorpora-
tion in 1918 and inereasing the capital stoek by issuing addi-
tional shares to the stockholders of the Company, which the
stockholders for the most part received and paid for in full in
the way of capital assessments levied from time to time against
them by the Company.

FOURTH, The original capitalization of the company for
jrrigation purposes in 1913, was $15,000.00, and the water singce
digtributed for irrigation purposes bv the Company has been
applied withoutf, charge to about 1300 acres of land owned
principally by its stockholders. '

BTETH. According to a report rendered by the Company
to the Commission for 1982, the gross revenue derived bv the
Comnany from its patrons for culinarv water and light service
combined for that year amounted to $4,694.55, and its combined
operating expenses for all purposes amounted to $4,631.85.




REPORT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION 39

\

For the year 1933, the Company’s operating revenue de-
- rived from the sale of electrical energy alone amounted .to
$3,230.32, and from the sale of culinary water $2,783.43, not
mcludmg charges on field and garden streams, amountlng to
$237.73, a total operating revenue from all sources of $6,251.48,
The comblned operating expenses for all systems, irrigation,
culinary water, and power and light for 1933 was $3 357.63.

For the year 1934, the Company’s operating revenue de-
rived from the sale of electrical energy alone amounted to
$3,408.64, and from the sale of culinary water, $2,678.56, a
total operating revenue from both sources of $6,089.10; and the

operating expense for all gystems amounted to, for Lh1s year,
$3,721.53.

SIXTH. In Case P. U. C. U. 41, decided by the Public
Utilities Commission, October 11, 1918, in which the rates and
charges of the Company for domestic water service were under
investigation by the Commission, the following rates and
charges for water service were authorized by the Commission,

“Tor water scrvice, for domestic purposes only, '
per family per month......................... $ 2.60

For water for livestock, 10e per head per month,
with minimum charge per month.,............ 1.560”

In P. U, C. U. Case No. 42, decided by the Commission at
the same time, wherein rates and charges of the Company for
electrical serviece were involved, the Commigsion authorized
among others, the following rates and charges: :

“Meter rate per K. W. H............... e $ 25

Minimum meter rate per month.................. 2.25"

In the above mentioned cases, while the Public Utilities
Commission permitted the Company, on the showing made, to
temporarily increase its charges for both eleetric and domestic
water 'service, as applied for bv the Company, the Commission
at the same time ordered that the Company keep separate and
distinet aceounts for its several publie utility operations which
order the Company has, in its methods of bookkeeplng, failed
to comply.

SEVENTIH. The Company now proposes and petitions for
apnroval of the following rates and charges for its serviees, to-
wit:
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FOR WATER

“For first tap per family per month.............. $ 2.00
For lawn water, per month..................... 1.25
For corral water, per month..................... 1.25
For water stock without tap, per head per month.. .10

IFor business houses, per tap, per month, not includ-
ing Hotels, Garages, Service Stations, and School

Hot8es vt i e e 2.00
TFor Hotels, Garages, Serviece Stations and School
Houses ... e s 3.00

FOR ELECTRICAL ENERGY

Minimum charges of Electrical energy including 12

KW $ 2.00
Ior additional K. W. H, from 12 up to and ineclud-
ing 16 K. W. H., 12%6¢ per K. W, H........... 1214

Ifor each additional K. W. H. over 16 K., W. H, per
month up to and including 300 KX, W. H. per

month ... e e .07
TFor all K. W. H. per month exceeding 300 K. W. I,
Per Mmonth ...ttt e i e .05”

EIGHTH. For the most part the present proposed rates
and charges for service of the Company are material reductions
over the Company’s present and past charges for services.

NINTH., The Company in its past operations has never-
deduected nor set aside from its operating revenmnes any amount
for depreciation of its properties devoted to publie service, nor
has the Company since its organization paid any dividends to
its stockholders upon capital investment of the Company,

Monticello and its environs, the territory served by the
Company, is populated by a people primarily engaged in agri-
culture and livestoek pursuits. The stockholders and rate pay-
ers of the company involved in-this investigation are largely
residents and property owners of the territory served by it. As
property owners of the territory, and as patrons and stock-
holders of the company, their interests are to a very large
extent mutual.

However, it is apparent from the record of the business
conduet of the Company in the past, that before it can accord
fair treatment to its stoeckholders and rate payers alike, the
management must adopt and follow different methods of con-
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ducting its corporate affairs and other than those which now
prevail. As a corporation engaged in rendering public utility
serviece, as an Jrrigation Company, as an “electrical corpora-
tion” and-a “water corporation” within the meaning of the
Statutes of Utah, its corporate business should be segregated,
and the cost of construction, maintenance and operation of each
utility, by proper bookkeeping and accounting methods estab-
lished, Until this is done, the management of the Company will
not be able to accord entirely equitable and fair treatment to
its stockholders and patrons, nor will this Commission in the
exercise of its regulatory powers be able to properly investi-
gate and determine what rates can be justly and legally
charged the different classes of rate-payers.

It is our opinion that the company will find it well worth
while to have its properties devoted to public service inven-
toried and appraised by a competent engineer, so that the kind
and value of its property devoted to each service can be
determined.

Owing to the fact that the prosperity of the territory
gserved by the Company has during the past few years been
seriously affected by drouth and depressed economic condi-
tions, we will in deference to the present management of the
Company, permit the recommended reduced rates of the Com-
pany to stand .as temporarily approved only.

The Commission retains jurisdiction of the matters and
things involved in these proceedings, pending the filing with
the Commission by the Company on or before October 28, 1936,
of a full and complete separate inventory and appraisement of
the property devoted to each public utility serviee it renders;
meanwhile,

IT IS ORDERED, That the Company shall henceforth
keep striet and accurate, separate books of accountmg for the
several utilities managed and operated by it in rendering
service to the public.

(Signed) THOMAS E. McKAY,

Commlssmner.
(Seal)
‘We Coneur:
(Signed) B. B. CORFMAN
JOS. S. SNOW
Commissioners.
Attest:

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.
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CASE NO. 1510

UTAH CONSTRUCTION COMPANY, Complainant, vs. THI
DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RAILROAD COM-
PANY, et al., Defendants.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1514

In the Matter of the Application of B. I, PHILLIPS for a li-
cense to operate as a common motor earrier o property in
interstate commerce between Salt Lake City, Ogden, and
Evanston, Wyoming.

Disposition: Order issued October 10, 1935, cancelling In-
terstate Carrier License No. 44 issued to B. 1. Phillips on April
6, 1934,

CASE NO. 1531

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH, Complainant,
vs UTAHI POWER & LIGHT COMPANY, a Corporation,
Defendant. :

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1536

In the Matter of the Application of THOMAS W. PERRY for
a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
between Salt Lake City, Heber City, and Park City, Utah,
over Highway No. 40. (Supplemental application to haul,
in addition to present contracts, for The Star Market, The
New Deal Market, Paul Brothers & Wilson, all of Park
City, Utah.)

Submitted : December 18, 1935, Decided : April 23, 1936.

Disposition: Supplemental application for an amendment
to Contract Carrier Permit No. 63 to haul. in addition to his
present contracts, for the Star Market, The New Deal Market,
and Paul Brothers & Wilson, all of Park City, Utah, denied,

CASE NO. 1560

In the Matter of the Application of J. . SARNES for a li-
cense to operate as a common motor carrier of property in
interstate commerce between Salt Take City, Ogden, and
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Wellsville, Utah, and Casper, Wyoming, over Highways
30-S and 91,

Disposition: Order issued September 9, 1985, cancelling
Interstate Carrier License No. 56 issued to J. II. Sarnes on May
23, 1934, :

CABE NO. 1562

In the Matter of the Application of C. M., ANDERSON for a
permit to operate as a contraet motor carrier of property
between Sandy and Salt Lake City, Utah. (Supplemental
application for transfer of operating rights to W. C. An-
derson,) :

Submitted : August 19, 1985, Decided : October 24, 1935.

Disposition: 'W. C. Anderson authorized to operate as
a contract motor earrier for the transportation of beer for the
Fisher Brewing Company from Salt Lake City, Utah, to
Midvale, Sandy, Jordan, and Riverton, Utah, via U. S. 91,
the Redwood Road, and county roads tributary thereto, under
authority of Contract Carrier Permit No. 68 previously issued
in said case.

CASE NO. 1564

In the Matter of the Application of BUCKINGHAM TRANS-
PORTATION COMPANY OF COLORADO, INC. for a li-
cense to operate as a common motor carrier of property
between Denver, Colorado, and Salt Lake City, Utah, over
and upon Highways Nos. U. S. 30-8, U-49, and U. 8. 91.

Disposition: Order issued November 15, 1935, cancelling
Interstate Carrier License No. 55 issued to Buckingham Trans-
portation Company of Colorado, Ine. on May 28, 1934.

CASE NO. 1569

In the Matter of the Application of REID AND HUNSAKER,
co-partners, for a permit to operate as a contract motor
carrier of property between Delta, Deseret, and Hinckley,
Utah, and Salt Lake City, Utah, over Highways Nos. 91
and 25,

Disposition: Order issued August 20, 1985, cancelling Con-
traet Carrier Permit No. 77 issued to Reid & Hunsaker on Sep-
tember 7, 1934,
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1572

INTERMOUNTAIN MARBLE COMPANY, Complainant, vs.
THE DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RAILROAD
COMPANY, Defendant.

Submitted : June 13, 1934, Decided : August 19, 1935,
Appearances:

Bert L., Penn, for Complainant,

J. A; Gallaher and A. J. Cronin, for Defendant.

REPORT AND ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

By the Commission:

On the 16th day of March, 1984, the Intermountain Marble
Company, hercinafter for convenience 'referred to as Com-
plainant, filed a formal complaint herein against The Denver
and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company, hereinafter refer-
red to as Defendant, alleging in substance and to the effect,
that during the period April 1, 1932, to and ineluding February
1, 1933, Complainant shipped from Birdseye Spur, Utah, to
Salt Lake City, Utah, via the railroad lines of the Defendant
approximately twenty (20) carloads of rough marble blocks
of irregular shape, the individual pieces exceeding 1000 pounds
each in weight; that the car-load rate exacted by the Defend-
ant for the transportation of the shipment was $2.14 per ton of
2000 pounds as published in Ttem 6660-A, Supplement 83 of the
Defendant’s Tariff No. 4975-D, P. U. C. U. No. 42; that at the
time the shipments moved, there was in effect a rate applicable
to rough stone of irregular shape, pieces exceeding 1000 pounds
each in weight from Milburn, Utah (to which Birdseye Spur,
Utah, is intermediate), to Salt Liake City, Utah, of $2.021%
per ton of 2000 pounds, which last mentioned rate was pub-
lished in Ttem 6630 of Defendant’s Tariff No. 4975-D, P. U. C.
TU. No. 42,

That by reason of the faets above stated the Complainant

alleges and makes the claim that it has been subjected to the
" payment of rates and freight charges for the transportation of
the shipments which were unlawfully exacted and in violation
of the provisions of Title 76, Chapter 3, Section 6, Paragraph
92, Revised Statutes of Utah, 1933. '

Complainant prayed that the Defendant be required to
answer the charges made in its complaint and that after due
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hearing and investigation this Commission issue an order com-
manding the Defendant to pay Complainant for the alleged
unlawful exaction of transportation charges on the sh1pments
an amount equal to the difference between the freight charges
paid and those which the Commission shall determine that the
Defendant should have exacted, under the laws of the State of
Utah, together with interest thereon from date of payment
by the Complainant of the charges, and for general relief,

In due time, the defendant answered, admitting that it is
a common carrier, engaged in the transportation of property
between points in Utah, and also admitted in effeet publica-
tion of the tariffs mentioned and referred to in the complaint,
but denied any violation of the Utah statutes and prayed that
the complaint be dismissed.

Hearing on the complaint and answer was had before the
Commission at its office in the State Capitol on the 13th day of
June, 1934, From the evidence adduced for and in behalf of
the respective parties the Commission finds, reports, and orders
as follows:

That the Complainant, Intermountain Marble Company, is
a corporation organized and existing under and by virtue of
the Liaws of the State of Utah, and as such for more than two
vears prior to the filing of its complaint herein against the De-
fendant, was, ever sinece has been, and is now engaged in the
business of manufacturing stone building produets.

That the Defendant, The Denver and Rio Grande Western
Railroad Company is a rallroad corporation, doing business as
a common carrier of property in the State of Utah, and as sueh
received and transported for the Complainant over its line of
railroad from Birdseve Spur, Utah, to Salt Lake City, Utah,
commencing April 8, 1932, and ending January 31, 1933, twenty
carloads of rough marble blocks of irregular shape, weighing
over 1000 pounds each, for which services the Defendants ex-
acted of, and Complainant paid the Defendant $2.14 per ton
in accordanee with its published tariff, Item 6660-A, Supple-
ment 83, No, 4975-D, P, U. C. U. No. 42, effective August 24,
1931, providing for a rate on “marble, rough” moving from
Birdseye Marble Spur, Utah, to Salt Lake City, Utah, of $2.14
per ton of 2000 pounds.

When said shinments moved, Defendants nublished tarviff,
Ttem 6630, Tariff No. 4975-D, P. U. C. U, No. 42 was in effect,
and provided for a rate on “Rouch stone of irregular shape,
nieces exceeding 1000 pounds each in weight. moving between
Milburn, Utah and Salt Lake City, Birdseye Marble Spur being
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an intermediate point between Milburn aud Salt Lake City, of
$2.0214 per ton of 2000 pounds.

That the aggregate weight of the twenty carload ship-
ments received of and transported for the Complainant by the
Defendant from Birdseye Marble Spur to Salt Liake City, Utah,
during the period commenecing April 8, 1932, and ending Janu-

ary 381, 1933, was 1,588,000 pounds for which transportation the
* Defendant exacted of, and the Complainant paid Lreight
charges amounting to $1,699.15, or an excess of $91.52 over
the Defendant’s published rate, Item 6630, Tariff No. 4975-D,
P. U. C. U. No. 42, for “Rough Stone of irregular shape, pieces
exceeding 1000 pounds each in weight, moving ‘between Mil-
burn, Utah and Salt Lake City, Utah.”

It is the contention of the complainant that when the ship-
ments moved the Defendant was publishing and had in effect
two tariffs applicable to the same commodity, one providing
for a rate of $2.14 and the other for a rate of $2.0214; that
“marble rough” and “rough stone” meant for making proper
and legal charges, the same; and according to the well known
and firmly established prineciple, the lesser instead of the
higher rate should have been applied to the shipments involved.

‘ The Defendant makes the claim that the $2.14 rate was a
specific rate on “rough marble”; that where a tariff mentions
a specific article or commodity, it should be strietly applied to
the commodity mentioned without reference to analogous arti-
cles, citing the rulings of the Interstate Commerce Commission
as referred to in Interstate Commerce Acts, Annotated, p.
1489 N. 49, wherein it is said: .

“A commodity rate should be strictly applied, and when
provision is separately made for two articles. closely resem-
bling each other in form and nature, and a ecommodity rate is
subsequently established naming one of such articles, the com-
modity rate so established can not be applied on the similar
article specifically named in the classification, but not specifi-
eallv named in the commodity tariff,—" Cromble & Co. vs.
Youthern Pae. Co., 19 I C. C. 561; Coffins Box & Lbr. Co. vs.
Chicago & N. W. Ry. Co., 25 T. C. C. 249; Otis Elevator Co.
vs. New York Central R. R. Co., 45 I. C. C. 201.

Tn the consideration of the issue involved in the instant
case, we are reminded of the fact that the Defendant, subse-
quent to the time the shipments moved, published its supple-
mentary tariff “Ttem 663 Supplement 99, The Denver and Rio
Qrande Western Railroad Company Tariff No. 4975-D, effective
April 25, 1933 wherein it expressly excepted from “Rough
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Stone” the commodities “Marble, Onyx, and Jasper of irregu-
lar shape, picces exceeding 1000 pounds each in weight.”

Had supplement 99 been published and been in effeet when
the shipments under consideration moved, there would be no
yueswown but Jhat the prmeiple involved in the cases above cited
and relied on by the Defendant would have appliecation. How-
ever, such was not the fact. To the contrary, the shipments
here under consideration moved from Birdseye Spur to Salt
Lake City under a tariff that read “marble rough,” at $2.14,
when contemporaneously the Defendant was publishing a tariff
rate on ‘“rough stone of irregular shape” from Milburn to
Salt Liake City of $2.0214. Therefore, this brings us to the eon-
gideration of the question ag to whether or not “marble or onyx,
rough” and “rough stone of irregular shape” as published in
the respective tariffs of the Defendant at the time the ship-
ments moved meant for the purpose of charging proper rates
ane and the same thing.

Lexicographers Funek and Wagnalls define marble as “A
rock composed mainly of calecium earbonate or of ealecium and
magnesium carbonates, of such color and texture as to be of
value for building or ornamental purposes.” Stone is defined
by the same Liexicographers as “A small piece of roek.”

Webster’s Unabridged Dictionary defines marble as being
“Any speeies of calcareous stone or mineral of a compact tex-
ture, and of a beautiful appearance, susceptible of a good
polish;” and stone as “A mass of concreted, earthly or mineral
matter.”

Tn the light of the foregoing definitions, marble is espe-
cially designated and distinguished from the general deserip-
tion of stone. Tt necessarily follows it should be so regarded in
defendant’s tariffs.

Let it be conceded that the general term “stone” is inelu-
sive of the term “marble”; the faet remaing that in the defend-
ant’s tariff under which the shipments moved and the charge
of $2.14 was made against the complainant, the commodity was
specifically - designated as “marble rough” and sueh specific
description we think must be held to supersede the general
desceription and the more comprehensive term “rough stone”
found in the defendant’s tariff providing for the $2.0214 rate,
In other words, “stone’” must be considered as a generie name,
relating to an extensive class. while “marble” must be held to
apnlv to a specie. Of course, there i¢ gome analogy hetween all
species of stone but when a particular svecie is designated in a
tariff it has been held improper to apply the specific commodity
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‘rate to analogous articles, As we view it that is precisely
what is sought for by the Complainant in this case. While we
are not necessarily bound by the rulings of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission in matters of tariff 1nterpretat10n, we are
inelined to closely adhere to that Commission’s rulings for our
guidance. The Federal Commission has consistently held that
it is improper to apply specific commodity rates on analogous
articles: American Radiator Co, vs. Director General, 87 I. C. C.
281; Cutler-Hammer Mfg. Co. vs. Director General, 88 I. C. C.
600 Cullum & Boren Co. vs. Chicago B. & Q. R. Co., 93 1. C. C.
354 Milne Chair Co. vs. Atlantic Coast Line R. Co 102 1. C.
C. 165 Bush Bros. & Co. vs. Cumberland Transp Co., 107
I C O 571; Chevrolet Motor Co. of St. Louis vs. Baltnnore &
0. R. Co, 109 I, C. C. 184; Great Northern Paper Co. vs.
Banger & A. R. Co., 113 L O C. 468.

Tn view of the facts found, and for the reasons stated,
we conclude that the complainant has not been damaged; that
its complaint should be, and the same is hereby dismissed.

(Signed) E. B. CORFMAN
THOMAS B, McKAY,
JOS. 8. SNOW
Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

CASE NO. 1573 ,

UTAH CITIZENS RATE ASSOCIATION, Complainant, vs
BAMBERGER ELECTRIC R. R. CO., BINGHAM & GAR-
FIELD RY. CO, CARBON CO. RAILWAY CO.,, THE
DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN R. R. CO.,, LOS
ANGELES & S. I. B R. CO.,, OREGON SHORT LINIE
R. R. CO., SALT LAKE & UTAH R. R. CO. (D. P. Aber-
crombie, Recelver) SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY,
TOOELE VALLEY RY. CO., UNION PACIFIC R. R.

. CO.. THE UTAH IDATIO CENTRAL R. R. CO., UTAH
RAILWAY CO., THE WESTERN PACIFIC RATLROAD
(0., Defendants.

(PENDING) .
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CASE NO. 1599

In the Matter of the Application of J. J. SKINNER for a per-
mit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property in
intrastate commeree between Liehi, Utah, and Provo, Utah,
over and upon Highway No. 91,

Digposition: Order issued March 26, 1936, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1600

In the Matter of the Application of WALTER BUTLER for a
permlt to operate as a contract motor ecarrier of property
in intrastate commerce between Payson, Utah, and Provo,
Utah, over and upon Highway No. 91.

Disposition: Order issued March 26, 1936, dismissing ap-
plication without prejuldice.

CASE NO. 1612

In the Matter of the Application of RAY LILENQUIST, d/b/a
the UTAH CALIFORNIA MOTOR LINES, for a license
to operate as a common motor carrier of property in inter-
state commerce between Salt Liake City, Utah, and the
Utah-Idaho State Line over and upon Highways Nos. 91
and 41, (Supplemental application to obtain authority to
operate via U. S. Highway No. 80-S over the Snowville
Cut-off,)

Submitted : December 17, 1935. Decided : February 4, 1936,
Disposition: Ray Lilenquist, d/b/a Utah California Motor

Lines, authorized to use Highways Nos. U. 8. 91 and 30-S. (over

what is commonly known as the Snowville Cut-off) as an alter-

nate route between Salt Lake City and the Utah-Idaho State

Line, in his operations as a common motor carrier of property

in 1nterstdte commerce under Interstate Carrier License No, 66.

CASE NO. 1614

In the Matter of the Application of A. P. HEMMINGSEN for
a permit to operate as a eontract motor carrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) in intrastate commerce between Lark, Utah,
and Revere Switch, over county road not numbered.

Submitted : February 6, 1985. ~  Decided: August 9, 1935.

Disposition: Contraet Carrier Permit No. 116 issued au-
thorizine A. P. Hemmingsen to operate as a contraet motor car-
rier of U. S. Mail between Lark, Utah, and Revere Switch,
Utah, via a county road.
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CASE NO. 1615

In the Matter of the Application of WAYNE ELDREDGE
JOHNSTON for a permit to operate as a contract motor
carrier of property in intrastate commerce between Cisco,
Utah, and Castleton, Utah, over and upon secondary state
highway not numbered.

Disposition: Order issued February 4, 1986, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1617

In the Matter of the Application of PETER McKELLAR for
an interstate license to operate as a common motor earrier
of property, including U. 8. Mail, between Wendover,
Utah, and Gold Hill, Utah, via unnumbered highway.

Disposition: Order issued January 21, 1936, dismigsing ap-
plication without prejudice,

CASE NO, 1618

In the Matter of the Application of WM. RAY NIELSON for
a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) beween Richfield and Annabella, Utah, via
Highway No. 89.

Submitted: April 17, 1935, Decided: Angust 1, 1935.

D1spos1tion Contraet Carrier Permit No. 115 issued au-
thorizing Wm. Ray Nielson to operate as a contrac{ motor car-
rier of U. 8. Mail between Richfeld and Annabella, Utah, via
U. 8. Highway No. 89.

CASE NO. 1620

In the Matter of the Application of JOHN CHAMBERLAIN
for a certificate of convenience and necesgity to operate as
a common motor carrier of property in intrastate com-
merce between Marysvale and points in Kane County and
between Cedar City and points in Kane County.

Submitted : September 19, 1934, Decided: July 6, 1935.

Disposition: Certificate of Convenience and Necessity No.
433 isgued authomzmg John Chamberlain to operate as a com-
mon motor carrier of property in 1ntrastate commerce between:
Marysvale, Utah, and Kanab, Utah, serving the intermediate
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towns of Sevier, Summit, Glendale, Orderville, Mt. Carmel
Junetion, and Mt. Carmel, via U, S. Highway No. 89, and Alton,
via Utah nghway No. 11; and between Cedar City and Kanab
Utah, over and upon II1ghways Nos, U, 8. 91, U-15, and U, S
89, serving the same intermediate towns as above named with
the following restrictions:

Applicant’s operations to be restricted to the movement of
sheep, cattle, lambs, wool, and truck-load lots of merchandise
between Marysvale and Kanab, and the intermediate towns
named above, and,

Applicant’s operationslto be restricted to the transportation
of sheep, cattle. lambs, and wool only between Cedar City and
Kanab, and truck-load lots of general merchandisg from Cedar
City to the intermediate points of Alton, Sevier, Summit, Glen-
dale, Orderville, Mt, Carmel Junction, and Mt, Carmel.

CASE NO. 1621

In the Matter of the Application of HOMER A, LYMAN for a
certificate of convenience and necessity to operate as a
common carrier of passengers and property between Rich-
field and Torrey, Utah, serving no intermediate points, via
Highway No. 24.

Submitted: April 17, 1935. Decided: July 1, 1935.

Dispasition: Certificate of Convenience and Necessity No.
439 issued authorizing applicant to operate as a common motor
carrier of property and passengers between Richfield and Tor-
rey, Utah, and intermediate points, via Utah Highway No. 24.

CASE NO. 1692

In the Matter of the Application of BROWN & I/UND for a
license to operate as a common motor carrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) between St. George, Utah, and Moapa, Ne-
vada, via U. 8. Highway No. 91. -

Submitted : April 19, 1935. Decided: August 1, 1935.

Disposition: TInterstate Carrier License No. 85 igsued au-
thorizing Jane K. Brown and J oseph R. Tund, a partnership,
to operate as a contract motor carrier of property in interstate
commerce between St. George, Utah, and the Utah-Arizona
State Line, via U. 8. 91
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CASE NO. 1623

In the Matter of the Application of LESTON L, HATCH for a
permit to operate as a contract motor ecarrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) beween Burrville, Utah, and Fish Lake, Utah,
via Highway No. 24.

Disposition: Order issued January 21, 1936, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1625

In the Matter of the Application of GEORGE ALFRED DAM-
RON for a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier -
of property (U. S. Mail) in intrastate commerce between
Oasis and Abraham, Utah, over county road.

Disposition: Order issued January 20, 1936, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1626

In the Matter of the Application of WILLIAM SINGLETON
for a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of prop-
erty (U. 8. Mail) beween LEureka and Payson, Utah, over
Highways Nos. 26 and 91.

Disposition: Order issued January 20, 1936, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1629

In the Matter of the Application of THERIS NEILSON for a
permit to operafe as a contract motor earrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) beween Loa and Fremont, Utah.

Disposition: Order issued January 20, 1936, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1631

Tn the Matter of the Application of BERT D, ADAIR for a
perm1t to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
mcludmg U. 8. Mail beween St. George, Utah and Enter-
prige, Utah, via Highway No. 18.

Dlsposmon Order issued January 21 1936, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.
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CASE NO. 1632

In the Matter of the Application of C. R. BALDWIN for a
license to operate ag a common motor carrier of property
(including U. 8, Mail) in interstate commerce between
Gold Hill, Utah, and Uvada, Nevada.

Disposition: Order issued January.21, 1936, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice. :

CASE NO. 1633

In the Matter of the Application of C. R. CHRISTENSEN for
a license to operate as a common motor carrier of mail,
freight and express between Monticello, Utah, and Dove
Creek, Colorado, over Highway No. 450, and between Mon-
ticello and Bluff, Utah.

Disposition: Order issued January 20, 1936, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1634

In the Matter of the Application of JAMES O. TALBOT for
a permit to operate as a contract motor cargier of property
including U. 8. Mail in intrastate commerce etween Para-
gonah, Utah and Cedar City, Utah via U. S. Highway No.
91.

Submitted : April 20, 1985, Dgcided: July 25, 1935.

Disposition: Contract Carrier Permit No. 110 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a contract motor carrier of
United States Mail between Paragonah and Cedar City, Utah,
serving the intermediate towns of Summit and Parowan, and
also as a contract motor carrier of property for H. C. Dunton
of Paragonah, Parowan Drug Company of Parowan, and the
Southern Utah Dairy of Parowan, via U. S. 91,

CASE NO. 1635

Tn the Matter of the Application of W. W. ADAMS.for a
permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
(T7. 8, Mail) in intrastate commerce between Modena and
Hamlin Valley, Utah.~

Disposition: Order issued January 21, 1986, dismissing ap-
application without prejudice. :




54 REPORT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

¢ CASE NO. 1637

In the Matter of the Application of JAMES OSCAR CHILD
for a permit to operate as a econtract motor carrier of prop-

erty (U. S. Mail) between Price and Bmery, over and upon
Highway No. 10.

Disposition: Order issued October 25, 1935, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1638

In the Matter of the Application of R. C. MURDOCK for a
permit to operate ag a contract motor carrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) between Milford, Utah, and Beaver, Utah, via
Highway No. 21.

Disposition: Order issued January 20, 1936, dlsmlssmg'
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1641

In the Matter of the Application of ALONZO RICHARDS for
a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) between Hlmo and Vietor, Utah, by way of
Desert Lake over county road,

Disposition: Order issued February 4, 1986, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1642

In the Matter of the Application of HORACE ALLRED for a
permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
beween Thompson, Lasal, and Monticello, Utah, over and
upon Highways Nos. U. S. 50 and 450.

Submitted: August 28, 1985,  Decided: September 30, 1935.

Disposition: Contract Carrier Permit No. 122 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a contract motor carrier of
" U. 8. Mail between Thompson, Liasal, and Monticello, Utah,
via Highways Nos. U. 8. 50 and 450.

CASE NO. 1643

In the Matter of the Application of MILO ENCE for a permit
to operate as a contract motor carrier of property (U. S.
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Mail) between Santa Clara, Utah, and Ivins, Utah, via
U. 8. Highway No, 91.

Disposition: Order issued January 20, 1986, dismissing
application without prejudice,

CASE NO. 1645

In the Matter of the Application of VIVIAN BRACKEN for a
permit to operate as a econtract motor carrier of property
(U, 8. Mail) beween Central, Utah, and Pine Valley, Utah.

Disposition: Order issued January 20, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1646

In the Matter of the Application of SIDNEY I.. NIRLSON for
a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) between Burrville, Utah, and Greenwich, Utah.

Disposition: Order issued, January 20, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice. ' .

CASE NO. 1649

Tn the Matter of the Application of LYNN COX for a license to
operate as a common motor earrier of property and U. S.
Mail, between Evanston, Wyoming, and Randolph, Utah,
over and upon Highways Nes. 3 and 65.

Submitted : May 10, 1935. Decided: September 10, 1935,

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No. 93 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a common motor carrier of
property in interstate commerce between Utah-Wyoming State
Tine and Randolph, Utah, via Highways Nos. U-3 and T-65.

CASE NO. 1650

In the Matter of the Avplication of GEORGE E. BALLING-
HAM for a permit to operate ag a contract motor carrier
of property including U, 8. Mail between OGrouse Creek,
Utah, and Luein, Utah, via county road.

Disposition: Order issued January 21, 1936, dismissing
“application without prejudice.
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- CASE NO. 1651

In the Matter of the Application of JOHN S. JARDINE for a
‘permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) between Cache Junction and Clarkston, Utah,
via county road. ‘

Disposition: Order issued February 4, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1654

In the Matter of the Application of LEO G. SMITH for a
permit to haul property and U. 8. Mail between St, George
and Pintura, dropping mail at the intermediate points of
‘Washington and Leeds, Utah, via Highway No. 91,

Submitted: April 19, 1935. Decided: July 1, 1935.

Disposition: Contraet Carrier Permit No, 106 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a contraect motor carrier of
U. 8. Mail, ice cream for the Hscalante Ice Cream Company,
bread for O. P. Skaggs, and meat for C. C. C. Camps, between
Pintura and St. George, Utah, via U. 8. 91. Application to
transport general merchandise for J. C. Penney Company at
St. George, Utah, denied.

CASE NO. 1655

In the Matter of the Application of VANCE O, LIND for a
license to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
(U. S. Mail) between Oakley, Idaho, and Lynn, Utah.

Disposition: Order issued January 21, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1656

In the Matter of the Application of GEORGE E. JOHNSON
for a permit to operate as a conkract motor carrier of prop-
erty (U. S. Mail) in intrastate commerce between Collin-
ston, Utah, and Wheelon, Utah.

Disposition: Order “issued January 20, 19‘36, dismisging
application without prejudice.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH.

CASE NO. 1658 ,
In the Matter of Increases in Freight Rates and Charges.

Submitted: May 2, 1935, Decided: August 17, 1935.
Appearances:

J. A. Gallaher and George
‘Williams, Attorneys, Equit-
able Bldg., Denver,

ter, W, Hal. Farr, Salt Tiake
City; and J. M. Souby,
Omaha, Nebraska, Attor-
neys, .
~J. B. Hunter Esq., Ogden,
Utah,

Aldon J. Anderson, Ksq.,
Salt Take City,

‘A, C. Ellis, Jr., Attorney,
Salt Liake City,

for Applicant, The D&RGW
RR Co. and Utah railroad
carriers in general.

for Applicant, Union Pacific
System.

for Applicant, Utah-Idaho
Central R. R. Co.

for Applicant, Salt Lake &
Utah R. R. Co.

for Protestant, Columbia
Steel Company.

George . Smith, R. B, Por- }
1
§
]

B. P. Manly, HEsq., and Bert | for Protestant, Utah Coal
L. Penn, Esq., Salt Lake City, { Operators Ass'n.

L. K. Nicholson Esq., Salt ] for Protestant, Garfield
Liake City, { Chemical & Mfg. Co.

for Protestants, Utah Citi-
. zen’s Rate Ass’n.; Utah Man-
Ernest D. Salm, Hsq., Salt | ufacturers Ass’n.; Retail Fuel
Lake City, Dealers Ass'n. of Utah; and
Salt Take City Retail Tuel
Dealers Agsociation.
E. L. Pischer, Esq., Ogden, ) for Amalgamated Sugar
Utah, { Company.

REPORT AND ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission: '

On the 7th day of September, 1934, The Denver and Rio
Grande Western Railroad Company, The Western Pacific Rail-
road Company, Southern Pacific Company, Utah Railway
Company, Union Pacific Railroad Company, Oregon Short
Line Railroad Company, and the Tios Angeles & Salt Lake
Railroad Company, operating steam railroads in the State of
Utah, in behalf of their respective lines and all other railroad
carriers sitnilarly situated, filed an application for an order

'
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of the Public Utilities Commission of Utah (Public Service
Commisgion of Utah) authorizing and permitting them to es-
tablish in the State of Utah emergency freight rates and
charges in conformity with those authorized and required by
the Interstate Commerce Commission in Kmergency Freight
Charges, 1935, Ex Parte No, 115, 208, 1, C. C. 4. They allege:

j‘ ]

“That at the present time carviers by steam railroads are
confronted with very substantial inereases in their operating
expenses, due principally to an increased level of wages and
inereased prices of materials and supplies, which increased ex-
penses will seriously impair their financial resources and
threaten to impair their capacity to continue in the public
interest an efficient and adequate railway transportation serv-
ice. It is therefore necessary in the public interest, as well as
in the interest of your petitioners, that increases in freight rates
and charges be made effective at the earliest practicable date.

1L,

“That, in view of these faets, your petitioners have sub-
mitted to the Interstate Commerce Commission a petition out-
lining the pertinent facts which indicate that the circumstances
justify and require that increases in the present freight rates
and charges as therein proposed be made effective at the ear-
liest possible date. A copy of the petition referred to is at-
tached hereto marked Exhibit “A” and made a part hereof.

I1L.

“That the conditions whieh require an advance in inter-
state freight rates and charges apply equally .to intrastate
freight rates and charges, and an advance in the latter rates
and charges equal and corresponding to those proposed for
interstate freight rates and charges, a% above indicated, is
necessary in order to afford vour petitioners the minimum
measure of relief necessary in the present emergencv. Should
an advance in interstate freight rates and charges be author-
ized bv the Interstate Commerce Commission. it is essential,
in order that undue and unreasonable discrimination against
snterstate commerce and undue nrejudice against shipners and
loealities in interstate commerce may be avoided, and in order
that the increases in freight rates and charges mav be fairly
and equitably distributed throughout the respeetive states,
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that the increased rates and charges on intrastate freight
traffic should conform to and harmonize with those authorized
or established by the Interstate bommerce Commission on in-
terstate traffic.

IV,

“That the publication of tariffs covering an entire schedule
of freight traffic will involve considerable delay, Your peti-
tioners, therefore, respectfully request that they be permitted
to malke the increases in freight rates and charges herein pro-
posed effective by the publication of a single master tariff
showing all increases and filing supplements to existing tar-
iffs making all rates therein subject to the increases shown in
said master tariff, thus affording the immediate relief which
the emergency demands. It will be the purpose of your peti-
tioners to amend their tariffs as soon as possible thereafter by
appropriate tariff publications naming specific rates and
charges.”

The Electric lines, operated in Utah, by the Salt Lake and
Utah Railroad Company, The’ Bamberger Blectric Railroad
Company and The Utah-Idaho Central Railroad Company at a
hearing on the application held before the Commission on the
2nd day of May, 1935, joined in the application.

At the hearing before us, no evidence was offered nor re-
ceived in behalf of the applicants to show the justness and
reasonableness of the rate inereases sought for by the appli-
cants. They offered the record of the proceedings had before
the Interstate Commerce Commisgion in KEx Parte No. 115,
supra, and submitted their case for deecision on that alone.

The Protestants offered evidence in the way of exhibits
whieh tend to show that the Utah rates charged by the appli-
cants both in intrastate and interstate commerce are at pres-
ent relatively high on many commodities, more especially on
fireboard, pulpboard, strawboard, chipboard, and/or wall-
board and paper boxes, condensed and/or evaporated milk in
metal cans, and bituminous coal, particularly as shown bv
exhibits marked and designated Fxhibits No. “C,” *D,” “E,)”
“p %G” and “H” which ave hereby expressly referred to
and made a part of these findings. :

They also offered evidence to show that the result of
freight increases meant a lowering of the carriers operating
freight revenues, and the driving of traffic to other forms of
transportation.
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It has been shown that for a six month period covering
the months of October, November and December of 1934, and
January, February and Mareh of 1935, there was moved out
of Carbon County Coal Fields, in Utah, by aulomobile trucks,
operating over public highways paralleling the lines of the
petitioning rail carriers 65,904 tons of bituminous coal to des-
tinations in Salt Lake, Utah, Wasateh, Davis, and Weber
Counties, Utah. ,

Witnesses of long experience in the production and mar-
keting of coal testified that the Utah coal producers, by rea-
son of the present rates charged by the rail carriers for the
transportation of coal from Carbon County coal fields to Utah
destinations are rapidly being driven to the use of trucks as’
a means of transportation; that any added cost for rail trans-
portation at this time would mean to the rail carriers, the loss
of practically all coal traffic now moving in intrastate com-
merce.

Witnesses in behalf of other Utah industries affording
large tonnages to the rail carriers, viz. Utah-Idaho Sugar Com-
pany that owns eight Utah beet-sugar factories, The Amalga-
mated Sugar Company, also operating Utah sugar factories and
refiners, the Columbia Steel Company, engaged in the manu-
facturing of pig iron from Utah mine produets and many
other industrial concerns that might be mentioned say that
they eould not long survive if they are to be subjected to the
increased freight charges sought for by the rail carriers.

Experienced witnesses have also expressed their belief that
the increased rates applied for would, if allowed, result in
a reduction rather than an increase of the operating revenues
of the earriers.

In P. U. C. U. Cage No. 1262 (decided in 1933) wherein
the petitioning carriers were seeking authority to apply emer-
gency surcharges corresponding to those permitted by the In-
terstate Commerce Commission in 195 I. C. C. 78, the faets
were not dissimilar to those we now have under consideration.
Tn that case the Commission declined to permit the increases
sought for by the carriers. The reasons then assigued for so
doineg applies with greater foree in the instant case than ever.
Trom the facts presented in this ease, it becomes apparent that
rail carriers should soon heed, if thev are to be preserved, the
admonition eiven them in General Rate Level Investigation,
1933, No. 2600, 195 T. C. C. 78, wherein it was said:

“Phe record indicates clearly that no traffic is so ‘tied to
the raily’ that it cannot be taken away by another competing
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form of transport, or for which a substitute cannot be found
which can be transported at the lower rates afforded by some
of these competitors, or which eannot be relieved from high
freight rates by the relocation of the industry so as to avoid
long rail hauls, or, indeed, any rail hauls at all. The record
is replete with important instances in which thesei courses have
been forced upon industry, with resultant loss to the rail lines.
Any effort to maintain the railways by assuming that certain
traffic iy theirs, and must remain theirs, and can be made to
bear the burden of the fixed plant and a major portion of the
joint costs, if persisted in, will eertainly bring the system of
private operation of the railways of the country to an end.
All traffic is now potentially commpetitive; none is ‘tied to the
rails.” A prompt recognition of this fact and adjustment of
policy to correspond is needed if the earnings of the carriers
are to be kept at their present levels meager as they are. In
short, the attempt to maintain rates on these supposedly non-
competitive commodities on their present pinnacles will merely
compel the development and use of the less expensive means
of trangport. Such rates exceed the worth of the service, and
cannot be maintained. They have neither legal nor economic
warrant.,” '

The prophetic words of the Federal Commission, it would
seem are fast coming true, as evidenced by the serious decline
in the revenues of the carriers since 1933 when they were first
uttered by the writer of the report in the General Rate Lievel
Investigation above cited and referred to.

Again, it should be kept in mind that the carriers, while
seeking to impose the surcharges as a matter of emergency
relief have, seemingly at least, not taken into consideration the
difficulties large Utah industrial and manufacturing interests
are contending with- in order to keep going, and afford the
carriers the heavy tonnage they are now enjoying as a result
of their operation. - .

Moreover, the carriers have been fully aware of the pro-
vigions of the Utah statutes that forbid this Commission from
permitting rate inereases and charges under any circumstances
whatever, unless the applicant makes a showing that such in-
creases would result in. justrand’ reasonable charges for the
service to be rendered. o

From the facts found, and by reason of the statutes above
referred to, the petition of the carriers to apply the surcharges
permitted and allowed in interstate commerce by the Inter-
state Commeree Commission in Tx Parte No. 115, 208 1. C. C.
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. 4, to intrastate commerce in Utah, must be, and the same is
hereby denied and disallowed.

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY,
JOS. 8. SNOW

o Commissioners.
(Seal)

Attest: :
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

BEFORE THE INTERSTATE COl\’IMERCE COMMISSION

DOCKET No, 27138
Bmergency Freight Charges Within Utah

Notice of Compliance by the Public Service Commission of
~ Utah With Orders of the Interstate Commerece Commigsion.

WHEREAS, the Interstate Commerce Commission on De-
cember 9, 1935, in the above entitled matter rendered its report
upon findings that intrastate freight rates in Utah, insofar as
they do not correspond with and carry the emergency increases
authorized and ordered by it on interstate freight in Emer-
geney Freight Charges, 1985, 208 1. C. C. 4 (BEx Parte 115),
have resulted, and will result in unjust discrimination against
interstate commerce, except in the case of intrastate rates on
slack coal, coke, beet sugar molasses, and wet beet pulp, and
on copper, lead and zine ores and concentrates, in carloads,
and further found that this unjust diserimination shall be
removed by applying to the present intrastate rates in Utah
the emergency increases on all clasges and commodities men-
tioned in Emergency Freight Charges, 1985, Supra, with the
exception of slack coal, coke, beet sugar molasses, and wet
beet pulp, and copper, lead and zine ores and concentrates, in
carloads, as are and, for the future may be contemporaneously
maintained in accordance with the findings in. Fmergeney
Treight Charges, 1935, Supra, on corresponding interstate traf-
fie, without preiudice, however, to the right of the authorities
of the State of Utah or of any other interested party to apply
for a modification of its findings, and order if one is issued,-
as to any specified intrastate rate on the ground that it is not
related to interstate rates in such a wav as to contravene the
provisions of the Tnferstate Commerce Act, and
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WHEREAS; the Interstate Commerce Commission has or-

dered that unless the Public Service Commission of Utab notify

it ‘on or before December 26, 1935, tlat they will promptly
permit the inereases required, said Interstate Commerce Com-
mission will immediately after said date issue its order requir-
ing the establishment of inereased rates on intrastate traffic in
Utah, on short notice.

NOW THEREFORE, Be it resolved that the Public Service
Commission of Utah on or before December 26, 1935, give
notice to the Interstate Commerce Commission that it will per-
mit carriers to publish on five days’ notice to the Commission
and the public the inereases required, reserving, however, unto
itself and any other interested parties, the right to apply to
the Tnterstate Commerce Commission, in the proper manner,

for a modification of its findings, and order if one is issued,

as to any specified Utah intrastate rate en the ground that
it is not related to interstate rates in such a way as to contra-
vene the provisions of the Interstate Commerce Act, and with-
out prejudice to any legal proceedings that may hereafter be
ingtituted to determine the jurisdiction and the lawfulness of
the rulings and orcders of the Interstate Commerce Commission
as made, and further without prejudice to the right of the
Public Service Commission of Utah to exercise its statutory
duty to determine the reasonableness of any present, past, or
future intrastate freight rate.

Dated at Salt Lake City, Utah, this 24th day of December,
A. D, 1936. .
(Signed) E. B. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY,
JOS. 8. SNOW

Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest: .
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

CASE NO, 1659

* Tn the Matter of the Application of LORENZO R. DAVIS for

a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property




64 REPORT OF PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

(U. 8. Mail) between Park City, Utah, and Peoa, Utah.

(Application to amend Contract Carrier Permit No, 91 is- .

sued in above matter to include freight and express.)
Submitted : June 28, 1935, Decided: August 6, 1935.

Disposition: Contract Carrier Permit No. 91 amended au-
thorizing Liorenzo R. Davis to transport merchandise and other
property to a C. C. C. Camp located about sixteen miles east
of Kamas, and also to transport merchandise and other prop-
erty for the R. F. King Store at Kamas the Kamas Confection-

ery, the Alma Warr Novelty Shop, and a Mr. Wright of Peoa. -

CASE NO. 1661

In the Matter of the Applicaton of CLYDE SNOW for a per-

mit to operate-as a contraet motor carrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) between Teasdale and Grover, Utah, via High-
ways Nos. 69 and 182,

Disposition: Order issued Tebruary 4, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1662

In the Matter of the Application of WILLARD MACKEL-
PRANG for a license to operate as a common motor carrier
of property (U. 8. Mail) between Kanab, Utah, and Fre-
donia, Arizona, via Highway No. 89. .

Disposition: Order issued January 20, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice. '

CASE NO. 1663

Tn the Matter of the Application of UTAH LIGHT AND TRA C-
TION COMPANY to discontinue gasoline motaor bus serv-
ice on Fifteenth East and Twenty-first South Streets in
Salt Lake City, Utah.

Disposition: Order issued November 15, 1935, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1664

ARROW AUTO LINE Complainant, vs. B. E. JOHNSON,

- Defendant. .
(PENDING)
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CASE NO. 1665

In the Matter of the Application of C. DEAN POWELL for a
permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) between Duchesne and Hanna, Utah, via High-
way No. 35. '

Disposition: Order issued February 4, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice,

CASE NO. 1668

In the Matter of the Application of BEN PETERSON for a
permit to operate as a contract motor earrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) between Gunnison, Centerfield, and Fayette,
Utah, via Highways Nos, U. S, 89 and U-28,

Submitted: April 17, 1935, Decided: August 1, 1935,

Disposition: Contract Carrier Permit No., 114 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a contraet motor carrier of
U. 8. Mail between Gunnison and the Gunnison Railroad Sta-
tion, Centerfield, and Fayette, Utah, via Highways Nos. U. S,
89 and Utah 28. :

CASE NO. 1669

In the Matter of the Application of WM. H. McINTOSH for a
permit to operate as a eontract motor earrier of property
(U. 8. Mail)' between Junction, Utah, and Escalante, Utah.
Disposition: Order issued January 20, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1674

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH, Complainant,
vs. OREGON SIIORT LINE RAILROAD COMPANY, a
Corporation, Defendant.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1675

In the Matter of the Application of STANLEY NEBEKER for
a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
between Ouray and F't. Duchesne, Utah, over county roads.

Disposition: Order issued January 20, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.
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CASE NO. 1677

In the Matter of the Application of WILLIAM I. CHASTAIN
for a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of prop- -
erty (including U. S, Mail) in intrastate commerce between
Gold Hill, Utah, and Ibapah, Utah.

Disposition: Order issued January 21, 1986, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1679

In the Matter of the Application of HIENRY R. JOLLEY for a
permit to operate as a.contract motor carrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) between Angle, Utah, and Antimony, Utah,
via Highways No. 62 and 22.

Disposition: Order issued Januvary 20, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH
CASE NO. 1680

In the Matter of the Application of SALT LAKE COUNTY, a
Political Subdivision of the State of Utah, for permission
to establish a Railroad Crossing.

Submitted : April 11, 1985. : Decided: May 5, 1936,
Avppearances:

Harold T. Wallace, Attorney, + for Applicant.

W. Hal Farr. Attorney, b for 0. 8. L. R. R. Co.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission : '

On September 24, 1934, Salt Tiake County, a Political Sub-
divigion of the State of Utah, filed its application herein for
permission to establish a railroad crossing over the tracks of
the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company. After due and legal
notice given to interested:parties, said matter eame on regu-
larly for hearing before the Commission at its office in Salt
Tiake City, Utah, on November 5, 1934. Further hearing was
held on April 11. 1935, relative to the matter of apportionment
of costs of construction and maintenance of said grade cross-

{
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ing as between the applicant, Salt Lake County, and the Ore-
gon Short Line Railroad Company., From the record and files
in the case the Commission now finds and reports as follows:

That applicant, Salt Lake County, is a political subdivision
of the State of Utah, and that Oregon Short Line Railroad
Company is a common carrier of passengerg and property for
hire by rail in the State of Utah, both in intrastate and inter-
state commerce.

That the tracks of the Oregon Short line Railroad Com-
pany traverse First West Street between Twenty-first and
Twenty-seventh South Streets in Salt Lake County, State of
Utah, and cover the property more particularly described as
Liots 7 and 12, Block 39, Ten-Acre Plat “A,” Section 24, Town-
ship 1 South, Range 1 West, as shown on map attached to
application, whiech map is hereby expressly referred to and
made a part hereof. That Fruit Street is situate in Salt Lake
County and is located between First and Second West Streets
in said county and adjoins the Oregon Short Line Railroad
Company’s right of way on the west; that Haven Street runs
between West Temple and First West Streets and adjoing the
said Oregon Short Line Railroad Company’s right of way on
the east; that said Fruit and Haven Streets are at present blind
streets and have no ingress or egress over said Oregon Short
Line Railroad Company’s right of way; that in order to open
and join the two aforementioned streets it is necessary that a
sixty-six (66) foot right of way be obtained over and through
the tracks and property of the Oregon Short Line Railrcad
Company.

That vehicles desiring to cross the railroad tracks must
either go to Twenty-first South or Twenty-seventh South
Streets, and that school children are in the habit of walking
along the railroad tracks to get to school, the latter condition .
resulting in a hazardous and unsafe condition for said school
children.

That subsequent to the formal hearing held in thiy matter
on November 5, 1934, the said parties reached an agreement
and proceeded to open up and construet the grade crossing at
the point under consideration, by and with the verbal congent
of this Commission. That on April 24, 1936, the said parties
to the proceeding filed herein a copy of a contract between the
Oregon Short Line Railroad Company and Salt Lake County,
covering terms of construction and maintenance of a crossing
at grade, which said contract is hereby expressly referred to
and made a part hereof.

NOW, THEREFORE, by reason of the premises and the
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findings aforesaid, the Commission concludes that publie con-
venience and necessity require the eonstruction of a grade
crossing over the tracks of the Oregon Short Line Railroad
Company at the point shown on map accompanying the within
application and more particularly deseribed as located on Lots
7 and 12, Block 39, Ten-Acre Plat “A,” Section 24, Township
1 South, Range 1 West; that the said eontract dated August
2, 1935, between Oregon Short Line Railroad Company and
Salt Liake County, Utah, covering terms of construetion and
maintenance of said grade crossing is just and reasonable and
should be approved; and that the application herein should be
granted.

An appropriate order will follow:

(Signed) B. B. CORFMAN
THOMAS I. McKAY,
Commissioners.

(Seal) : '
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary,

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAH, held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on the
5th day of May, A. D. 1936.

CASE NO. 1680

Tn the Matter of the Application of SALT LAKE COUNTY,
a Political Subdivision of the State of Utah, for permission
to establish a Railroad Crossing.

, This case being at issue upon application on file, and hav-
ing been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and full
investigation of the matters and things involved having been
had, and the Commission having, on the date hereof, made and
filed a report containing its findings and conelusions, which
said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof.

IT IS ORDERED, that the application herein of Salt
Lake County, a Political Subdivision of the State of Utah, for
permission to establish a railroad crossing over the tracks of
the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company at a point on First

'
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West Street between Twenty-first and Twenty-seventh South
Streets in Salt Lake County, State of Utah, said location being
more particularly deseribed as Lots 7 and 12, Block 39, Ten-
Acre Plat “A,” Section 24, Township 1 South Range 1 West
be and the same is hereby granted

ORDERED IFURTHER, that the contract entered into un-
der date of August 2, 1985, by and between the Oregon Short
Line Railroad Company and Salt Lake County, eovering terms
of construction and maintenance of said crossing be and the
same is hereby approved.

By the Commission.

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN,
Acting Secretary.

(Seal)

CASE NO. 1681

In the Matter of the Application of JOHN H., JENSEN for a
license to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
(U. 8, Mail) between Randolph, Utah, and Paris, Idaho.

Disposition: Order issued January 21, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1682

In the Matter of the. Application of JAMES C. OLSEN for a
permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) in intrastate commerce between Sclplo and
Juab, Utah, over Highway No. 91,

Disposgition: Order issued January 20, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1683

In the Matter of the Application of HAROLD G. OMAN for
a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of prop-
erty (U. 8. Mail) between Naf, Idaho Kelton and Yost,
Utah, over county road.

Disposition: Order issued January 20, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.
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CABE NO. 1684

In the Matter of the Application of EDGAR NEILSON for
a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of prop-
erty (U. 8..Mail) in intrastate commerce between Liynn-
dyl, Utah, and Oak City, Utah, over secondary highway
not numbered.

Submitted : April 11, 1935. Decided: September 5, 1935,

Disposition: Contract Carrier Permit No. 120 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a contract motor carrier of
U. 8. Mail between Liynndyl, Utah, and Oak City, Utah, over
a secondary highway not numbered.

Order issued December 17, 1935, ecancelling Contract Car-
rier Permit No. 120,

CASE NO. 1686

In the Matter of the Application of ALBERT D. HIRSCHI for
a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of prop-
erty in intrastate commerce between Rosette, Utah, and
Kelton, Utah, over county road.

Disposition : Order issued January 21, 1936, dismissing
application. without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1687

In the Matter of the Application of ARNOLD ROBBINS for
a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of prop-
erty in intrastate commerce between Duchesne, Utah, and
Altona, Utah.

Digposition: Order issued February 4, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1689

Tnthé Matter of the Application of MRS, LILA BOREN for

% license to operate as a contract motor carrier of prop-

~erty (U. 8. Mail) between Manila, Utah, and Burnt Fork,
Wyoming.

Disposition: Order issued January 21. 1936, dismigsing
application without prejudice. :

(
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CASE NO. 1691

In the Matter of the Application of HLBERT STEINAKER
for a licénse to operate as a common motor carrier of
property - (U. S. Mail) and passengers between Green
River, Wyoming, and Manila, Daggett County, Utah,
over and upon highways Utah No. 101 and 102.

Digposition: Order issued January 20, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1692

In the Matter of the Application of CHESTER LYMAN for a
permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
(U. 8. Mail) between Duchesne, Utah, and Strawberry
River, via secondary highway.

Disposition: Order issued February 4, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1698

T the Matter of the Application of RANDOLPH BENSON
for a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of
property (U. 8. Mail) between Pleasant Grove, Utah, and
Deer Creek, American Fork Canyon, Utah, over county
and Forest Service Road.

Disposition: Order issued January 21, 1986, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1701

In the Matter of the Application of GEORGE CARLOS MUR-
DOCK for a permit to operate as a contract motor car-
rier of property (U. 8. Mail) between Beaver, Sulphur-
dale and Cove Fort, Utah, over and upon Highway No. 91.

Submitted: April 20,1935, Decided: September 3, 1935.

Dispogition: Contraet Carrvier Permit No. 119 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a contract motor carrier of
U. 8. Mail between Beaver and Cove Fort, Utah, serving the
intermediate point of Sulphurdale, via U. S. Highway No. 91,

)
i
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CASE NO. 1703
In the Matter of the Application of J. D, BATTY for a per-
mit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
(U. S. Mail) between Wallsburg and Charleston, Utah.

Disposition: Order issued January 21, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1704

In the Matter of the Application of PRETTY AND RIDDLE,
INC. for a certificate of convenience and necessity to
operate as a common motor carrier of property between
Cedar City, Utah, and Kanab, Utah, and intermediate
points,

Disposition: Supplemental report and order issued Sep-
tember 24, 1985, authorizing applicant to serve the towns of
Virgin, Rockville, and Springdale, m connection with its op-
erations between Cedar City and Kanab, Utah, under Certifi-
cate of Convenience and Necessity No. 438 previously issued
to said applicant.

" CASE NO. 1705

In the Matter of the Application of GEO., T. WOODRUIFEF
for a permit to operate as a contract motor earrier of
property (U. 8. Mail) in intrastate commerce between
Myton, Utah, and Bluebell, Utah, via Highway No, 40.

Disposition: Order issued February 4, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1707

Tn the Matter of the Application of EUGENE HARMSTOM
for a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of
property (U. 8. Mail) in intrastate commerce between |
Roosevelt, Neola, White Rocks, and Lieeton, Utah.

Disposition: Order issued Pebruary 4, 1936, d1smlssmw
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1708

Tn the Matter of the Application of J. HARVDY GDINDS for
a permlt to operate as a eontract motor carrier of prop-
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erty (U. S. Mail) between Tridell and Ft. Duchesne,

Utah, via U. 8. Highway No. 40.

Disposition: Order. issued January 21, 1986, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1709

In the Matter of the Application of OWEN COX for a license
to operate as a common motor carrier of property in-
cluding U. 8. Mail between St. George, Utah, and Mt.
Trumball, Arizona. '

Disposition: Order issued January 20, 1986, dismissing
application without prejudiee.

CASE NO. 1712

In the Matter of the Application of DAISY ROWLEY for a
’ license to.operate as a common motor carrier of prop-
erty including U. 8. Mail between Milford, Utah, and
Iy, Nevada, via Highway No. 21,

Disposition: Order issued January 21, 1986, dismigsing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1719

In the Matter of the Application of OLIVER EDWARDS
for a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of
property in intrastate commerce between Heber City and
Provo, Utah, over and upon Highway No. 7. (Supple-
mental application to amend to inelude the transporta-
tion of groceries for the North Mercantile Company and
Carl Greer Service Station of Charleston, Utah)

Submitted: September 6, 1935, Decided: October 24, 1935.

Disposition: Supplemental application granted authoriz-
ing applicant to transport merchandise for the North Mercan-
-tile Company and the Carl Greer Service Station of Charleston,
Utah, in addition to applicant’s other operations between Heber
City and Provo, Utah, via Utah Highway No. 7, under Con-
tract Carrier Permit No. 86.

CASE NO. 1721

In the Matter of the Application of STUCKT & WITTWER
for a license to operate as a common motor carrier of
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property in interstate commerce between Los Amngeles,
California, and St. George, Utah, via U. 8. Highway No.
91. . .

Submitted: April 19, 1935, Decided: October 8, 1935.

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No. 92 issued au-
thorizing Harvey Stucki and Reed Wittwer, a partnership, to
operate as a common motor carrier of property in interstate
commerce between St. George, Utah, and Utah-Arizona State
Line, via U. 8. Highway No. 91. :

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH
CASE NO. 1726

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH to abandon existing grade crossing
of the Provo Branch of the Los Angeles and Salt Liake
Railroad Company and the grade crossing of the Alta
Branch of The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad
Company, near Midvale, Salt Lake County, Utah, and the
substitution therefor of an underpass crossing of said
tracks.

SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT AND ORDER
By the Commission: '

On March 25, 1935, the Commission issued a Special Order
in the above entitled matter granting the application of the
State Road Commission of Utah for permission to abandon an
existing grade crossing of the Provo Branch of the Lios Angel-
es and Salt Lake Railroad Company and a grade crossing of
the Alta Branch of The Denver & Rio Grande Western Rail-
road Company near Midvale, Salt Liake County, Utah, and the
substitution therefor of an underpass erossing of said tracks.

Tn said Special Order of March 25, 1935, the Commission,

granted said application, but reserved for future determination
the matter of apportionment of ecosts covering construction and
maintenance of said underpass erossing.

And it now appearing, that on December 7, 1935, a copy
of a contract made and entered into under date of October 8,
1985, by and between Oregon Short Line Railroad Company,
The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company and
the State Road Commission of Utah covering terms and costs
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© of construction and maintenance of said ¢rossing near Midvale,
Utah, was filed with the Commission.

And it further appearing, that the line of railroad known
as the Provo Branch of the Lios Angeles and Salt Lake Rail-
road Company is in fact owned by the Oregon Short Line Rail-
road Company, and that the Commission’s Special Order of
March 25, 1935, should have made reference to Oregon Short
Line Railroad Company instead of the T.os Angeles and Salt
Lake Railroad Company. '

The Commission therefore finds that a contract entered
into on October 8, 1985, by and between Oregon Short Line
Railroad Company, The Denver & Rio Grande Western Rail-
road Company, and the State Road Commission of Utah is
just and reasonable as between the rvespective parties, and
should be approved; and also that the Commission’s Special
Order of March 25, 1935, should be amended whereby the name
of Oregon Short Line Railroad Company shall be substituted
for and take the place of the name of Los Angeles and Salt
Lake Railroad Company wherever the latter name appears in
said order,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That a contract dated
October 8, 1935, made and entered into by and on behalf of
Oregon Short Line Railroad Company, The Denver & Rio
Grande Western Railroad Company, and State Road Commis-
sion of Utah covering costs of construction and maintenance

of subway at M, P, 47.74 and rearrangement of trackage near

Midvale, Utah, be, and the same is hereby, approved.

ORDERED FURTHER, That the Commission’s Special
Order herein dated March 25, 1935, be, and the same is hereby
amended to the extent that wherever the name “Tios Angeles
and Salt Lake Railroad Company” appears it shall be consid-
ered to be, and be changed to read “Oregon Short Line Rail-
road Company.”

By the Commission.
Dated at Salt Take Oity Utah, this 22nd day of May, 1936.

(Signed) E, E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY
Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1727

In the Matter of the Application of INLAND PACIFIC
STAGES for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity
to operate intrastate service for the ecarriage of passen-
gers and light express over Ilighway No. 50 between
Castlegate, Utah, and Utah-Colorado State Line,

CASE NO. 1781

In the Matter of the Application of INLAND PACIFIC
STAGES to discontinue operation of passenger and ex-
press bus line between Salt Tiake City and Price, Utah,
and intermediate points, under Certificate of Convenience
and Necessity No. 402; to discontinue operation of pas-
senger and express bus line in interstate commerce be-
tween Salt Lake City, Utah, and the Utah-Colorado State
Line on U. S, Highway No. 50 under Interstate License
No. 71 (formerly No. 82); and of RIO GRANDE MOTOR
WAY, INC. to assume said operations; and of the appli-
cation of said Inland Pacific Stages to transfer all of its
right, title and interest as applicant in Case No, 1727
now pending before said Public Serviece Commission of
Utah for Authority to operate a passenger and express
bus line in intrastate commerce over U. S. Highway No.
50 between Castlegate, Utah, and Utah-Coloradv State
Line and intermediate points, and to transfer all its right,
title and interest in any Certificate of Convenience and
Necessity that may be granted to it in said Case No, 1727,
all to said Rio Grande Motor Way, Ine,

Submitted : June 29, 1935. Decided : August 5, 1935.

Appearances:

L. L. Robinson, Attorney, | for Inland Pacific Stages, Ap-
) { plicant.

B. R. Howell, Attorney, [ for D.&R.G.W. R.R. Co., and Rio
{ Grand Motor Way, Inec.

E. J. Hardesty, b for Railway Txpress Agency.
. M. Orem, Comptroller, } for Salt Lake & Utah R.R. Co.
D. E. Baldwin, b for Moab Garage Company,

Protestants.
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REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission : '

The above entitled matter, Case No. 1727, came on regu-
larly for hearing at Price, Utah, on the 27th day of February,
1985, after due notice given, and continued for further hearing
on the 19th day of April, 1985, at the office of the Commission
in the State Capitol, Salt Lake City, Utah. On the 29th day
of June, 1985, Case No. 1781 came on regularly for hearing to-
gether with a further hearing of Case No. 1727, at the office
of the Commission, at which time and place it was shown and
agreed and stipulated in writing on the part of the applicant,
Inland Pacific Stages, and the Protestant, Rio Grande Motor
Way, Ine., that the two eases, Nos, 1781 and 1727, should be
merged and consolidated for the purpose of consideration and
decision of the Commission, and that all testimony, records, and
exhibits offered and received in both of the cases should be
congidered for the purpose of our passing on the issues in-
volved. It was further represented and agreed by the parties to
said stipulation that any operating rights sought for by the ap-
plicant, Inland Pacific Stages, if granted would for a good and
sufficient consideration be acquired and taken over by the
Protestant, Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., and therefore any
Certificate issued or operating rights granted by wus, should be
to and in the name of the Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc.

From the testimony given in these cases, and from their
records and files, all of which is hereby referred to and made
a part hereof, the Commission now finds and reports as follows:

(1) That the applicant, Inland Pacific Stages, is a cor-
poration organized and existing under the laws of the State
of Utah.

(2) That the Rio Grande Motor Way, Ine. is a corpora-
tion organized and existing under the laws of the State of
Colorado, and is duly authorized as a foreign corporation to
do business in the State of Utah,

(8) That the said Inland Pacific Stages is now and has
for several years last past been operating under authority
duly granted by the Public Utilities Commission of Utah by
Certificate of Public Convenience and Necessity No. 402, an
automobile passenger and express line between Salt Lake City
~and Price, Utah, and intermediate points, excluding loeal serv-
ice between Salt Lake City and Spanish Fork, Utah, and be-
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tween Castlegate and Price, Utah; that heretofore by author-
ity duly granted by the said Public Utilities Commisgion of
Utah, the said Inland Paecific Stages has been and is now un-
der License No, 71 operating a motor passenger and express
line in interstate commerce between Salt Lake City, Utah,
and the Utah-Colorado State Line over U. 8. Highway No. 50,
and U. S. Highway No. 91; that the Inland Pacific Stages now
desires to discontinue its operating rights and transportation
service over and - upon said highways, and the said Rio Grande
Motor Way, Ine. desires to take over and continue the same,
in accordance with the stipulation and agreement hereinbe-
fore mentioned and referred to.

(4) 'That the said Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., is now
operating an automobile passenger bus line, over Utah high-
ways between Salt Lake City and Marysvale, Utah, and a
freight truek line between Salt Lake City and Price, Utah,
and it also operates a passenger bus line from Grand Junction
to Durango, Colorado, and from Durango to the Mesa Verde
National Park in Colorado, and from Durango, Colorado, to
Farmington, New Mexico, from Salida to Alamosa, Colorado,
and also other bus lines in the State of Colorado; that it is an
experienced and dependable motor bus and freight and ex-
press carrier, and financially able to render the service to
the shipping and traveling public herein sought for over the
public highways of the State of Utah; that the Utah High-
ways involved are, for the most part, not overburdened w1th
traffiec.

From the foregoing findings, and from the records and
files in these cases, all of which is made a part hereof, we con-
clude that public convenience and necessity demand automo-
bile passenger and express service over the said highways as
hereinafter granted; that the Inland Pacific Stages should be
permitted to discontinue its operations under Certificate of
Convenience and Necessity No. 402, and under License No. 71
(formerly No. 32); that said Certificate No. 402 and License
No. 71 should both be cancelled an annulled, and that a new
Certificate of Convenience and Necessity sovering the gervice
authorized under said Certificate No, 402, and an Interstate
Ticense covering the service authorized under said Iicense
No. 71 (formorly No. 32) should be issued to the said Rio
Grande Motor Way, Ine., with the same restrictions with re-
spect to intermediate service between points, with this excep-
tion, the Rio Grande Motor Way, Ine., should be permitted to
render passenger and express service locally over Highway
No. 50 between Springville, Utah, and the TUtah-Colorado

A
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Ptate Line, provided its carrying of express between said
points shall be restricted to that which may be carried on its
regular passenger buses without inconvenience and discomfort
to its passengers,

An appropriate order will follow.

(Signed) E. E. CORI‘MAI\'
THOMAS E. McKAY
JOS, 8. SNOW

Commissioners. -

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE B. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAH, held at its office in Salt Lake C11,y, Utah, on the
5th day of August, 1935

CASE NO. 1727

In the Matter of the Application of INLAND PACIFIC
STAGES for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity
to operate intrastate service for the carriage of passen-
gers and light express over Highway No. 50 between
Castlegate, Utah, and Utah-Colorado State Line.

CASE NO. 1781

In the Matter of the Application of INLAND PACIFIC
STAGES to discontinue operation of passenger and ex-
press bus line between Salt Lake City and Price, Utah,
and intermediate points, under Certificate of Convenience
and Necesgity No. 402; to discoutinue operation of pas-
senger and express bus line in interstate ecommerce be-
tween Salt Lake City, Utah, and the Utah-Colorado State
Line on U. 8. Highway No. 50 under Interstate Iicense
No. 71 (formerly No. 82); and of RIO GRANDE MOTOR
WAY, INC. to assume said operations; and of the appli-
cation of said Inland Pacific Stages to transfer all of its
right, title and interest as applicant in Case No. 1727
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now pending before said Public Service Commission of
Utah for Authority to operate a passenger and express
bus line in intrastate commerce over U. 8. Highway No.

50 between Castlegate, Utah, and Utah-Colorado State

Line and intermediate points, and to travsfer all its right,

title and interest in any Certificate of Convenience and

Necessity that may be granted to it in said Case No. 1727,
-~ all to said Rio Grande Motor Way, Ine. ,

CANCELLING CERTIFICATE OF CONVENIENCE AND
NESCESSITY NO. 402.

CANCELLING INTERSTATE CARRIER LICENSE NO, 71.

ISSUING CERTIFICATE OF CONVENIENCE AND, NE-
CESSITY NO 444.

ISSUING INTERSTATE CARRIER LICENSE NO. 88.

This case being at issue upon application and protests on
file, and having been duly heard and submitted by the parties,
and full investigation of the matters and things involved hav-
ing been had, and the Commission having, on the date hereof,
made and filed a report containing its findings and conclu-
sions, which said report is hereby referred to and made a part
hereof,

1T IS ORDERED, that the Application of Inland Pa-
cifie Stages to discontinue operation of passenger and ex-
press bus line between Salt Lake City and Price, Utah, and
intermediate points, under Certificate of Convénience and
Necessity No. 402; to diseontinue operation of passenger and
express bus line in interstate commerce between Salt Take
City, Utah, and the Utah-Colorado State Iiine on U. 8. High-
way No. 50 under Interstate License No. 71 (formerly 32);
and of Rio Grande Motor Way, Inec.,, to assume said opera-
tions; and of the application of said Inland Pacific Stages to
transfer all of its right, title and interest as applicant in Case
No. 1727 now pending before said Public Service Commission
of Utah for authority to operate a passenger and express bus
line in intrastate commerce over U. 8. Highway No. 50 be-
tween Castlegate, Utah, and Utah-Colorado State Line, and
intermediate points, and to transfer all its right, title and
interest in any Certificate of Convenience and Necessity that
may be granted to it in Case No. 1727, all to said Rio Grande
. Motor Way, Inc., be, and the same is herchy granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, that Inland Pacific Stages be,
and it is hereby authorized to discontinue operating as a com-
mon motor carrier of passengers between Salt Lake City and

>
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Price, Utah, and that Certificate of Convenience and Neces-
sity No, 402 issued by the Commission in Case No. 1802 be,
and the same is hereby cancelled and annulled,

ORDERED FURTHER, that applicant, Inland Pacific
Stages, be, and it is hereby authorized to discontinue oper-
ating as a common motor carrier of passengers and express in
interstate commerce between Salt Liake City and the Utah-
Colorado State Line, and that Interstate Carrier License No.
71 issued in Case No. 1714, be, and the same is hereby can-
celled and annulled,

ORDERED FURTHER, that applicant, Rio Grande Mo-
tor Way, Ine., be, and it is hereby authorized to operate as a
common motor carrier of passengers and express in intrastate
commerce between Salt Lake City, and the Utah-Colorado
State Line, over and upon Highways No. U, 8. 91 and U. S.
50, excluding local service between Salt Lake City and
Springville, but including local service between Springville
and the Utah-Colorado State Line; provided that said Rio
Grande Motor Way, “Inc., may pick up passengers at points
between Salt Liake City and Springville when destined to
points beyond Springville to and including the Utah-Colorado
State Line, and vice versa; and provided further that the car-
rying of express by said Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., be-
tween Springville, Utah, and the Utah-Colorado State Line
shall be. restricted to that which may be carried on its regu-
lar passenger buses without inconvenience and discomfort to
its passengers,

ORDERED FURTHER, that applicant, Rio Grande Mo-
tor Way, Inc., is hereby authorized to operate as a eommon
motor carrier of passengers and express in interstate com-
merce between Salt Lake City, Utah, and the Utah-Colorado
State Line, over Highways Nos. U. 8. 91 and U. 8. 50.

- ORDERED FURTHER, that this Order shall become ef-
fective at 12:01 o’clock a. m. on August 7, 1935.

ORDERED FURTHER, that applicant shall maintain on
file with the Commission the necessary insurance and bond
as required by law, and a copy of its tariff schedule showing
rates, time schedule, rules and regulations, and that it shall
operate at all times in accordance with the statutes of the
State of Utah, and the rules and regulations prescribed by the
Public Service Commission of Utah governing the operation of
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common motor carriers over the public highways of the State
of Utah, and this order shall be, and is its authority therefor,

By the Commission.
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN
_ Acting Secretary.
(Seal)

CASE NO. 1731

In the Matter of the Application of RULON TAYLOR for a
permit to operate ag a contract motor earrier of property
including U, S, Mail between New Harmony, Utah and
Kanarraville, Utah, via U. 8, Highway No. 91 and county
roads.

Disposition: Order issued February 4, 1986, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1732

Tn the Matter of the Application of OWEN TRANSPORTA- 4
TION COMPANY for a license to operate as a common .
motor carrier of property in interstate commerce be-
tween the Utah-Wyoming, Utah-Arizona, and Utah-Ne-

vada State Lines, via Highways numbered Uq 530, 30-S,
40, 50, and 91.

Disposition: Order issued August 9, 1935, cancelling Tn-
terstate Carrier Iicense No. 74 issued to Owen Transportation
Company on Mareh 14, 1935.

CASE NO. 1740

In the Matter of the Application of ALFRED L. HAHN for :
a license to operate as a common motor earrier of prop- g
erty in interstate commerce between Salt Tiake City, Og-
den, and the Idaho Line, via Highway No. 91. (Supple-
mental application to amend to extend route to Tooele,
TUtah.)

Disposition: Order issued September 9, 1935, dismissing
supplemental application to extend interstate operations to
Tooele. Utah.

Order issued February 25, 1936, cancelling Interstate Car- .
rier Ticense No. 76 igsued to AH’red 1. Hahn on April 1, 1935,
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CASE NO. 1741

In the Matter of the Application of SMITH TRUCK LINES
for a license to operate as a common motor carrier of
property in interstate commerce between Salt Lake City
and Ogden and points in Idaho, via T 8. Highways 30-8
and U. 8. 91.

Disposition: Order issued March 2, 1986, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH
CASE NO. 1747

In the Matter of the Application of FULLER-TOPONCE

TRUCK COMPANY, a Corporation, for transfer and as-

signment of a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity.
CASE NO. 1748

In the Matter of the Application of FULLER-TOPONCE
TRUCK COMPANY, a Corporation, for transfer and as-
signment of permlt Lo operate as a contract motor car rier
of property in intrastate commerce,

CASE NO. 1749

In the Matter of the Application of FULLER-TOPONCE
TRUCK COMPANY, for transfer of License No. 19 from
P. W. Fuller and R. C. Toponce operating under the
name and style of FULLER & TOPONCE TRUCK COM-
PANY, a Partnership, to FULLER-TOPONCE TRUCK
CO., a Corporation.

Submitted: April 24, 1935. Decided: August 12, 1935.
Appearances:

Geo. H. Lowe, Attorney, + for Applicant.

W. Hal. Farr, Attorney, | for Union Pacific System.

J. A. Howell, Attorney, } for Utah-Idaho Central R. R. Co.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION

By the Commission :

The above-entitled applications were filed with the Com-

mission, (P. U. C. U.) on April 2, 1935. Said matters came on
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regularly for hearing before the Commission at its office in
Salt Lake City, Utah, on April 24, 1935, after due and legal
notice given to interested parties. Proof of publication of
Notice of Hearing in Case No. 1747 was filed, and accepted as
part of the record. It was agreed and stipulated that the three
cases might be combined for hearing and consideration by the
Commission, :

From the testitnony introduced on behalf of the respective
parties, and the record and files in these cases, the Commission
finds

That the Fuller-Toponee Truek Company is a corporation
organized and existing tnder and by virtue of the laws of the
State of Utah with its principal place of business at Ogden,
Weber County, Utah. A Certified Copy of the Artiecles of
Tncorporation of applicant is on file with the Commission. Said
articles of incorporation show an authorized capital of the cor-
poration of $50,000.00, divided into five thousand shares with
a par value of $10. 00 Of the authorized eaplta] stoek, 2,000
shares have been subscribed for.

The present applicant, Fuller-Toponee Truck Company, a
corporation, is the successor in interest to the IMuiler and To-
ponee Truck Company, a partnership, composed of P. W.
Fuller and R. C. Toponee, which heretofore has operated as
a common and contract motor carrier of property over certam
highways of the State of Utah.

- Operating rights, and routes of the IFuller and Toponce
Truck Company, a partnership, are as follows:

Under authority of Certificate of Convenience and Neces-
mty No. 408, issued by this Commission on November 7, 1933,
in Case No. 1319 the partnershlp operates as a common motor
carrier of property in intrastate commerce from Salt Liake
City to the Idaho State Line on U. 8: IHighway No. 91, Utah
41, and U. 8. 30-S, excluding loeal service between Salt Lale
City and Brigham, Utah.

Under authority of Contract Carrier Permit No. 81, is-
sued: by the Commission on November 9, 1934, in case No,
1321 (on re-hearing) said partnership operates as a contract
motor carrier of property in intrastate commerce between Salt
Liake City and the Utah-Idaho State Line via U. S. Highway
No. 91 for the Cudahy Packing Company; for the Safeway
Stores, Ine., over the same route, but excluding intermediate
service between Salt Liake City and Ogden; and for the
American Packing and Provision Company between Ogden and
the Utah-Idaho State Line, and intermediate points over the
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same route including Hyrum and Lewiston on State Highways
Nos, 101 and 61. Said partnership also operates as a common
motor carrier of property in interstate commerce between Salt
Liake Uity and the Utah-Idaho State Line enroute to and from
Idaho points, over and upon Highways Nos, U, 8. 91, U. 8. 30-S,
and Utah State Highway No. 41 under authority of Interstate
Carrier License No. 19 issued on November 7, 1933, in Case
Ne. 1322.

In the present cases, the Fuller-Toponce Truck Company,
a corporation, seeks a transfer of all operating rights hereto-
fore held by the Ifuller and Toponee Truck Company, a part-
nership. The present applicant does not seek any additional
rights to those heretofore held and exercised by the partner-
ship. It was agreed and stipulated by Counsel that the testi-
mony introduced in the cases in which the parnership was
granted operatmg rights might be considered as part of the
evidence in the present cases.

The testimony shows that approximately the same condi-
tions exist in the territory and over the routes under consid-
eration, and that patrons of the lines operated by the partner-
ship desire that the service be continued. There have been
no complaints registered on the part of patrons concerning the
service heretofore rendered by the partnership,

Protestant, The Utah-Idaho Central Railroad Company al-
leges that Fuller and Toponce Truck Company, a partnership,
has violated the law under which its permit and license were
granted, in two particulars:

(1) By the system of procuring a number of temporary
permits in advance, good for a number of trips in advance for
one or more shippers;

(2) By the practlce of I‘uller & Toponce Truek Com-
pany, a partnership, in accepting for carriage interstate ship-
ments of freight destined to points in Cache Valley over which
route the partnership does not hold a Certificate of Conven-

venience and Necessity authorizing it to operate intrastate as

a common motor carrier.

In connection with the first alleged violation of law above
mentioned, the partnership has at numerous times secured tem-
porary permlts from the Commission authorizing it to haul
property for parties mnot covered under its contract permit.
As a matter of convenience, the Commission has, at times, is-
sued a series-of permlts on one permit blank, each permit being
good for a single or rolnd trip at some speeified future date.
The practice of the Commission in issuing permits of this na-
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ture originated at the time the United States Government was
purchasing drouth relief eattle, and at which time the Com-
mission deemed an emergency to exist. In order to expedite the
movement of these cattle, the Commission issued many series
of temporary permits to various operators for the transporta-
tion of these eattle over the public highways at future dates.
It is protestant’s contention that the issuance of temporary
permits in this manner is tantamount to the issuance of a con-
tract permit, or a certificate of convenience and necessity,
and is in violation of Section 13, Chapter 53, Laws of Utah,
1983. Protestants therefore elaim that the Fuller and Toponce
Truck Company, a partnership, secured numerous temporary
permits in violation of law, and that said alleged violation of
the law constitutes sufficient grounds upon which this Com-
migsion might deny the present applications, '

We think Protestant’s contention in this matter is un-
tenable. If, as a matter of fact, certain permits were issued, in
so far as form and manner is concerned, in violation of the
law, the responsibility would seem to lie with the Commission,
and not with the carrier receiving the permits. We find that
the Fuller and Toponce Trueck Company, a partnership, acted
in good faith in this matter, and with full intention to comply
with the provision of the law, and the rules and regulations of
this Commission.

Coming now to the second alleged violation of the law as
claimed by Protesting carrier, it is suffieient to say that under
a ruling from the Attorney General of this State, the Fuller
and Toponce Truck Company, a partnership, has a legal right
to handle interstate shipments of property consigned to points
on its line in Cache Valley. The Attorney General of this
State is legal advisor to this Commission, to whom the Com-
mission submits all questions requiring legal investigation and
determination. When the Attorney General has rendered his
opinion on a matter submitted to him by the Commission, the
Commission feels it should abide by his decision, unless and
amtil a Court of competent jurisdiction has otherwise ruled.

The Commission finds, therefore, that the Fuller and Teo-
ponce Truck Company, a partnership, has conducted its oper-
ations over the highways of the State of Utal in a legal man-
ner, and in compliance with the restrictions imposed under the
Certificate, Permit, and License, respectively held by it. The
Commission finds further, that public convenience and neces-
sity require a continuanee of the service heretofore rendered
by said partnership, and concludes that the present applica-
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tions should be granted, subject to the same restrictions and
privileges heretofore granted to the Fuller and Toponce Truck
Company, a partnership.

An appropriate order will follow.

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY
JOS. 8. SNOW

Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION. OF ,

UTAH held at its office in Salt Lake Olty, Ttah, on the
12th day of August, A. D. 1935,

CASE NO. 1747

In the Matter of the Application of FULLER-TOPONCE
TRUCK COMPANY, a Corporation, for transfer and as-
signment of a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity,

CASE NO. 1748

In the Matter of the Application of FULLER-TOPONCE

TRUCK COMPANY, a Corporation, for transfer and as-
signment of permit to operate as a contract motor car-
rier of property in intrastate commerce.

CASE NO. 1749

In the Matter of the Application of FULLER-TOPONCE
TRUCK COMPANY, for transfer of Iicense No. 19 from
P. W. Fuller and R. C. Toponece operating under the name
and style of FULLER and TOPONCE TRUCK COMPANY,
a Partnership, to FULLER-TOPONCE TRUCK CO., a

Corporation,

' CANCELLING CERTIFICATE OF CONVENIENCE AND
NECESSITY NO. 408.
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CANCELLING CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO. 81.
CANCELLING INTERSTATE CARRIER LICENSE NO. 19.

ISSUING CERTIFICATE OF CONVENIENCE AND NECES-
SITY NO. 446.

ISSUING CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO. 117,
ISSUING INTERSTATE CARRIER LICENSE NO. 89.

These cases being at issue upon applications and protest on
file, and having been duly heard and submitted by the parties,
and full investigation of the matters and things involved hav-
ing been had, and the Commission having, on the date hereof,
made and filed a report containing its findings and coneclu-
sions, which said report is hereby referred to and made a
part hereof,

IT IS ORDERED, that the application of Fuller-Toponce
Truck Company, a corporation (Case No. 1747) for transfer
and assignment of a Certificate of Convenience and Nucessrcy,
be, and the same is hereby granted, subject to the same priv-
ileges and restrictions attached to the Certificate of Conven-
ience and Necessity held by Fuller and Toponce Truck Com-
pany, a partnership; that is to say, that applieant shall operate
as a common motor ecarrier of property in intrastate com-
merce serving points between Salt Liake City and the Utah-
Idaho State Line via U. 8. Highways Nos. 91, 80-S, and Utah
41, (Bear River Valley Route) excluding local service between
Salt Lake City and Brigham, Utah, under authority of Certi-
ficate of Convenience and Necessity No. 446, herein issued.

ORDERED FURTHER, that the application of TFuller-
Toponce Truck Company, a corporation (Case No. 1748) for
transfer and assignment of permit to operate as a contract
motor carrier of property in intrastate commerce, be, and the
same is hereby granted, subject to the same privileges and re-
strictions attached to the permit held by Fuller and Toponce
Truck Company, a partnership; that is to say that applicant
shall operate as a contract motor carrier of property between
Salt Liake City and the Utuh-Idaho State Line serving all in-
termediate points, via U. 8, Highway No. 91 for the Cudahy
Packing Company; for the Safeway Stores, Inc., over the same
route, but excluding intermediate service between Salt Lake
City and Ogden; and for the American Packing and Provigion
Company between Ogden and the Utah-Tdaho State Line, serv-
ing all intermediate points, over and upon the same route and
highway, and including Hyrum and Lewiston on State High-
ways Nos, 101 and 61, respectively, under authority of Con-
tract Carrier Permit No. 117 herein issued.




REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 89

ORDERED FURTHER, that the application of FULLER-
TOPONCE Truck Company, a corporation, (Case 1749) for
transfer of license No. 19 from P, W. Fuller and R. C. Toponce,
operating under the name and style of Fuller and Toponce
Truck Company, a Corporation, be, and the same is hereby
granted ; that applicant-shall operate as & common motor ear-
rier of property in interstate commerce between Salt Lake City

‘and the Utah-Idaho State Line enroute to and from Idaho

points, over and upon Highways Nos. U, 8, 91, U. 8. 80-8, and
Utah State Highway No. 41, via either the Bear River Valley
route, or the Cache Valley route, under authority of Inter-
state Carrier License No, 89 issued herein.

ORDERED FURTHER, that Certificate of Convenience
and Necessity No. 408 issued in Case No. 1319, to Fuller and
Toponee Truck Company, a partnershlp, under date of No-
vember 7, 1933, be, and Lhe same is hereby cancelled and
annulled.

ORDERED FURTHER, that Contract Carrier Permit No.
81, issued in Case No. 1821 (on re-hearing) to Fuller and
Toponce Truck Company, a partnership, on November 9, 1934,
be, and the same is hereby cancelled and annulled.

ORDERED FURTHER, that Interstate Carrier Iicense No.
19, issued in Case No. 1322 to Fuller and Toponce Truek Com-
pany, a partnership, on November 7, 1933, be, and the same is
hereby cancelled and annulled.

ORDERED FURTHER, that applicant shall maintain on
file with the Commission the necessary insurance and bond as
required by law, and a copy of its tariff schedule showing rates,
time schedule, rules and regulations, and that it shall oper-
ate at all times in accordahce with the statutes of the State
of Utah, and the rules and regulations prescribed by the Public
Service Commission of Utah governing the operation of com-
mon and contract motor carriers over the pubhe highways of
the State of Utah, and this order shall be, and is its authority
therefor.

By the Commission,

(Seal)
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN,

Acting Secretary.
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CASE NO. 1750

In the Matter of the Application of GARRETT TRANSKFER
& STORAGE COMPANY, for a license to operate as a
common motor carrier of property between Utah-Idaho
State Line and Utah-Nevada State Line via Highways Nos.
91, 80-8, 41, 40, 50.

Submited: June 6, 1935. Decided: Mareh 2, 1936.

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No. 102 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a common motor carrier of
property in interstate commerce between the Utah-Idaho State
Line and the Utah Nevada State Line, via Highways Nos, U, S.
30-8, U-41, U. 8. 91, and U. 8. 40-50,

CASE NO. 1751

In the Matter of the Application of I . CURRY, d/b/a Mid-
land Stages to diseontinue operation and to transfer his
operative rights to United Stages System, a corporation;
and of UNITED STAGES SYSTEM, INC. to acquire per-
mits and licenses for operating as a common motor carrier
of passengers, baggage, and express in interstate com-
meree between Salt Lake City, Utah and the Utah-Nevada
State Line, via Grantsville and over U. 8. Highway No. 40.

Submitted: April 22, 1985, Decided : July 31, 1935.

Disposition: Report and order issued authorizing . H.
Curry, d/b/a Midland Stages, to discontinue operating as a
common motor carrier of passengers over U. S. Highway No. 40
between Salt Liake City, Utah, and the Utah-Nevada State Line,
and authorizing United Stages System, Ine. to commence oper-
ating as a common motor earrier of passengers in interstate
commerce over U. S, Highway No. 40 between Salt Liake City,
Utah and the Utah-Nevada State Line under authority of
Interstate Carrier License No. 86. Interstate Carrier License
No. 1 issued on July 27, 1933, to B. I Curry, d/b/a Midiand
Stages cancelled.

Order issued March 18, 1836, cancelling Interstate Car-

rier License No. 86 issued o Umted Stages System, Ino on
July 31, 1935.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

" CASE NO. 1752

In the Matter of the Application of LESLIE S. DUNN for a
permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
in intrastate commerce between Liogan, Utah and Draper,
Utah, and Coalville, Utah, via Highways 30-8S and 91,

Submitted : May 6, 1935, Decided: July 18, 1935,
Appearances:
Leslie 8. Dunn, + for Himself.

J. A, Howell, Atterney, } for The U, I. C. R. R. Co.

B. R. Howell, Attorney, | for The D. & R. &, W. and Rio
Grande Motorway, Inc,

'REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission:

An application was filed with the Commission (P. U, C, U.)
on April 9, 1935 by Leslie 8. Dunn for a permit to operate as a
contract motor carrier of property in intrastate commerce.
This matter came on regularly for hearing before the Commis-
sion at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on May 6, 1985 after
due and legal notice given to interested parties.

From the evidence introduced on behalf of applicant and
other interested parties, the Commission finds:

That applicant, Leslie S, Dunn, doing business under the
name of Farmers Feed and Petroleum Company, is a resident
of Logan, Utah and desires a permit authorizing him to operate
as a contract motor carrier of property in intrastate commerece
between Liogan and Draper, Utah, via U, S. 91, and between
Logan and Coalville, Utah, via U. 8. 91 and 30-S. Applicant
proposes to haul eggs from Logan to Draper, Utah for mem-
bers of the Utah Poultry Producers Cooperative Asgsociation,
and plumbing fixtures from Salt Liake City to Liogan on the re-
turn trip for Peter J. Peterson, a plumber at Logan. In addition
to the proposed operations between Logan and Draper, appli-
cant seeks authority herein to transport cement from Devils
Slide to Logan for the Smith Brothers Lmumber Company of
Logan. Applicant also contemplates buying coal at Coalville
to be hauled to Liogan for resale. Applicant’s proposed sched-
ule is two or three trips a week.
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Applicant filed a financial statement in connection with
his application which shows a truck valued at $850, real estate,
$3,500, cash, $180, other assets, $682, making total assets of
$5,212; liabilities consisting of indebtedness on equipment,
$550, notes and mortgages payable, $934, accounts payable,
$150, making total liabilities of él>1 634; leaving net agsets of
$3,578.

The schedule of equipment of applicant shows a 1933 model
G. M. C. four-ton truck purchased on March 1, 1935, at a cost
ol $850.

The record shows that applicant has no written contracts
with any of the parties whom he proposes to haul for. There
are between 15 and 25 egg producers at Logan for whom he
wishes to haul eggs. Appheant ig in the poultry feed business
at Logan, buying grain a} Liogan for resale in Salt Lake Olty
and Draper, The transportation of eggs and the other services
herein proposed will be handled in connection with his feed
business.

At present the following transportation facilities are avail-
able to the publie between Logan and Salt Liake City:

The Utah Idaho Central Railroad Company, rendering
daily freight and express service between Logan and Ogden,
where a connection is made with the Bamberger Electric Rail-
road, which also renders frequent daily freight and express
gerviee between Ogden and Salt Lake City.

The Oregon Short Line Railroad which furnishes daily
freight and express service between Logan and Salt Lake City.

The Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad rendering
daily freight service from Ogden to Salt Lake City, and other
points south and east.

The Railway Express Agency, which operates in conjunc-
tion with the above named railroads in handling express mat-
ter.

Service from Devils Slide to Logan is available, via the
Union, Pacific Railroad Company to Ogden, thence via the
U. L €. or 0. 8. L. to Logan.

From the reeord before us, we find no evidence to show
that public econvenience and neecessity requ1re the serviece pro-
posed by applicant for the transportation of cement from
Devils Slide to Logan or for the hauling of plumblng fixtures
from Salt Tiake City to Liogan, but that public convenienée and
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necessity will be subserved if applicant is permitted to haul
eggs from Liogan to Draper,

The eonclusion is reached, therefore, that the application
herein for a contract permit to haul eggs from Logan to Draper,
Utah, for the Utah Poultry Producers Cooperative Association
should be granted, but that the application to haul eement from
Devils Slide to Logan for Smith Brothers Lumber Company
and plumbing fixtures from Salt Liake City to Logan for Peter
J. Peterson should be demed

Concerning applicant’s desire to haul coal from Coalville
to Logan for resale after applicant has purchased the coal at
the mine in Coalville, the Commission assumes no jurisdietion,
If this operation is conducted as testified to by applicant,
it cannot be construed as an operation for hire and therefore
is beyond this Commission’s jurisdiction.

ORDER ,
CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO. 113

This case being at issue upon application and protests on
file, and having been duly heard and submitted by the parties,
and full investigation of the matters and things involved hav-
ing been had, and the Commission having, on the date hereof,
made and filed a report containing its findings and conclu-
sions, which said report is hereby referred to and made a part
hereof,

IT IS ORDERED, That the application herein of Leslie

S. Dunn for a permit to operate as a eontract motor carrier of

eggs from Liogan, Utah to Draper, Utah for the Utah Poultry

Producers Cooperative Association, via Highway 91, be, and it
" is hereby granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, That the application herein of
Tieslie 8. Dunn for a permit to operate as a contract motor
carrier of cement for Smith Brothers Lumber Company from
Devils Slide to Logan, Utah and for the transportation of
plumbing fixtures for Peter 'J. Peterson from Salt Lake Clty
to Liogan, via Highways 91 and 30-S, be, and the same is
hereby denied.
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ORDERED FURTHER, That applicant shall maintain
on file with the Commission the necessary insurance and bond
a§ required by law, and a copy of his tariff schedule showing
rates, time sechedule, rules and regulations, and that he shall
operate at all times in accordance with the statutes of the
State of Utah, and the rules and regulations prescribed by the
Public Service Commigsion of Utah governing the operation of
contract motor carriers over the public highways of the State
of Utah, and this order shall be, and is his authority therefor.

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. MecKAY
JOS, S8, SNOW
Commigsioners.
(Seal)
Attest:

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Aecting Secretary.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAHI
CASE NO. 1752

In the Matter of the Application of LESLIE 8. DUNN for a
permit to operate as a contraet motor carrier of property
in intrastate commerce between Logan, Utah, and Draper,
Utah, and Coalville, Utah, via Highways 30-S and 91.

DISMISSAL ORDER
By the Commission:

Upon motion of the Applicant, and with the consent of
the Commission,

TT IS ORDERED that the application of Leslie S, Dunn
for a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of prop-
erty in intrastate commerce betwen Logan, Utah, and Draper,
Utah, and Coalville, Utah, via highways 30-S and 91 be, and
the same is hereby dismissed without prejudice, ‘
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ORDERED FURTHER, that Contract Carrier Permit No. ‘
113 issued in the above entitled case under date of July 13, ‘
1985, be, and it is hereby cancelled and annulled.

Dated at Salt Liake City, Utah, this 9th day of August, i

1985,
(Bigned) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. MeKAY
JOS. 8. SNOW
Commissioners.
(Seal)
Attest:

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

CASE NO. 1756

In the Matter of the Application of W. Ii. OLSEN for a permit
to operate as a contract motor carrier of property in intra-
state commerce between Salt Tiake City and Logan, Salt
Lake City and Cedar City, Salt Lake City and Ely, Nevada,
via Highways Nos. 91 and 40.

Submitted : May 6, 1935. ‘Decided : September 19, 1935.

Disposition: Contract Carrier Permit No. 121 issued au- i
thorizing applicant to operate as a contract motor earrier of ‘
property in intrastate commerce, for the Cedar; Ely, and Logan "
Distributing Companies, from Salt Lake City to the ware-
house of said eompanies at Cedar City, Utah and Logan, Utah, i
via U. 8. 91, and,

Interstate Carrier License No. 96 issued authorizing ap-
plicant to operate as a eontract motor carrier of property in
interstate commerce, for the Cedar, Bly, and Logan Distrib-
uting Companies between Salt Liake City, Utah and the Utah- 4
Nevada State Line, via Highways Nos. U. S. 40-50. : |

CASE NO. 1757 g

In the Matter of the Application of COLORADO-UTAH “1
STAGES, INC. to -discontinue the operation of a motor
transportation line for the transportation of passengers
in interstate commerce and The Southern Kansas Stage
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Lines Company to take over and assume the operation of
a motor transport line for transportation of passengers
as heretofore rendered by COLORADO-UTAH STAGES,
INC.

Disposition: Order issued Septembor 3, 1935 dismissing
application without prejudice,

CASE NO. 1758

MIDVALE CITY, a Municipal Corporation, et al., Complain-
ants, vs. THE DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN
RAILROAD COMPANY, Defendant. '

(PENDING)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH
CASE NO. 1759

In the Matter of the Application of THE DENVER AND RIO
GRANDE WESTERN RAILROAD COMPANY, LOS AN-
GELES AND SALT LAKE RAILROAD COMPANY,
SALT LAKE AND UTAH RAILROAD COMPANY, AND
TOOELE VALIRY RAILWAY COMPANY, to eliminate
rates on Ore, Concentrates, Matte, Precipitates, Slag and
Flue Dust subject to declared valuation by shippers.

Submitted : May 23, 1985, Decided: Oct. 24, 1935
Appearances:

J. A. Gallaher, | for Applicants, The Denver & Rio Grande
Geo. Williams, § Western Railroad Company, et al.
J. H. Bean, b for Union Pacific' System.

A. E. Margetts, ) for United States Smelting and Refining
Company et al.,

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission:

On the 19th day of April, 1985, The Denver and Rio Grande
Western Railroad Company, Lios Angeles and Salt Take Rail-
road Company and Oregon Short Line Railroad Company on
their own behalf and on the behalf of Salt Liake and Utah
Railroad Company and Toocle Valley Railway Company, -as
common carriers of persons and property by railroads be-
tween points in the State of Utah, petitioned for an Order of
this Commission approving their method of assessing freight
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charges applying on ore, concentrates, matte, precipitates, slag,
and flue dust as published in Tiocal Utah Freight Tariff No.
3-D, P. U. C. U. No. 7, I. C. C. No. 7, effective September 1,
1923, and in amendments to said tariffs. They allege in thls
petltlon that Liocal Utah Freight Tariff No. 6-C, P, U, C. U.
No. 5, I. C. C. No. b, issued by J. H. Reeves, Agent Salt Tiake
City, Utah, May 25, 1921, effective July 4, 1021 naming local
and joint rates applymg on ore eommodltles ma,tte, precipitates,
slag, and flue dust, under items 100 to 180, and in amendments
to said tariff were published on said commodities subjeet to
a declared valuation of $100.00 per ton weight which tariff
was cancelled and superseded by said tariff No. 6-D, P, U, C. U,
No. 7, I. C. C. No. 7, whieh tariff and the amendments thereto,
prov1ded that s}npmonts of said commodities should be subJeet
to a net valuation of not to exceed $100.00 per ton, but through
oversight and inadvertance was not filed with the Publie Util-
ities Commission (Publie Service Commission of Utah) for the
approval now sought for by their petition herein.

As grounds for and in support of their petition, petitioners
allege:

“(a) 'That all of their rates on said commodities are
published to apply on net valuation.

(b) 'That no necessity exists and no public interest
would be served by the publication.of rates on said
ecommodities subject to a declared valuation by the
shipper.

(e¢) That petitioners are in a position to obtain and
do obtain from the smelting companies the actual val-
ue of ore and concentrate shipments; and that where
rates are subject to valuation, no ba51s other than the
actual net valuation should be used.,

(d) That in various decisions of the Interstate Com-
merce Commission it has been held that carriers are
not prohibited from making different rates dependant
upon the value of different grades of a given commod-
ity
In Re The Cumming Amendment, 83 1.C.C, 682, 696.

Express Rates, Practices, Accounts and Revenues, 43
L.C.C. 510.

Bills of Lading, 52 1.C.C. 671.
Arlington Silver Mining Co. v. Great Northern, 83
1.C.C. 255.
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Crown Overall Mg, Co. v. Director General, 100 1.C.C.
471, 475,

(e) That there has been no complaint from shippers
respecting the change of method of figuring freight
charges which became effective by the publication of
said Tariff 6-D, P.U.C.. Utah No. 7, LC.C. No. 7,
though said tariff has been in effect since September
1, 1923; and, as previously stated, petitioners’ rates
have, since said date, been assessed on a net valuation
basis not to exceed $100.00 per ton.”

For the mogt part the allegations of the petition were
excepted to by The United States Smelting, Refining and Min-
ing Company at a hearing held upon the petition before the
Commisgion after due notice given, at its office in the State
Capitol, Salt Lake City, Utah, on the 23rd day of May, 1935,

However, the said Company stated in substance that it
would have no objeetion to our approval of Petitioners’ Tariff
6-D, P.U.C.U. No. 7, provided that our doing so should not
affect shipments and adjustments of charges heretofore made
between the carriers and their patrons.

Having given careful consideration to all the material facts
presented, and believing that the freight charges on the com-
modities involved can be more fairly and equitably assessed
against the shipper by the method proposed by the petitioners
herein, that is to say, upon the actual value rather than upon
a “releaged” or “declared” value of the commodity moved, we
think petitioners’ Liocal Utah Treight Tariff No. 6-D, P.U.C.U.
No. 7, should be and the same is hereby approved to become
effective at the date hereof.

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS B. McKAY
JOS, 8. SNOW.

Commissioners.
Attest:
(Seal)
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1762

In the Matter of the Application of the OREGON SIORT
LINE RAILROAD COMPANY, a corporation, for permis-
sion to discontinue the operation of its station at Dewey,
Utah, as an agency station.

Submitted : July 11, 1935. Decided : 'September 9, 1935.
Appearances:

Robert B. Porter, and for Applicant
W. Hal Farr, Attorneys, { 10T Appleant.

for Boxelder County, Boxelder
Chamber of Commerce, Lions

Lewis Jones, Clubs of Tremonton and Garland,
and interested citizens.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
MeKay, Commissioner: ‘

The above entitled application was filed with the Com-
inigsion on April 26, 1935. Said matter came on regularly for
hearing before the Commission at Dewey, Boxelder County,
Utah, on July 11, 1985, after due and legal notige given to
interested parties. Proof of publication of notice of hearing was
filed with the Commission and accepted as part of the record.

From the testimony introduced, the Commissjon finds:

That applicant, Oregon Short Line Railroad Company, is
a corporation organized under and existing by virtue of the
laws of the State of Utah with its prineipal place of business in
Utah and corporate office at Salt Lake City, Utah, and that
it is a common carrier of freight and passengers and engaged
in operating a steam line of railroad in interstate and intra-
state commerce within and through the State of Utah and
other states.

That applicant is now, and has been for several years past,
operating an agency station at Dewey, Box Elder County, Utah,
where at all times an agent has been employed for the purpose
of transacting the business of applicant at said station.

That applicant now alleges that the revenue derived from
business handled at said station is not sufficient to pay the
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expense of maintaining and operating said station as an agency
station and seeks authority herein for permission to disecontinue
the operation of its station at Dewey, Utah, as an ageney sta-
tion. ;

Applicant’s Txhibit No. 1 shows the tonnage of freight
forwarded from and received at Dewey, Utah, and the revenue
derived therefrom for the years 1938 and 1934 and from Jan-
uary to May, 1935, inclusive. This exhibit shows the following
figures:

Year 1933 Year 1934 Year 1935
Cars Tons Cars Tons Cars Tons
Carloads Forwarded .. 11 117 24 2b2 17 179

Carloads Reccived ... 23 239 18 241 4 53

L. C. L. Forwarded. ... 2 2

L. C. L. Received...... 2 6 1
Totals .......... 34 860 42 501 21 233

Revenue Aceruals..... $1,999.00 $3,022.00 $2,050,00

Applicant’s Exhibit No. 2 shows the number of passenger
tickets sold at Dewey, Utah, and the revenue aceruing there-
from for the years 1983 and 1934, and from January to May,
1985, inclusve. The figures are as follows:

Ticleets Revenue

Sold Aceruals

Year, 1933 ......... ..o it 128 $499.71
Year, 1934 ... .. ..o 118 331.11
January to May, 1935....... 45 85.03

Applicant’s Exhibit No. 8 shows miscellaneous revenues
derived from the operation of its Dewey, Utah station fom the
years 19383 and 1934 and the period January to May, 1935, in-
clusive. These revenues consist mainly of excess baggage and
telegraph service. The figures are as follows:

Year 1983 ...t $23.94
Year 1984 ... 4.87
January to May, 1985............. ... 1.25
A summary of revenue accruals shows: _
Year Year January to
1933 1934 May, 1935
Freight, C. I, and L. C. L.. .. $1,999.00  $3,022.00  $2,050.00
Passenger ........c...00.n 499.71 331.11 85.03
Miscellaneous ............. 23.94 4.87 1.25

CTotals ... $2,522,656  $3,357.48  $2,136.28
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Applicant’s Exhibit No. 4 shows the expenses of operating
the station at Dewey, Utah for the years 1933, 1934, and the
period January to May, 1985, inclusive. The figures are shown
below and are exelusive of superintendence, maintenance, de-
preciation, insurance, taxes, and stationery:

Year 1933 ...t $1,694.94
Year 1984 ..., 1,595.81
January to May, 19356............. 717,88

The ‘community of Dewey in Boxelder County is situated
approximately five miles north of Honeyville, at which point
applicant maintains an agency station, The territory in and
around Dewey is dependent primarily upon agricultural pur-
suits for the livelihood of the people residing in said territory.
A short distance from the station of applicant at Dewey is situ-
ated a depot of The Utah-Idaho Central Railroad Company, at
which depot an agent is maintained by The Utah-Idaho Central
Railroad Company.

If the present application is granted, applicant proposes
to make arrangements for the handling of earload freight re-
ceived at and out of Dewey through the agents of the applicant
at Tremonton and Homneyville. Express matter or- . C. L.
freight shipped to Dewey will be locked in the depot by the
conductor and applicant will have a responsible person fur-
nished with a key so that the consignee may obtain the ship-

_ment through the person having the key to the depot.

Persons desiring to purchase passenger tickets at this sta-
tion may do so from the conductor on the train at the same
price as would be charged by the station agent.

NOW THEREFORE, by reason of the findings aforesaid
and the record and files in this case, all of which are hereby
expressly referred to and made a part hereof, the Commission
finds that public convenience and necessity no longer require
the operation of applicant’s station at Dewey, Boxelder County,
TUtah, as an agency station and that the expense of maintain-
ing and operating said station as an agency station is too high
to justify the operation of said station as an agency station,
and that the application should be granted. The Commission
is of the opinion, however, that in the event the business of
applicant at Dewey, Boxelder County, increases to a point suf-
ficlent to justify the operation of the station as an agency
station that applieant should provide an agent at said station
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for such period and during sueh time as the mcreased business
might justify.

An appropriate order will follow.

(Signed) THOMAS E. McKAY,

‘We Coneunr:
E. E. CORFMAN
JOS. 5. SNOW
Commissioners,
(Seal)

Attest:
THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAH, held at its office in Salt Liake City, Utah, on the
9th day of September, 1935.

CASE NO. 1762

Tn the Matter of the Application of the OREGON SHORT
LINE RATLROAD COMPANY, a corporation, for permis-
sion to diseontinue the gperation of its station at Dewey,
Utah, as an agency station.

This case being at issue upon application on file, and hav-
ing been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and full in-
vestigation of the matters and things involved having been had,
and the Commission having, on the date hereof, made and filed
a report containing its findings and coneluswns which said re-
port is hereby referred to and made a part hereof,

IT IS ORDERED, that the application herein of Oregon
Short Line Railroad Company, a corporation, for permission to
discontinue the operation of its station at Dewey, Boxelder
County, Utah, as an agency station, be, and the same is hereby
granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, that in the eyent the business of
applicant at Dewey, Boxelder County, Utah, incredses to a
point sufficient to justify the operation of sa1d station as an
agencey station that apphcant shall provide an agent at said
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station for such period and during such time as the increased
business might justily.

ORDERED FURTHER, that applicant shall provide suit-
able arrangements to take care of carload and L. C. L. ship-
ments originating at or consigned to the station at Dewey,
Utah,

By the Commission.
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Seeretary.
(Seal)

BEFORE THE PUBLiC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1762

In the Matter of the Application of the OREGON SHORT
LINE RATLROAD COMPANY, a corporation, for permis-
sion to discontinue the operation of its station at Dewey,
Utah, as an agency station.

SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT AND ORDER
By the Commission :

The Commission issued its Report and Order in the above
entitled matter on September 9, 1935, granting the application
of the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company, a corporation, for
permission to discontinue the operation of its station at Dewey,
Boxelder County, Utah, as an agency station.

And it now appearing that the Commission failed to fix
an effective date upon which applicant might discontinue op-
eration of its station at Dewey, Utah, as an agency station;
and it appearing further, that it will not be adverse to the in-
terests of apphcant’s patrons and others ai’feeted thereby if
sald station is closed immediately,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the Commission’s

Order of September 9, 1985, be modified to the extent that ap-.

plicant, Oregon Short Llne Railroad Company, a corporation,
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may close it"s station at Dewey, Boxelder County, Utah as an
agency station effective September 14, 1935.

, 5Dated at Salt Lake City, Utah, this 18th day of September,
1935, '

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY
Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

CASE NO. 1763

In the Matter of the Application of RIO GRANDE MOTOR
WAY, INC,, for a certificate of public convenience and ne-
cessity for the transportation of passengers, baggage and
express in intrastate commerce, all by motor buses, between
Salt- Lake City, Utah and the Utah-Colorado State Line
via Provo, Springville, Thistle, Soldier Summit, Castlegate,
Helper, Price, Greenriver, and Cisco and all intermediate
points over U, 8. Highways Nos. 91 and 50.

Dispositon: Order issued October 1, 1985 dismissing appli-
cation without prejudiee.

CASE NO. 1764

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSTON OF UTAH for the establisment of a new grade
crossing of State Highway No. 26 over the Silver City
Branch of the Lios Angeles and Salt Lake Railroad Com-
pany in Juab County, Utah.

Disposition: Grade Crossing Permit No. 175 issued Oeto-
ber 30, 1935 authorizing applicant to construet and maintain
a grade crossing over the Silver City Branch of the Los An-
geles and Salt Lake Railroad Company at Railroad Mile-post
2.05 in the vieinity of Silver City, Juab County, Utah.

CASE NO. 1765

Tn the Matter of the Application of ‘the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to establish a grade
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crossing of State Highway No. 26 ¢ver the Tintic Branch
of The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Com-
pany near Silver City in Juab County, Utah.

Submitted : June 19, 1985, Devided : September 23, 1935,

Disposition: Report and order issued authorizing appli-
cant to establish a grade crossing of State ITichway No. 26 over
the Tintic Branch of The Denver and Rio Grande Western
Railroad Company near Silver City, Juab 60L1nty, Utah.,

CASE NO. 1766

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for the relocation of a grade crossing
and the abandonment of existing grade crossing of State
Highway No. 36 over the main line of the Los Angeles and
Salt Liake Railroad Company at St. John in Tooele County,
Utah.

Disposition: Grade Crossing Permit No. 176 issued October
30, 1935 authorizing applieant to construet and maintain a
grade crossing over the main line and passing tracks of the
Los Angeles and Salt T.ake Railroad Company in the vieinity
of St. John, Tooele County, Utah, at Railroad Mile-post 736.06.

CARE NO. 1767

In the Matter of the Application of I.. O. LARSON for a license
to operate as a contract motor carrier of property between
Salt Liake City, Utah and Tywin Falls, Idaho, via Highways
Nos. 30, 91, and 25,

Disposition: Order issued January 21, 1936 dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1769

In the Matter of the Application of FRANK L. COLBY for per-
mission to operate as a common motor carrier of property
between Salt Lake City, Utah, and Delta, Hinckley, Deser-
et, Oak City, and Oasis, Utah.

Submitted : June 8, 1935. ' Decided : August 8, 1985.

Disposition: Certificate of Convenience and Npeessity No.
441 issued authorizing applicant to.operate as a cominon motor
carrier of property between Salt Lake City and Delta, Hinek-
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ley, Deseret, Oak City, and Oasis, Utah via U. 8. Highway No.
91 from Salt Lake City to Santaquin, Utah, and from that point
eitlier by way of U. S. 91 to Holden, thence Utah 26 to Delta
and other points; or from Santaquin to BEureka, via Utah 26,
thenece to Delta, and the other points to be served via the same
highway.

CASE NO. 1770

In the Matter of the Application of NEWELL K, WARNER
for permission to operate as a common motor carrier of
property between Salt Lake City, Utah and Levan, Seipio,
Holden, and Fillmore, Utah,

Submitted : June 3, 1935. Decided: August 9, 1935.

. Disposition: Certificate of Convenience and Necessity No.
449 issued authorizing applicant to operate as a common motor
carrier of property between Salt Lake City and Fillmore, Utah,
" gerving the intermediate towns of Lievan, Scipio, and Iolden,
via U. 8. Highway No. 91.

CASE NO. 1770

In the Matter of the Application of NEWELL K. WARNER
for permission to operate as a common motor carrier of
property between Salt Lake City, Utah, and Levan, Seipio,
Holden, and Fillmore, Utah. (Supplementa] application
to extend operations to Kanosh, Utah, and to intermediate
points between Fillmore and Kanosh, Utah.)

Submitted : January 3, 1936. Decided: May 4, 1936.

Disposition: Supplemental application denied.

CASE NO. 1771

TIn the Matter of the Application of PETTY AND RIDDLE,
INC, for a permit to operate as a eontract motor carrier of
property in intrastate commerce between Cedar City and
Pintura, Utah, via U. S. Highway No. 91.

Submitted : May 381, 1935, ‘ Decided: July 10, 1935.

Disposition: Contract Carrier Permit No. 112 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a contraet motor carrier be-
tween Cedar City and Pintura, Utah, via U. 8. Highway No.
91 transporting bread for O. P. Skaggs, ice cream for Ks-
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calante Ice Cream Company, and meat for C. C. C. edmps.
Application to transport general merchandise for the J. C.
. Penney Company of 8t George denied.

CASE NO. 1774

In the Matter of the Application of R. J. MARSDEMN for a
license to operate as a common motor carrier of property
in interstate eommerce between Ogden, Utal, and the
Utah-Idaho State Line, via Highways Nos. U. 8. 91 and
U. 8. 80-8, and Utah State No. 41,

Submitted: June 8, 1935. Decided: July 1, 1935.

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No., 84 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a common motor earrier of
property in interstate commerce between the Utah-Idaho State
Line and Ogden, Utah, via Highways Nos. U-41, U. S. 30-8, and
U. 8. 91.

CASE NO. 1777

In the Matter of the Application of J. O. COTANT TRUCK
LINES, INC. for a license to operate as a common motor
carrier of property in interstate commerce between Sal-
mon City, Idaho, and Salt Liake City and Murray, Utah.

Submitted: June 28, 1935. Decided : August 28, 1985,

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No. 90 issued av-
thorizing applicant to operate as a common motor carrier of
property in interstate commerce between the Utah-Idaho State
Tine and Salt Lake City, and Murray, Utah, via Highways
Nos. U-41, and U. 8. 91.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1778

Tn the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD
COMMISSION OF UTAJ for nermission to replace the
existing grade crossing of the Main Line Traecks of The
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Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company on
West 33rd South Street in Salt Liake County with an
underpass crossing.

Submitted : June 19, 1935, Decided : September 12, 1935.
Appearances: '

K. ¢. Wright, Chief Engineer, } for Applicanti.

B. R. Howell, Attorney, b for The D&RGW RR Co.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission :

The above entitled application of the State Road Com-
mission of Utah was filed with the Commigsion on June 4,
1985. Said matter came on regularly for hearing hefore the
Commission at its office in Salt Lalke City, Utah, on June 19,
1935, TFor convenience, the State Road Lommmsmn of Utah
will hereinafter be referred to as “applicant” and The Denver
and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company as the “railroad
company.”’

i

From the admitted facts and testimony the Commission
now finds and reports as follows:

.

That the State Road Commission ol Utah is an agent of 3
the State of Utah duly organized and existing by virtue of ;
the laws of the State of Utah, and authorized by law to con-
struet and maintain state roads.

That applicant intends to improve that portion of State
Highway No. U. 8. 50 in the vicinity of the crossing of The
Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company on West
33rd South Street in Salt Lake County. Utah, and in connec-
tion therewith desires to construect an underpass erossing under
the main line tracks of the said railroad company to replace the
existing crossing at grade at said point, as shown on map
accompanying application, and hereby expressly referred to
and made a part hereof.

The crossing under consideration is located on 33rd South
Street in Salt Lake County, approximately one mile west of
State Street. The railroad company has a double track at the
crossing and the traffic, both train and highway. is heavy at
this partmu]ar pomt The crossing is at the south end of the
railroad company 8 local yard in Qalt Lalke City. Considerable
switching of traing occurs daily at the yard. The crossing is
congidered to be hazardous by reason of the heavy traffic over
and along the crossing.
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The record shows that the project under consideration is
to be constructed with Federal Funds set aside for grade eross-
ing elimination work., General details as to the construetion
of the underpass and the handling of traffic during the period
of construction have been agreed upon by represertatives of
the applicant and the railroad company.

Under the terms of the agreement which will be entered
into, the railroad company will maintain the super structure
supporting the railroad tracks, and the applicant will maintain
the supporting structure including the abutments, sidewalks,
lighting details, and surface of the highway. The formal agree-
ment to be entered into between the applicant and the railroad
company is to be submitted to this Commission for its consid-
eration and approval.

Testimony of the Superintendent of the Salt Liake Division
of the railroad company shows that the crossing involved in the
ingtant case carries the heaviest railroad movements of the
railroad company in the State of Utah., The traffic at this
prossing has run as high as sixty switching and train move
ments in one day. Normally there are three passenger trains
operated each way daily over the crossing, with an occasional
second section. Due to frequent switching of freight trains
over the crossing, considerable delay in highway traffic is
experienced,

WHEREFORE, by reason of the findings aforesaid, the
Commission is of the opinion and so decides that in the inter-
est of publie safety and in order to facilitate the movement
of traffic at the crossing in question that the application under
consideration should be granted. The Commission reserves the
right to conduect a further hearing, if necessary, after the filing
of the formal agreement to be entered into between the appli-
cant and the railroad company covering allocation of costs of
construetion and maintenance, for consideration and approval
of said agreement, The Commission retaing full jurisdietion in
the premises until said agreement is filed and approved.

An appropriate order will follow.

(Signed) E, E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY
JOS, 8. SNOW
Commissioners.
(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.
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ORDER

AAt a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAH, held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, ‘on the
12th day of September, A. D.-1935. '

CASE NO. 1778

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD
. COMMISSION OF UTAXM for permission to replace the
existing grade crossing of the Main Tine Tracks of The
Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company on
West 83rd South Street in Salt Lake County with an
underpass crossing.

This case being at issue upon application on file, and hav-
ing been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and full in-
vestigation of the matters and things involved having been had,
and the Commission having, on the date hereof, made and filed
a report containing its findings and conclusions, which said
report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof.

IT IS ORDERED, That the application of the State Road
Commission of Utah for permission to replace the existing
grade crossing of the main line tracks of The Denver and Rio
Grande Western Railroad Company on West 83rd South Street
in Salt Lake County, Utah, with an underpass erossing, be, and
the same is hereby granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, that in the construction of said
underpass applicant shall conform to the requirements of the
Commission’s General Order No. 256 with respect to the matter
of clearances.

ORDERED FURTHER, that applicant shall file with the
Commission a copy of the formal agreement to be entered into
between the applicant and the railroad company covering the
apportionment of costs of construction and maintenanee.

ORDERED FURTHER, that the Commission shall retain
;]umsdlchon until the formal agreement herein referred to
is filed and approved by the Commission.

By the Commission.

(Seal)
(Signed) THEODORE B. TIIAIN

Acting Secretary.

o ] L
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO, 1778

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to replace the existing

grade crossing of the Main Line Tracks of The Denver and
Rio Grande Western Railroad Company on West 33rd
South Street in Balt TLake Coanty with an underpass
crossing.

SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT AND ORDER OF THE
COMMISSION '

By the Commission:

Under date of September 12, 1985, the Commission is-
sued its Original Report and Order in the above entitled matter
grauting the application of the State Road Commission of Utah
for permission to replace the existing grade crossing of the
main line tracks of The Denver and Rio Grande Western Rail-
road Company on West 33rd South Street in Salt L.ake County,
Utah, with an underpass crossing. The Commigsion’s Order
provided: ‘

“ORDERED FURTIIER, that applicant shall file with the
Commission a copy of the formal agreement to be entered into
between the applicant and the railroad company covering the
apportionment of costs of construction and maintenance.

“ORDERED FURTHER, that the Commission shall retain
jurisdietion until the formal agreement herein referred to is
tiled and approved by the Commission.”

On November 1, 1935, a certified copy of the agreement
dated September 30, 1935, between the State Road Commission
of Utah and The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad
Company covering construction and maintenance of underpass
on West 33rd South Street in Salt Tiake County, Utah, was duly
filed with the Commission. Said agreement sets forth in detail
the work to be done, the terms covering the construction, main-
tenance and removal of temporary tracks during the period
of construction; the terms of construction and maintenance of
highway and structures; the terms covering maintenance of
underpass structure after completion, and miscellaneous items
pertaining to the project involved. Item No. 6 of said agree-
ment provides:
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“CONSTRUCTION AND MAINTENANCE OF HIGH-
WAY AND STRUCTURES. The Road Commigsion shall at its
sole cost and expense eonstruct and thereafter maintain the
highway contemplated by this agreement, including grading
of roadway and slopes, together with the sidewalks, pavement
or wearing surface thereon, and all appertaining structures
and lighting system for the highway; provided, that the Rail-
road Company shall cooperate in the construetion and sub-
sequent maintenance of the said underpass structure to the
extent and in the manner hereinafter described.”

Ttem No, 8 of said agreement provides as follows:

“MAINTENANCE OF UNDERPASS STRUCTURE. Upon
the completion of the said underpass structure, the Railroad
Company shall maintain at its expense the track-supporting
structural steel, the track materials and flooring in said under-
pass strueture and the Road Commission shall maintain at its
expense all abutments, the highway and the wearing surface
thereon, sidewalks, and the lighting system for the highway.”

NOW THEREFORE, by reason of the premises, the Com- i
mission is of the opinion and concludes and deeides that said .
agreement with respect to the construction and maintenance :
of gaid proposed underpass and allocation of the costs of con- o
struction and maintenanee as between applicant, the State
Road Commission of Utah, and The Denver and Rio Grande
Western Railroad Company are just and reasonable, and
should be approved.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the agreement en- 3
tered into under date of September 30, 1985, between the State s
Road Commission of Utah and The Denver and Rio.Grande
‘Western Railroad Company covering contruction and main-
tenance of underpass on West 33rd South Street be, and the
same is hereby approved.

Dated at Salt Lake City, Utah, this 16th Jday of November,

A. D, 1935,
(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS . McKAY
JOS. 8. SNOW
Commissioners.
(Seal)
Attest: ' 4

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1779

In the Matter of the Application of UT'AH RAPID TRANSIT
COMPANY, for a Certifieate of Convenience and Necessity
to Operate as a Common Carrier of Passengers and/or
Baggage, and /or Lxpress by Motor Vehicle in Ogden City,
Weber County, State of Utah, and to transform the pres-
ent gtreet car system operated by the applicant into a sys-
tem of transportation of passengers, and/or baggage
and /or express by motor vehicle in said eity.

Submitted : July 8, 1935. Decided: August 5, 1935,

Appearances:

J. H. Devine and
J. A. Howell, Attorneys, for Applicant.

Geo. H. Lowe, Attorney, | for Fuller-Toponce Truck Co.,
{ Protestant.

John D. Rice, Attorney, . } for State of Utah.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION

By the Commission :

The above entitled application of the Utah Ilapid Transit
Company was filed with the Commission on June 11, 1935. Said
matter came on regularly for hearing before the Commission on
July 38, 1935, at Ogden, Utah, after due and legal notice given
to interested parties. Proof of publication of Notice of Hearing
was filed by-applicant and accepted as part of the record. Pro-
tests against granting the application were entered on behalf
of various residents and organizations of the City of Ogden,
including the Fuller-Toponce Truck Company, P. W. Fuller,
and the Tax Reform Lieague.

After consideration of the testimony introduced in behalf
of the respective parties hereto, and the records and the files
in case, the Commission finds:

That applicant, Utah Rapid Transit Company, is a corpor-
ation organized and existing under and by virtue of the laws
of the State of Delaware, and qualified to do business in the
State of Utah as a foreign corporation, Applicant is the sue-
cessor in interest to the Ogden Rapid Transit Company, also a
corporation. Ifor many years past, applicant has been engaged

'




114 REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

in the business of operating a street railway system over cer-
tain streets in Ogden City, the installation of said street car
system representing a capital investment of approximately
$1,600,000.00, The operation of applieant’s street car system
has in times past produced sufficient revenue to pay its oper-
ating expenses, but has not been sufficient during the past few
years to pay the interest on its bonded indebtedness, nor have
any dividends been paid to its stockholders.

Applicant alleges that it has made an investigation of the
feasibility of transforming its present street car system into a
system of transportation by motor vehicle and has determined
that such a transformation is feasible, and that public conven-
ience and necessity require that the present street car system
be abandoned, and its trackage and equipment removed from
the streets, and a motor vehicle transportation system inau-
gurated. It is applicant’s purpose, and authority is herein
sought, to abandon the present street car system including the
removal of the tracks, overhead wires, and other equipment,
and acquire a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity author-
izing it to institute, maintain, and operate a transportation sys-
tem by motor vehicle for the carriage of persons, and/or bag-
gage, and/or express for hire over the streets, avenues, alleys,
and public places of Ogden City. »

We are of the opinion that there are but two issues in-
volved in the present application upon which we must deter-
mine whether or not the application should be granted as
prayed for. First, does public convenience and necessity require
that the present street car system in Ogden be abandoned and
a motor transportation system substituted in lieu thereof; and
second, is the applicant financially able to institute and oper-
ate a motor transportation system in the City of Ogden and
render the proper public service.

As to the first mentioned issue, the record shows conelu-
sively that public convenience and necessity require that the
present street car system be abandoned in favor of some other
type of transportation system in the City of Ogden. Applicant’s
tracks and right-of-way are shown to be in a bad state of
" repair, due to inadequate maintenance. Applicant’s revenues
have not permitted the maintenance necessary to keep its
tracks and right-of-way in proper operating condition. The
testimony of ‘one witness shows that the tracks in their present
condition are extremely hazardous to vehicular travel over cer-
tain of the streets in Ogden. We find, therefore, that public
convenience and necessity will be better served in the City of
Ogden if the present street-car system is abandoned and a
motor transportation system inaugurated.
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We come now to the second point at issue: that of the
financial ability of applicant to institute and operate a motor
transportation system in Ogden. It is an admitted fact, and the
record so shows, that the Utah Rapid Transit Company is now,
and has been for many years past, unable to meet certain of its

finaneial obligations, more especially the interest on its funded
debt. Further, that applicant has been unable to meet all of its
taxes which have accrued for several years, We think, how-
ever, that we are concerned in the present application only with
the question of whether or not applicant is able at present, and
will be able in the future, finanecially, to render a motor trans-
portation serviee in the City of Ogden, The testimony of Mr.
Muleahy, General Manager of Utah Rapid Transit Company,
with respeet to the arrangements for the financing of a motor
bus system, is as follows:

“Q. I will ask you, Mr, Muleahy, whether or not the eom-
pany has made the necessary finaneial arrangements
to carry on this undertaking. i

“A., The Company has two avenues of financing the un-
dertaking and is in a position immediately upon the
granting of the certificate to secure the adequate fi-
naneing.” (Tr. pp. 9, 10.) :

Further testimony of the same witness shows that assur-
ance hag been given by one banking institution, and by two
bus building companies that proper financial backing can be
obtained in the event the Commission grants the authority
herein sought; that the salvaging of the present street car
gystem, in any event, would afford sufficient funds to enable
applicant to provide adequate and efficient bus serviece for the
accommodation of the public.

It appears, therefore, that adequate finances will be avail-
able to applicant for the installation and operation of its pro-
posed motor bus system.

In connection with the application, applicant filed herein
a copy of franchise dated December 24, 1925, granted to it by
Ogden City, designated as Ordinance No. 330; said Ordinance
No. 330 amends an ordinance approved January 26, 1907, as
amended by an ordinanee approved February 21, 1907, and as
amended by an ordinance adopted and passed June 16, 1925.
Section 1 of said ordinance reads as follows:

“QEOTTION 1. That the Utah Rapid Transit Company, (as
the suceessor and assien of the Ogden Rapid Transit Com-
pany), a corporation, its successors and assigns, has the au-
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thority and consent of the Board of Commissioners of Ogden
City, Utah, and permission is hereby granted to it and to its
successors and assigns, to construet, maintain, and operate dur-
ing the life of this franchise, to wit: to and including the
twenty-first day of January, 1957, a gingle or double track
street and interurban rauway together with the necessary
switches, wyes, turn outs, side-tracks and passing tracks upon
any and all of the streets, avenues, alleys and publie places
of Ogden City, and to operate in, over and through any and all

of the streets, avenues, alleys and public places of Ogden City -

as a common carrier by motor vehicle of passengers and/or
of baggage and /or of express for hire.”

Upon the ordinance hereinabove referred to and granted
to applicant as a franchise to operate as a common motor car-
rier for hire of passengers and/or baggage, and/or express,
applicant bases its right to so operate insofar as compliance
with the ordinances of the City of Ogden is coneerned.

After full consideration of the record in this case, and all
matters relevant thereto, the Commission finds that public
convenience and necessity require that the present street rail-
way system in the City of Ogden, Utah, should be abandoned ;
its trackage and other equipment removed from the streets, and
a motor transportation system inaugurated and maintained in
lieu thereof, and that the application herein therefor should be
granted.

An appropriate order will follow.

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS . McKAY
JOS. & SNOW

Commissioners.
(Seal)

Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE BE. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

ORDER
CERTIFICATE OF CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY
NO. 445

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
TUTAH, held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on the
bth day of August, 1935,

L
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CASE NO. 1779

In the Matter of the Application of UTAI RAPID TRANSIT
COMPANY, for a Certificate of Convenience and Necessity

to Operaie as a Common Carrier of Passengers and/or
Baggage, and /or Express by Motor Vehicle in Ogden City,
Weber County, State of Utah, and to transform the pres-
ent street car system operated by the applicant into a sys-
tem of tramsportation of passengers, and/or baggage
and /or express by motor vehicle in said eity.

This case being at issue upon application and protegts on
file, and having been duly heard and submitted by the parties,
and full investigation of the matters and things involved hav-

ing been had, and the Commission having, on the date hereof, .

made and filed a report containing its findings and conelusions,
which said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof,

IT IS ORDERED, that the application of Utah Rapid
Transit Company for a Certificate of Convenience and Neces-
sity to operate as a common carrier of passengers and/or bag-
gage, and /or expresy by motor vehicle in Ogden City and to
transform the present street car system operated by the appli-
cant into a system of transportation of passengers, and/or
baggage and/or express by motor vehicle in said city, be, and
the same is hereby granted. _

ORDERED FURTHER, that applicant shall maintain on
file with the Commission ths necessary insurance and bond as
required by ‘law, and a copy of its tariff schedule showing
rates, time schedule, rules and regulations, and that it shall
operate at all times in accordance with the statutes of fhe
State of Utah, and the rules and regulations preseribed by the
Public Service Commission of Utah governing the operation of
common motor carriers over the highways of the State of Utah,
and this order shall be, and is its authority therefor.

By the Commission,

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN,
Acting Secretary.
(Seal)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAI
CASE NO. 1779

Tn the Matter of the Application of UTAH RAPID TRANSIT
COMPANY, for a Certificate of Convenience and Neces-
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sity to Operate as a Common Carrier of Passengers and /or
Baggage, and/or Express by Motor Vehicle in Ogden
City, Weber County, State of Utah, and to transform the

present street car system operated by the applicant into
a system of transportation of passengers, and/or bag-
gage and/or express by motor vehicle in said city.
ORDER DENYING APPLICATION IMOR A REHEARING
Fuller-Toponee Truck Company and P. W, Fuller, two of
the protestants in the above entitled matter, who protested
the granting of the certificate of public convenience and ne-
cessity to the applicant, Utah Rapid Transit Company, granted
by the Public Service Commission of Utah on the bth day of
August, 1935, having on the 14th day of August, 1935, filed
‘herein an application for a rehearing, and said motion for
rehearing and all matters and things therein set forth having
been given due consideration,

IT IS ORDERED, that said application for rehearing be,
and the same is hereby denied.

Dated at Salt Liake City, Utah, this 19th day of August,
A, D, 1935.

(Signed) H, B, CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKKAY
JOS. 8. SNOW
Commissioners.
(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

CASE NO. 1780

Tn the Matter of the Application of O. J. . AMES. for a license
to operate as a common motor carrier of property in
interstate commerce between Salt Lake City, Utah, and
Afton, Wyoming, via Highways Nos. 80-S and 91,

Submitted : July 8, 1985, Decided: January 10, 1936.

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No. 87 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a common motor carrier of
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propertyin interstate commerce between Salt Lake City, Utah,
and the Utah-Wyoming State Line, via Highways Nos. U. 8.
91, U. S. 80-S, and U. S. 40, via either Parley’s Canyon route
or Weber Canyon route.

CASE NO. 1781

Tn the Matter of the Application of INLAND PACIFIC
STAGES to discontinue operation of passenger and ex-
press bus line between Salt Lake City and Price, Utah,
and intermediate points, under Certificate of Convenience
and Necessity No. 402; to discontinue operation of pas-
senger and express bus line in interstate commerce be-
tween Salt Lake City, Utah, and the Utah-Colorado State
‘Line on U. 8. Highway No. 50 under Interstate License
No. 71 (formerly No, 82); and of RIO GRANDE MOTOR
WAY, INC. to assume sald operations; and of the appli-
cation of said Inland Pacific Stages to transfer all of its
right, title and interest as applicant in Case No. 1727
now pending before said Public Service Commission ‘of
Utah for authority to operate a passenger and express bus
line in intrastate commerce over U. S. Highway No. 50
between Castlegate, Utah, and Utah-Colorado State Line
and intermediate points and to transfer all its right, title,
and interest in any certificate of convenience and neeessity
that may be granted to it in said Case No. 1727, all to said
Rio Grande Motor Way, Ine.
(See Case No, 1727.)

CASE NO. 1782

In the Matter of the Application of LELAND HAIR for a
permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
in intrastate commerce between Duchesne, Utah, and Salt
Lake City, Utah, via Highway No, 40.

Submitted : August 30, 1935. Decided : November 15, 1935.

Disposition: Application denied.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH
CASE NO. 1783

Tn the Matter of the Application of UTAH LIGHT & TRAC-
TION COMPANY to substitute automobile bus service for
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street car service on certain of its lines, and to remove
certain of its street car tracks in Salt Take City, Utah.
(Routes 1, 2, and 3.)

Submitted: July 10, 1935. . Decided: August 3, 1935.

Appearances:
A. C. Inman, Attorney, } for Applicant,

Maj. Chas. McGarrigl, | for Commanding General of Ifort
. Douglas.

Wallace M, Bransford, * for Himself.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commigsion: )

The above entitled application was filed with the Com-
mission on June 24, 1935, The matter came on regularly for
hearing before the Oommlssmn on July 10, 1985, after due and
legal n.ot.ice given to interested parties. P‘roof of publication of
Notice of IHearing was filed and made a part of the record.
From the record and files in the case, and the testimony intro-
duced on behalf of the respective partles the Commlsswn now
finds:

That applicant, Utah Light & Traction Company, is a cor-
poration organized and existing under and by virtue of the
laws of the State of Utah with its principal place of business
at Salt Lake City, Utah. A copy of the Articles of Incorpora-
tion of applicant is on file with the Commission, Applicant
owns and operates an electric street railway, trolley coach,
motor bus system in Salt Lake City, Salt Lake County, and
Davis County in the State of Utah, and is engaged in busi-
ness as a common ecarrier of passengers..

As a part of applicant’s street railway, trolley, and bus
system in Salt Lake City, applicant operates what is com-
monly known ag its Ninth Avenue Line, (Route No. 1); its
Sixth Avenue Line, (Route No..2); and 1ts Third Avenue-Fort
Douglas Line, (Route No. 3.) The present route of each of
these lines is as follows:

NINTH AVENUE LINE

The'Ninth Avenue Line, which is operated in eonjunection
with the South Seventh Bast Street car line is furnished service
by regular street railway cars, the route of which extends
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North on Main Street to South Temple Street; thence East to
State Street; thence North to IMirst Avenue; Lhence East to B
Street ; thenee North to. Ninth Avenue; thence Rast to the term-
nus oJf said line at K Street; retmmnw over the same route to
First Avenue and State btreet thence North to North Tem-
ple Street; thence West to Main Street; thence South on Main
Street Where the said line continues as a part of the South
Seventh East Street Car Lme

SIXTH AVENUE IINE

The Sixth Avenue Line, which is also a street railway serv-
ice, extends North on Main Street from Third South to South
Temple Street; thence East to State Street; thenee North to
First Avenue; thence Kast to B Street; thence North to Sixth
-Avenue; thence Hast to the terminus of said line at N Street,
returning over the same route to Ifirst Avenue and State
Street; thence North to North Temple Street; thence West to
Main Street thence South to Third South Street the point of
beginning,

THIRD AVENUE-FORT DOUGLAS LINE

The Third Avenue-Iort Douglas Tine is also a street rail-
way service, which line extends North on Main Street from
Third South to South Temple Street; thence Hast to E Street;
thence North to Third Avenue; thence Hast to Virginia Street;
thence North to Fourth Avenue; thence Rast to Alta Street;
thence in a South-Rasterly direction to the terminus of said
line at Fort Douglas, returning over the same route to South
Temple and State Street; thence South on State Street to
Third South Street; thence West to Main Street, the point of
beginning.

Applicant proposes and seeks authority to institute, main-
tain, and operate in lieu of the above deseribed service over its
Ninth Avenue, Sixth Avenue, and Third Avenue-Fort Douglas
Lines, the following described service:

NINTH AVENUE LINE

Applicant proposes to substitute gasoline motor bus serv-
ice in lieu of street car service on itg Ninth Avenue Line, the
route of which bus line will be North on Main Street from
Third South to South Temple Street; thence Iast to State
Street ; thence North to First Avenue; thence Iast to B Street;
thence North to Ninth Avenue; thence Kast to the terminus
of said line at K Street, returning over the same route to
First Avenue and State Street; thence South on State Street
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to Third South Street; thence West to Main Street. No change
in the routing of applicant’s Seventh Bast Street car line (No.
8) will be required by reason of the change herein proposed,
except that the Number Eight line will be “looped” in the
down-town district of Salt Lake City.

In the event authority ig granted for the substitution of
gasoline motor bus service on its Ninth Avenue Line, appli-
cant seeks authority to remove its tracks, poles, overhead wires,
and other equipment from that portion of its Ninth Avenue
route from B street to the terminus of said track at K street.
Such authority is sought for the reason that if gasoline motor
bus service is instituted over this route, the track and other
equipment from B Street to K Street on Ninth Avenue will
no longer be necessary or useful in rendering service to the
public, and for the further reason that certain improvements
are contemplated on Ninth Avenue, including the re-surfacing
of said street, and the lowering of the crown, or surface thereof.

SIXTH AVENUL LINE

In lien of street car serviece on its Sixth Avenue Line,
applicant proposes to substitute gasoline motor bus service, the
route of which line will be North on Main Street from Third
South to South Temple Street; thence Hast to State Street;
thence North to IMirst Avenue; thence Hast to B Street;
thence North to Sixth Avenue; thence East to the terminus
of said line at N Street, returning over the same route to
Tirst Avenue and State Street; thence South on State Street
to Third South Street; thence West to Main Street, the point
of beginning.

Applicant does not propose to remove its tracks, poles,
wires, and other equipment at this time from its Sixth Avenue
Line.

/

THIRD AVENUE-FORT DOUGLAS LINE

Tn lieu of the present street ear service on the Third Ave-
nue--Fort Douglas Line, applicant proposes to operate a gaso-
line motor bus service, the route of which line will be North
on Main Street from Third South to South Temple Street;
thence East to B Street; thence North to Third Avenue; thence
Rast to Penrose Street; thence Northeast to Fairfax Street;
thence Northeast to Arlington Drive; thence Westerly to
Alta Street; thenee South to Third Avenue; thence West to K
Street; thence South to South Temple Street; thence West to
State Street; theuce South to Third South Street; thence West
to Main Street, the point of beginning.
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Applicant proposes further to extend its present South
Temple Street gasoline bus line through Federal Heights along
Federal Way to a new terminus of said South Temple bus
line at Fort Douglas, returning over the same route, and via
Wolcott Street to South Temple Street. If the above described
changes are permitted, Fort Douglas will be served by the
South Temple Bus Line as extended instead of by a bus line
or street car line, operating via Third Avenue.

Applicant does not propose at this time to remove its
tracks, poles, overhead wires, and other equipment forming a
part of the present Third Avenue-Fort Douglas Street Car line.

I applicant is permitted to make the changes herein des-
eribed, and substitute gasoline motor bus gervice for the pres-
ent street car service on its Ninth Avenue Line, Sixth Avenue
Line, and Third Avenue-Fort Douglas Line, it proposes to con-
tinue to have street car service available if and when such
service is required, except from B Street to K Street on its
9th Avenue Line, between which points applicant seeks author-
ity to remove its tracks and other equipment,

Appli.cant alleges the following three reasons for its de-
gire to make the changes covered in the instant application:

1. Tt is shown that Salt Liake City contemplates improv-
ing and resurfacing Ninth Avenue between B and K Streets
in Salt Lake City, included in which will be the lowering of
the erown nr surface of said street. It is necessary that ap-
plicant’s tracks be removed to permit of the street improve-
ments which will eliminate the necessity of having a street
railway track located on said improved street. Salt Lake City
Corporation has requested applicant to remove its track on
Ninth Avenue from B to K Streets for this reason.

9 Tn the event the Commission grants authority to ap-
plicant to operate gasoline motor bus service as hereinabove
deseribed, the street railway tracks and equipment which ap-
plicant desires to remove will no longer be necessary or useful
in rendering service to the publie.

3. The proposed gasoline motor bus gerviee will satisfy
the needs of the public, and public convenience and necessity
will be as well served with a gasoline motor bus service as by
the present street car serviece.

Theré were no protests entered against granting of the ap-
pliecation; but on the contrary, a repr_esentative of the Com-
manding General of Fort Douglas testitied that Fort Douglas
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officials were in favor of the changes. An owner of certain
apartment houses testified that he favored the changes which
would eliminate the noise of street railway cars, and confu-
sion in connection with the operation of the same,

Upon the foregoing findings, and the reecord and files in
the case, all of which are hereby expressly referred to and made
a part hereof, the Commission finds that public convenience
and necessity will be as well served through the operation of
gasoline motor bus service as proposed by applicant; that the
removal of its tracks and other equipment on 9th Avenue from
B Street to K Street will not jeopardize the interests of the
public, and that the application herein should be granted.

An appropriate order will follow.

(Signed) E. B. CORFMARN
THOMAS E. McKAY
JOS. 8. SNOW

Commissioners
(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E, THAIN, Acting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION O
UTAH held at its office in Salt Liake City, Utah, on the
3rd day of August, A. D. 1935.

CASE NO. 1783

In the Matter of the Application of UTAH LIGHT & TRAC-
TION COMPANY to substitute automobile bus service for
street car service on certain of its lines, and to remove
certain of its street car tracks in Salt. Lake City, Utah.
(Routes 1, 2, and 3.)

CERTIFICATE OF CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY
NO. 443

This case being at issue upon -application on file, and
having been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and
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full investigation of the matters and things involved having
been had, and the Commission having, on the date hereof, made
and filed a report containing its findings and conclusions,
which said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof,

IT IS ORDERED, that the application herein of Utah
Light and Traction Company for permission to substitute gas-
oline motor bus service in lieu of street car serviee on its
Ninth Avenue Line (Route No. 1) and to remove its tracks,
poles, overhead wires, and other equipment from that por-
tion of its Ninth Avenue Line from B Street to K Street, be,
and the same is hereby granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, that the application herein of Utah
Light and Traction Company for permission to substitute gaso-
line motor bus service for street car service on its Sixth Ave-
nue Line be, and the same is hereby granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, that the application herein of Utah
Light and Traction Company for permission to substitute gas-
oline motor bus service in lien of street car service on its
Third Avenue-Fort Douglas Iine, and to extend its present
South Temple Street gasqline motor bus line through Federal
Heights along Federal Way to a new terminus at Fort Douglas,
be, and the same is hereby granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, that applicant shall not charge

higher fares for motor bus service over and upon gaid routes
than it has heretofore charged for street car service.

By the Commission.

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN,
Acting Secretary.

(Seal)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH
CASE NO. 1784

Tn the Matter of the Application of UTAH TRANSPORTA-
TTON COMPANY for a permit to operate as a contract
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i - motor carrier' of property in intrastate commerce between
i Salt Lake City and points designated by State ILiquor

1‘3 Control Commission as State Stores and/or Package
Agencies,

Submitted ; July 15, 1935. Decided : September 19, 1935,

Appearances: .
;i D. Howe Moffat, Attorney, } for Applicant,

B. R. Howell, Attorney, ' ] for The D&RGW RR and Rio
Grande Motor Way, Inc,

Ray B. Needham, b for Bamberger Elee. RR Co.
F. M. Orem, Comptroller, } for 8. L.'& Utah R. R. Co.

Grant McFarlane, Attorney, | for Jos. J. Milne Truck Line,
Inc. and Petty & Riddle, Ine.

.

. J. Hardesty, b for Railway Express Agency.
J. A. Howell, Attorney, t for The U. I. C. R. R. Co. |
'W. Hal. Farr, Attorney, } for Union Pacific System. -‘

Lynn 8. Richards, Attorney, | for Salt Lake & Ogden Trans-
( portation Co.

D. Lane, Attorney, L for Utah Central Truck Line.
Dan B. Shields, Attorney, 1 for Bingham Stage Lines and

{ Don Hout.
Ira Hugging, Attorney, 1 for Fuller & Toponce Truck
{ Company.
Protestants.

REPORT AND ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission :

On the 25th day of June, 1935, Utah Transportation Com-
pany filed an application for an order authorizing and per-
I mitting it to operate motor vehicles for the transportation of
;; property between Salt Lake City and points designated by
it State Ligquor Control Commission as State Stores and /or Pack-
" age Agencies, over “various” highways of the State of Utah.

After due notice given, the application came on regularly
for hearing before the Commission at its office in the State
Capitol on the 15th day of July, 1935, at which hearing nu-




REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 127

merous carriers of property both by railroads and by automo-
bile trucks, appeared and protested the granting of the ap-
plication applied for. .

From the evidence adduced for and in behalt of the appli-
cant, and the protesting carriers, and from the records and files
in the case, the Commission finds the following facts:

Pirst: That the applicant, Utah Transportation Company,
is a corporation duly organized and existing under and by
virtue of the Laws of the State of Utah, having its principal
office or place of business in Salt Lake City, Utah, As a cor-
poration, it has among.other things been organized for the
purpose, and it is now, and has been for some years last past,
engaged in the transportation of persons and property for hire
over the highways of the State of Utah, under the provisions
of Chapter 53, Laws of Utah, 1933, effective June 26, 1933.

That the Liquor Control Commission is a Commission duly
created and organized under the provisions of Chapter 43,
Liguor Control Act, passed by the Legislature of Utah, March

, 14, 1935, which became effective Mareh 25, 1935,

That the Applicant, Utah Transportation Company, on the
8th day of July, 1935, and the Liquor Control Commission,
made and entered into an agreement, a copy of which is as
follows:

CMEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

THIS AGREEMENT made and entered into thig 8th day
of July, 1935, BY AND BETWEEN

UTAH LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION,. organized
and operating pursuant to Chapter 43, Taws of Utah,
1985, hereinafter called

THE COMMISSION
AND

UTAH TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, a Corpora-
tion organized under the Laws of the State of Utah,
with headquarters at the New Grand Hotel, Salt Lake
City, hereinafter called

TRAFFIC MANAGER

WITNESSETH :

WHEREAS, THE COMMISSION controls the right to
Intra State transportation of liquor, and
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WHEREAS, the Utah Transportation Company desires to
be appointed TRAFFIC MANAGER, and have the exclusive
right to distribute liquors for THE COMMISSION through-
out the State. :

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual prem-
ises and agreements herein contained THE COMMISSION
hereby appoints the Utah Transportation Company TRAFFIC
MANAGER within the State under the following conditions:

(1) The TRAFFIC MANAGER shall distribute for THR
COMMISSION all liquor to be transported by it from THE
COMMISSION’S warchouse to and from all state stores and
package agencies outside of Salt Lake County by means of
common carriers holding certificates of convenience and ne-

cessity, issued by the Public Service Commissién of the State
of Utah.

(2) The TRAFFIC MANAGER may within Salt Lake
County, and elsewhere within the State where there are no
established routes, and in cases of emergency, deliver liquors
from and to said warehouse, state stores, and package agencies
by its own trueks.

In determining whether or not distribution through such
common carriers can be made, the said TRAFFIC MANAGER
may take into consideration the rates charged and the sched-
uled time of transportation to and from points of shipments.

(3) THE COMMISSION agrees to pay to the TRAFFIC
MANAGER the sum of twenty cents (20¢) per case for the
transportation from the point of loading to the assigned desti-
nation for each and every case of liquor transported by or un-
der the direction of said TRAFFIC MANAGER.

(4) The TRAFFIC MANAGER agrees to conform to and
govern itself in accordance with the law and such orders, in-

structions, and directions as it may, from time to time, receive
from THE COMMISSION, '

‘It is understood and agreed between the parties hereto
that this Agreement does not create an irrevocable agency, but
is one of employment, and is subject to termination for cause
at any time at the diseretion of THE. COMMISSION.

IN WITNESS WHEREOTF, the parties hereto have caused
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their official seals to be hereunto affixed, attested by the sig-
natures of their proper officers, on the 8th day of July, 1935.

WITNESS:

UTAH TRANSPORTATION COMPANY
(By) (Signed) LYLE B. NICHOLES,
Pres. & Gen’l Mgr.

UTAH LIQUOR CONTROL COMMISSION
(By) (Signed) H. B. BROWN,
Administrator.

(By) (Signed) G, M. WHITMORE,
Commissioner.”

The applicant, Utah Transportation Company, is at the
present time the owner of one White Truek, two ton capacity,
1981 model, besides: other automobile equipment shown by
sehedule attached to its application, The applicant hag shown
by its financial statement attached to its application that it
has net assets amounting to $5,581.78. Applicant hag the
equipment and the financial ability to render the serviece to
the Liquor Control Commission, for which it now sceks a
Contractor’s Permit under the provmons of Chapter 583, Laws
of Utah, 1933.

Mr. Liyle Nicholes, a witness in behalf of the applicant,
testified in effect that the Liquor Control Commission and its
Traffic Manager, the Applicant, had found that in the hand-
ling and distribution of liquors under the plovmons of Chap-
ter 48, Laws of Utah, 1935, occasionally no established, cer-
tﬂ"mated carriers were avallable for transporting liquors from
Salt Lake City to State Stores; that occasionally an emergency
arises, and in order to meet it and make prompt delivery from
warehouse to state store, in emergency cases it becomes neces-
sary for the applicant as Traffic Manager to use its own equip-
ment. Under the terms of the agreement above set forth, the
applicant, as Tralfic Manager, is permitted to do that.

Under the provisions of Section 18, Article 8, Chapter 53,
Laws of Utah, 1933, relating to contract carriers, among other
things, it is prov1ded that: “if it appears from the evidence that
the hlghway i, in the opinion of the Commission (Public Serv-
ice Commlgsmn) already unduly burdened with traffie, and
that additional traffic will unduly interfere with the travelmg
public or that the service furnished by the existing transpor-
tation facilities is reasonably adequate and that there is no
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real need for any additional transportation facilities, the Com-
mission shall not grant such permit. Upon application made
therefor, without a hearing or the payment of a filing fee, the
Commission may grant a temporary permit authorizing a con-
tract motor carrier to make a single or round trip, said tem-
porary permit to expire in not to exceed five days.”

Under the provision of the statute last above quoted, we
have consistently held that this Commission has no power to
authorize any automobile carrier for hire the unlimited right
to use all the highways of the state for the transportation of
either persons or property, We regard the provisions of the
statute above quoted as mandatory, and in all cases where
existing transportation facilities are shown to be adequate,
the application must be denied.

The applicant here is seeking to conform to statutes, which
as yet have had no judicial interpretation by the courts. How-
ever, it is apparent from the reading of Chapter 53, the pro-
visions of which we are charged with the duty of administering,
that we cannot grant the application applied for by Utah
Transportation Company.

It would seem that in all cases where no established car-
rier is available for the transportation of liguors, or where
an emergency arises which requires a prompt delivery that
present transportation facilities cannot afford, ample provisions
are made under Section 13 above quoted, for our .granting a
temporary permit to do so. Very broad powers are granted
the Liquor Control Commission under Chapter 43, Laws of
Utah, 1935, with respect to the handling and distribution of
liquors. As a preliminary provision, Section 2 of Article 1,
Chapter 48 of the Liquor Control Act, declares:

“This aet shall be deemed an exercise of the police pow-
ers of the state for the protection of the public health, peace,
and morals; to prevent the recurrence of abuses assoeiated
with saloons; to eliminate the evils of unlicensed and unlawful
manufacturing, selling, and disposing of aleoholic beverages;
and all provisions of this act shall be literally construed for
the attainment of these purposes.”

Under the broad powers conferred by the Liquor Control

Act which is last in time, it will be an open question whether
or not the applicant, Utah Transportation Company as Traffic
Manager for the Tiquor Control Commission is accountable to

. the provisions of Chapter 53, Laws of Utah, which we admin-
ister. Be that as it may, this Commission wishes to cooperate
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with the Liquor Control Commission to the fullest extent it is
legally possible to do so. The applicant as an automobile car-
rier has on file in the office of this Commission the necessary
insurance and bond for the protection of the public while it is
usging the highways. We do not think any serious inconven-
ience will be suffered by it in securing temporary permits as
occasion may arise, for prompt movements of liguors in accord-
ance with its agreement with the Liquor Control Commission
of Utah. '

Upon the records and files in this ecase, and for the reasons
stated, we think the appliation as made by the Utah Trans-
portation Company should be, and the same is hereby denied.

(Signed) E. B. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY
JOS, 8. SNOW
 Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

CASE NO. 1785

In the Matter of the Applieation of N. O. HENRIE BROTHERS
for a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of
property between Salt Lake City and points designated by
State Liquor Control Commission as State Stores and Pack-
age Agencies.

Disposition: Order issued August 9, 1935, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1786

In the Matter of the Application of UTAH LIGHT & TRAC-
TION COMPANY to remove certain of its unused tracks
and equipment from certain streets in Salt Lake City, Utah.

Submitted: July 30, 1935. Decided : August 3, 1935.

Disposition: Order issued authorizing applicant to re-
move its unused tracks, poles, wires, and other equipment from
the following deseribed streets in Salt Lake City, Utah:
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In the Matter of the Application of GEO. A, MITCHELL for a
permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
in intrastate commeree between Salt Lake City and Cedar
City, and points intermediate between the two points; and
from Cedar City to points in Iron, Washington and Kane

Submitted : July 15, 1935,

REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

SOUTH EIGHTH WEST STREET

All of Petitioner’s tracks, poles, overhead wires,
and other equipment on Bighth West Street between
Second South Street and the terminus of said tracks
at Thirteenth South Street.

SECOND SOUTH STREET

All of Petitioner’s tracks, poles, overhead wires,
and other equipment on Second South Street between
Kighth West Street and the terminus of said tracks at
the Jordan River Bridge.

FIFTH WEST AND FIRST SOUTH STREETS

All of Petitioner’s tracks, poles, overhead wires,
and other equipment on Fifth West Street between
First and Second South Streets, and on First South
Qtreet between Fifth and Eighth West Streets.

SOUTH TEMPLE STREET

All of Petitioner’s tracks, poles, overhead wires,
and other equipment on South Temple Street, between
West Temple and Third West Streets, ‘

CENTER STREET

All of Petitioner’s poles, wires, and other overhead
equipment from TFirst North Street northwesterly
along Center Street, First West Street and Wall
Street to Second West Street; also all of Petitioner’s
tracks on Center Street between Second North and
Tirst West Streets.

CASE NO. 1787

Counties, via Highways Nos. 91, 89, and 15.

Disposition: Application denied.

Decided: August 20, 1935.
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CASE NO. 1788

In the Matter of the Application of DICK TRUSCOTT for a
license to operate as a common motor carrier of property
in interstate commerce between Tonopah, Nevada, and
Salt Lake City, Utah, via Highways Nos. 93, 40, and 50,

Disposition: Order issued August 1, 1935, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1789

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to replace the exist-
ing grade crossing of the main line track of The Denver
and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company in the vieinity
of Green River in Emery County, Utah, with an underpass
erossing.

) (PENDING)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICLK JOMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1790

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to abandon an exist-
mg grade crossing of the Bamberger Electric Railroad
Company at a Junction of State Road No. 131 with State
Road No. U. 8. 91, south of Woods Cross, in Davis County,
Utah.

Submitted : July 20. 1935. Decided : September 10, 1935,
Appearances: .
Ezra C. Knowlton, b for Applicant.

J. T, Hammond, Attorney, ] for Property Owners at
-} Woods Cross.

N. F. Woolsey, | for Bamberger Electric R. R.
i Co.
REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission:

The above entitled application of the State Road Com-
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mission of Utah was filed with the Commission on July 8, 1935.
Said matter came on regularly for hearing before the Com-
mission at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on July 29, 1935,
after due and legal notice given to interested parties. Proof
of publication of notice of hearing was filed with the Com-
mission. There were no protests filed either in writing, or at
the hearing.

From the admitted facts of record, the Commission now

finds:

That applicant, the State Road Commission of Utah, is an
agent of the State of Utah authorized by law to construect,
maintain, and supervise the roads of the State of Utah. That
apphcant has improved and widened a section of State Road
No. U. 8. 91 northerly from the Salt Liake-Davis County hne, as
projeet No, N. R. H. 111-A, and in connection with said im-
provements applicant has re-located and reconstructed the
junction therewith of State Road No. 131, which road runs
due north to Woods Cross at a point on State Road No, U. S.
91, approximately 2.5 miles northerly from the Salt Lake-
Davis County Line as shown on blue-print accompanying the
application, and hereby expressly referred to and made a part
hereof. In re-locating and reconstructing the Junctlon, said
junetion point hag been moved 300 feet noltherly in order to
provide a grade crossing of the Bamberger Electric Railroad
Company main line by said State Road No. 131, By recon-
structing and relocating said erossing on the Bamberger Elec-
tric Railroad, the highway grade and the railroad grade are
approximately on the same level. At the old crossing the
tracks of the railroad are approxnnately four feet higher than
the grade of the highway.

The crossing at the point of re-location is approximately
at right angles with the railroad tracks, and affords a more

satisfactory and safe crossing for the traveling public to use.

NOW; THEREFORE, by reason of the findings aforesaid,

and the record and files in the case, the Commission coneludes -

that public convenience and necess1‘rv will be better served and
a greater degree of safety will obtain for the traveling public
if the crossing at grade under consideration is approved, and
that the apphcatlon should be granted.

The Commission further concludes, that the original grade
erossing -at the junction under consideration is now unneces-
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sary, and should be abandoned and closed to public use as a
matter of public safety.

An appropriate order will follow:

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E, McKAY
JOS. 8. SNOW
Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest: »
(Signed) THEODORE E, THAIN, Acting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAH, held at its office in Salt Lalke City, Utah, on the
10th day of September, A. D., 1935b.

CASE NO. 1790

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to abandon an exist-
ing grade crossing of the Bamberger Electric Railroad
Company at a Junction of State Road No. 131 with State
Road No. U .8. 91, south of Woods Cross, in Davis County,
Utah.

This case being at issue upon application on file, and hav-
ing been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and full
investigution of the matters and things involved having been
had, and the Commission having, on the date hereof, made and
filed a report containing its findings and conclusion, which
said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof,

TT IS ORDERED, that the application of the State Road
Commission of Utah for permission to abandon an éxisting
grade crossing of the Bamberger Tlectric Railroad Companv
at junction of State Road No, 131 with State Road No. U. 8.
91, south of Woods Cross in Davis County, Utah, and to con-
struct and maintain another erossing at grade at the junetion
of State Road No. 131 at a point anproximately three hun-
dred feet northerly from the point of the old crossing, be, and
the same is hereby granted.
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ORDERED FURTHER, that applicant shall install and
maintain standard cross-arm signals at said crossing and also
advance warning signals, as required in the Commigsion’s Gen-
eral Order No. 28.

ORDERED FURTHER, that the original grade crossing
at said junction be abandoned and closed to publi¢ travel.

By the Commission.

(Signed) THEODORE E. TIIAIN,
Acting Secretary.

(Seal)

CASE NO. 1791

In the Matter of the Application of GEORGE W. HAIL for a
certificate of convenience and necessity to opcrate as a
common motor carrier of passengers and property in in-
trastate commerce between St, George, Utah, and Kanab,
Utah, over and upon Highways Nos. 91, 15, and 89.

Submitted: June 17, 1935. Decided: September 14, 1935,

Disposition: Certificate of Convenience and Necessity No.
440 issued aunthorizing applicant to operate as a eommon motor
carrier of passengers and express in intrastate commerce be-
tween St. George, Utah, and Kanab, Utah, via Highways Nos.
U. 8 91, U-15, U-17, and U. 8. 89, express operations to be
confined to such property as can be conveniently handled on
a passenger carrying vehicle, no package to exceed 50 pounds
in weight, nor shipment to exceed a total weight of 200 pounds
per trip.

Order issued September 26, 1935, suspending the opera-
tion of Certificate of Convenience and Necessity No. 440 until
the applicant secured -authority from the National Parks au-
thorities to occupy the road through Zion National Park.

Order issued June 23, 1936, vacating order of September
96, 1935, and reinstating Certificate of Convenience and Ne-
cessity No, 440.

CASE NO. 1792

In the Matter of the Application of HARRIS BRTHERS, for a
permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
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(milk) in intrastate commerce between Heber, Utah, and
Provo, Utal, via Highway No, 40.

Submitted: August 7, 1985. Decided : August 20, 1935.

Disposition: Contraet Carrier Permit No. 118 issued au-
thorizing ‘applicant to operate as a contract motor carrier of
milk from the farms in and near Heber City for delivery .to the
Mid-Western Dairy at Provo, Utah, via U. S, Highway No. 40
and U-7. :

CASE NO. 1793

In the Matter of the Application of E. I, CURRY and EARL
NARSH, a partnership, for a license to operate as a common °
motor carrier of passengers in interstate commerce be-
tween Salt Liake City, Utah, and Lios Angeles, California,
via Wendover, Utah, Ely and Las Vegas, Nevada, and
Glendale, California, over and upon U. S. Highways Nos.
40-50.

Submitted: July 81, 1985, Decided: August 24, 1935.

Digposition: Interstate Carrier License No. 91 issued au-
thorizing applicants, . H. Curry and Earl Nash, a partnership,
d/b/a Overland Stages, to operate as a common motor carrier
of passengers in interstate commerce between Salt Lake City,
Utah, and the Utah-Nevada State Line, via Highways Nos.
U. 8. 40--50,

CASE NO. 1794

In the Matter of the Application of INTERSTATE TRANSIT
Lines, a corporation, for permission to file and put into
effect Tariff No. 600-C covering the trarsportation of
packages between all points on the Interstate Transit Lines -
ineluding the State of Utah, and providing therein for cer-
tain ehanges and inereases.

Submitted: August 5, 1935, Decided: August 13, 1935.

Disposition: Order issued authorizing applicant to file and
put into effect Tariff No. 600-C covering the transportation of
packages between all points on the Interstate Transit Lines, in-
cluding the State of Utah, said tariff to be made effective
July 20, 1935. '
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CASE NO. 1795

In the Matter of the Application of ADAIR & FARNSWORTH
for a license to operate as a contract motor carrier of
property in interstate commerce between Ogden, Utah,
and the Utah-Nevada State Line, enroute to Sacramento,
California, via U. 8. Highway No. 40.

Disposition: Order issued August 18, 1935, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1796

In the Matter of the Application of GEORGE YOUNG for a
license to operate as a common motor carrier of property
in interstate commerce between Salt Lake City and Ogden,
Utah, and Casper, Wyoming, via U. S. Highways Nos. 30
and 91.

Submitted : August 26, 1935. Decided: October 18, 1935.

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No. 95 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a common motor carrier of
property in interstate commerce between Salt Lake City, Og-
den, and the Utah-Wyoming State Line, via Highways Nos,
U. 8. 91 and 30-S.

Order issued February 25, 1936, suspending indefinitely all
operations under Interstate Carrier License No. 95,

CASE NO. 1797

In the Matter of the Application of DENVER COLORADO
SPRINGS PUEBLO MOTOR WAY, INC. to discontinue
operations of motor passenger bus lines between Salt Lake
City, Utah, and the Utah-Colorado Line, ete., under Cer-
tificate of Convenience and Necessity No. 428, and Inter-
state License No. 67; and of DENVER-SALT LAKHE-PA-

" CIFIC STAGES, INC. to assume said operations.

Submitted : September 4, 1935.  Decided : September 16, 1935

Disposition : Certificate of Convenience and Necessity No.
498 and Interstate Carrier License No. 67, previously issued to
Denver-Colorado Springs-Pueblo Motor Way, Ine. cancelled,
and,

Certificate of Convenience and Necessity No. 447 issued
authorizing Denver-Salt Lake-Pacific Stages, Inc. to assume
the operation of an automobile passenger and baggage line
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between Salt Lake City and Vernal, Utah, via U. 8. Highway
No. 40, or as an alternate route, via U. 8. Highway No. 91 from
Salt Lake City to Provo, thence via Utah Highway No. 7 from
Provo to Heber City (or via the Orem Cut-off on Utah High-
way No. 52), thence via U, S. Highway No, 40 from Heber to
Verual ; and between Vernal and Price, Utah, over either 'State
Highway No. 83 via Duchesne, or over State Iighway No. 53
via Myton through Nine-mile Canyon; local service between

- Salt Lake City and Park City or points intermediate, or be-

tween Park City and Heber City or points intermediate, or
betwen Salt Lake City and Provo or points intermediate, pro-
hibited, and,

Interstate Carrier License No. 94 issued authorizing Den-
ver-Salt Lake-Paecific Stages, Ine, to assume the operation of a
bus line in interstate commerce as a commoh motor carrier

of passengers between Salt Iiake City, Utah, and the Utah- .

Colorado State Tine, via U. S. Highway No. 40, or as an alter-
nate route, via U. 8. Highway No. 91, from Salt Liake City to
Provo, thence via Utah Highway No. 7 from Provo to Heber
City, (or via the Orem Cut-off on Utah Highway No. 52),
thence via U. 8. Highway No. 40 from Heber to the Utah-
Colorado State Line.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH -

CAST NO. 1798

In the Matter of the Application of ST. JOSEPH WATER &
TRRIGATION COMPANY for permission to file and have
approved rate schedule for water service.

Submitted : September 3, 1935. Decided : December 9, 1935,

Appearances:
Harry S. Joseph, } for Applicant, -

James H. Oldham,

Fred Deppe,

David Betts, for Themselves,
Thomas Tuker, | :

R. Steenblik, [

Tlias Parkin, |
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REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission:

An application was filed with the Commission on July 31,
1985, by the St. Joseph Water & lrrigation Company for per-
mission to file a new rate sehedule and a new set of rules and
regulations covering water service to its patrons. Said applica-
tion came on regularly for hearing before the Commisgion at its
office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on September 3, 1985, after due
and proper notice furnished to all patrons of said eompany.
Numerous patrons of the company appeared at the hearing and
offered testimony in connection with the service and rates of
said company.

From the testimony introduced on behalf of the respective
parties, and the record and files in the case, the Commission
now finds, reports, and orders, as follows:

That applieant, the St. Joseph Water & Irrigation Com-
pany, is a corporation organized and existing under and by vir-
tue of the laws of the State of Utah, and is engaged in the busi-
ness of furnishing water for culinary and irrigation purposes
in a section of Davis County, Utah. Applicant has a total of
seventeen eustomers, consisting of sixteen individuals and the
Bamberger Electric Railroall Company, which company ve-
ceives service from applicant on a contract basis.

That numerous disputes have arisen between certain cus-
tomers and the company in regard to the rate or rates which
the customers are required to pay for service, and that appli-
cant now proposes to establish a measured rate for all types of
service with a monthly minimum for various types of service.
Applicant also seeks approval of new rules and regulations per-
taining to water service.

The record shows that the system originally was built to
supply a farm with culinary water in Davis County operated
by the St. Joseph Land & Irrigation Company ; that subsequent
to the time the system was first built, several other parties
residing near the pipe line installed by the Company requested
the company to furnish them water for culinary use. The com-
pany agreed to furnish such service at a minimum rate of $1.00
per month for household use. At this time patrons of the com-
pany did hot use the water for lawns nor for irrigation pur-
poses, but merely for household use. In more recent years, some
of the company’s patrons have planted lawns, gardens, and
trees, and also have livestock, and the water from said com-
panv is used in watering their lawns, livestock, ete.
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The rates which applicant proposes to publlsh and make
effectlve are as follows:

Monthly
. Minimum
Kind of Service (or Use) Meter Rates Rates
Water Per M. Gal.
Private Residences .....covvnvinenennnn. 20¢ $1.00
Hotels and Apartment Houses............ 20¢ 5.00
Auto Service Stations...............0.... 20¢ 1.50
Public Fountains and Fire Plugs.......... 20¢ 1.00
(Restricted tor public use) Each per Mo.
Horses and Cattle ....................... 20c .25 ea.
Hogs .. i R 20¢ 10 ea.
Flower or vegetable gardens and/or fruit '
oreliards ... ... e 20¢ 1.00
Lawns oot e e 20¢ 1.00
Water consumption by meter over 50,000
gallons per month to 300,000 gallons per
month ........ ... . .. 15¢ per M Gallons

Corporation will not be 1espomib]e for shortage of water
due to drouth or other natural agencies, or through breaks in
the main lines over which corporation has no control,

Meters will be installed for all consumers at a uniform
price of $12.00, the expense for same to be borne by consumer.

The corporation reserves the right to restriet econsumption
of water in the ratio of its supply.

The proposed rules and regulations of the Company are as
follows:

RULES AND REGULATIONS

1st—No hose connections with service pipes shall exceed
one-half (14) inch in diameter except fire hose. but sprinkler
devices may be used.

2nd-—No nozzles above one-fourth (14) ineh diameter
ghall be used.

3rd—All bills payable not later than 10th of month sue-
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ceeding service. Failure to pay may result in turn off of serv-
ice which will only be resumed on payment of arrearages plus
$2.00 for shut-on service. '

4th—1In case of fire in the district, all house, garden and
lawn taps must be kept elosed until fire is extinguished.

bth—Any tampering with meters and/or main lines will
result in shut-off from consumer’s premises and enforcement of
Rule 8 relating to cost of re-service.

6th-—When stock watering troughs are filled, supply line
must be furnished by consumer with automatic shut off cock.

7th—Company will furnish and install all meters whether
on or off property of consumer at cost of meter and installation,
Access to same and all pipe connections or taps inside or out-
side of buildings or grounds will be afforded Company employ-
ees or agents at all seasonable hours,

8th—Company will not be résponsible for shortage of
water due to drought, breakages in main, or service lines, or
-acts of God.

Applicant claims that investment in its system, undepre-
ciated is approximately $27,840.00. This figure inecludes the
appraised value of its spring, land, the reservoirs, pipes, valves,
and other miseellaneous items going into the make-up of a
water distribution system, ineluding development expenses and
attorneys’ fees which have been capitalized. The company’s an-
nual report for the year 1934 as filed with the Commission
shows total revenues from operation of $743.00, expenses from
operation, including taxes, $743.05. There is no allowance
made for depreciation of physical properties in the figure cov-
ering expenses and taxes. It is apparent, therefore, that under
present operating conditions the revenues derived from the
operation of the system are barely sufficient to take care of
necessary operating and maintenance expenses, without allow-
ing anything for depreciation, and without allowing any return
on the capital investment of the company,

During the past several years, the company has not had
meters ingtalled on the premises of some of its customers. As a
result, some patrons have been on a flat rate while others have
been on a metered rate. Sueh an arrangement can result only
in diseriminating practices. Tt is the Commission’s opinion that
all customers of applicant should be put on a measured basis
with proper meters installed to measure the water used by
each, the cost of the meters for present customers to be borne

b rrﬁfﬂ*rf&‘:‘mﬁf‘ S a8
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by the company; but that all new customers subsequent to the
effective date of this Report and Order shall bear the expenses
of installation by the Company of a meter at a uniform charge
of Twelve Dollars.

NOW THEREFORE, by reason of the findings aforesaid
and the records and files in the case, the Commission is of the
opinion and so decides that applicant should be premitted to
publish and make effective the rates, and rules and regulations
proposed herein, in conformity with the above findings, such
rates, and rules and regulations to become effective not earlier
than December 15, 1935, on five days’ notice to the Commsgision
and the Public, The Commission is of the opinion that all
customers should be put on a metered basis in order that the
present inequalities may be eliminated.

An appropriate order will follow.

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. MeKAY
JOS. 8. SNOW

Commissioners.
(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAH, held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on the 9th
day of December, A. D., 1935.

CASE NO. 1798

In the Matter of the Application of the ST. JOSEPH WATER
& IRRIGATION COMPANY, for permission to file and
have approved rate schedule for water service,

This case being at issue upon application and protests on
file, and having been duly heard and submitted by the parties,
and full investigation of the matters and things involved hav-
ing been had, and the Commission, having, on the date hereof,
made and filed a report containing its findings and conclu-
sions, which said report is hereby referred to and made a part
hereof,
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IT IS ORDERED, That the application of the St. Joseph
Water & Irrigation Company for permission to file and. have
approved rate schedules, and rules and regulations for water
service, be, and the same is hereby granted.

ORDERED IFF'URTHER, That applicant may publish and
make effective not earlier than December 15, 1985, on five days’
notice to the Commission and the publie, the Rates, Rules, and
Regulations in conformity with the findings of the Commis-
sion hereinabove, Applicant shall file new Rate Sechedules
and new Rules and Regulations in conformity with such find-
ings. Proposed Rule No. 7 shall be changed to réad as follows:

“The Company will furnish and install at its own ex-
pense meters sufficient to put all present customers under
metered service. On and after the effective date of these
rules, new customers will be required to pay a uniform
charge of Twelve Dollars for the installation of a meter.
Access to same, and all pipe connections or taps mside and
outside of buildings and grounds will be afforded com-
pany employees or agents at all seasonable hours.”

Applicant ghall also change the rule covering meter instal-
lations as contained in the proposed Schedule, of Rates to read
as follows:

“On and after the effective date of this tariff, meters
will be installed for all new conswmers at-a uniform
price of Twelve Dollars, the expense for same to be borne
by consumer,”

ORDERED FURTHER, That applicant shall place all of
ity eustomers on a meter basis.

By the Commission. _
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN
Acting Secretary.
(Seal)

CASE NO. 1799

In the Matter of the Application of D. I. MANN for a permit
to operate as a contract motor carrier of property in intra-
state commerce between Brigham City and Cross Road
Service Station over and upon Highway No. 30,
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Disposition: Order issued September 10, 1985, dismissing
application without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1800

In the Matter of the Application of PEOPLES SERVICE &
PRODUCE ASSOCIATION for a permit to operate as a
contract motor carrier of property in intrastate commerce
between Salt Lake City, Utah, and Roosevelt, Utah, over
and upon Highway No. 40.

Disposition: Order issued September 10, 1985, dismissing
application without prejudice.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1801

Tn the Matter of the Application of THE UTAH IDAHO
CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY, a Corporation, for

permission to make certain increases and reductions in -

passenger fares, both local fares and joint fares with the
BAMBERGER ELECTRIC RAILROAD COMPANY, (Ju-
lian M. Bamberger and Lahman T. Bower, Receivers.)

Submitted : September 6, 1935.  Decided : September 21, 1935,
Appearances:
J. B. Hunter, } for U. L. C. R. R. Co.

M. D. Baer, | for Bamberger Electric R. R. Company.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
- By the Commission: .

The above entitled application wag filed with the Commis-
sion on August 26, 1935. Said matter came on regularly for
hearing before the Commission at its office in Salt Lake City,
Utah, on September 6, 1935, after due and legal notice given to
interested parties. Proof of publication of Notice of Hearing
was filed, and accepted as part of the record. There were no
protests entered against granting the application.

Trom the admitted testimony, and the record and files in
the case, the Commission now finds and reports as follows:
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That applicant, The Utah Idaho Central Railroad Com-
pany, is a corporation organized under and existing by virtue
of the laws of the State of Delaware, and authorized to do busi-
ness in the State of Utah as a foreign corporation. Applicant
is a ecommon carrier of passengers and property by rail and.
motor bus with its main line of railroad running from Ogden,
Utah, to Preston, Idaho, via Cache Valley, and its motor bus
line ruuning from Ogden, Utah, to Preston, Idaho, via the Sar-
dine Canyon Route on U. 8. Highway No. 91.

In the present application which is made on behalf of
itself and the Bamberger Electric Railroad Company, (Julian
M. Bamberger and Lahman E. Bower, Receivers) applicant
seeks authority to make certain increases and certain reduc-
tions in round trip passenger fares, both local fares in the ter-
ritory served by it, and joint fares in connection with the Bam-
berger Electric Railroad Company. Applicant alleges that at
the present time experimental passenger fares are in effect
which are based approximately on two cents per mile and will
expire with September 30, 1935, Western carriers propose to
extend said experimental fares for a period October 1, 1985,
to and including March 30, 1936, and it is the intention of
applicant to make a like extension in its passenger tariffs, both
local and joint, with the Bamberger Electric Railroad Com-
pany, such fares generally resulting in reductions under the
regular passenger fares effective prior to the experimental pe-
riod beginning December 1, 1933. Applicant proposes to estab-
lish a basis of 180% of the one way fare for the round trip,
with certain minor exceptions.

It is shown that all western steam carriers use this same
basis of train fares in coaches, and it is the desire of appli-
cant to make its fares uniform with those published by the
Oregon Short Line Railroad Company serving the territory
common and opposite to that of The Utah Idaho Central Rail-
road Company and Bamberger Electric Railroad Company,

At the hearing in this matter, applicant moved to amend
its application in certain respects in order to remove departures
from the Fourth Section of the Interstate Commerce Aet. The
application accordingly was amended, and the present findings
are based on the amended application.

The increases in round trip fares contended for affect
primarily the towns and localities located between Petersboro,
Utah, and Lewiston, Utah. The primary reason for such in-
ereases to these points is that on August 10, 1982, applicant
published fares based on three cents per mile with a round
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trip fare based on 150% of the one way fare, but the mileage
used in arriving at the fares under these rates was that via the
Sardine Canyon, or Highway route which applicant’s buses
follow, instead of the route the railroad follows, the latter
being a longer distance.

Again, on December 1, 1933, applicant, following action
taken by the Western Passenger Association, published fares
based on two cents a mile, using double the one way fare for
the round trip. These fares are now in effect, but expire with
September 30, 1935. Applicant desires to extend these fares,
and establish a uniform basis of 180% of the one way fare for
the round trip.

The testimony shows that not many people will be effected
by the changes proposed in the passenger rate structure of this
applicant. The adjustments consist more of a technical nature
than anything else. The record shows, also, that applicant has
attempted to regain and increase its passenger traffic by pub-
lishing excursion rates for various events and celebrations.
Applicant publishes weelk end rates, and cent-a-mile Sunday
rates, and has experimented in numerous ways to increase its
passenger traffic. About 35% of applicant’s passenger revenue
aecrues from school students and the present proposed rates
will not affect this class of passengers in any way, nor will
they affect patrons who use commutation tickets or mileage
books.

After full consideration of the record in this case, and all
matlers and things involved, the Commission finds that the
rates applieant proposes to publish and make effective October
1, 1985, are just and reasonable, and that applicant should be
permitted to malke publication of said rates on not less than
Pive days’ notice to the Commission and the publie.

An appropriate order will follow.

(Signed) B. E. CORFMAN
TIHOMAS E. McKAY
JOS. 8. SNOW
Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THATN, Acting Secretary.
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ORDER

At at Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAX, held at its office in Salt Liake City, Utah, on the
21st day of September, A. D., 1935,

CASE NO. 1801

In the Matter of the Application of THE UTAH IDAHO
CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY, a Corporation, for
permission to make certain increases and reductions in
passenger fares, both local fares and joint fares with the
BAMBERGER ELECTRIC RAILROAD COMPANY, (Ju-
lian M, Bamberger and Lahman B. Bower, Receivers.)

This case being at issue upon application on file, and hav-
ing been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and full
investigation of the matters and things involved having been
had, and the Commission having, on the date hercof, made and
filed a report containing its findings and conclusions, which
said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof,

IT IS ORDERED, that the application of The Utah Idaho
Central Railroad Company, a corporation, for permission to
make certain inercases and reduetions in passenger fares, both
local fares, and joint fares with the Bamberger Electric Rail-
road Company, (Julian M. Bamberger and Lahman E. Bowor,
Receivers), be, and the same is hereby granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, that applicant shall make publica-
tion of said rates on five days’ notice to the Commission and
to the Public.

By the Commission..

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN
Acting Secretary.

(Seal)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1801

Tn the Matter of the Apvlication of THE UTAH IDAHO
CENTRAL RAILROAD COMPANY, a Corporation, for
permission to make certain increases and reductions in
passenger fares, both local fares and joint fares with the
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BAMBERGER ELECTRIC RAILROAD COMPANY, (Ju-
lian M. Bamberger and Liahman E, Bower, Receivers.)

SUPPLEMENTAL ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

The Commission having, on the 2l1st day of September,
1935, made and entered its Order granting permission to The
Utah Idaho Central Railroad Company to make certain in-
ereases and reductions in passenger fares, both loeal fares and
joint fares with the Bamberger Electric Railroad Company to
become effective on five days’ notice;

NOW, THEREFORE, for good cause shown,

IT IS ORDERED that the effective date of said order, for
the applicant, The Utah Idaho Central Railroad Company, to
make publication of said rates applied for, shall be on three
days’ notice to the Commission and to the Publie.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that in all other vespects
the said order shall stand without modification,

By the Commission :

Dated at Salt Liake City, Utah, this 24th day of September,

A. D, 1935, ' ' |
(Signed) E. E, CORFMAN ||

THOMAS E. McKAY

JOS, 8. SNOW it

Commissioners. i

(Seal)
Attest: |
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary. h

CASE NO. 1802 !

In the Matter of the Application of M. S.. WYCOFF for a per-
mit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property in
intrastate commerce between Salt Lake City and Welling-
ton, Utah, and Carbon County points, over and wupon i
Highways Nos. 91 and 50. '

Submitted : September 6, 1935.  Decided : September 30, 1935.

Disposition: Contract Carrier Permit No. 123 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a contract motor carrier
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transporting newspapers for the Salt Lake Telegram and the
Deseret News Publishing Company, and motion picture films
for the Littlejohn Theatres, Inec., and Strand Theatres, be-
tween Salt Lake City and Helper, Price, and Wellington, Utah,
via U. S, Highways Nos. 91 and 50; the application to trans-
port dairy products and ice eream for Mid-Western Dairy
Produets Company and drugs for Schramm Johnson Drug
Company between Salt Lake City and Helper and Price, Utah,
denied.

CASE NO. 1802

In the Matter of the Application of M. S, WYCOTF for a per-
mit to operates as a contract motor carrier of property
in intrastate commerce between Salt Liake City and Wel-
lington, Utah, and Carbon County points, over and upon
Highways Nos. 91 and 50. (Supplemental application to
include transportation of films and accessories between
Castlegate and Salt Lake City for the Bert Martin Theatre
at Castlegate; and articles of clothing between Salt Liake
City and Helper, Utah, for the Service Cleaners of Helper,
Utah.)

Submitted : Mareh 9, 1936. Decided : March 26, 1936.

Disposition: Contract Carrier Permit No. 128 amended au-
thorizing applicant to transport films and acecessories between
Salt Lake City and Castlegate for the Bert Martin Theatre, and
payroll and other vouchers for the Mutual Coal Company at
Mutual, Ttah; supplemental application to transport articles
of clothing between Salt Liake City and Helper for the Service
Cleaners of Helper, Utah, denied.

CASE NO. 1803

In the Matter of the Application of JOSEPH J. MILNE
TRUCK LINE, INC,, a corporation, for permission to op-
erate an automobile freight truck line between Salt Lake
City, Salt Lake County, Utah, and Santd Clara, Washing-
ton County, Utah, and certain intermediate points.

(PENDING)

CARSE NO. 1804

In the Matter of the Application of INLAND PACIFIC
STAGES for a license to operate as & common motor car-
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rier of passengers and light express between Salt Lake
City, Utah, and the Wyoming-Utah State Line, via High-
ways Nos. U, 8. 91, U-49, and 30-S. (Amended application.)

Submitted: May 4, 1936. Decided: June 13, 1936.

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No. 111 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a common motor carrier of
passengers and light express between Salt Lake City, Utah,
and the Utah-Wyoming State Line, via Highways Nos. U. 8.
91 from Salt Lake City to Ogden, and U. 8. 80--S from Ogden
to the Utah-Wyoming State Line, and as an alternate route via
TU-49 (Farmington Cut-off route.)

CASE NO. 1805

Tn the Matter of the Application of JAMES O. CHILD for a
certificate of convenience and necessity to operate as a
common carrier of property and/or passengers between
Price and Emery, Utah.

Submitted : October 4, 1985, Decided: October 24, 1935.

Disposition: Certificate of Convenience and Necessity No.
447 igsued authorizing applicant to operate as a common motor
carrier of passengers and U. S. Mail between Price and Emery,
Utah, including the Town of Cleveland, Utah, via Utah High-
way No. 10 and a county road.

CASE NO. 1806

In the Matter of the Application of N. O. HENRIE BROS.
TRUCKING COMPANY, a co-partnership, for a license
to operate as a common motor carrier of property in inter-
state commerce between Salt Lake City and the Utah-
Idaho State Line, via Highway No. 91 or Highway No. 30
enroute to Mackay, Idaho.

Submitted: October 4, 1935. Decided: January 13, 1936.

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No. 98 issued au-
thorizing S. Nyal Henrie, J. I, Henrie, and Barton Henrie, a
partnership, d/b/a N. O. Henrie Brothers Trucking Company,
to operate as a common motor carrier of property in interstate
commerce between Salt Lake City, Utah, and the Utah-Tdaho
State Line, via Highways Nos. U. 8. 91, U. 8. 30-S, and U-41.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAI

CASE NO. 1807

Tn the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD CQM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permisgsion to construet an under-
pass crossing of the Main Line Track of the Oregon Short
Line Railroad Company on a relocation of State Highway
U. 8. 80-8, North of Brigham City in Box Rlder County,
Utah. Also, upon ecompletion of the underpass,.to close
three existing grade erossings of the Malad Branch of the
Oregon Short Line Railroad Company, situated in South
Half of Section 11, Township 9 North, Range 2 West,
within corporate limits of Brigham City and North of
Sugar Factory.

Submitted: October 4, 1935. Decided: November 9, 1933.
Appearances:
K. C. Wright, b for Applicant.

R. B. Porter, Attorney, } for O. 8. L. R. R. Co.
J. A. Howell, Attorney, } for U. I. C. R. R. Co.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission:

The above entitled application of the State Road Com-
mission of Utah was filed with the Public Service Commis-
sion on September 24, 1935. Said matter came on regularly
for hearing before the Commission at its office in Salt Lake
City, Utah, on October 4, 1935, after due and proper notice
given to interested parties. Notice of hearing was published
in a local newspapaer having a general circulation 'in Box
Tlder County, Utah, and proof of publication of notice of
hearing was filed and made a part of the record. There were
no protests entered against the granting of the application.

From the testimony introduced on behalf of the respec-
tive parties, the Commission now finds:

That applicant, the State Road Commission of Utah, is an
agent of the State of Utah duly authorized by law to con-
struct, maintain, and supervise state roads. That applicant
proposes to relocate, construet, and improve a section of State
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Highway No. U. 8. 30-S north and west of Brigham City, Box
Blder County, Utah, and in connection "with said improve-
ments desires to construct an underpass crossing of the main
line track of the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company, a
common carrier of passengers and property by steam rail-
road, in the location shown on the blue-print attached to appli-
cation and hereby expressly referred to and made a part
hereof.

That the construction of the proposed underpass will be
undertaken as a United States works project, the total cost
of whiech will be borne by funds appropriated by the United
States Government for the purpose of grade separations, That
applicant, the State Road Commission of Utah, and the Ore-
gon Short Line Railroad Company are now engaged in the
formulation of an agreement for the construction of said
underpass which agreement when complete and entered into
will be submitted to this Commission for approval,

That at the present time United States Highway No. 30-S
turns west at Sixth North Street in Brigham City and at a
point further west just beyond the platted limits of the City
of Brigham, the main line of the Oregon Short Line Railroad
is erossed and at a point still further west and north the Malad
Valley Branch of the same railroad is erossed. By reason of
the proposed relocation of U. S. 80-S these particular erossings
will no longer be situated on the main highway in this lo-
cality. The present crossings on U. S. 80-8, however, should
be maintained in the future as public crossings for the use
and benefit of people residing in and near the territory tra-
versed by U. S. Highway No. 80-8 west of Brigham City,
Utah. Said erossings will, however, serve local traffic only
after the reconstruction of U, 8. Highway 30-S,

That the relocation of U. S. Highway No. 30-S will tra-
verse what is known locally as First Liane, Second Lane, and
Third Lane in Section 11 at a point northwest from the platted
limits of Brigham City.. These lanes are used almost entirely
by people owning pasture and farm land on either side of the,
proposed relocation of said Highway U. 8. 80-S, It is the
opinion of the Commission that the crossings on the relocated
highway at these points should be kept open and maintained
as private crossings only. .

That the construction of the proposed underpass on the
relocated highway No. U. 8. 30-S will be in the interest of,
public safety and will assist in the elimination of traffic haz-

s




154 REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

ards usually encountered at open grade crossings, and tliat the
application should be granted.

An appropriate order will follow:

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS . McKAY
JOS. 8. SNOW
Commissioners

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E., THAIN, Acting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAH, held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on the
9th day of November, 1935.

CASE NO. 1807

In the Matter of the Application of the STATH ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to econstruet an under-
" pass erossing of the Main Tiine Track of the Oregon Short
Line Railroad Company on a relocation of State Highway
U. 8. 30-8, North of Brigham City in Box Elder County,
Utah. Also, upon completion of the underpass, to close
three existing grade crossings of the Malad Branch of the
Oregon Short Line Railroad Company, situated in South
Half of Seetion 11, Township 9 North, Range 2 West,
within corporate limits of Brigham City, and North of
Sugar Factory.

This case being at issue, upon application on file and hav-
ing been duly heard and submitted by the parties and full
investigation of the matters and things involved having been
had, and the Commission having on the date hereof, made and
filed a report containing its findihgs and conclusions, which
said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof,

IT IS ORDERED, That the application of the State Road
Commission of Utah-for permission to construct an underpass
crossing of the main line track of the Oregon Short Line
Railroad on a rélocation of state highway No. U. 8. 30-S
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north of Brigham City in Box Elder County, Utah, be, and the
same is hereby granted.

ORDERED KFURTHER, That the existing open grade
crossing on U. S. Highway No. 30-S at a point just west of
the platted limits of the City of Brigham and an existing
open grade crossing at a point further west and north on
said highway in Section No. 10 be kept open and maintaines
as public crossings.

ORDERED FURTHER, That upon completion of the un-
derpass three grade crossings of the Malad Branch of the
Oregon Short Line Railroad Company situated in the south
half of Seetion 11, Township 9 North, Range 2 West, within
the corporate limits of Brigham City, shall be kept open and
maintamed as private crossings only,

ORDERED TURTHER, That applicant shall submit to
this Commission a copy of the agreement to be entered int~
between applicant and the Oregon Short Line Railroad Com-
pany covering terms of construction and maintenance of said
proposed underpass.

ORDERED FURTHER, That the Public Service Com
mission retains full Juusdlctmn in the premiges until said copy
of said agreement is filed with the Commission and approved.

By the Commission.

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN

Acting Secretary
(Seal)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAF

CASE NO. 1807

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM- -
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to construet an under-
pass crossing of the Main Iine Track of the Oregon Short
Line Railroad Company on a relocation of State Highway
U. 8. 30-S, North of Brigham City in Box Elder County,
Utah. Also, upon completion of the underpass, to close
three existing grade crossings of the Malad Branch of the
Oregon Short Line Railroad Company, situated in South
Half of Seetion 11, Township 9 North, Range 2 West,
within corporate limits of Brigham City and North of
Sugar Factory.
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SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT.-AND ORDER OF THE
COMMISSION

By the Commission:

On November 9, 1935, the Commission issued its Report and
Order in the above enuﬂed matter granting the application of .
the State Road Commission of Utah for permission to construct
an underpass crossing of the main line track of the Oregon
Short Line Railroad Company on a relocation of State Highway
U. 8. 80-8, north .of Brigham City in Box Elder County, Utah.
Tn said Report and Order the Commission ordered that the
applicant should submit to the Commission a copy of the agree-
ment when entered into between applicant and the Oregon
Short Line Railroad Company covering terms of construction
and maintenance of said proposed underpass erossing.

It now appearing that on January 27, 1936, said applicant
filed with the Commission copy of said afrreement between the
State Road Commission of Utah and the Orégon Short Line
Railroad Company, said agreement being made and entered
into on December 6, 1935,

And the Commission now being fully advised in the prem-
iges, and said agreement appearing to be just and reasonable
as between the respective parties,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, That the agreement entered
into under date of December 6, 1935, by and between the
State Road Commission of Utah, the applicant herein, and
the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company, covering terms of
construction and maintenance of an underpass crossing of the
main line track of the Oregon Short Line Railroad Company
on a relocation of State Highway U. S, 30-S, north of Brig-
ham City in Box Elder County, Utah, be and Lhe game is h ereby
approved.

Dated at Salt Lake City., Utah, this 23rd day of April,

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY
Commissioners.
(Seal)
Attest:

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1808

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permigsion to construct an un-
derpass crossing of the main line track of The Utah-Idaho
Central Railroad Company on a relocation of State High-
way U. 8. 30-S, North of Brigham City, in Box Rlder
County, Utah.

Submitted : October 4, 1935. Decided: November 9, 1935,
Appearances:
K. C. Wright, + for Applicant.

R. B. Porter, Attorney, } for 0. 8. L. R. R. Co.
J. A, Howell, Attorney, } for U. I. C. R. R. Co.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission:

Application in the above entitled matter was filed with
the Commission on September 24, 1985. Said matter came on
regularly for hearing before the Commission at its office in
Salt Liake City, Utah, on October 4, 1935, Proof of publica-
tion of notice of hearing was filed with the Commission and
aceepted as part of the record. There were no protests, either
oral or in writing, against granting the application,

From the testimony introduced and the record and files
in the case, the Commission now finds and reports as follows:

That applicant, State Road Commission of Utah, is an
agency of the State of Utah authorized by law to construect,
maintain, and supervise state roads. That applicant proposes
to relocate, construet and improve a section of state highway
No. U. 8. 30-S north and west of Brigham City, Box Hlder
, County, Utah, and in connection with said 1mprovements de-
sires to construct an underpass crossing over the main line
track of The Utah-Idaho Central Railroad Company in the
location marked “Crossing A” on blue-print attached to appli-
cation and hereby expressly referred to and made a part
hereof.

That at the present time U. S. Highway No. 30-8 turns
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west at Sixth North Street in Brigham City and at Highth
North Street the main line of The Utah-Idaho Central Railroad
is erossed. It is the purpose of applicant to relocate said
highway and establish an underpass crossing in order to
route through traffic through said proposed underpass eross-
ing instead of over the present open grade erossing -of The
TUtah-Idaho Central Railroad Company.

That the cost of construction of the proposed underpass
crogsing will be paid for out of funds appropriated under the
Public Works Program Administration of the United States
Government. The Utah Idaho Central Railroad Company will
not be requested to participate in the' cost of construetion of
said proposed underpass.

That the present grade crossing on U. 8. Highway No.
30-S at Fighth North Street in Brigham City should be kept
open as a public crossing after the underpass is completed,
for the use and benefit especially of land owners and farmers
who use the present route of U. S. Highway No, 30-8 in going
between Brigham City and their farms and lands west of
Brigham City.

That applicant, State Road Commission of Utah, and
The Utah Idaho Central Railroad Company are now engaged
in the formulation of an agreement covering the cost of con-
struetion and maintenance of said underpass, which agreement
when entered into and accepted by the two parties will be
submitted to this Commission for approval. That the construe-
tion of the proposed underpass on the relocated highway No.
U. 8. 80-8 will be in the public interest and will tend to reduce
traffic hazards gpmmonly encountered at open grade crossings,
and that the application should be granted as applied for.

’

An appropriate order will follow,

, . (Signed) E. B. CORIMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY
JOS. 8. SNOW
Commissioners.
(Seal) »
Attest:

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.
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ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAH, held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on the
9th day of November, 1935.

CASE NO. 1808

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to construct an un-
derpass erossing of the main line track of The Utah-Idaho

" Central Railroad Company on a relocation of State High-
way U. S. 80-S, North of Brigham City, in Box Elder
County, Utah.

This case being at issue, upon application on file and
having been duly heard and submitted by the parties and full
investigation of the matters and things involved having been
had, and the Commission having on the date hereof, made and
filed a report containing its findings and conclusions, which
said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof,

IT IS ORDERED, That the application of the State Road
Commission of Utah for permission to construet an underpass
erogsing of the main line track of The Utah Idaho Central
Railroad Company on a relocation of state highway No. U.. S.
80-S north of Brigham City in Box Elder County, Utal, De,
and the same is hereby granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, That the existing open grade
crossing situated on U, S, Highway No. 30-S at Eighth North

Street in Brigham City, Utah, be kept open and maintained as
a publie crossing.

ORDERED FURTHER, That applicant shall submit to
this Commission a copy of the agreement to be entered into
between applicant and The Utah Idaho Central Railroad Com-
pany covering terms of construction and maintenance of said
proposed underpass crossing.

ORDERED FURTHER, That the Public Service Commis-
sion retains full jurisdiction in the premises until said copy
of said agreement is filed with the Commission and approved.

By the Commission.

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN
Acting Secretary.

(Seal)
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1808

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to construct an un-
derpass crossing of the main line track of The Utah-Idaho
Central Railroad Company on a relocation of State High-
way U. 8. 80-S, North of Brigham City, in Box Elder
County, Utah.

SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT AND ORDER OF THE
COMMISSION

By the Commigsion:

On November 9, 19385, the Commission issued its Report
and Order in the above entitled matter granting the applica-
tion of the State Road Commission of Utah for permission to
construet an underpass erossing of the main line track of The
Utah-Idaho Central Railroad Company on a reloecation of
State Highway U. 8. 80-S north of Brigham City, Box Elder
County, Utah. In said Report and Order the Commission or-
dered that the applicant should submit to the Commisgion a
copy of the agreement when entered into between applicant
and The Utah-Idaho Central Railroad Company covering terms
of construction and maintenance of said proposed underpass
grossing.

It now appearing that on December 23, 1935, said applicant
filed with the Commission copy of said agreement between
the State Road Commission of Utah and The Utah-Idaho Cen-
tral Railroad Company, said agreement being made and en-
tered into on December 4, 1935,

And the Commission now being fully advised in the
premises, and said agreement appearing to be just and reason-
able as between the respective parties,

IT I8 HEREBY ORDERED, That the agreement entered

into under date of December 4, 1935, by and between the "

State Road Commission of Utah, the applicant herein, and The
‘Utah--Idaho Central Railroad Company covering terms of con-
struction and maintenance of an underpass crossing of the main
line track of The Utah-Idaho Central Railroad Company on a
relocation of State Highway U. S. 80-8 north of Brigham
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City in Box Elder County, Utah, be, and the same is hereby

approved.
Dated at Salt Lake City, Utah, this 23rd day of April,
- 1936.
| ‘ (Signed) B. . CORFMAN
THOMAS B, McKAY
Commissioners.
(Seal)
Attest:

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

GASE NO. 1809

In the Matter of the Application of BURLINGTON TRANS-
PORTATION COMPANY for a license to operate as a
common carrier of passengers, baggage, mail, and express.
in interstate commerce between Salt Lake City, Utah, and
the Utah-Nevada State Line via U, 8. Highway No. 40.

Submitted : November 6, 1985.  Decided : December 31, 1985.

Appearances:

J. 1. Rice and Athol Rawlins |
of Ingebretsen, Ray, Raw- p for the Applicant.
ling & Christensen, Attys., ]

Robert L. Judd of Bagley, | for the Southern Pacific Com-
Judd, and Ray, Attorneys, L pany and Pacific Greyhound
J Lines, Ine.

John D. Rice, Chief Deputy
Attorney General, fov the State of Utah.

REPORT AND ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

By the Commission:

On the 26th day of September, 1935, the Burlington Trans-
portation Company, a corporation duly organized and existing




162 REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

under the laws of the State of Illinois with its prinicipal of-
fice and place of business at 547 West Jackson Boulevard,
Chicago, Illinois, and duly qualified to do business in the
State of Utah, filed an application with this Commission for a
license to operate motor vehicles as a common carrier for the
transportation of passengers, baggage, mail and express in
interstate commerce over U, S. Highway No, 40 between Salt
Lake City, Utah, and the Utah-Nevada State Line. Said appli-
cation is made under the provisions of Chapter 53, Laws of
Utah, 1933. Accompanying the application is a financial state-
ment showing that the applicant is possessed of assets amount-
ing to $1,298,962.54; also a statement of the number and a
description of the kind and character of the motor cars or
equipment the applicant proposes to use in rendering service
in interstate commerce over the highways of the state, to-
gether with its time schedules and loeal tariff, and its rules
and regulations governing the same, all in conformity with the
provisions and the rvequirements of said Chapter 53.

That upon the applicant’s meeting the requirements of said
Chapter 53, Laws of Utah, 1933, including the filing of the
necessary liability insurance and bonds, pending the hearing
upon said application for a license, and beginning on the 29th
day of September, 1935, we have since issued to the applicant
temporary permits to use said U, 8. Highway No. 91 in its inter-
state operations which have continued to the date of this
report. '

Qection 8 of Article 2 of Chapter 53, Liaws of Utah, 1933,
provides:

“It shall be unlawful for any common motor carrier to
operate as a carrier in interstate commeree within this state
without first having obtained from the commission a license
therefor. An application shall be made to the commission in
writing giving full information concerning:

(a) The ownership, financial condition, equipment to be
used and physical property of the applicant;

(b) The complete route over which the applicant desires

to operate;

(¢) The proposed schedules and /or time cards of the com-
mon motor carrier;

(d) Such other information as the commission may request

E;“11'_,, b e e L A ‘ : o
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covering observance of state police regulations and payment of
fees. Upon receipt of suech application and the furnishing of
such information and on compliance with the refrulatlons set
forth in this act and the payment of fees, the commission shall
issue such carrier a license therefor.”

Tt is the contention of the protestant, Southern Pacific
Company, that the Federal Congress, by passage of the Motor
Carrier Act of 1935, effective August 9, 1985, deprived this
Commission of any jurisdiction it might have had under Chap-
ter 53, Liaws of Utah, 1933, to license a motor carrier in inter-
state commerce, to use the highways of the State.

We think the position taken by the protestant is untenable.
The Utah Legislature in passing Section 8 of Article 2, Chapter
53, under the provisions of which applicant seeks a license to
use the highways of the state, manifestly acted within its leg-
islative powers. As we interpret the meaning of Section 8,
above set forth, the basis of the legislative power sought to
be exercised under it rests solely upon the right of a state to
exercise a reasonable police control only over the uce of the
hlghways by common motor carriers while engaged in trans-
porting persons and property in interstate ecommerce. The po-
lice powers of a state when exercised in the inter cst of publie
safety and the conservation of its own highways in a reason-
able manner, cannot be sucecessfully challenged by holding
that the Federal Government having entered the transporta-
tion field in passing the Motor Carrier Act of 1985, thereby
precludes the state from exercising the police powers that are
inherent in every state

The Utah Legislature has made it mandatory upon this
Commission that we shall license common motor carriers in in-
terstate commerce upon compliance with this statute. We find
it in no way conflicts with the deelared policy of the Congress
as expressed in passing the 1985 Motor Carrier Act. In’ grraut-
ing a license to motor carriers seeking to use the highways of
the State in interstate commerce, we do not assume to regulate
nor undertake to say they shall have the right to operate in
interstate commerce; that is.wholly within the province of the

TInterstate Commerce Commission to say, Nevertheless, we be-
lieve the police powers of the state should still be 1espected
and all such operators should be precluded from using the
highways of the state until’ Lhey have conformed therewith.

Upon the findings made, and the records and files of this
casé, and for the reasons stated we conclude the application
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of Burlington Transportation Company herein shbuld be
granted.

An appropriate order will follow,

(Signed) E. B. CORFMAN
THOMAS B. McKAY
JOS. 8. SNOW

Commissioners.
(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary,

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAH held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on the
31st day of December, 1935,

CASE NO. 1809

In the Matter of the Application of BURLINGTON TRANS-
PORTATION COMPANY for a license to operate as a
common carrier of passengers, baggage, mail, and express
in interstate commerce between Salt Lake City, Utah, and
the Utah-Nevada state line via U. S. Highway No. 40.

INTERSTATE CARRIER. LICENSE NO. 99

This case being at issue upon application and protests on
file, and having been duly heard and submitted by the parties,
and full investigation of the matters and things involved hav-
ing béen had, and the Commission having on the date hereof,
made and filed a report containing its findings and conclusions,
which said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof,

1T IS THEREFORE ORDERED, that the motion of South-
ern Pacific Company to dismiss the application of the Burling-
ton Transportation Company for a license, for want of juris-®
diction, be, and the same is hereby denied.

ORDERED FURTHER, that the Burlington Transporta-
tion Company be, and it is hereby licensed to use the highways
of the State of Utah as a common motor carrier for the trans-
portation of passengers, baggage, mail and express in interstate
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commerce via U. S. Highway No. 40 between Salt Lake Oity,
Utah, and the Utah-Nevada State Line.

ORDERED FURTHER, that applicant shall maintain on
file with the Commission the necessary insurance and bond as
required by law, and a copy of its tariff schedule showing rates,
time schedule, rules, and regulations, and that it shall operate
at all times in acordance with the statutes of the State of Utah,
and the rules and regulations prescribed by the Public Service
Commission of Utah governing the operation of common motor
carriers over the public highways of the State of Utah, and
this order shall be, and is its authority therefor.

By the Commission,

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN
Acting Secretary.

(Seal)

CASE NO. 1810

“In the Matter of fhe Application of the SALT LAKE TER-
MINAL COMPANY for an order authorizing a grade
crossing.

Disposition: Grade Crossing Permit No. 174 issued Octo-
ber 29, 1985, authorizing applicant to construct, operate, and
maintain a standard gauge railroad spur track over and across
First West Street in Salt Lake City, Utah. '

CASE NO. 1811

In the Matter of the Application of O. E. MONSON for a
license to operate as a common motor carrier of property
in interstate commerce between Salt Lake City and Utah-
Wyoming Line, via Highways Nos. U. 8. 530, 30-S, 91,
U-51, and U-6.

Disposition: Order issued May 1, 1986, dismissing appli-
cation without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1812

In the Matter of the Application of R. B. FITZGERALD for
a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of prop-

P
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erty (newspapers) between Salt Liake City and Kamas,
Utah, via Highway No. 40.

Submitted: October 31, 1935. Decided : December 3, 1935,

Disposition: Contract Carrier Permit No. 124 issued au-
thorizing appliecant to operate as a contract motor earrier of
newspapers between Salt Lake City and Kamas, Utah, and in-
termediate towns of Oakley, Peoca, and other intermediate
points along the highway, via U. S, Highway No. 40,

CASE NO. 1813

In the Matter of the Application of GLEN HEATON for a
permit to operate as a contract motor earrier of property
in intrastate commerce between Cedar City, Alton, and St.
George, Utah, via Highways Nos. 91 and 14,

Disposition: Order issued June 18, 1936, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.

'

CASE NO. 1814

MURRAY CITY, a Municipal Corporation, Plaintiff, vs. THE
DENVER & RIO GRANDE WESTERN RAILROAD
COMPANY, a Corporation, Defendant.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1815

Tn the Matter of the Application of UTAH POWER & LIGHT
COMPANY for a certificate of convenience and necessity
to exercise the rights and privileges conferred by fran-
chise granted by Weber County, Utah.

SQubmitted : November 8, 1935.  Decided: November 16, 1935.

Disposition: Certificate of Convenience and Necessity No.
448 issued authorizing applicant to exercise the rights and
privileges conferred by franchise granted by Weber County,
Utah.

CASE NO. 1816

Tn the Matter of the Application of THE STATE ROAD
COMMISSION OF UTAH for permission to replace the
existing grade crossing of the main line track of The Den-
ver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company at Cliff
in Emery County, Utah, with an underpass crossing.

(PENDING)
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH
CASE NO. 1817

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAI for permission to construct an under-
pass crossing of the Provo Branch of the Liog Angeles and

Salt Lake Railroad Company on a relocation of State
Highway No. U. 8. 91, in Pleasant Grove, Utah County,
Utah.

Submitted : November 25, 1985.  Decided : February 27, 1936,
Appearances:

K. C. Wright, Esq., } For the Applicant.

R. B. Porter, Bsq., ; for the L. A. & 8. L. R. R. Co.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission :

The above entitled application of the State Road Commis-
sion of Utah was filed with the Commission on November 9,
1935, Said matter came on regularly for hearing before the
Commission at its office in Salt Liake City on November 25,
1935, after due and proper notice given to interested parties.
There were no protests entered against granting of the appli-
cation.

From the record and files in the case and testimony intro-
duced, the Commission now finds:

That applicant, the State Road Commission of Utah, is
an agent of the State of Utah authorized by law to construet,
maintain, and supervise state roads.

) That.applicant proposes to relocate, construet, and improve
a section of state hlghWaV No. U. 8. 91 within the city limits
of Pleasant Grove, in Utah County, Utah, and in connection
therewith desires to construct an underpass crossing of the
main line track of the Provo branch of the Lios Angeles & Salt
Lake Railroad Company in the location as shown on blueprint
attached to application and hereby expressly referred to and
made a part hereof: that apphcant proposes to maintain and
keep open the present grade crossing as a crossmg for local use.

That the proposed underpass crossing is to be constructed
as a United States Work Projeet No. W. P, G. M. 124-C; tbat a
contract was enfered into under date nf Dee, 3. 1935, hetween
the Tos Anceles & Salt Lake Ralroad Company and the State
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Road Commission of Utah covering the terms of construction
and maintenance of said proposed underpass. That under the
provisions of said contract the said proposed underpass is to be
constructed in conformity with plans and specifications pre-
pared by the State Road Commission of Utah and approved by
the Lios Angeles & Salt Lake Railroad Company ; and that the
entire cost of material furnished and labor performed in con-
- nection with the construetion of said underpass and the realign-
ment of trackage as provided for in said contract is to be borne
by the State Road Commission of Utah.

The record shows that the State Road Commission has de-
sired for some years to eliminate the present open grade cross-
ing and substitute therefore an underpass crossing beecause of
poor alignment and narrowness of the present road, and for the
further reason that the traffic generally is congested at this
point., By the construetion of the proposed underpass, through
traffic will miss the present open grade crossing and thereby
reduce hazards usually encountered at open grade crossings.
The record shows further that the existing crossing must re-
main open to allow an entrance to the business distriet of Pleas-
ant Grove.

The Commission finds, therefore, that public convenience
and necessity will be subserved by construetion of the proposed
underpass and that the construction of the same is in line with
the present national program of grade crossing eliminations;
that the plans and specifications as agreed upon by the appli-
cant and the Railroad Company, which plans and specifica-
tions are hereby expressly referred to and made a part hereof,

" are proper; that the contract entered into between the Los An-
geles & Salt Liake Railroad Company and the State Road Com-
mission of Utah covering construction of said proposed under-
pass is reasonable and proper and that the application should
be granted and the contraet approved.

w

An appropriate order will follow.

(Signed) E. B. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY
Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest:

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.
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At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAIL held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on the
27th day of February, 1936,

CASE NO. 1817

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to construet an under-
pass crossing of the Provo Branch of the Liog Angeles and
Salt Lake Railroad Company on a relocation of State
Highway No. U. 8. 91, in Pleasant Grove, Utah County,
Utah.

This case being at issue upon application on file, and hav-
ing been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and full in-
vestigation of the matters and things involved having been had,
and the Commission having, on the date hereof, made and filed
a report containing its finding and coneclusions, wldch said
report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof,

I'T IS ORDERED, That the appllcatlon herein of the State
Road Commission of Utah for permission to construct an under-
pass crossing of the Provo branch of the Los Angeles & Salt
Lake Railroad Company on a relocation of State Highway No.
U. 8. 91 in Pleasant Grove, Utah County, Utah, be, and the
same is hereby granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, That the contract entered into un-
der date of December 3, 1985, between Lios Angeles & Salt Liake
Railroad Company and State Road Commission of Utah cover-
ing terms of construetion and maintenance of said proposed un-
derpass be, and the same is hereby approved, and that the con-
struction of said proposed underpass should be in accordance
with plans and specifications prepared by the State Road Com-
mission of Utah and approved by the Lios Angeles & Salt Lake
Railroad Company.

ORDERED FURTHER, That the present existing grade

erossing be kept open for local use,
By the Commission,
( Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN
Acting Secretary.
(Seal)
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1818

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to construet an under-
pass erossing of the Salt Lake and Utah Railroad Company
on a relocation of State Highway No, U. S. 91 in Pleasant
Grove, Utah County, Utah.

Submitted : November 25,\ 1935. Decided : May 25, 1936.

Appearances:
K. C. Wright, } for the Applicant.
T, M. Orem, | for the 8. I.. & U. R. R. Company.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission:

The above entitled application of the State Road Com-
mission of Utah was filed with the Commission on November
9, 1985, The application came on regularly for hearing before
the Commission at its office in Salt Liake City, Utah, on Novem-
ber 25, 1935, after due and legal notice given. There were no
protests entered against granting of the application.

Trom the evidence introduced for and on behalf of the
respective parties, the Commission now finds and reports as
follows:

That applicant, the State Road Commission of Utah, is an
agent of the State of Utah duly authorized by law to construet,
maintain, and supervise state roads; that applicant desires to
relocate, construct, and improve a section of state highway
No. U. S. 91 within the city limits of Pleasant Grove, in Utah

. County, Utah, and in connection therewith proposes to con-

struet an underpass crossing of the main line track of the
Salt Lake and Utah Railroad Company in the location shown

~on blue print attached to application and hereby expressly

referred to and made a part hereof. It is proposed that the
present grade crossing situated within and near the western
city limits of Pleasant Grove remain as a erossing for local use.

That the proposed underpass is to be congtructed as a
United States Works Project No. W. P. G. M. 124-C in ae-
cordance with regulations promulgated for United States
Works Projects. and that the entire cost of the structure is to
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‘be borne by the State Road Commission out of funds provided

by tune Federal Government for grade crossing separation
work.

The record shows that the State Road Commission has
desired for several years to eliminate entirely the existing
crossing, but it is found that said erossing cannot be entirely
eliminated. Said crossing will be kept open for the benefit
of people entering or leaving the business distriet of Pleas-
ant Grove., The proposed underpass will be used by through
traffic.

That under date of February 10, 1936, an agreement was

made and entered into by the State Road Commission of Utah .

and B. L. Ball, Receiver for the Salt Lake & Utah Railroad
Company, covering terms of construction and maintenance,
and lease of railroad right of way, of said proposed Pleasant
Grove underpass. A copy of said agreement is on file with
the Commission and 'is hereby expressly referred to and made
a part hereof.

That the construetion of said proposed underpass erossing
will be in the public interest and in conformity with the pres-
ent national and state program of grade crossing elimination,
and that an agreement entered into by and between the State
Road Commission of Utah and the Salt Lake & Utah Railroad
Company covering lease of railroad right of way and con-
gtruction and maintenance of said proposed underpass is just
and reasonable as between the respective parties thereto and
should be approved; and that the application herein should be
granted.

An appropriate order will follow :

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. MeKAY

Commissioners. -

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THATN, Acting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAT, held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on the
25th day of May, 1936.
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CASE NO, 1818
In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-

MISSION OF UTAH for permission to construct an under-

pass crossing of the Salt Lake and Utah Railroad Company
on a relocation of State Highway No. U. S. 91 in Pleasant
Grove, Utah County, Utah.

This case being at issue upon application on file, and
having been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and full
investigation of the matters and things involved having been
had, and the Commission having, on the date hereof, made and
. filed a report containing its findings and conclusions, which
said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof,

IT IS ORDERED, That the application of the State Road
Commission of Utah for permission to construet an underpass
crossing of the Salt Lake and Utah Railroad Company on a
relocation on state highway U. S. No. 91 in Pleasant Grove,
Utah County, Utah, be, and the same is hereby, granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, That an agreement made and en-
tered into on February 10, 1936, by and between the State
Road Commission of Utah and B. L. Ball, Receiver for the
Salt Lake and Utah Railroad Company, covering lease of rail-
road right of way and construction and maintenance of said
Pleasant Grove underpass be, and the same is hereby, approved.

By the Commission.

(Signed) THEODORE B. THAIN
Acting Secretary.

(Seal)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH
CASE NO. 1819

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to construct, in place
of the existing grade :crossing, an overhead crossing of
the double track main line of the Southern Pacific Com-

,,,,,,
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pany, south of Farr West, on Nye’s Corner—Hot Springs
Road in Weber County, Utah.

Submitted : December 2, 1935. Decided : May 22, 1936.
Appearances:

M. Houseeroft, Hsq., ¢ for Applicant.

A. H. Nebeker, Esq., } for Southern Pacifiec Gompany.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission:

On November 13, 1935, the above entitled application was
filed with the Commission by the State Road Commission of
Utah. Said application came on regularly for hearing before
the Commission at its office in Salt Liake City, Utah, on De-
ecember 2, 1985, after due and legal notice given to mterested
parties. Proof of publication of notice of hearing was filed
with the Commission, There were no protests against granting
of the application.

From the testimony introduced on behalf of the respec-
tive parties, and the record and files in the case, the Com-
mission now finds and reports as follows:

That the applicant, the State Road Commission of Utah,
is an agent of the State*of Utah duly authorized and empow-
ered by law to construct, maintain, and supervise state roads,
and to enter into all contracts with the United States Govern-
ment for the purpose of earrying out the eooperation contem-
plated by the Federal Aid Road Aect of July 11, 1916, and acts
amendatory thereof and supplemental thereto.

That as a part of the state program for the elimination
of erossings at grade, it is proposed to construct an overhead
erogsing of the double track main line of the Southern Pacific
Company, south of Farr West on the Nye’s corner — Hot
Springs Road, a county road in Weber County, Utah, the loca-
tion of Whlch ig more specifically shown on a blue print at-
tached to application and hereby referred to and made a part
hereof.

That it is proposed to construct said overhead erossing
with federal funds as U. S. Works Program Grade Crossing
Projeet No. W. P. G. S. 200, such construction to be in accord-
ance with regulations promulgated for U. S. Works Program
Projects.

That under d'ate of January 17, 1936, an agreement was
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entered into by and on behalf of the Central Pacific Railway
Company, the Southern Pacific Company, the State Road Com-
mission of Utah, and the County of Weber, State of Utah,
covering lease of railroad right of way and construction and
maintenance of an overhead crossing at the point under con-
sideration herein, A copy of said agreement was filed with this
Commission on April 13, 1936,

That the *construction of said proposed overhead will be
in the interest of public safety and will subserve the public
convenience and necessity.

Now therefore, by reason of the premises, and the findings
aforesaid, the conclusion is reached that the application should
be granted, and that a certain agreement entered into on Jan-
uary 17, 1986, by and on behalf of the respective parties to
this proceeding should be approved. :

An appropriate order will follow.

~(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS B. McKAY
‘ Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF

TTAH, held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on the
29nd day of May, 1936, .

CASE NO. 1819

Tn the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MTSSION OF UTAH for permission to construet, in place
of the existing grade crossing, an overhead erossing of -
the double track main line of the Southern Pacific Com-
pany, south of Farr West, on Nye’s Corner—Hot Springs
Road in Weber County, Utah.

This case being at issue upon application on file, and hav-
ing been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and full in-
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vestigation of the matters and things involved having been
had, and the Commission having, on the date hereof, made and
filed a report containing its findings and conclusions, which
said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof,

IT IS ORDERED, That the application of the State Road
Commission of Utah for permission to construect, in place of the
existing grade crossing, an overhead crossing of the double
track main line of the Southern -Pacific Company south of
Farr West on Nye’s Corner, Hot Springs Road in Weber
County, Utah, be, and the same is héreby, granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, That an agreement made and en-
tered into on January 17, 1936, by and on behalf of the Cen-
tral Pacific Railway Company, the Southern Pacific Company,
the State Road Commission of Utah, and the County of Weber,
State of Utah, covering lease of railroad right of way, and con-
struction and maintenance of overhead at a point three miles
south of Farr West—Nye’s Corner—Iot Springs road in Weber
County, Utah, be, and the same is hereby approved,

By the Commission.

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN
Acting Secretary.

(Seal)

CASE NO. 1820

In the Matter of the Application of I. C. CALHOUN, d/b/a
CALHOUN TRANSPORTATION LINES, for a license to
operate as a common motor carrier of property in inter-
state commerce between Salt Liake City and Ogden, Utah,
and points in Wyoming, via Highways Nos. 30-8, U-49. and
91. .

Submitted : December 12, 1935, Decided : February 4, 1936.

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No. 100 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a common motor carrier of
property in interstate commerce between Salt Lake City, Utah,
Ogden, Utuh, and the Utah-Wyoming State Line, via High-
ways Nos. U. 8, 91, U-49, and U. 8. 30-8.

CASE NO. 1821

Tn the Matter of the Application of T. M. SHACKRELFORD for
a license to operate as a contract motor carrier of prop-
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erty in interstate commerce between Boise, Idaho, and
Salt Liake City, Utah, via Highway U. 8. 30-S.

Disposition: Order issued March 26, 1936, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice. , .

CASE NO. 1822

In the Matter of the Application of ARROW AUTO LINES for
a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of prop-
erty in intrastate commerce between Carbon County and
Salt Lake City, Utah, via Highways Nos. 50 and 91.

. (PENDING)

CASE NO. 1828

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to create a grade
crossing over the main line track of the Utah Railway
Company at Springville, in Utah County, Utah.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1824

In the Matter of the Application of FRANK and I. CANOSO
for a license to operate as a common motor carrier of
property in interstate commerce between Kemmerer, Wy-
oming, and Salt Lake City, Utah, via Highways Nos. 80-S
and U. S. 91

Submitted : January 27, 1936, Decided: April 8, 1936.

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No. 103 issued au-
thorizing applicants to operate as a common motor carrier of
property in interstate commerce between Salt Liake City, Utah,
and the Utah--Wyoming State Line, via Highways Nos. U. S.
91 and 30-S. ‘

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAI

CASE NO. 1825

Tn the Matter of the Application of THE STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to -eonstruct an over-
head crossing of the main line track of the.Los Angeles
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and Salt Lake Railroad Company at Delta, in Millard
County, Utah.

Submitted : January 2, 1936, Decided: June 9, 1936.
Appearances:
K.-C. Wright, Chief Engineer, } for Applicant,

Robert B, Porter, Attorney, for Lios Angeles and Salt
Lake RR. Company.

Richard S. Morrison, + for Protestants.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission: :

The above entitled application of the State Road Commis-
sion of Utah was filed with the Commission on December 4,
1985. Said application came on regularly for hearing before the
Commission at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on December
27, 1985, Further hearing was held at Delta, Utah, on January
2,1986. Due and proper notice was furnighed interested parties
on each hearing.

Trom the record and files in the case, the Commission now
finds and reports as follows:

That applicant, the State Road Commission of Utah, is an
agent of the State of Utah duly authorized by law to construect,
maintain, and supervise state roads; that applicant proposes
to relocate, construect, and improve certain highways at Delta,
in Millard County, Utah, and in connection therewith seeks au-
thority to construet an overhead crossing of the tracks of the
Los Angeles and Salt Lake Railroad Company at Clark Street
in Delta, Utah; in lieu of the existing grade crossing., The lo-
cation of said proposed overhead crossing is shown on blue-
print attached to application, which blue-print is hereby ex-
pressly referred to and made a part hereof,

Applicant proposes to construet said overhead crossing as
U. 8. Works Program Grade Crossing Projeet No. W, P. G. M.
204, and the funds for the construction of said project will be
provided by the Federal Government out of funds set aside for
grade crossing elimination purposes. ‘

The proposed overhead crossing structure will be of suf-
fleient width to provide clearance for the main line and one
switehing track of the Tios Angeles and Salt Lake Railroad. and
provision will be made for expansion of the structure in the
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event the Railroad Company finds it necessary to construet ad-
ditional trackage at said point in the future.

That the construction of said proposed overhead crossing
will be in the interest of public safety and is in line with the
present program of grade crossing eliminations made possible
by Federal funds appropriated for said purpose. '

That on June 2, 1986, said applicant filed with the Com-’

mission a copy of an agreement entered into on April 1, 1986,
by and between the Lios Angeles and Salt Lake Rallroad Com-
pany, Union Pacific Railroad Company, and State Road Com-
mission of Utah covering costs and terms of congtrucetion and
maintenance of said overhead crossing, which said agreement
is equitable and reasonable as between the respective parties
thereto, and should be approved.

Now, therefore, by reason of the premises, and the findings
aforesaid, the Commission concludes that the application here-
in should be granted, and that the State Road Commission of
Utah should be permitted to construct an overhead erossing
of the main line track of the Lios Angeles and Salt Lake Rail-
road at Delta, in Millard County, Utah.

An appropriate order will follow.

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY
Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAT, held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on the
9th day of June, 1936,

CASE NO. 1825

1n the Matter of the Application of THE STATE ROAD COM- -

MISSION OF UTAH for permission to construet an over-
head crossing of the main line track of the Liog Angeles
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and Salt Lake Railroad Company at Delta, in Millard
County, Utah.

This case being at issue upon application and protests on
tile, and having been duly heard and submitted by the parties
and full investigation of the matters and things involved hav-
ing been had, and the Commission having, on the date hereof,
made and filed a report containing its findings and conclu-
sions, which said report is hereby referred to and made a
part hereof,

IT IS ORDERED, That the application herein of the State
Road Commission of Utah for permission to construect an over-
head crossing of the main line track of the Los Angeles and
Salt Lake Railroad at Delta, Millard County, Utah, be, and
the same ig hereby granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, That an agreement entered into
on April 1, 1986, by and between the Lios Angeles and Salt
Lake Railroad Company, Union Pacific Railroad Company, and
the State Road Commission of Utah covering the construction
and maintenance of an overhead crossing of the. main line
track of the Lios Angeles and Salt Lake Railroad at Delta,
Millard County, Utah, be, and the same ig hereby approved.

By the Commission.

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN
Acting Secretary.

(Seal)

CASE NO. 1826

Tn the Matter of the Application of NIELD BROS. TRANS-
FTRR COMPANY for a license to operate as a common
motor carrier of property in interstate commerce between
Ogden, Utah, and the Utah-Idaho State Line enroute to
Montpelier, Idaho, via Highway No. 91,

Disposition: Order issued February 4, 1936, dismissing
application without prejudiee.

BRFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICH COMMISSION OF UTAH
' CASE NO. 1827

Tn the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSTON OF UTAH for permission to relocate a grade
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crossing of State Highway No. 26, over Tintic Branch of
The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company,
in Utah County.

Submitted : January 29, 1986. Decided: May 25, 1936.
Appearances:

E. C. Knowlton, } for the Applicant.

B. R. Howell, b for The D. & R. G. W. R. R. Company.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission:

The above entitled application of the State Road Commis-
sion of Utah was filed with the Commission on December 10,
1935. Said matter came on regularly for hearing before the
Commission at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on January
29, 1986, after due and proper notice given to interested par-
ties. Proof of publication of notice of hearing was filed with
the Commission.

From the testimony introduced, and the record and files
in the case, the Commission now finds and reports as follows:

That applicant, the State Road Commission of Utah, is an
agency of the State of Utah authorized by law to construet,
maintain, and supervise state roads;

That The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Com-
pany is a common carrier by rail of passengers and propertv
operating in and through the State of Utah. A branch of said

railroad company’s lme known as the Tintic Branch in Utah
County, Utah, crosses state highway No. 26 between Santa-
quin and Goshen, Utah.,

That applicant desires to relocate, construet, and improve’
a portion of said state highway No. 26 between Santaquin and
Goshen in Utah County, Utah, as U, 8. Works Program Project
No. W. P. 8. 8. 167. That in conneection with said improve-
ments, applicant proposes to abandon ag a. state highway the
present grade crossing of the Tintic Branch of The Denver and
Rio Grande Western Railroad Company on the north line of
Section 4, T. 10 8., R. 1 E.,, and substitute in lieu thereof
a crossing of said ralh oad in SE% of Seetion 5, T. 10 8., R. 1
E., as shown on the print attached to apphcahon and hereby
expl essly referred to and made a part hereof. That the present
orogsmg at grade is to be abandoned as a state highway, but
is to be retamed as g publiec thoroughfare for the benefit of
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people residing near said crossing., That the cost of the road
construction and of the crossing facilities is to be borne by
the State Road Commission.

That on May 1, 1935, an agreement was filed with the Com-
mission, entered into on-March 25, 1936, by and between Wil-
son McCarthy and Henry Swan as trustees of the property of
The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company, and
the State Road Commission of Utah, covering terms and costs
of construetion and maintenance of the erossing in questicn.

That public convenience and necessity requires that a
erossing at grade be created as applied for herein by reason of
the relocation of Utah Highway No. 26, between Santaquin
and Goshen in Utah County, Utah; that the agreement en-
tered into under date of May 25, 1986, between the parties,
ig just and reasonable and should be approved; and that the
application herein should be granted. ’

An al;propriate order will follow.
(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY
Commissioners.
(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE H. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAH, held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on the
95th day of May, 1936,

CASE NO. 1827

Tn the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to relocate a grade
crossing of State Highway No. 26, over Tintic Branch of
The Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company,
in Utah County. '

This case being at issue upon application on file, and hav-
ing been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and full
investigation of the matters and things involved having been
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had, and the Commission having, on the date hereof, made and
filed a report containing its findings and conclusions, which
said report is hereby referred to and made a part hereof,

IT IS ORDERED, That the application of the State Road
Commission of Utah for permission to relocate a grade cross-
ing of State Highway No. 26, over the Tintic Branch of The
Denver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company in Utah
County, Utah, at a point shown on the blue print attached to
application, which blue print is hereby expressly referred to
and made a part hereof, be, and the same is hereby granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, That an agreement made and en-
tered into on March 25, 1936, by and between Wilson McCarthy
and Henry Swan as Trustees of the property of The Denver
and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company, and the State
Road Commission of Utah, covering terms and costs of con-
struetion and maintenance of a grade crossing at Railroad Mile
Post 19404’ on the Tintic Branch of the Denver and Rio
Grande Western Railroad Company, be, and the same is hereby
approved.

ORDERED FURTHER, That railroad crossing warning
signg shall be installed and maintained at said crossing in con-
formity with the rules and regulations of this Commission
heretofore preseribed.

By the Commission.

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN
Acting Secretary.

(Seal) |

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1828

Tn the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for a public hearing relative to the
establishment of an underpass crossing of The Denver and
Rio Grande Western Railroad Company, an underpass
crossing of the Utah Railway Company, and an overhead
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erossing of the Salt Tiake and Utah Railroad Company on
Highway U. S, 91 at Springville, in Utah County.

Submitted: December 27, 1935. Decided : May 25, 1936,
Appearances: : ‘

K. C. Wright, b for Applicant.

M. Housecroft, ' b for Applicant,

B. R. Howell, Attorney, | for The D. & R. G. W. R. R. Co.
and Utah Railway Co:

Hugh Wilson, b for The D. & R. G. W. R. R.
C. B. Beveridge, b for Utah Railway Co.
H. W. Reiser, b for Salt iake & Utah R. R.

REPORT AND ORDER OF THE COMMISSION

By the Commission :

The above entitled application of the State Road Com-
mission of Utah was filed with the Commission on December
16, 1935, and came on regularly for hearing before the Com-
mission at its office in Salt TLake City, Utah, on December
27, 1935, after due and legal notice given to interested parties.
Proof of publication of notice of hearing was filed with the
Clommission. There were. no protests entered against grant-
ing of the application.

From the testimony adduced for and on behalf of the re-
spective parties, the Commission now finds and reports as
follows:

That applicant, the State Road Commission of Utah, is
an agent of the State of Utah duly authorized by law to con-
struct, maintain, and supervige state roads. That applicant
has constructed an underpass crossing of The Denver and
Rio Grande Western Railroad Company, an underpass eross-
ing of the Utah Railway Company, and an overhead crossing

of the Salt Take and Utah Railroad Company on Highway

No. U. S. 91 at Springville, in Utah County, Utah, which
underpass crossings, and overhead crossing have been con-
structed as part of the present National and State program
for grade crossing eliminations.

That on July 19, 1935, the State Road Commission of
Utah filed with this Commission copy of an agreement made
and entered into on June 17, 1935, by, and on behalf of the
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State Road Commission of Utah, The Denver and Rio Grande
Western Railroad -Company, and the Utah Railway Company
covering construetion of Springville underpasses in Utah
County, Utah; and on August 13, 1935, said State Road Com-
mission of Utah filed with this Commission an agreement
made and entered into on Deecember 19, 1934, by and be-
tween D. P. Abercrombie, as Receiver for the Salt Lake and
Utah Railroad Company, and the State Road Commission of
Utah, covering Springville overhead in Utah County, Utah,
said agreements, covering the terms and costs of construction
and maintenance of said proposed underpass crossings and
overhead crossing ag between the applicant, State Road Com-
mission of Utah, and the respective railroad companies,

That said agreements are now found to be just and rea-

" sonable with respect to the apportionment of costs of con-

struction and maintenance between the respective parties
thereto, and should be approved.

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED, That a certain agree-
ment made and entered into on June 17, 1935, by and on
behalf of the State Road Commission of Utah, The Denver
and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company, and the Utah
Railway Company covering terms and costs of construction
of Springville underpasses in Utah County, Utah, be, and
the same is hereby, approved.

ORDERED FURTHER, That a certain agreement made
and entered into on December 19, 1934, by and between D. P.
Abercrombie, as Receiver of the Salt Liake and Utah Railroad
Company, and the State Road -Commission of Utah covering
terms and costs of construction and maintenance of Spring-
ville overhead, Utah County, Utah, be, and the same is hereby,
approved.

(Bigned) E. B, CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY
Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

CASE NO. 1829

Tn the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to construet an over-
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head crossing of the Park City Branch of the Union
Pacific Railroad Company near Wanghip, in Summit
County.

(PENDING)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1830

In the Matter of the Extension of BELECTRICAL SERVICE TO
PINECREST INN RESORT. (Application of Zions Se-
curities Corporation.) '

Submitted : January 28, 1936, Decided: Mareh 28, 1936.
Appearances:
Bagley, Judd & Ray, Attorneys, } for Applicant.
A, C. Inman, Attorney, b for Utah Power & Light Co.
Jos. G. Jeppson, b for Himself. '
H. M. Lund, b for Himself.

REPORT AND ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission :

On the 30th day of December, 1935, Zions Securities Cor-
poration filed a petition with the Public Service Commission
of Utah for approval of a proposed contract to be entered
into by it with the Utah Power and Light Company with re-
spect to extension of electrical serviee to Pinecrest Inn Resort
situated in Emigration Canyon in Salt Lake County, Utah, to-
gether with stated terms which it alleges other users of electri-
cal energy should comply with as a condition of being served
by Utah Power and Light Company by means of the extension
sought for by the Petitioner. No.protests were made to the
granting of the Order as applied for by Petitioner. The Pow-
er Company entered its appearance and joined in the peti-
tion.

Said matter came on regularly for hearing, after due no-
tice given, at the office of the Commission at the State Capitol,
Salt Lake City, Utah, on the 28th day of January, 1936,
at which time and place evidence was adduced for and in
behalf of the parties from which, together with the ad-
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mitted facts as shown by files and record in the case, the
Commission finds and reports as follows:

1. That Zions Securities Corporation is a corporation of
the State of Utah, and among other things is the owner of
certain lands and buildings comprigsing a hotel and resort,
commonly known and called Pinecrest Inn, located at the
head of Emigration Canyon, approximately eight miles east
of Salt Lake City, Utah.

2. That Utah Power and Light Company is an eclectrical
utility corporation doing business in the State of Utah and
clsewhere, and as such is subject to the lawful jurisdietion
and authority of the Public Service Commission of Utah; that
said Power Company owns and operates an electrical gen-
erating, transmission, and distribution system for the service
of its customers in Salt Lake City and vieinity, and else-
where; but said Power Company has no lines or system ex-
tending in or up Emigration Canyon aforesaid, and there is
no general or public utility electrical service available in said
canyon, or to said Pinecrest Tnn Resort.

3. That petitioner is desirous and is in need of elec-
trical serviee at said Pinecrest Inn resort; that in said Emi-
gration Canyon there are approximately 150 cabing or sum-
mer homes, and also a public resort known as Kelvin’s Grove,
all or most of which are located below or west of said Pine-
erest Tnn resort in said Canyon; that many persons owning
said summer homes or residing therein may or will desire
electrical service if and when the same is made available in
Emigration Canyon; that the extension of electrical service
to the property owners and residents in said canyon would
be of great value and benefit to said residents and property
owners therein.

4. That Utah Power and Light Company is willing to
furnish electrical service to said Pinecrest Inn resort in ac-
cordance with its standard extension policy as set forth in
Rule 12 of said Company’s Rules and Regulations, ag on file
with, and heretofore approved by, this Commigsion ; that pur-
quant to said Rule 12, the Power Company is willing to
expend three times the amount of the guaranteed annual
minimum bill for services to said Pinecrest Inn resort toward
the construction of a power line, said line, when constructed,
to be owned and operated by said Power Company as a part
of its system, and to be constructed from the company’s ex-
isting system in Salt Liake City, a distance of approximately
eight miles up Emigration Canyon to Pinecrest; that peti-
tioner is willing to guarantee to said Power Company annual
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minimum bills for service to said Pinecrest Inn resort in the
amount of $600, and in accordance with said Rule 12 the
Power Company is therefore willing to expend $1,800.00 for
the construction of said power line.

6. That petitioner has received a bid from a solvent and
substantial construction ecompany and desires to enter into a
contract with said construection company for the construec-
tion of said power line for the sum and price of $5,385.00,
said line when constructed to be and become the property of,
and thereafter to be maintained and operated by, Utah Pow-
er and Light Company; that the immediate cost to petitioner
for constructing said line, after deducting the $1,800.00 to
be expended by the Power Company, will be $3,5685.00, which
amount will be paid to contractor by petitioner as due; that
sum Will later be refunded to petitioner by the Power Com-
pany in accordance with and subjeet to the provisions of the
company’s Rule 12 of its Rules and Regulations by crediting
pe1,11,1oner with ome-third of each monthly bill for electrical
service to said Pinecrest Inn resort until the amount of such
credits shall equal the said amount of $3,5685.00, and over a
period of five years from the first date on which service is
rendered to said Pinecrest Inn Resort, whichever event first
oceurs; except as petitioner may be otherwise reimbursed
tllorel’ore by other consumers who desire to obtain service
from said line if the same is constructed as proposed.

6. That if and when said power line is constructed and
electrical service made available in Emigration Canyon at
the cost to petitioner as hereinabove set out, the numerous
cottage owmners and the above mentioned resort known as
Kelvin’s Grove, desire and apply to the Power Company for
electrical services from said power line, it would be unfair
and diseriminatory to petitioner under the circumstances here-
inabove set forth, to permit other customers to obtain elec-
trical service from said line, without first requiring them to,
on some fair basis, reimburse petitioner through the Powel

Company for a fair share of the moneys expended by pet1- .

tioner in construecting said power line.

7. That the net amount to be expended by petitioner for
the congtruction of said line, less the $1,800.00 to be expended
by the Power Company, is $3,5685.00; that seventy-five is a
fair estimate of the number of cotta ‘es or homes in said
canyon which may or will desire and apply for service from

said power line; and that under the present circumstances,
and existing condltlons $20.00 would be a fair amount to be
contributed by each and all such applicants for such service;
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that, assuming seventy-five persons promptly apply for service
aforesaid, the total amount petitioner would be reimbursed on
the above basis will be $1,500,00, leaving a balance of $2,085.00
which petitioner will have expended over and above all such
refunds; that $20.00, under existing conditions and ecircum- -
stances, is a fair amount to be contributed by each and all
persons located above Pinecrest Inn resort who may degire to
extend said line and connect thereto for the purpose of re-
ceiving the service herein to be rendered available to Pine-
erest Inn, for their cottages, by said proposed extension.

8. 'That Kelvin’s Grove is a camping, dancing, and re-
freshment resort operated in said Emigration Canyon for
commerecial purposes; and therefore the Commission believes,
and therefore finds, that if the proprietor of said Kelvin’s,
Grove should apply for service from said proposed extended
power line, under existing conditions and circumstances the
owner or proprietor thereof should pay mnot less than three
hundred dollars as a fair and appropriate amount for the
reimbursement of Petitioner on the above and afore-mentioned
basis, which would leave a balance $1,785.00 which Petitioner
will have expended over and above all refunds and reim-
pursements by other customers obtaining service from the said
proposed line,

- From the findings dfdresaid,_ the Commission concludes
and decides the application of Zions Securities Corporation
herein should be granted.

An appropriate order will follow:

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS B, McKAY
Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Aecting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAH, held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on th
28th day of March, 1936. :
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' CASE NO. 1830

Tn the Matter of the Extension of ELECTRICAL SERVICE TO
PINECREST INN RESORT. (Application of Zions Se-
curities Corporation.)

This matter having been duly heard and submitted by
the- parties, and full investigation of the matters and things
involved having been had, and the Commission having, on
the date hereof, made and filed a report containing its find-
ings and conclusions, which said report is hereby referred to
and made a part hereof,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, That the petition of Zions
Securities Corporation in the above-entitled matter be and the
same is hereby granted; FURTHER ORDERED, That the
accompanying petition of Utah Power and Light Company,
be, and the same is hereby also granted, provided however;

That upon and after the comstruction by Zions Securi-
ties Corporation of an eleetric power line in Kmigration Can-
yon to serve its Pineerest Inn Resort, in Salt Lalke County,
Utah, future domestic customers desiring eleetrical service
from said power line under present or existing conditions and
cireumstances shall be required to pay to Utah Power and
Light Company for the use of and to reimburse said Zions Se-
curities Corporation the amount of Twenty Dollars ($20.00)
cach toward the construction costs of said line until one hun-
dred (100) residential customers have been connected on said
basis; that Kelvin’s Grove resort, if it be connected under exist-
ing conditions and circumstances, be required to pay to Utah
Power and Light Company for the use of and to reimburse
Zions Securities Corporation the amount of Three Hundred
Dollars, and other future commercial consumers a fair and
proportionate amount to be agreed upon if possible between
such consumers and petitioner, and failing in such agreement
the amount to be referred formally by petition or application
to this Commission for decision; FURTHER ORDERED, That
Utah Power and Light Company shall not conneet future res-
idential or commercial customers to said power line until the
reimbursements and payments hereinabove provided for or to
be provided for future customers on petition or application
have been made; provided, however, and FURTHER OR-
DERED, That the above requirements and reimbursements be
limited to sueh period until Zions Securities Corporation shall
have been fully reimbursed in such manner or by power billing
refund discounts under existing Rule 12 of the Power Com-
pany’s Rules and Regulations or otherwise, in the total amount
of Three Thousand Five Hundred Righty-five Dollars
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$3,585.00), and said requirements to expire in any event on
December 31, 1940.

FTURTHER ORDERED, that subject to the provisions here-
inabove contained, Utah Power and Light Company shall con-
nect future consumers to said power line upon compliance by
said consumers with the Power Company’s existing Rule 12
of its rules and regulations on file with this Commission; and
the sum and amount of Forty-seven Dollars ($47.00) is here-
by fixed and approved as the average cost to the Power Com-
pany of connecting additional consumers to said power line,

said sum of $47.00 to be the basis nunder the Power Company’s

sald Rule 12 for determining the advanced payment, if any,
to be made by each consumer under said Rule 12 for eonnec-
tion to or service extension from said power line, which said
advanced payment is separate from and in addltlon to the re-
imbursement payments herein required to be made to or for
the benefit of Zions Securities Corporatlon All payments made
by prospective consumers for service from said power line as
reimbursement to Zions Seecurities Corporation shall be made
to Utah Power and Light Company, and shall thereafter, to-
gether with the advanced payments made to the Power Com-
pany as above provided, be refunded to said consumers in ac-
cordance with the provisions of the Power Company’s said
Rule 12, provided, however, that the total refunds made to any
consumer by the Power Company shall not exceed one-third of
such consumers’ monthly service bills as and when paid by such
consumer, and shall not extend beyond a period of five (5)
years from the date such consumers’ service is first connected,
and shall be subject to the conditions and limitations contained
in the Power Company’s said Rule 12,

FURTHER ORDERED, that the rates to be charged by
Utah Power and Light Company for serviece from said power
line in Emigration Canyon shall be at all times its standard
rates applicable to electrical service in Salt Lake County out-
side of Salt Liake City, as the same are now or may be here-
after on file with and approved by this Commission ; provided,
however, that Utah Power and Light Company be and it is
hereby authorized to establish and charge, in connection with
all of said rates, a minimum seasonal charge in the amount of
Ten Dollars ($10.00) from each residential consumer and Fifty
Dollars ($50.00) from each commereial consumer taking service
from said power line in Emigration Canyon, Salt Lake County,
Utah, and until the further order of this Commission.

FURTHER ORDERED, that the Public Service Commission
hereby reserves unto itself the right and jurisdietion to hear
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and pass upon the merits of the petition or application of any-
one not a party to the proeeedings herein who may or will
hereafter desire electrical service by means of the extension
line of the Power Company, as hereinbefore authorized, and
upon proper showing made by such applicant or petitioner,
that existing conditions and eircumstances have changed, make
and enter such order or orders as shall be deemed just and
reagonable under the changed conditions and circumstances.

By the Commission,
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN
Acting Secretary.
(Seal)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1831

Tn the Matter of the Application of UTAH POWER AND
LIGHT COMPANY and HEBER LIGHT AND POWER
PLANT for approval of Interchange Power Agreement.

Submitted : January 31, 1936. Dacided: April 23, 1936.
Appearances: ‘
Geo. R. Corey, Attorney, } for the Applicant, U.P. & L. Co.

Geo. B. Stanley, Attorney,] for the Applicant, Heber L. &
{ P.Plant.

REPORT AND ORDER OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission:

The above entitled application of Utah Power & TLight
Company and Heber Light & Power Plant for approval of
Tnterchange Power Agreement was filed with the Commission
on December 31, 1935, and came on regularly for hearing be-
fore the Commission at its office in Salt Liake City, Utah, on
January 81, 1936, after due and legal notice given to inter-
ested parties, Proof of publication of notice of hearing was
filed and made a part of the record, There were no protests
entered against the granting of the application.

From the testimony of record adduced for and in behalf
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of the respective parties, the Commission now finds and re-
ports as follows:

That the Utah Power & Light Company is an electrical
public service corporation organized and existing under and
by virtue of the laws of the State of Maine and duly qualified
to do business in the State of Utah as a foreign corporation to
render electric light and power service to various sections and

inhabitants of the State of Utah.

That Heber Light & Power Plant is a “creature of agree-
ment” between the municipalities of Heber City, Midway, and
Charleston, and owns and operates a certain hydro-electric
power plant near Heber City in ‘Wasateh County, Utah, and
transmission and distribution lines extending from said
plant to and within Heber City, Charleston, and Midway, and
adjoining territory; in Heber Valley, where electricity gener-
ated in said plant is distributed and sold by said Heber Light
& Power Plant. :

That the installed capacity of said Heber Plant is in_ex-
cess of the power requirements thereof and said plant
is desirable of finding a market for the sale of such excess
electrical energy, and also that said Heber Light & Power
Plant desires to protect against service interruptions so as to
provide the voltage frequency regulation for said Heber Light
& Power Plant through the interchange, sale, and /or purchase
of power; that Utah Power & Light Company is In a position
through its interconnected system to absorb the surplusg power
oenerated at said Heber Light & Power Plant, and also is in
a position to supply the latter named ‘plant with additional
clectrical energy at times when the output of said Heber Light
& Power Plant is insufficient or inadequate to supply the re-
quirements of its patrons.

That, subject to the approval of this Commission, said Utah
Power & Light Company and Heber Light & Power Plant have
entered into an Interchange Power Agreement, a copy of which
is attached to application and marked “Exhibit A,” which said
agreement is hereby specifically referred to and made a part
hereof. Under the terms of such agreement, the parties agree
to interchange, purchase, and/or sell electrical power or en-
ergy in aceordance with the terms and provisions of said agree-
ment ; that the approval of gaid Interchange Power Agreement
will be to the mutual advantage of the respective applicants,
and also for the benefit of their respective customers, and that

said agreement should be approved as prayed for. ,
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Now therefore, by reason of the premises and findings
aforesaid,

1T IS HEREBY ORDERED, That the certain agreement
herein referred to as applicants’ “Exhibit A” made and entered
into on October 15, 1935, by and between Ieber Light & Power
Plant and the Utah Power & Light Company, the applicants
herein, be, and the same is hereby approved. :

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
’ THOMAS E: McKAY

. Commissioners.
(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1832

Tn the Matter of the Application: of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to recomstruet the
underpass crossing of the tracks of the Bamberger Electric
Railroad Company on State Road No. 49, at North Farm-
ington, in Davis County, Utah.

Qubmitted : January 29, 1986. Decided: February 29, 1936,
Appearances: ' ’
. C. Knowlton, L for the State Road Commission,

Julian M. Bamberger, | for Bamberger Eleetric R. R. Co.

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission:

The above entitled application of the State Road Com-
mission of Utah was filed with the Public Service Commigsion
on January 8. 1936, and came on regularly for hearing before
the Commission on January 29, 1936, after due and legal notice
given to interested parties. From the records and fileg in the
case, the Commission now finds and reports as follows :

That applicant, State Road Commission of Utah, is an
agent of the State of Utah, authorized by law to construet,
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maintain, and supervise state roads. That at North Farming-
ton Junetion, in Davis County, Utah, State Road No. 49 crosses
under the double track main line of the Bamberger Electric
Railroad Company, (at a point designated as Railroad Engi-
neers’ Station 945-50) through an underpass structure of
legs than minimum requirement for horizontal clearance. That
applicant proposes to relocate, eonstruet, and improve a section
of said State Road No. 49, and in connection therewith to eon-
struct as U. S. Works Program, Project No, W. P. G. 8. 136-A,
an underpass crossing of said railroad immediately north of
the existing structure, and that applicant desires to close the
present underpass structure upon completion of the new, pro-
posed underpass crossing.

That applicant filed a blue-print showing the location of
said state road No. 49 and the point of crossing thereon of the
tracks of the said Bamberger Iilectric Railroad Company, and
the point at which said proposed underpass is to be constructed,
which said blue-print is hereby expressly referred to and made
a part hereof.

That the existing underpass structure has only sixteen feet
horizontal clearance, and that the new proposed structure will
have forty feet horizontal clearance. That the traffic using
State Highway No. 49 is increasing each year, said highway
now having become an important highway for through traffic
between Wyoming points and Salt Lake City, and also for
local traffic hetween Weber County points and Salt Lake City.

That.the State Road Commission of Utah, and the Bamber-
ger Iilectric Railroad Company are preparing an agreement
covering the costs and terms of eonstruction and maintenance
of said proposed underpass, which said agreement will be filed
with this Commission when complete. The record shows that
under the terms of the tentative agreement between the parties,
the entire cost of construction of the underpass will be borne
by the State Road Commission out of funds provided by the
Tederal Government for grade crossing elimination purposes.
The maintenance of the track supporting structure, that is, the
steel members and the ballast, rails, and ties is to be borne in
the future by the Railroad Company, and the maintenance of
the remainder of the structure including the right of way and
abutments is to be borne in the future by the State Road Com-
mission. ' ‘

That the present underpass will be filled in and closed to
highway traffiec upon completion of the proposed new under-
pass for the reason that there will be no neecessity for having
two underpasses at the same point, the new underpass being
approximately 70 feet from the present underpass. ,
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NOW, THEREFORE, by reason of the premises and the
findings aforesaid, the Commission coneludes that the construc-
tion of the proposed underpass will be in the public interest,
and in the interest of safety, and that the application should be
granted authorizing applicant, the State Road Commission of
Utali, to proceed with the construction of said proposed under-
pass crossing.

The Commission retains full jurisdietion in the matter
until . the agreement between the State Road Commission of
Utah and the Bamberger Electric Railroad Company herein-

above referred to is filed with the Commission, and approved
by it.

An appropriate order will follow,

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY
Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODQRE B. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAH, held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on the
29th day of February, 1936.

CASE NO. 1832

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to reconstruct the
underpass erossing of the tracks of the Bamberger Tlectric
Railroad Company on State Road No. 49, at North Farm-
ington, in Davis County, Utah.

This case being at issue upon application on file, and hav-
ing been duly heard and submitted by the parties, and full
investigation of the matters and things involved having been
had, and the Commigsion having, on the date hereof, made
and filed a report containing its findings and conclusions,
which said report is hereby referred to and made a part here-
of,
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IT IS ORDERED, That the application of the State Roal
Commission of Utah for permission to reconstruct the under-
pass crossing of the tracks of the Bamberger Electrie Railroad
Company on State Road No. 49, at North Farmington in Davis
County, Utah, be, and the same is hereby granted.

ORDERED FURTHER, that the existing underpass struc-
ture, upon completion of the proposed structure, be filled in
and abandoned.

ORDERED FURTHER, that this Commission retaing full
jurisdietion in the matter until the agreement between the
State Road Commission of Utah and the Bamberger Blectric
Railroad Company now in course of preparation be filed with
the Commission, and approved by it.

By the Commission.

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN
Acting Secretary.

(Seal)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1832

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OF UTAH for permission to reconstruct the
underpass crossing of the tracks of the Bamberger Elee-
triet Railroad Company on State Road No. 49, at North
Farmington, in Davis County, Utah.

SUPPLEMENTAL REPORT AND ORDER
OF THE COMMISSION

By the Commission:

On February 29, 1936, the Commission issued its Report .
and Order in the above entitled matter granting the applica--

tion of the State Road Commission of Utah for permission to
reconstruct the underpass crossing of the tracks of the Bam-
berger Electric Railroad Company on State Road No. 49,
at- North Farmington, in Davis County, Utah. In said Report
and. Order the Commission retained jurisdietion in the
premises until the filing and approval of an agreement between
the State Road Commission of Utah and the Bamberger Elec-
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tric Railroad Company, covering costs of construction and
maintenance of said proposed underpass.

On April 27,1936, the State Road Commission of Utah filed
with this Commission copy of agreement between the State
Road Commission of Utah and the Bamberger Electric Rail-
road Company covering lease of railroad right of way and
construction and maintenance of said underpass, which said
agreement is hereby expressly referred to and made a part
hereof. The Commission now finds that said agreement is just
and reasonable as between the two parties,

And the Commission now being fully advised in the prem-
ises,

1T IS HEREBY ORDERED, That the said agreement be-
tween the State Road Commission of Utah and the Bamberger
Electric Railroad Company, made and entered into on the 17th
day of April, 1936, covering lease of railroad right of way and
construction and maintenance of North Farmington under-
pass (Project No. W-P-G-M 186-A), be, and the same is hereby
approved.

Dated at Salt Liake City, Utah, this 5th day of May, A. D.
1936.

By the Commission.

(8igned) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS E. McKAY
Commissioners.
(Seal)
Attest:

(Signed) THEODORE . THAIN, Acting Secretary.

CASE NO. 1833

In the Matter of the Application of INTERSTATE TRANSIT
LINES, a corporation, to operate a passenger, express and
mail automobile service between Cedar City and Desert
Mound, Utah.

Submitted : January 27, 1936. Decided : February 3, 1936.

Disposition: Certificate of Convenience and Neeessity No.
449 issued authorizing applicant to operate as a common motor
carrier of passengers, express, and mail between Cedar City
and Desert Mound, Utah.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1834

In the Matter of the Application of UTAH POWER &
LIGHT COMPANY for a Certificate of Convenience and
Necessity to construet, maintain and operate a steam-
electric generating station in Utah County, State of Utah.

Submitted : January 28, 1936. Decided : February 6, 1936.
Appearances: -

Geo. R. Corey, Attorney, } for Applicant,

Heber J. Sears, ¢ for Himself,

REPORT OF THE COMMISSION
By the Commission:

On the 17th day of January, 1936, the Utah Power and
Light Company filed with the Public Service Commission of
Utah a petition for a Certificate of Convenience and Neces-
sity authorizing it to construct, maintain, and operate a steam
electric generating station at or near its Olmsted Plant in Utah
County, Utah. '

Said petition, among other things, sets forth that the
petitioner is the owner of extensive hydro electrie generating
plants and transmission and distribution systems in the State
of Utah; that it has property in Utah of an assessed value in
excess of $15,000,000.00, and is possessed of the financial re-
sources required for the purpose of its application; that the
demands for electrical energy of petitioner’s customers and the
public served by its interconnected power system within the
next year will exceed the supply available from its present
power sources; that in order to meet the existing and growing
demand of its customers and the public, it becomes necessary
to construct the plant or station now petitioned for; that pe-
titioner is lawfully rendering electrical service in Utah County
under a franchise granted by said county February 5, 1917,
which expires May 1, 1966; that petitioner hag secured or
will secure from the county authorities such authorization or

building permits as are required by law or county ordinance; -

that the total cost of construction of said steam generating
plant will be approximately $1,600,000.00; that the petitioner
is a corporation duly organized under the laws of the State of
Maine, and has eomplied with the provisions of the laws of

the State of Utah with respect to foreign corporations doing.

business within the state.
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Said petition came on regularly for hearing before this
Commission, after due notice given, on the 28th day of January,
1936, at the office of the Commission, State Capitol, Salt Lake
City, Utah. No protests nor any objection whatever was filed
or made to the granting of the petition. From the records and
files in the case, and from the evidence introduced for and in
behalf of the petitioner, all of whieh are hereby referred to
and made a part hereof, the Commission finds as follows:

That the petitioner is a foreign corporation duly qualified
and authorized to do business as such in the State of Utah;
that petitioner is now and for many years last past has been
the owner and operator of many hydro eleetric and steam elec-
triec generating plants with transmission lines, interconnected,
serving the public and many Utah industries with electrical
energy for lighting, heating, power and general purposes. That
the power system of the petitioner comprises electric generat-
ing stations and transmission lines established, not only in the
State of Utah, but also in neighboring adjoining states,

That in order to serve the needs and convenience of peti-
tioner’s patrons with electrical energy for general use at the
present time, and in order to adequately. provide for future
growth and demands for service, it becomes necessary for the
petitioner to construet, operate, and maintain an additional
generating plant or station. That in order to meet the require-
ments of the public, and to better subserve the needs and con-
venience of petitioner’s patrons, the construction of an eleetrie
steam generating plant, as petitioned for by the petitioner, in
the immediate vieinity of its Olmsted Plant on the Provo River
in Utah County, State of Utah, to be known as the Provo
Steam Electric Station with a generating capacity of 15,000
kilowatts, becomes necessary.

That the total cost of such a plant as petitioned for will
be approximately $1,600,000.00. That when constructed as pro-
posed by petitioner, it will deliver 18,850 kilowatts, and will
be of the most modern and efficient type of steam electric
generating plant. The petitioner proposes to let the comnstrue-
tion of the same to the lowest responsible bidders, bidding to
be competitive, the construction work to begln at once, That
when said plant is consirueted and placed in operation, it
will enable the petitioner to more efflclently and economically
serve its Utah patrons, more especially* in the territory tribu-
tary thereto.

From the foregoing findings, and from the records and
files in the case, all of which are hereby referred to and made
a part hereof, the Commission concludes and decides that the
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petition of the Utah Power and Light Company to construct
the steam electric generating station applied for in its petition
herein should be granted.

An appropriate order will follow.

(Signed) B. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS . McKAY
Commissioners.

(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.

ORDER

At a Session of the PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF
UTAH held at its office in Salt Lake City, Utah, on the
6th day of February, 1936.

s

CASE NO. 1834

In the Matter of the Application of UTAH POWER &
- LIGHT COMPANY for a Certificate of Convenience and
Necessity to construet, maintain and operate a steam-
electric generating station in Utah County, State of Utah.

CERTIFICATE OF CONVENIENCE AND NECESSITY
No. 450.

This matter being at issue upon petition on file, and full
investigation of the matters and things involved having been
made, and the Commission having on the date hereof, made
and filed a report containing its findings whiceh report is here-
by referred to and made a part hereof:

IT IS ORDERED, That the petition be granted, and
petitioner, Utah Power and Light Company, be, and it is here-
by authorized to constzuct, maintain and operate a steam elec-
tric generating plant or station, (Prove Steam Electriec Sta-
tion) on the Provo River at or near petitioner’s Olmsted Hydro
Tlectric Plant in Utah County, State of Utah, and this shall be
its authority therefor. -

ORDERED FURTHER, That in the construction of such
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steam plant the same shall be let to the lowest responsible bid-
ders, the bidding therefor to be competitive.

ORDERED FURTHER, That in the construction, mainten-
ance, and operation of such steam electric generating station,
the petitioner, Utah Power & Light Company, shall conform
to the statutes of the State of Utah, and to the rules and regu-
lations of the Commission.

ORDERED FURTHER, That construction of said generat-
ing station be commenced and proceeded with, without any
unnecessary delay.

By the Commission.

(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN
Acting Secretary.

(Seal)

CASE NO. 1835

In the Matter of the Application of RISS AND COMPANY,
INC., for a license to operate as a common motor carrier
of property in interstate commerce via the following
routes:

ROUTE No. 1: From Utah-Colorado Line to Ogden, Utah,
via U, 8. Highway No. 50, U. S, 89, Utah 8, and U. S. 91
ROUTE No. 2: From Utah-Wyoming Line to Salt Lake
City, via U. 8. 30-8, U. 8. 530, and U. S. 40. -

ROUTE No. 3: From Utah-Wyoming Line to Ogden, Utah,
via T. S. 30-S.

Submited: January 27, 1936, Decided : February, 14, 1936.

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No, 101 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a common motor earrier of
property over the following described routes within the State
of Utah:

ROUTE No. 1: From the Utah-Colorado State Idne to
Ogden. Utah, via U. 8. Highway No. 50 to Thistle, Utah;
U. S. Highway No. 50, U. 8., Highway No. 89, and Utah High-
way No. 8 from Thistle to Provo (alternate routes via either
Spanish Fork or Mapleton) and via U, S. Highway No. 91
from Provo to Ogden, Utah.,

"ROUTE No. 2: From the Ttah-Wyoming State Line to
Salt Liake City via U, S. Highway No. 80-8 from the Utah-
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Wyoming Line to Echo Junction, via U. 8. Highway No. 530
from Echo Junetion to Kimball’s Junection, and via U. 8. High-
way No. 40 from Kimballs Junetion to Salt Lake City, Utah.

ROUTE No. 8: From the Utah-Wyoming State Line to
Ogden, Utah, via U. 8. Highway No. 30-5. :

CASE NO. 1836

In the Matter of the Application of MONTANA PACIFIC
TRANSPORT, INC. to discontinue opérations of a motor
freight truck line between Salt Lake City, Utah, and the
Utah-Idaho State Line in interstate commerce under Inter-
state Carrier License No, 49, and of W. W. McCann to as-
sume said operations.

Submitted : February 13, 1936. Decided: April 10, 1936.

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No. 49 previously
issued to Montana Pacific Transport, Ine. cancelled and Inter-
state Carrier License No. 104 issued authorizing W. W.
McCann to operate as a common motor carrier of property in
interstate commerce between Salt Lake City, Utah and the
Utah-Tdaho State Line, via Highways Nos. U. S. 91, U-4l,
and U. S. 30-S.

CASE NO. 1837

In the Matter of the Application of I. SANDER for a permit
‘to operate as a contract motor carrier of property between
Provo and Vernal, Utah, via Highway No, 40. ,

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1838

In the Matter of the Application of M. R. CAMERON and
TARTH CAMERON fof a certificate of convenience and
" necessity to operate as a common motor carrier of property
between Salt Lake City, Utah, and Kanab, Escalante, and
Tenrieville, via U. 8. Highway No. 91, U-28, U. S. 89,
U-22 and U-b4, serving the intermediate points of June-
tion, Circleville. Panguiteh, Hatch, Glendale, Orderville,
Mt. Carmel, Mt. Carmel Junetion, Kanab, Kingston, An-
timony, Widtsoe, Escalante, Ruby’s Inn, Tropie, Cannon-
ville, and Henrieville, Utah,

Submitted : March 11, 1936. Decided: March 27, 1936.

Disposition: Certificate of Convenience and Necessity
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No. 451 issued on March 27, 1936 ; supplemental order issued
on April 1, 1936; and a further supplemental order issued on
April 6, 1936, setting forth the route over which applicants may
operate. The supplemental order dated April 6, 1936, provides
that said applicants may operate as a common motor carrier
of property in intrastate commerce over the following des-
cribed routes: ‘

: 1

Between Salt Lake City and Panguitch, Utah, via
Highways Nos. U. 8. 91, U-28, and U. 8. 89, excluding
all local service between Salt Liake City and Marysvale
and intermediate points, but including loeal service to all
intermediate points between Marysvale and Panguiteh;
and local serviee between Marysvale and all intermediate
points between Marysvale and Panguiteh via U, S, 89,

And also between Salt Lake City and Kingston, Anti-
mony, Asoris, Widtsoe, Hscalante, and Ruby’s Inn, via
Highways U. 8. 91, U-28, U. 8. 89, U-22, U-23, and U-12,
excluding all loeal service between Salt Lake City and
Marysvale and intermediate points; and between Marys-
vale and Kingston, Antimony, Asoris, Widtsoe, Escalante,
and Ruby’s Inn, via Highways U. 8. 89, U-22, U-23, and
U-12, :

CASE NO. 1839

In the Matter of the Application of FULLER-TOPONCE
TRUCK COMPANY for a certificate of convenience and
necessity to operate as a common motor carrier of property
in intrastate commerce between Salt Lake City, Utah, and
the Utah-Idaho State Line over and upon Highways Nos.
U. 8. 91 and Utah State 101 and 61 serving the inter-
wediate points of North Ogden, Pleasant View, Willard,
Perry, Brigham, Mantua, Wellsville, Hyrum, Millville,
Providence, Loogan, North Logan, Hyde Park, Smithfield,
Richmond, Lewiston, and also between all points on T. S.
91 and Utah State 101 and 61 and all points on U. 8. No.
30-5 (Brigham to Tremonton) and on Utah State No. 41
between Tremonton and Utah-Idaho State Line,

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1840

In the Matter of the Application of WILFORD FLUCKIGER
for a license to operate as a eommon motor carrier of
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property between Star Valley, Wyoming and Salt Lake
City, Utah, via Highways Nos. 91, 3, 30-3, and 89. -

Submitted : April 10, 1936 Decided : June 12, 1936

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No, 106 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a common motor carrier of
property between the Utah-Wyoming State Line and Salt Lake
City, Utah, via the following deseribed route:

Trom Utah-Wyoming State Line to Randolph, Utah,
via U. 8. 89; from Randolph, Utah, to Ogden, via U. S. 89
and U. 8. 30-8; from Ogden to Salt Lake City, via U. 8. 91.

CASE NO. 1841

Tn the Matter of the Application of R. A. COLLETT for a per-
mit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property in
intrastate commerce between Park Valley, Utah, Kelton,
and Salt Lake City, Utah, via Highways Nos. 83, 70, 30-S,
91, and county roads.

Disposition: Order issued March 18, 1936 denying and dis-
missing application.

CASE NO. 1842

In the Matter of the Application of GARRETT TRANSFER
AND STORAGE CO., INC,, for authority to consolidate
ity operating licenses in Utah under one license.

Disposition: Order issued March 28, 1936, dismissing ap-
plication without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1843

In the Matter of the Application of UTAH POWER & LIGHT
COMPANY for a certificate of convenience and necessity
to exercise the rights and privileges conferred by fran-
chise granted by the Town of Sunset, Davis County, Utah.

Submitted: April 9, 1936. ' Decided: April 23, 1936.

Disposition: Certificate of Convenience and Necessity No.
452 issued authorizing applicant to exercise the rights and
privileges conferred by franchise granted by the Town of Sun-
set, Davis County, Utah.
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CASE NO. 1844

In the Matter of the Application of OSMOND C. HANSEN,

d.b.a. WASATCH TRUCKING COMPANY, for a permit
to operate as a contract motor carrier of property includ-
ing gilsonite between Pariette Mine and Heber City, Utah,
via Highway No. 40,

Submitted : April 10, 1936, Decided : June 8, 1936.

Disposition: Contract Carrier Permit No. 131 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a contract motor carrier in
intrastate commerce for the transportation of gilsonite and
other property for the Pariette Gilsonite Company between the
Pariette Gilsonite Company Mine (situated at a point off
U. 5. Highway No. 40 near Myton, Utah) and Heber City, Utah,
via a county or other road and U. 8. Highway No. 40,

CASE NO. 1845

In the Matter of the Application of I. A, TAYLOR for a license
to operate as a common motor carrier of property between
Utah-Tdaho State Line and Utah-Wyoming State Line, via
Highways Nos. 91 and 30-S.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1846

In the Matter of the Application of the TOWN OF MOAB,
GRAND COUNTY, UTAH, a municipal corporation, for
permission to sell water to residents outside of the boun-
daries of Moab.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1847
In the Matter of Application of WILSON J. SMITH for a
' permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
in intrastate commerce between Liark, Utah, and Butter-
field Canyon and Bingham Canyon, over and upon High-
way No. 48.
(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1848

In the Matter of Application of J. CLAUD HICKEN & SON
for a certificate of convenience and . necessity to operate
as a eommon motor carrier of property in intrastate com-
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merce between Salt Lake City, Provo, and Heber City,
Utah, over and upon Highways Nos. 91, 89, and 40, serv-
ing the intermediate points of Charleston and Midway,
Utah.

' (PENDING)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1849

In the Matter of the Application of GEORGE A. SIMS and
MIL/TON K. SIMS doing business as the SALT LAKE
TRANSFER COMPANY for a permit to operate ag a con-
tract motor carrier of property in intrastate commerce.

It appearing from the application on file in this matter,
that the applicant was on March 15, 1933, and had been for a
period of forty years prior thereto, engaged in the business
of a contract carrier, and that since the advent of motor trans-
portation, the applicant has been a contract motor carrier as
defined by statute, operating over all of the highways of the
State of Utah, and it further appearing that since March 15,
1983, applicant has been operating over all of the highways
of the State of Utah on temporary permits, and that in each of
the later cases, applicant has obtained a permit for such trip
and has constantly maintained with the Commission the insur-
ance required by statute and has paid all ton-mile taxes and
all license fees,

And it further appearing that applicant has been engaged
in hauling on the highways of the state all types of merchan-
dise, machinery, and material,

And it further appearing from. an investigation of the
records of this Commission that some of the permits issued to

the applicant are as set forth in paragraph 8-b of the appli-

cation,

And it further appearing to the Commission that applicant
ig a contract motor carrier as defined in Chapter 65 of the Ses-
sion Laws of Utah, 1985, and that applicant is one of those
contract motor carriers referred to in the first paragraph of
sSection 9 of the said Chapter, and that due and legal proof
has been submitted to this Commission by the applicant of
these facts,

T e i e e LT
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NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED:

That George A. Simg and Milton K. Sims, a co-partnership,
d/b/a Salt Lake Transfer Company, be, and they are hereby
granted CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO. 125 authorizing
them to operate over all of the highways of the State of Utah
as a contract motor.carrier of such merchandise, machinery
and materials as they may have occasion to carry in the course
of their buiness.

And, it is further ordered, that applicant shall maintain
on file with the Commission the necessary ingurance and bonds
as required by law and that applicant shall at all times operate
in accordance with the Statutes of the State of Utah and the
rules and regulations required by the Public Service Commis-
sion of Utah, governing the operation of contract motor car-
riers over the publiec highways of the State of Utah, and this
order shall be, and is their authority therefor,

Dated at Salt Lake City, Utah, this 8rd day of April, 1936,
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

By (Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN,
Acting Secretary.

CASE NO. 1849

In the Matter of the Application of GEORGE A. SIMS and
MITITON K. SIMS, doing business as the SALT LAKE
TRANSFER COMPANY, for a permit to operate as a con-
tract motor carrier of property in intrastate commerce.
(Petitions for Reconsideration and Rehearing.)

Disposition: Orders issued on May 11, 1986, denying the
respective applications of Salt Lake & Utah Railroad Com-
pany, B. L. Ball, Receiver; Railway Express Agency, a cor-
poration; Julian M. Bamberger and Lahman V., Bower, Re-
ceivers of the Bamberger Electric Railroad Company, a cor-
poration ; Salt Lake & Ogden Transportation Company, a cor-
poration; Joseph J. Milne Truck Line, Ine., a corporation;
Moab Garage Company, a corporation; Sterling Transportation
Company, a corporation; The Utah-Idaho Central Railroad
Company, a corporation; Fuller-Toponce Truck Company, a
eorporation; Union Pacific Railroad Company, a corporation;
and Wilson MeCarthy and Henry Swan, Trustees of The Den-
ver and Rio Grande Western Railroad Company; and the Rio
(Grande Motor Way, Inc., a corporation, for reconsideration
and rehearing in said matter.
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CASE NO. 1850

In the Matter of the Application of K. R. JOIINSON for a
license to operate as a common motor carrier of property
in interstate commerce between the Utah-Idaho State Line
and Salt Lake City, Utah, enroute to and from Twin Falls,
Idaho, via Highways D Nos, 30-S and 91,

Submitted: April 24, 1936. Decided : June 9, 1936.

Disposition: Interstate Carrier Iicense No. 110 issued au-
thorizing applicant to operate as a common motor carrier of
property in interstate commerce between the Utah-Idaho State
Line and Salt Lake City, Utah, via Highways Nos, U, 8. 30-S
and U. S. 91,

CASE NO. 1851

In the Matter of the Application of L, T, COWLES and F. J.
" MUNSON for a permit to operate as contract motor car-
riers of property in intrastate commerce between Salt Lake
City and Escalante and from Egscalante to Marysvale,
Utah, via Highways Nos. 91, 89, 22, and 28,

Disposition: Order issued May. 27, 1986, dismissing appli-
cation without pre;]udlee

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH
CASE NO, 1852

' Tn the Matter of the Application of JOSEPH ANDREW MOL-

LERUP, d/b/a MOLLERUP MOVING AND STORAGE
CO. for a permlt to operate as a contract motor carrier
of property in intrastate commerce,

ORDER

It appearing from the application on file in this matter
that Joseph Andrew Mollerup, d/b/a Mollerup Moving and
Storage Company, whose business address is 155 South West
Temple Street, Salt Lake Glty, Utah, was on March 15,
1933, and has been for a period of forty-five years prior
thereto, engaged in the business of a contraet carrier, and
that since the advent of motor transportation, the apphcant
has been a contract motor carrier ag defined bv statute, oper-
ating over all of the highways of the State of Utah; and

A4
i
H
4
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It further appearing that sinece June 26, 1933, applicant

has been operating over all of the highways of the State of
Utah under authority of temporary permits and licenses issued
by this Commission, and that in each of the latter cases, appli-
cant has obtained a permit for such trip, and has' constantly
maintained with the Commission the insurance required by
statute, and has paid all ton-mile taxes and all license fees;
and,

It further appearing that applicant has been engaged in
hauling on the highways of the state all types of household
goods, office furniture, store fixtures, theatre supplies and
equipment; and,

It further appearing from an investigation of the records
of this Commission that all of the permits issued to applicant
covering the transportation set forth in paragraph three above
are on file and of record in the office of the Commission; and,

It further appearing to the Commission that applicant is
a contract motor carrier as defined in Chapter 65 of the Ses-
sion Laws of Utah, 1985, and that apphcant is one of those
contract motor carriers referred to in the first paragraph of
Section 9 of the said Chapter, and that due and legal proof has
been submitted to this Commission by the applicant of these
faets.

THEREFORE, IT' IS ORDERED, that Joseph Andréw
Molerup, d/b/a Mollelup Moving and Storage Company, be,
and he is hereby granted

CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO. 126

authorizing him to operate over all of the highways of the State

of Utah, ag a contraet motor earrier of used household goods,

office furniture, store fixtures, theatre supplies, and equip-
ment, as he may have oceasion to carry in the course of his
business.

ORDERED FURTHER, that applicant shall maintain on
file with the Commission the necessary insurance as required
by law, and copy of his tariff schedule showing rates, rules,

and regulations; and that he shall operate at all times in

aceordance with the statutes of the State of Utah, and the
rules and regulations preseribed by the Public Service Com-
mission of Utah governing the operation of contract motor
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carriers over the public highways of the State of Utah, and
this Order shall be, and is his authority therefor.

Dated at Salt Lake City, Utah, this 13th day of April,
1936.

PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAILL
By (Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN,
Acting Secretary.
(Seal) !

CASE NQO. 1853

In the Matter of the Application of R. A, BLASER for a li-
cense to operate as a contract motor carrier of property
in interstate commerce between the Utah-Idaho State Line
and Ogden, Utah, via Highways Nos. 30-S and 91.

Submitted : April 24, 1936. Decided: June 26, 1936.

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No. 109 issued au-

thorizing applicant to operate as a contract motor carrier of -

property in interstate commerce for the Globe Grain & Milling
Company only, between the Utah-Idaho State Line and Ogden,
Utah, via Highways Nos. U. S. 30-S and U. S. 91.

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

CASE NO. 1854

In the Matter of the Application of HADLEY TRANSEFER
AND STORAGE COMPANY for a permit to operate as a
contract motor carrier of passengers or property in intra-
state commerece.

ORDER

The application of Hadley Transfer and Storage Company,
a corporation of the State of Utah, coming on for hearing and
consideration before the Public Service Commission of the
State of Utah, and it appearing from the application on file
in said matter that the applicant was, on March 15, 1933, and
has been for a period of some thirty years prior thereto en-
gaged in the business of a contract carrier, That since the
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advent of motor transportation the applicant has been a con-
tract motor carrier as defined by the laws of the State of
Utah, operating over the highways of said State.

And it further appearing that since the 15th day of March, |

1933, the applicant has been operating and conducting its bus-
iness over the highways of the State of Utah on temporary
permits secured from the above entitled Commission and that
in each of said cases the applicant has obtained a permit for
each trip and has constantly maintained with the Commission
the insurance required by the State of Utah and has paid all
ton-mile taxes and all license fees;

And it also further appearing that the applicant has been
engaged in hauling on the highways of the State of Utah with
its equipment all types of merchandise, machinery and ma-
terials and that attached to said application is a list of the
various destinations within said State to which and from which
gaid applicant has hauled merchandise pursuant to permits
issued by the above entitled Commission, together with a sched-
ule of equipment owned and operated by said applicant,
coupled with a financial statement of said applicant, and that
upon examination thereof by the Commission and the Commis-
sion so finds that applicant is a contract motor carrier as
defined by Chapter 65, of the Session Laws of Utah, 1935, and
has been prior to March 15, 1933, and now is operating its
motor -vehicles and transporting merchandise, personal prop-
erty, machinery and materialg upon all of the highways of the
State of Utah and that due and legal proof has been offered
and submitted to the above entitled Commission by the appli-
cant of these facts, and the Commission being fully advised in
the premises,

IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that Hadley Transfer
and Storage Company, a corporation of the State of Utah, be,
and they are hereby granted CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT
NO 127, authorizing it to operate on and over all of the high-
ways of the State of Utah as-a contract motor carrier of ma-
terials, personal property, merchandise and machinery of all
types and kinds which it has oceasion to carry in the course
of its business.

1T I8 FURTHER ORDERED that applicant shall main-
tain on file with the Commission the necessary insurance and
bond as required by law, and that applicant shall at all times
operate in accordance with the laws of the State of Utah, made
and provided in such cases, and the rules and regulations re-
quired by the Public Service Commission of Utah governing
the operation of contract motor carriers over the public high-
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ways of the State of Utah, and that same shall take effect
immediately upon the signing of this order,
Dated at Salt Lake City, Utah, this 18th day of April, 1936.
PUBLIC SERVICHE COMMISSION OF UTAH,

By (Signed) TIILODORD E. THAIN,
Acting Secretary

(Seal)

CARBE NO. 1855

In the Matter of the Application of Ii. M. (JRAGUN for a li-
cense to operate as a common motox carrier of property in
interstate commerce between Salt Lake City and the Utah-
Wyoming State Line, via Highways Nos. 30-8 and 91.

(PLNDING)
BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH
CASE NO. 1856

In the Matter of the Application of RULON C, ASIIWORTII

d/b/a ASHWORTH TRANSFER COMPANY, for a per-
mit to operate as a contract motor carrier of propelty in
intrastate commerce.

ORDER

It appearing from the application on file in this matter
that Rulon C. Ashworth, d/b/a Ashworth Transfer Com-
pany, whose address is Rear 28 South West Temple, Salt
Lake City, Utah, was on March 15, 1988, and had been for a
period of many years prior thereto, eng aged in the business of
a contract carrier, and that since the advent of motor trans-
portation, the applicant has been a contract motor carrier as
defined by statute, operating over all of the highways of the
State of Utah; and

It further appearing that sinece June 26, 1933, applicant
has been operating over all of the hlghways of the State of
Utah under authority of temporary per mits and licenses issued
by this Commission, and that in each case applicant has ob-
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tained a permit or license for such trlp, and has constantly
maintained with the Commission the insurance required by
statute, and has paid all ton-mile taxes and all license fees
due the State of Utah; and,

It further appearing that applicant has been engaged in
hauling on the highways of the state all types of heavy ma-
chinery and road building material and equipment; and,

Tt further appearing from an 1nve%t1gat10n of the records
of this Commlsmon that all of the permits and licenses issued
to applicant covering the transpmtatmn set forth in paragraph
three above are on file and of record in the office of the Com-
mission; and,

It further appearing to the Commission that applicant is
a contract motor carrier as defined in Chapter 656 of the Ses-
sion Laws of Utah, 1985, and that applicant is one of those
contract motor carriers referred to in the first paragraph of
Section 9 of the said Chapter, and that due and legal proof has
been submitted to this Commission by the applicant of these
facts.

THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED, that Rulon C. Ashworth,
d/b/a Ahworth Transfer Company, be, and he is hereby
granted

CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO. 128

authomzmg him to operate over all of the highways of the State
of Utah as a contract motor carrier of heavy machinery and
road building material and equipment, as he may have oc-
casion to carry in the course of his business.

ORDERED FURTHER, that applicant shall maintain on
file with the Commission the necessary insurance as required
by law, and copy of his tariff schedule showing rates, 1111@5, and
remulatlons and that he shall operate at a]] times in accord-
ance with the statutes of -the State of Utah, and the rules and
regulations prescribed by the Public Service Commission of
Utah governing the operation of contract motor carriers over
the public highways of the State of Utah, and this Order shall
be, and is his authority therefor.

Dated at Salt Lake City, Utah, this 16th day of April, 1936.
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH,

y (Signed) THEODORE E, THAIN,

Acting Secretary.
(Seal)
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CASE NO. 1857
In the Mater of the Application of J. W, AULT for a permit to
operate as a contract motor carrier of property in intra-
state commerce between various points in Utah, via all
highways in the State of Utah,

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1858

In the Matter of the Application of EMERALD L. COX to
operate as a contract motor carrier of property (ore and
timber) between Utah Southern Mining Co. properties
and Cedar City, Utah, via Highways Nos. 89 and 91,
Digposition: Order issued May 27, 1936, dismissing appli-

cation without prejudice.

CASE NO. 1859

In the Matter. of the Application of THOMAS C. WARNER,
d/b/a COLE TRANSFER & STORAGE OOMPANY
for a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier
of property between Ogden, Utah, and Utah State Lines,
via all highways in Utah.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1860

In the Matter of the Application of ACE TANK LINE COM-
PANY for a license to operate ag a common motor carrier
of property between the Utah-Nevada State Line and Salt
Lake City, Utah, via Highways Nos, 40 and 50,

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1861

In the Matter of the Application of OGDEN TRANSFER
AND STORAGE COMPANY for a permit to operate as
a contract motor carrier of property in 111t1astate com-
merce over all highways of the State.

(PENDING)

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTATI
CASE NO. 1862 '

UTAH LAKE DISTRIBUTING COMPANY, et al., Complain-
ants, vs. Utah Power & Light Company, Defendant. .
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ORDER

Application having been made for an order extending the
terms of order of March 29, 1922, Case No. 441, the rates or
charges for pumping purposes to and until October 81, 1936;

IT IS ORDERED, that rates or charges for pumping pur-
poses as covered by order dated March 29, 1922, in Case No.
441, be in effect until October 31, 1936.

By the Commission. '

Dated at Salt Lake City, Utah, this 23rd day of April,
A. D. 1936.

(Signed) E. E. CORFMAN
THOMAS B. McKAY
" Commissioners,
(Seal)
Attest:
(Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN, Acting Secretary.,

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAIL

CASE NO. 1863

In the Matter of the Application of JOHIN M. MURPHY, d/b/a
Alex Pickering Transfer Company for a permit to oper-
ate as a contraet motor carrier of property in intrastate
commerce on occasional hauls over the highways of the
State of Utah.

ORDER

On the 23rd day of April, 1936, application was made by
John M. Murphy of Salt Liake City, Utah, doing business under
the name and style of Alex Pickering Transfer Company for
a permit to operate motor vehicles in the transportation of
property on occasional hauls over the highways of the State
of Utah between Salt Lake City and Ogden, Arthur, Brigham
City, Cache Junction, Copperton, Kanab, Layton. Murray,
Pinecrest, Park City, Provo, Sandy, Spanish Fork, Tooele,
and Woods Cross, and other points served by him on March
15, 1938, and prior thereto, as a contract motor carrier in intra-
state commerce, as defined by Chapter 65, Laws of Utah, 1935.

The said applicant has placed on file in the office of the-
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Public Service Commission of Utah a personal liability insur-
ance policy, a property damage insurance policy, and a cargo
insurance policy, as provided for in Section 18 of said Chapter
65, Laws of Utah, 1985.

And it being made to further appear that the applicant
has been engaged in hauling on the highways of the State of
Utah with his equipment all types of merchandise, machinery,
and materials as a contract motor carrier as afore-mentioned,
and is now operating his motor vehicles over the highways of
this state for the transportation of property, and was so doing
prior to Mareh 81, 1933, and that said applicant has at all times
in said operations conformed with the Statutes of the State of
Utah, and is now so doing; now, therefore,

IT IS ORDERED that said applicant, John M. Murphy,
d/b/a Alex Pickering Transfer Company, be and he is hereby
granted

CONTRACT CARRIER PERMIT NO. 130

authorizing him to operate on and over all the highways of
the State of Utah as a contract motor earrier of all kinds of
personal property including merchandise, machinery, and other
property which he has occasion to carry in the course of the
conduct of his said transportation business.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED, that the applicant shall
keep and maintain on file with the Commission the necessary
insurance and bond as required by law, and that applicant shall
at all times operate in aceordance with the laws of the State
of Utah as made and provided in such cases, and the Rules and
Regulations of the Public Service Commission of Utah govern-
ing the operation of contract motor carriers over the public

highways of the State of Utah, and the same shall take effect

immediately upon.the signing of this order.
Dated at Salt Lake City, Utah, this 16th day of May, 1936.
PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH.
(Seal , By (Signed) THEODORE E. THAIN,

Acting Secretary.

CASE NO. 1864

~ In the Matter of the Application of HEMMINGSEN & REED

fqr a permit to operate as a contract motor carrier of
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property in intrastate commerce between Lark and Salt
Lake City, Utah, via Highways Nos. 48 and 91,

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1865

In the Matter of the Investigation of the Practice of the Utah
POWER & LIGHT COMPANY, an electrical corporation,
imposing a penalty charge against its patrons for failure
to make prompt payments of charges for electrical energy.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1866

Tn the Matter of the Investigation of the Practice of the
MOUNTAIN FUEL SUPPLY COMPANY, a gas corpora-
tion, imposing a penalty charge against its patrons for
faﬂure to make prompt payments of charges for gas,

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1867

In the Matter of the Application of ARROWHEAD FREIGHT
LINES, L'TD. for a certificate of convenience and neces-
sity to operate as a common motor earrier of property in
intrastate commerce, between Salt Lake City and Cedar
City and St. George, Utah, over and upon Highways Nos.
U. S. 91 serving the intermediate points of Cedar City and
all points south of Cedar City to and including St. George,
Utah.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1868

Tn the Matter of the Application of Ivin H. Winn, d/b/a
WINN’S TRUCK LINE, for a license to operate as a com-
mon motor carrier of propelty in interstate commerce be-
tween Salt Liake City and the Utah-Idaho Line, enroute to
T\7}\7@1&@ Tdaho, via Highways Nos. U. 8. 91, U, S 30-S, and

41,

Disposition: Order issued May 27, 1936, dismissing appli-
cation without prejudice.
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CASIE NO. 1869

In the Matter of the Application of ST. JOSEPH WATER
AND IRRIGATION COMPANY to withdraw service from
a portlon of the territory now served by this Company.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1870

In the Matter of the Application of PARK-VALLEY-RO-
SETTE TELEPHONE COMPANY to increase its rates.
(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1871

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION of Utah for permission to replace the existing
grade crossing of the transfer track of the Salt Liake &
Utah Railroad Company, of the two main line tracks of
The Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad Company,
and of the main track of Provo Branch of the Los
Angeles and Salt Liake Railroad Company on West Center
btreet in Provo, Utah County, Utah, with an overhead
crossing.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1872

In the Matter of the Application of the STATE ROAD COM-
MISSION OIF UTAH for permission to construet, in place
of the ex1st1ng grade erossing, an underpass crossing of
the main line tracks and freight tracks of The Denver &
Rio Grande Western Raﬂroad Company on Janet Street,
in Municipal Limits of Helper City, in Carbon County,
Utah,

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1873

In the Matter of the Application of GLEN HEATON for a
license to operate as a contract motor carrier of prop-
erty in interstate commerce.

Disposition: Interstate Carrier License No. 105 issued
May 7, 1936, authorizing applicant to operate as a econtract
motor carrier in interstate commerce of gasoline and other
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petroleum produets for the Standard Oil Company of Calif-
ornia between the Utah-Arizona State Line and Cedar City and
Alton Junetion, via Highways Nos. U. 8. 91, U-15, and U. 8.
89. ‘

CASE NO, 1874

In the Matter of the Application of JOHN RASMUSSEN op-
erating under the name and style of RASMUSSEN

TRUCKING to discontinue operations of common motor '

carrier of property in interstate commerce between Salt
Lake City, Utah and the Utah-Nevada State Line, etc.
under Interstate Carrier License No. 27 and of PACIFIC
INTERMOUNTAIN EXPRESS, a corporation, to assume
said operations. '

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1875

In the Matter of the Application UTAH POWER & LIGHT
COMPANY for a Certificate of Convenience and Neces-
sity to exercise the rights and privileges conferred by
franchise granted by the Town of Plymouth, Box Elder
-County, Utah.

Submitted: June 1, 1936. Deeided : June 11, 1936.

Disposition: Certificate of Convenience and Necessity
No. 453 issued authorizing applicant to exercise the rights
and privileges eonferred by franchise granted by the Town
of Plymouth, Box Elder County, Utah.

CASE NO, 1876

Tn the Matter of the Application of THOMAS D. LEAVITT,
JR., for a license to operate as a common motor carrier
of property in interstate commerce between Salt Lake
City, Utah, and Los Angeles, California, via Highway No.
91.

Disposition: Order issued June 10, 1936, dismissing ap-
plication with prejudice.

CASE NO. 1877

Tn the Matter of the Application of HALLEY THOMAS for
a license to operate as a contract motor carrier of prop-
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erty in interstate commerce, between Rochester, Nevada,
and Midvale, Utah, over and upon Highways Nos. 40 and
50.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1878

In the Matter of the Application of DAVE ROBERTS for
a license to operate as a contract motor carrier of prop-
erty in interstate commerce between Tonopah, Nevada,
and vieinity and Utah Smelters, via Highways Nos. 40
and 50,

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1879

In the Matter of the Application of BURLINGTON TRANS-
PORTATION COMPANY for a certificate of convenience
and necessity to operate as a common motor carrier in
the carrying of newspapers to subseribers or distributors
in intrastate commerce, over U. 8. Highway No. 91, Utah
State Highway No. 49, U. S. Highway No. 30-S, and U, 8.

Highway No. 40.
(PENDING)

CASE NO, 1880

In the Matter of the Application of GEORGE MAYCOCK
MOTOR COMPANY for a permit to operate as a contract
motor ecarrier of property between Salt Liake City and
Moon Lake, Utah, over and upon Highways Nos, U. S.
91, U. 8. 89, and U. S. 40, and Unnumbered county road.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1881

Tn the Matter of the Application of the ST. JOSEPH WATER
& TRRIGATION COMPANY for permission to exclude
from service a certain territory in North Salt Lake City,
Davis County, Utah.

(PENDING)
CASE NO. 1882

Tn the Matter of the Application of WILLIAM B. PATTER-
SON for a license to operate as a contract motor carrier
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of property in interstate commerce between Salt Lake

City ‘and the Utah-Nevada State Line en route to Tono-

| pah and Oreana, Nevada Districts, via Highways Nos. 40
; and. 50.
, (PENDING)

CASE NO. 1883

Tn the Matter of the Application of UTAH LIGHT & TRAC-
TION COMPANY to substitute automobile bus serviee
for street car serviee on its Hast Third South-State Cap-
itol Line, and to remove certain of its street car tracks
in Salt Lake City. (Routes 6 and 23).

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1884

In the Matter of the Application of DUANE VOGLER to
discontinue operations of a motor freight truck line be-
tween Salt Lake City, Utah, and Ogden, Utah, and the
the Utah-Wyoming Line in interstate commerce under
Tnterstate Carrier License No. 5 and of Red Line Trans-
port, Inc. to assume said operations. :

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1885

In the Matter of the Application of PACIFIC GREYHOUND
LINES, INC. to operate an intrastate passenger and light
express service between Salt Lake City and the Nevada-
Utah State Line, west of Wendover and all intermediate
points, via U. S. Highway No. 40 through Saltair and
Grantsville.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1886

Tn the Matter of the Application of COLORADO-WYOMING
EXPRESS, INC., a Wyoming corporation, for a license
to operate as a common motor carrier of property in
Tnterstate Commerce between Salt Lake City and the
Ttah-Wyoming State Line, via Highways 30-S and 91;
also optionally via U. S. 49 and 30-S, (Farmington cut-off

route). .
(PENDING) -
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CASE NO. 1887

In the Matter of the Application of CONTRACT CARRIER,
INC,, for a license to operate as a contract motor carrier
of property in interstate commerce between Santa Clara,
Utah, and the Utah-Arizona Line, via Highway No, 91.

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1889

In the Matter of the Application of NREPHI NEILSON to
discontinue operations of an automobile stage line be-
tween Salt Lake City and Brighton, Utah, and of the
UTAH TRANSPORTATION COMPANY to assume said
operations,

Submitted: June 30, 1936, Decided: June 30, 1936.

Disposition: Certificate of Convenience and Necessity
No. 267 previously issued to Nepli Neilson in Case No. 889
cancelled, and,

* Certificate of Convenience and Necessity No, 454 issued
authorizing Utah Transportation Company to assume the op-
eration of a motor transport line between Salt Liake City
and Brighton, Utah, for the transportation of passengers and
freight.

CASE NO. 1890
In the Matter of the Application of LIEWIS JOHNSON for

a permit to operate as a contract motor earrier of prop-.

erty in intrastate commerce between Ogden, Utah, and
Morgan, Utah, via Highway No. 30-8.
(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1891

In the Matter of the Application of TSREAL, THOMPSON
SMTITH for a license to operate as a common motor car-
rier of property in interstate commerce between Salt Lake
City., Clearfield. Ogden, Brigham. Tremonton, Smithfield,
Utah, and the Utah-Idaho State Line, via Highways No.
91, 30-S and 41. _

’ (PENDTNG)
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CASE NO. 1892

In the Matter of the Application of UTAH POWER & LIGHT
COMPANY for a certificate .of convenience and neces-
sity to exercise the rights and privileges conferred by
franchise granted by the Town of Woods Cross, Davis

County, Utah
(PENDING)

CASE NO, 1893

In the Matter of the Application of EUCALYPTUS WOOD
COMPANY for a license to operate as a contract motor
carrier of property in interstate commerce between the
TUtah-Nevada State Line and Tooele and Midvale, Utah,
over and upon Highways Nos, 40, 50, 91, and U- 36,

(PENDING)

CASE NO. 1896

Tn the Matter of the Application of SALT LAKE TRANS-
PORTATION COMPANY for a permit to operate as a
contract motor -carrier of passengers in intr_astate com-

merce.
(PENDING)
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APPENDIX 11

Commission Finances
Informal Dockets
Special Permissions
Certificates of Convenience and Necessity
Interstate Carrier Licenses
Contract Carrier Permits ’
Grade Crossing Permits '
Steam Railroads, Statistics
Electric Interurban Railroads, Statisties
Railroads, Accident Statistics
Railroads, Grade Crossing Statisties.
Street Railways, Statistics
Electrie Utilities, Statisties
Gas Utilities, Statisties
Telephone Utilities, Statistics
Telegraph ana Cable Companies, Statistics
Express Company, Statistics
| Sleeping Car Company, Statisties
Water Utilities, Statistics

Motor Transport Companies, Statisties

- Motor Transport Companies, Accident Statistics

Motor Transport Companies, Road Tax Assessments
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INFORMAL DOCKETS
July 1, 1985 to June 30, 1936

No.

DESCRIPTION

DISPOSITION

348

349

3560

351

352

353

W. O. Stanley vs. Mountain Fuel Sup-
ply Company. Re: 400 cubic feet of
gas which was wasted through failure
of service man of Mountain Fuel
Supply Company to check for an op-
en line when connection was made,

Application of Halloran Savings &
Trust Company, Receiver for Ragle
Coal Company, to operate and main-
tain a coal screening and loading
tipple with impaired clearance on a
spur track owned by the Eagle Coal
Company at Clear Creek, Utah,

Application of Cannon & Fetzer, Ar-
chitects, as agents for Zion’s Savings
Bank & Trust Company, to build and
maintain a freight car entrance to a
warehouse building with an impaired
vertical clearance at 251 West South

Temple Street in Salt Lake City,

Utah, on a spur track of the Salt
Lake Terminal Company.

J, P, Peterson vs. Utah Power &
Light Company. Re: Complaint by

Mountain Fuel Supply Com-
pany authorized 16 credit ac-
count of W, O, Stanley with
$.75 on or before September
12, 1935,

Application granted anvd
Clearance Permit No. 21 is-
sued August 21, 1935. i

Application granted and
Clearance Permit No. 22 is-
sued August 26, 1935,

Order rescinding Clearance
Permit No. 22 issued Sep-
tember 12, 1935,

Service reinstated for Mr,
Peterson,

Mr. Peterson that the Utah Power &

Light Company had cut off hig serv-
ice without any previous notice to
him before doing so.

B. A. Gallafent vs. Utah Power &
Light Company. Re: Complaint by
My, Gallafent that the Utah Power
& Light Company had cut off his
service because of failure to pay
his bill of $19.66 even though he had
a $25.00 deposit with the Power Com-
pany.

Request of residents of Midvale City
to have the Utah Light & Traction
Company reroute its buses over a
loop through Midvale via State Street,
Center Street, Main Street, Sixth
West Street, and 64th South Street,
each alternate bus taking this loop
in an opposite direction.

Service reinstated for Mr,
Gallafent, :

Approval given by the Com-
mission for buses to be re-
routed through Midvale as
requested, ©
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No. DESCRIPTION DISPOSITION
354 Portland Cement Company vs. The Reparation of $8.556 author-

355

356

358

Denver & Rio Grande Western Rail-
road Company and Bingham & Gar-
field Railway Company. Re: Ship-
ment of 42,750 lbs, cement moved on
April 10, 1935, from Salt Lake City to
Bacchus on which rate of 13c¢ per
cwt, was applied; that rate of 1lc be-
came effective May 5, 1985; complain-
ant damaged in the sum of $8.55.

Ora Bundy vs. The Utah Idaho Cen-
tral Railroad Company. Re: Fourleen
cars of rock asphalt, aggregate weight
1,989,800 1bs., moved . during July,
1935, from Sunnyside to Brigham on
which rate of $2.58 per ton. was ap-
plied; but on which the rate appli-
cable was $3.10 per ton; that rate of
$2.58 per ton became effective July
18, 1935. :

Tintic Standard Mining Company vs.
The Denver & Rio Grande Western
Railroad Company, Re: Three car-
loads of sand, aggregate weight 356,-
300 1bs., shipped from Draper to Div-
idend during March, 1935, on which
rate of $1.70 per ton was assessed;
that rate of $1.30 per ton became ef-
fective June 8, 1935; complainant
damaged in the sum of $71.26,

Strong & Grant vs, The Denver &
Rio Grande Western Railroad Com-
pany. Re' One car-load of cement,
weight 95,000 lbs., shipped on July

- 31, 1935, from Devils Slide to Spring-

ville, on which a rate of 16c per cwt.
was assessed; that rate of 11%c per
cwt. on 50,000 lbs. minimum subse-
quently became effective; complain-
ant damaged in the amount of $42.75.

The Denver & Rio Grande Western
Railroad Company vs, Utah Railway
Company. Re: Forty-five carloads of
coal switched by the Utah Railway

Company from storage dumps of the.

Standard Coal Company at Standard-
ville during May, June, and July,
1935, upon which a switching charge
of $5.00 per car was applied; that ef-
fective July 31, 1935, a switching rate
of $2.70 per car became effective;
complainant damaged in the sum of
$103.50. -

ized on October 25, 1935, to
be paid on or before Novem-
ber 25, 1935,

Defendant authorized on Oc-
tober 25, 1935, to waive col-
lection of undercharge of
$504,31.

Reparation of $71.26 author-
ized October 25, 1935, to be
paid on or beforé November
25, 1935,

Reparation of $42,756 author-
ized on October 25, 1935, to
be paid on or before No-
vember 25, 1935,

Reparation of $103.50 auth-
orized on November 1, 1935,
to be paid on or before De-
cember 1, 1935.
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No. DESCRIPTION DISPOSITION
359 P. M. Peterson vs. Rio Grand Motor Reparation of $1.57 made on

360

361

362

363

364

Way, Inc. Re: Application of proper
class rate on wagons,

Request of authorities in charge of
the Veterans’ Hospital for the Utah
Light and Traction Company to ex-
tend service to the Hospital,

Gunnison Sugar Company vs. The
Denver and Rio Grande Western
Railroad Company. Re: Thirty car-
loads slack ceoal shipped during Sep-
tember, 1935, from Kenilworth to
Spearmint, aggregate weight 3,356,200
pounds, on which rate of $1.90 per
ton was assessed; that rate of $1.65
per ton became effective October 18,
1935; complainant damaged in the
amount of $419.56,

Angus Jensen, Owner, Kimball Apart-
ments, vs. Mountain Fuel Supply
Company. Re: Refund of $31.54 over-
charge on excesive use of gas caused
by failure of the Company’s service

man to make the proper damper reg-

ulations.

B. V. Hendricks vs. The Utah Idaho
Central Railroad Company. Re: One
car load of beet pulp shipped from
Ogden Sugar Works to Cunningham
on December 12, 1935, aggregate
weight 100,100 Ibs., on which rate of
$1.50 per ton was legally applicable
but on which rate of $1.10 was ap-
plied which rate became effective
December 17, 1935; defendant sought
authority to waive collection of un-
dercharge of $20.03,

Stanley Peck vs. Utah Power & Light
Company. Re: Complaint as to serv-
ice rendered him in comparison with
the service rendered his neighbors.

October 30, 1935.

Utah Light and Traection
Company authorized to ex-
tend such service November
13, 1935,

Reparation of $419.56 auth-
orized December 4, 1935, to
be paid on or before January
4, 1936.

Reparation of $31.54 author-
ized January 14, 1936, to be

paid on or before February-

14, 1936.

Authority given on Febru-
ary 24, 1936, to waive col-
lection of undercharge of
$20.08.

Letter dated February 13,
1936, from Mr. Peck advised
that the Company had sat-

istied his complaint,
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No.

DESCRIPTION

DISPOSITION

365

366

367

368

United States Smelting, Refining and
Mining Company vs. Bingham and
Garfield Railway Company and The
Denver and Rio Grande Western
Railroad Company. Re: Forty-four
carloads of sand, aggregate weight
4,100,520 lbs., shipped during Janu-
ary, February, and March, 1934, from
Sands to Midvale, on which a rate of
22¢ per net ton of 2,000 lbs, from
Sands to Garfield Smelters and 40c
per net ton of 2,000 1bs., from Gar-
field to Midvale was assessed; that
on March 20, 1934, a joint rate of
50c per net ton of 2,000 lbs.,, from
Sands to Midvale became effective;
complainant damaged in the sum of
$297.50. !

Commercial Service Company vs.
Mountain ‘Fuel Supply Company. Re:
Due to a leak in complammant’s gas
pipes complainant alleged 40,000 cu-
bic feet of gas had been wasted dur-
ing January, 1986; complainant sought
reparation for excess gas lost.

Nephi Plaster and Manufacturing
Company vs. The Denver and Rio
Grande Western Railroad Company.
Re: One car load of coal, weight
90,300 1bs., shipped on Febraury 4,
1935, from Kingmine to Nephi on
which a rate of $2.10 per ton was
assessed; that from Nephi the car
was switched to Gypsum .on which
the applicable rate at the time was
6%c per cwt, between Nephi and
Gypsum; that a rate of $8.556 per car

.was collected resulting in an under--

charge of $50.15; that on November
23, 1935, rate of $8.55 per car became
effective between Nephi and Gyp-
sum.

Application of The Denver and Rio
Grande Western Railroad Company
for permission to exchange Iintra-
state railroad transportation in Utah,
in the form of scrip books, for adver-
tising space in Utah newspapers.

Reparation of $297.50 author-
ized on February 28, 1936, to
be paid on or before March
28, 1936,

Reparation of $12.00 author-
ized on March 13, 1936, to be
paid on or before April 12,
1936.

Defendant authorized on
March 19, 1936, to waive col-
lection of undercharge of
$50.15.

Application granted and au-
thority given May 21, 1936.
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DESCRIPTION

DISPOSITION

369

370

Columbia Steel Company vs. Union
Pacific Railroad Company. Re: For-
ty-two carloads of iron ore moved
during January, 1936, from Desert
Mound to Ironton, actual weight 5,-
215,920 1lbs., on which emergency
charges of 10c per ton of 2,000 lbs.
were assessed but not collected; that
effective January 21, 1936, all ores
and concentrates were excepted from
application of emergency charges.

Jensen Brothers Packing Company
vs. ‘Union Pacific Railroad Company.
Re: One car load of wheat shipped
from Smithfield, Utah, to the Globe
Grain and Milling Company at Og-
den and rebilled from Ogden to Bur-
ton, and reconsigned at Salt Lake
City to Murray; complainant sought
application of through rate plus di-
version charges instead of combina-
tion rate over Ogden.

Defendant

lection
charge,

Pending,

of

authorized on
June 4, 1936, to waive col-

$260.81

under-
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SPECIAL PERMISSIONS ISSUED DURING THE PERIOD
JULY 1, 1985 TO JUNE 80, 1936

NAME NUMBER
Bamberger Electric Railroad Company.......oovivivvnreeirerinnnes 4
Bamberger Transportation Company .............. i eeaas e 1
Barton Truck Line, Inc, The .... 1t iviriurrivrriernneerornienees 1
Bee Hive Stages .o i e e 2
Big SpPrings PowWer Couuuuvvuerto e rrnesutoironineriorereresroens 1
Bingham & Garfield Railway Couv vt ivinnrrrriininieeieneeenns 2
Bountiful Light & Power Co...ivvvviviiiiiiiiiinarionn, SEREREREI 1
Cameron Truck Line ..ot vttt eeerrrorrnnriainrnrerres 1
COolby TrUCK LiNe .\ttt et r e et vt et e e 1
D &R G W.R.R.Co,, The. ..o ittt i 58
Eastern Utah Transportation Co.....viviiit vt iirinnonnnerens 2
Fuller-Toponce Truck CoO. o \uvriiiir ettt ernirsvnrnnns  ere b amans 4
Interstate Transit LAneS o ..uv ittt it et reenns 3
Local Utah Freight Tariff Bureau............... e e 20
Los Angeles & Salt Lake R. R. COuuviivirviiniinreieniariiinrinns 5
Magna Garfield Truck Line.......ovvvvvevreerrennernens e 1
Mountain States Tel. & Tel. Co.,, The.. ... vvriveernnns e 5
Oregon Short Line Railroad Co..... e e i e 8
Pacific Freight Tariff Bureau ............... AN 10
Pullman Company, The .. ...voviriirinrreninreinnns e 1
Rio Grande MOtor Way, INC... .o\ uvurvrvrrriterenirerneneneirninss 5
Salt Lake & Bingham Freight Lines. . .v.ovveererirrrnrenrveesennns 1
Salt Lake-Coalville Stages ...vvvtvrireirtnrarrnr s, 1
Salt Lake Ogden Transportation Cou.....ve et ver s svn i, 1
Salt Lake-Tooele StageS. ...\ vriviteer oot 1
Salt Lake & Utah Railroad Couu'vrivrsirsesn e einscirernienrnan, 2.
Southern Pacific Co. «..vviirt i e 2
Southern Utah Power COmMDany .......ouvvrerrororrrnronenennnnin. 3
Southern Utah Truck Co. ...... e e e 1
Sterling Transportation Co. .......vuriveririiiieeiinnnernnnn, 6
Telluride POWer CO. t\viietnite oot 2
Transecontinental Passenger ASSM. ........vvveeonireinennrnnn, 1
Uintah Power & Light Company .............ovevvrvinoneninnin, 1
Union Pacific Railroad Co......oo.v'iyyurinunnunnvnnii 24
Union Pacific Stages, InC.......cooovveiiiviiiiiinnininneinn 1
Union Pacific System .......ocooviiiiiiiiiiiiniinnnn 15
Utah Central Truck LiNeS ............coooviiiiineeiinnonnnn, 1
Utah Idaho Central Railroad Co., The........vvueeerrnnennnn, 11
Utah Light & Traction Company..........c...ouvno. e e 6
Utah Power & Light €Company ... 6
Utah Railway COmpany ................ooeviiiiiirnnnnnnnn 2
Western Pacific Railroad Co., The ......ovverorunnrnnnrrnninnn 3
Western Passenger ASSM .......ovieivieiiiiiiiiinnnnn 2
Western Trunk Line Committee ................................ " 4
Western Union Telegraph Co.,, The..............c.ouvvrovnn ) 10
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CLASS III—STEAM RAILROADS

OPERATIONS WITHIN STATE OF UTAH

Year Ended December 31, 1935

Carbon County  Deep Creek
Railway - Railroad
Company Company

Operating revenues:
Freight Tevenues .............. e $ 45,917.07 $ 4,670
Other operating revenues .................. 685

Total operating revenues ..............u. $ 45,917.07 $ 6,355
Operating expenses:
Maintenance of way and structures......... $ 10,055.86 $ 5,744
Maintenance of equipment ......... ' . 1,093.36 831
Traffic expenses ............ . 2,621.82 122
Transportation-—Rail line . 10,437.65 5,010
General ........ 000 8,005.85 872

Total operating expenses ...........c.... $ 32,214.54 $12,579
Net revenue from railway operations........ $ 13,702.53 $ 7,224'R
Railway tax aceruals ....oovvirevrenirenenas 3,305,07 802
Railway operating income ....... e $ 10,397.46 $ 8,026 R

MISCELLANEOUS STATISTICS

Average mileage of road operated........... 4.72 46,00
Tons revenue freight carried:

Products of agriculture ................ 101 35

Animals and products .................. 102 .

Products of mines .......... 000 226,052 2,703

Products of forests ............ . o, 159

Manufactures and miscellaneous ........ 765 120

All L. C. L, freight.................00 116 61
Total tons revenue freight carried............ 227,193 3,021
Revenue passengers carried ............... 32
Train-miles i e 1,530 4,674
Locomotive-miles ..... e e e 1,530 6,082
Car-miles ........cocviiiiiiiiiiii 31,601 169
Operating ratlo ........oociiiiiiii i 70.16% 234.90%

R den&es red figure or deficit.



247

REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION ,

‘s011819d0 SNQ JOLOW PUB [[BL I9A0D SAINILA

‘oyBpI PUE YBLQ Ul SUOI}BISd0 SOPNIOUL:

097°692°98T°T$

$1887086°088$

wmb.howhww $

76°695°98% ¢

Z8FTOFLIS

«.H.mﬂw.omﬁw_ﬁmﬁ.mmw.wwﬂw

IV.LOL

|
|
87 978:.98 | 8L%'LL |6ETIT0T g9 LE8°LTT  [€6°€T9°6S g9 7I¥0% 1657009.59 TTTTTRRNUL T0D Y Cd [BAIUSD OUEDI 'L
T8L16:007 | 16°¢6F7°I€T [8%°8¥9°0% 8Z°9ISL6 2215295 [98728%.0% |0%665.SS T 0D Y UBI( B 9] 18]
66718859 | 28°050°S__ 2607675 1288IFT  [09°898°2T FF80LFT [0670%30T  [TT00 A TIOISSM P PISUIED S¥eIlles
9¢°ATT 6EE ﬁ_ $ITT222°¢TTS[9T2TLZT ¢  |LL°L60°28¢ $]29F6T'9% $]2e 208°GE $|€¥°820°09 & |~ 0D g "¥ OLI1O9[H I9S1equued
“ID-1UsW

Sesuadxy 3ol mﬂmo%wwwm sonwod leccheos $91n3oNI1S JSLILRY JO 9UIBN
S -ar 4oy t ° A o135ex -sueLy, Sul Ismod 0 LI

uryexado wotiersod|  PUE FHeLL Conpuon —drnbag pue £em

reyoq -sueiy, | [BIRWeDH .
SESNHIXH DNILVIEJO
98'528°C0G $| ¥TF [9T°965°L01$[88°9£9°655°9TS |3ETT6IFTSITI9FL98 § ww.mﬂm.mﬁjom.mmw.wmﬁa "IVIOL
g7 867 88T TyL (927707 227900 wwm & 87 g9SFIS  [09°T6°9% |STLFPF9  |0L'E6TS0F | T —+AUL 0D T "d [P1IUe0 OUEDL UeI
E7TEG°G8T €9T {8T'8TE'GE |LLTI6T'CO¥S 9GZ6€Z8¥%  102°§T0TE 19289189 gL ILEA68 | T0) T Y R R O IES
6398065 | T [89'8§27L |6z ege 98¢ T 82°206°C6 00°60G %L'665°6T |847€6L°TL "0 "AY UI9ISI M B PISTLERD O3 eT 1[BS
S9TTIE80T w__‘ 60T [70°99¢F2 w_i.mﬁm T89°¢$ ITT08628 $|T3°208°ST $/9€°269°L0T$|967008°€eg ¢ 00 " " 911109 LRI IoquEg
IBD X I9q

Howﬂ@mdm ~WINN IB9 X JO
@wwmmﬂ».w%%d S oSe STBNIDOY PUM 1UOTL SONUIARY  |SONUSAIY | gonuersy]| sonusAdyT
1SSV | _ropcr | 0L -dinbg Suneredo (Sun®edo | rosuesses IUSTOLL

¥ B3V IOAY pwe pROY I®10L I0MI0 I9LLIRYD JO OWUBN

sooLo1duIg

SOLLSILVIS SQOENVTTIHOSIN

SHANHAHY ONILLVIHJO

¢e6T ‘I¢ YHIWHDHA dHANH MVEX
‘HVLA 40 ALVLS NIHLIM SNOILVIEJO—SAVOUTIVE NVIYNITINI OTILOHTH




*REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

248

"3[qe[reA® j0U UOTJBULIOTU] .

‘oyepl pue yelQ ‘suoijerado sng JIOOIN (Z)
‘oURpI PuR Uel( ‘suonjeredo oull ey (1)

%00°LL 6%060°C $ €621 $ L0%39°9 $ 68668 § [T 1210L
) 08912°¢ §P99T" 696L0°€ PE6GT T (8) UL “oD g Y [exjus) oyepl UeiQ
%8V L) 9%.8% v 9192 0SLZY'9 SLYLE (1) SUL “0D Y Y Texjuwed oyepl yei)
%ITE8 016876 L9TYE” G6880°% Lgely Tttt 0D Y 'Y Uyl 2 9B IBS
%69°L9 €06SZ°6 88L0% FICLOET - $6%09° 0D LAY UIS4SOM 29 PIRILIRY) 9¥ET 3[eS
%ILC8 €T9eT¢ $ £098¢" $ 21%66°G $ LEOSH § [t 0D g ¥ JIII[Y IeSiequiedg
o JOE _ STIIAL JOOH STIAL
ey -IBD) I9g -IeD ™J -1e) ™d -180 104
sSunjersdO SoSuSdXT sosuadxy SSNUSASY w@ﬁ%wbom ISTIIRD) JO SWERN
) SunerdQ SunjersdQ SurjersdQ SurjersdQ
SLL'ELE 166°829°¢ 8G63T" $ 689°8LET 8LL90L 728 i JL1eA N
6S0°8 991661 9€GeT” 8%C'6ST . ©T(g) FUL “0D Y Y [enUS) OUBpI UBl)
€6T9L 998°90€°T icizdy %69°0%C cmohwmm CULIT TT(T) dUL “0D Y Y BnjmeD OUBPI UBI
92’611 G86°69T°T GPTIEE” Nmmwmmﬂ 8TL08E [ 57 A 0D ¥ "Yg Uel % oyE] BS
G6L9 28T FE6T c06G0° 870°cEe % €91 TTrop Ay uIsiseM % PISTIIED S3BT I[ES
00€°€9 861°¢¥8 15L6T $ 60075 = 069¢ "t 0D .Y "Y OUIOS[H JIeSIsquied
simom oSeoIIAL IeSusssed PILIIBD @mwhwmwwwﬁﬁ pajexedo
Ie) 1e) Iogorey | sioSussseq wmmﬁm.w AT peOY JISTITRY) JO SWEBN
18101, 18101 ofrIsAY anueady SUGL, JO SOTIIAL

SOILSILVIS SAOEANVITEOSIN ANV OIAAVIL ‘TOVHTIIN

¢eT ‘I¢ YHIWHOHTA AIANI

YVHA ‘HVLA A0 HLVIS NIHLIM SNOLLVIEJO—SAVOTTIIVY NVIINYHINI OT9LOETH




REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

249

NUMBER O ACCIDENTS OCCURRING ON COMMON

CARRIERS BY RAIL OPERATING IN UTAH,

JULY 1, 1935 TO JUNE 30, 1936

0 Hu 0
AN
Name of Carrier g9 |gem| B8 | oo
SR RN IEE
, b lbg<zd| &<

Steam Railroads and Terminal Companles:
Bingham and Garfield Ry. CO..ovvvvvvrnnnvns, 5 3 5 13
Denver & Rio Grande Western R, R. Co., The, 37 60 44 | 141
Los Angeles & Salt Lake R, R, Co.* ,.... 1 2 1 4
Ogden Union Railway & Depot Co. ........ 1 4 1 6
Oregon Short Line R, R, Co.*............0v'ts 1 5 4 10
Salt Lake City Union Depot & R. R. Co., The.. 1 1
Southern Pacific Co. .......vcvviiriiiirinin, 4 1 7 12
Tooele Valley Railway CO....ovvvvrvervennens . 1 1
Union Pacific R, R. COuvvvvvrrinrviieirnnnns, 14 12 7 33
Utah Railway Co. ...ovvvtiriirinniineennnnn, 1 3 5 9
Western Pacific R. R. Co, The................ 7 2 2 11
TOTAL ......... T 71 92 78 241

Electric Interurban Railroads:

Bamberger Hlectric R, B, CO....v\ovornoonns ) 4] 3] 7
Salt Lake and Utah R, R. Co...oovvvevnn'vnnnn. 1 9 11 21,
Salt Lake Garfield & Western Ry. Co. ...... 1 2 3
Utgh-Idaho Central R. R. Co.,, The,............ 1 9 9 19
TOTAL  'iiiteinieaieines i, 2] 23] 25 50
GRAND TOTAL .. titiitinanannnnns 73 115 103 291

*Figures cover period July 1, 1935 to Dec., 31, 1985, Figures for period:

" Note: Roads reporting no aceidents are omitted from above tabulation.

Jan. 1, 1936 to June 30, 1936, are included in Union Pacific R. R, Co.

figures.
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BLECTRIC UTILITIES—OPERATIONS IN STATE OF UTAH
YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 1935

Operating Revenues and Expenses

Taxes

Sales of Merchandise Total Operating Uncol- Total Operating Plant Balance
Name of Company Rlectricity Misce%?e?neous %%%Te%t&gg Wxpenses le]%ﬂ{o;e D%ggg{li%%s Tncome Rentals of Income
Utah Power & Light Co.§........ $8,799,849.58 $121,902.9811$8,921,752.56 $3,475,446.531$ 90,678.95($1,470,106.82 $5,036,232.30($3,885,520.26 $501,293.94($3,384,226.32
Telluride Power CO.....coceeeeen. 287,547.70 11,668.73 | 299,111.43 180,075.67| 5,604:02 30,900.00 216,479.69 82,631.74 : 82,631.74
Southern Utah Power Co........ 182,742.31 1,875.56 | 184,617.87 78,123.90| 913.78 20,091.57 99,129.26 85,488.62 © 85,488.62
Uintah Power & Light Co....... 40,052.08 432.96 40,485.04 28,123.92 1,600.00 4,677.65 29,301.47 11,183.67 11,183.57
"Bountiful Light & Power Co.. 32,223.84 1,655.85 33,779.69 35,749.76 644.28 2,957.33 39,351.37 5,671.68R 5,671.68R
Big Springs Power CO..ccevenee. 18,663.69 33.46 18,687.15 12,274.01 820.14 1,7265.93 14,820.08 3,867.07 3,867.07
Swan Creek Electric Co.......... 11,150.60 11,150.60 7,241.23 867.27 8,108.50 3,042.10 3,042.10
Western States Utilities Co... 5,987.12 13.94 6,001.06 4,513.36 30.02 384.51 4,927.89 1,078.17 1,073.17
Peoples Light & Power Co... . 5,300.97 5,300.97 6,301.31 75.00 866.36 7,242.67 1,941.70R 1,941.70R
Blue Mountain Irrigation Co.. 3,689.44 3,689.44 3,379.60 l 213.20 3,692.80 96.64 96.64
Goshen Hleetric Covereerenennene. 3,912.68 3.912.68 3,207.79 224.84 3,432.63 480.05 480.05
Leland Eleetric L. & Tel. Co.. 1,898.23 460.00% 2,358 23 2,340,038 29.04 152.01 2,621.08 162.85R 162.85R
North Logan T, & H. L. Co..... 1,749.95 649.10% 2,399.06 1,424.90 274.70 1,699.60 699.45 699.45
Escalante Light & Power Co.. 1,444.75 1,444.75 1,795.00] 300.00] 157.238 2,252.23 807.48R 807.48R
Total e oo $9,396,202.94($138,487.58 $9,5634,690.52 $3,834,997.01($100,495.23]$1,533,599.32/ $5,469,091.56 $4,065,598.96 $501,293.94($83,664,305.02

4 'Telephone revenues.

#* Includes $645.60 telephone revenues,

§ System operations.

1 Includes steam heating revenues of $114,978.30.

R Denotes red figure.
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BLECTRIC UTILITIES, MISCELLANEOUS STATISTICS, YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 1936
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0 i
tock nding ; °8s £ Tnat ] )
Investment Capital]%n?icof%lg;ﬁm ding - Long %Zé?;;‘e%s ® %E No, of Installed Gonerators Total Rated
Name of Company Iélanll}é;{i Ouet?g:x;r?(fi]%tg D§g;3‘g g'&; (i%é)a%t)y
Bnd of Year Common Preferred Tnd of Year Year Eéé} Hydro| Steam C‘gtr;tk%gﬁ%)n
Utah Power & Light Co.# % ..........., $81,746,393.85($30,000,000.00 {$24,958,787.16 $45,021,000.00|$284,126.84[ 1,744 | 66 10 : 223,282
Telluride Power CO.ummervurneane - 1,707,888.91] 912,597.00 | 28,100.00 726,900.00) 24,781.92 556 6 2 2,760
Southern Utah Power Co....... 1,611,150.38] 740,650.00 317,976.00% 653,980,568 10,500.00 60 4 6 4,778
Uintah Power & Light Co......... 345,098.78 190,000.00 44,200.00 121,600.00| . 7| 1 600
Bountiful Light & Power Co, 79,682.47 41,444.00 6
Big Springs Power COvurereeenee 119,152.32 20,000.00 85,000.00 5 2 400
Swan Creek Electric Co...... 43,088.00 34,250.00 : 6 2 345
Western States Utilities Co.ferneene 24,577.68 1
Peoples Light & Power CO...oooovnenneee 30,614.41 29,000.00 4 1. 150
Blue Mountain Irrigation C0.§........
Goshen Eleetric GO mmmmmnrmmmaracnascas 10,000.00 10,000.00% 1
Leland Electric L. & Tel. Co.... 4,400.00 4,400,00 176.00 1
North Logan Tel, & Elee L. Co - 9,107.94 3,500.00 280.00 1
Tscalante Light & Power CO.oocc.ve. 7,650.00 7,650.00 1 1 1 62.26
T I §8E738.704.74331,098,491.00 1$25,349,062.16_| §46,608,480.58[$319,864.76 1,892 |83 10 | 9 232,377.26

* Tneludes $300,000 “Prior Preference’” stock.

% The major portion of this Company’s operations is in states other than Uta

shown in this schedule as no allocation is made to Utah.
Tigure represents individual owpership equity.

t
§ Information not available.
* System figures.

h. TFor this reason ﬁgurés on capit

al stock and long term debt are not




——




257

REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

POIBUIISH.
p100aI ON §

"SOINSI We3sAS 4

$L9°T90°G0T| C16:0S6787] 918 136'C | 0G8LL | 696 166 08F| 65LEB0°LEC] 66G89L°C0T| OETGIST8E [~ " " """ 77 777777 TeI0L
2896 2€9°6 2896 289°6 0D IMO0J R JUYST] SJUEIedSH
geLet 82L'ST 8ZLST 09%°6¢ 09%°6¢ . 0D I "JoTH R oL UBSU] "ON
0002 00928 . 009G 0097G 0097 0D oI ® JUSTT OS[H DU
§ § § § OFTIL opTTL | oo 00 OLIOSTH TAUYSOD
+§°0D UTOTIRSILII UIBjUNOIN Snjd
000 92T 08% <€ 08%°682 08%°19¢ ) 08%°19¢ ©0) I83mod B JYSIT SRId0Sd
050°6g 0%€:L9 0%&°L9 0626 06£°26 10D SOWITIMY SOEIS UWISIsoM
#8806 CL +000°013 +000°0T%  |+BE5 328 +8ZLT T 0p) JLIORH YOI UBMS
+0$€'G9 02198 +068°LT | -0LT°98 059°9%6 00%°88 0cz'ggs | tcC 0n Temog ssurids Srg
86L°LLT 18£°06S TE£06¢ 680°89L 680°89L . 0D IMOJ @ JGSTT [MyIiunog
SLLTHPT | €60°L9S £60°.96 998°80L . : 998°80L, TT0) JUSII 2R JoMOod UEJUI)
69G°ICHT " | T6£9€0'9 . GLBEIBC | 096°L8%'L | 008TIS | Q9L'CL6'D |~ 0D omod UGB}l UISINOS
076019 | 000F2F L |8 § 000%2¥L | 0%2'5€0°TT | 02€Z0IT | 026T86'6 |~ """ - 0D IM0d SPLMIBL
00078766 | 000°€L8°89% 000°T90°C9%| 000°L0£F9¢] 000°070°208| 000°L93°9¢ |~ "+'0D ST % IoMod U=
—~ kb ~O ~ ~O b —~ —~ —~ — wm
RES | REZ | REY |REFE| ROP | REY | RO4E | REcE
< 3 =58 | =ga |=282| =25 | =¢E | =28¢ | =i%%
o o8 = H HEZ | mESE| mES mEg HEOF it 55 £uduro)) 30 SWeN
w B Wb o wugB2 | wZi Wi WS | i
z 5 Zo s K= A K] NS Zow )
8 = - B g 1 = =]

¢g6T ‘T¢ THIWHOHA CHANT YVHX ‘SOLLSILVIS YAOH LLIVMOTIN —SHLILITILA OIELOETY



REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

258

"PI0JDI ONS

‘9Ige[reAR J0U UOIIRSISoqL
_ “POYRTUIISH
‘S9INSTy WolsASE

mmmqmmaﬁ_ Ewswm,wm__ 690°96L°908, 038 TL6°SY| 061°9997CL] 869°60T mmcq__ SZ3l 650°0T] 8€'96] " T TV.IOL
i .
%896 - | 2€9°6 16 16 TTT0D IeM0d 79 TYST] SIUB[Ros
83L’eg | . 8GL'ET 19 19 TTU0D T 09[H B 'L UBSOT TON
0097z 06672 0T0°82 LS T 96 ‘0D TeL 2@ WS SIXOSTH puRiS]
§ § § § -] 4Pt T T 0T GET |-ttt 0D JLIOS[H USYSOXD)
) . ‘§'oD uoreSail urRlUMOIY dn[g
08%°¢eT 009°ZF1T . 00g L 089°68 9gg 9 9 e 0D Jemod @ sy ssidosg
0¥%€°29 $99°0¢€ LLET 6607¢ sr4 8 4 9T ot - 0 S3IYITIH] S9IBIS UIDISIM
000012 00021 000°€L 00012 +000 70T Gee T ¥ 0T | 0§ |~ - 0D OLIPOSTH YO9I)) UBMS
0LT'968 ~ [.0GL7BSS  |+000'0€T «025°1¢  [-00068T | $9¢ 9 L g |o0gg |t 0D IoMmog ssuirds Srg
188°06S 9¢€’9T | ¢8F°18 LSV FL €S0°8TF | 699 g S I 1809 |'op remod 2@ JUSTT INIUNOg
€60°299, |+ o + 4 w | 809 ¥ 1s99  leg€T  [290%, |Tv oD juSTT 73 Temod yeyuig
GL8'ETB'S | T6V.09T | 08G°€8L 991'8%2'T | 889TIVLE | 9S6T | 1T gL | oTF 8P |t 0D IeMOd UBN UINYINOS
«00072% L |+00SGET'T |+008°G89°E |.00%°LG8 =008'83LT | €96% | 62 | 392 | 06% 09T% |~ 0D IPmod IPLINIIAL
ooo,ﬁoo,mw«__ 000°186 wm__ 000°.86°T0E | 000°Z9LTH| 000°TEE99| FLL8S | £26°T) 78°T| 8.8°Q “ 0%0°L8|" """ 0D 1USTI ® Ismod UBlY
ZQRH 2= 5 2.Q 2 QZ3 o2 2Q | 29
Si=s | 25 | B | R | RR |gEgiaf| £ | Eg |
£m- o5 a g bl o= |1 95| & 5 | =2
55 = £ 2 52 8% |88l 2| e |&R _
7 R = ) BE @ S m 21 2 ‘ B & Luedwo) Jo sweN
. n = —t

Iesx Supng S,HMS ul uondumsuo)

GE6T ‘1€ ISqUIedd(
18 SISWOISNY) FO ISQUUNIN

GE6T ‘I¢ YHIWHD HA dHANT IVEX
HVLOQ A0 HLVLS NI SNOILVUYHJO—SHILLITILA DIYILOHTH



259

REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

‘sotaedUI0D J9UYJC UIBLIOD PUR “00) SBYD YojeseM “00) o300 29 SeY) Uelf,
“00 sep) UPS(O JO ISSIOW PUEB UOIIEPI[0SU0Dd B TYSNOIY} ‘GE6T ‘L ABIN UC Psuriof sem <o) Arddng [ehg UIBIUNON SUIL
“Ge6T ‘IE 9o 03 CEAT ‘L LBIN polxsd 1902 00 A[ddnS Tond UIBJUNOI IOF UMOUS saanSrit
"GE6T
‘s, KN 01 GE6T ‘T ‘wer polsd IeACd "0D SBY TOIBSBM PUB “00 930D 79 seD Ueyn “0D St UdpSQ I0] WMOTS SOIMSLy.
ISP IO SINIIT POI S20UIP Y

09¢ 100°T 000°0S€ 2 1€°L[006 ¢89°068°1| €9 GI6°LE 20¢ [ TVLOL
086 000°68T°z _ 1000°¢ee’Ly I 978, I 9le_ [ Luedmo) Sep YU
09¢ S00°T 000°0TE'65%F/000°T72.606 |7€9 669°L8 T0g 26022 " -iop Addng [ong UIBRJUNOIY
095 L00°T  l000‘6607ELTIOOOCLIEST | [ »£URdIO) SBD UDJESEM
100°T 000°6L9%6%S Jo00'spes¥9 | | | | [l +'0D S0 2 SeD UBl}
L00°T 000°T80°69g% looo‘9sg2er | e JAmedwo) sen wepsO
poanjoegnue| [eInjeN | [ersnpul | J1SSTI0J | [BLIISNPUI | ONSSWOQ | [BIISIPUL | OPSSWOod i
3000 21qu) _ ) IesX 30 U Te9X JO PUX Tedwo) 3o SWEN
Jed N 1°g oSeieAY PIOS S8 301994 2141 ma@w@ﬁw JO "ON sIowIcysn) 1O "ON
29T'e6Y'E  |TE6'90% G (08 12ggLL'66T 00°000°07$100°0000%005$/8T'8LE'809F8$ || "~ """ """ C TVLOL
008'9e - |0o06%8¢ I _ . 00°000°0% [00°0000% , ~ [68'G9€'90T |17 Auedwio]) Sep GeIuL]
295'9SP'e |180°878%%_ 1108 128"ELL'66T $100°000°000°02$10€'210°508F2$ | 0D A1ddng [end UrRjUno
TeaZ, 1K | reoxjo | teex |(deoxjopug| FOId | UOWWOD | resx 1o
JOPUE | FOPUL | pugses wﬁ,ﬁwm SurpuesIng ‘IedX 1O PUF pug reirde)
wmm%\mhvo s QM.WWM.WWHm -Korduny | paxeros(T 19Rg Surpueising PoXLI UT £Luedwo) Jo swWeN
] oty T I A - ’ - g
|l@ﬁpwmn.ﬁ STuiste, JO 'ON SPUSPLAI(Y | UL Suo1 30018 1e1de) TUULISOAUT
L0°920°60T$10978L°L96 TS|V FOTTELS[FE 9IS, $|6L°830°98L T$L9°0T8°9L0°2$| 67198 Fe$leL 8FFae0eg | """~~~ " " " IVIOL
089948 |SCTGEET [8¥1€EC  |gg96%, |68'€8G0T  [SSTATIGE L86LETT |9%LEC0E . [T Aueduwio) seD YU
69°7T2€08 |86 TLE'EIT'T |STOST'E6T [0S T80% |SE'0PE9T6  |L9'€68°C6T'T | $8°069:S8 [€8'20Z/891'T [+0D ATddng o Urejunomy
WOCET0'CT [POIS6/C9%  [GEG80TT [S0'989°T [9g'e8T'ees  [FI8E60%C |MICPIYE [SEQSEETE |1 LLUBAUIO) s®H Uojesem
80'096'8¢ |L6'TE0°CYy  |€0G86'TE 9676 |36'GZ9'6Ty |C0'.66:08% |HEC'S66  |P9T66I8Y | TTTC #'CD 80D 2 sen yeyn
_00'L86°C $I8°LL8CET $I87'8CGS  $/9°896  $11.60G8°02T $IgFF98°8ET $i YOOGS  $lFYE9E’8ET $[ T C wAuedwo) senH UspSO
SNOoD
suoonp STITg. SSNUIAIT
SWONL | 51anme soxer, | aranoel | SSWUXE | suneisan | TEIRISIA SED fuedwo
=14r I Py D JO SweN
suneredQ | _ ASH TEI0T, -Tooun SanerdO Te10L %HMMMMwﬁ Jo s9TeS

Ge6T ‘T€ YHIWHOHJ CHANH YVHA ‘HV.IA A0 HLVIS NI SNOILVIHZJO—SHILIIILA SVH



260 REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

THE MOUNTAIN STATES TELEPHONE AND

TELEGRAPH COMPANY

OPERATIONS WITHIN STATE OF UTAH

Year Ended December 31, 1935

Operating revenues:

1.0Cal SEIVICE IEVENUES o vvvvrrsvnreeireerorrreesonsirrnns $ 2,127,171.84
TOIL SEIVICE TEVEINUES .\t vsvn vt trranonioarssansiserestonas 807,285,562
Miscellaneous TFEVENUES .....vurvrverisrereritiintioiasias 98,534.99

Total operating revenues .......cevvirivraiiriorisorsons $ 3,032,991.85

Operating expenses and deductions:

Operating EXPENSES .. vv ot rerasrien et $ 2,172,794.10
Uncollectible TEVENUES +.vvtvererrviriersiiiniserritinssos 4,881.08
Dy T R R R R R R R R 319,395.12

Total operating expenses and deductions................ $ 2,497,070.30

Net operating income ..,...........0 e $ 535,921.65
Plant and equipment at Dec, 81, 1985............ e $12,979,052.17

Plant and Operating Statistics

Stations as of December 31, 1935;

Main telephones—Urban .....covevviviiiiiriiniiiiies 40,702

Main telephones—RUral ......ovvvevnreriiiiiiiiiain 3,488

Private branch exchange telephones.................:. 10,200

Extension t€lephones ......cvvvvririiiriiiiiiiiionns 5,073

Total company stations ..o 59,463

Average number of local calls originating on company’s lines

Per MONth . uvaiu it e 10,243,544
Average number of toll calls originating on company’s lines

per MONED .o vve e 238,492
Average number of local calls originating on company’s lines

per telephone per month ..., 175.50
Average number of toll calls originating on company’s

lines per tel'ephone per month....ooiviiiiiiiiiin 4,09
Number of central offices:

Magneto—Manual ... ..eoeorirorirriarae i, 24

Common battery—Manual ... ..viieiiiiiiiviies 31

Total number of central OFFICES. v it 55

Plant mileage: (Owned mileage)

Miles of pole LN, . ..uveiiiiriranniiiniiiiiiiiiieens 4,043

Miles of wire in cable 188,520

Miles of aerial wire.. . 217,829

Miles of underground conduit (single duet)............ 305

Miles of phantom ecircuit ...........ccviiiiiiininn 3,007

Miles of carrier channel ........vviiveviirieiaiincnis 3,077

.
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262 REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION

TELEGRAPH AND CABLE CORPORATIONS

OPERATIONS FOR YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 1935

The Western

Union Tele-

graph Com-
pany
_(2)

$ 68,277,569.20
9,887,769.81
5,061,349.09
7,176,266.45
1,434,381.48

$ 89,868,573.16

$ 15,425,895.07
54,220,546.64
4,150,676.73

$ 178,797,118.44

Postal
Telegraph-
Cable
Company
of Utah
)

Operating revenues: .
Commercial telegraph tolls .....oviveviviirian, $77,041.89
Other revenues from transmission-telegraph.... 4,887.90
Revenues from transmission-cable:,.........v0
Nontransmission revenues ............ veeve... 11,575.69
Contract revenues—DI. ..viviivirrrrrriiners 543.62

Total woperating revenues ........... ... $92,961.86
Operating expenses:
Maintenance eXPEnSeS . .....c.e ctrerioinnen $ 16,653.67
Conducting operations ..........vcivvviiiidin 64,512.25
General and miscellaneous eXpPenses ......... 5,045.54

Total operating exXpenses .........covivvenn $86,111.46

Net operating revenues ........ e ...} 685040
Uncollectible operating revenues............... 624.00
Taxes assignable to operations................. 5,472.93

$ 16,071,454.72
629,080.00
3,400,000.00

Deductions from net operating revenues....$ 6,096.93

$ 4,029,080.00

Operating iNCOME ....vovvrvivivrinrnarvnns $ 1753.47
Investment in plant and equipment end of year.$50,000.00

(1) Covers operations in State of Utah only.

(2) Covers-operations of company as a whole,

$ 12,042,374.72
$324,917,070.90
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RAILWAY EXPRESS AGENCY
OPERATIONS FFOR YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 1935
System Operations

Operating revenues:

Charges for transportation .....,......coveviiiniirecoens $138,750,744.19
Express privileges-Dr ................................. 53,169,611.54
Revenue from transportation ............cciviiiiiieinn 85,681,132.65
Revenues from operations other than transportation.... - 2,487,357.13
Total operating revenues ., ....vivveiiriiineearinens $ 88,068,489.78
Operating expenses:
Maintenance .. ......ouuiver i s $  4,300,663,42
Traffic ....... .. 512 1448.34
Transportation 75, 731 150.45
General .......... : ' 4,354,860.77
Total operating €XPenses ...........ccovivvneiveoans $ 84,899,131.98
Net operating revenue .........ccovivnvnereii e $ 3 169 357.80
Uncollectible revenue from transportation................ 18, 1484.30
Express taxes «vovviiriiiiiiiiiniaa e e 1 547 602.54
Operating INCOMe .....covvrvenneiiiiiiiine oo $ 1,608,270.96

Investment in real property and equipment, end of year..§ 47, 927 52777

THE PULLMAN COMPANY
OPERATIONS FOR YEAR ENDED DECEMBER 31, 1935

System Operations

Revenues:
Sleeping car operating revenues. ........covvevvrrencns $ 48,428,024.13
Revenues from auxiliary operations .............o0eivnn 1 635 439,26
Total TEVENUES ittt ittt i crar e eenrtrans $ 50,063,463.39
Sleeping car operating expenses:
MAINTEIATICE + vt vttt st e et et e ettt e 26,6'75,829.79
Conducting car operations .......... .o viviiiiiiiiiann, 19,720,059.52
General EXPENSES v us e er ittt s 2,780,803.22
Total expenses of sleeping car operations............ $ 49,076,692.53
Expenses of auxiliary operations..................... ... 1,488,389.97
Total .operating eXpPenses .........ovivivevieiiininn, $ 50,565,082.50
Net TEVENUBS vt run it euneion i erinereinreens $ 50‘1,6‘19.11R
Sleeping car tax AcCrUAls ...ovviiieiiiri e iirneniineen, $ 1,125,833.89
Auxiliary operations—tax accruals .................00.0s } 19,527.51
TOTAL 1AKES v vvvvrteerreeerrrine st ettesnarareneaninns $ 1,145,361.40
Operating INCOMe ....ovivviviiiiiiiiiiiieeeiiiins $ 1,646,980.51R
Investment in sleeping car property, end of year........ $244,091,468.89

R denotes red figure or deficit.
Note: Figures covering Utah operations only of above companies are
not available, .
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REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION 215

RECAPITULATION OF PASSENGERS AND FREIGHT
TRANSPORTED BY, AND ROAD TAXES ASSESSED
AGAINST AUTOMOBILE LINES OPERATING IN
THE STATE OF UTAH, JULY 1, TO DEC. 81, 1935

Total

Passen- Hard Other Total
gers Trang- Surface Surface Taxes
ported Tax Tax Asgsessed
Certificate Holders............ 450,951 $66,080.87 $1,874.29 $67,405.16
Non-Certificate Holders.... 47,313 17,194.98 59,22 17,254.20

Total Passenger Lines..498,264 $83,225.856 $1,433.61 $84,659.36

Total Hard Other Total
Tons Surface Surface Taxes
Transported Tax Tax Asgessed
Certificate Holders......c..... 27,437 $13,707.07 $1,278.38 $14,980.45

Non-Certificate Holders....107,805 73,111.88 1,668,560 74,780.38

Total Freight Ldnes...... 134,742 $86,818.95 $2,941.88 $89,760.83

SUMMARY

Pasgenger LiNeS oiicrirciommemmeeece oo enaas $ 84,659.36

. Freight Lines ............ et n e anan e n e 89,760.83
CGRAND TOTAL oooeeeeemrereeeeereeeteemsmeraressaeeeemasenarenrea $174,420.,19
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STATEMENT OF PASSENGERS CARRIED BY, AND ROAD TAX
ASSESSED AGAINST AUTOMOBILE PASSENGER LINES
IN THE STATE OF UTAH, JULY 1, 1985, TO

DECEMBER 31, 1935.

Total Hard Other Total
Pagsengers Surface Surface Taxes

Certificate Holders Carried Tax Tax Assessed
Arrow Auto Lines.....ccccocceeooeeens. 260 § 7.85 § 3.02 § 10.87
Bamberger Transportation Co... 5,061 286.29 285.29
Bear Lake StageS..ccocirieocciriieaias 437 12.96 13.46 26.42
Bingham Stage Lineg Co.,. ... 1,688 124.82 15 124.97
Brighton Stage Lines................ 296 7.41 5.32 12.738
Central Ariz, Transp. Lines, In¢, 2,205 973.97 128.27 1,102.24
Child, J. O. coorreiciicireaieneanean ‘ 57 3.85 .63 4,48
Comet Motor Hxpress CO..coceeeenan- 42 .26 1.16 “1.42
Denver—sSalt Lake—DPac. Stges 7,799 1,167.42 521.30 1,688.72
Duke, Elisha Jones.........o....c.... 41 1.96 1.95
Forsey, G0, wcirrrerrcrmcencecenaaas 695 3.49 71 4.20
Gourley, Geo. C. - 2,630 12,54 12.54
HTail, G W iieeeeeeeeeeceeee e T4 6.38 52 6.90
Hout, Don R.ooeoiiiiieieennee T4 7.55 7.55
Hout, Howard ....occcccccecmmmeeimcnns 1,420 109.20 109.20
Interstate Transit Lines, Inec.....1056,817 42,747.93 244.56 42,992.49
Moab Garage CoOvocveveneececanannnnns 267 24.62 14.41 39.03
Rio Grande Motorway, Inc......... 13,882 3,115.93 125.91 3,241.84
Salt Lake Transportation Co..... 17,645 1,116.94 24.45 1,141.39
Sargent, Moyle ..coooimoriiiicmanns 54 1.38 1.62 2.95
Spencer, Howard J. (S. L.—

Grantsville) ..oocceoecmcciaienaen 1,340 63.91 63.91
Spencer, Howard J. (S. L.—

T0061E)  oeimcccieeeecce e 2,665 164.25 164.25
Union Pacific Stages, Inc........... 54,207 12,5646.31 12,5646.31
Utah 'Central Truck Line............ 618 20.90 4,84 25.74
Utah Idaho Central R. R. Co..... 25,177 1,216.26 1,216.26
Utah Light & Traction Co......... 197,110 1,466.98 1.81 1,468.79
Utah Parks Co.ceevocmrroemicieecnaens 9,332 772.25 280.49 1,062.74
Utah Transportation Co..eccceene. 366 48.32 1.66 49.98

$66,030.87 $1,374.29 $67,405.16

TOTAL e 450,951
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STATEMENT OF PASSENGERS CARRIED BY, AND ROAD TAX
ASSESSED AGAINST AUTOMOBILE PASSENGER LINES
IN THE STATE OF UTAH, JULY 1, 1935, TO

DECEMBER 31, 1985,

Total Hard Other Total
Paggengers Surface Surface Taxes

Non-Certificate Holders Carried Tax Tax Asggessed
Board of Edue. (Cache County) 439 § 10.08 3.22 §. 13.30
Burlington Transportation Co... 18,726 8,638.24 30.91 8,669.15
Carter Drayage and Transfer.... 20 3.85 3.85
COX, OWEIl oo eeee 208 1.66 1.66
Eaton, C. H .- 21 14.39 2.16 16.55
oy, W, Cuorreceeeieeeeeeeeeeeaeen 27 4.19 1.54 5.73
Gardner, Dell ..o 38 7.32 . 7.32
Harwood, Homer ....._... - 491 90.62 .82 90.94
Inland Pacific Stages 658 186.11 11.26 197.87
Johnson Transfer & Taxi Co..... 19 2.08 .19 2.27
Lewis Bros. Stages...ccocoocemneennns 878 219.42 3.72 223,14
Montgomery, S. J... 110 13.48 13.48
Northwest Auto Co. 5 1.85 1.35
Nielson, Bdgar .cuoceoemcemmeeennn. 3 04 .04
Overland Stages (E. H. Curry) 741 235.27 235.27
Pacific Greyhound Lines, Inc... 24,672 7,822.42 1.08 7,823.45
Snow, Clyde .omiiieeimaeeeeeee 50 52 52
Steele, Parley B.ooooovivvmieianeeee,, 83 1.46 2.11 3.57
United Stages System, Inc......... 14 4.456 4.45
Woodruff, George T..........cc...... 39 .09 54 .63
Washington Mtr. Coach System 53 38.95 38.95
Williams, Bdward ..........cccoe.: 18 1.21 1.21

TOTAL oo, 47,313 $17,194.98 $ 59.22 $17,254.20
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STATEMENT OF TONS OF FREIGHT TRANSPORTED BY, AND
ROAD TAX ASSESSED AGAINST AUTOMOBILE FREIGHT
LINES IN THE STATE OF UTAH JULY 1, 1935

TO DECEMBER 31, 1935

Total - Hard Other Total
Tons Surface Surface Taxes
Certificate Holders Transported  Tax Tax Aggessed
Allred, Horace . .oooocoicoiimmniceans 153 § 15.09 § 31.456 § 46.54
Arrow Auto Line.....oocoieciemcnaees 2356 22.42 6.49 28.91
Barton Truck ILine.........cccoeeueeeen 343 79.11 79.11
Bear Lake Stages..ccccorceenceneens 5 .03 04 07
Bingham Stage Lines CoO.....cc.... 66 11.79 11.79
Black, Martin T.o.cooinnees 37 6.37 6.37
Bringhurst, Lyle CO.ccerccreeammnnnens 349 82.86 29.45 112,31
Brighton Stage Lines.......cc.ccc.... 4 28 .16 : .38
Brinkerhoff, J. D. & Floyd........ 97 25.77 3.86 29.63
B. & O. Trangportation Co......... 169 9.02 9.02
Cameron, Philo ....cccooooimicnena, 308 303.52 30.21 383.73
Central Ariz, Transp. Lines, Inc. 18 21.51 2,37 23.88
Chamberlain, John .........ccccooo.e. 148 37.39 10.68 48.07
Child, J. Oucceremiceiieee 13 2.36 .26 2,61
Colby, T\ Laeerremiercciamaaanns - 314 146,60 48,40 195.00
Comet Motor Ixpress Co........... 128 17.83 16.42 34,26
Denver—iS., L.~—Pacific Stagesg.. 2 01 .02 .03
Duke, Elisha Jones..............ive- 1.82 1.82
Eastern Utah Transp. Co... . 663.67 560.78 1,214.45
Forsgey, Ge0. o cviwmiemcciaeeccinas 2.16 40 2,656
Fuller & Toponce Truck Co..... 3,820 1,774.18 27 1,774.45
Grantsville— S. L. Truck Line.. 93 20,12 20.12
Hail, G, Wi 10 07 07
Hout, Don R..... 1185 32.89 32.89
Hout, Howard ....c.cccccce.... . 58 11.09 11.09
Hurricane Truck Line... . 375 100.08 3.31 103.89
Interstate Trangit Lines............ 592 26.48 47.61 74.09
Jepson, J. N. & I. H. Bradshaw 17 32.94 12 33.06
Magna-Garfield Truck Line........ 278 35.38 35.33
Milne, J. J. Truck Line, Inc....... 860 1,131.24 1.78 1,138.02
Moab Garage COuceeccmeeclvmneeniecnann 1,169.79 257.92 1,427.71
MelIntire, B, F......... 2.70 2.65 5.85
Petty & Riddle, Inc 204.51 .09 204.60
Railway Express Agency, Inc... 1 07 07
Rio Grande Motor Way, Inec..... 5,615 4,971.69 .37 4,972.06
Salt L.ake Bingham Frt, Line... 438 79.01 79.01
Salt Lake & Ogden Tmnsp Co 2,730 648.61 648.61
Sargent, Moyle ..cccccevemnennns 100 6.67 7.37 13.94
Southern Utah Truck Co........... 559 677.00 677.00
Spencer, Howard J. (S. L,.—

Grantsville) ..coeovoceieeeee. 48 10.48 10.48
Spencer, Howard J, (S. L.—

To006ele) i 120 25.63 25.63
Sterling Transportation Co....... 965 465.30 200.69 665.99
Ungricht, W. B 162 159.68 .82 160.50
Union Pacific Stages, Inc... 6 4,12 4,12
Utah Central Truck Line.... 1,493 352.60 16.12 368.72
Utah Transportation Co. . 396 146,20 3.00 149.20
Utah Parks Co. ..... 35 7.53 .29 7.82
Warner, Newell . 188 161.61 161.61

TOTAL

.............................. 277437 $13,707.07 $1,273.38 $14,980.45
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STATEMENT OF TONS OF FREIGHT TRANSPORTED BY, AND
ROAD TAX ASSESSED AGAINST AUTOMOBILE FREIGHT
LINES IN THE STATE OF UTAM JULY 1, 1935
TO DECEMBER 31, 1935.

Total Hard Other Total
Tons Surface Surface Taxes

Non-Certificate Holders Transported Tax Tax Asgsessed
Adair, George R..oocooiiiiinneeee 39 57.17 7.27 64.44
Adair, W. B, .......... 5 5.40 5.40
Adams, W, W...oooccoeees .01 01
Aero Mayflower Transit... 20 37.57 .06 37.63
Ahlgtrom, W, J. .......... 2 06 .06
Akhurst, Wm. B, .. ki 4,06 1.71 5.77
Alexander, B, T, ... 36 1.438 3.12 4.5b
Allen, Frank ... 3 06 06
Allen, Paul ... 14 7.93 .14 8.07
Ames, Oliver .... 26 13.60 13.60
Anderson, Ivan ... .. 1,485 49.91 37.438 87.34
Anderson, W. C. coocrrriicciiannnnn. 249 14.84 14.34
Arrowhead Freight Lines ........ 3,737 7,926.22 17.03 7,942.25
Asghton, Leslie & Sons....cccceene.. 464 79.55 56,67 136,22
Ashworth Transfer Co. ............ 805 260.00 8.07 268.07
Atkinson, D. ooooiiemeeieeimeeecee 915 1.12 33.61 34.73
Atkingon, V. D..ooooooiiiiiiaeee 786 176.64 20,25 196.89
Ault, J, W, Transfer Co........... 29 15.72 .03 15.76
B. & H. Truck Line.....cc.coeceeeee. 137 72,21 72.21
Bacon, W. A, eeieeeeeeeraens 2 1.65 1.66
Baese, G W, cooeeeeeeeeceeeeee 1 .84 .35 1.19
Baldwin, C. Rucoeeemioeiemeeeecacaceees 7 .65 .65
Ballingham, George & 4 .32 .32
Banks, 1.e0 M. .ccoomeneeraen 462 73.79 13.84 87.63
Beckstead, B, H, «occoeiiieeirannns 162 14,01 14,01
Bekins Moving and Storage Co. 11 9.556 9.565
Belnap, Lorenzo 6 52 52
Bethers, Harris 252 27.18 5.10 32.28
Bollschweiler, Mrs. E. T'._...... 70 12.61 12.61
Bower’s Express and/or

E. 0. Muir & Co... I 14 7.31 7.31
Bracken, Vivian ..........._.......... 01 .01
Bradford, Bert ..o.cocccecoiiiineeanns 2 2.39 2.39
Bradley, ISa8C .ocooereomiiraaneenee 192 61.13 61,13
Brady, IKe ..ccoieeeeioeeeemceaees 10 4.87 4.87
Bratt, J. Rueoomeoeeeoeicemecceecnenes 59 134.85 N 135.62
Brigmore, T. .iiiiiimicneeaane 2 .31 06 .36
Brinkerhoff, Geo. CO..eeereeeniiioel 20 2.67 2.67
Brown, Carl .......cooooiiimiiienennas 2 6.70 6.70
Brown & Laund......ooooool 7 1.20 1.20
Buckingham Transportat’'n Co. 1,760 924,94 8.98 933.92
Burlington Transportation Co. 11 9.23 .03 9.26

Butler, JO€ .o cmmemcee s 155 6.23 6.23
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STATEMENT OF TONS OF FREIGHT TRANSPORTED BY, AND
ROAD TAX ASSESSED AGAINST AUTOMOBILE FREIGHT
LINES IN THE STATE OF UTAH JULY 1, 1935
TO DECEMBER 381, 1985, (Continued)

Total Hard Other Total

Tons Surface Surface Taxes
Non-Certificate Holders Trangported .= Tax Tax Assessed
Cadwell, A, Boreeeciiceiiaeenccns 1 .97 : 97
Campbell, M. ................ 147 4,69 1.79 6.48
Campbell Trangfer Co.. 234 178.30 .40 178,70
Canoso, Frank _......coceaveninnai.. 21 10.20 10,20
Carter Drayage & Transfer Co, 234 16.36 b9 16,95
Chastain, W. Liiiiracccnas 16 b4 54
Christensen, C. R...... 106 . 7.31 7.31
Christensen, Lorin . 94 54.59 54,59
Clark, LaVern ... .05 .05
Clevinger, Joe ... 3 1.28 1.28
Cole, C. R, Tran 31 27.98 53 28,51
Compton Transfer & ‘

Storage CoO. .orrevreeirmieeiieeinnns 6 12.51 7 13.28
Cotant, J. O........ .- 185 93.21 93.21
Cowles & Sons... 12 6.36 2.25 8.61
Cox, James W.._.... 6 . .06 .30 .36
Cox, Lewis H...... 119 24,01 14.04 38.05
Cox, Lynn ........ . 1 09 .09
Cox, OwWen ....coceeeeen.. . 104 2.08 2,08
Cragun, Oscar ........... .- 53 122.00 122,00
Cutler, Bealey S........ . 19 4.30 .08 4,38
Dahl, Clarence ....... 25 4.88 4,88
Damron, George A.......... - 6 12 12
Dansie, Wilford ............. .. 4 1.16 1.16
Davis, Amos ..ccccceeeeeeee. . 2 .07 07
Davis, Lorenzo R..coveeeereooueneeeeen. 39 .81 44 1.25
Davison Transfer & Storage Co. 3 1.04 : 1.04
Despain, Elbert G..ccoceeveneenn.. 1,688 112.07 28,73 140.80
Diploma, J068 -ceceeeermmmenineeicanen. 5 2.317 2.37
Douglag-Calhoun Transportat’n 89 46,96 46.96
Droubay, D. P 104 16.00 .07 16.07
Bachus, V. D, © e, 56 22,17 _ 6.00 28.17
BEdwards, Oliver ........... 198 17.10 4.45 21.55
Elder, Leonard ....cccccccoeeceevnennn. 21 .36 3.84 4,20
Elsmore, D. Guoceermeeeeeeceeenanes 151 64.84 64.84
Ence, Milo «.ooioiieeiiiieiien, 1 01 01
Eyre, J. M. i 37 3.66 6.49 10.15

- Witzgerald, R, Bioeveeemoeieemns .15 .02 A7
Florence, H, S.cociiiiimiaanee 4 4.05 11 4,16
Fluckiger, Wilford ................. 8 4,61 .08 4.69
Fortner, V. B. coooieeriiieiieeeen 2 1.81 42 2.28
IFreemont-Ross Transfer and

Storage Co. oo 7 2.90 2.90

Fuoco, Sam ..cocoooooivivmmieiiee L 6 1.66 1.66
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STATEMENT OF TONS OF I‘RDI GHT TRANSPORTED BY, AND
ROAD TAX ASSESSED AGAINST AUTOMOBILE FREIGHT
LINES IN THE STATE OF UTAH JULY 1, 1985

TO DECEMBER 31, 1935. (Continued)

Total Hard Other Total
. Tons Surface Surface Taxes '
Non-Certificate Holders Transported Tax Tax Asgsessed
Gardner, Ira -ccceececceoveemmenees 2 41 41 i
Garrett Transfer & Storage Co. 17,165 16,743.82 b6 16,744.37 il
George, Joseph 180 7.20 ¢ 5.62 . 12.82 |
Glines, J, Harvey 8 .34 .34
Grayson Garage
(Lyman Garage) .-.-cceo-eeeeeee- b4 11.70 17.97 29.67
Gross, I L, cecumecnenens 41 1.16 15 1.80
Gulbransen, Oscar 1 04 : 04 !
Hadden, Dean ....ccccocccemmmmnans 1 41 14 .55 :
Hadley Transfer & Storage Co. 963 364.60 19.29 383.89 i
Hahn, Alfred Ti.ccooociccoimmmmmnnnns 39 25.83 25.33 i
Hadr, L. ccoweeeenn . 194 80.36 27.70 108.06 !
Hall, W. H, oo 6 2.66 2.56 i
Hancock, Leslie B...coocooooiiviannnns 84 196,28 196.28 “,
Hanson, Harold .....ccccccivmemmerenns 149 12.90 3.85 16.25
Hart, H. W, cooeemmecemeeeeeemoes 100 © 7106 ’ 71.06
Harward, Arthur _................... 4 - 3.89 3.39
Harward, Dan N, ... -4 3.39 ~ 3.39
Harwood, Homer W.......... 349 34.44 .36 34.80 o
Hatch, Leston L. 2 08 .08 il
Hawkes, Lee M.o.oocvmiomciicnracanns 74 42.74 04 42,78 i”
Haycock, J, B, coocrrmmmeiieeaenes . b .06 .29 .35 !
Heaton, Glen ....ccoccvecemmcacieannns 3,615 705.52 211.09 916.61 |
Hemmingsen, A, P.cereeninns 21 .08 .06 \
Henline, Wm, H..ooccviiiciaannas 192 17.82 4.30 21.62 |
Henrie Brothers ....cceoccecemceeeees 1,018 422.48 40.28 462.76
Hess, Kenneth L. 8 4.26 4,25
Hicken, J. Claude & Sons........ 201 49,37 4.60 53.97 |
Higley, Paul ccciommmceiememnneeas 1,259 47,04 47,04
Hirsehi, Albert D.o.oooiooiianienns 8 .29 .29 |
Hoggard, W. Cicccaemeee - 3 1.12 1.12
Holt, S. J. ccevvemnns .. 2 4.30 4.30
Howard, D. E. ... 15% 1.16% 1.16%
Fowe, T J. —occneeee 101 12.02 2.25 14.27

11 12.87 - 3.27 16.14
1 -1 71

Hunt, Joseph C
Hurst, Bill ooooeeeeeeens

Hutehingon, Harl W... b1 2.30 21 2.51
Inland Pacific Stages..... - 4 3.64 . 3.64
Interstate Motor Lines ... 8,741 6,217.91 48.96 6,266.87
Janse, Adrian .oooccooocceeeeene 14 - 1.26 1.26
Jeffery Bros,  ccammceesemmamierans 156 56.02 21.61 77.63
Johnson & Re6Se . wmmmmneeeaas 2,173 67.77 7.2 75.02
Johnson Transfer & Taxi Co..... 28 10.19 .09 10.28

Johnson, B. H. Transfer Co..... 100 6.39 3.03 9.42

James, R. S oo 408 80.98 80.98
#Cancellation.



282 REPORT OF PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION"

STATEMENT OF TONS OF FREIGHT TRANSPORTED BY, AND
ROAD TAX ASSESSED AGAINST AUTOMOBILE FREIGHT
LINES IN THE STATE OF UTAH JULY 1, 1935

TO DECEMBER 31, 1935. (Continued)

Total Hard Other Total
Tong Surface Surface Taxes

Non-Certificate Holders Transported Tax Tax Assessed
Johnson, B, R 122 98.96 98.96
Johngson, George .. 1 01 01
Johnsgon, Glen ......... 21 3.25 3.25
Johnson, R, C.......... 578 92.41 92,41
Johngton, Owen ....... 9 6.03 2.09 8.12
Johnston, Wayne It 2 .03 22 .25
Jolley, Henry R. ..... .02 .02
Jones, X, Li coveermieeeeeeeeeeaneens 4 .20 .20
Kenosha Auto Transport Co..... 3 4,59 4,59
Kirkham, George ...cccocceeeeueee. .01 01
Knight, Leo J............. 6 2.83 2.83
Knudsen, Virgil G. .... 12 4.95 4.95
Kohler, Albert ............ 525 165.29 11.84 177.138
Larsen, Clay 58 45.02 b1 45.58
Larsen, Nels .. 600 9,12 17.59 26.71
Lagsen, Niels 2% 2,07% L2 2.84%
Lewis Bros. Stages.... 30 22.79 47 23.26
Lind, Vance O................ 1 .06 .05
Lund, William ._............ 11 18 78
Lyman, Chester ............. 1 .05 06
Marchant, A, M. ........... 878 12.16 20.36 32.62
Marsden, R. J. _............ - 645 275.00 275.00
Maxfield, J. . ... 118 62.13 .98 63.11
Merchants Delivery &

Transfer Co. c.oooocvvemnieeenenene. 8 1.92 1.92
Merchants Transfer &

Storage CO. ceoveimiiiiiiieeiaaaa. 8 4.57 4,57
Messinger, Blake 772 476.41 476.41
Miles, I. A........... .- 267 63.78 9.94 78.72
Milner, A, T, 867 105.89 4.16 110.05
Mollerup, J. A, Moving Co....... 188 271.86 17 272.03
Monson, O, B, .o 124 65.29 15.58 80.87
Montana Pacific Transport Inec. 314 295.88 295.88
Morris, JO€ .oeeeeeeeoreeeeeee 251 264.35 264.35
Motor Express Co. of Wyoming 2,150 1,185.88 .30 1,136.18
Munson, Leo ...ooeoiiiereeneeennee. 3 .20 .20
Murdock, Carlos ......cccocooomeeeeee. 2 .21 21
Murdock, R, C. oooeeeeeeeeee, 44 5.72 1.36 7.08
McHale, J. A, oo 568 98.12 .20 98.82
McIntosh, Wm. H. ..o, 25 .15 3.24 3.39
McKeller, Peter ........ocooeeeeeeo... 25 .56 56
Nebeker, Stanley ..coccooeemoeennneni. 10 50 50
Nield Bros. Transfer CoO........... 200 88.00 88.00
Nielgen, Carl P. .......ocoomieemanne. 1 1.08 1.03

*Cancellation,
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STATEMENT OF TONS OF FREIGHT TRANSPORTED BY, AND
ROAD TAX ASSESSED AGAINST AUTOMOBILE FREIGHT i
LINES IN THE STATE OF UTAH JULY 1, 19385 i
TO DECEMBER 31, 1935. (Continued)
Total Hard Other Total '
Tons Surface Surface Taxes
Non-Certificate Holders . Transported Tax Tax Asgessed
Nielson, Bdgar .....cccoccecreeecemes i 12 12 iy
Nielgon, Sidney Li....ccocooioeees 8 11 a1 Ii
Nielson, Theris ....cccocoeeeeciicnen. 2 .06 .06 It
Nielson, Wm. Ray.....ccceeereeveennn .06 .06 i
North, Alvin G, coooveeiciiaaceanes 8 3.19 3.19 "
North, Glen .....oocooveoeeeermeeccecnes 339 2,92 7.20 10.12 h
Norton, H. C. ceerremiiimcecencceee 17 11.21 11.21 !
O’Berto, JO€ .o 24 .62 18 .80 .
Ogden Transfer & Storage Co. 185 116.74 3.20 119,94 i
Ogden, J, LATUE .ccoomeeeeinaiaemenen 3 2.47 .19 2.66 11
Olsen & Harwood...c.cccoeeueaemmnens 279 23.43 12.98 36.41 1, )
Olgen, W, Lioocemiceimceeeeaeneas 192 285.238 235,238 5
Olson, Henning B....ccocceevaeeene 4 2.02 2.02 il i
Oman, Harold G. -cccoeeeciannincnas .04 .04 I f
Oneonta Transfer & : i
L L N— 26 44.64 44.64 !
O'Neil, Heber ....oocoroieieiiiiannans 131 12.45 13.38 26.83 [
Orange Transportation Co....... 4,682 4,361.04 4,361,04 e
Osborn, Warren J..ooccccemeeeneees 6 .59 1.04 1.68 i
Owen Transportation Co........... 2 1.95 1.95 l !
Pace, John A, ooooooiiiecieeeaes 40 6.91 5.35 12.26 i
Pacific Greyhound Lines, Inc... 2 2.61 2,61 o
Pack, RODt, ceeeemeeeeccmiriceeemaeeas 522 ) 6.66 11.93 , 18.49 il
Palley, Barnett ..oo.oceicoommmnenns 7 18.59 18.69 i
Payne, Parley M. .oooorreemeireceecnn 8 .84 .84 |
Peasley Transfer & Storage Co. 67 62.74 62.74 I
Perry, T. W. 127 36.11 36.11 il
Peterson, Ben 8 .06 04 10 :
Phillips, B. E. 10 5.34 5.34 :
Pickering, Alex Transfer Co... 32 18.14 1.76 19.90 '
Pierce, L.ee ..oocooeeeeeeans . 38 3.19 5.46 8.65
Pratt, W. F. ......... 70 32.34 32.34
Preece, O, J. coeeeeeeens 470 18.19 60.56 78.75
Randall, Alfred ..... 211 16.95 16.95
Rapid Express Inc..... 95 89.44 89,44
Rasmussen, John . 719 637.54 637.54 .
Ray, J. F. .. 6 1.18 . 1.18
Reber, Ellis ..... 20 3.89 3.89
Reber, R. M. .ooooiiivimcaannas 91 30.80 20.80
Redline Motor Transport ........ 1,271 468.86 43.19 512.06
Redman Van & Stomge .......... 272 309.48 .60 310.08
Reed, Levi R, .... .. 217 12.66 6.07 18.73
Reid & Hunsaker........ccocoeeee 37 9.50 7.14 17.24
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STATEMENT OI' TONS OF FREIGHT TRANSPORTED BY, AND
ROAD TAX ASSESSED AGAINST AUTOMOBILE FREIGHT
LINES IN THE STATE OF UTAH JULY 1, 1935
TO DECEMBER 381, 1935. (Continued)
Total Hard Other Total
Tons Surface Surface Taxes
Non~Certificate Holders Transported Tax Tax . Asgessed
Reynolds, I'red ..occcoeeeeicemacacenes 5 1.86 1.12 2.98
Riss & CO, wvveeeeamcicamaanees - 8 4.08 4.08
Riddle, I, B, cooeeeeeeceieeee, . 932 1,640,389 1,640,389
Robbing, Melvin A, ..cooemnevinnns 1 01 01
Roberts, D, oecvcereiieieeecnneeens 8 6.77 6,77
Robingon, Leo .cccrceereieaceennans 2 1.69 1.69
Rosge, Harry S, cceccveermnaenn . 228 3.70 3,70
Rowley, Mrs. Daisgy -...... 48 9.22 9.22 X
Sabin, Ernegt N, ..ococveer - 4 11 A1
Salt Lake Transfer Co............. 3,097 1,330.93 77.62 1,408.45
Schiele, Fo Av oo . 613 298.34 298.34
Scholzen Produce Co. ... 1 72 .09 .81
Schwenderman, J, M, ... . 8 .93 21 1.14
Seamons, RAY .coceeveeeeereann. . 42 18.02 18.02 ;
Shackelford, T. M...ccemiiramceens 84 83.28 83.28 ok
Sim, Ln 8. cooeeceeeemeeemeees 976 508.97 6.40 515,87
Simpson, J, C. cririoiiiinieeeeens 185 65.01 65.01
Simpson Motorway Transit Co. - 20 10.54 10.54
Singleton, William ..c.c..ococceeee 24 .48 .60 1.08
Skillhorn, 8. G cceeeeeereeen . 2 21 .16 .86
Slade Transfer Co.......... . 14 3.29 .02 3.31
Slagowski, J, cooneeen . 134 65.238 665.23
Smith, Charles ... - 116 94.28 94,28 .
Smith, Albert .............. . 2 .08 .08
Smith, Lieo Gueeeeneiceerceaenenns 107 18.39 18.39 :
Smith, Roland B. Brokerage.... 57 56.74 56.74
Smith, Wm, R, Brokerage Co... 2 4.86 4,86
Snow, Clyde ..oooeeeiacecieees 35 87 87
Snow & Nelgon Lbr, Co . 1556 62,80 1.78 64.58
Spencer, James ........cccccc.. . 4 © 1,97 1.97
Staheli, Woodrow .......cccceevemenan 2 3.39 3.39 N
Stanton, J. J. e 1,429 196.06 251.10 447,16
Stapled, Lewellyn ............ - 2 .08 .08
Steele, Pariey B...oococeeeeee . 19 .89 1.17 2,06 :
Stevenson Bros. ...cooccoeivicirinncens 482 45.81 107.02 152.83 . ..
Stucki & Wittwer ....oocoaneaces 75 21.26 .42 21.68 3
Talbot, James O.ccooecrimciimannnee 52 7.01. 7.01
Tatton, Fred W. .coriiiiiiacene 13 12.35 12.35
Taylor, Rulon .....ceommiiiannnn 2 .10 .04 .14
Tietjen, J. Bh coceerniiaiiicieeees 102 32.52 32.52
Timothy, Presley ..coiiiccannee 8.60 3.23% 5.87
Timpson, H. B. irimecianenaes 115 9.86 4,19 14.05
Tooele Valley Railway Co......... 35 .06 22 .28
#*Cancellation.
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STATEMENT OF TONS OF vFREIGHT 'l‘RANS'PORTED BY, AND
ROAD TAX ASSESSED AGAINST AUTOMOBILE FREIGHT
LINES IN THE STATH OF UTAH JULY 1, 1935
TO DECEMBER 381, 1985. (Continued)

Total Hard Other Total
' Tong Surface Surface Taxeés
Non-Certificate Holders Trangsported Tax Tax Asggessed
Toombs, C. B, coerreeeeeaeeenes 300 1.12 7.39 8,61 |
Torre, LOUuls —ccooeemvempannrees 137 123.05 123.06 |
Tri-State Motor Ways.... 947 590.38 590.388 |
Truitt, Jo M. oo . 3 2.05 2.05 .
Trusckett, Dick ....cccoeeneeen. 1 b9 b9
Tuckett, J. Ao 46 9.36 1.71 11,07 |
Udall, D, K, oo 66 2.48 2.48 !
Urry, Lambert .......ooooweeeeeeen. 3 2,64 2.54 ‘
Utah California Motor Lines.... 8,332 6,697.58 10.95  6,708.58 1
Utah Calif. Motor Lines, Ine... 10,722 12,259.93 4.29 12,264,22 ‘
Utah California Motor Lines !
of Colo., INCueremrereeeeacee 3,621 2,011,67 24.11 2,0365,78 i
Waite, J. W. oo 3 1.05 .07 1.12 4
Waldron, Grant .............. e 27 6,61 .24 6.85 :
Wardell, William . 3 .76 .54 1.30 |
Wells, Joseph IM,.. .06 .06 !
Wight, Reed J.ieeeeriooooeenne.. 1 28.90% 6.07 17.83% f
Williams, David J......o....oooo..o.. . 4869 275.52 275,52 |
Wilson & Truax ....ococcmeenennee. 13 17,97 1.71 19.68
Winward, Abe ... 3 1.21 1.21
Wood, Bther .......oocooooeeeeemene. 248 22.40 20.64 43.04
Woodall, George .....ooceewemnn.. 2 1.66 1.65
Woodruff, George T.....cccomenene. 8 .06 .32 .38
Wycoff, M, S. 9 7.29 7.29
Yack, Joe ............. 2 .91 27 1,18
Yellow Cab Co. ... 86 9.33 .15 9.48
Young, George 169 106.83 .15 106,98
TOTAL e SRRSO 107,305 $73,111.88 $1,668.50 $74,780.38

#Cancellation,
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In the Index, the following abbreviations are used:

B E RR Bamberger Electric Railroad Co.
D &R GWRR Denver & Rio Grande Western Railroad Co., The
L A&SLRR Los Angeles & Salt Lake Railroad Co.
MST& T Co. Mountain States Telephone & Telegraph Co., The
O S L RR Oregon Short Line Railroad Co.
PSCTU Public Service Commission of Utah
S L & URR Salt Lake & Utah Railroad Co.
S P Co. Southern Pacific Company
T V Ry Tooele Valley Railway Co.
U P RR Union Pacific Railroad Co.
UICRR : Utah Idaho Central Railroad Co., The
UL &T Co. Utah Light & Traction Co.
UP & L Co. Utah Power & Light Co.
URT Co. ‘Utah Rapid Transit Co,
Ut Ry Co Utah Railway Co.
Case No. Page

Accidents, railroad and niotor transport ...y 12

Motor transport lines, table of, .........c.ooivvvann 274

Railroads, tables of, .........cviivriiiiiiiiiiiiinn 249, 250
Ace Tank Line Co., interstate license between Nevada

line and Salt Lake City ................ EERRRERERN 1860 214
Adair & Farnsworth, interstate license between Ogden

and Nevada line .......covviriviiniiiioniseinss 1795 138
Adair, Bert D., contract permit between St George and

FEnterDriSe . vuvtevnnin et vian v aeronniiranesesas 1631 52
Adams, W. W., contract permit between Modena and

Hamlin Valley ....ooiieriniiiriiriiiineierennes 1635 53
Allred, Horace, contract permit between Thompson,

Lasal, and Monticello ........cocoiiviiiiiiiin 1642 54
Ames, O, J., interstate license between Salt Lake City

and Wyoming line .........ccoviiiveniiiiiiinaases 1780 118
Anderson, C. M., contract permit between Sandy and

Salt Lake City .. vvvn it it 1562 _ 43
Arrow Auto Line, Compt. vs. B, E. Johnson, Deft ..... 1664 64

Contract permit between Carbon County and Salt

Lake City oot i i s 1822 176

Arrowhead Freight Lines, Ltd., certificate between Salt
Lake City, Cedar City, and St. George ............ 1867 217
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Ashworth, Rulon C., contract permit over all highways
L T 0 T T N

Audits, road taX ..vv i e
Ault, J. W., contract permit over all highways in Utah

Baldwin, C. R, interstate license between Gold Hill
and Nevada line ....... e e e ey

Ballingham, George E., contract permit between Grouse
Creek and Lucin ... it iiniraniees

B E RR, et al.,, Defts. vs Utah Citizens Rate Association,
Compt ...........................................

B E RR, crossing of, at a junction of State Road 131 with
State Road 91 south of Woods Cross, in Davis
County ..ovvviiviiiiii

Application of U I C RR, increases and reductions
in passenger fares, local and joint, with ,.........

Underpass crossing of, at North Farmington ......

Batty, J. D., contract permit between Wallsburg and
CharleSton ... v i i e

Benson, Randolph, contract permit between Pleasant
Grove and Deer Creek .....vvvvvirariirirrornnnes

Berry, Gibson T., certificate to construct railroad ....

Bethers, Harris, contract permit between Heber and
PrOVO vttt i i i e e e

Blaser, R. A., interslate license between Idaho line and
[ =7 (=3« N PN

Blue Mountain Irrigation Co., Deft. vs, Town and Cit-
izens of Monticello, Compts. ........cvivvviivi.t.

Boren, Lila, interstate license between Manila and
Wyoming Lne ...ooviiniiiii i e

Bracken, Vivian, contract permit between Central and
Pine Valley ..ottty

Brown, J. R. and Jane E. Lund, interstate licehse be-
tween St. George and Arvizona line ...............

Buckingham Transportation Co. of Colorado, Iné., inter-
state license between Salt Lake City and Wyoming
HNe vt e e e e e

Burlington Transportation Co., interstate license be-
tween Salt Lake City and Nevada line ............

Certificate to transport newspapers over highways
U. 8. 91, U 49, U, 8.30-S, and U. S. 40 ...........

CaSe No.

1856

1857

1632

1650

1573

1790

1801
1832

1703

1698
1296

1792

1853

1489

1689

1645

1622

1564

1809

1879

Page

212
© 16
214

53
55

48

133

145, 148
193,196

72

71
29

136
210
37
70
b5

51

43
161

220
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Butler, Walter, contract permit between Payson and
Provo ..... e

Calhoun, F. C,, interstate license between Salt Lake
City and Wyoming line .......ooovviiniiinnn.n. .

Cameron, M, R. & Garth, certificate between Salt Lake
City and Kanab, Escalante and Henrieville ,

Canoso, Frank and I, interstate license between Wy-
oming line and Salt Lake City ....... Ve e

Cases, formal, table of ....... oo, '

Certificates of convenience and necessity .............
Table of ..... e

Chamberlain, John, certificate between points in Kane
County and Marysvale and Cedar City .......,...

Chastain, William L., contract permit between Gold Hill
and Thapah ... 0 e e

Child, James Oscar, contract permit between Price and
3

Certificate between Price and Emery .............

Christensen, C. R., interstate license between Bluff,

Monticello, and Colorado line ........covivinvnen,

Colby, Frank L., certificate between Salt Lake Clty
and Delta ....covvviiniininneiinn, e

Cole Transfer and Storage Co., contract permlt over all
highways in Utah ...........c..iiiiiiiion. ..

Collett, R. A., contract permit between Park Valley,
Kelton, and Salt Lake City .........ccovvnn.. .

Colorado-Utah Stages, Inc., transfer to Southern Kansas
Stage Lines Co., interstate bus line ..............

Colorado-Wyoming Express, Inc., interstate license be-
tween Wyoming .line and Salt Lake City .........

Contract Carrier, Inc., interstate license between Santa
Clara and Arizona line ........coveiiiinninnia,

Contract carrier permits ...... ... o il
Table 0f «vvvvvvviinnn.s e .

Cooley, Joseph, contract permit between Salt Lake City
and MUTLEY . ovvvr e i iia it e,

Costs of operation of commlission ....................

Cotant, J. O. Truck Lines, Inc., interstate license be-
tween Murray and Idaho Line ................,.

Case No.

1600

1820

1838

1824

4

1620

1677

1637
1805

1633

1769

1859

1841

1757

1886

1887

1373

1777

291

Page

49

175

202

176

18
234

50

66

54
151

53

105

214

204

95

221

222
13
237

36°
18, 227

107
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Case No, Page

Cowles, L, E. and F. J.. Munson, contract permit be-
tween Salt Lake City and Hsealante, and between
Escalante and Marysvale ... .covvinivenninins, . 1851 208

Cox, Emerald L., contract permit between Utah South- :
ern Mining Company properties and Cedar City ... 1858 214

Cox, Lynn, interstate license between Randolph and
Wyoming line ............. e e 1649 55

Cox, Owen, interstate license between St. George and
Arizona line .......o0. 00, 1709 73

Cragun, E. M., interstate license between Salt Lake City
and Wyoming line .......... e e 1855 212

Curry, E. H., transfer to United Stages System, Inc,,
interstate bus line between Salt Lake City and

Nevada Iine ..........cv..... e 1751 90
Curry, E. H, and Earl Nash, interstate license between

Salt Lake City and Nevada line ........ ...t 1793 137
Damron, George Alfred, contract permit between Oasis

and Abraham .............. A, e 1625 52
Davis, Lorenzo R., contract permit between Park City

and Peoa ........... PN AN 1659 63
D & R G W RR, et al. Defts vs. Utah Construction Co,

(6763 4+ o3 R . 1510 42
D & R G W RR, Deft. vs. Intermountain Marble Co

GOt o e e e 1572 44

Underpass crossing of, near Midvale, Salt Lake
County . i e e e e 1725 74

Deft. vs. Midvale City, Comp. ......... e 1758 96
Ef. al, eliminate rates on ore, concentrates, matte,

precipitates, slag and flue dust subject to declared

valuation ........0 i e 1759 96
Crossing over Tintic branch of, near Silver City.. 1765 104
Underpass of, on West Thirty-third South Streﬂe.t in

Salt Lake County ..........oooiviiiiiiiiiiinn., 1778 107,111
Underpass, in the vicinity of Greenriver ........ . 1789 133
Deft. vs. Murray City, Plaintiff ................... 1814 166
Underpass, at Cliff, Emery County ..... e 1816 166
C-rossingf over Tintic Branch of, in Utah County.. 1827 179
Underpass of, at Springville .................. cee 1828 182
Overhead crossing of, in Provo ........covevvven.. 1871 ' 218

Underpass crossing of, in Helper City.............. 1872 218
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Denver Colorado Springs Pueblo Motor Way; Inc., trans-
fer to Denver-Salt Lake-Pacific Stages, Inc.,, bus
line between Salt Lake City and Colorado line,..

Denver-Salt Lake-Pacific stages, Inc,, to transfer from
Denver Colorado Springs Pueblo Motor Way, Inec,
bus line between Salt Lake City and Colorado line

Developments, major, in public utility industry.......

Dunn, Leslie S,, contract permit between Logan, Draper,
and "Coalville .............,. Ve e

Edwards, Oliver, contract permit between Heber City
and Provo ...ttt i e e

Electric utilities, statisties ... coovviiiiiiinn i,

Ence, Milo, contract permit between Santa Clara and

Ivins ... .......... e e e e
Fucalyptus Wood Co., interstate license between Nevada

line and Tooele and Midvale ....................
ExParte orders ..... PN P

Table of .......... PR R R TR AP )
Express company, statisties ........... e e

Farnsworh & Adair, inferstate license between Ogden
and Nevada TR iiiiiver e R

Federal regulation of motor transportation .......... e
Finanees of commission ..........ocvviiiiiiiniinin

Fitzgerald, R. B., contract permit between Salt Lake
City and Kamas ....ov. i i

Fluckiger, Wilford, interstate license between Wyoming
line and Salt Lake City .......ovv v

Freight, revenue, table of ............c.oooviiiiin,
Fuller-Toponce Truck Co., transfer of certificate ,....
Transfer of permit ........ PRSP
Transfer of interstate license ............... .....
Certificate between Salt Lake City and Idaho line,.

Garrett Transfer & Stg. Co., interstate license between
Idaho and Nevada lines .....covivvviiiiiiiniinn,.

Consolidation of operating licenses ....... e

Gas utilities, statistics ......oocovviiiiiii, AP, R

Case No.

1797

1797

1752

1719

1643

1893

1795

1812

1840

1747

1748
1749

1839

1750
1842

293

Page

138

138
22

91-94

73

247-248

255-258
b4

223

11
233
263

138
16
18, 227

165

203
245
83
83
83
203

90
204
259
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Glines, J. Harvey, contract permit between Tridell and
Ft. Duchesne ...,..... e e s e

Grade crossing permits ................ e Ve
Table of .....cocvvviiinnnnn, e e .
Grade crossirigs, with highway, table of ........0.ov....
With other railroads, table of, ...................

Hadley Transfer & Storage Co., contract permit over
all highways in Utah ...........c00oiiiieriinin,

Hahn, Alfred L., interstate license between Salt Lake
City and Idaho line ..... e e e e

Hail, George W., certificate between St. George and
Kanab .......ccovvvviiiin. .. e e

Hair, Leland, contract permit between Duchesne and
Salt Lake City ...ovviiiiiiiiiiii i

Hansen, Osmond C., contract permit between Pariette
Mine and Heber City .........vvvviiiirinnnnnn..

Harmston, Eugene, contract permit between Roosevelt,
Neola, White Rocks, and Leeton ................

Hatch, Leston L., contract permit between Burrville

and Fish Lake .vovurvriiiii s,

Heaton, Glen, contract permit between Cedar City,
Alton, and St. GeOrge ........ovvvvivirevnnini

Interstate license between Arizona line, Cedar City,
and Alton Junction ........................ .

Heber Light & Power Plant and U P & L Co,, approval
of interchange power agreement ..................

Hemmingsen, A. P., contract permit between Lark and
Revere Switch ....... oo,

Hemmingsen and Reed, contract permit between Lark
and Salt Lake City...........oiviiviviiinnin,

Henrie, N. O., Bros., contract permit between Salt
Lake City and state liquor stores and agencies ...,

Trucking Co.. interstate license between Salt Lake
City and Idaho lne ,........coivirviiunnennnnn,

Hicken, J. Claud & Son, certificate between Salt Lake
City, Provo, and Heber City ..........cvvvvurnn.. .

Hirschi, Albert D., contract permit between Rosette
and Kelton ... e

Hout. D. R, transfer to Interstate Transit Lines, bus
line between Ogden and Coalville ...............

1708

1854
1740
1791
1782
1844
1707
1623
1813
1873
1831
1614
1864
1785
1806
1848
1686

1148

Case No., Page

72

12

238- 239
251

252

210

82
136
119
205

73

52
166
218
191
49
216
131
151
205

70

26
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Hunsaker and Reid, contract permit between Delfa,
Deseret, Hinckley, and Salt Lake City ............

Informal dockets .....v'ivvireiiiiin i
Table 0f, v\t i e e e ,

Inland Pacific Stages, certificate between Castlegate
and Colorado line .......cc.vvviiiviniiiiiiiinin,

Transfer to Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc, bus line
between Salt Lake City and Price, interstate bus
line between Salt Lake City and Colorado line, and
interest in application for certificate between Castle-
gate and Colorado HNE .....vivverirevrinrrnennns

Interstate license between Salt Lake City and Wy-

oming line ......... e RN
Intermountain Marble Co., Compt vs. D & R G W RR,
Deft. ...vviviiiinn e e e

Intermountain Transfer Co., interstate license .......,.
Contract permit ....... . o i

Interstate carrier liCenS€s ..........vviuriiiniieiniansn

Table Of, .« i e

Interstate Transit Lines, cancel operating rights between
Ficho and Coalville .........civiiiii i .

Permigsion to file Tariff No, 600-C covering trans-
portation of packages ........ .. il

Certificate between Cedar City and Desert Mound
In the matter of increase in Freight Rates and Charges

Jardine, John S., conftract permit between Cache Junc-
tion and Clarkston .......c.coviviiiiiniiiiiiino

Jensen, John H., interstate license between Randolph
and Idaho lINe .....vviiiiiniirer i

Johnson, B. E., Deft. vs. Arrow Auto Line, Compt. .... -

Johnson, E. R., interstate license between Idaho line
and Salt Lake City . .. ... i,

Johnson, George E., contract permit between Colhnston
and Wheelon ...v.vervreriniirniieir i,

Johnson, Lewis, contract permit between Ogden and
B oD =20 s M R

Johnston, Wayne E., contract permit between Cisco
and Castleton ..oty e

Jolley. Henry R., contract permit between Angle and

Antimony ... i e e e e )

Case No.

1569

1727

1781

1804

1572
1462
1463

1148

1794

1833.

1658
1651

1681
1664

1850

1656

1890

1615

1679

295
Page

43
11
228- 232

76

76

150

44
36
36
13
235-236

26

137
197
57, 62

56

69
64

208

56

222

50

66
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Larson, L. O., interstate license between Salt Lake City
and Idaho HNe ..., iin i

Leavitt, Thomas D., Jr., interstate license hetween Salt
Lake City and Arizona line ..... N

Letter of transmittal to Governor ....... e

Lilenquist, Ray,~ interstate licenée between Salt Lake
City and Idaho line ......coovivrvvvviinirevinann, .

Lind, Vance O,, interstate license between Idaho line
and Lynn ... e Ve RN .

LA&S L RR, underpass crossing of, near Midvale,
Salt Lake County ........ccovvvvvvvnn e

Et al., eliminate rates on ore, concenfrates, matte,
precipitates, slag and flue dust subject to declared
valuation ..... F e e e e

Crossing over Silver City branch of, in Juab County
Crossing of, at St. John, Tooele County ...........

Underpass, on relocation of State Highway in
Pleasant GrOVE ...vvivtetir it i iiiiiinieriis

Overhead crossing of, at Delta, Millard County...
Overhead crossing of, in Provo ........ e

Lund, J. R. and Jane E, Brown, interstate license be-
tween St. George and Arizona line ................

Lyman, Chester, contract permit between Duchesne and
Strawberry River ................. e e

Lyman, Homer A, certificate between Richfield and
TOLLEY v vevevrnnnriaieinerenees e

Mackelprang, Willard, interstate license between Kanab
and Arizona lne ......iiiiiiiii i i

Mann, D. H., contract permit between Brigham City
and Cross Road Service Station ........ e .

Marsden, R. J., interstate license between Ogden and
Idaho 1Ine ......vvviieninrnvinns NN

Maycock, George, Motor Co., contract permit between
Sglt Lake City and Moon Lake .........ovvvvvinn.

McCann, W. W., transfer from Montana Pacific Trans-
port, Inc., interstate truck line between Idaho line
~and Salt Lake City ........ocvivhen PPN

MecIntosh, William H., contract permit between Junction
and Escalante ................. e

MecKellar, Peter, interstate license between Wendover
and Gold Hill ......ovvviiiiiiii i, e

Case No.

1767

1876

1759
1764
1766

1817
1825
1871

1622

1692

1621

1662

1799

1774

1880

1836

1669

1617

Page

105

219

- 49

56

74

96

. 104

105

167
176
218

51
71
51
64
144
107

220

202
65

50
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Midland Stages, transfer to United Stages System, Inc,
interstate bus line between Salt Lake City and
Nevada HIE .vvvvrrrreeervirr oo vt ,

Midvale City, Compt. vs. D & R G W RR, Deft, ... .

Milne, Joseph J., Truck Line, Inc., certificate between
Salt Lake City and Santa Clara and certain inter-
mediate PoInts ... ..viv i i

Mitchell Geo. A., contract permit between Salt Lake
City and points in Iron, Washington, and Kane
Counties .....covvvnen. e

Moab, town of, certificate to sell water outside of mu-
nicipal boundaries .......ccoooeeeens N

Mollerup, Joseph Andrew, contract permit over all
highways in Utah ....... e BN

Monson, O. E.,, interstate license between Salt Lake
City and Wyoming line ...... e e

Montana Pacific Transport, Inc.,, transfer to W, W,
McCann interstate truck line between Idaho line
and Salt Lake City ......... e

Monticello, town and citizens of, Compts. vs. Blue Moun-
tain Irrigation Co., Deft, ... .o e

Motor carriers, statistics ................ e

Mountain Fuel Supply Co., investigation penalty charges
against patrons ...

M ST & T Co., Deft. vs. P S C U, Compt. e

Munson, F. J. and L. E. Cowles, contfact permit be-
tween Salt Lake City and Escalante, and between
Escalante and Marysvale ...

Murdock, George C., contract permit between Beaver,
Sulphurdale, and Cove Fort ........ccvevvviveennn

Murdock R. C., contract permit between Milford and
BEAVEL v ivtiretria i e

Murphy, John M., contract permit over all highways in
1027 R PR

Murray City, Plaintiff vs D & R G W RR, Deft. ......
Nash, Earl and E. H. Curry, intersiate license between
Salt Lake City and Nevada line ........ovieevnnn

Nebeker, Stanley, contract permit between Ouray and
T, DUCHESNE 4t vvever et v o iaiiiiiiiiietascas

Neilson, Edgar, contract permit between Lynndyl and
Oak City .vvvvvrverririiiiiiiiien, P '

Neilson, Nephi, transfer to Utah Transportation Co..
stage line between Salt Lake City and Brighton ...

297

Case No. Page

1751
1758

1803

1787
1846
1852

S 1811

1836

1489

1866
1479
1851
1701
1638

1863
1814

1793 .

1675

1684

1889

90
96

150

132

205

208

165

202

37
265- 273

217

36

208

71

54

215
166

137

65
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Neilson, Theris, contract permit between Loa and Fre-
mont ........ .. i, e F

Nield Bros, Transfer Co., interstate license between
Ogden and Idaho line ............ .

Nielson, Sidney L., contract permit between Burrville

and Greenwich ..., iviviiiiiiiiin.. N ,

Nielson, William Ray, contract permit between Rich-
field and Annabella

Ogden Transfer & Storage Co., contract permit over all
highways in Utah ........cco i,

Olsen, James C., contract permit between Scipio and
JUBD o e e

Olsen, W. L., contract permit between Salt Lake City,
Logan, Cedar City, and Nevada line ...............

Oman, Harold G., interstate license between Idaho line,
Kelton and Yost ................. ,

O S L RR, crossing of, near Kaysville, Davis County .’

Deft. vs,. P S C U, CombPt, vvvvvviriiinrinnrennn,

Application of Salt Lake County to establish cross-
I OVEL, ottt ittt e e e e

Discontinue station agency at Dewey .........,...
Underpass of, north of Brigham City ..............
Organization of COMMISSION . ..evrvrrvrvrssrs s,

Owen Transportation Co., interstate license between
Wyoming, Arizona, and Nevada lines .............

Pacific Greyhound Lines. Inc., certificate between Salt
Lake City and Nevada line ...........ccovn vurnn

Pacific Intermountain Express, transfer from John Ras-
mussen interstate truck line between Salt Lake City
and Nevada line ... it iiiiinn .

Park Valley-Rosefte Telephone Co., increase rates ...
Patterson, William B., confract permit between Salt
Lake City and Nevada line "......................

Peoples Service & Produce Association, contract permit

between Salt Lake City and Roosevelt

Permits:
Contract carrier .................. P
BMergency .o i e,
Grade crossing ....... . o0, P,
Seasonal .....iiviiiiiiin., e
Temporary ......... e e e e e e

1629

1826

1646

1618
1861
1682

1756

1683

1314
1674

1680
1762
1807

1732

1885

1874
1870

1882

1800

Case No. DPage

52
179
55
50
214
69
95

69
30
65
66

99, 103
152, 155

17
82

221

219
218

220

145

13, 237
14

238

14

14

—
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Perry, Thomas W., contract permit between Salt Lake
City, Heber City, and Park City ............... ...

Peterson, Ben, contract permit between Gunnison,
Centerfield, and Fayette ....... vivees e

Petty and Riddle, Inc., certificate between Cedar City,
Kanab, and intermediate points ............. Ve

Contract permit between Cedar City and Pintura,.

Phillips, B, E, inferstate license between Salt Lake
City, and Wyoming line ..........covovivviiinion..

Pickering, Alex, Tranéfer Co., contract permit over all
highways in Utah .......c.ovvvvnivnn e

Pie{“ce, Lee, contract permit between Sigurd and Torrey
' Pinecrest Inn Resort, extension of electrical gervice to .

Powell, C. Dean, contract permit between Duchesne and
Hanna .......... e e S .

PSCU, Compt. vs. M ST & T Co, Deft, ...........
Compt, vs, UP & L Co.,, Deft. ............. Ve
Compt. vs. O S LLRR, Deft. ...,

Public utilities, table of, ............. e

Railroads, steam, statisties ........... e e e

Railway Express Agency, Inc.,, certificate between Salt
Lake City and Bingham ........... PR

Rasmussen, John, transfer to Pacific Intermountain Ex-
press, interstate truck line between Salt Lake City
and Nevada line .......c.covvvinevnns e

Rate cases, discussion of:

Electric light and power ........covvviiviiiin

Freight ....... e e e e s

GaS ciriinrniinian e i e

Telephone .......... [P e e e
Rate reductions .........oviiviiiioniiiiiniiiiiiiinia,,
Rates, Freight, In the Matter of Increases ............ \
Recommendations ...... PSP RN

Red Line Transport, Inc., transfer from Duane Vogler,
interstate fruck line between Salt Lake City and
Wyoming line ...... B N

1

Case No, Page

1536 42
1668 65
1704 72
1771 106
1514 42
1863 215
1350 - 36
1830 185
1665 65
- 1479 36
1531 42
1674 65
20

240- 246

1293 26
1874 219
9

7

9

10

9

o2

1658 57,62
23

1884 221
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Case No. Page

Reed and Hemmingsen, contract permit between Lark
and Salt Lake City ....... e 1864 216

Reid and Hunsaker, contract permit between Delta, Des-
eret, Hinekley, and Salt Lake City ............. 1569 43

Richards, Alonzo, contract permit between Elmo and
Victor ...... N e e e e 1641 54

Rio Grande Motor Way, Inc., certificate between Salt
Lake City and Colorado line ,........oovvvviviinan 1763 104

Transfer from Inland Pacific Stages, bus line be-
tween Salt Lake City and Price, -interstate bus line
between Salt Lake City and Colorado line, and
interest in application for certificate between
Castlegate and Colorado line ,.................... 1781 76

Riss & Co., Inc, interstate license between Coloradc
line and Ogden and between Wyoming line and

Ogden and Salt Lake City ........... e 1835 201
Road rﬁaiﬁtenance fax assessments ............. 000l 14
Audits . e e 16
Table Of, ... e 275- 285

Robbins, Arnold, contract permit between Duchesne
and AltOna ... . e 1687 70

Roberts, Dave, interstate license between Nevada line
and Utah Smelters ..........coiviiiiiiiit, 1878 220

Rowley, Daisy, interstate license between Milford and )
Nevada 1INe . .vtverin it i iiiieinr e 1712 73

St. Joseph Water & Irrigatibn Company, rate schedule
for water service ...l e 1798 139

Withdrawal of service from a portion of territory ,
served by COmMPANY . vvevrirererinirrrtererinensen -1869 218

Excllusion from service of certain territory in
North Salt Lake ,.....ovviviiininineeenn, e 1881 220

S L & U RR, et al,, eliminate rates on ore, concentrates,
matte, precipitates, slag and flue dust subject to de-

clared valuation ......... ... i, 1759 96
Underpass, on Trelocation of State Highway in

Pleasant Grove ..........viviveienn PPN e 1818 170
Overhead crossing of, at Springville .............. 1828 182
Overhead crossing of, in Provo ............. e 1871 218 -

Salt Lake County, establish railroad crossing over O S
LRBR, (i T I N S T R PN 1680 66
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Salt Lake Terminal Co., order authorizing grade cross-
ing ........... e e e

Salt Lake. Transfer Co., contract permit over all high-
ways in Utah ..o e

Salt Lake Transportation Co., contract permit of pass-
engers in intrastate commerce ..... PN

Sander, I., contract permit between Provo and Vernal .

Sarnes, J. B, interstate license between Salt Lake Clty,
Ogden, Wellsville, and Wyoming line ........

Shackelford, T.M., interstate license between Idaho
line and Salt Lake City .......covvenviiina

Sims, George A-. and Milton K., contract permit over
all highways in Utah .......... [ERRRRRETY RPN

Singleton, William, contract permit between Eureka
And PaySOM . .uvevvrreitroint i

Skinner, J. J., contract permit between Lehi and Provo
Sleeping car company,v statistics .............. e

Smith, Isreal Thompson, interstate license between Salt
Lake City and Idaho line ..........ooivviinnnnns

Smith, Leo G., contract permit between St. George and
PintuLa oottt i e i e i e e

Smith Truck Lines, interstate license between Salt Lake
City and Idaho line .......cooviiiieiiiinnninins

Smith, Wilson J., contract permit beween Lark, Butter-
field Canyon and Bingham Canyon ....... e

Snow, Clyde, contract permit between Teasdale and
(3oL N

Southern Kansas Stage Lines Co., transfer from Colo-
rada-Utah Stages, Inc., interstate bus line ........

S P Co.. overhead crossing of, south of Farr West, on
Nye’s Corner-Hot Springs Road in Weber County .

Special permissions ... saes
Table of, ........ SN e e e
Staff of commission ... PRI

State Road Commission of Utah, crossing of O 8 LL RR
near Kaysville in Davis County ............... ...

Abandon crossings of L A & S L RR and D & R
G W RR near Midvale, Salt Lake County, and sub-
stitute underpass crossing ........ e

Establish crossing over Silver City branch of L A &
S L RR, in Juab County .....

Case No.

1810
1849

1896
1837

15660
1821
1849

1626
1599

1891
1654
1741
1847 -
1661
1757

1819

1314

1725

1764

301
Page
165
2086, 207

223
202

42
175
206, 207

52
49
263

222
.56
83

205

64
95

172
11
233
18

30

4

104




Statistics, utility, tables of,

Street railways. statisties ............ ,
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State Road Commission of Utah, crossing over Tintic

branch of D & R G W RR, near Silver City .....

Relocate crossing of L A & 8 L RR at St. John,
Tooele County .....ovvviviviiniinnnnn,, e

Replace crossing of D & R G W RR on West
Thirty-third South Street in Salt Lake County with
underpass ...... e e e e e e

Replace crossing of D & R G W RR with underpass,
in vicinity of Greenriver ............... e

Abandon crossing of B E RR at a junction of State
Road 131 with State Road 91 south of Woods Cross,
in Davig County ............... P

Under pass of O S L RR north of Brigham City ...

Underpass crossing of U I C RR, north of Brigham
City ......... BN T, S

Underpass, D' & R G W RR at Cliff, Emery County

Underpass, L. A & S L RR on relocation of state
highway in Pleasant Grove ...... s .

Underpass, S L & U RR, on relocation of state high-
way in Pleasant Grove .........covveervervivenn..

Overhead, S P Co. south of Farr West, on Nye's
Corner—Hot Springs Road in Weber County ......

Grade crossing over track of Ut Ry Co. at spring-
VI
Overhead crossing of I. A & S L. RR at Delta,
Millard County ..... «vvviveiiiininennn i,
Relocatlon of crossing over Tintic branch of D &
R G W RR in Utah County ...... R

Underpass of D & R G W RR, underpass of Ut Ry
© Co.,, and overhead crossing of S L. & U RR at
Springville .

Overhead crossing of Park City Branch of U P RR
near Wanship . ...oviiviniiniin i

Underpass crossing, B E RR at North Farmington .

Overhead crossing of S L & U RR, D & R G W RR,
L A& S LRR in Provo ....,

Underpass crossing, D & R G W RR in Helper City

Steinaker, Elbert, interstate license between Wyoming

line and Manila ...,

Case No, Page

1765

1766

1778

1789

1790

1807

1808
1816

1817

1818

1819

1823

1825

1827

1828

1829
1832

1871
1872

1691

104

105

107,111

133

133

152, 155

157, 160
166

167

170

172

176

176

179

. 182

184
193, 196

218
218
240-285

71
253
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Stucki & Wittwer, interstate license between Arizona
. line and St. George ..... e e ..

Talbot, Japes O., contract permit between Paragonah
and Cedar City ........ e e e

Tax, road maintenance, assessments ......ovvivvvr s

Table of, ......covvvuvueen PR N .
Taylor, I. A., interstate license between Idaho line and
Wyoming LNe ....euriin i iiiiririeioiorrssonsns

Taylor, Rulon, contract permit between New Harmony
and Kanarraville ......covviinviiiriienrrnaaeiis

Telegraph and cable utilities, statisties ...............
Telephone utilities, statistics .................. R

Thomas, Halley, interstate license between Nevada line
and Midvale ..... .. e

Tietjen, Jesse Elmer, contract permit between Salt Lake
City and Nephi ...... e e e e e

T V Ry., substitute motor bus service '»for train service
between Warner and Tooele ........ccvvvvnnvennn.

Bt al, eliminate rates on ore, concentrates, matte,
precipitates, slag and flue dust subject fo de-
clared valuation ............. .. ccviiiviiiiiiiinns

Truscott, Dick, interstate license between Nevada line
and Salt Lake City .............. BN

U P RR, overhead crossing, near Wanship ............

United Stages System, Inc, fransfer from E. H. Curry
interstate bus line between Salt Lake City and Ne-
vada lINe ...ttt e e

Uta.h California Motor Lines, interstate license between
Salt Lake City and Idaho line ....................

Utah Citizens Rate Association, Compt. vs. B E RR, et al

Utah Construction Co., Compt. vs. D & R G W RR, et al
Defts. ......... N

U I C RR,, investigation of rates for electrical energy
furnished by UP & L CO. .vvviiiviiiireiirennnn,

Increases and reductions in passenger fares, loéal
and joint, with B E RR ... .. iiiiiiiiiniiienanas

Underpass crossing of, north of Brigham City .....

Utah Lake Distributing Co., et al, compts. vs,. U P & L
Co., Deft, oo i e .

U L. & T Co,, electric trolley coach system in Salt Lake
oY i i e e

. .Dis‘continue motor bus service on 15th Hast and

21st South Street in Salt Lake City ............. -

303

Case No. Page

1721

1634

1845

1731

1877
1342

1227

- 1759

1788
1829

1751

1612
1573

1510
1270

1801
1808

1862
1208

1663

73

53
14
275- 285

206

82
262
260, 261

219
35

26

96

133
184

90

49
48

42
26

145, 148
157, 160

214
30

64
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U L & T Co,, subsitute bus service for street car service
on routes 1, 2 and 3 in Salt Lake City ............

Rembve certain unused tracks and equipment from
certain streets in Salt Lake City .........oovv.tt,

Bus service East Third South-State Capitol Line,
Salt Take Clby vttt e e

U P & L Co., investigation of rates for electrical energy
furnished U I C RR ..oovviiiiiiiiiiieiiniinnnn,

Deft,, vs. P S C U, Compt, «.vvvviririvvnnnininn,
Certificate, Weber County ...............ccvvvh.s

And Heber Light & Power Plant, approval of in-
terchange power agreement ...............co00un.

Certificate, steam-electric generating station in ~

Utah County ...o.oviiviiiiiiiiiiiiii e,
Certificate, town of Sunset, Davis County .....,.
Deft, vs. Utah Lake Distributing Co., et al,, Comps.
Investigation penalty charges against patrons ....
Certificate town of Plymouth, Box Elder County ..
Certificate, town of Woods Cross, Davis County ...
Ut Ry Co., crossing, at Springville ....................
Underpass crossing of, at Springville .............
U R T Co., certificate in Ogden City ..................

Utah Transportation Co., contract permit between Salt
Lake City and state liquor stores and agencles ...

Transfer from Nephi Neilson, stage line between
Salt Lake City and Brighton .....................

Vogler, Duane, transfer to Red Line Transport, Inc., in-
terstate truck line between Salt Lake City and
Wyoming line ...ttt an

Warner, Newell K., certificate between Salt Lake City
and Fillmore ...veviivitreinnine i inans

Warner, Thomas C.; contract permit over all highways.

In Utah oo i

Wasatch Trucking Co., contract permit between Pari-
. ette Mine and Heber City ......ovivviiinennninnn,

Water utilities, statistics ...... e e e

Winn, Ivan H., interstate license between Salt Lake Cityb

and Idaho 1ine ....oovviiiviiiiiniinineinns

Case No, Page

1783

1786

1883

1270

1531
1815

1831

1834
1843
1862
1865
1875
1892
1823
1828
1779

1784

1889

1884
1770

1859

1844

1868

119
131
221

26
42
166

191

198
204
214
217
219
223
176

182

113,117

125

222

221
106
214

205
264

217
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Wittwer & Stucki, interstate license between Arizona .

line and St. GeOITZE . vvvrvt it ienons

Woodruff, Geo. T, contract permit between Myton and
Bluebell .. e e e

Wycoff, M. S., contract permit between Salt Lake City
and Wellington and Carbon County points .......

Young, George, interstate license between Salt Lake City
and Wyoming line ..........ovviiiiiiiiiiiiin,

Zions Securities Corporation, extension of electrical
service to Pinecrest Inn Resort ...................

Case No. Page
1721 ' 73
1705 72v
1802 149-150
1796 138

1830 185




ERRATUM

Page title lines on bages 5 to 64, i

nclusive, which read “Report

of Public Utllities Commission” should read “Report of Public

Service Commission.”






