
Southeast Colorado Petroleum Exemption Reinstatement Request 
 
The Colorado-Wyoming Petroleum Marketers Association (CWPMA) has requested the 
Petroleum Exemption be reinstated on the following state routes: 

 US-160 from I-25 to the Kansas Border 

 US-350 from US-160 to US-50 

 US-385 from US-50 to US-40 

 SH-96 from SH-71 to the Kansas Border 

 SH-109 from US-160 to E 3rd Street in La Junta 
 
In accordance with CDOT Procedural Directive 1903.1 (Appendix A) a Hazmat Route Advisory 
Team consisting of Headquarter and Region 2 staff studied the request and determined there 
are no circumstances which should prevent these routes from carrying petroleum products.  
The Advisory Team recommends the Transportation Commission initiate a Petroleum 
Exemption reinstatement petition to the Colorado State Patrol (CSP) for their consideration.  
 
Title 42, Article 20 of the Colorado Revised Statues governs the routing of hazardous materials 
by motor vehicles on all public roads.  The transport of petroleum products were expressly 
exempted from routing requirements, unless the roadway authority requested this exemption 
be removed.  When the routing system was initially created, CDOT -then the Department of 
Highways- elected to remove the petroleum exemption from all state routes not designated as 
hazardous materials routes.  During that same process, every county in Southeast Colorado 
chose to keep the Petroleum Exemption in place on roads within their jurisdiction.  The result 
was conflicting regulations on state routes and county roads within the same county. 
 
The legislative intent of this statute was to allow for the free-flow of petroleum products and 
only limit the movement of other hazardous materials, therefore no prescribed criteria to 
reinstate the Petroleum Exemption is outlined.   With an understanding of this intent, CDOT 
worked with CSP to identify what measures would be used to address Petroleum Exemption 
changes.  As a result of these discussions is was determined that CDOT should conduct 
“analysis-light”, meaning the same criteria as outlined in statute and policy would be used, 
however, only extraordinary circumstances would prevent a change in the designation and 
deference would be given to the roadway authorities preference.   
 
The following analysis was conducted by the Hazmat Route Advisory Team in accordance with 
PD 1903.1:  
 
The routes are feasible, practicable, and not unreasonably expensive for such transportation.  

Granting the request to reinstate the Petroleum Exemption will allow more options to 
petroleum transporters and will not have a negative impact on the industry. The increased 
flexibility will, in some case, contribute to reduced operating costs for carriers.   All five 
routes meet these criteria. 

 
 



 
The routes are continuous within a jurisdiction and from one jurisdiction to another.  

The requested reinstatement is continuous through all affected jurisdictions.  The request 
meets this requirement. 
 

Provide Greater Safety to the public than other feasible routes 
Reinstating the Petroleum exemption on these routes provides more options for petroleum 
transporters.  With fewer restricted routes, drivers may choose the most direct route and 
limit the number of miles traveled to deliver their products, thus reducing the risk of 
incidents.   

 Crash and fatality rates on these routes are within acceptable parameters when 
compared to similar routes. 

 The region is sparsely populated and no population is at greater risk of incident with 
this change. 

 Several schools and hospitals are with one mile of a route.  The reinstatement of the 
Petroleum Exemption will result in no greater risk to these establishments.  There 
are no environmentally sensitive areas affected by these routes. 

 A list of emergency response agencies and their capabilities has been established.  
CSP will determine if the response capabilities are adequate for the region. 

 The conditions on the routes are within acceptable parameters when compared to 
similar routes. 
 

The routes do not unreasonably burden interstate or intrastate commerce. 
Reinstating the Petroleum Exemption on these routes will not burden interstate or 
intrastate commerce.  Rather, these additional routes will allow for freer movement of 
goods, thus providing cost savings to transporters and potentially their customers. 
 

Designation is not arbitrary or intended to by petitioner merely to divert the transportation of 
hazardous materials to other communities. 

Reinstating the Petroleum Exemption will not divert petroleum products to other 
communities but will provide more options to deliver the products to the communities who 
use them.  Support for these proposed changes has been expressed by the local 
communities. 
 

Routes will not interfere with the pickup or delivery of petroleum products. 
Increased routing options will allow for greater easy in product pickup and delivery and will 
not have an adverse effect. 
 

Reinstatement of the Petroleum Exemption must be consistent with all applicable state and 
federal laws and regulations. 

The reinstatement of the Petroleum Exemption on these routes is consistent with all state 
and federal laws and regulations 

 
 



 
 
The following counties have expressed support for these changes: 

 Baca 

 Cheyenne 

 Crowley 

 Kiowa 

 Las Animas 

 Otero 

 Prowers 
 
The following towns or cities have expressed support for these changes: 
 

 Granada 

 Haswell 

 Kim 

 La Junta 

 Pritchett 

 Sheridan Lake 

 Sugar City 

 Trinidad 

 Walsh 
 
Attached: 
CDOT Procedural Directive 1903.1 
Map of proposed changes to Petroleum Exemption in Southeast Colorado 

 
 

 
 
 

 
 

  
 

 
 

 
 
 











!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(
!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!( !(

!(

!(

!(

!( !(

!(

!(
!(

!(
!(

!(

!( !(
!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(
!(

!(

!(

!( !(

!(

!(

!(

!(

!(
!(

!(

!(
!(

!(

!(

!(

Æ·83

KimTobe

Rush

Hugo

Eads

Model

Boone

Campo

Walsh

Lycan

Vilas

Wiley

Yoder

Simla

Ramah

Lamar

Weston

Cheraw

Timpas

Cheney

Towner

Calhan
Peyton

Pueblo
Ordway

Aguilar

Branson

Bristol

Haswell

Fountain

Thatcher

Arapahoe

Matheson

La
Junta

Trinidad

Arlington

Fort Lyon

Pritchett

Two Buttes

Kit Carson

Wild Horse

Walsenburg

Las
Animas

Toonerville

Springfield

Punkin Center
Cheyenne Wells

Beshoar
Junction

Colorado
Springs

Starkville

Granada Holly

Sheridan Lake

Sugar City

Manzanola
Fowler

Rocky Ford

1385

Æ·96

¦̈§25

¦̈§25

1160
1287

Æ·194

Æ·10

Æ·94

Æ·89

Æ·109 Æ·116

Æ·71

1287

1350

1385

1160

Æ·389Æ·12

150 Æ·96

150

Æ·96

Æ·71
1287

Æ·196

150

1287

1160

1160

Æ·266

Æ·101

124

Æ·94

140

140

BACALAS ANIMAS

LINCOLN

PUEBLO

BENT

KIOWA

EL PASO

OTERO

CHEYENNE

PROWERS

CROWLEY

-102° 0'

-102° 0'

-102° 30'

-102° 30'

-103° 0'

-103° 0'

-103° 30'

-103° 30'

-104° 0'

-104° 0'

-104° 30'

-104° 30'
39

°0' 39
°0'

38
°30

'

38
°30

'

38
°0' 38

°0'

37
°30

'

37
°30

'

37
°0' 37

°0'

SE Colorado Routes Requested  to have Petroleum Exemption Reinstated

0 6 12 18 243
Miles

The information contained in this map is based on the most
currently available data and has been checked for accuracy.
CDOT does not guarantee the accuracy of any information
presented, is not liable in any respect for any errors or
omissions, and is not responsible for determining "fitness for
use".
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