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Case XNo. 3210.

CITY OF ATANEDA, &
Muaeicipel Corporation,

Complainent,
VS.

SOUTEERN PACITIC COMPANY,
2 ¢orporation,

Defendent.
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Mr. Edward J. Silver and Ur. Harry 4. Encell,
Tor the Cilty of Alamelsn, Complainsnt,

¥r. C. W. Durbrow and Mr. Vm. Meinhold, for
Southern Paciric Compeny, Defendant.
SELVEY, COMMISSIONER:.
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Pursuant to the procedure prescrided in the Commission's
Gemeral Order No. 27-f, Southern Paciric Company, on February 6th,
1932, atvised, in Writing, that 1t plexmed to reduce electric trein
and ferry service detweon Alemeode a:}dSan-E'ranci:eo on Sundays and
holidays and during the evenipg howrs on week days. This reduced
service was to have become effective on February 28th, 1932, Nofi.ce
to the public of this curteilment was posted iz all cers and boets
operated in this service om Februveary 18th. 01 Fedbruary 27tk the
City ol Alameda filed the above numbered cese, protesting the pro-
Pocsed reduction in seﬁice.

| Upon the Liling of this complaint, Southern Pacific

Compeny suspended the plecing into elffect of the proposed reduced

service.




Public hearings were held in Alameda on Merch 17¢h,
22nd and 25th, 19%32.

Souttern Pacific Compexny's proposed plan provides for
& sixty-minute headway, %o replace fhe Present thirty-minute ser-
vice, oz Sundays and the following holidays - New Year's Day,
Weshington's Birthday, Decoration Day, Fourih of July, Lebor Day,
Thenksgiving end Cﬁristmas, the first doat to leave San Fremeisco
at 6:45 A.M. and thence hourly to 12:45 L3 in.'che opposite di-
rection the Iirst boat to leave Alameda Piar at 6:15 AM., the
noxt at 7:06 AL, exd thence hourly wntil L:06 A.i.

Delly, except Surdays eand holidays, the’serw.ce is to
remein as at prosent until after the evening commmte period, thence
howrly from San Francisco from 6:45 P.i. 0 12:45 L.M., and from
Alcmeds Plex at 6:19 P.M., then 7:06 P.X. and howrly thereafter
wtil 1:06 L.M. |

The company contends that the amount of traffic during
the periods'o:' proposed curtailed service does not justify the pre-
sent Ifrequency of service. In support of this contention, verlous
exhidits were introduced to show the volume axnd distridbution of
treffic. TFurthermore, this reduction will effect a saving in the
cost of operation of approximately $43,000. in boat operation end
$16,000. in electric train operation, or a totsl of approximetely
$59,000., as shown iz Exhibdit No. 7.

The proposed curtailment in service was protested by
the City of Alemeds, perticulerly the reduction on Sundays end
holideys, on the grownd that tb.é' Present sckedvles are necessary
to susta.in Propexrty lnvestments and that Sunday service is vitel %o
business activities in Alamede. Although no serious protest was
made against the curvailment of evening service, it was suggested

thet the break from half-hourly to howrly service be extended from

6:45 P.X. to 7:15 P.}f. The record shows that to exterd the half-
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bourly servico‘as suggested 1t would de necessary to employ two
eight-hour crows insteal of one twelve-hour crew, thus matérially
affecting operating expenses. 2xhibits Nos. 3 and 34 show that

~ after 5:45 P.M. there is a material reduction im the traffic flow.
Although 1t would de of some public convenience to extend the
helf-howrly service to about 7:00 P.XK., it appears tha®t the dene-
Tits which would accrue would not Justify the additionsl expense,

From exn enalysis of the traffic flow during the hours

or proposed‘service cuortailment, it appesrs that zmore service is
now given‘than the smownt of treffic Justifies. It therefore is
recommended thet this conplaint be dismissed without prejudice
and that the defendant de allowed to carry oui its plean of curtall-~
ment of service, pursuant to the movisions of Gemeral Order No.27-A,
wmtil such time as changed conditions nay warrant changes in the
sehedules.

. A pudlic hearing having been held on this proceeding,
the matier having been submitted and deing now resdy for decision,
IT IS EZEREEY ORDERED that Case No. 3210 is heredy
dismissed without prejudice.
The foregoing Opinion and Order are heredy approved and
ordered filed asz the Opinion and Order o% the Railroesd Commission
of the State of Cslifornie. |
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