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Decision No. _4._.~_·_3_2_9 ____ _ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES co}~rISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
SOUTEERN PACIFIC COl'!PANY to discontinue ) 
the operation of passenger Trains Nos. ) Application No. 30620 
69, 70, 96 and 97, operating between ) 
San Francisco and Los Angeles, California.) 

Evan J, Foulds and R. \v. Myers, for applicant. 
William E. Polla.rd, for Dining Car Cook's & \'Jaiters 

Union, protestant. 
Frank G. Pellett, for Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, 

protestant. . 
W. O. Orr, for Ventura Chamber of Commerce, interested 

party. 
J. J. Deuel, for California Farm Bureau Federation, 

interested party. 
W. A. Rohde, for San Francisco Chamber of Commerce, 

interested party. 
J. C. Billedeau, for King City and Southern Monterey 

C'hamber of Commerce, prote stants. 
Timothv O'RiBlly, Mayor of San Luis ObiSpo, for San 

Luis Obispo Chamber of Co~merce; the City of 
San Luis Obispo; and the Democratic Central 
Committee of San Luis Obispo County, pr~testants. 

Robert E. Wright, City Attorney ot Paso Robles,for the 
City of ?aso Robles and Atascadero, protestants. 

Thomas J. Barry, for the Paso Robles Chamber of Commerce, 
protestant. 

John Henning, for the C~.lifornia State Federation of 
Labor, protestant. ' 

Q£llilQlT 

In this proceeding, Southern Pacific Company seeks author1~ 

to make certain revisions in its passenzer train service between 

San Francisco and Los Angeles via the Coast Route. To effect 

these revisions it propo~es to discontinue the operations of Trains 

Nos. 69 and 70, known as th0 Coaster, and Trains Nos. 96 and 97, 

knows as the Noon Daylight, and coincident therewith establish a 
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(1) 
new passenger train ~ervice to be kno~m as the Starlight. The new 

Starlight ".';ould be oper:.ted dailY between San Francisco and Los 

Angeles via the Coast Route, leaving each terminal at 8:15 p.m. 

and arriving at the opposite terminal at 6:lt5 a.m. the follo'''ing 

day. 

As a part of the above described program, applicant 

plans to change the ~rrival and departure times of passenger Trains 

Nos. 71 and 72. Train No. 71 leaves Los Angeles at 6 a.m .. daily 

and arrives at San FranCisco ~t 9:30 p.m. Train No. 72 leaves 

San Francisco at 7:35 a.m. dc.ily, an6. arrives at Los A.":'lgcles at 

10: 30 p.m. The sC!'lcc.ules of these trains ,'!ould be rearranged so 

that they would leave the respective terminals of San Francisco 

and Los Angeles simultaneously at 9:15 p.m. daily and arrive at 

the opposite terminals at 12:15 p.m. the next day. Under this plan 

the departures of these trains would be 15 minutes after that of 

the Lark, (Trains Nos. 75 and 76); Trains Nos. 71 and 72 are 

pa.ssenger trains designed primarily to handle "h~ad-0nd" traffic 

consisting of baggage, express and mail. They would also provide 

service for local coach passengers be~'lCen the terminals and all 

intermediate pOints bet~'lcen San FranCisco and Los Angeles on the 

Coast Route. 

(1) Hereinafter Trains Nos. 69 and 70 will be referred to as the 
Coaster, and Trains Nos. 96 and 97 as the Noon Daylight. 
Train No. 69 leave Los Angelos at 7:lto p.m. and arrives at 
San Francisco at 8:45 o..~., the next day. Train No. 701caveo 
San Francisco at 7:15' p.~n. and arrives at Los Angeles at 
7:lt5 a.m., the i'ollo",iing day. Trains Nos. 96 and 97 leave 
San Francisco and 10: Angeles, respectively, at 12:1, p.m. 
and arrive at Los Angeles and San FranCiSCO, respectively, 
at 9:55 p.m., the snme dny. 
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Pursunnt to the provisions of the Co~ssion's General 

Order No. 27-A, applicant on September 10, 1949, filed a '°Tritten 

notice '°11 th the Commission of its intention to discontinue the Noon 

D~y11ght ~d the Coaster. Simultaneously it informed the Com­

mission of its plan to establi:::;h the new Starlight. On September 

15, 1949, applicant filed proofs of the proposed time table changes. 

Subsequent to the filing of that notice, certain protests i'lere 

received by the Commission "lhich, pursuant to the provisions of 

said Gcncr~l Order No. 27-A, thereupon required Southern Pacific 

Company to file a formal application requesting ~uthority to dis­

continue those trains. The ~pplico.tion vms filed September 14, 

19~9, ~nd a public hearing thereon lroS had before CommiSSioner 

Craemer and Examiner Paul at Los Angeles and Sun Franc1sco on 

September 21 and 22, 1949, respectively, and the matter i'ms 

submitted. 

In support, of the authority sought oral and documentary 

evidence was produced through officers of app11cant. Estimates 

were introduced purporting to show that by the execution of the 

proposed plan, certain direct cost savings in excess of one million 

doll~rs annually ,"ould accrue to applicant. There w:lS testimony 

tM t addi tion:l.l savings ",ould be realized upon items excluded from 

the ~bove est1m~te. Such items include pnyroll taxes, losses 

accrtung from tho services provided on dining c~rs, pullman serVice, 

depreci~t10n on equ1pment, insur~nce, ~ccounting costs ~nd other 

items. It was stated these s~vings \o,ould ~pproximo.te a. minimum 

of ~300,OOO ~nnu~lly. Of this ~mount, ~ so.ving of ~bout $176,000 

o.nnuo.lly would be rc~lized from discontinuance of dining c~r service 

on the Noon Daylight ~nd the Co~ster. 
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There was evidence th~t tr~ffic on the Coaster for the 

months of June, July ~d August, 19~9, showed a decline of 39.2 

per cent over the corresponding period of 19~8. At the present 

ti~e, onc standard and two tourist sleepers are oper~tcd on that 

train, the traffic of vThich consists of ~orc th~n 80 per cent coach 

p~ssengers. One of the functions of the st~nd~rd sleeper equipment 

of the Co~ster is to accommodate some of the over-flow traffiC from 

the L:-.rk,_ The eVidence shows a down-trend in 19l.j.9 of sleeping car 

p~ssengers on the Coaster as cOMpared with the like period of 1948 

and an up-trend of coach p,,"ssengcrs. The Lc:.rk, nOi·r opernting at 

n load factor of approximntely 75 per cent, has 0. normal capacity 

of 290 passengers. Use of this service is available to holders of 

first class tickets only. 

A witness for applicant testified that the present trend 

in r~il tr~vel h~s produced 0. strong demand for fast, economical, 

overnight chAir car service beti .... ccn San Fra.nc1sco and Los Angeles. 

To satisfy this demand, applicant pl~ns to establish, in lieu or 

the Conster, the nei" Starlight equipped \'.ri th modern, strc;J.mlincd, 

reserved scat chair cars, ~ snack car, n t~v~rn c~r ~nd a p~rlo~ 
co.r. This tro.in would pr,ovidC low cost o.ccommodo. tions on t\ 

schedule en~~ling p~~scngcrs to lo~v0 tcrmin~ls ~~tor dinner nnd 

arrive ~t dcstin~tion before breo.kf~st, ~voiding ~ny mco.l c~cnse 

en route. Witnesses for ~pplic~nt contended that this high speed 

streo.m11ned operation, on ~ schedule of 10 hours ~nd 30 minutos 

between terminals, would better enable ~pplicant to meet the strong 
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comp~tition of ~irline service~2) passenger stage carriers, other 

rail carriers ~nd the private automobile. Witnesses for applicant 

also testified thnt with th~ seasonal decline in traffic now being 

experienced, pullman passengers normally moving on the Coaster 

could be readily absorbed by th€ Lark which operates on 12 hour 

schedules leaving at 9 p.m. They further testified that an~ 

necessary seasonal service will be established as required.' Coach 

passengers presently utilizing the Coaster would be afforded a 

superior type of accommodations on the Starlight with a substanti~lly 

faster schedule ot no added transportation cost. 

The principal objection to ap~lic~nt's proposed pl~n of 

operation arose from various communities in the Salinas Valley. The 

fear was expressed that the mail service would not be comparable 

to that now received. The evidence produced by applicant in this 

reg~rd indicated that no community would receive mail service 

inferior to th~t now received and that most communities would re-

ceive a better service. 

An objection was made that pullm~n c~r space is allocated 

to an insufficient number of Coast Route pOints. Thereupon, appli­

cant offered to make arrangements to allocate space to additional 

pOints, this space to be held not later than 36 hours before depar­

ture time of pullman trains. 

Al though a number of protestants appEu3red, none produced 

any evidence other then by cross-examination of applicant's w1tness~s. 

(2) It wc\s shown that there are l.j.5' southbound'f:lnd 46 northbound 
airline schedules with ~,59l end 1,642 available seats, res­
pectively, operating daily between San Francisco a~d 10s 
A."lgeles. Many ~re reported to be operating with near espacity 
loads. 
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A rev10w of the evidence of record in this proceeding shows that 

a relatively few users of applicAnt's service would be inconvenienced 

by the proposed ch~nges. But i t ~.lso shows thc.t under the proposed 

plan applicant would be able to effect substant1~l operating 

economies and provide an improved and superior type service for 

the great majority of its patrons. 

The record in this proceeding clenrly shows th$t the 

continued operation of the Noon Daylight snd the Coaster is not 

warranted at this time~ It further shows th~t public convenience 

and necossity would be better s0rv~d by establishment of the new 

Starlight in conjunction with the reme.ining passenger trains of 

applic~nt which the record shows have ample "JIlused capacity to meet 

present traffic requirements. Therefore, the applicAtion will be 

granted. 

As above set forth, applicpnt gave due notice to the 

Commission end the public of its plans, thereby fully complying 

with the Commission's General Order No. 27-A. Relying upon the 

provisions of said General Order epplic~nt proceeded w1th its plans 

by 2dvertising ~nd notificetien to th0 public And its ~gents thet 

the pl~n to discontinue the Noon Daylight and the Coaster and 

estDblishment of the new St~rlight would be effective October 2, 

1949. The record developed at the hearing fully supports the apPlica-~ 

tien, end to ~void unneccssnry confusion it appe~rs to be appropriate 

?nd in the public interest to make the order herein effective as of 

its date. 

Applic~nt will be expected to inform the CommiSSion within 

60 days ~fter the erfectiv~ d~te hereof of its plans to elloc~te 

pu1lm.;-.n spec0 to addi tionl?l pOints as offered at the hetlring. 
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A public hearing having been held in the above entitled 

proceeding, the matter having been submitted and based upon the 
. 

conclusions and findings expressed in the foregoing opinion, 

IT IS ORDERED that Southern Pacific Company is hereby 

authorized to discontinue the operation of it3 passenger Trains 

Nos .. 69 and 70, and 96 and 97 be~·reen San Francisco and Los Angeles 

via the Coast Route, coincident with establishment of the new 

Starlight, subject to the follow1ng conditions: 

1. That applicant shall cancel in conformity with the 
rules of this Commission all passenger time tables 
and passenger tariffs applicable to Trains Nos. 69 
and 70, and 9,6 and 97. 

2. That applicant shall give not less than 3 days' 
notice to the public of its discontinuance of 
passenger train service herein authorized, by 
posting notices in those trains and in agency 
stations involved. 

3. That applicant shall within 30 days thereafter 
notify the CommiSSion in writing of the abandon­
ment of the passeneer trains herein author~zed. 

4. That the authorization herein granted sh~ll expire 
if not exercised 'rlthin on0 year from the date 
hereof. 

The effccti vo do. to of tl'lis order shalloe the date hereof. 

Dated at San FranCiSCO, California, this 27th day or 
September, 19~9. 

.., . . 
. '~~:':':::'~<2 ~~". 

"-' 
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