
Decision No. 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COl~rrSS!ON OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of TEE WESTERN PACIFIC ) 
RAILROAD COMPANY ~or authority to ) 
cL~cel certain one-way fares. ) 

Application No. 38606 

Otis J. G1bsoD" for applicant. 
A. R. L1n~, for Western Pacific Division 98, 

The Order of Railroad Telegraphers, 
interested party. 

C. .r. A§~:r.le and E. G. McLane, for the 
~o~ission's staff. 

Applicant is a co~on carrier of passengers by railroad. 

By this appl~cation it seeks author1ty to c~~cel and discontinue all 
V 

one-way fares trom and to 49 spec1fied stat1o~s named 1n 1ts Local, 

Interdiv1sion and JOint Passenger Tariff No. 655, Cal. P.U.C. y . 
No. 1569. 

According to the application, the indicated relief is 

sought becau,se: (1) daily trains are not scheduled to stop at these 

sta.tions; (2) none of the points are flagency" stations; (3) there are 

no facil1ties for handling passengers or their baggage at these 

stations; (4) the majority ot the point~ are sidings or mileposts 

that have been designated a.s stations for a use other than passenger 

service; (5) the stations have been e11minated from tarif~s ~ppl1-

cable to interstate traffiC; (6) dj-scontin~~ce 0: the~e tares Will 

in no way affect public convenience since no use has been made of 

them for a n'Wllber o~ years; and (7) cancellation will s1mpl1:f"y the 

11 The stations sought to be eliminated are set forth in the appli­
cation. 

• 

21 Effective July 1, 1957 the abovementioned Tariff No. 655 was can­
celled by applicant's California Intrastate Local ?assenger Tariff 
No. 669. The latter tariff incorporates fare increases authorized 
by DeciSion No. $4914 of April 30, 1957. The instant application 
Will be const~ed as seeking the above-indicated relief 1n con­
nection with Tariff No. 669. 
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passenger tari!~ in which the stations are named. The record fails 

to establ1sh the validity of some of the foregoing allegations. 

Public hearing or the application was held before Examiner 

Carter R. Bishop at San Francisco on April ~, 19;7. 

Evidence in support of the appl1cati·on was adduced through 

applicant's general passenger agent. His test1mony brought out the 

following facts: Authority is sought herein actua.lly to cancel the 

~9 specif1ed pOints from the tariff, in the interest or tariff simpli­

fication tarough the elimination of unnecessary matter. No change in 

train service is proposed and passenger fares would still be in 

effect from and to the stations in question by intermediate appli­

cation of tares published from or to more distant pOints. The pro­

posed tarirf changes would, therefore, result 1n fare increaseS. 

It is true, as stated in the application, that daily trains 

are not scheduled to stop at any of the 49 stat1ons. However, the 

record discloses that applicant, 1n add1 tion to 1 ts daily service, 

operates over the length of its main line in California a train 
3.J 

scheduled on a frequency of three times per week in each direction. 

This latter tra1n will stop on flag at any station, including those 

involved in this proceeding. 

The testimony of the witness fUrther discloses that, to 

some degree, passengers have, 'Wi thin the recent past, boarded or left 

trains at stations here in issue. During the six months period end­

ing December 31, 1956, 55 California intrastate tickets were sold 

under the provisions of Tariff No. 655, as to which the origin or 

destination was, or both origin and destination were, included in the 

pOints sought herein to be eliminated. ,4 o~ the pOints here 1n 
:tI 

issue were thus involved. Some sales were made in each or the six 

months included in the test period • 

.3/ The eastbound train, No.2, leaves Oakland Pier on SUndays 
Wednesdays and Pridays; the westbound schedule, NO.1, arrIves at 
Oakland Pier on Hondays, Thursdays and Saturdays. 

~ In Appendix "An, attached hereto, is a list of the .stations from 
and to which t1ckets were sold, together with the number of 
passengers boarding and leaving trains at each potnt~ 
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P.eeord1ng to the w.:t tness, the total revenue received by 

applicant f=om the ticket sales described 1n the preceding paragraph 

amounted to $61.4,. Had the tariff changes sought herein been in 

effect during the test period the revenue, he said, would have 

amounted to $77.09, reflecting an increase of 26 per cent. The pro­

posed increase in individual fares, however, would cover a wide range. 

Thus, the fare from Sacramento to Omira, near the Nevada state line, 
Sf 

would be increased merely from $5.50 to $5.61. On the other hand, 

the fare of 15 cents fro~ Sacramento to Del Paso would be increased 

to ~1.01. This latter s1tuat1on is an extreme case, which would re­

sult from the proposed e11m1nat1on from the tar1ff of all stat10ns 

located between Sacramento and Marysville, a distance ot 40 miles. 

This would require the Sacramento to MarysVille fare of $1.01 to be 

assessed, under intermediate application, on a ticket from Sacramento 

to Del Paso, a distance of five miles. The examples here cited are 

tr1ps tor which tickets were sold during the test period. The wit­

ness was of the opinion that the fare 1ncreases proposed herein would 

not result in an appreciable loss of patronage. The purpose, he said, 

was merely to el.im:inate tares which were not being used. 

As previously stated, 1 t is alleged in the application that 

there are no fac1lities at the stations here in issue ror the han~ 

ot: passetLgers or their baggage. The general passenger agent ex­

pla1ned that by "f'acilities ff is meant a station building with a wa1t­

ing room, W'1th the attendant personnel to 1ssue tickets and handle 

baggage. He stated, however, that at some of the points 'Wlder con­

Sideration up-to-date platforms are maintained. In some cases 1t 

appears that the station area is not graded up to track level for 

convenient passenger loading. 

51 All fares and revenue figures shown in this opinion are as stated 
in the record. They do not include the increases authorized by 
Dec1sion No. 54914, supra, which increases became effective 
July 1, 1957. 
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A repr~sontat1ve or the Order of Railroad Telegraphers and 

a transportation engineer from the Commiss1on's stafr ass1sted in de­

velop1ng the record. No one opposed the grant1ng of the appl1eat1on. 

While the application herein is ostensibly one in which 

authority is sought to eliminate ce~tain stations from a passenger 

tariff, it is evident tr..at applicant is before the COmmission for 

author1 ty, under Section 49+ or the Public Utili ties Code, to l:'lake 

the inereases in rares which will result !rom the proposed elimi­

nation of stations. The present modified serv1ce will continue, the 

stations 1n question will continue as points at which passengers may 

be received or disehargc~ from tra1ns, and to the extent that passen­

gers use applicant's serv1c~ from and to said stat10ns, fares will be 

assess~~ In accordance W1th the ~rovisicns of the a~~licable tsritt. 
It ~s ~~ear ~~~~ the recor~ that ~he stations in quest10n 

are used to only a slight degree £or ~assenger purpose3. Dur~ng the 

six months test period no tickets were sold from or to 35 of the 

pOints 1nvo~ved. l'l:l.e max1mum number of passengers on and or! at any 

01' the remain1ng ,4 sta't1ons during the spec!fied period totaled ". 

The 49 stations involved in this proceeding have been deSignated for 

cany years as locations from and to wbich applicant has held, and 

continues to hold, itself out to transport passengers. In those in­

stances where there is eVidence of cont1nuir.g use or stations by 

passengers, it does not appear proper, on the record herein, to per­

mit the sought fare increases. On the other hand, the elimination 

from the tariff of stations the use or which r~s been discontinued 

by passengers will result in fare increases which are only technical, 

will promote tariff sir:.pli!ication, and will not place an 'Undue 

burden on the travell1ng public. This latter statement is subject to 

the qualifications set forth below. 

In the light of the foregoing, the following principles 

should govern in the determ1nation of the issue in this proceeding: 
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(a) Po1nts from or to which tickets were sold in the test period, ex­

cept Cl10 and Omira (both in Plumas County, and to wh1ch one ticket 

each was sold), should not be el1minated from the tariff; (b) stations, 

such as SUnol, wh1ch serve a town (as contrasted with a country 

siding), and which are applicant's cnly passenger stations in those 

communities, should not be eliminated; (c) in order to avoid other 

than minor fare increases, elimination of stations should not cause 

'Wlduly large gaps between the stations remaining in the tariff; and 

(d) the last stations on applicant's lines in California, before the 

Nevada state l1ne is crossed, should be retained tor 1nter.Med1ate 

application of rates. These stations are Calneva and Peavine, 10-

ca ted on the ma:Ln line and t~e Reno Branch, res pacti ve ly • 

Upon ~:ons1derat1on or all the facts and c1rcumstances of 

record, the Commiss1on is of the opinion and f1nds as a fact that the 

increases in fares which will result rro~ e~nation from Western 

Pacific Railroad Company Local Passenger Tariff No. 669 of the 

stations set forth in Appendix liB" of this decisioll have been justi­

fied. In all other respects tee application will be denied. Since 

the tariff contains no rule for the application of fares at unnamed 

intermediate po1nt~ applica."lt Will be directed, ill the order which 

follows, to establish such a rule therein concurrently ~i. th can­

cellation of stations as authorized herein. 

Based upon the evidence of record, and upon the conclUSions 

and findings set forth in the preceding opinion, 

IT IS ORDERED that The \'!estern Pacific Railroad Company be 

anQ it is hereby autho~1zeQ to cancel from its CalifOrnia intrastate 

Local Passenger Tariff No. 669, Cal. ?U·.C. No. 1666, the statiOns, 

together With fares sho~~ in connection therewith, set forth in 

Appendix liB", attached hereto and 'by reference made apart hereof'. 
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IT IS FURnIER ORDERED that, effect! ve concurrently with the 

publication to be made pursuant to the first ordering paragraph hereof 

The Western Pacific Railroad Company shall publish in the aforesaid 

Tari!r No. 669 a rule to the following general effect: 

'~rom a point from which a fare is not named 
herein apply the fare froe the next more distant. 
point from which a fare is named herein. 

"To a point to which a fare is not named herein 
apply the tare to the next more distant point 
to which a fare is named herein." 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that in all other respects Application 

No. 38606 is hereby denied. 

The effective date or this order shall be twenty days after 

the date hereof. 

Dated at ___ &n __ m_n_ei_~e_o __ , Cal1fornia, tbis _.:.::J~/f~;;._A_ 

day of __ ~SE.:.P....:.T_EM-.:B;..:E;.;.;.R __ , 19,7. 
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Appendix "A n 

California Points Involved In t.h1s Application From 

or To ~nuch T1ckets Were Sold To or Froe Califor.o1a 

POints Under the Provisions of Western Pacific Ra1l­

road Company Tariff No. 655 During the Six Months 

Period Ending D~ceeber 31,1956. 

Station 

Frtml.'..l1n 
Del Paso 
Coun::;man 
Pleasant Grove 
Trowo:-idgl') 
East Arbog$. 
Craig 
Pale:mo 
E.loom~r 
Blinzig 
Rock Creek 
T-wa.1n 
Clio 
Omira 

Total 

2 

~ 
6 
3 
5 
2 
~ 

'1 7 
3 
6 , 

..j. 
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Points Herein Authorized to be Eliminated FrOm 

Western Pacific Railroad Company Local Passenger. 

Xar1tt No. 668, Cal. ?V.C. No. 1666. 

Melrose Merlin 

Elmhurst Camp Rodgers 
Decoto Howells 
Lyoth Grays Flat 

N11egarden Mas sack 
Ortega Cromberg 
Glannvale C110 

Runyon Delleker 
South Sacramento Cal:p1lle Jct. 
Xambo Beckwourth 
Quartz Hindoo 
Poe Scotts 
Cresta Omra 

Plumas 


