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Decision i~o. _ ... 6 .... 2 .. p ...... : .... ~ .... ·! __ _ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFOPJ.1IA 

Investigation into the adequacy and ! 
sufficiency of seating space in 
passenger cars operated by Southern 
Pacific Company between points in 
California. 

) 

Case !-To. 6855 

Randolph Karr, for Southern Pacific Company, 
respondent. 

Leonard M. Wickliffe, for the California State 
Legislative Committee of the Order of Railway 
Conductors and Br31(emen; Ja:ces E. Howe~ 
representll1g G. W. Ballard, for Ene California 
Legislative Board of the Brotherhood of Railroad 
Trainmen; and William V. Ellis, for the 
California State Leg~sIative Board of the 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen and Enginemen, 
interested parties. 

Hilliam C. Bricca and William Peters, for the 
commission staff. 

n~TER.IM OPINIon 

On August 23, 1960, this Commission issued its order 

instituting fnvestigation tnto the adequacy and sufficiency of the 

equipment, facilities, practices and service of Southern Pacific 

Company in connection with the remodeling and respacing of seats in 

passenger cars used by it for the transportation of passengers 

between points in the State of California. 

Public hearings in this matter were held before Examiner 

Wilson E. Cline in San Francisco on April 4~ 5~ 6 and 7 and May 1 

and 16, 1961. At the conclusion of the hearing on May 16, 1961, 

counsel for respondent moved that the matter be continued to a date 

to be set at the request of the Commission staff or the respondent, 

or on the COImllis s ion 's o'm motion, in order to give the respondent 

an opportunity to reconv~rt one or two of its passenger cars from 
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a seat spacfng of 35~ inches to a seat spacing of 39 inches and 

the Commission staff an opportunity to inspect the cars to determine 

if such spacing would be s3tisfactory. The motion was granted and 

tbe matter was continued to a date to be set~ 

On October 19, 1961, by Commission letters, copies of a 

supplemental report prepared as a proposed exhibit by the Transpor­

tation Division, Engineering Operations Branch, concerning the seat 

sP~cin8 on Southern Pacific lightweight chair cars were forwarded 

to all appearances and several od1er parties interested in ~1is 

proceeding. 

This supplemental report stated that on June 14, 1961, 

articulated cars Nos. 2406 - 24(J7 were inspected at the 'VJest Oakland 

yard, and on September 27, 1961, a single unit car No. 2202 was 

inspected at the Mission coach yard in Los Angeles; the seats in 

these three cars having been respaced to a distance of 39 tnches. 

This supplemental report contained findings, conclusions and 

recommendations as follows: 

nIt was found that with the 39-inch spacing, the 

recline distance of ~ inches has been restored and it is 

again possible to reverse the seats. It was also found 

that in the cars inspected there is now a reasonably 

satisfactory seat alignment with the windows. 

r~'1ith regard to passenger comfort the 39-inch spaced 

seats result in a substantially less cramped leg position 

than do the seats spaced at 35~ inches, but they are not 

as comfortable as the seats in the cars where the 

original spacing of 4l~ inches has been retained. 

"From the inspections that have been made, it is 

concluded that the contour of the seats and location of 
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the foot rests in the ''DaylightrT type ear are designed 

for a mtn~um spacing of approx~tely 41% inches. 

Closer spacing does not give the same standard of serv­

ice as previously provided and thus must be considered 

a downgrading of service to that extent. The company 

has approximately 32 cars in operation with the 35~-inch 

spacing and for these c~rs at least, conversion to 39-

inch spacing would represent an increase in service 

standards presently provided. 

"It is reco1ll11lended that the company be ordered to 

reconvert from 35%-inch spacing to 39-inch spacins, ti1e 

32 coaChes with 35~-tnch spactng. 

"!he conversion of cars with 4l~-inch spacing should 

be deferred until the 32 cars have been completed, placed 

in service, and public reaction determined." 

The letters of transmittal dated October 19, 1961, stated 

that if no objections or requests for public heartng were received 

on or before tlovember 10, 1961, consideration might be Biven to the 

issuance of an interim order without further hearing with respect to 

39-tnCh spacing of seats in chair cars in accordance witl1 the staff 

recommendations on page 3 of the report. 

No objections to the report or requests for public hearing 

have been received to date. The said Supplemental Report on 

Investigation of Southern Pacific Company's Program for Increasing 

the Seating Capacities of Lightweight Chair Cars dated October 1, 

1961, and the memorandum of transmittal dated November 16, 1961, 

from the Director of Transportation to the presidfng Commissioner 

and the Examiner are hereby received in evidence in this proceeding 
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as Exb,ibit i~o. 3~J and the above qu.o~ed findil.lgs, conclusions 8i.1d 

recommc~dations are hereby approved and adopted by tae Commission. 

IHTERIM ORDER 

Good cau.se appearing, 

IT IS I'JEREB':! ORDERED t:"I.at: 

1. Respondent, Southern Pacific Company, is hereby ordered to 

reconver~ the following numbered li~1tweight passenger chair cars to 

39-U4Ch spacing between seats in a ma~~er s~ilar to the previous 

reconversion of cars Nos. 2202) 2406 and 2407: 

2359 
2388 
2395 
2485 
2495 
2403 
2409 
2410 
2411 

2412 
2413 
2t..14 
24l.S 
2t.·16 
2417 
2420 
2421 
2453 
2454 

2469 
24·70 
2473 
2474· 
2479 
2480 
2496 
2497 
2498 
2499 

2. Respondent is ordered to defer any further reduction of 

seat spacing of passenger cars Wit~l 41~-il.'lch spacins u.ntil further 

order of ~his Commission. 

3. This matter is continued to a date to be set at the 

request of the Conmission staff or the respondent, or on ·the 

Comnis s ion 's own motion. 

The effective date of t'i:Lis interim order shall be twenty 

days after the date hereof. 
&Ill i):3.nCJ..<lCO Dated at ____________ , California, this 

c~ of DECEMBER 
------~~--~~~~ 

-L:.- .. Comm:t::: c :!.oue~=-c. 'Lyn Fox 
COCl!ll1ss1o~er ... .;.,.. • .. b01~ 
~oce3sar11~ aboent. did not ~3rt1ei~t~ 
Ul th(l d11'1"Oo.s1t1on of th1s 'Proceed1 •.... 


