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Decision No. __ S_5_v_"':>_3_7_ 

BEFORE 'I"dE PUBLIC UIILI'!IES COMMISSION OF !HE ;STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Investigation on the Commission's ) 
own motion into the operations and ~ 
practices of CENTRAL CALIFORNIA 
TRACTION COMPANY, a corporation, 
with resj?ect to the use in service 
of cabooses in conformity with ) 
provisions of Ge1.'leral Order No. 114. ) 

) 

Case 1~o. 7500 

Ceo. M. toret".z and Robt. D. Cowger, £0:1:' Cent'ral 
california fraction Company,. respo1.'l&~t. 

J2mCS E. Howe and G. W. Ballard, for 'B~r:otbcrhood 
ot Railro,cd Trainmen; Leonard M. Wieklif::=e.. fo: 
California State Legislative commit~~e, 6rOer 
of Railway Conductors anel Brakemen, :i.nterested 
parties. 

Hugh N. Orr anel Claude W. Carlock, for the 
--CommiSsion staff. 

OPINION ....... -.--.. .... -

'Ibis investigation was instituted by the Commission on 

December tJ" 1962 and was heard and submitted before Examiner 

Thompson at San Franciseo on J.anua~ 24, 1963. 

The principal issue here is whether ret;pondent bas ope:ated 

any caboose in service within the State of California since October 2~ 

1962 in vif)lation of the provisions of General ~:der No. 1l4. '!be 

general order (Appendix A (')f Decision No. 62558 :tn Case No. 7002) 

was issued Sep~ 12~ 1961 and ~rescribes req11lxemcnts eoncerning 

th~ construction and the furnishing of £ac111tie:; .and supplies on 

cabooses so as to promote and safeguard the hea11:h and safety of 

railroad employees. Certain requirements were to be fulfilled prior 

to Octo~r 2, 1962; othel:s~ wbicb involve major 'l~econstruction of 
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cabooses, are to be met by Octobe= 2, 1963. We ~1re conce-rned. here 

only with the former. 

Respondent is jointly owned by Western Pacific R811X'oad 

Comp~ny, '!he Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe R,ailw..:ty Company and 

Sou1:berc. Pacific Company. Ies operations gelle%'aJ.ly are between 

Sacr amento) Lodi and Stocktotl. 

A member of tbe Safety Section of tbe Commission made an 

inspection of five cabooses on November 13, 1962.. He testified 

concerning the inspect1cns he bad made ~d tbe r(lsults thereof. 

The general manager of respondent testified conCElrning the ope-r3tions 

of ehe cabooses and the conditions of said caboos:es as of the date 

of 'the bearing. 

Respondent owns five cabooses, one of 't\'hieh has not been 

used in service by respondent. Nox:mal operations. 'require the use 

daUy of at least two cabooses. During the peric,d September 1 

through October 15 each year the traffic mov~ on respondent's line 

requires the use of more than two cabooses. During the period 

October 2, 1962 to and including November 13, 196·2 respondent 

conducted train operat1ons requi:ing the use of cabooscs other than 

for use as rider ears in yard transfer movements having a one-w:¥y 

route mileage of 16 miles or less. 

'!be Commission finds that> on November l3, 1962,. the four 

cabooses available to respondent for train operations were tn the 

following conditions: 
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Caboose No. CCT 20 

1. All eight wheels wc::c made of cast ·:i%on. 

2. !be window glass on the side windows measured 
appro~tcly five-sixteenths of an inch in 'thickness and 
was not safety glass. 

3~ !'be caboose had a cupola on which wind deflectors 
were no~ affixed on either side. 

[~~ The windows were not weatberstripped cr equipped 
wi~h weatherproof sash. 

5~ There were '00 st.onchions or grab handles in tbe 
tntcrior of the caboose. 

6~ !'bere was a single water tank with a singlo spigot 
'to;bicb served both as .:l drinking water dispc%lsing system 
aad ~ lavato:y water dispensing system. 

Caboose No. CCT 19 

1~ Two of the eight wheels were made of cast iron. 

2. !'be caboose had a cupola on which wmd deflectars 
were not affixed on either side. 

3 ~ Ibe windows other than the windows in the c~la 
were not weatberstl:ipped or equipped w~th weatherproof sash. 

l:.. None of the Windo~7S were equipped with shades. 

5. '!here were no stanchions or grab handles in the 
interior of the caboose. 

6~ There was a s~gle water tank with a single spigot 
which serv-ed both as a d.r::nId.ng water dispensing system and 
a lavatory water dispensing system. 

Caboose No. CCT 22 

l~ The CUShion on the btmk was 19 inches wide. 

2~ The caboose had. a cupola on which wind deflectors 
were not affixed to either side. 

3. The windows were not weatberstl:ipped or equipped 
with weatherproof sash. 

4. Seven of the windows were not equipped with shades. 

5. Tbere was a single water tank with fa s,igot whieb 
served both as a drinking water dispensing system and a 
13Vato~ water dispensing system. 

6i No fire extinguisaer was on the cab.)()se~ 
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Caboose No. CCT 21 

1. Four of the eight 'Wheels were made of C."lst iron. 

2. '!he caboose had a cupola on which wind cleflectors 
were not affixed to either side. 

S;· '!be windows were not weatherstripped or equipped 
with weatherproof sash. 

4~ The windows of tbe two doors were Dot equipped 
with shades. ~ 

.... S~ There were no stanchions or grab handles in the 
interior of the caboose. 

6~ There was a single water t.')nk witl-l a single 
spigot which served both as a drinking water dispensing 
sy$t~ and a lavatory w.:JteZ' dispensing system~ 

Respondent was served with a copy of General Order No. 114 

on or before September 18, 1961. At all times subsequent to 

October 1, 1962 the cabooses used in service by respondent were 

required by General Order No. ll~ to be equipped with steel wheels> 

bunk cushions not less than 24 inches in width> wlndow safety glass, 

wind defleetors on eaeh side window of the cupola, wea.~e:stripping 

or weatherp:oof sasb on all winOOws and doors, shades on all windows 

except those in cupolas, stanchions) grab handles, or bars at 

entrances and exits and at o~hc= locations within convenient reach 

of employees moving about· the caboose while a e:ain is in motion) 

facilities for the washing of hands and face at a location wbe~e 

the usc thereof will not ~esult in contamination of the dxin1d:c.g 

water dispensing system, .and a fire extinguisber. 

We find· that during the period Oetobe-r 2 to Novembe-r 13, 

1962 respondent failed to comply with the requirements of General 

Order No. l1b .. , in the several respects heretofore found~ 

n,e member of the Safety Section inspected the cabooses 

while they we~e on the caboose track of respondent at Stockt~. 
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'Ib~y w~rc not attached to trains at the time of the inspection. In 

addition to tbe conditions mentioned above ~ be found that t:be 

cabooses w~c not furnished witb· certain supplies, such as water, 

icc, fuel .and towels, which are 'required to be on cabooses while 

they are used in service. '!bose supplies ordinarily are placed 

aboard the cabooses by trainmen prior to departure of the train. 

'!be conditions listed above, pertaining to wheels, bunlc cusbions, 

wine! deflectors and otber items, however, are facilities that 

require installation. 

Tbe general manager testified that all of the four 

cabooses ware sbopped at various times during the period 

November 13, 1962 to January 23, 1963 .and that modifications were 

made to cor.cect the deficiencies listed above. 'He stated that 

Cabooses Nos~ 19, 20 and 21 arc now fully equipped so that they 

comply :in all respects with the provisions of General order 

No. l14~ Caboose No. 22 has been modified so tbat it has all of 

the facilities except the wind deflectors. '!be manager stated that 

extensive modification of the cupola of that caboose is required 

in order to comply with Section 2 of the general o:rder which 

becomes effective October 2, 1963~ The cupola bas slanted sides 

which extend inward toward the center line of the car more than 

three lncbes from either s ide of the caboose. '!be natu:t'e of the 

present construct £on prevents the inst~llation of effective wind 

deflectors. He said that Caboose No. 22 is undergoing the 

structtaral modification and except under extl:aordi:c.m:y circumstances 

will not be used in servi.ee .1mtil the structural UIOdification is 

completed. 

Al though respondent bas IOOdifi.ed its cabooses so tbat 

~hey comply with the requirements of General Order No. 114, those 
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modifieations wue not initiated until well afte: the t~ they were 

required to 'be comple1:ed. We point out that the general order 

afforded respondene one yea-r in which to make the m041f1eations. 

After the· time 1:bey were to be made, respondent accomplisbed the 

modifications in a period of 60 days or less. !be delay m complying 

with the provisions of General order 1'%0. 114, in the first instance, 

is :f.nexcusa'ble.. !be cabooses could easily have been placed :In prope%' 

condition for se':tVice prior to October 2, 1962. 

'the respondent wiJ.l be ordered to cease and des1st from 

future violations of General Orde:r 1';0. 114. '.the Comm1ss:ton will 

cause to be instituted against respondent appropriate penalty 

actions and also will give consideration to a contempt proceeding. 

ORDER 
...---~-

IT IS ORDERED that Central California Trac'tion Company, 

a cO%pOr3tion, shall ceaSe and desist £rom faUing to comply with 

any of the requirements of General Order No. 114. 

The Seexetaxy of t.he Comm:I ss ion ic direeted to cause 

a certified copy of this order to be personally served upon 

respondent~ 

Tbe effective date of this order sball be ewenty days 

after completion of suCh serviee~ 
, 

/ Dated at 

7#-" day of 

Los An~clc$ , Califomia) th:Ls 

MaY 1 , 1963. 


