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Decision No.. 67179 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF 'IRE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of SOUTHERN PACIFIC ) 
COMPANY to discontin~le the operation ) 
of passenger trains Nos. 126 and 141 
between San Jose sod Monterey. 

ORDER OF D ISMISSt .. L 

A~p1ication No. 46304 
(Filed March. 20, 1964) 

By the instant application Southern Pacific Company again 

requests autho-rity to discontinue the :'Del Montea train service 

between San Jose and Monterey. Applicant alleges that public 

convenience and necessity no longer require its continuance. 

FollOwing extensive hearings the Commission denied a sfmilar 

rp.quest by Decision No. 65530 dated June 4, 1963, in Application 

No.. L:4796.. The short pe-riod of time that has elapsed since the 

Commission fully explored the circ\ltnstances relating to "Del Monte'; 

service is insufficient to have materially changed conditions so as 

to justify another full scale inquiry.. The application is p-remature 

to say the least. 

The Commission finds that the elapsed tfme since the 

renclition of said Decision No. 65530, does not constitute a reasonable 

and fair trial period to test the operations of said train service 

from the standpoict of public convenience and necessity. 
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Therefore. good cause appearing. 

IT IS aIDERED that Application No. 46304 is hereby dismissed 

without prejudice. 

The effective date of this order shall be tweDtydays after 

the date hereof. 

Dated at ____ San_Fran __ clsco ____ , California, this 

_ .. .t)_~_~_ day of ___ Y_A_Y_1 __ • 1964. 

IR.rr.,~rJ b7,v ~ ~ 
~:th ~Ci4-P 

~~V:v~ 

;Sioners 
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BE~ETT, Willi~ M., Co~issioDer~ concurring opinion: 

I concur in the Order of Dismissal. !his applic~tion by 

Southern Pacffic Co~,~ny is another e~ple of its celculated 

c~mpaign to downg=ade ,~d to diminish as much passenger train service 

as regulatorJ authority permits. The application demonstra:es to ~e 

tha~ Southern Pacific Company has no conce~ for its obligation to 

those Californians who ~ish to ride trains. It shows a ccmplcte 

una,(Y',~re:1ess upon t4'le part of this ::a:::agement of its responsibilities 

as ~ public utility co:mon carrier. 

In the past, the Southern Pacific Company has drastically 
cur:ailccl those i~cicle~e81 services wnich are conducive to passenger 

?D~ron~gc. It hDS downgr~ded service and thus it has created its own 

case for abandonments. At least 2S passenger trains have been discon­

ti~ucd by the Sou~hern Pacific since January 1, 1952, not to men~ion 

~hc countless ~gcney and nonagcncy stations which it has closed. Ir. 

is !ronic that none of these savings somehow are ever translated into 

fa:e ~nd rate :eductions. 

Despite the i~sistence of the California Public Utilities 

Ccmmission upon the contin~a~ce of the operation of certain trains, 

nonetneless, becau~c of Section 13a of the Interstate Commerce Act, 

the So~thern Pacific has been able to override the objectio=s of this 

Co~~ssion and under Federal authority abandon passenger train service 

which was in the first instance de~ied by this Commission. 

It is an incontrovertible fact that this applica~~ possesses 

the financial resources to meet its obligatioos to the public of 

California and it is not doing so. It is seeking to conduct its 

operations as thOUgh it were beyond the restraints of regulation. 
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Southern Pacific Company should be making every effort to 

coo~ciin~te and to expand its e~istiDg passenger service into the rapi~ 

tr~nsit complexes of this s~~tc. For example, the San Francisco Bay 

Area is one of those suporregions of the United States which is in the 

process of accelerated consolidation. If these supc=:egions are to 

fUDction effectively, a mass rapid transit network ~ust be supplie~ 

to connect cities beyor,~ its pe~iphery, such as Sacramento, Stocltton, 

Salinas, Santa Rosa, and others, to it. 

It is necessa:y that private decisions be made upon the 

basis of the broad public interest, with some degree of tmagination 

and awareness of public responsibility_ Small visions and ~ll 

decisions will not suffice, and thus far, Southern PacifiC, to my 

knowledge) has no interest an6, of course, no plan whatsoever to 

coo~dinate its p~sscnger trains to the rapid transit programs of this 

$t~tc. A co~placcnt do-nothing ~ttitude can hardly justify the charge 

of ;: socialism" when n;.ltio!l.alization of the railroads is being 

seriou$ly discussed as an answer to the transportation 'needs of a 

nation end a state. 

It is ironic that in the Western Pacific control case, 

this applicant seeks to acquire, ~o control and to operate the 

West~rn Pacific R~ilro?d Company. It is appalling, if the past be 

::.ny key to the futu:e, to imagine the eowngrading of service which 

would commence if Western Pacific were to be taken over by the 

Southern Pacific Com~cny. As an aside, it is deep concern for the 

welfa=e of those Ca:ifornians who wish to ride passenger trains which 

co~pels ~e to conclude that Western Pacific, if possible, should 

remain independent, but if not, it should be taken over by Santa Fe 

znd under no circums~ances by the Southern Pacific Company. 
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