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Decision No. __'76174 M%MEHMAL

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

AIR CALIFORNIA, a California
corporation,

Complainant,

vS. Case No. 8937

PACIFIC SOUTHWEST AIRLINES,
a California corporation,

Defendant.

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

Upon reading the Affidavit and Application for Order to
Show Cause of William W. Dunlop, filed herein,

IT IS ORDERED that PACIFIC SQUTHWEST AIRLINES, a Califormnia
corporation, appear before Commissioner John P. Vukasin and/or
Examiner Robert A. Barnett at 2:00 o'clock p.m. on Tuesday, the
16th day of September, 1969, in the courtroom of the Public
Utilities Commission, State Building, San Francisco, California,
and then and there show cause, if any it has, why it shouwld not e
adjudged to be in contempt of the Public Utilities Commission of

vhe State of California, and punished therefor in the manner

prescribed by law, for each and every offense of alleged contempt

set forth in the aforementioned Affifavit and Application, a
certified copy of which 13 attached hereto and incorporated herein
by reference as if fully set forth nerein.

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that public¢ necessity requires a

hearing at an early date.
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Dated at San Franciseco, California, this 1llth day of

September, 1969.

ommissioners

zin, J=r., boing
ommpiscioner J. T. vukazin, JT.,
gocossarily absent, ¢id noi participatoe
ia tho A&isposition of this proceecing.

Commissioner Thomas Moraz, boing
nocoszsarily absent, did not participate
in the disposition of this proceoding.




' BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION_OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

FILED
PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

AIR CALIFORNIA, a California aen o
corporation, Ser 111665

M OFFICE
Complainant, Case SIIRGETC O
vs. NOQ.

PACIFIC SOUTHWEST AIRLINES, a
California corporation,

Defendant.

AFFIDAVIT AND APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

State of California

City and County of San Francisco

WILLIAM W. DUNLOP, being first duly sworn, alleges that:
I
First Offense

He is the duly appointed, qualified and acting Secretary
of the Public Utilitles Commission of the State of California;
that he 1s the officer required to keep full and true records of
all proceedings of said Cémmission.

Sald Public Utilities Commission 15 a public body of satd
State ¢reated under and by Sections 22 and 23 of Article XIT of
the Constitution of California, and exercises such powers,
including the power to punish for contempt, as have been conferred
on 1t by Sections 20, 21, 22, 23 and 23a of Article XII of said
Comstitution, by the Pudblic Utilities Code, and by various other
statutes.

AfLfiant makes this Affidavit and Application for Order to
Show Cause in his capacity as Secretary of the Pudblic Utilities

Commission and upon the request and direction of said Public |
Utilities Commission. |




I
Pacific Southwest Airlines, a California corporation,
(PSA) 1s a passenger air carrier within the meaning of
Section 2740 et seq. of the Public Utilities Code.
IIT
On August 26, 1969, in the matter of "Air California, a
California corporation, Complainant, vs. Pacific Southwest
Airlines, a California corporation, Defendant," Case No. 8937,
the Commission by Decision No. 76104 ordered as follows:
"It is ordered that Pacific Southwest Airlines shall,
within ten days after the effective date of this order,
cecase and desist from carrying passengers by air on 2
through route between San Diego and San Josce viz
Hollywood-Burbank Airport.

"The effective date of this order shall be the date
herecof."

A certified copy of szaid decision is attached hereto and
incorporated by reference herein.
v
PSA had notice and knowledge of the issuance of said
- decicion and of the contents thereof.
\'s
Affiant iz informed and believec and upon such information
and bellief alleges that PSA, while having notice and knowledge of
the contents of said decision and while having the ability to
comply therewith and while said decision and order remained in
force and effect, has continuously since the service of said
decision to the present time failed and refused to comply with
said deciﬂion and order in that 1t has carried and continues to
carry passengers by air on a through route between San Dicge and
Sen Jose vie Hollywood-Burbank Airport, in a single plane, at a
thfough fare which 1is lecs than the sum of the fares from San

Diego to Hollywood~Burbank and from Hollywood-Burbank to San

Jose.
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VI

Attached hereto and made a part hereof are the supporting
declaration of Norrisz M. Webb and affidavit of Daniel J.
Callaghan. This affiant states that based upon the allegations
herein and said supporting declaration and affidavit, PSA has
been and continues to be in violation of law and in contempt of
this Commission, and further states that each of said failures
and refusals to obey the lawful order of the Commission constitutes
2 separate and distinct act of contempt.

VI

Affient is informed and bYelieves and upon such information
and belief alleges that on September 7, 1969, PSA, having notice
and knowledge of said decision and order, sold a ticket at its
counter in Oakland to Mr. Norriss M. Webd for a through flight
from San Jose to San Diego via Hollywood-Burbank for a through
fare of $20.95 plus tax for a total of $22.00, and thercafter PSA
on said date carried Mr. Webb by air from San Jose to Hollywood-
Burbanlk ALlrport; that the service between San Jose-San Diego is a
single plane service, and the passengers flying the San Diego-
Hollywood~Burbank segment do not debark the aireraft at Hollywood-
Burbank. Upon the arrival at Hollywood-Burbank the following
announcement was made on the September 7, 1969, flight on which
Mr. Webbd was.a passenger:

"For those of you continuing on to San Diego with us,

pleaﬁe remain seated as our stop here will be a drief
one.

Second Offense

Por a second, separate aﬂd distinect offense, affiant
alleggs thet: ‘ |
I
Affiant hereby refers to and incorporates by reference

herelin paragraphs I through VI of the first offensec as 1if set

3.




forth fully herein.
II

Affiant is informed and believes and upon such information
alleges that on September 10, 1969, PSA, having notice and
knowledge of said decision and order, sold a ticket to Daniel J.
Callaghan for a through flight from San Joée to San Diego via
Hollywood-Burbank Alrport for a through fare of $20.95 plus tax
for a total of $22.00, and thereafter PSA on 5aid date carried
Mr. Caliaghan by alr on PSA Flight 302 on a through route in a
Single plane from San Jose to San Diego via the Hollywood-Burbank
Airport.

Third Offense

For a third, separate and distinct offense, affiant
alleges that:

I

Affiant hereby refers to and incorporates by reference

herein paragraphs I through VI of the first offensec as if set
forth fullyuherein.
II

Affiant {s informed and believes and upon such information
and belief alleges that on September 10, 1969, PSA, having notice
and knowleage of saild decision and order, sold a ticket %o
Daniel J. Callaghan for a through flight from San Diego to San
Jose via Hollywood-Burbank Airport for a through fare of $20.95
plus tax for a total of $22.00, and thereafter PSA on said date
carried Mr. Callaghan by 24ir on PSA Flight Nb.‘ho3 from San Diego
to San Jose via the Hollywood-Burbank Afrport.

WHEREFORE, affiant prays that the Pubdlic Utilities
Commission issue 1its order requiring Pacific Southwest Airlines,

A corporation, to appear before said Commission and show cause,

L.
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if any 4t has, why 41t should not be punished in the manner
provided by law for cach and all of its contempts of said
Commission and of 4its order in Decision No. T6104.

Affiant further prays that he be permitted to amend this
affidavit and application for order to show cause by the addition
of allegations of further acts of contempt of sald decision and

order and additional supporting affidavits, if he is so advised.

4é2%éé%ggaywéz’/éﬁzézaz22§,

william W. Dunlop

Subserived and sworm to bhefore me

this 11lth day of September, 1969.

tary Public in“and for the City
and County of San Francisco,
State of California.

JANET S, YAMAVURA
NOTARY PUBLIC« CALIFORNIA

/ QFCE IN v
p

SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY. F}

My COMMIZSON CXDI208 iomnils 29, 17070




Decision No.

BIFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COVVISSIOV OF THZ STATE OF CALIFORYIA

.-

AIR CALIFORNIA,
a California Corporation,

- Case No. 38937

Complainant
’ (Filed July 21, 19%9)

vs.

PACIFIC SOUTHWEST AIRLINES,
- a California Corporation,

Defendant.

Ao N N N NS NN N NN NS

Brownell Merrell, Jr., for Ailr
California, complal.anc.

John W. MeInnis, £or Pacific
Southwest Airlines, defendant.

B. A. Peeters, Counscl, £or the
Commission staff.

O PINION

Afr California complains that Pacific Southwest Afrlines
(PSA) is providing passenger ailr corrier service between San
Diego and San Jose, California, via Hollywood-Burbank Aixport
(Burbank) in violation of law, ia that PSA is unlawfully "tacking"
its San Diego-Burbank route to its Burbank-San Jose route to pro-
vide through servies, San Diego-Saz Jose via Burbank. Ailr Cali-
fornla asserts that this tacking subsidizes an excessive scheduling
of PSA flights between Burbank zad San Josc to the detriment of
Alr California, which 2lso has a Burbank-San Jose route. Alr
Californiz sought an ex parte cease znd desist ordcr'to prevent

this violation. By Decisfon Fo. 75957, dated July 24, 1989, this
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Commission refused to igsue a temporary restraining order in
this matter aad set the case for hearing at Los Angeles on July
31, 1969. On request of PSA the matter was continucd tovAugust
13, 1969 at Los Aageles. On August 13, 1969 fhe case was heard
by Examiner Robert Barnett and the matter was submitted.

The method of operation of PSA between San Diezo and
San Jose via Burbank is not disputed. PSA has a £iled tariff
rate of $7.14 for travel between San Diegos and Burbank: a
filed tariif rate of $14.52 for travel betwecn'Burbank and San
Jose; and a filed tariff of $20.25 for travel betwzen San Dieg&
and Sén Jose. The total fare of the two routes, San Diego to
Buréank plus Burbank to San Jose is $21.55 as compared to the
fare of $20.95 for the £light San Diego to San Jose. PSA's.
published schedules show through flights between San,biego
and San Jose with a stop at Burbank. PSA asserts that this
routing is lawful. It claims that Public Utilities Code Section
2762 permits the tacking of its San Dicgo-Bﬁxbank xoute to its
Burbank-San Jose route to provide through serviee $an.Dicgo-
San Jose via Burbank, unless such tacking is expressly pro-
hibited by its certificate of public convenience and necessity,
and that there is no express prohibition against such tacking

in its certificate. Air Califorania 2and the staff contend

that PSA's certificate does prohibit the tacking of the two

segments under discussion.
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PSA's operating authority was receatly restated by this

Commission as follows (Deeision No. 75297 datad Februaxy &, 1969
in Application No. 50730):

"Pacific Southwest Alrlines, by the certificate of pub-
li¢ convenience and.necessity granted in the decision noted in the
margin is authorized to transport passengers by air over numbered
routes in either direction:

Routes ' '

. Between San Diego ond Los Angeles, Burbamk, San
Francisco and Oakland. . :
Betweea Los Angeles and San Francisco and Oakland.
Between Burbank and San Francisco.
Batween Los Angeles and San Joce.
Between Los Angeles and Sacramento.
Betweaen Ontario International Airport and San
Francisco Intaernational Alirport.
Between San Jose Municipal Airport and Oakland
International Aixport, on the one hand, and Hollywood-
Burbank Airport, on thc other hand.

3. Between San Diego and Ontario.

- Restrictions
Routes L throuzh S5, inelusive
Passengers shall be transported by ailr in either dircetion
in Lockheed Electra, Boeing 727, Boeing 737, or Douglas
DC~9 aidrcraft.

Route &

Passengers shall be transported by air in either
direction in pon-stop sexvice at a minimum of four
scheduled round-trip £lights daily.

(2) No non-stop service may be operated between Ontario
International Aixnort (ONT) and ony cther points
served by Pacific Southwest Airlines under other
authorization with the exception of San Diego.

Route 7

assengers shall be tramsported in either direction
in Lockhced 1L-188 (Electra) 2ireraft, Dougzglas LC-9,
Boeing 727-100, Boeing 727-20C aad Boeing 737 Air-
craft with a minimum of four round trips daily.
(2) This route authorization i3 limited to the specific
. segments of Route 7.

Route 8 :

Passengers shell be transported in either dirsction

1a non-stop sexvice at 2 minimem of two scheduled round
trips daily." - | |
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Public Utilities Code Scetion 2762 provides as follows:
Unless prohibited by the terms and conditions
of any certificate that may be involved, any one
passenger air carrier may establish through routes
and joint rates, charges and classifications be-
tween any and all points sexrved by it under any
and all certificates ox operative rights issued to
. or_possessad by it. '
(Formexly 2758, added Stats. 1965, <. 735, p. 2147,
1. Renumbered 27562 and amended Stats. 1967, c. 318,
p. 1510, 10.)
In this case we are concarned only with two routes of
PSA: San Diego-Burbank, and Burbank-Sam Josa. PSA's Route 7
(batween Burbank and San Jose) is subject to the restriction
"this route authorization is limited to the specific segment of
. Route 7." The sole question presented for dzcision may be
stated as follows: Does the restriction on Route 7 prohibit
the tacking of PSA's San Diego-Burbank route to PSA's Burbank-
San Jose route, and thereby prevent through service San Diego-

San Jose via Burbank? 1In our opinion, for the reasons stated

'

1
below, the restriction does prohibit such tacking.™

Since the advent of Air California into the Californiza
intrastate aix passenger market thoxre has been extensive compe-
tition between Air California and PSA for passengers and routes.
From the beginning we have recognized the need to protect Alx
California from destructive competition, at least until it be-

comes a viable operation. To that end we have authorized the

1/ Tacking,when it is permitted, means that a carrier may
give through sexrvice from point A to point C where it
has two routes, one o serve poiat A to peint B, and the
other to s2rvz point B to point C.
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extension of its routes Lrom its original Orange County-San Jose-

route so that it now serves Oakland, San Francisco, Burbank, and -
Ontario. During the peoriod of Ailr California's expansion we
bave 2lso authorized the expansion of PSA to such points as
Ontario aﬁd San Josc: But, recognizing the need té give some
protection to Air Califormia we have denied authority to PSA to
serve Orange County, and we have placed restrictions on some PSA
routes, ¢.g. Burbank-San Jose, and Ontario-San Francisco. Ve
have also placed restrictions on Air California routes.

The dispute in this case results £rom differences in
the language used by the Commission in placing restricticné on
routes. PSA has two route restrictions. Its route 6 (between
Ontario and San Francisco) is restricted by the following
language:

Route 6

(2) No non-stop service may be operated between
Ontario International Airport (ONI) and any
other points served by Pacific Southwest
Airxlines under othex authorization with the
exception of San Diego._2

Its Route 7 (Burback-San Jose) is restricted by the following
language:  "This route authorization is limited to the specific

segments of Route 7",

2/ This restriction is itself ambiguous. It appears in Decision
No. 75297 which cxpressly rastated 2ll opzrating authority
granted to PSA by this Commission. Therefore, there is no

other authorization’ outstanding. This restriction should
read: No nonstop serviee may be operated between Cntario
International Alrport and any other points served by Pacific
Southwest Airlines with the exezption of San Diego. |
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Alr California's routs restriction reads as follows:

"No passengers shall be accepted for transportation
solely between the following paixrs of points:

(3) Orange County Airport ~ Ontario Iaternational
Livport

(b) Orange County Airport - Hollywood~-Burbanmk Aixport

(¢) Bollywood-Burbank Airport - Ontario Interxnational
Alrport

(8) San Francisco Internmational Aixrport ~ San Jose
Municipal Airport

(¢) San Francisco International Aixport - Ozkland
International Airport :

(£) Oakland International Airport - San Jose
Municipal Airport )

(g) San Francisco International Airport - Oatario
International Aixport

(h) San Franciseco Internationazl Afxport - Hollywood-
Burbank Airport"

Although couched in different language it is our opin-
jon that one of the intentions of the Commission when it imposed
thoée restrictions was to prohibit tacking.

PSA 2sserts that the restriction on Route 7 only
prohibits service from Burbani to other points served by PSA
which are not extensiens of Burbank-San Jose scrvice; for example,
Burbank nonstop to Sacramento. Such a narrow interpretation
would make thc restriction 2sseatially meaningless - PSA zlready

operates Los Angeles-Sacramento; no carrier travels Burbank-
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Sacramento; why prohibit PSA if the need is there?  But therc
is a valid recason to prohibit tacking on the Burbank-San Jose
route. This route is in dircet competition with Ailr Califoraia.
To_pexmit- PSA~Lo tack would increase the load factor on PSA's
flights through Burbank thereby moking them more economical and
efficient, and thereby enhancing its competitive position iz
relation to Aix California. Clearly, routing San Diego-San
Jose passengers through Burbank rather than through Los Angeles
does not affiect the passengers’ trip, but it does create more
traffic for the Burbank-San Jose £lights.

In this case we are only determining the meaning of 2

route restricetion. We are not concerned with the affect of

competition between Air California and PSA (except as it is a

reason for the route restriction in the f£irst place), nor the

3/ The converse of thils argument leads to serious and complex
problems of air carxier reguletion and interpretation of
Section 2762. That is, 3if the restriction is interpreted as
PSA would have it then the total 2bsence of the restriction
would permit service Burbank-Sacramento. Asdpplied to PSA's
other routes which have no point restrictions, ¢.8., Los
Angdas-Sen Francisco (route 1) and Los Angeles-Sacramento
(route 5), this interpretation would permit PSA to serve
San Francisco-Sacramento. Prior applications of PSA before
the Commission show that PSA does not believe it can serve
San Francisco-Sacramento merely because it serves the points
San Francisco and Sacramento. In Apnplication No. 49512 PSA
sought authority to sexrve San Francisco-Sacramento and such
zuthority was denied (Decision No. 74114 dated May 14, 19%8).
PSA accepted that deeision. Air Californiaz also agrees with
this interpretation. (Sce Decision No. 75473 dated March 23,
1969 in Application No. 48405.) The precisc question of com-
bining any and all points is before the Commission in
Cases No. 8780 and 8781.
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oparating efficiency of PSA. Elimination of the routc restriction
can only be considered in 2 separate proceeding.

PSA argues that at one time a similar restriction was
p;pggquagaiqsngir éalifornia'(becision No. 74248 dated June
11, 1968 in Application No. 50072); that at that time Alr Cal-
iforniza had no mutes that could be tacged and, therefore,
the restriction could not be against tacking. PSA is correct
only in the sense that the restriction was not to prevent Ailr
California's immediate tacking, because Air California had no
routes with a common point. B2Eut the restriction served to pro-
hibit Adxr California from tacking to its Burbank-San Jose route
any new routes it might obtain. More to the point, Decision
No. 74248 granted auvthority to both PSA and Air California to
enter the Burbank-San Jose market and placed similar route
restrictions on both authoritics. The Commission wanted com-

petition on that route. And the way the Commission sought €o

insure fair competition between an established carrier and 2

compa:atively new carrier was to restrict both carriers from

tacking other routes, present or future to the authorized route.

Findings of Faoct

1. Air California is a passenger air carricr as defined
in Section 2741 of the Public Utilities Code.
2. PSA is a passenger air carrier as defined in Section

2741 of the Public Utilitics Code.
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3. PSA has been authorized by this Commission to provide
passenger aixr scrvice between the points San Diego on the
onc hand and Burbank on ths other hand, among others.

4. PSA has been authorized by this Commission to provide
passenger air service between the points Burbank on the one hand
and San Jose on the other hand, (Route 7), among others.

5. Aix Califoxniz has been authorized by this Commission
to provide passcnger aixr sexvice between the points Burbank on
the 6nc hand and Sén Jose on the other hand, among others.

€¢. PSA's Burbank-San Jose authority is subjeet to the
following rcetriction in its certificate of public convenience
and ncceséity: "This route authorization is limited to the
specific segments of Route 7."

7. PSA is providing passenger aixr service between San
Diego and San Jose via Burbank with f£ive flights northbound
during the business week and four £flights southbound during the
business week., PSA does not have 2 certificéte of public con-
venience and necessity which cxpressly provides for service be-
tween San Diego and Sen Jose via Burbank.

8. The sexvice described in Fiading No. 7 is advertised
as and tickets sold on the basis of being a through sexrvice.

9. PSA is tacking its San Diego-Burbank authority to its

Burbank-San Jose authority in oxder to provide through service

San Diego-San Jose via Burbank.
10. The tacking found in Finding Mo. 9 is prohibitad by

PsA's certificate of public conveaience 2nd nacessity.
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The Commlission concludes:

1. That PSA is operating between San Diego and San Jose
via Burbank in violation of its certificate of public conveniencz
and necessity. |

2. Pursuant to Pub;lc Utilities Code Section 2763 PSA
should be ordered to cease znd desist from operating between

San Diego and San Josc via Burbank.

IT IS ORDERED that Prcific Southwest sirliass shali,

within ten days after the effective date of this order, cease
and desist from carrying passengers by 2ir on a thzough route
betwzen San Diego and San Jose via 0llywood-Burbank Airport.

The effective date of this order shall be the date

hexcof.

Dated at San Franewsco  , California, this 2 Y
day of AUBUST |, 1969.

WILLIAM SYMOXS, JE.
Presideat

A, W. GATOV

J. P. VURASIN, JR.
cOmmzssmnch

Commizsionsr Frod P, Morrissey

Preseat butl zmet participating.

THOMAS MORAN

Commiscioner

Presceat »ut not pariicipating.

TILITIES COM. >
E OF CALIFQORNIA




BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION

OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

AIR CALIFORNIA,
a California Corporation,

Complainant, Case No. 89737
v, DECLARATION IN SUPPORT

PACIFIC SOUTHWEST AIRLINES, OF ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE
a California Corporation,

Defondant.

W O T O G NN P
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I, Norriss M. Webb, declare as follows:

|
| o

Pacific Southwest Airlines has failed to abide

[
N

by the terms of Decision No. 76104 in the

.
«

following respects:

T
»

a) Pacific Southwest Airlines flight schedule
effective July 25, 1969, continues to offer
direct service between San Dicgo and San
Jose via Hollywood-RBurbank and the flight
frequencies and scheduling by Pacific Southwest
Adrlines through Hollywood-Burbank have re=-
mained unchanged since the effective date of
the Commission Order. The only "change" in
the flight schedule of Pacific Southwest Air-
lines has been a "Schedule Amendment” which
purports to renumber the Hollywood-Burbank/
San Diecgo scgment of the San Jose/San Diego
through flights which the Commission found
illegal. A copy of the so=called "Schedule
Amendment" is attached hereto as Exhibit "A"
and made a part hereof. Pacific Southwest
Airlines flight schedule is attached hereto as
Exhibit "B".

20 IR i~ O~ ~
RARBDNSLGEL & &

Pacific Southwest Airlines continues to sell
one ticket for service between San Diego and
San Jose via Hollywood-Burbank. Said ticket is
pexrforated into three parts; the upper part
being the receipt for the through flight and
the lower two parts reprosenting the San Jose/
Hollywood=-Burbank and Hollywood-Burbank/San
Diego segments, respectively. On September 7,
1969, I purchased at the Pacific Southwest
Airlines Airlines counter in Oaokland a ticket
for a through flight from San Jose to San Diego
via Hollywood=-Burbank. I boarded Pacific
Southwest Airlines Flight 202 originating in
Oakland. Immediately afteor departure of Flight
202 from San Jose Municipal Airport, the San
Jose/Hollywood-Burbank protion of the tickot
was detached by the Pacific Southwest Airlines

LT < B ¢ L SR o Y o TR o B o S |
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stewardess, At that time, I dinquired of the
stowardess whether or not the remaining portion
of the ticket would also be detached and the
stowardess stated that it would be detached
after the departure from Hollywood=Burbank. The
ticket purchased by me with the unused Holly-
wood-Burbank/San Diege portion remaining thercon
is attached hereto as Exhibit "C*,

The fare offernd by Pacific Southwest Airlines
for service between San Diego and San Jose is
a through fare. The ticket I purchesed showed
a total of $22.00 including tax ($20.95 net of
tax). Pacific Southwest Airlines advertises a
net fare for service between Hollywood=Burbank
and San Jose of $14.52, and between Hollywood-
Burbank and San Diego a net fare of $7.14, or
a total net fare of $21.66 ($22.74 with tax).

0w @ o > A P

-
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The service between San Jose/San Dicgo is a
single planc service and passengers flying the
San Diego/Hollywood-Burbank segment do not
debark the aircraft at Hollywood-Burbank. Upon
arrival at Hollywood=Burbank, the following
announcement was made on the September 7, 1969
flight on which I was a passenger:

e
Y & b b

"For those of you continuing on to San
Diego with us, please remain scated as
our stop here will be a very brief one."

2o
~N O O

2. 1 am informed and believe that Flight 202 on Sep-

-
(1))

tember 7, 1969 is representative of . all flights

3!
O

offered by Pacific Southwest Airlines between San

g
o

Diego and San Jose via Hollywood-Burbank.

DD
D -

I declare undexr penalty of perjury that the

™y
(4}

foregoing is true and correct.

8

Executed at Newport Beach, California this

11% day of September, 1969. é/Q(
Lbgeseo W1 01)
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THE FOLLOWN\.C AD-USTM' NTSIN FLIGHT MUMSERSWILL CE MADE TO THE CURRENT
sct CDULE DATCZD JULY 25, 1869, REGARDING SAN/HWN NE/SAN FLIGHTS AS LISTED BELOW:

. ’

MONDAY THRL THURSDAY

SAN/TIWE ONT Y

FLT 101 BECOMiS FLT 11
FLT 103 BECOMES FLT 17
FLT 201 BECOMUES FLT 2
FLT 203 BECOMES FLT 25
FLT 403 BECOMES FLLT 33

ERIDAY ONLY.

MWR/SAN ONLY

FLT 102 BECOMES FLT0,
FLT 202 BECOMES FLT 14
FLT 302 BECOMES FLT 18

. FLT 404 BECOMES FLT 22

SAN/HWE ONLY

FLT 105 BECOMES FLT 11
FLT 103 BECOMES FLT 17
FLT 20! RECOMES FLT 21

FLT 203 TECOMES FLT 25

FLT 307 BECOMES FLT 31
FLT 403 BECOMES FLT 33

SATURDAY ONLY

HWB/SAN ONLY

FLT 102 BECOMES FLT 10
FLT 202 BECOMES FLT 14
FLT 302 UECOMES FLT 18
TLT 402 UECOMES FLT 20
FLT 404 BECOMES FLT 22

SAN/HWE ONLY

FLT 101 BECOMES FLT 11
FLT 103 BECOMES FLT 17
FLT 203 BECOMES FLT 2§
FLT 303 BECOMES FLT 31
FLT 403 BECOMES FLT 33

SUNDAY ONLY

HWE/SAN ONLY

FLT 102 BECOMES FLT 10
FLT 206 BECOMES FLT 16
FLT 402 BECOMES FLT 20
FLT 406 BECOMES FLT 22

SAN/LIWR ONLY

FLT 103 BECOMES FLT 17
FLT 203 BECOMES FLT 28
FLT 303 BECOMES LT 31
FLT 403 BECOMES FLT 33

ALL FWB/SJC, HWB/QAK A‘ND HWB/SIC/OAK FLIGHT NUMBERS REMAIN AS SHOWN

ON OUR CURRENT SCHEDULE DATED JULY 2

HWI/SAN ONLY

FLT 202 BECOMES FLT 14
FLT 302 BECOMES FLT 18
FLT 402 BECOMES FLT20
FLT 502 BECOMES FLT 24

5, 19G9.
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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

ATIR CALIFORNIA,
a California corporation,

Complainant,

vs. Case No. 8937
PACIFIC SOUTHWEST AIRLINES,

Defendant.

AFFIDAVIT OF DANIEL J. CALLAGHAN
IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION FOR
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

33.
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO

DANIEL J. CALLAGHAN being duly sworn deposes and says:

I
That he 1s now and at all times herein mentioned was z
citizen of tne State of California, over tae age of 21 years and
enployed by tie Public Utilitles Commission of the State of
California.
II
That on September 10, 1969, he bought a ticket from Pacific
Soutawest Airlines for a through flight from San Jose to San Diego
via Hollywood-Burbank at a tarocugh fare of $20.95, plus excise tax
for a votal of $22. KHe boarded PSA Flignt 302 originating in
San Jose on sald date, and PSA carried him by air on a through
route in a single plane between San Jose and San Dlego via
Hollywood-Burbank.
III
That on September 10, 1969, he bouzit a ticket from Pacific

Southwest Airlines on 2 return through flight from San DieZo to
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San Jose, via Hollywood~-Burbank ALrport, at a througn fare of
$20.95, plus excise tax, for a total of $22. He 5oarded PSA
Flizht 403 originating in San Diego on saild date, and PSA carried
him by alr on a through route in a single plane between San Diego

and San Jose via Hollywood-Burbank Airport.

Subseribed and sworn to before

me-on September 11, 196

'ota.ry
City, County and Sta.te

(SEAL)

Q /’I&\ wu.L'A’vz W. DUNLOP &

Y NOTARY PUBLICCALISORNIA
"\;@5" CITY AND COUNTY OF &
SAN FRANGISCO N
Ny Commisslon Explras June 21, 19738 §§
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