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Decision No'. 82103 

BEFORE THE' PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of 
?ACIFIC SOU,THWEST AIRLINES· for a 
certif'icate:ot public,convenience 
and:c.ecessi ty in either direction 
~tween San Frane1sco/St<x:ktoD/Fresno, 
and'Los Angeles with through and. . 
connecting service to San Diego· and 
Sacrament<> " and· to overfly. Stockton 
or Fresno. ' 

Application No. 52291' 

ORDER OF MODIFICATION .. 
By Petition ror Modif'icat1oll filed October 30, 1973 

Pacific Southwest Airlines (PSA) seeks an order rrom the Commission 
which would suspend" on a temporary emergency basis, those conditions 
contained in PSA' s. cert:tf'icate of public convenience and necessity 
which set :£'orth the minimlm n~r or trips to be operated on ,certain 
of itS rou.tes. 

!he applic~t alleges, that, pursuant to the Economic Stabi­
lization Act. as amended by PL 93-2S~, the President or the United 
States through his delegate, the :Energy Policy Office, has issued and 
adopted a mandatory fuel allocation program,which wen~ 1nto~etfect 
on Nove~ l, 1m. The proposed program was published,' on .' 

August 13, 1m in the- Federal Register. !he new :energy Policy Office 
regulatio~ may be round in Cbap~er XIII, Title 32A CFR. Under this 
program. PSA will receive, bee;lrm~ng November l~ 1973, the' same amount 
of fu.el it received in 1972 .. month by month. 

The applicant further alleges tha.t~ as a result of said. 
f'uel allocation' :program, PSA must curtail the number of its flights 

by something more than. 10 percent because it can condu.ct, less than· 

90 percent of its present ,:£'light schedules With the 1972 level of 
jet fa.el supply. 
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'I1:I.e conditions prescribing .the number of min1D1lm tri.ps. on 
PSA rOlltes are :as follows:· 

Route 6·. 
Ontario - San Francisco 
Four round: trips per day . 

Route~. . 
Jose/Oakland";' Burbank 

Four round. trips per day 
Route S . 

San Diego ~ Ontario 
. Two round trips per day 

Route 9 .. 
San Franeisco·~ Sacramento 
'four rO\md trips per day 

Route·1S· 
Burbank - Sacramento (nonstop) 
!Wo roand trips per day 

Route 22' 
San Francisco - Fresno - Lo~ Angeles 
Two· rouncl trips per clay , 

Route 23 
San Francisco - Stockton - Fresno - Los Angeles 
Two round trips per day 

In view of. the emergency, the Commission finds that the 
requ.ested au.thority shoul.d be granted Oil an interim basis pending 
a public he~g. 

IT· IS: ORDERED that: 

1.. . PSA* s certl£icate of public convenience and necess1 ty is 
amended so as to<> suspend, pend:1'Og :f'urther order of this Commission, 
the min1mum number of round trips on ·Rolltes 6, 7, S, 9, 15, 22, and 
23. 
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2. PSA' s cert1f'icate or P'lblic convenience and necessity as 
set forth in Appendix A o£ Decision No. 79085, as alDt3nded, .is further 
amended by incorporating Second Revised Pages 3, 4, and 5" attached 
hereto, in revision of First Revised Pages 3, 4, and 5., 

Further hearings will be scheduled 10 th1s matter before 
CoDml1.ssioner Sturgeon and/or Examiner Daly at 10:00 a.m. on 
November 19, 19'tJ in the COmmission Courtroom, San- Francisco. 

The effective date of this order is the date hereof. 

day of' 
Dated at ____ ....... San;....;._lI'ra_an._dl_IIC() ___ -', Cal1f'orn1a, tb:is 1-1" 

ttOV~M9ER , 1973. 



Appendix A 
(Dec. 790$5) 

Restrictions 

Route 1 

PACIFIC SOUTHWEST AIRLINES Second Revised Page 3 
(a corporation) Cancels 

First,Revised Page ,3 

No service or my type shall be operated between my or these 
five points and any other points authorized in other routes by 
the Commission, except through service between San Diego and 
San Jose via Los Angeles, through service between San Diego and 
Sa.cramento via Los Angeles, and the through service authorized 
in Rou.te 19. 

Routes 2· and 3" 
T'.c.ese route au.thorizations are limited. to the speei£ie segments 
of' each route, except. for the tacking of' Route 3 and Route 9 to 
provid¢ direct service between Burbank and Sacramento via San . 
Francisco as provided in the Restriction on Route 9. 

Route L. 

This route authorization is, limited to the specific segment of 
Route· 4, except tor through service from San ,Jose to, San Diego 
via Los Angeles. 

Route ~ 
This route authorization is limited to the specific segment of 
Route 5·, except for through service from Sacramento· to San Diego 
via Los Angeles. . 

Route 6 

#"L. Requirement for minimum number .of trips suspended temporarily. 
2. No nonstop service may be operated between Ontario, International 

Airport· CON.T) and any other points served by Pacific Southwest, 
Airlines under other au.thorization with the exception of . 
San Diego., . 

!ssu.ed ~y California Public Utilities Commission. 

#Addee. by Decision ~;o. 82103 , Applieation No. 52291. 
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Appendix A 
(Dec_ 79085) 

PACIFIC SOUTHWEST AIRLnUS Second Revised Page 4 
(a corporation) Cancels 

First Revised Page 4 

Route 7 
#1. Requirement £or m1nimum number or trips suspended temporarily-! 

" 

2. This route authorization is limited to the specif'1c. seg:raents of 
Rou.te 7. 

Route ~ 

#Reqtnrement for minimum 'number of trips' suspended tempor:ar11y. 

Route 9 
?asse:lgers shall be transported in either direction 1n nonstop 
service at a minimum of rour scheduled round trips daily. All 
service to Sacramento Metropolitan Airport from any other points 
already served by Pacific Southwest Airlines must be prOvided 
rla San Francisco International Airport, except. for the nonstop. 
service authorized between Los. Ang~les. International Airport and 
Sacramento Metropolitan Airport. 71Requiremen t . for m; n; mnm 
number of trips suspended temporarily. 

Routes 10, 11, 12',Md 13, 

Service between the points authorized on these routes shall not. 
becormected, combined. or operated in combination with points or 
routes previously authorized, or with each other except as' herein 
provided. Rou.te 10 may be eozm.ected with Routes 11, l2, or 13: 
at Long Beach to provide through service to passengers as· roll~ws: 

San Diego - Long Beach - Oakland 
San Diego - Long Beach - San franCisco 
San Diego - Long. Beach - San Francisco 

(intermediate point per 
Route 13) - Sacramento 

'!he points herein authorized must be operated. as speci1"ied; no 
over flights or points authorized shall be permitted. 

ROI~te 14 
Service between the points authorized on this route shall not· be 
cOr..:l.ccted, combined or operated in combination with .points. or 
routes previously authorized. The points herein autborized must . 
be operated as· specified; no, over . .flights of. points. authorized. 
shall be pex:m;tted. . . 

IS$U~ oy California Public Utilities Commission. 

#).cd.ec. 'by Decision No. __ 8_2_1_0_3 __ "1 Applic:a:~ion No. 52291. 
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Appendix A 
(Dee. 79(85) 

PACIFIC SOUTHWEST AIRLINES Second,Revised Page; 
(a corporation) Cancels· 

Fir'st: Revised. Page ;:. 

Rout~ J.5 
l. Service between the points authorized on this rou.te sb8il not be 

cormected, combined or operated 1n combination wi~ 8:D.y other 
authorized points' or routes. 

#2. Requ.1rement £or minimum nWZlber 0'£ trips suspended temporarily. 

Roo:te 16. 
Service between the points authorized on this route shall not, be 
connected, combined or operated in combination with any other 
au:thorized' points or routes. ' 

;Soute 17 
Service between the points authorized on this route shall not 'be 
connected, combined or operated in combination with any other 
authorized poin't$.or routes. 

Route lS 

Service between the. points· authorized on this route shall. not be 
connected, combined or operated in combination with any other" 
authorized points or routes. 

Route 19 
Service between the points au.thorized on this route sha.l.l not· be 
connected, combined or operated' in combination with' sny other: 
allthorized points or rou.tes. " 

Route 20' 

Service between the points au.tborized on this- route shall not be 
connected, combined or operated in combination w:Lth any other' 
autho~zed points or routes. . 

Route 21 

Service between ,the points authorized on this ronte shall not be 
connected, combined or operated in combination with any other 
authorized points or .routes. 

Rou'ces 22 and' ?l 
#Reqo.i%-ement tor minimum number of trips suspended temporarily •. 

Isc~ed by California Public Utilities Commission. 

#Add~d by Decision No. __ S_Z_1_0_3 __ ~'1 Application No .. 5229l. 



D. 82103 A. 5229l 

COMMISSIONER J'~ P. VUXASIN, JR'., Concurring in Part and, 
, '~issenting ,in Part: 

While it is appropriate for this Commission to consider 

authorization of temporary reduction in intrastate air service 

provided by Pacific Southwest Airlines (PSA) beca.use of the Federal; 
, . 

fuel rationing program (referred to 'by the Energy Policy Office as 

a "mandatory fuel allocation program"), the foregoing order is 

deficient in that it fails to put the applicant and, all 'interested 

parties on notice that the Commission specifically intends to fully 

exercise " its jurisdiction and responsibility under, the California ' 
1/ ' 

Passenger Air carriers Act.-

The california Public Utilities Commission has the 

responsibility to provide for the "orderly, efficient, economical, 

a..~d healthy intrastate" transportation of passengers by air ,"to the 
benefit of the people of this State, its communities, and.the State 

2/, " " 
i1:5elf .. "- (Section 2739, Public Utilities Code). The mandate of 

"orderly', efficient, economical, and healthy" intrastate passenger:, 

air service requires more than merely agreeing to the elimination 

or reduction of service, without full consideration of the effects 

of such: cutbacks. 

On the bas,is of the raw data thus· far supplied by ?SA,. it' 

appears that ?SA is proposing a SO percent reduction in service 

between Los Angeles International Airport (LAX) and Fresno, whereas 

it is proposing only a 6.5% reduction between LAX and San' Francisco 

1/ Chapter 4,· Part 2, Division 1, Sections 2739 'Chrough 2769.5, ,. 
- California Public Utilities Code. 

2/ Emphasis added .. - . 
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Airport, this sma.ll reduction in the ~;:SFO route despite the,fact 

that there is :adcquate number of other carriers available to help 

relieve air congestion. Further, it appears that ?SA proposes' to 

reduce its service between Hollywood/Burbank Airport and; San Jose 
~ 

:by 18.8% but proposes to reduce the HOllywood/EurbanliSa~prancisco 

Airport sel'Viceby only 2_1%. Rath()r than allowing ?SA to arbitrarily 
, , 

select those routes and those communities which will suffer the 
, , , 

reductiorts in service, the Commission should affirmatively demand of . ' , 

the applicant that it explain, the reasoning and the policies',upon 

which it detcrmines which services will be cut. Proper· concern for ' 

Ttthe benefit of the peoplc of this State, its communities, and the 
~ 

State itselfTt would require the Commission to mal<e an independent 

judgment rega%'d.ing the public convenience in making these decisions 

rather than merely defer to the economic self-interest of PSA. 

Additionally, it should be noted that pursuant to authoriza­

tion granted by this Commission ?SA increased its fares September 5, 

1973.' Now, just a little over two months later it proposes todec-:roaso 

its intrastate service by 10 percen'C which inevitably will result. in 

reduced operating expenses, higher load factors, and, therefore" I, 

additional increased profits. The foregoing ord.er fails'to take into 

consideration the faro reduction which should be instituted in order 

to pazs on to the traveling public of this State the benefits,'of; the 

increased operating efficiencies and 

realize. 

San FranCiSCO, California / 

NOVember 7, 1973 , 
2. 
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A 52291, MM 
D 82103· 

D .. W. HOLMES, COMMISSIONER, Concurrinq in. part, and Dissenting 
in part: 

I concur in the basic concept expressed in this order that 

Pacific Southwe~t Airlines must by necessity conserve fliqht 

fuels·. I find it commendable that the company is proceeding on 

a volunta:ry basis.. It is, also obvious that the most' expeditious 

way to conserve fuel is through the elimination of certain 

flights. 

My dissent to this order is based on what appears to be an: 

improper criterion established by the company for the elimination 

of flights. It is obvious that the standard being used is in 

the elimination of the less compensatory routes. 

This Commission, adhering to well-established regulat0r.Y 

principles, has long held that the public convenience and neces-

si ty must 'be a primary faCtor of consideration in both the qrant-

ing and the elimination of passenger routes of regulated carriers. 

Potentially, this order would allow the company to completely 

eliminate all of the service presently extended to the Fresno 

area and, addi tionally, to the Stockton area. This commission· 

must be careful to insure that ~e present energy crisis 'does 

:lot become a vehicle for the elimination of unprofitable routes 

1 .. 
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by the regulated passenger carriers at the 'expense of the travel-

in9' public. It would seem to me that a proper eurtailmentwould 

include the elimination of auxiliary flights in the more heavily 

traveled areas, eitber unilaterally or, hopefully, in concert 

with competing carriers flying such well-patronized routes. 

San Francisco" California 
November 7, 1973 

< J;clJCi)(· R F!¥" c:' 
Commissioner' 
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