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0 De¢iszsion No. ‘ @@i@m&l‘ ‘
‘ BEFORE THE PURLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATB 0 .,

Application of Southern Paclific )

Transportation Company to ) u

Discontinue the Operation of ) Application No. 57289
Passenger Trains Between San g (Filed May 9, 1977)
)
)

Franclsco and San Jose and
Intermedliate Points.

ORDER MODIFYING AND DENYING
REHEARING OF DECISION NO. 88750

»
y

| on April 19, 1978, the Commission issued Decision No. 88750,

' dismissing the application of Southern Pacific Transportation
Company (Southern Pacific) to discontinue its passengervtrain
service between San Francisco and San Jose and intermedlate

‘ points. A petition for rehearing of this Decision was £iled by
Southern Pacific. The Commission, after considering each and
every allegation raised in the petition, finds that no good cause
for rehearing has been shown. However, the Commission believes' o
that a brief further discussion of the Decision will clarify some
areas of ambigulty ralsed by the petition.

We wish to stress that every declsion relating to a Eequest

for discontinuance of service necessarily lnvolves a-carerui

i bvalancing process. The elements of a prima facle case cannot be
reduced to a set Iormula, but rather must depend on the facts
surrounding each individual request. In the proceeding now
before us, where a large metropolitan arez Is being served
where commuter passenger usage is subscantial, and where the
company is requesting a total elimination of service, we find
it particularly 1mportant to scrutinize Southern Pacii‘ic'c




A. 57289 "

entire Intrastate operations. Without this evidence, we simply
cannot analyze the financlal predicament which Southern Pacific
alleges exists; therefore, evidence relating to an e-sential
part of the balaneing process is mlssing. Those cases cited
by Southern Pacific in which we did not require evidence of
total intrastate operatlions %o be ubmitted are distingui,hable
from the present‘oase. In all of those cases, passenger u°age
had been shown to be truly de‘minimus.‘ This 1s clearly not the
oituat;on with Southern Pacific's peninsula commuter oervice.

IT IS ORDERED that.
Rehearing of Decision No. 88750, as modified above, is hereby
denled..
The effective date of this order is the date hereof.
Dated at San Franciseo R California, this H& day
SJULY % 1978. I

~ President

" Commissioror William Symons. Jr., boing
nocossarily obsont, did met participate
in tho disposition of 'r.h;l.s proeoec_u.ns

COmm‘.'.ssﬂ.onor Toraon ‘L. Sturpocrn, boling

necessarily abzont, 214 not- participato”
in tho di po..ition of this’ procoeding.




: 89094 S JUL 1 1978,’ "
Decision No. " @@J&@MAL
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTiLITIES COMMISSION QF THE STATE O ‘

Application of Southern Pacific

Transportation Company to E

Discontinue the Operation of j Application No. 57289
Passenger Trains Between San - (Filed May 9, 1977)
Francisco and San Jose and ‘

Intermediate Points. :

ORDER MODIFYING AND DENYING
REHEARING OF DECISION NO. 88750

woo
"

on April 19, 1978, the Commission issued Decision No. 88750,
dismissing the application of SOuthern Pacific Transportation
Company (Southern Pacific) to discentinue Lts passenger train
service between San Francisco and San Jose and intermedilate
points. A petition for rehearing of this Declsion was filed by
Southern Pacific. The Commission, after considering each and
every allegation ralsed In the petition, finds that no good cause
for rehearing has been shown. However, the Commission believes
that a drief further discussion of the Decision will clarify some
areas of ambigulty ralsed by the petition. ‘

We wish to stress that every decision relating to a request
for discontinuance of service necessarily-involves‘a careful
balancing process. The elements of a prima facle case cannot be
reduced to a set formula, but rather must depend on the facts
surrounding each indiviaual request. In - the proceeding now
before us, where a large metropolitan area 1s being served,
where commuter passenger usage is substantial ~and where the

company is requesting a total elimination of service, we f:nd
it particularly important to scrutinize Southern Pacific s’
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entire Intrastate operations. Without this evidence, we simply
cannot analyze the financial predicament whieh Southern Pacific
alleges exists; therefore, evidence relating to an essential
part of the balancing process is missing. Thosé cases clted

by Seuthern Paciflic In which we dId not require evidence of
total intrastate operatlons to be submlitted are distinguishable
from the precent case. In all of those cases, passenger usage
had been shown to be truly de minimus. This 1s clearly not the
situation with SoutherﬂfPaciric's peninsula commuter service.

<7 IS ORDERED that:
Rehearing of Decisfon No. 88750, as modified above, Ls hereby
denied. '

The effective date of this order is the date hereof. |

Dated at __ . San Franaisco | Canromia, this [ﬁ day
of ~JULY %, 1978.

Precident

Commisaionor William Svmoms. Jr., boing
nocoasarily absent, dld not participate
iz tho dispositicn of this procoodinge

Comnissioner Vorzon L. Sturgecﬁ, Boinz
necessarily absont, 4id not participato’
in tho dizpoaition cf this proceodirg.




