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We do know that a number of trains haveheen eliminated m thts fashion’ for
. example, the curta:lment ot Eriewl..ackmnm metropolitan semce in 1967

[

e (hx balance the relati\rely steady levels of comrr:uter patronage from 1961 to
the present would substantiaﬂe the mm that hrge~scale discontinuances
of primary comrnuter service km!e not oemmed :
In the few commuter cases deeidadhy the Commission » our: approval of .
| dlscontmuances has been based on the logses caused by commuter serviee and"
one or more of the following conclusiom ‘ ‘
(l) ‘The cessation of service aﬁfected my patmmzed lines; |
(2) Adequate altemaﬁve tranupomﬁm exlsted.

(3) ‘The service would be cetminued hy a gwemmental agency ona

* contract basis thh the carrier.
(4) Contmuauon of the service would create a real and immediate v k
threat to the carrier s salvency ‘ |

‘A summary df most rail commuter cases considered‘under sectlon 13a
and abandonment proceedings under secﬁon 1(18) are set forth in our recent B
’ report to the Senate Subcommittee on Housing and Urban Affairs . Bven with
the threat of future or present carrier bankruptcy, the Comtmssion has been |
extremelv reluctant to reduce essentia.l cammuter servtce.

In requiring the‘ carriers to cont-mue provtdmgv needed seMce despite
theéit weak overall financial_condition' and the losmg nature of such servtces;'
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