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We:strongly belMe'~1Mitlne present network of hﬂyuﬂ
paséen;er service between major cities cannnthe m.hulnedﬁhct
over the next few years without a change in Federal policy 'l‘hts
~ fpoucydeﬁnesthenmttsuptowmch.oommumezmbe |
required to continue service:: & will preserve service ss part of the
carriers’ public reapoas{bﬂttlee only to'the point whexe theoervlce
becomes an undue burden. |
There has been no Federal consensus on whether the public
need, present and future, for long and-medium distance service is
| 'mbstantm enough to warrant restricting the discontinuance of additional
rail service. For at least a decade, recommendations for governmental
 changes with respect to mrcuyk rail mm*uw...;..m again.
In rétrospect, these propoaals or means to rejuvenate vail letvlcoq)peat s
to have failed because the need ﬁr the service msmmideted f
significant enough to require greater contributions from :_;atﬁ;ar the -
carriérs , the'go_vernmént or thepubllc
The de&elopuiént of a rail system sdequate for future needs of
the nation cannot be attained simply by preserving those trains which.
: operate today; the servlce must be enensively modernized. Such a

transition will requiresubmiul ‘c‘ommhmi on the pert of all who
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