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existing law depends. And second, the discontinuance of ‘inter'stnte
service has been obtamed in p1ecemea1 fashion by carriers receiving
approval from a state agency for a portion of the run and then =
subm1tt1ng the balance to the Commission or to other states. When,

the portion dlscontmued under state law is essentlal to the continued -

“yiability of the entire operatmn, the Commission is faced in subsequent
13a(1) proceedings with a portion or portions of a train, the operation

’of W’hich isa bnrden and which the t)ublic has ebandoned,beca'.use' of a
break in the through service, 8 1?58 there was a gen‘eralffeeling,k i
that some states were too restrictive in permitting the elimination of
unnecessary def1c1t trains, However, today the -situation has changed
to the pomt where some st?te actions have forced the curtailment
of trains that might otherwise have been retamed If the Commission ‘

"“is to preserve a minimum klevel of service pending the completionof )

: tt‘xe"st‘udy and the formulation of a new policy, this change, is es,sential.,' .
| Section 2 of the bill mcorporates our suggestions for a study of
intercity rail pa.ssenger servwe to be conducted hy the Secretary of 5 :
Transportatlon as dlscussed earher ’ kR
‘ Asa temporary measure, we further recommend that the Post
Office Departmentcons’ider curtailing any addi_uonal reductions in mail .

contracts involving passenger trains for two years. Los‘s,; of the
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