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Decision No. 
",'. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
SOL~RN PACIF!C COMPANY and of ) 
RAILWAY EXPRESS AGENCY, INCORPORA:ED,) 
for authority to discontin~e agency ) 
at Vacaville, County of Solano, State) 
of C~lifornia, and to maintain s~id ) 
station as a nonagency. ) 

------------------------------) 

Application No. 39662 

Harold S. Lentz and Rsndolph Karr, 
~ for epplicQ,ntc. 

Walter Weir, for the City of Vacaville; 
H. D. Smith, W. E. Fisher ~nd 
I. S. Wilson, fo= The oraer of Railroad 
Telegraphers; and A. L. Russell, for 
Sears Roebuck snd COmpany> protestants. 

OPINION ..... - - - - -."-' 

By this application filed December 23, 1957, Southern 

Pacific Company and Railway Express Agency, Incorporatea, request 

an order authorizing them to discClntinue their agencies at Vacaville 

an~ to maintain the station as a nonagency station. At the hearing 

the application was amenaed to inclucle a request that the Southern 

Pacific Company be permitte~ to remove its station building ~~th 

the exception of a loading platform which is to remain. 

Public hearing was hel~ in Vacaville on March 4 an~ 18, 

1958, before Ex~miner Rowe, at which time evidence, both oral and 

clocumentary was ado.uced anc. the matters duly submitteci for ciecision. 

From the evidence of recorci, it appears an~ the Commission 

fin~s that public convenience ana necessity no longer require the 

seati~n building an~ service as an agency at Vacaville by Southern 
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Pacific Company, except th~t said applicant should continue to 

maintain a loaciing platform at said location. Howeve=) there was no 

evi~ence to justify granting any relief to applicant Railway Express 

Agcncy, Incorporate~. ~ne witness representing this company 

testified that it intended to arren.ge for some local business man 

to act as its agent in Vacaville anti would continue to render ~1e 

same service to the public at this point. 

Several ccmbc:::; of the p'..lblic who have l;)een using the Southern 

Pacific C~QP~ny service testifie~ that in their ~pinion they woul~ 

not be aQequately aerveci by an agent locatecl in Suisun. Thcy were 

of the opinion that a local agent ~V'ould have more concern for anQ 

give greater attention to the interests of local shippers and 

The representative of a chain store system 

having an outlet in V:.\caville testified that his employer w-,ulCi sell 

merchan~isa from its local cisplay ana make deliveries from 

warehouses in other ·locslitieo using :he service and faeilities of 

Pacific Motor Trucking Company, a Southern Pacific subsi~iary 

lp.:.:;scn service eo his comvsny bccauso if che cuscomers': should happen 
, \ 

not to be at home ~t the eim~ of Qclivery the freight would be 

~e~~~ned to Suisun, instead of to the local agency in Vacaville. 
~e eviclencc juscifies a fincling that other cruckers who are 

competitors of Southern Pacific Company do not have local agents 

in Vacaville. Southern Pacific Company shoul~ not be required to 

provide a service ~hich is greater and more expensive than that 

r~quired of its competitors. 
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The witnesses who represented automob'ile dealers testified 

that they received delivery of new automobiles for sale both in 

freight cars and through the trucking facilities of Pacific Motor 

Trucking Company. These witnesses feare~ that they woulG be required 

to wait for unreasonable perio~s of time before an agent could come 

from Suisun to inspect for possible damage to automobiles before 

they could be unloaaed from freight cars. It appears that arrange

ments can be made whereby the Suisun agent will be available at the 

time such cars are unloaded. The witnesses for Southern Pacific 

Company testifiea that this coul~ and would be clone~ This has been 

successfully effected in other areas without complaint by,: shippers 

and receivers of freight. The Commission fincls that such' service 

will be satisfactory as proposed. The policy of one manufacturer 

not to permit unloaciing at points where a railro3u agen't· is not 

available to inspect for ~amage does not appear to precluclethe 

unloading at a nonagency station where an agent from a nearby agency 

is actually on hane to perform this service. For a shipper to insist 

that a local agent make such inspection is an unreasonable demand 

and the Commission will not force compliance therewith upon the 

carrier. The same must be said 3S to the insistence of a local 

tailor that a local agent be on hanci after the caily pickup time 

of Pacific Motor Trucking Company. This witness stated that when 

rented suits are returneG to him after about 3:00 p.m. he should 

be permitted to take the suits to the station in Vacaville and save 

himself an additional oaily charge for rental. 

The Vacaville Chamber of Commerce introduceG into evidence 

a resolution. which provides as follows: 

-3-



A. 39662 AF • " •.. , 

"The Boarci of Dircceors of !:he Vacaville 
Chamber of Commerce has,.unanimously agreed 
that the closing. of the S.P. Depot is not 
in the best interest of Vacaville, and the 
Vacaville area. 111is governing body feels 
that on the eve of the announcement of a 
large incustry.scttling in the Vacaville 
area, and the constant incus trial inquiries 
being received. in Vacaville', being in the 
pattern of the largest incus trial growth 
in !:his county, tI.;'~ loss of sai~ station 
and services as now renciered, toloulci. effect 
(sic) this community moraly, (sic) hinder 
the progress for years to come and render 
a great loss of prestige.:' 

Another Witness exprcssea the view that a railroao, provicled 

it has tracks running through the town, is unoer an obligation to 

maintain in that town a station buil~ing and a local agent for the 

purpose of prestige even though there is no need for the station 

or the agent in connection with the actual transportation of freigh:. 

The Commission cannot agree with such views. The duty of the 

railroad is to renc.er Oldequate transportation service. 

The railroad applicant has rcn~ered no passenger servic~ 

in this area for several years and no tickets have been solcl 

there. By closing this agency this applicant will annually save 

approximately $5,000. Exhibit No. 9 shows an estimated saving of 

approximately $3,652. This estimate, however, was made upon the 

~ssumption that approximately $1,500 of revenue would each year 

be lost by reason of the abandonment of service by Railway Express 
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Agency. Ti'liS serVice will continue and, consequently, ,also.," this 
",' . 

revenue. Also, by removing the 'station building, valuable lano 

will be made available for other necessary uses. 

" , 
A public hearing having be~n helc anci the above matters 

having been duly submitted, 

IT IS ORDERED: 

1. That Southern Pacific Company is au~~orized to discontinue 

its agency at Vacaville, Solano County ana to remove its station 

building, except a loading platforc shall be maintained, such 

changes to be subject to the following conditions: 

(a) Southern Pacific Company shall continue to 
maintcin said station in a nonssency 
status. 

(b) Within ninety days after the effective 
date hereof, ana on not less than ten 
days" notice to the Commission and to 
the public, applicant Southern Pacific 
Company shall post a notice of, such. 
cliscontinuance at the station, shall 
file in ~uplicate amcn~ents to its 
t~riffs s~owing the changes authorized 
herein, and shall make reference in 
s~ch notice and tariffs to this cecision 
as authority for the changes. 

(c) Within thirty days after ~iscontinua~ce of 
service 8$ herein authorizeo, Southern 
Pacific Company shall notify this 
Commission thereof anci of compliance 
with u1e above conciitions. 
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2. That Application No. 39662, insofar as it constitutes a 

request by Railway.Express Agency, Incorporatca, is cenied. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at ___ ~S:.;..:l_I.X1_Fr~:l.ll ... Cl.SC;,;,;;· .;.0;..... ___ , California, this 5Z:>' # 

/ 

CODIDilsuioners 

CO!llC!!:::iMC'r C. Lyn Foz; b ~ . _. o ... nt 
nGce~=ari17 Qb~ont. ~!d not p~rticipQto 
in tho 41spO!lition ot thl~ proceoding. 


