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C1 ty of Stoc::ton, ~ ::::lU.nici:paJ. cor­
]?Ore.tion. 
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So~t~c=nPscif1c Co~pany, a corpor- ) 
e.t1on, The ·~'lestern ?ac1iic ::ail::"oad. .. ) 
Company, 13. corpora.tion. ~e ;.tcil1son. ) 
~ope~e. :::.nd santo. Fe ?a.ilway Co:n:!?Cony, } 
s co::"poration. ) 

EY TEE CO!~..rISSIOl~: 

Case No. 1751. 

03J)S?' OF :i)ISr.:ISS~~ -
In the above entitled matter tile City of Stockton 

asked the Commission to issue its order directing each o~ the 

defendant railroad co~panies to ~ro~de more cdequste protec­

tion at ~oet of the grade crossings of city streets over the 

res~octive r~11ros.ds. Suose~uently the City of stockton filed 

on a.:nenc1ed comple.int in which it a.sl:ed for additional l'rotec-

t10n at a lesser number of g::"ade crossings than outlined in 

its or1gi~1 complaint • 

. ~his ccse was called for hearing before Co~es1oner 

~rtin at stockton •• ~:9ril ?1924 in connection i7i.th the heo.r-

1ng in Ca.se :;0. 195:3. City .lttorney for stockton c.dv1sed the 

Co~ssion at this ti~e tha.t the defendant railroad companies 

had eech agreed to ~=ovide the :9::"otection aSked for in th& 

amended complaint and that the City was satisfied yhis agreement 
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would be carried out. ~·tc.e::,~upon e~pl1cant asked that the" :lat­

ter be dismissed and no objections were offered to suCh d1s-

missal. 

TF.Z~O?3, IT IS E2?3EY ORDZ.~, that the above ent1t-

led complaint be and it is hereby d1scissed without prejudice. 

:Dated 3.t 

Of~'1924. 
S~ ~r::mcisco 0 California., this 2 ,....1 d.e.y 
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