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BERORE THX RAILROAD COQLIISSION OF QMY ST.LLW OF CuLIFORNIA
In tho Listtor o2 tho annlication of

N
iV
THE WESYERY SACIPIC RAILRCLD COMRLNY

Lor spproval of & plen of sigasling gt :4nplication No. 10456
Murysville, California. J

-0Co~-

Jarnes S. Lloore, Jr., foxr apnlicant.

WARDIN, Commissioner:
»

0 2INION

The Western 2ecific Zailrosd Compeny, epplicant
heroin, hes vetitioned the Reilroad Commission for ax oxder
approving & plan of instelletion of &uTDETIC Signals e coves
tracksge from & point gbout six hundroed ond Zorty fest noxth-
wesSt oFf the nortawostorly ond of tho applicant’s Yuba River
Bridge south of Kurysville to & polint gvout four huadred snd
2ifty feet northwest of the appliceat’s Murysville Depot.

Thoso cignal oxvensions are dowired In conzection Witk tho STo-
vosed the passing trockz of the canlicant by tho

owner cnd by the Secrsxento Norihern Rallroad freizit scxvice

F3
2or the purpose of routirg Sacrameats Joriticrn froight tralns

throngk iarysville without traversing Second end PiZth Streets

a8 33 now dene.




A mublie hearing was held ot San Franciseo on Sentombor
29, 19%.

Thls proposed extension of cutometic 3ipgnels iz desired
ag & continuvation of afimilur sigruls pluced in operstion in

Lureckh 1922 undey inforzul oprproval by letter by the Corxiscsion.

-~

-

It i3 now dozirad 0 oxtend thlis Jjoint treclk operation,
equippéd wiiz sutomsctic signels, from the present junciloz lesd-
inz to Socond 3treot ovor the Vestern Jucific passing traek, to
o Junection with tihe ypresont Trunsfeor truck znoesr FPilth cnd X
Siroets, lLurysville, Jor frolsht corvico only, passengor troius
T0 continue to be crerated over the prezent routec. ‘hoe use
of this passing track as a2 joint frelght trock, ss hereiznbeloxo

stated, appears in itself desiraoble &3 the citizens of Usrysville

find vals freight service througz the city very objectionable,

axd & rosoluvion to that offoct and wrging the grunting of this
application wes filed b7 the Larysville City Council with the
Cozmmigsion in this proceedinga

The plen proposed sbove by the arpplicent was first sub-
mitted informally to the Commission's Zngineoring Depsriment vko
doclined o sapprove it, zs it was not believed thet the pliz pro=-
pezed offered complete protection To train movements at tae
Junetion points. Tho Zngincoring Department of the Commission
suggested tzat zot only the now, dut, the exizting Joint operation,
should be protected in one of the {ollowing taree ways: Xirst,
terongk the instellation of un interlocking plaant at & convenient
point znear tae present Jjunciion leading t0 Second Street; second,
through the installation of an interlocking plant located at ome
converient point that would include tre existing interlocking, in

another Zoxm, of the Soutiaern Racific-Western Pacific crossing &t
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Nintk cpd X Streets; third, the locking of the key switches on
tae Jolnt tracz electricelly with she control iz the hands of
The towcrman at the present tower at Nintk and X Streets in
lieu ol tho plain switch indicutoxs promosed by the ruilroad
compeny. The applicant therompon Liled this Lormsl spplication
with the Coznission requesting az oxder asutkorizing tae sigral
installiation desireda

The spplicunt contends thut tho numder of trein movoments
over tae Jjodnt track, snd the bonofits to be dorived Zrom its

Jolnt usge are not of sufficlent veluoe to either or toth compaaies

in
to worrant the exovense of instelling an interlocg}p§anx. rouxr

Proxinent signel ongineers testlfied Loxr spplicant tbﬁt tae con-
struction of an interlocking plunt was not warreated on sgccount
of the cost.

Signel Zungineer of the epplicant submitted estimstes placing
the cost ol an interlociking plant for the joint track at $29,425.
with smuel cost of maintensnce und operation of $5570.40. If
autometic signals wero installed betweexn the pronosed tower and
the present Ninth end Z Stroot Tower, oan adéitionsl expenditure
of $4116.81 would have 0 ve made, with ex sdditionsl annuel
naintonance churge estimated &t $448 .64

4 interlocking plent so locsted &s to inclnde the exizting
tower cad crossing yproketion ot Ninth and X Streets is estimated
to cost $57,207.76, with an sanmal cost of masintemance =z opera~

$57933.86. The installation of electric switex locks on
tee key switches of this layout, which is the third alternative
roposed by the Commigsion's Zxgineering Jepertment, is estimated
by the epplicant to cost {1578.06 witz an sxnusl maintensnce
charge of $lLl62.56. This maintenunce charge is higk irn proportion
to tho cost of instelletion, on account o2 the necessity o2 keeping

8 3ignal maintedner steationod at this point to care for the
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oloctric switch locks. 4ll & +tho signil ongincors teostified
that mech & vormanont mafnteinor would be necessary under such
& type of installation. None of the above estimates of
anruel coat inciude intercst on tho investmont.

Applicant further protested the use of electric locks and

derails on account of itho delaye involved in treir operstion bdut

this deley, wkon &nalyied, appesrs o be very little greater them

thet which occurs under the mro3cnt operation and no greater than
that wahich ocecurs ot Jfuntion points where trainmmex are required
40 check tzo registor whickh might de found necessary st this
Juanction.
Signel Zngineor of applicsat testified that thre signal

plan »roposed by applicent wes adequate and safe ond that ne did
not oblect to the divided rosponsibility eatasiled in its opers-
tion; yet the testimony shows trat he does oblect to such divided
rosponsivility between towermern uxnder the Coxmission®s Engineering
Departmont plex regiring o tower et the Junction near Second
Street by providing auntomatic sigrals dotween the proposed ltower
end tae present tower et Ninth and ¥ Street in his estfmate.

Although 811 of the signcl engineer witnesses testified that
dersils were not necessary, the tostimony shows thet tizere anpesrs
0 be no othor metzod of bringing & movement nade past a denger
signel o am cbsolute stop, except by the installation of euto-
zatic tredn control. It fuxther shows thet no serious accidents
nave occurrcd in the past twonty yecrs to the knowledge of the
witnesses through the fact that zuck & contrary movement was
dorailed onto the ground, wiorces or tae o;her raxd, the Commiszsion

nes knowledge thut soveral scrious accideatls have happefed in tze
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past two years as & result of runing past stop signals.
This proceeding is one in which the moral responsibillivy

of sefegusrding the public, the employees and the property

of the carriers, &8 well as that entrusted to tkeir oare, reats‘
finslly upon this Commission, and therefore the Commission is re-
luetant to approve any plan which does not provide for the maxipmum
of safety. We can thoroughly understend and appreciate the posi-
tion taken by the operating officials in this matier thet from
their viewpoint the proposed plan is regsonably adequate and safe,
end, under ideal operating conditions, would accomplish the desired
regult 8t & minimum of cost. Conseious, however, of the YeBpOnS-
1bility vested in us, we feel that ihe present application should
be denied without prejuiice to the submission of plens which will
provide for more adequatle and substantial protection than that

afforded by the plasms ror which approval has been sought herein.

Applicant, the Western Pgeific Reilroed Compeny, having
on September 4, 1924, f£iled with this Commission an application
for approvel of & plan of automatic signeling for the protection

of its passing track at ¥srysville, as shown o2 substitute Zxhidbit

mam £4led 8% the hearing and Exaidit "B attached %0 the application,

s public bearing having been held, the matter having beer duly
gubmitted and the Commission Deing now fally sdvised and of the
opinion that the plans proposed 4o not provide for the proper
measure of safety of operation at the point where the 1nata11atioq

for which spproval is requested is proposed,

T7 IS CUREEY ORDERED, that this spplication be end it is
bereby denied without pre judice against tis submi ssion for approval




of plans providing more adequatle and substantisl safety protection

than those for whica approval is herein denied.
The foregoing Opinlon snd Crder are hereby spproved and

ordered filed 8s tas Opinion snd Crder or the Rsilrosd Commission
of the State of Califormie.

/A
Dated at San Frencisco, Californie, this 29 day of

Yovember, 1924
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~—" . Commissioners.




