o H \f
Docizion No. / & sz 2 . @7 Ju{\;’_{

BEFORE TEE RAILROAD COMSSZtON OF TEE STATE OF CALI?O'QNIA

In the Matter of the Application of
SOUTHERN PACIFIC CQUPANY for an ordex
authorizing the construction at grade
. 0f & spur track across 3vate Highway
in Vicinity of Atwater, Cownty of
Merced. State of CaJ.i.:tomia.

Application No. 11,741.
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. M. Tudor, Celifomia. State .A.utomo‘bilo
Associction.
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In this application Southern Pacific COmpany requests
authority to construct a drill track at grade acrose tho' atate
Elghway 2t Atwater, Merceld Couxnty, caliibrnia. fAt the hearing
whichk was hold at Atwater November 27th, 1925’ the California.
Highway Commission appeared and protested the granzing of this
anxhority. ‘ ‘ _

The grede crossing regquested is that of & spur track
which the railroad‘cobpany desirez to puild to develop for indus-
trial purposes é tract of land some eleven acres‘in exteont lying ‘
& short distance east of the built up sectioﬁ of the town.and
across the kighway frow ﬁﬁe rellrosd tracks. It 1s proposed %o
aivido thic property into several industry eite#,‘construct:driver

weys, end build. s lesd track through the conter of the tract with
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2PpUrs serving The several industries asg required.

There 18 s consideradle demsad by the various pacikers
~ and shippers of fruit and vegeteble crops for sitos having Spuxr
" track facilitios on which to oerect packing sheds and, as thogse in-
duetries geldom caxe to go to the expense of acquiring property &nd
making permanent investmoent, it is the custom of the railroad com~
pany to leasse portions‘of ite right of way”férythis purposé whexre
aveilable. Qréct;cally a1l space on its present right of way
and station reservation at Atwater that it sultable for this tus-
iness has now beon utilized end Sowthern Pacific Compeny is com-
polled to seek additionsl ares for locating packing houses on its
rails..

It would eppesr that the logical menmnmer of s8¢ expanding

would be to acquire property adjacent to'the present railroad ‘
right of way or at least so located that 1f wonld be wmmnecessary o
¢ross a main trunk highwsy to reach it, but 1t 45 claimed that

the price of iand 80 situated iz considerably bigher than.that,

of the tract 1t is proposed to aecguire, wbich'regnires the con-
strucﬁioﬁ of a crossing over the state highwaye.

This higﬁway i3 the mein valley route trunk conpgcting
no:thern*California and the Bay District with the southern part of
the state ag weil as.the important towns in thé Sa; Jddquin_ |
Valley. It carries s traffic in excess of 2,000 vehicles per
day. At the point of the proposed spur crossing the‘vahiQﬁlar trafe
f£ic . moves af fairly high epeed, the distance from the rilt up |
‘portion of Atwater beiﬁg,approximamely & quarter of o mile. The
view of the track to. tﬁe nortk of the crossing would be-partially'
| obscured by duildings and trees dut in the evenz the crossing wore
installed these conditions comld probably beo improved.

Becemse of the nature of the track and the iﬁdugtrieg-
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vaich it 48 proposed to serve, frequent switching movements over
tﬁe‘highway can be expected i1f the ¢rossing 1s instelled. The
record shows a proﬁability teat twelve di:ferehx industriez will
eventually bhe located on The iract reachod by this <rossing and
that the minimum delily cutpnx dnring the peak of the sesason would
require at leact sixteen °w1tch1ng moves across'the highway every

twenty-foux.houra. The needs of the vacking in&ustry would ro~

guire hight switching and any restriction ss to time or number of

novements would ceuse hards aip.

The construction of say. grade crossing of & track over a
trgnk highway is obJectionable ond should he avoided if possible.
Even an unimportanf sprr track'crossing presents certain faéto:s
of hazaxrd snd inconvenience to the public and wmén the constructidn :
0f a track of the character of that in the present anblication is
proposed at grade cver o highway as 1mpozmanx a8 the one under con-
siderstion, such crossing shouwld mot be pormitted until overy pos=
sibility.of avoiding it has been exhausted and then only upon &
strong ehowing of public necessity. | |

In the present instance thére is probably"considerabie |
public necessityafor additional irdustrial sifés that canQbe cbnp |
veniently reacked by spur tracke It by the statement of the‘fail~ ‘
roed's owe witness the demend ig for 1ndustria1.developmenx'only‘
and not for this particular site. | |

There was considerable testinony inz:oducod Yy citizens:
of Atwater for the purpose of showing the ditficulty of obtaining s
satisfactoxry location for this industriel development end the |
need of the commmunity for such expansidn. mh;a testinony, howevef;
mzst bo welghed inm commection with the fact thet at leest one of tho

persong <o testifying is the owner of property whick 1t is ap-

perently impossible to éecuie. This testimony does, howevor,




convince me that the primsry xreason for selecting this pdrticﬁ-
H lar site was Yhe oprice of the land rather fhan its physic#lv,
adaptadlility Lor the PRIPOSe. The price of othexr close in azﬁ
suitable lend is around $2,000 per acre whereaé, for some reason
0ot spyarent from the presenx,recoia, the tract on which Sonxh-j
orn Pacific Company has securod gnwoption.can be secured for
about one-kalf the current price of othor proporty.  The question
. therefore resolveé itzelf into simply a determinstion of whether
or nbt thefdiffe:ence in cost to Southern Pacific Company showld
be saved by constructing a spur track ¢rossing at grado over s
trunk highwey. |

The proporty under consideration contains ll.24 scres

end will provide 'space for twelve industries or roughly sn acroe

to the industry, sssuming them o occupy equel spece. 4 differ-
ence in first cost of say $1,000 per acre would increase the
rontal to-eaq@ industry by the interest on that amount whick in
-turn applicd to the output of each industry which, according.to
tho record, it would be ressonsble To expect, won;& resulf in dp
increcse of not over fifty cents & car in tho cost of packiﬁg.
Compered with tho freight on thet car the smount is hardly worthy
of consideration and wien weighed againct tho hazard, the incon-
venience and the delay and sléwing up of vehiculexr treffic that
the ostablicghment of a spur track crossing at grade would incur,
I cen Zind no justification for the crossing. I thereLore
recommend that the application be dexied snd the :ollqwinghfprm

oL order will so provide,

Soutkhern Pacific Company having nade applicetion to

this Commission for permission to comstruct & spur track aﬁ‘g:a&e
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~ &across & State Highway .at Atwater, Moerced County, Cslifornia, s
public hearing heving been held, the matter having boon uly sude
tted and now ready for decision, for the z;easoﬁs' stated iz the

foregoing op:!.nion- | , |
In IS ECEREBY ORDEZRED that the above entitled application
be and the same is heredy denied.

The foregoing opinion amd orxder sre heredy epproved

aod ordered f£iled as the opinion amd order of the Railroad Com-
wicsion of the State of California.

For all other purposes, the effsective date of this
ordor shall be twenty (20) deys from the dato hersof,  ——

bated at San Francisco, California, this [\?
of Capmery, 1926e |

| commissioners.




