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THE RAILROAD CO!M!!SSION OF THE STATE OF CALIF~IA.. 

} 
In the Matter of the A~plication ) 
of TEE COUNTY OF SONOMA for l' er- ) 
mission to construct a grade cross-) . Application No. 12,771. 
ing across the right of way of the ) 
Petaluma and Santa Rosa Railroad ) 
Company. ) 

--------------------------} 
z. W. Royle, District Attorney for County of Sonoma. 
J. C. Mc M1nn, for County of Sonoma. 
E. H. 1!a.ggard and W. G. Rennison, for Petaluma and 

Santa. Rosa Railroaa. Company. 
G. J. Reading and G. L. Ayres tor Barnett & Reading,Inc. 

BY THE COM!t.ISSION: 

OPINION 

This is an application filed by the County of Sonoma in 

which authority is sought to construct a grade crossing across the 

main track ot the Petaluma and Santa Rosa Ra11roa~ at a point about 
6,000 feet West of the City Limits of the City of Santa Rosa near 
Wright Station. 

A public hearing was held in this proceeding at Santa Rosa 
before EXaminer Austin. 

The proposed crossing is desired in connection with a sub-
division o~ the Wright Station Tract of eighteen (18) half-aore lots 

located on the Southwest corner of the intersection of the santa 

Rosa - Sebastopol Highway and the Stony Point Road. The proposed 

crossing and the road to be constructed in connection therewith 

are approximately 503 feet Wezt of the Stony Point Road. The sub-

~vision is laid out in two tiers of lots, one tier facing on the 
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Stony :oint Road, the other tier faoing on the proposed roa~. JUl 

of the lot= exoept two in the ti or 1':3.cin3' on the Stony Point Ros.~ 

have been sold. Kone of the lots faoing on the proposed road have 

been. sold e.c the owners have wi thhe 1d the ~le un til the rna tter 0 f 

the pro~osed crossing is disposed of. 

The proposed road. will co:c.nect with c.n existing road which 

leaves the stony POint Road about 1200 teet South of the Santa ~osa -

Sebasto:pol :!iChVlay and which e:denclz ':Ie st some 2000 teet parallel 

thereto. It i= pro:pooec. to extend thio road. '.lest one mile to con-

nect \'Jith a.."lother road running ~:lst a."ld '.'lest thro'~h the Leddy ~state. 

This latter road. connects wi th a !:orth and. South road which orosses 

the Petaluma and Santa ~osa Rsilroad and enter= the santa Ro~ -

Sebasto:pol liighw:lY. 

Two houses ha.ve been built on the Wright Station tract on 

two of t~e most southerly lots facing on the Stony ?oint Road. 

Building restrictions on thi~ tract ~re as ~ollows: No residence to 

be b'\:.ilt costine less th9.n ;:~2500. No buildings to be built within 

ten feet of the property lines o.nd set back line in tront of :property 

to be forty feet fror:l. ~.in :-oa<is. 

!:!r. Sa.:nson 3. ':fright, who is interested in the subdiVision 

~lso owns a tract of land. South of the subdivision and another t~act 

fronting for 1000 teet alor~ the r~i1road beginnine about 500 feet 

·;tfest of the proposed crossir..g. Mrs. Wright owns the 500 :toot stril' 

lying between. the pro:posed. road and.. this 7lrj.ght tract. 'r.o.e main 

tr~ck of the ~etalums. and Sebastopol ~ilroo.d Conpany extends a-

lon;,:; the Northerly line of thi S S1lbdi vision and crosses the Santa 

Roe.~Sebasto:pol Hig.'tway at its interse etion wi th the Stony Point 

Road. and I"Ill\S along the Northc:-J.y sid.e of the Santa Rosa-Sebastopol 
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R1el:.way into S::m ta Ro sa • 
Traffic enterins Santa ~osa fro~ the Stony Point Road 

~oes not have to cross the ~il~oad track. If the propose~ cross-

ing is constructed, residents ot the tier of lots facing on the pro-

posed. road. ivill have to crO:::;3 the railroad traclt a.t the 1'1"01'0 sed 

crossing and if traveling towards Santa Rosa, would have to cross 

the track again at the crossin~ near the intersection of the F~gh­

way with the stony Point Road. It was :pOinted out by the Engineer-

ing Department of the Commission that if a road were constructed 

parallel to the ra 11roo.<1 along the ~ortherly line 01' the subdi vi sion,. 

that these residents would not h~ve to cross the railroad at all. It 

happens ~~at the two lots adjacent to the railroad right-of-way through 

w;lich this road would. be constructed are much wider than the l'emain .. 

ing lots in the tract and could be cut dOVin \'lithout rend.ering them 

too narrOw or unsaleable. 

~~. G. J. Reading of Earnet & Reading, who are handling 

this tract objected to the construction of t~is road on the grounds 

that the ~:pervisors would never take over a road parallel to the 

South side of the railroad on account of its proximity to the Santa-

~osa _ Sebastopol liighway and that the road would, therefore. have to 

be maintaine~ by private parties in~efinitely. lie testified that 

there was s. clemanc. i'or one-half acre tracts; that the proposed cro ss-

ing a.."ld road. leadi:lg thereto v:e::-e necessary in order to layout the 

tract wi th lots 250 feet c.ee, as wi thout thic road., the lots would. 

'be 500 feet long and. ivould be too narrow for their wiclth of al'prox-

inately 73 feet. 
The County officials stated. that this a~plication ~~s 

brought by the County 1'01" the benefi t of these land owners in order 
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that ~he matter might be legally ~resentea to the Commission ana 
that the Co~~ty itself was not interested in tbe proposed crossing 

or in tbe proposed road oonneoting therewith and had no intention at 

the l'resent time of taking ove:::- this road as a d.ed.ica.ted. county road 
but tha.t the roac. might becooe 3. county road. at some future time when 

a ~rticient n~oer of people had settled in this neighborhood to de-

mand. such action. 
Mr. if. G. Rennison, Chief Engineer of the Railroad. CompalJY 

testified. that there were thirteen (13) private crossings in the one 

a!ld one-half' miles We st to the next pub lio road crossing" ten (10) 

of these private c::-ossingc being on the ':iright tract and. three (Z) 

on the Led.dy t:-act. He further te stifi cd. that there haa. been three 

accid.cnts in the last three months on these private crossines and. 

that one clea.t!:. had. occ1lrred :f.'rom these accidents. 

It further appears that the Rail:::-oad Company considers the 

crossing 01' its track with the Santo. Roso.-Sebasto:pol Highway as a 

a.ange=ous cross~e ~s it has posted. signs on each side of the crO$$-

ing reading as follows: ITMotormen - Ds.nee:-ous crossing 400 feet 

ahead. ~educe speed to four miles per hour.~ 

The Railro~d CompuDY operates eighteen (18) paesenger and. 

two (2) freight trains ea.ch way d.aily over this track. It appears 

from the record that the right-ot-way agreement entered. into by the 

Railroad. CO::lPany ::md the i'~right Estate on the 7th of June 1904 pro-

vides th:!.t the ',:;:::-ight :S:state is entitled. to s. private crossing every 

300 teet along the entire mile frontaee of their lands along the 

ra il:-o ad.. It wonlcl thus appear that if this subdivision plan of 

one-half acre lot::;: Vlere continued ~'iesterly through the Wright Estate, 

that 0. public cross inl3 would. ultimately be required every 500 teet. 

Mr. Wright testified" however, that he had thought of constructing 

an East and 'Nest road. So short dista.nce South of the railroad. which 
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eight d.o awo.y v:i-:b. ~:c.e nece~sity for a number 01' these private cross-

ings_ 

In this proceec:.i:;;.~;, the COClIllissiol:. oust weigh 't..'1.e hs.~ard 

to the publi\; wr.o will u.se ~l:e proposed. eros sine and in cO:tlllectiol:. 

therewith the oo.il: crossi!lg of -cne highway, 8.gc.i:ast the cletritlent 

to the private O'Nners ca.used. by the construction ot 3. :permanent. 

private :::'oad parallel to and on ·~he south sid.e of the railroad 

westerly from the Stony Poin-c :;':'oacl. to the road. propocecl. ·co be opened 

in this proceec..ing. The reco:::-d. shows that pri vs. te crossings ulo:og 

this railroc.~ in this vioinity ~re hazurd.ou~ and. that 'tihe crossing 

witb.:;he cain Higllw:;;,y is considered ho.zt:.rdol.l.s by the Rc;a.ilro~d. Com.-

pans ~cl. tor this re~son the company has posted ttslowtt signs on the 

r~ilroc.d right-of-w~y. 

.. .' , 

~he reco::-Q, i'u.rther shows thc.t there o.re at the present tim.e 

:no residents in this tract who will be inconvenienced. if this cross-

ing is not const~~ted ~ncl. that the County 'oes not intend at this 

tioe to t~~e ove:::- :;;.s a. publiC county ro~d the road proposed by the 

oV/ners. Givi:::lg d.ue conslo.eration to all of the testitlo:c.y, i1# c.:p:peors 

tha.t the a:p:pJ..ico. t ion should. be denied. :;:.ni it will be co ord.ered. 

ORDER 

CO\Ulty of Son.om:.;. h~vins nl8.d.e :lp:plieation to this COr:l!:lissio:::l 

to:::- percission to oonstruct crossing a.t era~~ across the right-ot-way 

~c. t:::-~ck of the Petal1lIll:l t:lJlcl. S::mto. Rosa Railroad. -;Ol:'.PCJ:l.j" near Wright 

Station, SonoID.3. CO"U-"'1ty, a pu:olic hearine l1o.ving been held, the matter 

having been dul.y suomi tted. ~cl noVl being reo.d.y ::or decision. for the 
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~easo~s stated in the foregoing Opinion 

IT IS EZ:3.BY O.{DZ!BD that the above application be 
and the same hereby is denied without prejudice. 

The effective ~ate of this order ~h~ll be .twenty 
(20) days fro~ the date hereof. 

Dated at San Fruncisco~ California, this 

C OnJ!!liss ionc rs. 


