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Spring Valley Water Company 

Complainant, 

vs. 

The Western Pacific Railroad Co:lPa:lY 

Det'e:x.da::lt. 
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BY TEE C~.lMISSION: 

Case- NO. 1529. 

The Western Pae1!'1 e Ra1lroe.d CompaIlY' hav1:cg on :rtm.~-y' 

30, 1931, t'ilect its pet1t;on seek1n g 0. :l.Od~1cation or the Com­

mission's order in its Decision No. 9l81, dated JUne 29, 1921, with 

respect to restr1et1ng the stor1I:.g or ,cars on 't.!l.') co:c.pe.n.yYs. house 

traek at sunol Statio: ~d it appearing that a public he~~ is 

not nece:sary herein and that said petition Should 'be granted, 

IT IS BEReB! OEDEPZD that that :PO:-~Oll 0-: said Decision 

No. 918l, rea~ng as t'ollows: 

~T·IS EEREBY E'OEtl!8ER OEDERE:D, that the Wes.tern 
PaeL.~e :Railroad Co:::.pa:lY 'be anc! the seme 1:; 
hereby o:::<!ered not to allow C8.l"S to ste:.c.d on 
1 ts ho'C.Se tra.ck at Stmol ·station east o't e. point 
opposite the ea.st S'Il1 tch ill its pazs1ng track 1::1 
S'ttrz.ol '" 

be and the seme is hereby emended to, read c,:: follows: 

"'IT IS HERESY .E'ORI:EE'.R CP.DEP.ED that in the event 
The Western Pacific Rallroad Compa:y allows 
ears to st811d. or.. l.ts house track, at SUnol Station 
w1t~ seve:a.ty-t1ve (75) teet in either d1rection 
t%o~ the cente~ 11ne_ot.the County Road (Crossing 
No. "-35.0) t:ratt1e OJ: the highway shall. ~ pro­
tected by a human~agc~.w 

In al:L other respects Decis10n No. 918l. 3l:I.ell. re:c.e.1:a. 
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1:t tull :r¢.l"ee and effeet. 

of' 

.~ 
Da.ted at san Francisco, Cal1tomia~ t!J.1s ...:2;;;....._-__ d.ay 

1atutk , 1931. 
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