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BEFORE TEE EAILROAD COw.crSS!ON OF THE STA'l'E OF CALI:E'OBNIA .. 

) 
In the Matter o~ the Applie~t10n o~ ) 
the people o't the State of CeJ.itor:lie:., ) 
on relation of the Depart::l.ent or Public ) 
Works, !or en order authoriz1ng the ) 
~nstruction ot a State highway cross- ) AJ?pliea.t10n No. 18024. 
ing at grade across the tracks o"r the 
He.I:.to:'d.-Coalin~ Branch 01' too Southern ) 
PaCific Railroad near Goshen Junc:.tion, ) 
TUlare Coun t,y, Cal1torniaoo ) 
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Application No. 18101. 

F:'e:c.k B. Durkee, !or A.pplicant. 

W. B. :McXesson, Deputy County Counsel, tor the 
County o~ Los Angeles. 

F. L ?tr1m::.er, Member o't the Board o:t SUper-
visors, ~or COWl ty oot Tulare. 

R. W. Pontius, tor Visalia Chamber oot Commerce. 

E. :;. Foulds e.:l.d: :0:. 'W. Eobbs, ~or Southern 
;?ac1!'ie Coc.:pe..nyoo 

OPINION -----_ .... --
In Application ~o. l80~ the Depart::lent o'! Public 

Works oot the State ot California seeks en order 3.uthoriziDg 

the construction o't a State higA~ay at grade 07er SOuthern 

Pacifie CODll'aD.Y' S :a:~ord Branch, near Goshen .1'Wlet1on, 'l'Ule.re 

County. 
In A.J?p1ieat1on No. 18101 the Department o~ Pu~11e 

Works seeks autllori ty to e'!tect a grade separation by const:::uet-
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1ng an underpass with Southern Pacit1e Company's ~n line 

.' 

track, Se:c. JoaqUin Division, near Goshen J'Unct1on, and. also 

ask that the cost o~ t~is ~~raTement be apportioned between the 

railroad and applicant. 

E:ear1:o.gs were conduc ted in the two above proceedings 

at San Frane1seo aDd the metters are now under submission and 

ready tor decision. 

At the opening hear~ in the above ent1tled proeeed-

1Dgs 1t was st1pulated 'by the pe.rties tl:l.at the two applications 
should 'be eo:c.solidated tor b.ear1Dg as co:::.s!c.erable oor the test1-

1lJ1Y/J.Y would be a;ppl!ca'ble to both cases. 

The leprove:ents proposed 1n the two above entitled 
proceedings are a part o~ a plan to 1mp:ove sect10ns o~ two 

state highways in the vic1n1ty ot Qoshen J'tmet1on and at the S8l:le 

time etteet a sate and conven1ent crossing v:1 th the :re.i.l%-oad 

whereby two grade crossings will be replaced with one s~at1on. 

One ot the highways involved. is d.esignated. as state E:1e;hway No. 4 

and is the, :cain artery 'between san Fre:a.eiseo end Los Angeles via 

San Joag,u1n Valley. In, the reeords ot the United states Bureau 

o~ PUblic Roads this h1ghway is pert o-r U. s. Route ~o. 99, which 

extends in a general northerly and southerly d1rection through 

Cel.it'ornia end. is: co:as1deree. one or the major highway rou tas 
in the western states. The othe:: highway involved is desig:ce:.ted 

as State Highway Route No. 10,. which is an important east and 

west highway and 1$ ~roved !rom the Sequoia National Park on 

the east to e. cO:c:lcct1on with the Coa.st State Zigh:way ('0'. S. 

Route No. 101) on the west at Sen Lucas. T'.::e record shows there-
. 

is a pla:n to improve this h1ghwe.y west to the oeean. 

At the :presen~ t~ there are to~ gr~de erossings over 

Southern ?a.e1~1e Co~:r's ~n line within the limits ot the 

proposed ~rovement wAieh e~end$ in e. general northerly e.n1 
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sout~erly d1~ect1on, a distanee or three and one-~ ~les 
parallel1Dg state :E1ghway Route No.4. These l::lA1.:l. line grade 

crozs1ngs, WitJl one additional. crossing over a branch l1ne, o.re 

loeated as tallows: 
Cro$$1l:lg No. B-2Z8.7 is loeated app::ox1::lately ~ a 

:mile north or Goshen J"U:l.ct1on where State R1gllway 
Route No. 4 crosses the :ma.1:l. line track. 

Cro$s~ AO. B-239.l is loeated at Goshen JUnction 
where 'a north and south county roa~ erosses the 
me.1n line a:d yard tracks at 'the ste. t1o:c.. 

Cross~ No. 3-239.9 is loeated about th.~e-quarters 
ot a mile to the ::=outh o~ Goshen JU:lct1o:l where an 
east and west eounty road c:-ossesthe ::lain line 
track. 

Cros.s1:c.g Ko. :S-~.l is located apl>:'Oximatel.y two 
~les south or Goshen JUnet10n where State Sighwa7 
Route No. '10 crosses the :ain line track. 

Cros,sing No. BAC-246.0 is. loeated e.pp::oX1.mately tb.ree-
quarters ot a. m1le to the south ot Goshen J'1met1on 
where stnte Eighway Eoute No. 4 crosses Southern 
Pac1r1c Com?~'s Visalia Branch. 

In the instant app11eat1o:lS it is proposed to rearrange 

the highway e.n~ railroad crossing Situation at GoShen Junction 

'by eonstruet1Dg two substitute railroad c.ross1:lgs, one- located 

at e. :po in t app:ro:d..lIlately e. quarte::- or a :11e north'C'est or Goshen 

JUnction wnere it is proposed to construct state Eighway Route 

Xo. 4 at grade over Southern Pac1::!'1e CO:r:l~e:c.y·s Rar.tord Branch, 

which, 1r erreeted, -:111 'be c.es1gne.ted as C:-oss1ng No. WE-244.a; 

the other is the proposed separation where it is planned to carry 

the consolidated trattie oot State Eigb.vrays Nos. 4 and 10 under 

Southern Pacit1e Co~any's main line at a point approximately 
-

two :miles south or Goshen ..r.une~on. Th1s separation, it eon-

stI'\lcted, will be 'ass:tgned Cl'oss.i:ng No. B-240.9-B. 

With these two ~&W railroad c~o$s1:lgs, Route No. ~ Will 

be chansed !ro~ ~e east ~ the west side o~ the track between 

the separation end. Crossing No. S-238. 7. Under this plan it 1$ 

proposed to close Cros:51ngs Nos. B-238.7 ,and B-241.1. Highway 
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tre.t!ie on Eoute No. 4: Will 'be diverted trom Cross1:c,g 1\0. 2AC-

246.0 to Cross1Dg ~o. EDZ-244.8. As both o! these grade cross-
ings 1nvolve only branch line tracks they may be consi~ered as 

ottsett1:lg in this consid.ere. tion. ]'rom. the record it al=>p6ars 

there is little public ~eed tor Crossing No. B-239.9, as tra.~1e 
using this ero$si~ ~uld not be seriously 1ncon7en1e~eed it 
required to use other adjacent crossings over the railroad. 

The record shoW's the de.1J.y tre.1't1c tor e.ll classes ot 

vehicles over the various cross1Dgs to be as tollows: 

.. .. .. .. 
: Crossing: 
: . No. 

ZX1st1:lg: 
:8-238.7 
B-239.1 
B-239.9 
B-241.1 

BAC-245.0 

Proposed: 

.. .. 

Ete. No. 4: 
COu:lty Road 

" ff 

Rte. No •• 10 
Rte. No. 4: 

.. .. 
: Railroad 

Main tine 
" " 
tt " 

" " .. 
Branch ':' 

WE-2M. e Grade C1"o$s-
1ngRte.~o.4 Branch ff 

B-240.9-BGrade Separ-
e.t1on Rtes. 
~O$.4 & 10 ~in " 

.. .. 

.. --------~~--~~~~--~--. .. .. .. . =:1 

2500 to 4000 
250*to 300* 
100*to 200* 

1000 to 1500 
2500 to 4000 

2500*to 4000* 

3500*to 5500~ 

8 
8 
5 o 
2 

S to 10 a to 25 
6 to S 
6 to a 
2 to 4 

2 to ~ 

6 to 8 

*Est1ma.ted.. 

The truck and bus tre.tt1c consti tu tes apl'rox.1:c.e.tely 20% 

of' the total h~we.y tre..~ie. 'Ihe record shows that approX1mately 
Z6% or the Qa11y vehicular tra.~1e on Bonte No. 4 passes t~ough 
Goshen JUnc~io~ betweon t~e hours o~ 6:00 p.~ and 6:00 A~ 

In'co~ect1o: ~t~ the tra!tic counts, records ~ere :ade 

ot the amou:t o~ delay occasioned to all vehicles due to tra1n 

1nterte:'enc e and also delaY' to buses ear:-y1ng passe:ogers tor 
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hire and cert~1n classes o~ trueks in complYing With the sa!et7 

stop at ra1lroad crossings, as prescribed in Sect1on135 o~ the 

Cal1tornia Vehicle Act. Sout~er.n Paci~ic Company's ZXh1~its 
. 

Nos. 39 and 41 show that the tratr1e delAy- to vehicles due to 

train 1nte=!e=ence at the two 1mportant crossings ot the State 

h1ghway :Wi th Southern Pa.cit1c CompanY" s :nUn line (Nos. B-2Z8.8 

and B-241.1) e:::.ounted. to 104 vehicle hours per year. Applicant's 

Exhibit No. 36 shows the delay to truck and buses in ~ng the 

required satetY' stop at these two crossings amounts to 871 

vehicle hours ~er year. 
Cross1Dg No. B-238.7 is protected bY' a s1%lgle Wigwag, 

special i11umdnated overhead adv~ce crozs1ng signs and pavement 
:c.e.rkiDg. Crossi:o.g No. B-2~1.1 is protected by e. single Wigwag, 

noed. lights and pavement ::a.erk1:c.g. ~e annual 6xpo:o.se ot main-

taining these two eross1:ngs, together W1 th the protection, amounts 

to approx~tely $1,300, the greater portion ot which is incurred 

in :maintaining the special 111il:l.1nated s1~.s and tlood l1gh ts 

and is borne bY' appliea:c.t. It should be pointed. out, however, 

that in eonside~:s the eeonomic just1r1eat1on ot a grede 

separation, as reflected. 1r! the e~nse ot ms.1:lta1ni:lg grade 

erosz1ng wa.-n1Dg deviees the expense ot ~inta1n1Dg the exist1ng 

protection Should not be considered as the sole test unlesz 

such protection is reasonably adequate and complete. It appoars 

that tor those two ~ort~t grade crOSSings, located 1n a dis-

trict where there is considerable night driv1:g ~d at times 

heavy tog> an added allowance should be made to eover the expen.se 

ot' pI"OvidiIlg a seco:ld automatic zig:c.al, especially at Crossing 

No. :3-238.7. 
SOuthern Paeific company 1ntrodueed exhibits 'based on 

i"ts eeononnc st~d.Y' to show tMt tl:e, public benetits to be derived 

trom a separation do not justi~ the necessary e%pend1~ure to 
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effect th1s improvement. Usi:og the co::npany's tigures shown on 

1ts Exhibit NO. 75, the total ~ual bene!its to be der1ved from 

a separat10n amount to $800, whereas the total annual ex.pense o"r 

a separation at this point 1$ est~ted at $5,700, based upon 

interest, depreciat10n &ld r.aintenanee ot a: S'tl'bwe.y having a 

driveway Width or forty-tour teet est1=ated to cost $82,000. 

Z.c.e company allows only $54. to represent the ad.van tages to 'be 

derived ~m the elimination of grade cross1~ accidents at 

Crossings Nos. B-238.7 and :8-241.1. This calculation 1$ predica-

ted upon tha acc1dent record or these two crozz1ngs over a ~r1od 

ot s1% and a halt' years, which a:ounted to only three acc1dents 

w1th no casualties. 

Comr.l1.ss1on'S EX1l1b1 t No. 87 sho"l1S tho result of a stud.y 

o"r grade cross1ng a.ccidents on State h1ghways V11 th :main and bre.::l.eh 

11ne ra1lroads over a six-year period ending December 31, 1931, 

which reveals that on the yea:ly average there were .2l4 aCCidents 

at each grade eross1ng resulting in the death ot .029 persons 

and in addition injury to .142 oth&r persons. ~e estimated 

average annual economic loss as a result of grade e.%'oszing acc1dents 

on State highways is show. on this exhibit to be $487. It 1$ 

apparent that the acc1d.e:::l.t recol"d at fmY particular crossing 

should. not be the sole test ot hazard at that c::-oss1llg or complete-

ly measure the value tb. at would a.ccrue as a result o:e 1 ts el1mitJA-

t1o:o... We:nust eo:!lS1der other tactors, such as averages over a 

long :period: o~ time With e. com~able clt::.ss o"r grade eros-siDgs. 

The record shows that the State ha.s, dUl'il:g the :past 

:tew yee:rs, expended So cons1derable su::. ot ::::lo::ley in improving 

Rou te No. 4: to eo higher standard in the way of Widening the 

p.a.ve:e:J:t and shoulders and e11:::.1natillg sb.o=t radius curves and. 

steep grades. ~~e section at Goshen JUnction, within the limits 

or the proposed project, has not been 1mproved. ~e sama i~ 
true with respect to Route No. 10 w1th1n the Itmits or this 
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p:oposed 1mprovezent. 

Est1ma.tes were p=esented (Appllcant's :E!Xh1'oit No.. 38 and 
the cO::l.pany's E:tll.1bit No. 81), show1:o.g the to.tal cost 0.:: lr.pro.V1!lg 
Routes Nos. ·4 and 10 wi th1::. t!:l.e 1iI:l.1 ts 0.: the. pro.:p¢sed p:"Oje.ct on 
ditt'e...~nt plans, as tellows: 

To :1.mprove the pavel:le:lt en the p:ese!lt lecat10n o.t 
these highways. With grade e...-oss1.:lgs, the cost would be 
approximately ~217,OOO. 

To construct new highways. along the l.1:les. proposed by 
ap~l1cant with grade crossings, ~tead 0:: a grade sepa~ra
tion, the cost would be approXimately ~29C,OOO. 

TO COllst:'Uct new highways along the lines proposed by 
applicant with a g=ade separatien to. replace the two exist-
ing grade cross1ne~, Nos. B-~. '2 and :9-241.1, the cost would 
'be approximately ~3,OOO, whic!l would. p=ov1de :eo::: a se,a...-a.-
t ion he. v1:lg e. d.:'i veway wid. th 0": :to.:-ty-teur :teet and $31'7,000 
1:: the sepa...-at1o:l we:e l1:l.1ted to a width 0.:: twen.ty-tour .reet. 
The3e est1=ates include the co.zt o.r :pa~ecent tb--o~o.ut. 

The ect1mated cost ot the sepa.-e.t1en structure, 1nel 
ap:p=oa~ez but excluding pavement, is ~own to. be $55,700 rer 
O:le. !laVi:lg a driveway 1l'1dth or torty-teur t'eet and ~0,400 . 
o:e With a twenty-!ou= roo~ d.-1veway. 

Sout~ern Pac1t1e Ce~pany 1n~dueed tra.~c c~t$ 
at a ll'll:lber or loeatie:l.S wi th rest~1eted driveways to. :show tlta 
subway llav:1.ng a :roadway width er tw6!l.ty-tOur teet would ........ , ... ~ 
~ple ea.~g capacity at the ~roposed sepa.-at10~ It was 

ho~ever, that trattie re~tion at the variouS loeat1on$. 
ceunts were taken. was mate:ie.lly ditte=e!lt ::::rem. that at the 
1:1 questien. 

In passing upon the questio.n 0: w~eth~ 0.:0 no~ 

sepa--ationahould be authorized and directed at this 
are a great :a::.y :eaetors to be considered. 
:reView the situation t'ro:l. cO!lditio:lz :p:e.va:LJ.1ng today, 
to=eeazt over a reaso!la.ble. period ort1.ma. 1llto. tlle 

~';' 

is ap:Pa::"ent :t':ro:l. the test:t::1o:tY' introduced in thC$e 
that the two highways involved here1n'''',Routes N'~s • . 
1l:!:pe:-te=.'t a..-ter1ez. at this time 8.!ld 'td.ll 1:lc-~e 

, .... ' 

in the tu tu....-e ; also the re,1l.r'¢id. is one or ,..._ .... "-
Compel'lY" S :lain tinea ill 'th1s state. O:.-d.1:ca=1l,J 

" '. '10' 

dit1ons' just1!y se:rious. cO:lside....~t1o.n<'!or a 

On the ether lla.:d we s:b.oUld net lese s1g!::.t or 
31 tua ti on, pert1cu.lerly at this t1l:le when 

'" 



.cORRECTION 

'. 

. CORRECTION 
THIS DOCUMENT 

/ HAS BEEN REPHOTOGRAPHED 

TO ASSURE LEGIBILITY 

" . . ,. 
j 

, 
,. 

I j 



• • 
proposed ~provement. 

Est1:ma.tes were presented (Applicant's ID:h1bi t No. 38 and 
the. cO:lpany's EXb.i'bit NO. 81), show1::lg the total cost of 1mprov1:lg 
ROtl~tes Nos.· 4 and 10 wi thin the l1m1ts or the proposec. p:=oject on 

d.1tterent plans, as follows: 
To ilnprove the pavement on the present l.ocat10:c. 0-: 

these highways with grade cross1ngs, the cost woul~ be 
appro~tely $217,000. 

~o construct new highways along the li:les proposed by 
apy11cant with grade crossings, ins teed ot a grade sepe.....-a-
tion, the cost would be approX1mately ~290,OOO. 

To cO:lstl"Ue~ new highways alO:lg the lines proposed by-
applicant with a grade separation to replace the two exist-
ing grade cross1ngs> Nos. :8-258.7 and :3-241.1, the cost would 
be approximately ~,OOO, which woulcll'rov1de tor a separa-
tion haV1ng a driveway width 0: ~orty-tour teet an~ ~7,OOO 
it the sepa.-ation were limited to a width ot twenty-rour ~eet. 
These est1:ates include t~e cost or paveme:lt thr~out. 

the estimated cost or the sepa.-at1on structure, including 
approaches but excluding pavement, is ~own to be $50,700 'tor 
one having e. driveway W1<!th or t'orty-t'ou= 'teet and ~,~O tor 
o:e with a twe~ty-t'our root d.-1veway. 

Southern Pac1t'1c comp~y introduced tra!~ie counts taken 
at a n=ber or 10eat1o::lS with restricted driveways to "show that So 

subwa.y having a roe.dway w1d.t:" or t'Wenty-rour teet would. :provide 
ample carrying capacity at the :proposed. sepe--e.tion. It was shown, 
however, that tra:t1e regttJa.t1on at the various locations. w.b.ere the .-
eoun ts were taken was ma. te::::ie.lly d1 tteren t !'rom the. t s. t the po1nt 

i:l question. 
In ~ss1ng upon the question o~ whether or not a grade 

sepa.~t1on·Should be authorized and directed at this point, there 
ere a great :::c.any t'aetors 'to be considered.· We must not only 
reView the situation trom condit1o:ls prevailing today, but must 
'toreeast over a reasonable period o~ t~e 1nto the tuture. It 
is a~parent ~~ the test1m~'1 introduced 1n these proeeed1ngz 
that the two highways involved here1n, Routes Nos. 4 and 10, are 
1:po=te.:lt arteries at this t1:me e.:ld Will. increase in i:ll:porte.nee 
1n the tuture; also the railroad is one or SOuthe:::n Pac1:t1c 
comp~'s ~1n linea in this state. Ordtna=1~Y these two con-
d,1t1ons'just1ty serious considerat1on tor a. grade sel'erat1on. 
On the other hand we Should not lose sight or the econo=1e 
Situation, particularly at this time When revenues trom practically 
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all so'~ces are me. terially below What tlley DAve been in the 

illlQedie.te past. In spen<u'Dg moneY', rega.reJ.ess o"r whether or 

not 1t be appropriated by the general public or railroad, it 

should be directed ~ere all parties W11l receive ,the greatest 

bene~1t. Doubtless there are many other locations in the 

state where a grade sepa=at1on is more urgent. aowever, the 

tact that there is a plan tor a :o.e.ter1o.l ~rovc::nent ot: 'the two 
, 

State highways in the Vicinity or Goshen Junction, lends to the 

desirability or ettecttng a grade separation as p~posed herein. 

It was sll~ tbat in so rex e.s a~11eant's ability to rinenee. its 

portion o~ the proposed highway ~prove:ents and tlle separation .... , 

, '" J .' • 

is concerned, money is available t'ro:n both th~ inco::le ~om. state . 
Gas Tax ~ trom Fe~erel aid tor h1gnway 90nstruetion.~ ~e 

railroad urged that it it is required. to n:io.:c.ce sny 1'O=t1on o'! 

the p:oposed sepa.ration, the e.mou:c.t contributed. 'by Federal aid 

should be dedueted betore apport10nment between the ra11~d 

end app:'1ean t. We ea:c. see no virtue in '. this contention which 

would war=ant d~viat~ng trom tbege:eral poliCy that ,haS been 

followed in the a~port1onment o~ eost o~ gradesepa=at1ons in 

this State, to the ettect th~t the ~ub11e's ,contribution 'be. 

considered as a unit regardless ot what po:"t1on ot tae public 
makes 'Up the eon tr1 but1on. The :railroad elso contended that it 

appl1ee.nt 1ns1s·"ed upon co:c.struct1:cg this separation when 1 t 

has not been Shor.~ that ~e economic benetits justitythe 

substantial ex:Pense ot ex. separat1o:::l, en.., assess:ne:c.t upon the 

company shoW-do be 11m1 ted to the diree t beneti ts to be d.erived 
tlleret=o:::. in the ":Jay o't decreased operating expense resul t1:og 

fro::. 'cAe elim1:o.e.t1on ot ::la.inta1n!ng the exist1llg gre.de cros~1ngs 
and protection, e:o.d. pOinted out that the eom,any was finding it 

dirt1cul t e. t 'this. t1:le to raise money to meet many needed im-

provements. With this, , '. contention we cannot e.gree. 
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In alloc~t1ng the costs here we are ~epar~1ng ~om the 

practice which has obtained generally heretotore ot assessing 

one-halt to each the public and the reilroad in ease ot an exist-

ing grade erossing. While this procedure has appeared equitable 

in the past, the tremendous changes in tr~port~t1on conditions 

make necessary a reappraisement ot the li~b1l1ties ot the two 

p~rtie$ at interest. The railroad still continues to be the 

aggressor in preventing the tree e:c.d unhampered uso or the public 

thoroughfare, but the needs ot the tratt1c on the highway have not 

only increased and che.nged. in nature, but the use ot the h1ghway 

has become in la:ge meesure directly compet1tive With the rail 

line. These and incidental cond1t1ons tollowing themheve ehaDged the 

benefits tlowing trom the separation ot grades between these two 

s=eat avenues or. tratt1e. 

Attar carotully consider1ng all the evidence in these pro-

ceedings, !t is concluded that the order should autho~ize tho grade 

separation, as proposed, and fix the amo~t to be contributed by the 

=ailroad in a l~ sum ~ased upon direct and indirect benet1ts. 
This sum 1s e.rri ved e.t bj" ee.:pi tal1Z1ng an a:nount :::.easu.:-!D.g t:!le annual 

benet1ts and privileges on a six :per cent basis. It a:p~11c~t elects 

to proceed with tbe con~truction ot the separation, where acoording 

to the record the=e 1s some question as to its presen~ economic 

justit1cation, it shall bear the remainder ot the cost and choose 

the width o~ subway 1t desires to construct. Tho order assessing 

an amount to the re,1lr03.d is 'bo.sed upon the closillg or Crossings 

Nos. B-23S.l, B-Z39.9 and :S-~l.l. 

The tollowi:g to~ or order is reco~ended. 

Public hearings :be.V1:g be~n llc.d on the two abov~ ll'JDlbered 

,roceed1nge and tho matters ce1ns under subm1ssio~ and now ready 
tvr deciSion, -9-
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I~ IS :a:EBZBY OEDEBED that the ?eople or the State 0: 
. .. .. 

Calirornia on reJ.o.t10n o'! ~b.e De!)al"tment or ?ublie Works, 

DiVision or R1gb.ways, are hereby authorized: 

I. To con=true~ stdte Righway'Bo~te No.4 at grade 

across the track or Southe~ ?ae1t1c Co~pany's EAntord Br~ch 

in the vicinity or Goshen Junction, County or Tulare, State ot 

Calttornie'., at the loee:t10n ::nore :particularly shown by the :map 

(EXhibit No. 4-L), tiled 1n these :proceedings, subject to the 

tollOVlil:1g cond1 t10:o.s, and. not otherwise: 

(1) 

(2) 

(:5 ) 

(4) 

(5) 

The above crossing ~all be identified as 
Crossing NO •. BDE-244.8. 
The entire expense of constructing the crossing 
shell be bo~e by appliCa:lt. The cost o~ ma1n-
~e:la:ce or that portion or said eross1~ outSide or 11~os two (2) ~eet outSide ot the outSide 
rails shall be borne by app11eant. ~e'ma1:lten
ance ot that portion ot the crossing between 
lines two (2) teet outside o~ the outsi~e rails 
sllall be borne by Southern Pe.citie Co~a:c.y. 

The eross1Dg shall be constructed ot a rtdth 
ot not less than thirty (30) teet and a.t an 
engle to the railroad as shown on said. EXh1b1 t 
No.4-A, and. with grades or a~proe.eh not greater 
tllan three (3) per cent; shall be constructed 
equal or supel"1o:r to. t7.Pe shown as Standard No. 
3 in our General Order No~ 72; shall 'be protected 
by 2 standard automatic signals selected trom 
typos shown in our General Order No. 75-A, subject 
to the Co:cmiss1on' s approval, and shall in every 
way be mad.e sc.i table tor the pe.ssage tllereon ot 
vehicles ~ other road traftic. 
A.ppl1cant shall, Wi thin th1rt:r (30) days there-
attar, not1ty this Commission, 1n W%it1ng, ot the 
eomplet1o~ or the installation or said crossing 
and or 1ts compliance w1th ~e conditions hereo~. 

T.he authorization herein granted. shall lapse and 
become void. 1~ not exercised Within one (1) year 
trom the ~ate hereof unless further time is 
granted by ::.ubseq,uent order. 
To CO::lStruet State HighwaY' Rou-:es Nos. 4, end 10, 

consoli~ated, at separated grades under the main line track ot 

Southern Pac1!ic Co~y at a point ~proX1mately two (2) mile$ 

south or Goshen J'tlnct1on, CO'Onty ot Mare, State ot Calitorn18" 

at the 10cat1on ::lore ~t1cule.rly shown by the map (l:Xb.11:> 1 t No. 

4-A), filed. in these proeeed1:Dgs, ::.u"oject to the tollOW1ng 

-10-
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conditions and not otherwise: 

(1) The above 'grade separation shall be identified 
as C~ossing ~o. B-240~9-B. 

(2) Southern ?ac1t'ic Cot:tpany shall contribute 
Fi~teen Thousand Dollars ($15,000.) toward the 
cost 01: construction 0: said separation. T.:.e 
entire rema1ning cost 0: const=uction shall be 
borne by applicant. 

(3) Al)p1ice.nt shall :tile wi thin one b:tmdred and 
twenty (120) days copy or copies, 0: agree=ent or 
agree~nts With Southern Pac1tie Company covering 
the ter.=s ot construction and ~ntenance 0: said 
grade separation. 

(4) App11ee.nt shall tile, tor ap:p:rove.l,'V:ithin one 
hundred ene. twenty (l20) days trom the ~ate 
hereot and 1'::-10::: to .. the. com:::ence:lent ot construc-
tion, a set o~ pl~ tor said grade separation) 
which plans Shall ~ve been approved by SOuthern 
Pacitic Company. 

(S) S~id grade separation shall be constructed with 
clearances contorming to the provisions ot this 
Co==ission's General Order No. 26-C. 

(6) Applicant sball, vz1thin thirty (30) days there-
atter, notify this Co==1ssion, in writing, 0: the 
cO:lpletion ot the installation ot said grade 
separation a::d ot its cO:ll'licce mth the conditions 
hereot. 

(7) The authorization herein granted shall la~se 
end become void it not exercised with~ one (1) 
yea:: tro:n the date hereo!, u::Uess turther time. 
is gr~ted oy subsequent order. . 
IT IS EEBEBY ~TEBR OED~ that prior to the begin-

ning ot: actueJ. cOll$truetion ot said erossiIlgs herein'be!ore 

authorized, applicant shall ~11e With this Co~ssion certitied 

copies o! appro~riate ordi~ees or resolutions duly and regu-
larly passed by the politic~l body having jurisdiction over t~e 

partic~lar highway 1n question, instituting the necessa.~ steps 
to legally abandon and etteet1vely close the e4ist1ng grade 
crossings at the tollow1ng locations: 

Crossing No. B-238.7 - state Eighway Boute No. 4 
crossing Southe~ ?acitic Company's main line 
appro~tely one-h~ mile northeot: GoShen 
JU:c.ct10n. 

-11-
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Crossing ~o. B-239.9 - County Road crossing Southern 

Pac1t1c Co~pany's mein ~1ne eppro~tely three-
quarters or a :dle south or Goshen JUnction. 

Cross1Dg No. B-241.1 - state E1ghway :aoute No. 10 
crosSing Southern ?aei~1e Com~eny's ~ line 
approxtmately two ~le$ south or GoShen JUnction. 

Upon the co:lplet1on o'! the erossings herein authorize' 

~~ upon their being opened to public use and travel~ said cross-
ings, Nos. 3-238.7, B-239. 9 8!l.d. B-241.1, shall be legally 

abandoned and ctteetively closed to public use and travel. 

IT IS EE?.EEY ~ OBDZRED that the Commission reserves 
. . 

the right to ~ such t~her orders 1n t~ese proceedings it in 

1ts judgment public convenienee and necessity demand such action. 

The torego1ng opin1on:and order 1$ hereby approved 

and ordered tiled as the opinion and order or the Railroad 

COmmission ot the State ot California. 

~e ettective date or this order shall be twenty (20) 

days ~ro: the date hereot. 

Dated at san ?:re::lc1seo, Calitor.c.1a, th1s la day or 
:fa1:J:tJlJ."J:Y, 1933. 
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