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BEFORE THE REILROAD COMMISSION OF TEHE STATE CF CALIFORNIA.
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In the matter of the application of

BOARD OF SUPERVISORS of Tehame County,

California, £or permission 1o conatruct

g roaod in Road Districts Noe. 2 and 5 Application No. 2126.
of Tehams County, at grade over the

tracks o2 Southern Paoific Company.

Ae M. McCoy Zor Samson & Thonmpson,

H. C. Kouffman for Board of Supervisors of
Tehams County,

J. J. Mooney for Protestantis,

C. J. McDonald for Southern Pacific Company.

GORDOX, COMMISSIONER.

This application was filed on March 10, 1916, under
gection 2694 of the Political Code as amexded Jaxuary 2, 191__2.
A hearing wes held on April 6, 1916 at Red Bluff oend on May lst
the Commigsion issued its order , Decigion No. 3302, granting
the application under cortein conditions, ome of which was the
abandonment of the public rosd orossing on the Mooney Road
about omo-helf mile south of this propoged 6rossing. Several
protecsts were received by the Commission ageinst the abandon=
nept of the Moomey crossing snd on June 2, 1916, thoe Board of
Supervisors of Tehamsa County asked for a rehesring in the

matter. The Commisaion thereupon vacated the order previously

made and ordered a rehesring, Which was held at Red Bluff on

June 7, 1916.




The previouws opinion, Decision No. 3302, desoribed

in a general way the locaticn of the roads and the railroad

at the proposed crossing amd in its vieinity and it will not
be necessary to repeat that description here; bdut the smecond
hearing mede it clear that the:e were certaln conditions which
were not fully brought out at the f£irst hearing. The Board of
Supervisors, at that time, were of the opinion that the Moomey
road ocould be closed with dut very little inconvenience to
those who live rear it, while at the second hearing it
developed thaet dwring certsin seasons of the year, the Mooney
crossing was the only one of those in the neighborhood not
rendered ;naooesaible on account of high water on the roads
desading to them.

The eviderce on thia laat psinx is 80 convinoing
that I am satisfied the protestants were Justified in opposing
the closing of the Mooney crossing; a0 the matter stands as
1t did before the first hearing. The point to be decided is:
will the construction of this proposed orcasing ve of suffi-
clent convenience to the residents of this section of Tehoma
County to offset the danger and hazard that the opening of a
grade orossing always brings.

If this proposed orossing were consldered alone
the necessity for it on the part of the several renchers, who
live between the railroad and the river, and who have no route
to a pudlic road is posaidbly great enough to lead me to recom=~

mend the granting of this application. There are, however,

other considerations. South of the proposed crossing the




public orossings are 'spaced less than three-quarters of a mile
apart, waile to the north the nearest orossing 1s several miles
dtstante In the future there is no doudbt that crossings will
be wanted in this long distence, and one located at slmost
any point one or two miles north of the proposed crassing
would bettex serve the convenience of those who are interested
in thie application than would the ome here applied for. To
nse this crossing 21l traffic, except that from the Samson &
Thompsor rench, would first have to go south, then weat to the
State Highway end then to the worth. With & croseing farther
north no detour would be necessary.

| While the opening of a road further north
would inereasse the expense Of seﬁnring an outlet 1t seems to
ne it woul& ve & mistake to grant this application and thus
esteblish & new crossing which would'be of smell benefit to
the commmaity in general end would, possidly 1n a year, be-~
come oFf no use by the éonstruction of a crossing north of
it.

I recommend the following form oL order.

Board of Suporvisors of Tehsme County having

applied to the Commisslon for permission to construct & road
in Road Distriots Nos. 2 and 5 of Tehama County, at grade
over the tracks of the Southern Pacific Compeny and a public
hearing baving beexn held and it appsering that & crossing in
this vioeirnity, dut in another iooation, would better serve




public convenience ani would meke uwnnecessary sdditional

orossings in the future,

IT IS EESEBY ORDERED, That this application
be and the same hereby is denied.

The Fforegoing oPinioﬁ and order are hereby
approved and oxrdered filed ss thé opinion and order qf
the Railroad Commission of the State of Californie.

Dated &t Sen Myanedseo, Oalifomis, tnis
zé A day oZX o 193.?7
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