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In the Matter of the Al>pl1~tion 
o:f' Sen Jo·aqnin Oounty :for permis-
sion to cross the right of way 
of the Southern Pacific Co~~ 
(Stoc~ton aDd Copperopolis ~l
road) with a proposed public high-
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way.-

APplication No. 6014. 

~. George French., for ~pliea:c.t. 

By the Cammission: 

~ur ::r.. LevinsQ, fo:r Sou them Pacific 
Company. 

ftUs is an. application by the Board of Supervi80rs o~ 

San Joaquin County for an order authorizing the con8truetion~of 8. 

high-way crossing at grade a.cross the rigb.t of we::; and tracks. o~ 

the Southern Pacific Company on the west line of Section 36. Town

sl:.1p .2 North. Range 7 East, M.I>.B. &: M. 

A public hearing was held 8. t Sto·ckton before Bxam1ner 

Westover on September 7, 1920. 

The proposed crossing is on W!l~:t; is mown as the X.s. 

:Beecher road vmioh extends south :from the Linden road aJ.ODg the 

west line of Section 36 to the Stockton-Peters branch of the Son

thern Pacific Company. It 18 :proposed. t c' extend the :Beecher road 

on aOllth to join the CopperopOlis road. ~e Linden and Copper

opolis roads are two :niles apert at this point. At the present 

time there i~ a north 8l1d south road jo1ru.Ilg these two roada at 

Walthall Station on tho east line of Section 36 abont 5700 ~eet 
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distant, and a similer ~ort~ ana south road to ~he west 6700 ~eet 

distant, near Orford.. ~here is 0:1. the north S10.0 ot the railroad 

a narrow roedway r~ing east s~d west through lot 92 of the ~eber 

Grant ~d najoi~i~e the 2. S. Beecher road with the north and 

south road through Orford. 

~e l~e o~ railwny over which this crossing is deSired 

was in formsr years not greatly ~rQvGled and was ~o=e or less below 

stan~ard oonstr~otion. ~e to th9 growth at freight traffic on 

the ma~ lines it oooace necessary to ~mprove t~is line and it has 

been rolaid with 75 poun~ steel with new ties ~nd fu.l1y ballseted. 

~0~8ideraole treioht truffic which wcs formerly routed over the 

mzin li~es has been divortea over this ora~ch. 

~he land in tho Vicinity of this cross~ hac been cut 

up into S~ll t~~cts but 1nsp~ct1on in the fiold fells to show any 

hOU~e~ in ~~G vicinity of tho crossins which cannot be ~ssily reach

ed from cithar tee Linden or Co,pero,oliz roads. both of which run 

d1rect17 into 8toc~ton. 7.hroug~ traffic between tho Linden c~a 

Coppero::?oliS road.s Cml be hc.:d.led over ~lthcr o! the north and. south 

roads ~bo~t ona ~ile each o~ the proposed cross~. All of the 

right of ~$y for the ~=o~osed ro~a ~s not been ~rocured. Public 

conveni~ce and necessity do not scem to demand the construction of 

this cro:;:sing. 

SXl Jo:!qUin County h!tvine on .s.ugust ~2,. ~920, :f11e~" an 

ap~lic~t10n with the CO~1~zion ~Or parmi~s1on to constract ~ public 

roed at sr~de c:rossing the tracks of the Southe:rn ~Elci:e10 -Company 

on the w~st line ot Sectio~ 36 7 To~ehip 2 North~ Ennge 7 ~at~M.D. 

B snd ~, o~ wAst is known us the E. ~. Beecher road ~s he:re~boTe 

described, c pubiic hearing having been held and the COmQise1on 



being tully appri8&d 1n the l'rem18(1s and being o:f the opinion. 

tha t the aJ?l)llca t1on. shoc.ld be denied. 

IT IS EE...~ O~,. that the above appl1cation be s:o.d 

it is hereb7 denied. -'a.... c II (.1.(.._ .:I"" .... nJ ~ ~ated at San ':.anc1sco. al1:f0:rn1s.7' this __ ~ 
~~~ - --~----

o~ ~ple"ir. 1920. 
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Q1&a&<ir44 
Comm.1ss1one:rs. 


