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~plicutioL 30.6196. 

Th1c is an application by the County of Imperial for per-

mission to constract a PQb:ic road at grade ~c=os~ ~inc tracks of 

the Souther~ ?~cific Co~~any at Niland~ the crossing being looate~ 

on the r:oeet::'on line between Sacti')IlS :3 and. 4, ~ow::lsAip 1:' Soc-::b., 

Rango 14 East, S.B. & U. 
1. public ho:::.ringwas ~eld by Examiner ~Jestover at :alf.Uld. 

It appears from the testimony that there is at pro sent 

an o~en private crossing at ~ ~oi~t abo~t 1300 feet 6&Zt of t~e 

~roposed crossing, the private crossing bei~ used as a part o! a 

';':011 traveled road cOlll:.ecting Niland and 10ma and an open :?riva.te 

crossing ~boot 1000 feet to ~he wost. 
~he station is abo~t ZOO fest west of the pro~osed cr03~ 

ing which is at the head of ~emphis ~venae. Direct access between 

the station and the business portion of the town is afiorded by a 

8rav01e~ wal~ maint~inod by the ~ailroad COQP~Y~ ~h1s crosses the 

four side tr~cks which lie south of the station. Consider~la e~m-

plaint W&o expressed bcceose the sr~7el path and the present private 

crossing t~ the ea3t o~ the station are tre~~ently blocked by trains. 

:..:he opsr8.ti:lg o:-fioials in attend£l,::lce gs.ve assura.nce 

that the rule r0qcir~ns traiLS to be promptly cat at the gravel 

~ath and the ~rivate cros~ins woo:i be more carefully ooserved and 



strictly enforced. This sl~ould certainly be done as the pedes-

trians having occasion to pass to or from the station should be safe-

guarded. They showed also that the co~psny had no intention of 

changi~ its attitude w~ich has long ~er:itted the use o~ the 

private crossing. It uppears, however. that the co=p~y has long 

had plans drawn for the constroction of a stetio~ near the head 

of Niland 4venue about 500 feet east of the proposed crossing and 

that the proposed crossing would e~oa1lj interfere with train opera-

tion at the proposed new station. ~e date of constraction of the 

station~ however 9 is inde!iDite. 

~he reason assigned at the hearing by the county and its 

witnesses for desiri=g the crossing is that it woald give accese to 

the Ycma road now reached by priv~tc crossing 1300 feet east and 

would accommodate the o~~ers of land l~~ne north of the tracks. It 

appeared~ however, that there were bot three or foor families living 

within a ra~ios of throe miles of the proposed crossing and thst 

those people now use the private c=ossings referred to w1tho~t much 

inconvenience. 

~~en the ~Qest10n of the cost of installine the crossing 

arose and re!erence was made to the Comm1ss1oat s custo~ ot requiring 

the applicant to pay ~or cost o~ constructing tho crOSSing and ~or 

maintaining it op to a line two feet ootside the rails~ the Soper-
visor o~ tne Aoad District 1n whi~ tne proposed ercsaing is located 

o~recsod the ~olie~ that the Board o£ Suporvisors wo~ld probably 

be unwilling 'to assume the relatively large cost of installation and~ 
in view of the danger to the traveline public incident to the use 

'Of : e., :public grl.l.d.o crossing Over nine railroad tra.cks so s1tcated,. 

seeced to favor the contincoo$ ose of the present crossing. 

The Commission's engineers recommend against the granting 

of the C=OS5~.ng in this location. owi:c.g to the decid.ed hazard to 

safety and. the interference with railroad o,Pcrat1on • 
.Appa.rElntly e. more ds.noeroos loca.tion tor So grade crossing 

ooald not be focnd at Niland and the other facts not jcstifying the 



gran~ing of the application ,it ~ust bo denied. 

The Cocnty of Imperial h~ving made s,pplies,tion t~ t:cis Com-

mission for permission to constrcc~ a road on section line botween 

Sections 3 and 4, Township 11 Sooth. Range 1~ East, 5.3. & M.,acT06s 
nine tracks of the Socthern ?~cific Company ~t Niland, Imperial 

Cocnty. Californie, ~ ~Qblic hearing baving been held and it appesr-

ing to the Commission that th~s application shoold be denied, 

I~ IS ~~ ORD:?ZD, that the above entitled application 
be and it is hereby denied. 

~ Dated 

t' ~ 1921~ 
a t San Francisco. Ca.l1tornis., this 'f ~ day of 

COIm:::iss1oners. 


