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BEFORE ~ R.AJ:I.RO.A:D COl!laSS::ON OF ~ ST~ OF C.AI.!FORNIA 

In tl:,e Matte::- of tile ~plication o'! ) 
SAN JO~uIN COUElY tor pe:a1S6ion to ) 
cross the tracks a.nd right o! way of) A;p:pliea tio!l No. 5783. 
the central Pacific Railroad Co~pany ) 
by a ~ublic highway between Weston ) 
and Ripon. ) 

M. A.. Sanborn !or County of San J"0e.q:~1n. 

F. :B • .A::;,stin for Sou the::'n Pa.ci1'ic COlllpa.:cy .. 

san Joaqnin county applied for authority to construct 

a crossing at g::ade over the tracks of the Southern Pacific Com-

p~ on t~e no~Jl and south center line of Section 13, Town~ip 

2 SoutA, Ra:gc 7 ~a.st, between Weston and E1pon. 

A public hearing was set at Stockton, september 7, 1920, 

before Ex~iner Westover. ~o one appeared on be~ of app11-

cant at the t1~e fixed, ~~d the ~tter W~3 continued twice until 

a representative of the county could be !ound to present the mat-

ter. Testimo::lY was then taken on behs.lf of the County and 0'£ 

the railroad and the ~tter s~boitted~ and the Co~iss1on made 

its order, Decision No. 8171, dated Octooer 1, 1920, deDYing the 

application on the ground that it ap?ea=ed that public conveni-

ence and necessity did not require the proposed crossing. It 

suose~ently developed that ccrtai~ 1nterested parties liv1~ 

in the vicinity o! said proposed croSSing, but not parties to 



the 'O::-oceeding th:::ou1!,b. no ncclect of t~leir own~ did not have - , 
o:p!,o:'tunity to then ap:pe~r. Tl:e::-cfore, the County pet::'tioncd 

fo:' a :ehca:'ing, which the CO~i3sion 5:,~ntedt ~nd o:,dercd a 

further investigation. 

Accordingly D. second public hc::..ring wac held by I'~x~iner 

Westover at Stockton. 

The pro~osed crossing would extend Highland Avenue across 

the Southern Pacific ri~lt of way to the St~te Highway. In 

the vicinity in question, t~e State Highway and Southern Pacific 

ri~~t of way are parallel and adjoining, ~nd extend northw~3t 

a~d southeast. Jack Tone Road is n.n i=portant thro~gh north 

and south tho:,ou~~fare c:'o3sing the railroad 1647 feet south-

e~sterly from the proposed croozing. There is also a c~os3ing ~t 

Olive Avenue, ~bout a h~:f mile no::-thwestc::-ly f:'o~ the p:'oposed 

southe:ly fro~ the State Highrray, t~ee-fou:ths of a ~ilc on 
Jack Tone Road, one mile en ~i~hl~n~ Avenue a~~ It m~:es on 

Oli VEl Aven"..lc. ':hc tr..:ee latter roads .a:"e po.I'allel ~ncl extenc. 

north from the Weot Ripon Ro~d. 

speedo'f 50 :niles ::?e:' ho'J.:', a!'ld. 4 regul= f=eisht trains at an 

~ut~orized. 3peed of 35 :ilee per hou:, vnth extra freights dur-

There are a.pproximately ~ d.OZC!'l f~r~ers loc~ted on 

Highland Avcn~e about ~idway between t~e 7est Ri~on Road ~nd. 

the State :iieh\"e.y. One 0::- tv"o t however, live ncar the r~ilway 

on Eighland Avenue. T~e ~:'inci~a.l ~roducts of t~esc farms a.re 

milk, carrt~lou?es, alfa.lf~. a..'1d fruit. '!'he t'lilk is h:l.."ldlec. by 

tr~cks o~crated. by the ~ilE. Pro~ucc=s Association over rceul~ 



their milk ~oout ~ h~lf ~11e to the junction of rtighland Avenue 

It is cl~i~cd tnat t~ey arc put to tAic inconveni~nce ~nd expense, 

bot~ bec~~se of t~e f~ct that trucks can not ~perate through Righ-

land Aven-.;.e to t::"c Zigh·,o:a.y, ::..nc. beca"J.so of t~e poor c oneii t.ier.. o'! 

Highland Avenue itself. 

Ripon is t.he tr~ding cent.er of this co~~nit.y and is 

located ~bout. It ~iles southeast of the p=opos~d cro3sing. ?ro: 

the v:i.~i!'li ty in question, it is reachec!. v':'a the ':!est. Ripon Road, 

which becomes IvIain St.reet in Ripon. The use of the p:'oposcd 

crossing in t.ravel t.o or ~ro~ Ripon ~ou1d involve crossing t.he 

-~~l~ood ·~'icn. once ~t ~~~o~ Stoc~to~., ~he conn~v ee~· .. , l'S ... "". ... ,'", \I" '" , .... ~, ... :..~ u.. ~ ..... ~... _ • ~ oW ..... 

about 18 ~ile3 nort.hwesterly, and may be :,e~chcd via the Olive 

Avenue c:'oz3ing and t?le St~te Hi~:c.w~y·. There is o.n objection t.o 

Oliva Avenue because it is clQ.irc.ed to be more sandy than Eigi'.1and. 

Avenue, w£~ch is an unim~~oved dirt ~oad. 
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cO'Jn~y e!'"J.gineer est:i.I:lat.es ~he cost at :~750.00. MY expense in ... 

volverl i:l. a neVi c~o::3sins, unc.e~ 't:!le ci::c~stance3 silovr.J. he::-e, 

should. be boree wholly by the county. 

The ~rinci,al eleme~t. o~ t~c ?roble~ is to find 'the best 

way to relieve. the fnr.mers o~ a h&f =ile ~~ul wit.h their ~ilk 

products, ~~d o.dequate:y safcs~a=d t~e t=~velling ?ublic. There 

ap~.ear to b~ three me~hods to be con~i~e"'.e~·. ~.. . ~ ~ ~ ~l:'S~, an l~prove-

ment of Eigh1a.~d Avenue :'0:' g:."avelling, so 

the milk t=ucks car. call at the ranchec for :lilk by' t=avelling 

c.bvut one :nile :f'arthe;:,· secono.', .,,"""' .. .: nl'J' ·-:'le c"'o'"'s~ n"" ":\""""1 01 ~ ~ "fo'" "":.." v "'-" \:) ". ....;;... ':i ""j/;''' ...... (.., ... ) 

at an eX"pen~e to the cc\.:..~tj".o: ;';:750.00 to $?OO.OO; or, third, ~ 

plan propoocd by A. C. :':ott, one of the COm.'1:.:!.sslon' 3 e~e::':lce:-s, 

.., 
-;J-



of opening a road parallel with the railroad and near it, to 

co:nect Highland Avenue with Jack:~ne Road end its croes1Dg. 

the cost of grading this road 13 est10ated by the engineers at 

$150.00 to $300.00. ~e cost of the land is not known, but it 

is estimated that the total coot of the new road would be about 

the s~e as the proposed crossing. While there is objection 

that irrigation water would 1~terfere with the uoe of such a new 

road, it would apparently affect it only in about the same de-

gree t~t Eighl~d Avenue i3 ~ow affected by it. 

In view of the haz~rd to tbe safety of the travelling 

public, the near prox1::ni ty of present crossings, the, expense. and 

the relntively few people to be accommo~ted by the proposed 

crossing, the application ohould be denied. 

! sub=it the following form of order; 

OR!!ER ON PETITION FOR FSrlEAe"UNG 

A public he~ring having been held upon above petition 

for rehearing and ~e =atter being rea~ for decision, 

IT IS r~REBY O~BED ~t the petition for rehearing be 

d1s:issed ~d the order of October l, 1920, in ~ciaion No. 8171, 

denying the application for crossing be and it is hereby con!i~ed. 

Dated at san Francisco, Ce.1ifornis" this flA- c1.sY of 

June, 1921. 

~ Co~ssione~s. 


