
• 
I) f)" Q 4 Decis10n No. t) U U 0, 

BEFORE TEE PAILROAD CO~SSION 0:' TiZ Sc:c: ... TE OF CALI70?N!..~. <. ~.~ 

In the Matter of the App11ea~1on of PACIFIC GP~C~ l ~ 
LI1~ tor installation of WExem,tion Signs" at spur) ~~ 
railroad tracks where motor vehicles carrying passen- ) JJ?P. NO. ~~ 
gers tor hire need not sto, in accordance with Section ) v(j' ~ 
No. 135, Calitornia Vehicle ~ct, and G. O. 89 ot ?~i1-) 21505 ~ 
road Commission ot the State of Calitornie, in the ) 
vicinity ot Ricb:m.ond, Sims and Selma. ) 

FIRST SUPPI.EME:NTAL ORDER 

In Decision No. 30350 in the above-nu:bered application, authority 

to erect "exempt signs" at Crossing No. 3-219.6-C near Se~, Fresno 

County, was denied (spur track crossins). Applicant has now advised 

tbat this track can be used only trom one end and. thereby resolves 

itself into a spur track. 

Good Cause Appear1crs, IT IS CRDE3ED that the denial in Decision 

No. 30350 of approv~ to erect "exempt signs" at' said Crossing No. 

B-219.6-C is rescinded and tbat approval is hereby granted tor the 

display of distinctive "ex~pt signs" (Vehicle Code, Sec. 576 (d); 

G.O. No. 89) at said Crossing No. 3-219.6-C. 

SUch sigo.s shall comply with G. O. No. 89 and shall be erected and 

maintained by the proper authorities. !t any sign is removed, or the 

view thereof obstructed, vehicles carrying passengers for hire must come 

to a full and complete stop bef'ore passin6 over the crossing_ Within 

30 days ~ter erection o~ such signs app~icant shall advise the Com-

mission in ~~itine. Tbis a~rroval does not exempt any vehicle o~erator 

trom the observ~oe of any provision ot the Vehiole Code and shall oe­

come void it signs ere not displ6.yed within one year (unless t1:ne be 

extended), or it above conditions are not complied with. ~pproval ~Y' 

be revoked or modified it public convenience, necessity or safety so 

require. 

Dated,. San Francisco, Ce.litornia, Decem'ber_ .. ~ 


