
Deci:lioD No. 

BEFOP.E THE P.A.IL:~OAD CO:.:!USSION OF T'.:::8 

In the Matter of the Applicat~oD of the ) 
CITY COUNCIL O? Tr~ CITY OF DAVIS for an ) 
order authorizing the construction of a ) 
pub11c street at grade aC~03~ the tracks ) 
of the Southern Pnc1fic Co~pany at Fifth ) 
and nEtt Streets in the City of Davis. ) 

THOr,~S E. &'~OLDS, and C. C. !licDONAW, tor App11cant 

R. S. MYERS, for Southc rn Pac1!"1c CO:!lpany. 

CRAEMER, COivU(rSSIONER: 

The City of Davis t1led the ~bove-cDt1tled application 

re~uesting authority to construct a cro~z1ng of Fifth Street w1th 

thc ~1n line and side tracks of Southern Pacific Company in that 

city. 

A public hearing was held at Dav~s OD Y~rch 1, 194o~ at 

wh1ch time to~ ~tter wss sub~tted. 

Davis is the junct10n pOint between the Southe~ P~c1f1c 

Co~pany's ~L~ 11ne between Oakland and Ogden aDd 1ts 11:oe to Port­

land via the west side of Sacra~eDto Valley. The crossing requested 

in this app11c&t1oD is with the latte~ line. 

The City ot Davis lies entirely to the north of the Ogden 

l1ne track and is divided by the tracks of the Portland l1ne~ ap-

prox1mately one-quarter of the c1ty~s area ly1ng to the east of 

these tracks.., with the m=..in business dlst!'lct~ the pub11c schools~ 

the Unlve~s1ty of California campus~ and principal residence section 



lying to the west. Tho district east of the trackz is appror.i­

~tely four block: wide a~d four blocks lons, ~o:t of the ares 

being partially developed residential property~ although certain 

sections 1n the vicinity of the track: are used industrially. Im­

mediately to the east the P~c1f1c Gac and Electric Company hAs a 

l~rge plant ~h1ch blocko further expano1or. in that direction. An 

exhibit prc~c=ted at tho hoariDg shows that there are sixty-three 

residences in this distr1ct. 

Access to thiz d1=tr~ct is at present over two exist1ng 

crOSSings at ~h1rd and Fou=th Streets. Applicant now proposes to 

open Fifth Street which i~ 400 feet to the north of Fourth Street. 

Tho northerly city boundary east of the railroad i~ at Sixth Street. 

Applicant has stipulated that the opening of Fifth S~reo~ 

will not shorten the distance tor any conziderable n~er of 

residents, but it is claL~ed that a crossing at this point will 

~~rnish a route into the district west of the tracks ~t t~es 

whcr. tho Third Street ~~d Fourth Street crossings are blocked 

by passing or standing trains. Ev!cence was p~o~ented that such 

blocking is a treo.uent occurrence, particularly in tho morning and 

eveniDg, and tr~t persons going to and tro~ work, and school ch1l-

dren, are inconvenienced. The hazard of having these crossings 

blocked 1n the event of fire in this district 13 also stressed. 

Bouthg~n P~tifi~ Com~sny opposez the opening of an ad-

~~t~onn~ croo~~ng at tb~~ po~n~1 tal~~g the posltlon that tho two 

district and that a c~ossing at Fifth Street would present more 

than the usunl aeciCent hAzard5 co~on to all grade crOSSings with 

railroad track~. The view cond1t~ons would be obscured by trees 

and bu~ldings and by ca~s stored on the adjacent side tracko. 

~ 
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The proposed crossicg would be with four tracks l one main liDo and 

t~eo yard trackz l whicn are uced for storing of cars and mak1ng 

up tra1Ds at this junction po~t. The open~g of F1fth Street 

would reduco tho capacity and h~r the opera~1ons of this yard. 

~e Company's tra1n~stor in charge of this district 

testified as to the company's operations at Davis and tho use made 

of the sev~ral trackc. Accord1r.g to his test~ony it is a tact 

thnt trains block tho T.h1rd Street and Fo~th Street cros~ings, 

particularly southbound trcins. With respect to these trains, he 

states thAt long passenger trains stopp!Dg at Dnvis Station would 

block tho Third Street crossing l and the :reight trains would block 

both crossings. It appears, however, that any tra~ which at 

present blocks the Fourth Street crossing would also extend a 

considorable distance north of Fifth Street and block the use 

of the proposed cros3~ng as well. In fact the trainmnster stated 

that tne possibility of trains block~g the crossings would be 

greater at Fifth Street thAD at tho existicg crossing of Fourth 

Street. 

TJ:lere is no complete trai'f1c count 1Ddicat1ng the amount 

of use of the presont crossings, b~t a partial count ~de by 

Southern Pacific Company during off-peak ho~s showed th~t ap­

proximately 150 veh1cle~ used tho Fourth Street crossing dur1ng 

a s1x-hour period trom 9:00 a.m. to ,:00 p.~ The Southern Pa­

cific eng~eer o~t1:ated that approx~~tely 400 vohicles a day 

might use the proposed cross1~s at Fifth Street, all of which 

would be diversion from the two exist1ng crossings. 

T.he C1ty of Davis contends thAt Southern Pacific Co~any's 

tracks occupy ~ public strect through the City of Dav1s
1 

at present 

known as "lin Street, but in earlier days designated as Woodland 

Street. Old ~ps and records are presentod 1n evi~ence to support 

this cla~and on the othor Csr.d Southern Pacific Co~pany contends 
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tr~t its tracks are on private right o~ way and presentz a copy of 

a doed as a basis for its position. It is not a function of this 

Co~ission to detc~ine property rights and, even although tho 

existence of ttETt Street were fully adln1tted, the opening of a 

crossing would still have to be dete~ed upon the public neces­

sity tor such crossing. 

The stipulation of applicant that the propozed crossiDg 

Vlould not shorten the dista.nce to a.ny substantia.l degroe na:-rov:s 

the question ~s to ~hether or not t~e opening of tho crossing at 

Fifth Street would solve the problem which ~rises from the block­

ing of the present crossings. Wnile this blocking is unquestion­

ably annoying ~nd inconvenient to the citizens of Davis, and 

probably presents the possibility of fire equipment be1ng cut 

orf from a section of the city at times, it does not appear that 

the open1nz of a crozs1ng at Fifth Street will fU.-nish any relief. 

T',10 crossings at gro.de with rail:::-oac. trs.eks within a 

distance of four block~ arc cc~~inly a~equate, and while the 

c~oss1ng at Fifth Street in lieu of the existing crossing at 

Fourth Street would better distribute the lr.ean~ of access to th.is 

district, the clOSing of Fourtc St~ect is not proposed by applicant. 

~~o per:nit the opening of an add1tioz:a.l crossing a.t Fifth Street 

would be a ~rked reversal of tho p~st po11c1e~ or th~s CO~3s1on 

with respect to nu~erous similar crossing app11c&tions, and under 

the c1rc~~t~nces and the record in this proceeding I can make no 

other recom:end~tion than to deny the application. As a matter of 

fact, tbe opening of a crossing at this point was previously betore 

the Co~is~10n in 1923 in Application No. 8981, and a s1mila.r order 

was ~~de on that applic~t1on. The follo~~g fo~ of order is sug­

gested. 
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The City of Davis having ~de application to constr~ct 

a grade oro:sing wit~ Southe~ Pacific Co~p~~yT~ tracks at F1:th 

Street in that oity, a public hearing r~v1Dg been held, the Co~­

~3s1on being apprlced ot the fact~1 and the ~tter be~ng under 

submission and ready for he~ring, 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED tr~t the above-entitled application 

be den1ed. 

The foregoing Opinion and Order are hereby approved and 

ordered filed a: the Opinion and Order of the Railroad CO~SS10D 

of the Stete of California. 

The effective date 0: this Oreer 3hall be twenty (20) 

days from the date~e~ ~ J 
Dated B. t ~ F:--e:6: 1 ;;!~o, California, this 2J Ie?l ciay 

of :.ro.rch, 1940. 

C o!:r.is :d. O::l e rs 
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