
BEFORE T::JE PU3LIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STAl'E OF CA!.IFOPJ~IA 

In th~ Y~ttcr of the Application of ) 
the City of Fremont ~ Al.smeda County ~ ) 
Califo:nia, fo~ a railroad grade ) 
crossin? over the South~rn Paci~ic ) 
Company S r.ail~oad in the City of ) 
Fremont, Centerville Disttict (New» 
Street). 

Application No. l:-SS87 

Ra~nd E. Ott, for City of Fremont, applicant. 
~~12~.l<a:-r and z~old S: Lentz, fo; ~outhern 

PacJ."':l.c C<5Inpany; G. E. i1ew'ton, R. ~ .. o.fman 
and J. A. Dryscl t , fo:'· Union oil Company 0::: 
California, pl:otestants. 

Lei~hton Batch, for We5tcrn Pacific ~~ilroad 
0Xll9any; Gene Rhodes, for :BOoth Ente:i.-prises ~ 

Inc., interest~a p~ties. 
Caa:"les J. p..stl"Ue, fot' the Commission staff. 

OPDrrON AND ORDER 

By this ~pplication filed !1ay 10, 1~6l, t~c City of 

r~emont sccl~ aut~ority to Constl"Uct a public l~hway across the 

ttac!~ of the Sout~:::u Pacific Company. 

Public hearing was held before Examiner V~tin J. Porter 

on !cb'l.-ua...-y 6, 19, 20, 21 and 23, 1962, in the City of Fremont, on 

whicn latte~ date the matter was submitted. 

!he evidence of the applicant is that the property owne4$ 

between Baine aDd Central Avenues and between Joseph Avenue and 

Tract l45110 are in the process of forming an assessment district for 

the purpose of paying for local improvements of a proposed commer­

cial and industrial developm.ent in the City of Fremont. 

~ae p~oposed grade crossinz is desired to provide access 

and circulation for t~c ~ected traffic to be generated by tae 

proposed development. A grade sepa:ation was not deemed practical due 
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to the cost of const~ction in ~elation to the anticipated vehicula= 

traffic at this crossing. 

Tae ~umber of vehicles wl1ich would use the proposed cross­

ing is estimated by studies of other developments whose land use is 

similar to the land use anticipated i.~ the pro~osed development. 

T~ere is no estimate as to the time whe~ the land ~ the 

proposed development will be fully occupied. 

There are at present routes available to the proposed area 

to be developed. 

'!'he protestant's evidence is that there is anticipated a 

more frequent use by the railroad of the track proposed to be crossed. 

The type of crossing proposed, which has been tet:m.ed a tit crossing". 

is one that has the ingress or egress road ente:1ng or leaving" but 

not crossins over, a road parallel to t~e railroad tracks. this 

type of crosstnz is very hazardous and it is difficult to provide for 

safety protection. 

Based on the evidence we find and conclude that anticipated 

vehicular traffic" at some time in the fu'tUre from an area that is in 

its formative stage of development, would not support a finding that 

publ:te health, safety" or welfare requira t~ proposed grade crossing 

at the pres~nt time. Accordingly, 

IT IS ORDERED that Application No. 43387 is hereby denied. 

rae effective date of this orde::- shall be twenty days after 

the date hereof. 

/~daY Dated at __ San __ ~_d&;g;.-..;. ___ ~ California, this 

of --ry;~b~ ___ " 1962. 
. ) 


