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Decision No. 68302 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

IDvcstig~tion into the s3fety, ) 
maintenance, operation, esc and ) 
protection of the following ) 
crossings, at grade, of SOUTrlERN ) 
PACIFIC COMPANY in the City of ) 
Turlock, County of StaDislaus: ) 
Crossing No. B-l26.0, Crossing Nov ) 
B-126.1 aDd Crossing No. B-l26.2; ) 
a~ci in the Co~nty of St~nislaus: ) 
Crossing No~ B-126.7 and Crossing ) 
No. B-12S.4. 5 

",I 

Case No.. 7687 

ORDER MC?IPYING DEC!S!ON AND D~NYING REHEARING 

The City 0,: Turlock, having filed a petition requesting 
" 

it' 

a re'hec.=ing wi th rcs~pect to Ordering Paragraph No. 7 of Decisio:l "r 
" No. 66993 ir. thi~ pr:)cceding, and the. COmmiSSiOD having conside:'ed. '., 

3.::.id pctitioD ancl ca·ch aDd every allegation therein, and being of 

the 'opinion that said Decision No. 66993 should be 8Qended us 

ordered he:::ein~ 

I: IS ORDEF~D that: 

1. The findings and conclusions in said Decision No. 66993 

a=e amended to read ~s fOllows: 

"The Cormnission finds that: 

"10 Public health, safety, convonience and necessity re-

~~ire that the crossings, subjec:s of this investigatior., be 

p:r:o~ected as follo~"s: 

itA. With Standard No. 8 flashing light signals 
with back lights: 

(a) North Broadway No. B-12S.4. 

(b) "F" Str.eet No. B-l26. 7. 

"B. With Standard No .. 8 flashing light signals 
equipped with automatic crossing gate arms: 
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"(a) West Olive Street No. B-126.0. 

(0) We~c M3iD Scree: No. 3-126.1. 

(c) Marshall Street No. B-126.2. 
112.. To seCUl:e to the public the maxitn1J1ll use and benefit 

of the public streets aDd highw~ys in Turlo~k and vicinity it 

is necessary: 

flA. For the five crossi::lgs named in finding No. 1 to 

be cqcippcc with such circuits and devices that the interval 

between fi:::.'st to7arning and arriv.:ll of the train will be sub

stantially the same regardless of train speed. 

liB. For switchi~g over the northernmost track in 

West Olive Street, the northernmost track in Marshall Street 

and the crossover in Marshall Street to be restricted to a 

~~nim~ as provided by the following order and for said track 

in Olive Street to be excluded from the crossing protection 

circuits herein required. 

·'C. To permit Southern Pacific Company to increase 

the zpecd of its trains so as to reduce the down time ·of the 

automatic gQtes provided by the following order, thereby 

reducing traffic delays on the streets crossing the railroad 

as well as on Highway 99 adjacent and pnrallel to the rail

road. 

lI3. It is fair .and reasonable for the cost of the increased 

protection herein required to be allocated as provided by the 

following order. 

"4. Public convenience and necessity r'2quire that common 

carriers by rail transport persons and property as expeditiously 

as possible. 

115. If protection of the five crossings which ~re the sub

ject of this investigation is raised to the standards set forth 
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in fincJi'Cg l~o. 1 ehe public health and safety ,will Dot be adversely 

affected by an incroase in train speeds to 'a limit of Dot to 

~~ceed 6S ~les per hour for tao followiDg reasons: 

A. the proposed increased protection would 
provide adequate protection against increased 
train speed. 

B. Uniform warning time would be afforded at 
each crossing irrespective of the speed of 
trains. 

C. In other more congested areas in the state, 
in which there is much higher density of 
passenger train traffic traveling at speeds 
up to 79 miles per hour, experience with 
crOSSing gate arms has been found to afford 
a bigh degree of protection to the public 
safecy. 

"The CommiSSion concludes that: 

-' 

"1. Protection of the five crossings mentioned in fiDding 

No. 1 should be as set forth in that finding. 

"2. Costs should be allocated as provided by the following 

order. 

"3. Switching should be restricted as provided by the following 

order. 

"4. The Southern Pacific Company should be authorized to 

increase the train speed limit to 65 miles per hour. II 

2. Rehearing of Decision No. 66993, as modified herein, is_" 

denied. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days after 

the date hereof. 

day of 

Dated at &ul. Fr:mcisco 

~;"'~) J 1964. 

, California, this 9'<?..r~ 

-' ' 
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