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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTn.ITIES COMMISSION OF, THE STATE"OF'cALIFORNIA: 

Application of the City of SAN JOSE, ) 
California, for permission to con- ) 
struct Stokes Street at grade' across ) 
existing, tracks of the, Southern ) , 

Application No. '45927' .," 
Filed, Novemberl,,. '1963; , 

Pacific Company. ') 

Investigation on the Commission's ) 
own motion t~ determine whether or ~ 
not a crossing at grade of Stokes ' 
Street in the City of San Jose with 
the track of the Vasona Branch of ) 
Southern Pacific ~any should be ) 
constructed~ and if said grade cross-) 
ing is to be constructed, the pro- ) 

Case No,. 7S72 
Original Hearing 

portions in which the expense of ) 
constructing' such' crossing, shall be ). 
divided among the railroad involved' ) 
and: applicable public ag~c:ie$.' ) 

F.. P • Palla, City Attorney and Donald C~ 
Atkinson, Assistant City Attorney, for 
the City of San Jose, applicant in 
No. 45927 and respondent in Nc>. 7872'~ 

Joseph G. SChum1>c\ Jr., Deputy Counsel and 
John R. Kenne v,. Assistant County Counsel 
for the County of Santa Clara, respondent 
fn No. 7872. ' , 

Randolph Karr, , for Southern Pacific Company, 
protestant'in No. 45927 and respondent, , 
in No'. 7872.., . 

~kCoehran and M. E. Getchel,forthe 
mm.1ssion staff.· . . 

OPINION ------.-: 
. ' 

Duly noticed public hearings were'· held: ()n Application ',' 

No. 45927 on March 13, 16, 30 and' 31" ·1964.· That appl:l:c:at:r:on was. 

heard on a consolidated record with Case No.. 7872" on ,Apri121"22",, 

June 11 and July 14, 1964. All the hearings were before' Exam1D.er 

Power at San Jose. On July 14 the matter was submitted: ancfas of';' 

August 11" 1964 is ready for deeision ... 
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Ibe railroad track here involved is the Vasona "Branch~f 
Southern Pacific Company. At Stokes Street it :[s 4 single' track~" 

This branch formerly extended from, San Jose via Campbell~'Vasona'and ' 

Los Altos to the San Francisco-San Jose main line' d'ouble 'track at " ' . . 

California Avenue. Now ~ however, it extends oiUy, to. the ,station "o~ 

Simla, 14.5 miles frO;01 San Jose. ItS. only present function,:Ls, to" 

switch cars to and from industries from Campbell to Permanente~ 

The right of way between Simla and California· Avenue' stations has' 

been transferred to the county of Santa, Clara for' anexpre~a;. No 

passenger or through freight 'service' is, or could','b'e, rendered ,over 

this trackage. Four round trips. (eight one w4y'moves),constitu1;e,tlle 
, ". < ',' • 

rail traffic at Stokes Street.' The' railroad 'speed"'1:Lui:Lt~::ls,,;30:"~les:., 

per bour., 

Adjoining the Vasona Branch right of way on its easterly 

side is a street called Southwest Expressway • Thi~ presently is a 
, > •• 

two-lane street, but in the near futur~ it'is to,be' expanded to four 

lanes. Much of the property' needed~ for this' expansion h4s.,',.been 

acquired. Further expansion to 'six lanes 1s contemplated:,"but that" 

is too remote, to concern us here. Like the Vasona trac~~ the d1rec-
, , 

don of Southwest Expressway isa little west of ,due south t~a· 
, ' ' " 

little east of due north. Southwest Expressway',originatesnesr the: ; 

core area of San Jose and will provide a . convenient means·. of. ingress 

and egress to and from that area. 

Stokes Street is a due east,and'west streetextending,from 
, " 

Bascom Avenue eastward to the right of way of Vasona Bra.nch; It 

extends also to the west of Bascom Avenue, but not to· the ·.immed!ate .. 

east of Southwest Expressway. It·1s proposed to ·construct 

this street east of the expressway at some· indefinite future· date, 

but this, also, is too remote for present pu:tposes~ 
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At the point of crossing it 1& ~roposed, to'~ St~kes 

Street slightly south so es to cross :he'ra:tl::oad' at: r:!.ght angle:s'" 

~C fore. a T:t'llte.":section with Southwest E:q.r.csswa1 .. 
..'." .. ' , 

There is alwayc an: elc:nent of haza=d in'any gra.de c:o~ing.·~" 
... He-wever ~ w~ere. tlle us.ase of the rail line' is &S' l1.:cited, ~s,is ~he " 

c.z.sc bere) thet M,zarQ is gre~tly reduced. Moreover,)' to.e commercial 

, ., 

·"i.,,'· 

i:;>orta!lC~ of tMs !:r<le~ge is' s~l.. It is: mere-l,.':a mct.3ns' bywh:!.c~ , 

certain :tndustries e;m. re~ch the stteam of co::nncrcc:., 

Campbell Ur.ion High. Seaool Distt1ct' would b~ eribmlcdiaee 

bc:!efic1.ary of this erossj..ng. TheDe! Ma: H!ghSchOQlof t:'!:d.s, ' 
. ' ., :" 

~i~~ict is bounded on ~e cast by Vasona Brench .sndon.1:he south by . 
, . " , .' 

Stokes Street:. Con~tr..lction of thec:rossing will mak.e'itunnec:essro:y 

fo~ this dist;r;"C:i: to X'ellc!er bus service. to certain' stud'eXlts>w:'l6',no~ 

receive such sP..rvic:e.. 'Ihis will .affe.ct nsubstanti'al>S;aviUg;~, 
." ,", 

Soutbwe.st Expressway cuts in a diago:D.alt~ough"a~rec:t.an";" 

.. . -,' 

0:1 tb~ ~t by !1e:id:t:mA'Ventle.,. on the south by;'Ham:Llton·A~enuc'.:m~ 

O~ the west~y :$asc:om. Avcnue. 

large built-u~ area. '!be inhabitants of that area willbenef!t, .. 

iItmediately &'le substantially fro:n,~ Stoke~ S'Cr~e~"ero~s!ng",' ',:It,w:tli', 

gi'Vc them a shori:er andmo:e ci:L%eet :oute to thc"downt6~,~rca~' ~d' 
the San Jose State College.. Moreo·.,er,.tlle traffic:: is Queh~,'mo:i:-e:dense: 

o~, B.as¢om Avenue t~ it is ou Sou~~west ExpresSway,: an' added', ,:rriduce­

tIle"Ol.t to t;.Se the latter street. There arc. peoplee~'it ~~:the',expre'$8;"':' 
,.0,"< , .• ':. _'\','.,' 

'Way 'Cha.~ ~...ll f:!.nd', it convenient for travel :to:,objeet1.ve,s~wcst, ,ax:d:;,,' 
. . ~ ,\' . , .' ' , " '~, .' 

',1."\ "' 

'!ber~ wasevidc:c.ce sufficient toindicatethat'there:Lsa. 

subs1:antial vol:tne o~, veh!cular tra£f:temo"vt';.g·~b~ut· !nthe,area~i:It' 

would be speculative t:o drc.w anyc:onclusionc respeetbg,;" tbe.8%!loun~,:of ' 

this traffic: that would use the Stokes, Street eros,sing.' 

... 
-.:>-

. ,'" ' . 

.. , 
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,,' .0", 

The railroad recommended that, flashing light'sign~ls with.';. 
automatic gates be installed" at '.'. the. proposed' crossing. ' , . one~City: 

• .., • < • ," 

wi.tn~ss found this acceptable. There should also,'be. traffic' lights' 
. '., . . 

"', 'ol',I','j 

on Southwest- Expres'sway which woula halt traffic thereon,·.so,'tbat~··, 
,I • • ~ • ,- .', '.' ' 1 ' 

vehicles 'traveling eastwaxd on Stokes could use thecxpre:'ssway'lanes . 
:. • " .:. . ~ , .: • .", '. '1", ,', ... , • 

to vacate the crossing when, a traiu'is approaching.:::·'Ihis:[s.neces.-' 
. ' , . '. , , 

sary beca~se of the limited space·.betweentbe- track and"'SQuth~e·5t'.· .,' 
, ,"',. 

Expres&ilay. 
,'" 

."',', I" 

" ' 

The fiIuJJ. i.ssue to be disposed ·ofis·the'allocatioXl·:,of· '. 
" " 

cost. 
• ,'I;' 

The original application requested that costs, :be,ailocatcd ' 
.. "',, "f' .' 

by' agreement be~eeu the City and the' Railr?sd •• '· Case 'No; .. ·787Zwas' 
.. 

" -I-

instituted to bring' in the County' of Sa:c.ta Clara. This was: done' " ' 
.. ' 

b~eause ~ conceivably) some evidence could~. have' been' presented ,which' .•.. 

would impose some responsibili.ty ~n this County. for S~1~~ i~:>the;:.,', ' 

fin.'zncing of the Stokes Street crossing. .. No . sueh'evid~n~e ~t~ri:al~' 

ized during the hearings. Certa1np~operty . o~er"whiC:h:th~:.Co~ty/. 
, • ~ c. 

exercises governmental powers lies in the vicinity ·~f<··tb~<:pr~po~~d:: 

crossing. 'Ibis . property is now in. agriCultural:'u'se'~::':~In~ess":and:" 
• • . ' "J" ", ,,/.,",' " 

- '" 

egress to it are read:Lly available. The County neither:"suPt>ores'" ': 
• ,J", ,j"'_ 

" . 

r:or opposes the- City t s application.· There. :f.sno ~sis':iIl"the·,r~c:ord·· . 
~ .. ' 

for imposing. any portion of the cOs,t. on theCounty:·.of>'S~ea~:Cl~.a~ . 
'." . \ 

'!be usual practice. of' the Cotmdss:ton bas 'been:'·to:.ai:t~eate.,.· 
" •. j;. 

t:he.· total construction cost of a new crossing to' the ap~lyUlg.p.arty •.. , 

tio%1 here •. 

",";" ' 

.. <, • 

,.", 
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" , 
" ".~ 

, " 
, .' .' ~ 

, . . \' " . 
The record shows that the Southern: Pacific' Company' . 

will benefit negligibly, if at all", from the S:toke:sStreet ..... 

cross,ing. On the other band, the Ci.tYwillbenef!t:'by::bciving 

direct access to Del Mar High Schooi from· the south:and;,~ast" '.' ." 

where tt large proportion of the school's total·~ cnro~itneu~:, 

resides; the movement of automotivetraf.flc' in the '~rea:W:ill 
. . . ' . '.~ . . ,. . " . 

be facilitated as Bascot:lAvcnue., a .major city strec1: ~ will. 'be" 
, ':~ '. " " ':". " '.' '. 

relieved o£eongestion and, the: need:, for lefttu:rns on Bascom: 
, , ' - r" ,J' ':. 

will be reduced; and the crossing will create direct' adcess. 
, .", 

from Eascom Avenue to a resideniialax:ea lying<soutbeas,t"ofthe-' 
",.'" 

Southern Pacif:tc tracks. In light of· the record "the;.City" sh9~(},:r,". 

bear total construction costs..· 

The Colmnission finds that: 

1. Public convenience and necessity require that Stokes 

Street be constructed at grade across the track of the 'Vasona. 

Br:mch of Southern Pacific: Company .. 

2. Public' safety requires that two Standard' No. S :fla~hing 

light signals equipped with automatic· gate arms. be installed at 
, , ',' 

said crossing. 

3. Public safety fu:'ther requires that signals,be:i.~stall~d '.,' 

on Southwest ExpresS"',.;ay preempted 'so as to- stop 'traffic',in 'both: . 

directions on said' expressway when the. flashing 11ght<·s1~al:ts' ' 
- ~ 

in operatiQn. 
. ~ ' .. 

, . 

'. ", "I 

. ' ',. .' I c~, . 

, ,'-,' 

, .' 
- .. :. ". -,,"~I .' 

", ,," 
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4. '!'be City of San .Jose is the pr:tncipaf benef1.c:tary'of,'the 

proposed crossing. It is reasona.ble to 'asse'~s th~tot3lconstrue':"> " 
I" , 

tion cost t~ the City. 

S. It would be' unreasonable to, assess"~any port:l.o~,.of'the'c~st,~ 
arising from ,the construction of Stokes Street,crosstng't~:the;Count7' 

, . .", .... 

of S3nUlClara. 

The Commission concludes, that: 
, ' 

1. Application No. 45927 should: be granted' as,prov:f.d'e~'in::tbe:' ' . 
". ,'" 

following order. 
, ' ' 

2. Signal protection should be provided, and c~sts·,allocated,' 

3. Pursuant to the policy of the Commission, the ,cost of , " ':, 

as provided by the following. order. , , '/' ',' 

x:aintaiuing protective devices :at, thecross!~gS in"o~~ed:shoul:d;>p':,' 
" . " ',. ,-, 

" 
r , .... 

",".,. 

IT IS ORDERED that: .,,, ... 

1. !'he City of San Jose is, berebyauthorized'to"construct',' 

Stokes Street at grade across, tracks-of, the Southern: Pa~if1e ',C~mpatly 

in Santa Clara County ~ at theloca.tiondescribedin the apt>l.icat!6n~;' .. ,: 
." ", . "', ' 

to be identified as' Crossing No .. 'L-49~4. 'Appli6ari1::sbal,1;:be~.:·,to,e ' 
·,:.,1.",1 

entire construetionexpcnse, also' maintenancec~stofithe'cro$~i.ng" 
. , ~ '" ";, "'.,', ,'. 

ou-:;side of lines. two feet outside. of rails ... ·Sout1iern~'Pae.'if:['c"Company 
, " '., 

shall bear mcintenance cost between s~ch l:tnes~W:td·t~of::cro:ss:[ng, .' , 
" 

sbali be not less than sixty' feet and grade; of approach,~()t ~eat~, 
than 2 perecnt.construct:tonS~ll be,:eq,ud',or super':rior,;~o.'~~axi~~d· 

'.' . , I " . '. ' ~ 0:',' , ~'~ ... : 
."' . 

No~ 2 of General Order No. ' 72." . , 

""" ,: 

2. Protection shall be. by two' Stand:ardNo,.. S"fla.shing 'light\'~ 
of ' , ," " •• 

signals (General Order' No .. 7~:S} e<luipped'w5.:'tb.automati~'gate'a.rms~ . 
: j: ' ~",' 'I;~ ", ".' . ::' ': ,: ' .,..,."" ,,' '.'" ':'. ,:',. 

to be installed at se1d crOs.sing. The C:tty~'of':'SanJ6se',sballbear' 
, , , ',,',."'" ", 

all of the cost of insUlll.:.tion of said;signals~,' 
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",. ,"',. " 

" ' 

3. The maintenance costs:, of the' crossings: betWeen, l:tnes:tWo: 

feet: outside rails and for the automatic ,protection installed at the,' 
, , 

crossing shall ,be borne by the' Southern Pacific·Company. 

4. The City of San Jose shall construct traffic signais,:at 
!.-

the intersection of Stokes Stre,et and Southwe:stExpressway,wh:tch," , 
, • 'I . 

shall be interconnected with the crossing signals, at. Stokes: Street ' 
, ." ~ ... ." . 

crossing and preempted, bytrdn movements and· a green clearance-: .' 

period provided by the traffic signals' so tbat'yeb1ci~'s.maybC 
i< 

cleared frem the track area. 
,r .. ", 

"" .' 

5. Within thirty .days after completion pursuant :.'to·, this'ox-d'er 
~' .'.", ,,', "''''',~;' ',:' '"'' ," ", .. ' ':,. 

applicant shall so advise the Commission in writing.· tb.isauthoriza-~·. . . ,." . 
" , 

tion shall expire if not exercised·within one yearunlesst1me::be 
, , ..' 

extended or if above conditions ,are' not.'complied,'with., ,Autho7;iza.-:'" . -" '. , ' .... 
tion may be revoked' or modified· ,if publicconven1ence~,'necess:t:tyJ;: . . '" ' . 

, ~, ' 

or safety so require. '" '. , " ,." . 

,. 'Tbeeffective date of < this order shall: be~:'·~entydays,~ 
. ,", 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at __ ... elillolan ...... Frl\~"wcis<»~ ___ ~ C8.11forn!a~ thispi-n. i ,d8y .'·,:.· 

of ____ MA_R_C_H ___ ~ 1965;.. , " 

" 


