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 BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIAVQWgef”'”

Iovestigation into the safety,

maintenance, operation, use and- , _ R
protection of the following : _ u L
cxossing at zrade with the line .- Case No., 7983 .
of SOUTHERN‘RACIFIC COMPANY in the R

County of Mexced, Califormia:

Crossing NOe B-143-9 Shaefer Road.

Harold S. Lentz, for Southexrn Paclflc Company,g‘ L
Willaxrd B. Treadwell for County of Me.ced )
respondents. _

Robert C. Marks for the Comm1551on staff

OPINTION

By its oxder: dated August 18 1964 the Comm;ssion Insti~

tuted an investigation on its own mot;on znto'the safetyr malntenance,‘u;*n~,

operation, use and protection o“the crossrng at grade of the |
Southexn Pacific Compary ma;n live track and Shaefer Road designated
Crossing No. B-143.9, Couuty‘of Merced o L
A public hearmng was held. before Exanminer - Daly on’ February .
25, 1965, at Mexced, and the matier was taken under submissxon. fdff R
Shacfer Road grade cross;ng 13 located in Merced Countyﬁ'ﬁ“
adjacent to the southeasterly city. imits of the Cxty of Atwater,f} dk"
approximately one-mile fxom the central buszness distrzct o“ tha*ﬁ' .
city. Said crossing is presently protected with two Re‘lectorized

Standaxd No. 1 crossing signs, two Reflectorized W&?R.advance waru1n~

signs along with RXR and bars: painted oa the pavement of cach approecu.*if

A check conducted by the- Commission STaff. for -he rz-houx‘fjfﬂf" -

period from 6:00 a.m. to 6: 00 p. m,, on Thursday, February 11 1965
1ndzcated 515 vehxcles and 14 trdins. Ihe Commission s record¢T 3‘ -

indicate 7 accidents at the crossing.sxnce Jonuary 1 1926
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By stipulation the parti es adopted the recommendations offf**l-f5f
the staff as set forth ip Exhibit 1. ‘The recommendations are as R
£ollows: | | " |

1. Shaefer Road gxade crossing be prOVided with automatic5“”””“"

protection to counsist of two. Standard No. 8 Flashing Light Signals ;,')‘

supplemented with automatic gate arms. | |
2. Pavement be widened to a minimum of twenty-four feet |
3. Installation costs. for installing automatic protection befi_ff
apportioned 50 percent to be paid by the County of Merced and 50 |
'percent to be paid by the Southern Pacific Company., .
Wlth respect to the second recommendation it was furthern"f”
stipulated that Southern Pacific Company would pay for'prcparing
the subgrade in the widened portion of the crossxng and the County of
" Merced would pay the remaining,cost of the wrdening.,l ‘ o
After consideration the Commission finds that Shaefer Road f‘.
croSSing should be upgraded in conformity w1th the stipulation of |

the parties xeferred to heretofore.

| IT IS ORDERED that: _ o EETI

1. The Shaefer Road grade crossmng of Southern Pacific ;'l‘u L
Company (No. B~143.9) in the County of Merced be further protected o
by the installation of two Standaxd No. 8 Flashing_Light Signals
supplemented with automatic gate arms. Said crossing shall be
widened to a minimum of twenty-four feet. o

2, Tke acquisition and installation of the: flashing l*ght
signals and automatic gate arms heretofore described in ordering _
paragraph 1 hereof shall be effected by the Southern Pacific Companyfr'H
within six months after the effective date of this order.
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3.  The cost for installing the signals and automntic 3ate ;:-.‘,A_ o

axms set forth in ordering paragraph 1 hereof shall be apport:oned _
on the basis of 50 percent to be paid by the County of Mbrced and SO
percent to be paid by the Southern Pacific Company.

4. The cost of preparivg the subgrade in the widened portion |

of the crossimg as provided for in ordering paragraph L hereof shallﬁ,“‘

be paid by the Southern Pacific Company and- the remaining costs of
the widening shall be paid by the County of Merced A o
5. The County of Mbrced shall beax the entire construction

expense and maintenance cost of the crossing_outside of lines two
feet outside of rails. Southetn Pacific Company shall bear main-,v
tenance cost of the crossing between such lines.

6. Allocation of maintemance costs for protective devices at
the crossing is deferred until further oxder of this Commission.u

7. Within thirty days sfter completion of the work pursuant

to this order, respondents shall so advise—this Commission in
writing,

The effective date of this order shalz‘se‘;wgpgyfa;yg,nj;,~ 3
after the date hereof. o

; Dated at ' ’ Californiaijthisﬂ '
C day of o {
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DISSENT

BENNETT, William M., Commissioner, DiSSénting Opinion;_ :

I dissent. As previously stated in my " dissenting _

opinion in Application No. A6864 Decision No. 68777 dated -
Mareh 23, 1965, I would decide and . not defer. I know of
nothing in law or in respectable practice which countenances

a system of vote abstinence._

Commissioner*

San Francisco, California




