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Decision No. 70156 
BEFORE '!'HE Ptl"BLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORJ.~Ik 

Application of the COUNTY OF VENTURA 
f~r approva.l of the removal of stop 
signs from Pleasant Valley R~ad, 
Crossing No. E-415.8;,OakPark Roa.d". 
Cross1ngNo. 430.9- and Cavin. Road" 
Crossing No·. BE-428'.3·,· of Southern 
Pac 1!ic Company" in the County of " 
Ventura., . 

Applica.tion No. 48113 

ORDER RESCINDING RESOLUTION NO.. ET-1044 

Commission Resolution No·. ET-6l0, a.dopted in 1952, . . 
approved tbe insta.lla.tion of "stop sign.z" at four gra.<1e crossings 

,of Southern Pacific Company tn Ventura County, L~cluding CrOSSing 

No. BE-428:.3 a.t Cavin Roacl .. " 

On October 5> 'l965 the COmmiss1on" a.t the request of the' 

County, adopted Resolution No. ET-1044 , "8,uthoriz1nglT the County 

to remove stop signs at three cros:zings" including the Ca.vin Road 

cros~1ng. Southern Pacific Company filed a petition for rehearing, 

seeking to vacate tha.t portion of the 19~5 resolution relating to 

removal of the signs a. t theCa-vin Road crossing,. 
. .,' .' ]j .. 

It appears from the application of the County of Ventura . 

thatir.. July of 1965 the Ve~tura County Traffic 'Safety Council· 

recommended removal of the Signs at the Cavin Road crossing because 

of extremely light traffic" low tra.1n movements,., and, poor compliance. 

by motorists. 'rb.e County Board, of' SupervisoX's therea1'ter a.pproved 

remova.l,., and directed the County Depa.rtment of' Public Works. to 

request resciss1onof the CommiSSion's 1952' resolution as to the 

Cavin Road crossing •. As sta.ted,., Resolution No. ET-1044 n author1zed,". 

removal of the' z1gnz,. 

1/ Following receipt: of the petition for rehea.r1ng" a iette·r date", /:'(': 
August 11 ... 1965" a.ddressed to the Commission 'by the Department of' . 
Public Works of the County of Ventura,.,. was docke'ted as an app11ca.­
tion. 

1. 



The railroad f s petition for rehearing seeks vaca.tion' of 

the resolution" requests oral s.rgument" and contends that the 

COmmission's a.ction was arbitrary and unrea.sonable'tor·numerous 
" 

reasons set forth in the petition. 

Vehicle Code sec.· 21110 (formerly see. '~59.5) provid.es 

as follows: 

"21110. Local author1 ties '11J/J.y a.d.opt rules. and: 
regulations by o~d1nanceor resolution to reqUire that 
all vehicles. stop bef ore entering or crossing .. the tracks 
at any highway railroad. grade crossing when signs are. in 
place giv1ng not1ee thereof'" but, no· suCh ord1nance shall. 
be effective unless a.~proved. by an order of, the l?u.bl1c· 
Utilities Commission. '.' 

,. 

Section 2-1110 is 1n' tha:t part of the:; Veh1cle Code.re'l8.t-
. . \ 

ing to local trsd':f1cregulat10ns. (Ch .. 1 of DiVision'11.).LOca.1 

authorities mayregu.late traffic by means of of'f1c'1al tratf'1c 

control devices" such as stop signs. (Sees. 21100,21351.) Under' 

sec. 21110 local author1 ties may not place stop signs,a.t· highWay 

railroad. grad.e crossings without first obtain1ng'Co~ssion 

approval. The section does not require Commission approval or 

authorization tor the remova.l or stop signs. For this reason 

Resolution No. ET-1044 will be rescindedw 

IT IS ORDERED that Resolution No. ET-l044 > adopted 

October 51 1965" is hereby resc1ndec1 • . 
Dated at San Fr::I.nei:5eo , Cal1fo:rn1&" this ~~ 

J~NOARY /, day of _________ " 19 ~. 


