Decision No./ & V&9
BEEFORE TEF RAILROAD COMMISSIOY OF TES STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Spplication of

The People of the State of California

in relation of the CALIFORNIA EIGHEWAY

COMMISSION for an order authorizing Application No. 10376.
the construction of a State Eighway

eroassing over the tracks of the

Southern Pacific Railroad, a corpora-

tion, nesr Einton, Nevada Gomnty,
California.

-Paul F. Fratessa, for applicant;
P, W. Xfelke, L£or Southexrn Pacific Company.

BY THE COMMISSION:
QPIXIOXN

In the above entitled proceeding The Psople of the State
of California on Relation of the California Highway Commission, ask
for an order authorizing the construstion of an overhsazd orossing
of the new State Highway known as the "Victory Highway" over Southexn
Pacific Company'e tracke near Hinton, Nevada County, Oélitomia.

A public hearing was held in this matter defore Examiner
Austin at Sacramento, March 18, 1926,

At the hearing, applicant requested that in addition to
the relief sought in the application as f£iled, this Commission be
asked to apportion the cost of the proposed overhead orossing,
batween the Highway Commiision and Southern Paoific Company. As
thers was no opposition to this regquest, the amendment to the
applicatior was allowed.

The proposed overhead orossing is at Hinton, on Southern

Pacific Company's line, about ten miles east of Truckee, Nevada

County, Califorria. This orerhead c¢rossing is a linpk in the so-~
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called "Viotory Highway", which is to de a transcontinental highway
axrtery acroes the oounti-y in an easterly direction from that portion
of the highway traversing the central portion of the State of
California. The Califoxrnia Eighway Commission now has uundier con=
Btruction that paxrt of the Victory Highway east of Truckee, follow-
ing the general course of the Truckee River and connecting with a
portion of the Victory Highway being built by the State of Nevada,
passing through Reno, Nevads. This new highway will entirely re-~
Place, for through traffic, the existing highway between Truckee
2xd Reno, which is kunown 88 the "Dog Valley Road". At the hearing
it wes stipulated by the paxties that there existed a public nec-

essity for the new highway, and for the separation of grades at

the proposed crossing. The new highway between Truckees and Reno
will be an improvement over the existing one, in that the grades
will be lighter, the radway wider, and snow will not interfere

with traffic on the new highway to the extent it dces on the Dog
Valley Road.

The railrcad in the vicinity of the proposed orossing
follows the north bank of the Truckee River. It is the main ling
of Southern Pacific Company between San Francisco, California, and
Ogden, Utah. At this time of tae year the railrad normally oper=
ates over this line a total of ten puun@r and fifteen freight
trains per day. During Summer season, the freight traffio is ap-
proximately twice as heavy. The railroad has & 400-foot right<of-
way in the vicinity of the proposed overhead orossing, om which
there is a doudle track mein line, with & passing track between

the main tracks. As this is a mountainous cowntry, much deyends

upon selecting the most feasible route for the new highway., It

appears that the Highway Commission bas selectsd the Praposed orogs-
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ing after making a thorough aurvey of the distriet. It_ia now
proposed to carry the highway over the river and railroad Dy means
of two concrete structures separated by e short f£i1l. That portion
over the railroad will des a reinforsed concrets v;aduot swpported
by three bents and two abutments. It will have 2 roadway width of
21 feet, will intersect the rsilrosd at an angle of approximately
57 degrees and will ds on & & pe;oont grade descending toward thc
river. The total length of the overhead structure between asbut-
menis 18 171 feet. This structure provides for the three existing
tracke and affords adequate clearsnce for two additional tracks.

The cost of the overhesd structure is estimated at $24,955., and

the cost of grading the approaches within the railroad Tight-of-way
is estimated at $9,590.; the cost of the improvement proposed withe
in the railroad right-of-way eggregating $34,545. The proposed
overhead structure provides for a minimun overhead clearsnos over
the existing tracks of 22 feet. Southern Pacific Compny plans to
improve 1ts tracks in the vielnity of the proposed crossing dy in-
oreasing the weight of rail from 90 to 110 pounds and inocreasing the
depth of the bdallast. To provide for the vecessary rzising of the
tracks, without violating the Commission’s orders governing clear<
ances, Southern Pacific Company requests that the overhead structurs
be constructed with a clearancs of 22'8™ above the top of the pres-
ent rail. Applicant estimates the cost of raising the entire over<
bead structure eight inches, to be $9,000. This requirement appears
reaBonable and should be provided for in thig cage. The total cost
of the grade weparation project, with a clearance of 22' 8" ovexr

the existing track will be approxinately $44,000.

The importance of this highway and reilroad is such that

it sppears that publie convenience and necessity requirs the Bepara-
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tion of grades ét thea coat,gstimaxed.

Applicent contends that a substantial portion of the
coat of this grade separation project de borne by Southern Pacific
Company, dut the Railroad objecte to paying any portion of the cost,
for the reason that the orossing is desired a8 a part of a pew high-
way, and not to eliminate an existing hazard. Although the proposed
overhead orossing 18 a portion of a new highway, the railroad company

camnot reasonadly expect to escape paying some portion of the improve-

ment. Applicant has elected to carry its highway oier the traocke of
the railroad primarily to eliminate the public hazard of s grade
crossing, & plan which will result in & material benefit to the rail-
road. Undoubtedly if applicant had attempted to locate its line with
& grade croesing of the railroad, such a highway could have been con-
structed at less expense than one witk a grade separation, dbut this
wowld have resulted in a serious hazard, both to the railroad and
to the public.

It is & well-established principle that the railroad incurs
& ocontinuing obligation to provide the public with reasonsbly mafe
opportunity to oéosa ite tracks. It is in the publiec interest to
keep the number of crossings over rsilrosds at a minirom consistent
with public needs. The crossings that are allowed should de aone
structed and maintained 20 as to creste the least publie hasard and
inconveniencs, oconsistent with reasonable expenditures. The rail:
rosd, in this ocase, will mzterially bdesefit by the constrwotion of
an overhead crossing, as oompared with a grade crossing for the new
State Eighway. Therefore, the additional expense of carrying the
bighway over the railroad, as compared to a grade crossing, should
be borne in part by the railrosd.

ifter oconsideration of all the evidence in this case, it
appears that an equitable apportionment of the cost providing for a
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seperated grade at the so~called "Victory™ State Highway with the

tracks of Sounthern Pacific Company, would be to assess 80 per cent
of the cost of this work to applicent, and 20 per cent of the cost,
exclusive of paving, to tho railroad. The entire cost of paving
the rosdway shouwld be dorne dy applicant.

e People of the State of Csliformis on relation of the
CaliZornis Highway Cormission, kaving zade aprlication Zor an oxder
suthorizing the construeiion of an overhead crossing over the tracks
of Southern Pacific Compeny at Einton, Nevada Comnty, Californis,
and spportioming the cost thereof, public hearing having been held,
the mat".:or having been submitted azd being now xesdy for decision,

IT IS HEERTEY FOUND AS A FACT thet public convenienée and
necesgity reguire tre corstruction 02 sn overkesd orossing of the
State Eigowey ebove and acrose the tzacks of Southern Faclile
Compary, &t the location hereinafter gpecified; therefore

I7 IS ETXERY OZDEXED that the People of the State of
Califormia on relation of tre California Eighway Commission, be
aznd they are hereby éuthorized to construct an overread crossing
across the tracks of Southera Peciflc Company at Eiri.tgn, Kevada
Courty, Californie, as showz on the map (DIV. III. Né’..;:r. 38~R)
attached to tie application, said crossing tc be copstructed sub-
ject to the following copditions, vizs

(1) The proposed grade separation shall be constructed
in sccordance With deteiled plans which skall be submitted to and
epproved by this Camission.

(2) Tre cost of the grede sepaxationm, axclusive of road=

way pavement, sbhall be borne 80 per cent by spplicant and 20 per cant




by Southern Pacific Company. The entire cost of paving the rosde
way of the viaduct and approaches shall be borne dy applicant. The
maintenence of sald overgrade orossing shall be borne by applicant.

(3) A1l provisions of Gereral Order No. 265A of this
Commigsion, which are pertinent hereto, shell de complied with.

(4) Applicant shell, within thirty days thereafter,
notify this Commission, in writing, of the completion ¢f the in<
etallation of seid croseing.

(5) If satd orossing shall not save beep installed withe
in one year from the date of this order, the authorization herein
granted skhall then lapse and become void, uwnless further time is
granted by subsequent order.

(6} The Commission reserves the right to make sush fur
ther orders relative to the location, conestruetion, operation,

maintenance and protection of ssid erossing as to it may seem right

and proper, and to revoke its permiaaion if, in its Judgment,

public convenience and necessity demsnd such sotion.
The effective date of this order shall be twenty ( 20)
days from end after the date hereof.

Peted at San Francisco, Californis, this _7D day of
April, 1926,




