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Application No. 13,230

In the latter of the Application
of the City of Santa Cruz for an
rder suthorizing continued maine
Tenance and reconstruction st precsent
elevation of Zast Cliff Drive Viaduct

A N st e

<. L. Johnsfon. for City of Santa Cruz.
Harry See, for Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmaen.

THI CCILDISSION:

YIOX

This is an application by the city of Santa Cruz for
permission to reconstruct & bridge carrxying & sireet over a
track of Southern éacifﬁc Compsny ot clesrsnces less than those
Proseribed in this Commission's Genersl Order INo. 26~a. 4 rublic
hearing was neld at Santa Cruz on November 12th, 1926, beforse
Zxsminer Austin. At this hearing the Brotherhood of Railroad
Iraoinmen appeared and protested the granting of the avvlication.

The bridge under consideration carries Zast CLiff Drive
over the main track of Southern Pacific Company's Sents Cruz-Wat-
conville brench in the vicinity of Seabrizht station. It 4s of
timber construction and crosses the track at a poirnt where the
railroad is in a deep cut. The present clearance above the rails
is approxinmately oighteen foet, oxr Lfour Leet less than the minimum
clegrance of twenty-two feot required by tae Commission undexr |
Gexeral Order 26-a for a structure of this nature. This overhead

erossing nas been in place Jor at least twenty-five years, and

while the present aprvlicatiorn iz made by the City of Santa Cruz,




it oppears that Southern Pﬁcific Company iz obligated by Lranchise
reguirement to maintain it.

The City of Santa Cruz iz at prezexnt improving the East
lCliff Drive, & important etsterly outlet and pleaswre drive which
carries considerable trafric, especially during the ocunmer season.
The bridge is in such condition that extensive repairs ond renew—

cls will soon be »ecuired. The City desires to have o sidewalk and

& wider driveway p»rovided, ond has reguested the rzilrosd company
to make these repairs and improvemernts. In order Lo raise the
siructure four feet and thus provide & clearaxce of twenty-two feet
&hove the rallz, iV oppears that changes will have to be nade in
the 2pproaches cnd the aligmment of the comnecting roadways. It
“S claimed that the cost of these changes will =2wount to a consid-
rxble sum, the greater part of whick would ve property damage. No
estimete wes precented at the hearing to show the cost of this im-
provement, but the City Ingineer ctated that, in his opinion, the
total experse of completely renewing the structure and raising it
vo stondard clearunce mighit be as great as 520,000. The actusl ex-
perse o cimply ralzing the bridge four feet would be comparatively
snalle.
nresented by the Brotherhood of Railroad Troine

zex show that in the United Stotes Quring the lost three years 65
Persons have been kKilled and 327 injured in occidents resultirg
Lron Insufficient overheod clezrances. It appears that at this Lo
cation brekemen zand switchmen, in nerforming their duties, would be
very apt Yo be riding on the top of cars, in fact the company?s
rulec would require that cexrtain memberc of the crew be in sueh prlol

gition. 25 the majority of box cars operated over the Southern

aciflce lines cre from 12 to 1O feet in helight, and as quite o

2umber ol Southern Pacific Comparyts own corc are 15 Lfeet or nmore

in heigat, o clewrance of bubt eclghteen feet doec not provide suf-

Siclieant space for o« man of averasze height to stand erect on top




of a car. The Commission has, after very exhaustive study in which
many of the carriers of the state participated, adopted its Gener-
a2l Order No. 26-a, prescribing the minimum clearances which, in
its judgment ¢csn be sarlely maintained over or adjacent to railroad
tracks. A8 before stated, the minimum clearance required under

l Goneral Order No. 26-a is twenty-itwo feet and except for the addi-~

tional ¢ost, there appears no resson way tais clearance should not

be established in %the present iastance. In fact we believe the

k hazard to trainmen sufflicient to call for the complete sbolish-

| ment of tals non-conforming clearance and the immediate establish-
ment of full legal clearances.

Southern Pacific Company entered no formsl sppearance in
the rearinz but an attorney representing that company stated for
the record that the company desired t¢ co-oOperate with the City in
this matter and that Soumthern Pacific Company did not object to
the eighteen feet clearance.

The City appears to be in some doubt as to who should

S stand the expense of raising the vridge To standard clezrance.
Southern Pacific Company is apparently legally dound to bear the
cost of any repeirs or additions t¢ the actual structure, but whe-
ther Or rot that obligation extends to the epproaches has not been
determined. The City of Santa Cruz does not request,in the present
application, that the Commission apyortion the cost of renewing this
structure and no attempt will, therefore, be made to determine at
this time wherein the responsibility lies for carrylng out the re-
guirements of Genersl Order N¢. 26-8, in case the structure is ‘o
be rebuilt. The present application petitions simply for an order
authorizing the reconstruction and continued msintensnce of the
visduct at the present elevation, which does not provide standard
overhead clearance &g prescribedin the Commission's Gerersl Qrder

No. 26-a. From the record it appears that this application should
be denied.
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The City of Santa Cfuz heving made application for an
ordor suthorizing the continwed malntenance and reconstruction of
8 vigduet over & track of Southern Pacific Company at clearances
less than those prescribed in the Commission’s General Order No.
26-3, & public hoaring hoving been held, the Commission being ap-
priced of the facts, the matter being under submission and ready

for decision,

IT7 IS EIZEZY ORDERZD that the above entitled application

be and 1t is hereby denied.
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Dated at Sen Franciseo, Csalifornia, this

day of JanRary 1927.

Commissioners.




