
Deoision No. • ------

In the matter of the application of 
the COUlTY OF RIVERSIDE for tA~ .n~ 
stal1ation c£ an cverheea crossing 
on tho main OOu.:l.ty highwo.~ *om. 
R1vor81~o-Moreno to Beaumont over 
the main track of the Southern Paci­
:ti0 CompaJ:l.Y, abou.t ono-hDJ.:l!' m:L~e 
west o! Beaumont Stat1ou. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
~ApPl1cat1on No. 2251. 

~ 

Lyman Evans, District Attorney for applicant. 
Geo. ~. SqUi~es for Southern ~~ci~ic Com~ny. 

GOEDON, Commissioner. 

o PIN' ION • ... - .... --.-- ...... 

In this application RIVERSIDE COUNTY seeks permission 

to construct an overhead orossing of the traQks of Southern 

l'acif1c CO!llpany nea.r :See.umon~ and asks the CommiSSion to ap-

portion the e~ense between the Railroad Com~any and the County. 

A public hearing was held on this application on Jttne 12. 1916. 

The road on whioh this croasing is deSired 15 a main 

highway 0'£ Riversid.e County, which has been built from t:o& . 
funds der1ved fro~ a. large bond issue and wAich extendS from 

the City of Riverside by way of Moreno to Beaumont and'eastward 

to the county line. where 1 t co·nneets Wi t:a. roads to the Imperial 

Valley and the East. It has been laid out to cross the trackS 

of the Southern ~cifie Company about one-half mile west of 

that Company's Station at Beaumont at the point where the track 

-1-



is in a cut and the surrounding oountry lends itself readil~ 

to grade se~arations. No objeotion was made to the construo­

tion of an overhead bridge at this point and there appears to 

bo no reason why this application should not be granted. 

The proper division of the expense is not so 

eaSily disposed of. The total cost of the bridge and the grad­

ing of the approaches including a oulvert under one approaoh is 

estimated to be $12,510.45. The County desires the Rn11road 

Company to pay one-half of this cost. The cost of the bridge 

has been divided as follows between the bridge and the approaches: 

Br1dge •••••••••••••••••••••.••••••• $740a.oo 
2mbankment on approaches ••••••••••• 3960.00 
Culvert under embankment ••••••••••• 1142.45 

Tota1 ••••••••••••••••••• $12510.45 

In an earlier estimate, the cost of the bridge was 

estimated to be about $5500.00 and the Souther.n ~cifiC Company 

offered to pay one-half of this estimated cost. It will thus 

be Been that there is considerable differenoe between what the 

railroad offioials think they should pay and what the County 

oonsiders it eqUitable for them to pay. 

~he difficulties of properly apportioning the 

expense of crossing se~arations have been too often discussed 

in the COmmissionr s opinions to make it necessary to dwell upon 

the subjeot here. Neither the method of apportioning the ex­

pense proposed by the Railroad Co~~any nor that proposed by the 

County appeal to me in this proceeding. The apportionment of 

the e~ense must be determined by s consideration of the speoial 

facts shown in this proceoding. 

The approaohes to the bridge are as necesaar~ as the 

bridge itself and as the approaohes cannot be distinguished 

from any other part of the highwey, there 1e no logical reason 
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tor considering the embankment as part of the grade separation 

andom1tting the adjoining cuts. On the other hand as the 

profile for this projeot l:lIls been presented the" county ma;st 

make extensive cuts "cefore reaohing the right of way of the 

Southern Paoifi0 Companr and ~he earth from these cuts Will be 

deposited 1n the embankment on and adjacent to the Southern 

lacifio Company's right of way. constituting a part of the over­

hee-d. crossing .. 

The Southern ~ao1f10 Com:pa~ has a single track 
, 

line at the point of the proposed crossing but the bridge has 

been designed for a dQ~ble track and th~ ~gtimate o~ oost. 

~ven above. ~no~udes a cum o~ botwoon ~1~oon and s1~een h~dred 

dollars to provide for an addit10nnl traok.. ~~ng t~s ~nto 

oons1deret1on ana the taot th~t there is a public highway cross­

~Ilg (:1dent1:f1,ed as being tlt bridge No. 560 A) abou.t one m1le . . 
west of this proposed crossing, which oali and should be olosed 

when the overhead bridge is construoted~ it seems to me to be 

1:8.1:r t'or the Southern Pacific co:cpanr to pay $5025.00 toward 

this grade separation project under the plans now presented and 

I shall make this recommend~t1on. 

It a~peared ~rom the testimony of ~ll witnesses, 

1nclud.ing the sU:gervisors, the. t when this overhead bridge is 

completed the Viele Avenue orossing in the town of Beaumont, 

w:o.1ch is one-hal! of a. mile east of. the proposed crossing. 

could be olosed without publio inoonvenience. Beaumont is an 

incorporated town. ~s it was not represented at the hearing, 

the Eailrosd ComQ1ssion cannot, of oourse, order the closing 

of tho crossing as the reoord now stands. I be11eve. however, 

theta cop~ of tbis opinion and order should be sent to the 

City officials of Beaumont and, if oonditions are as the~ have 

'been stated to be, those officials should take steps to close 

the Viele Avenne orossing as soon as the overhend orossing 1s 
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~. open tor traff1c. 

I reoommend the following £orm of order: 

o R D E R. -- ---
RIVERSIDE COUI~TY. California, haVing aI>plied to the 

Railroad Commission tor p6r~ssion to oonstrnct an overhead 

orossing Over the traoks of Southern Paoifio Compa~, one-half 

mile west of the Oompany's station a.t Beaumont t California, 

and having a.sked the Railroad Commission to apportion the 

exp~nse of the s~e, and a publi0 hearing having been held, and 

it ap~earine to the Rsilroad Commission that this application 

should be granted subjeot to certain conditions and that the 

e~ense of thiS co=struc~ion should be divided between the 

parties in a.ooorda.noe with the following order, 

I~ IS AE..'iE3Y O:aDE?.ED, T~t the County of Rivers-id.e 

be ~d the same is ~ereby granted permission to oonstruot a 

OOu::Lty highway above the tl"a.oks of Southern Paoific Com.pany 

about one-half milo west of Beaumont Station at the point more 

p~rticule.rly shown by t~ map attached to the petition herein. 

subject to the follOWing oonditions: 

(1) ~he overhead bridge shall in all clearances oon­

form. to t~e Railroad Commission's General Order No. 26. 

(2) The :public highway crOSSing abou't one mile west 

of this o~erhead crOSSing, near Southern ?eoific company's 

bridge No. 560 A. shall be legally olosed and abandoned aa a 

publi0 highway crossing upon tho completion of the overhead 

cross1ng. 

(3) ~he expense of the const~ction of said over­

head crOSSing, on the plans now presented, shall be as tollows: 

the Southern ~oific COQP~ s~ll pay $5025.00 and the County 
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of Riverside shall pey the remaining expena.e. If changes 

in· the present plans should involve an increase or a 

decrease in the cost o~ the work, the parties may apply to 

the Railroad Commission for a supplemental order oased on 

such o~gea in coat. 

(4) ~he Railro~d CO~s8ion reserves the right to 

make such ~~ther orders relative to the location, construo­

tion, operation, mAintenance end protection of said orossing 

as to it may seem right and proper, and to revoke its per- ,_ 

mission if, in its judgment, the pub11c convenience and neces­

sity de~d such action. 

The foreso1ng opinion and order are hereby approved 

~nd ordered filed ss the opin1on and' order of the Railroad 

COQm1ssion of the State of Ca11fo~nia. 

Dated at San FranciSCO. California, this ~/~ 
day of ~~~~~ __ , 1916. 

Commissioners .. 


