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Decision No. 5.1086 @~n~~~Jll\ ~ fPJ U YJJ ~ iJ ~!i\I Ll-

EEFO?~ THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Commission Investigation into ) 
that grade crossing located at the ) 
intersection of San .Antonio Avenue ) 
and Track of the Southern Pacific ) 
Ca=pany mein line in Mountain View, ) 
Santa Cl.;lro County, being also .) 
1dentifi~d as Crossing No. E-34.0 ) 

) 

Case !ITo. $81t,. 

R§ndolnh Karr & Frederick E. Fuhrman for 
Southern Pacific Company~ B.- T. Smeltze~ 
tor the County of Santa Clara; Phil:i.,p T. 
Lawlor for the City of Mountain View; 
Jerome Keithley for the City of Palo Alto, 
respond.ents; 

William C. Ericca and Martin Porte~ for the 
Commission's =tafr. 

OPINION - .... -.-. ...... -

On September 4, 1956, the Commission signed. an order insti­

tuting an investigation into the safety, maintenance, operation, use 

and protection of Crossing No. E-34.0, a point at which the double . 
track main line or the Southern Pacific Company, ,dthin the City of. 

Mountain View, crOSses at grade a street known as San Antonio Avenue. 
, 

A public hearing was held before Examiner Daly on November 

l5, 1956, at Palo Alto. 

The record indicates that during a 2~-hour period the 

vehicular traffic volume is 8,590. The average number or train move­

ments in a 24-hour period is ?3. During the past 10 years there have 

been 7 accidents at the intersection which resulted in 4 deaths, the 

last occurring November 1, 1956. The staff recommended that auto-
" 

matic crossing gates be installed at the crossing. 

The need for additional safety precaution in the torm 

recommended by the starr was not disputed by respondents. The only 

issue concerned the allocation of the estimated ~15,ooo installation 

cost. 
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The crossing is located in Nountain View, however, Sa,n 

Antonio Avenue provi~es e direct access to and from the Eayshore 

High .... ray for residents of' Palo Alto, tio'lJ.ntain V1ew, Los Altos and 
, , 

those iiving in the 1mmediote unincorporated areas of Santa Clara 

County. With the' exception of the County allpart1es indicated '3 

~~11ingness to share a portion of the cost. A represenat1ve of the 

County of Santa Clara w~s of the opinion' that the County's responsi­

bility pertained only to erade crossings located within its unin­

corporated areas. He stated that on two previous occasions the 

county had assumed the iull cost of improving certain crossings only 

to have them ~ade'a part of an incorporated area shortly thereafter. 

In neither instance dic1, the municipa11 ty share nor was it requested 

to sh~re in the payment of costs. 

Arter conSideration the Commission is of the opinion and 
,.,,--' so finds that public safety requires that automatic crossing gates 

Southern Pacific Company 
City of Palo Alto 
City of Los Altos 
City of Mountain View 

,0% 
l6-2/3~ 
16-2/3% 
16-2/3% 

It is understood of' course thDt the Cities of P:tlo Alto, 

Los Altos and r:ountain View may make appropricte apDlic~tion for 

reimbursement from the Crossing Protection ~~d. 

Public heoring hoving been held and based upon the evidence 

adduced therein, 

IT IS ORDERED: 
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(1) That on or before ~{ay 1';, 19,7, Southern Pacific Company 

shall install two standard No. 8 Flashing Light Signals (G.,O .. 75'-:8) 

supplementod with automatic crossing gates of the type and design' 

set forth in Exhibit 10 in this proceeding at the S3n Antonio Avenue 

Crossinz (Crossing No. E-3*.O). 

(2) That the cost of installation of the Autom~tic Crossing 

Gates referred to in ordering paragraph (1) hereof shall 'be allocated 

between the parties hereto as follows: 

Southern Pacific Company 
City of Palo Alto 
City of Los Altos 
City of Mountain View 

50% 
16-2/3~ 
16-2/3~ 
16-2/3% 

(3) The Southern P~c1fic Com~any shall bear all maintenance 

cost of the protection ordered herein. 

(4) That the Secretary is directed to cause a certified copy 

or this decision to be served personally upon an authorized repre­

sentative ot the parties hereto. 

The effective date of this order shall' be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated st, __ ~S~ro1 __ ~ ___ ci3_~_~ ________ , California, this 

day or ___ J_A_NU_A_R_Y ____ f.-

Commissioners 

Co~~: s01ono;rl~;~.~.f;£y! •.. ~: ••• p'~~!'_.~r.., bo11'l&; 
n0eooo~rily ~bsont. did not ~3rtic1~ato 
in tho ti1 s:po 31 tlon of thh ;pr~CQe~,. 
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