Decision No. ' :

i

REFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In zhe Matter of the Application of. tke g
Cowaty o£ San Zewrnarding for permission

to Improve & grade crossing by con-
struccion of an overkbead structure aad

to construct a temporary crossing over ) Applicatiom No. 41605
toe tracks of toe Southern Pacific {

Company at Waterman Avenue near the com-

munities of Loma Linda, Colton and San
Bernardino, in the County of San Ber-
nardino, State of California.

Stepnen M, Friedman, Deputy Couwnsel, County
of Szn Bermardino, for applicant.

Randolph Karxr, E. D. Yeomans, H. S. Lentz, and
Janes W. Obrier, by James W. Obrien, for
Southern Pacific Company; Thomas C. Webster,
for H. F. Ahwmanson (gropezty owner); JOnn B.
Surxz, for Indian Kzolls Forxm & Dasxry; an
wymar H. Cozad, for the City of Colton;

Pro TESTANTS .
Howard S. Vanceman, for property ownexr, interested

pParty. o
W. F. Aibbard, for the Commission staff.

OQREINIQON

By the application herein, filed on October 26, 1559, the
Coumty of San Bermaxdino seeks suthority to censtruct Waterman Avenue
over the tracks of the Southern Pacific Company (Crossing No. Be~541.6-4)

in San Bexmaxdizo County, Californiz, and to comstruct & temporary.

crossing over said tracks at'grade during the construction of the per-

anent structure, :

| Public'hearings on the application were held in San Bernar-
dino om April 19 2nd 20, 1950, before Examiner Kent C. Rogezs. Prior
to the fixst day of hearing, notice therecof was publdsked asjre-
quested by the Comnission. | a
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The strcets and highways involved axe depicted on Exhibit
No. 1 herein. Ihe-plah of the temporary crossing is depicted om Ex-
hibir Né. 2 hexein. The piag{of the permanent bridge structure ig
showm on Exhibit No. 3 herei#.- | |

| The'cdSt‘bf'the entixe project, including the témpora:y

crossing, is estimeted to be §$590,000. The cost of the bridge strue-
ture is estimated to be $222,000, the detour $166,000, the roadway
$55,600, contingencies $22,200, engireering $47,000, and rights of
way $77,200, The dpplicant stated that these approximate costs would
be apportioned $40,800 to the railroad, $398,200 to the Federal
Government, and $151,000 to the County of San Bernazdimo. The xail-
roadlagree& tovﬁhe‘appértionment but objected to any order which
does mot close the adjaceat Hunt's Lame crossing, a distance of 0.6 of
2 ne west of Waterman Avenue. To facilitate the closing of Hmt's
Lane, the railroad offered to contribute approximetely $48,000 soward
the cost of an access road parallel to ard south of the tracks be-
tween Hunt's Lane zmd Waterman Avénue.

The commencement of work on Waterman Avenue will be six o

nine months after the work is comtracted. The Federal Zfunds will mot

be available unless the advertising for bids has commenced by Oct-
ober 1, 1960. | -

Waterman Avenue traffic has increased over 100 pexcext in ‘
the past ten years and it is.estimated that the traffic in 19_?_-‘.!.__ will — :
be 15,330 vehicles per day. Waterman Avenue is an imporxrtent link be-
tween Sen ﬁemrdino, Norton Air Foxce Base and Loma Linda. A 24~
hour traffic count made in 1958 showed that 7,010 vehicles crossed the

racks at Waterman Avenue, Theze are 42 daily txain movements, and

it is not expected that the nmumbexr of movements will decrease. The
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bjafj}s foxr the request for the separated grades are the exf.(.sfi.ng.and
expected volumes of traffic and the fact that this is a m:;tjor high~
WaY . _ ‘_ | |

The oniy objection to the proposal was by the railxoad
which desires that, as a condition to the cbnstruct:‘.on of the over-
Pass on Waterman Avenue, Hunt's Lane be closed. |

Hunt's Lanc extends from San Beraardino om the north 2e70ss
U. S. Highway No. 99 and the railroad tracks to Barton Road whexe it:
veers slightly to the west and becomes Reche Ganycn Road. The com-~
bination of these xoads provides & short route between developing
residential axeas in Reche Canyon, Riverside County and San Bernar-
dino. It is 2pproximately one-half mile between Eunt's Lane and
Rivezrside Freeway on the west and Waterman Avenue on' the east., U, S.
Highwa.y No. 99 is to be completed as a full freeway wi ...tL..n 3 year,
Emt's Lane will ther pass vader the freeway ,.nto San Be*naxdino
with ingress and egress ramps at or near Humt' s La.ne. The cquty
does mot desire that Hunt's Lame be closed inasmuch as the adjacent
arez on both sides of the roadway south of the railroad is beine, con-
sidered foxr industrial development. .

The planning director of San Bernardino Cownty testified
that the area on each si{de of Hunt's Lame betweer Higkway No. 99 and
Barton Road is be.mg considered for industrial uses and that: pro-
spective industries will rneed Humt' s Lane for both noxth and south
traffic over the tracks.

A San Bernardino County traffic engineer testified that in

twenty years 14,000 vehicles per day would use the Hunt's ‘Lape cross-

ing. This estimate is based upon 60 vehicles per day pex acre of
inéustrial development. '
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A ‘comercial real estate evaluator of buciness properties
testified that the highest and best use of the property alomzg both
sides of Hunt's Lane Is as industrial property, and that access
acxoss the lrailroad v:x..x Hunt's Lane is necessary. He stated that if
the railroad crossing wexe closed it nmight be impossible to get
construction loans due to lack of adequate fire protection, and lack
of reasonable access would make it difficult to secu:.;é :’.ndustri‘al
labor. Thé‘wimess estimated that closing the Hunt's Lane crossing
would lowexr the value of the industria.l propexty by .$2‘,500‘qpe:: acre.

Property owsers in the area desire that the c;&ssiﬁg re-
main 6pen to enable them to develép the property comé:ciai}.y. The .
Board of Supexvisors of San Bernardino Cou:ity presentéd a résolution
opposing the closing of the Hunt's Lane cxrossing (Exhibit No. 7).

The railroad's contention was that the amount of traffic
on Hunt's Lé.ne does not justify a crossing at this point. This con-
tention was based on a traffic count made on April 14, 1960', which
sh§wed that 383 passengei: éars and 106 txucks crbssed the. ‘.:racksl‘-a.t
Hunt's Lane im a 24~hour period. During this time thexe were 41
train movements which blocked the crossing for 2 total of ome hour.
- and five minutes (Exbibit No. 5). Thae witness stated that 2 road
should be 'consftructed between Hunt's Lane and Waterman Avenﬁe south
of the tracks and that the crossing should be closed. He expressed
“his 'opinion' that tﬁe capacity of tbe'p:oposed overpass of Waterman
~ Avenuc would bé ;adeqi.xate to handle v‘the. traffic from Hunt's Lane. :
This opinion was based upon the traffic count referred to ‘above and
traffic counts on Waterman Avenue (Exhibit No. 4). |

'I.'he. Comxission having considered all of the evidence ére-
sented at the bearings hezeon, is of tke opinion and £inds that

-l
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the Covnty'oeran Befnardiho should be authorize&vtb improve
the Waterman Avenue ¢rossing (No. B-541.6) by a separation'ofvgrades
as réquested, and.be*authorized‘tovconstruct'é tempora;y‘crdésing at
gréde during the constructioﬁ of said grade separatiOn;

The evicdence presented doesnot jusﬁify the‘closihg of Hunt's’
Lane as a prerequisite toiapproval of the Waterman Avenue,grade‘ |
separation. This maéter may be brought befdre,the Commission 3as a

~ separate matter.

3

QRDER

The County of San Bernardinb, State of California. is;aufh-
orized to constiuct.Watefman Avenue ét separated graces over the
tracks of the Southefn Paéific Company, to be idehtified-as Crossing
No. B-541.6=A, and td construct-a temporary grade ¢rossing adjécent
t0 said'separated grade for use during the construction of said over-
pasé. Cénstruction'shall'be‘in the mannervdescribed'in:Exhibitsr
Nos. 2 and 3 herein. Const#ucﬁion and maintenance coéts shail be
borne in accordance With‘agreements to be entered into between the
parties, and copies of said agréementsw together with plans of:said
crossings, approved by the railroad, shall be filed with the C6mmis-
sion prior to coéméncing construction. Should the parties £ail to
agree, ithe Commission will apportion the costsfof constr@ctién énd
maintenance by further order.

Within thi£ty days after completion of %he tempOrary‘cios-
sing,fand within thi:ty_days after completion of the overpass. appli-
cant shall advisc tﬁe Commission in writiné; This authorization
shall expire if not exefcised within one year. unless time be

extended. If above conditions are not complied with, authorization
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may be revoked or modified as public convenience and necessity or

safety. 'ﬁ:.gh'c requlre. ' , - /‘ 7

The effect:.ve date of this order shall be twenty days after

the date hereof,
‘Dated at San. Francisce ' . California. this_ 7’07&’
day of (\, Y o . 1960. ‘

;
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