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Decision No ., _____ _ 

EoErORZ '!HE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF l'EE' STAl'E OF CALIFORNIA 

In :0.2 M:l.~te= of the Application of, the ) 
Co'l.:l.tj ::>: S~ ~l."na:::<!ino for pexm1.ssion ~) 
to improve a grade crossing by eon­
strue~ion of an overhead structure ~d 
t? construct ... a ~..mpor~cross~ over >. ApplicAtion No. 41605 
tJ.1.e tracks 0::: toe Southern Pacifl.c ) 
Cot!lI>sny at W:teman Aveuue near the com- ) 

mun: __ i._t_i_e_$_O_f_'_Lo_ma_' _I.i_n_da_"_, _Co_l_t_o_n_, _all __ dS_.an __ .-Jl Be~a::!:dino-, i:l the County of, San Ber-
nardino, S~ato of California .. 

Stepae:l M. Friedman, De?uty Counsel, County 
0:1: S~ lk:rnar.&o, for applieent. 

R.3n-:101ph Ka:rr, E. D. Yeom.lllS, H. S. l.entz, cnci. 
J:3.!:JeS W. ObrieI'!!" by Jcmes 'tV .. Obrien, for 
Southern Pacific Coxxrpany; fhot;Ps C. Webster, 
fo= H. F.. Abm:msOll ('Propc=ey owner); JoflIi B .. 
Su.~, fe-r Indian K:01.1s F.o.rm. & Dair/; and 
b.vman H.. Cozad, for the City of Colton; 
protestanzs. 

Howard Sf' Vandeman, for property owne:', interested 
party. ",' 

W. F .. ~bbazd, for the Commisilon staff. 

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

By the applicaeion herein, filed on October 26~ 1959~ the 

Co~.ty vi San Eer:l~ditlo seeks authority to construct W.o.te%'Qa.ll Avenue 

O\ger the tracks of the SouthcrnPl!Ci:ic Company (Cro$:;~ ~o .. '3-541 .. 6-l:.) 

in S&l Bcmarclir:o County, califor.nitt, ~d to construct a temporL'ry' , 

crossirig' over saic:! eracks at grade during the constr"..lCtion of the per­

~cnt structure~ 

Publie he2.r...ngs 0:1 the .o.pplicat:ion we::e: held in San Bc:rnar­

c15.no on April 19 2l1d 20, 1960, before Examiner Kent C. Rager:; • Prior 

to the first day of hearing, notice thereof was ?tlblished as :e­

quested by the Co~ssion. 
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!be streets and highways i~volved axe clcpieted on Exhibit 
I 

No. 1 herein. The plan of 'the tempOrary crossing is depic1:ed on Ex-

hibit No. 2 herein. 'I'he plan of the pel:Xllanent bridge struc~.lrC is 
.. ' 

shown on Exb.1'b1'tNo. 3 herein.· 

The cost of the eue'.re pxoject, including the temporary 

cxossing, is estimated to be $590,000. The cost of the bridge strue­

t"J.re is estimated to be. $222,000, the detour $166,000, the roadway 

$55,600, eonti:ogencies $22,200, e~eering $47,000, and rights of 

way $77 ,200. The applie.a:o.t sta'ted that these app,;oxima~ eosts would 

be apportioned $40 ,.800 1:0 the rail:r:o.a.d,. $398,200 totbe Federal 

Govermtent,. and, $151,000 to the Co\mty of San Bel:ns.:d:Lno,. !he r.u.l-
, . , 

xoadngreed to the apportionment but objected to 2:Jly o:der which 

does not close the adjacent Huntts Lane crossing, a diG~ccof 0.6 o~ 

~ m:::.a west of W.i':.terma:c. ·Avenue. 'Io facilita.1:e the closing of Hwt' s 

Lane, the railroad offered to contribute appxoximately $48,000 :award 

the costo£ an access road par.e.llel to· and south of the tracks be-

tween Runt's Lane" and Waterman Avenue. 

The eomra.eneement' of work ou Watexman Aven~ will be six -:0 

nine months after the work iscontraeted. !he Fede=al funcla will not 

be aiTai1able unless the advertisixlg forbids bas. cOmr!le:l.ced 'by Oe-e­

ober 1, 1960. 

Watennan Avenue traffic has increased over 100 percc:lt in 

the past ten years and it is: estimated that the traffic in 1901 'Will --~ ---be 15,330 vehicles per day.' Waterman Ave'tl1J(:. is .an importe.nt liIlk be-

t:ween Sen Bemardino, Norton Mr Force Base and Lema I..1nda.. A 24-

hour traffic count made in 1958 sho~ec that 7,.010 vehic.les e=ossed the 

t:r3C'ks a: Wateman Avenue.. 'rbe:e are 42 daily train mov~I:ts, and 

it: is not expected that the number of mo""Y'er:ent:s ~~ll" e.ec~ease. 'l'hc 
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bas:ts for ~ request·: for the separated gracIP-s are the exist1:ng. and ___ r --- . 
expec1:ed volumes of traffic·.and the fact that tb.:ts is a major high-

i 

way. 

!he only objection to the proposal was by the railroad 

which desires that;~ as a condition to the construction of the over- . 

pass on Waterman Aven'Ue,. Hunt's l.aD.e be closed. 

Hunt's Lane extends from S.an Ber:lB.rdino on tbe north across . 
U. S. Highway No. 99 andthc railroad tracks to Barton Ro.:l.d where it 

veers slightly 1:0 the weS1:. and becomes Reehe Canyon Road. '!be com­

b1na1:ion of· these roads provides a short r~~te between developing 

residentia:. areas in Reche CanYO:l, Rive:side Cotmty ~d S-:l::l Berrulr­

dino. It is .e,proximately one-half mile between Bunt's !.a::2.e and 

Riverside Freeway ontbe west and .Waterman Aventle on the east. UIJ S. 

P~ghway No. 99 is to be completed a:; a full freeway ~tb:.n a yea:r. 

E".l.Ut f S Lane will then pass 'U:lder the freeway into San Be::nardino 

with ingress and eg:ess ramps at or nea: Runt' $ Lane. The county 

doe~ not desire that Htmt' s Lane be closed inasmuch as the adj.aeent 

are.:. on both sides of the roadway south of the railroad is be1xlg con­

sidered for inctustrlal development. 

'l'be plBD .... ing dil:ector of San Bernardino Cot:nty testified 

that the area on each side of Rwe' s Lane between Highway No. 99 ane 

Barton Roa.d is be:t.ug considered for industrial uses and th:lt2ro-
I 
, 

spective 1nclustr1es will need Hunt's Lane for both north and south 

traffic ove~ the tracks. 

A San Be:rnardiD.o ColJnty traffic engllleer testified tb2.t in 

twenty years 14,000 vehicles per day would use the Runt's 'LaD.ecross­

i:lg. This estimate is based upon 60 ve!licles per day pc= acre of 

~d.-..lstrial oevelopment. 
, 
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A commercial real estate evaluator of business prope~ie5 

testified that the highest and 'best use of ti1e property along both 

sides of Hunt,' s Lane is as industrial p:operty ~ and that access . 

across the railroad vi~ Hunt' s Lane is neeessary. He stated that if 

the railroad crossing '~ere closed it might be impossible to get 

construction loans due to lack of adequate fire prot~etio~~dlaclt 
• :1 

of reasonable access 'Would make it difficult to sec-u:e industrial 

labor. The wit:x'1css estimated th3.t closing the 'Hunt"s Utne erossiDg 

would lower the val'OO of the industrial property by $2,.500, pe:: acre. 

Pl:operty owners in the area. desi=e that tbe crossiDg re­

main open to enable them to develop the property commerciallj·. The 

Board of S'Upe:visors of S.an Bernardino County presented .1. resolution 

opposing the closing of the Hunt's Lane crossing (Exhibit No.7) • 

The railroad's contention was that the amount of traffic 

on Hunt's I..a.ne does not justify a. cross1:lg at this ,oint~ 'Ihis: con­

tention was based on a traffic count made on April 14, 1960, which 

showed that 383 passenger cars and 106 trucks crossed. the t;r&eks at 

H1.mt I S Lane in a 24-hour period. During this time the:::e were 41 

train movements which blocked the crossing for a total of one hour 

and five minutes (Exhibit No.5). rae wi'tness stated that <t .. road 

should be cOIlstructed between H1.mt f S Lane and Wateman Aven'fJe south 

of the tracks and that the cross1I!g should be closed. He· expressed 

. bis opinion that the cai>acity 0: the p:oposed overpass of Waterman 
I 

AventlC would be adequate to ~dle the traffic from Runt"s La.ne~ 

This o,1nionwas b~ed upon the traffic count referred to above I and 

traffic counts on Waterman Avenue (Exhibit No.4). 

!be Commission ~ consiOexed all of the evidence pre­

sente.d at the hearings 'hexeou, is of the. opiDion a:ld finds tbat 
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th~ County'of :San Bernardino should be authorized to improve 

the Waterman Avenue Crossing (No. B-~L6) by a separation of grades 

as requested, and be:authorized to- construct a temporary cro'ssing at 

grade during the construction of said grade separation. 

The evidence presented does not justify the closing of Hunt f s 

Lane as a prerequisite to' approval of the Wa,"terman Avenue. grade 

separation.. This matter may be brou9ht before the Commiss.ion as a 

separate matter. 

O:R D E R _. ___ iIIIIIII-' ... 

The County of San Bernardino, State of California.. is auth­

orized to construct Waterman Avenue at separated graoes over the 

tracks of the Southern Pacific Company, to be identified as Crossing 

No. B-54l.6-A, and to construct a temporary 9rade crossing adjacent 

to said separated grade for use dUring the construction of said.over­

pass. Construction shall"be in the manner described in Exhibits 

Nos. 2 and 3 herein. Construction and maintenance costs shall be 

borr!e in accordance with agreements to be entered into between the 

parties .. and ,copies of said agreements. together with pl~ns o·f" said 

crossings. approved by the- railroad, shall be filed with the- Comois-
. 

5ion prior to commencing construction. Should thE' parties f'a;i.l to 

agree, the Commission will apportion the costs :of const=uctionand 

maintenance by further order. 

Within thirty days after completion of the temporary cros­

sing, 'and within thirty days after completion of th~ overpass .. appli­

cant shall advise the Commission in writing. This a\Jthorization 

shall expire if not exercised within one year. unless time be 

extondcd. If .lbove c'ondi tions are not complied with, authorization 

, ....... . 
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may be revoked or modified as public convenience and necessity or 

safety might require. 

The' effective date of this 'order shall be tweI!ty days after 

the date hereof. 

Datedat, ___ San __ ~ ______ • ,Californ,ia. th'is 

day of, ___ (\~.;../'...;,():;..I') .. "",,<-.. <=::;;;....._,, 1960. 

o 
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