
6~8_0S Decision No. ____ ..;-....;;.. ....... ~_ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF !HE. STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Commission investigation into the safety of 
the C1:ossings at grade of the Southern 
Pacific Company's tracks in the City of 
Beaumont. 

In the Matter of the amended applica~ion of 
the City of Beaumont, california, for an 
order authorizing the widening. of an existing 
crossing of Beaumont Avenue over the mainline 
of Southern Pacific Company at said company's 
existing Crossing No .. B-562.4, and for an 
order authorizing the construction of a grade 
separation at said Crossing No. B-562.4, 
Beaumont Avenue, and the main] ine tracks of 
Southern Pacific Company and to apportion the 
cost thereof among applicant, Southern Pacific 
Company, Division of Highways of the State of 
califOrnia, the County of Riverside, the 
cities of San Bernardino, Colton, Redlands, 
Banning, Cabazon, Palm Springs, Indio, . 
Coachella, Blythe, Hemet and San Jacinto and 
such other cities that may be affected thereby. 

Case 
No. 7060 

(Filed 
February 7, 1961) 

Application 
No. 42321 

(Filed June 2, 1960) 

(Amended by 
Amendment filed 
December 6> 1960) 

David N. M. Berk, for applicant. 
Ral~ H. Prince and Ned Fisher, for City of San 

rnardl.no; W. F. Peterson and Kenneth B. 
RuSbt, for C£ty of Baririing; Edward F. taylor, 
tor ity of Redlands; C. F. wooltert, for 
City of Indio; Harry B. cannon, or City of 
Coachella; and Jerome J. Bunker, for City of 
Palm Springs, protest:ants. 

E. D. Yeomans, by James W. Obrien, for Southern 
Pacific Company; Lawrence A. Rutton, for 
City of Colton; Thomas M. Cox, for Cities of 
Hemet and San Jacinto; and George D. Moe, 
for Department of Public WorkS, State of 
California, interested parties. 

Sheldon Rosenthal, for the Commission's staff. 

OPINION 

Application No. 42321 was filed by the City of Beaumont 

OIl J\Dle 2, 1960, and amended ot!. Deeembe1::' 6, 1960. As amended, the 
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application seeks authority to construct a crossing at separated 
. . 

grades across the Southern Pacific Company (Railroad) tracks at 

Beaumont Avenue (Crossing No .. B-562.4) in the City of Beaumont, 

Riverside County, california. !he City requests that the Com

mission allocate the costs of the: said' crossing. between it and 

the Railroad, the Department of Public Works of the' St:ate of 

California (Department) joined as the Division· of Highways of 

the State of California, the County of Riverside·, and the Cities 

of San Bernardino, Colton. Redlands, B.eu:lning,Cabazon, Palm Springs, 

IndiO, Coachella, Hemet, and San Jacinto. 

On February 7, 1961, the Commission issued its order 

instituting investigation into the safety of the crossings at 

grade of the Railroad's tracks in the City of Beaumont (case 

No. 7060), and ordered that the hearing thereon be consolidated 

with the hearing in Application No. 42321. 

Hearings were held in Beaumont before Examiner Kent C. 
1 

Rogers on June 13 a:!td 14". 1961. On the latter date, the hearings 

were suspended to permit the filing of motions to dismiss. Such 

motions were made by the Cities of San Bernardino, Colton, Redlands, 

Ba~t'dng, Cabazon, Palm Spr'ings, Indio, Coachella, Hemet, San 

Jacinto, and the Department.. By Decision No • . 62602, dated 

September 25, 1961, the Cotmnission held it had jurisdiction to 

detercine whether said cities and'the Department should be required 

to· eontribute to the costs of a grade separation,' if authorizeCi, 

a~d denied the motions • 

the, City of Blythe, by an orler issued June 27; 1961, ~. 

was clismissed as a party to this proceeding. 
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Additional days of hearing were held in Beaumont on 

December 11 and 12, 1961, and February 14, 1962, before Examiner 

Kent C. Rogers. During these hea~ings, the cities and the Depart

ment renewed their motions, and at the close thereof the matters 

were submitted subject to the receipt of briefs which have been 

filed and considered. The matters are ready for decision. 

At the time these hearings commenced, the Beaumont Avenue 

crossing of the Railroad's tra.cks was No.; 11 on the priority list 

of grade separation proj ects for the year 1961 (Decision No. 61272, 

dated December 28, 1960, in Case No. 6898), and at present is 

No. 16 on said priority list for the year 1962 (Decision No. 62990, 

dated December 27, 1961, in Case No. 7173). 

Beaumont is an incorporat~d city in Riverside County. 

It has a population of approximately 4,300 persons. It is located' 

astride U. S. Highways Nos. 60, 70, and 99 (one consolidated high

way through Beaumont), and approxtmately94 per cent of the popu

lation resides north thereof. Its approximate distance from the 

appearing citiee is as follows.: San Bernardino, 24 miles; Colton, 

23 miles; Redlands, 15 miles; Banning, 5 miles; Cabazon., 12 miles; 

Palm Springs, 28 miles; Indio, 49 miles; Coachella, 52 miles; 

Hemet, 26 miles; and San Jactnto, 23 miles. With the exception. of 

San Bernardino, Hemet, and San Jacinto, all said cities are along 

U. S. Highways Nos. 60, 70, or 99, the principal highways from 

Los Angeles to Blythe and the Imperial Valley. San Bernardino is 
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on U. S. Highway No. 66, the road to Needles. Hemet and San Jacinto 
, . ' 

are south of Beaumont and are now joinecl'to said. :C1ty by the ''LatJlb. '~ 

Canyon Road (Exhibit No. 12). 

There has been a full and complete hcaritlg on the matters. 

the record herein convinces us, and we find and conclude', that each 

of the cities, referred ~o above is too remoee from the proposed 

crossing of Beaumotlt Avenue by the Railroad's tracks to be affected 

by any change therein within the meaning of the law. In additi.on, 

the only traffic su'rVeys relevant to the alloeat:f.on ofco'sts to these 

cities were those in which drivers of vehicles were questioned con-' 

cerning the'ir im:nediate origins and destinations. There appe~s to 

be no basis for tIUlki'Xlg said cities parties to this proceediJJg. and 

~ere is nothing in the record to show that any driver questioned 

is a citizen Or taxpayer of his named origfc or deStination city. 

The motions of each of the named cities to dismiss it as a party 

to this proceeding will be granted. !his ruling makes it uD'Decessary 

to determine the jurisdictional points raised by the various parties. 

All other motiotls,1n3de by the said cities are no longer material and) 

accordingly, no -rulings will. be made thereon. , 

The renewed motion of the Department 'again will be denied 

fo'r the reaSOll set for1:h in the IDterim Op,inion (Decision No,. 62602). 

Appendix nAn attached hereto is a sccle diagxam of the 

City of Beaumont shOwing the existing freeway~ the Railroad's tracks, 

and the streets in Beaumont, includitlg those inv~lvedin Case No. 

7060" and Lamb Canyon Road> the road from Beaumont to Hemet and San 

Jacillto. 
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Application No. 42321 

By this application, the City of Beaumont seeks author

ity to construct a crossing at separated grades of the Railroad'$ 

tracks and 3eaumont Avenue. Beaumont Avenue is an extension of 

Lamb canyon Road and continues north from Beaumont about 10 miles 

to Cherry Valley. The road also extends from Beaumont to- State 

Highway No. 79, approximately five miles south of Beaumont. 

U .. $ .. H'?'ghways Nos. 60, 70, and 99 (one highway) cxoss . 

Beaumont Avenue approximately 600 feet north of the railroad,. and 

vehicles thereon have full access to and from Beaumont Avenue in 

either direction. State Highway No. 79, east of Riverside, goes 

through Hemet and San Jaeinto. During a one-week period ill 

November, 1961, a total of 11,169 vehicles of all types used the 

Bea'UmOut Avenue crossing.. This was. an average of approximately 

1,595 vehicles per day in both directions or about 800 vehicles 

per day in each direction. Applicant's witness stated this traffic 

is approximately evenly distributed during the 24 hours each day. 

At Bea'UIDOnt Avenue the Railroad has one main· line and' 

one passing track. Three pas~enger trains in each direction pass 

through Bea1.UDOnt daily. None of these makes regular stops therein, 

and the maximum speed is 50 miles per hour. In addition' to the 

passenger trains, there are approximately 1> freight trains in each 

direction each day, plus approximately the same nanber of movements 

of helper engines, across Beaumont Avenue. None of these trains or 

et1gi:ae~ regularly stop on the· crossing at Beaumont Avenue, 

although they do proceed slowly. The maximum speed permitted 

by the Railroad for such freight trains is ~5 miles per hour 

in Beaumont, but actually the trains proceed much 
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slower (Exhibit No. 21). At lQast one train per day westbound is 

an ore train whieh consists of as many as 110 cars and p~sses 

through Beaumont 'between. :2 :00 a.m. and- 5:00 a ... m. This train is 

westbound and stops at the western limits of the City to' dro~ 

!:l.elper engines. Consequently it crosses Beau:rnont: Avenue very 

slowly and may take over five minutes to clear the crossing. 

The applicant checked delay periods for traffic' at the 

Beaumont Avenue crossing between 7 :qo a.m. and 5:00 p~m. on 

November 12 to 1S, 1961, inclusive. During these periods there 

were a total of 40 train movements. Of these, 11 took less than 

one minute to clear the erossing~ 13 took twO' minutes, six toole 

three minutes, four took four minutes, one took five minutes~ two . 

took six minutes, and one each took 10, 11 and 14 minutes ~ res

pectively. !he latter three were at ~:50 p.m., 2:1> p.m. and 

4:00 J)".m. on different days. Checks on October 12 through 16, 

1961, show approximately the same results. 

A staff engineer ehecked the Bea.umont Avenue crossing 

on Deeember 6, 1961, between the hours of 12:30 p.m. and 6:30 p.m. 

During this period, 660 vehicles crossed the tracks. There were 

18 train operations, includ~ eight helper engines or groups, two 

passenger trains and eight freight trains. The passenger erains 

each required less than one-hAlf minute to clear the crossing and 

the speed was estimaeed by the engineer to be 40 t~ 42 miles per 

hour. The helper engines required eight seconds·, or less, to clear 

the crossing and the speed was estimated ae not eo exceed 26 miles 

per hour. The eight freight trains moved ae estimated speeds of 

not to exceed 16 miles per hour eastbound and 14 to 23 miles per 
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hour westbomld; required from one minute and three seconds to 

five minutes and 10 seconds to clear the crossing.; and delayed~ 

\ from momentarily to the full time, it took the tratns to clear the 

crossing, from three to seven vehicles each. 

The Commission r s records show that since 1958-~ there 

have ~en three accidents at the crossing. with a total of two 

injuries. The only crossing protection consists of a boulevard 

stop-type sign on each side of the right of way and' an advance 

warning sign. 

The applicant estimates that it will cost approximately 

$285,410 to construct an overcrosstng. of the track at Beaumont 

, Avenue. It is our opinion, and we find and conclud~, that neither 

public safety, convenience, nor necessity require that a separation 

of grades be constructed at the crossing of Beaumont Avenue by the 

Railroad r s track in the City of Beaumont, California, and the ap

plication for authority to construct such a grade sep:aration struc

ture will be denied. 

Inasmuch as no separation of grades is authorized, no 

reason appears why the County of Riverside or the Depart:m.ent should 

be continued as parties and the application will be diSr:nissed ~s to 
• " 

them.. 

Case No,. 7060 

Railroad's main line between El Paso, Texas, and Los 

Angeles, classified by it as a single track in Beaumont:, although 

there is therein a passing track long enough for trains to pass at 

fullspeed:l' traverses Bea\l'SllOnt 0'0. the SO'Uth Fti~ o£ ;:and Approxi.'l1'IAtely 
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parallel to combined U. S .. Highways Nos. 60, 70, and 99, which, 

through the City, is a full freeway.. It is approximately SO miles 

from Los Angeles to Beaumont and approximately 171 miles from 

Bea'UmOnt to Yuma, Arizona. In Beaumont the railroad tracks are 

crossed by Veile Avenue, Egan Avenue, Califorua Avenue, Beaumont 

Avenue, and Pennsylvania Avenue. The Railroad is now operating. 

six passenger trains, approximately 30 freight trains, and from 1S 

to 20 groups of helper locomotives per day through Beaumont. Maxi

mum permitted train speeds are 50 miles per hour for passenger 

traiD.s and 35 miles per hour for freight trains. case No. 7060 is 

the Commission's investigation into the safety of these crossings 

at grade of Railroad's tracks. 

Veile Avenue: Crossing No .. D-56l.8 

Veile Avenue extends from fiB-it Street (ehe first sereet 

south of the right of way) on the south across Railroad's eracks 

at grade at a 900 angle, .and \mder the freeway to Eighth Street on 

the north, a'distance of approximately 1,650 feee.. It goes under 

the freeway approximately 650 feet north of the tracks. Access to 

the freeway is provided by the use of connecting streets. The 

crossing is 38. feet wide. North of the tracks the pavement is 

24 feet wide, and south of the tracks it is 34 feet wide.. The 

paving at the crossing is in poor condition, being broken' from the 

rails, particularly at the main line tra.ck. There a.re four tracks 

at the crossing, eonsisting of one main line track and three sid

ings. Protection now in place consists of two Standard No. 1 

crossing signs and one advance warning sign. 
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Visibility is good in.~he two western quadrants. Visi

bility in the southeast quadrant from a point 100 feet south 0·£ 

~he ~raeks is approximately 1,000 feet. A feed mill in the north-
.. 

east quadrant restricts visibility to 250 feet. There have' been 

no train-vehicle accidents reported at this crossing. 

A staff engineer checked this crossing on March 8, 1961~ 

and at that time, the crossing was closed due to freeway eonstruc-
-,. 

tion. In 1958, average daily traffic over the crossing was 150 

vehicles. 

Egan Avenue, Crossing No. B-S62.0 

Egan Avenue is 1,090 feet east of Veile Avenue and ex

tends from Fourth Street, the first street south of "B" Street on 

the south, .across Railroad's tracks at grade at a 900 angle to a 

frontage road on. the south side of the freeway, a distance-of ap

proximately 850 feet. The frontage road is approximately 150 feet 

north of the tracks. At the tracks the paving is 24 feet wide 

with 24-£oot wide approaches. The paving is good. The right of 

way is approximately straight. There are five tracks consisting 
. . 

of one main line and four sidings, one of which is used: as a pass-

.tns track. Protection at the present consists of two Standard 

No. 1 crossing signs and one advance warning sign. .' North of the 

tracks, Railroad f s Beaumont station (not in use) is on the east 

side of the road with the section foreman I s house and trees on the 

west side of the road. South of the tracks, there are three houses 

.and one grocery store. At points 100 feet from the: tracks visi

bility is 70 feet in the northeast quadrant. 270 feet in the sou~~ 

east quadrant, 150 feet in the northwe.st quadrant, and, 1,500 feet 

-9-



• e .c. 7060, 1 .... ~ - ~/ET* 

in the southwest quadrant. Ibe staff engineer stated that except 

in the southwest quadrant, this is a blind crossing. 

A vehicle check was made over the crossing for six hours 

on March 10, 1961. Duri~ that period, there were 3S vehicles and 

. 12 trains, including helper engines, over the cros~ing. The staff 

estimates that average daily traffic will be 100 vehicles. Be

tween May 13, 1939, and the hearing, there have been'four train

vehicle accidents at this crossing in which no persons were killed, 

but: three pe.r~ons were injured. 

If this crosstng is closed, occupants of the three houses 

on Egan Avenue desiring to cross the tracks to Beaumont Avenue will 

be required,to use either Veile Avenue or California Avenue. These 

routes will re~uire traveling approximately 800 feet in addition 

to the presently traveled distance. 

california Avenuez Crossing No. B-562.2 

California Av~ue is one of the principal north-south 

streets in Beaumont. It is 992 feet cast of Egan Avenue and ex

tends from Eleventh Street on the north \mder the freeway, with 

no access thereto, over Railroad's tracks at grade to a connecti~ 

with !.amb Canyon Road on the south. The crossing is 28 feet wide 

with 24-foot appro.a.ches. '!'he paving is in fair condition, but in 

some spots the rails. protrude one inch to one and one-half inches 

above the top of the paving. The tracks crSS8 the street at a 

600 angle and on the east commence a curve within 300 feet. On the 

west, the right of way is straight for 4,800 feet. The freeway is 
250 feet north of the tracks. At Points 100 feet from the tracks, 

visibility is estimated at 200 feet iu tbe~orthea$t quadrant, 
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1,000 feet tn the southeast quadrant, 800 feet in the northwest 

quadrant, and 1,000 fee1: in the southwest quadrant. There are 

two tracks at this crossing on both of which trains are operated 

eastbound and westbound 4nd the protection consists of two· Stand

ard No. 1 exossing. signs, two Standard No.3-wigwags, and one 

advance warning sign. 

Bet:ween August 25, 1941, and the date of the hearing, 

there had been three accidents in which no persons were killed, 

but three had been injured. The staff engineer states that with 

restricted visibility, multiple track operation, and switching 

operations in the vicinity, 'there is a hazard of accident 'at this 

crossing'due to one train being s.een by a motorist whom.!lydrive.onto

the track and m.ly be struck by a:lother tra·in which he may Dot h:ave 

noticed. 

Traffic was checked for five hours on March 9, and one 

hour on March 10, 1961. During these periods, 806 vehicles and 

seven trains passed over the crossing. A machine count made by 

Riverside County on February 21, 1961) showed a total of 3,620 

vehicles used' the ~ossing.. This check was made during the time 

when the Beaumont Avenue crOSSing was closed during. the cons truc

tion of the freeway, and it is estimated that much of this traffic 

will be diverted to Beaumont Avenue. 

Beaumont: Avenue~ Crossing No. D .. S62.4 

Beaumont Avenue is the prineipal nor1:h"south street in 

the Ci1:y. It is 1,384 feet east of California Avenue and' extends 

from Cherry Valley on the north (a distance of 10 miles) over the 

freeway and across Railroad's tracks, where it connects with Lamb 

Canyon Road,' which provides access to' Hemet and San Jaci.nto. The' 
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average daily traffic is approximately 1~595 vehiclcs~ or 800 in 

each direction. !he crossing is paved. There is a main line 

track and a passing tracl( at the crossing.. '!he tracks are super

elevated, with the south rail of each traek being one inch to-

three inches hi~er than the correspond~ north rail. Beaumont 
i 

Avenue is approximately 36 feet wide at the tracks whieh it crosses, 

at an angle of approxima:tely 900 • the tracks are on a 30 curve, 

which extends approximately 800 feet on either side of Beaumont 

Avenue.. Bea\lmont Avenue has on- and off-ramps to and from the 

freeway for traffic fn each direction. 

~ points 100 feet from the tracks, visibility along the 

tracks is estimated to be 500 feet in the northeast quadrant, 

2,000 feet in the southeast quadrant, 800 feet in the northwest 

quadrant, and 1,lOO feet in the southwest quadrant. Visibility in 

the northern quadrants is restricted by the curve in the tracks as 

well as by a bank on the north side of the tracks east of the 

road. Protection consists of two Standard No. 1 crossing signs, 

with one boulevard stop sign. BetweeB. April 16, 1959, and the 

date of the hear iUS, there had been three accidents at this cross

ing in which no persons- were killed and two were inj.ured'. !he 

crossing is similar to California Avenue in that the siding is ~sed 

as a main line. 

Peunsxlvania Avenue, Crossing No .. :3-563.1 

Pennsylvania Avenue is one block from the eastern ltmics 

of the City and extends from the northern city limits under the 

freeway to First Street on the south. It is 37 444 feet east of 

Beaumont Avenue. At the freeway,. there is an off-ramp for westbound 
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traffic tlDd;an oD-ramp for eastbound traffic. The crossing 

is 24 fee: wide ... Pennsylvania Avenue crosses the tracks at a 

900 angle, and the tracks are approximately straight for a dist.ance 

of 1,200 feet to the west and two miles east.. At the crossinz, 

there is one maiu line and one Siding, which is the siding hereto

fore referred to, used for a passing track. Visibility is between 

1,200 feet and 1,300 feet in all directions .. A machine count made 

by Riverside County on February 21, 1961, showed 178:·vehie1es.in 

24 hours. There have been no train-vehicle accidents at this 

crossing. Protection at the crossing- consists of one Standard 

No.1 crossing sign and one advance warning sign. 

!he Commission staff considered the volume of train 

traffic through the city, the effect of the freeway with on- and 

off-ramps as iudicated, that- all of the railroad crossings in 

Beaumont are over multiple tracks, thereby increasingtbe danger 

of multiple train type accidents, and that high winds in the area 

decrease the effectiveness of locomotive warning whistles. It 
recommended that the Commission order the following_ ~teps to be 

taken: 

Veile Avenue 

(a) Resurface the approaches to the crossing. 

(b) Repair the paving. in track area. 

(e) Equalize the elevation of tracks in the crossing 
as far as practicable. 

(d) Install two Standard No. 8 flashing light signals 
equipped with time-out circuits. 
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Egan Avenue 

(a) Officially vacate the crossing. 

(b) Close and barricade the crossing. 

California Avenue 

(a) Widen the approaches to 40 feet. 

(b) Repair the paving in track area, bringi'O.g- the 
paving up 'to the t0l> of rails. 

(c) Widen the crossing to 40 feet. 

(d) Install two Standard No.. 8 flashing. light sig.
nals, augmented with automatic' crossing gates 
and equipped with time-out circuits. 

Beaumont Avenue 

(a) Pave the approaches t~ tracks to a width of 
40 feet to conform with paving width north 
of the tracks. 

(b) Remove the boulevard stop signs. 

(c) Widen the crossing to 40 feet. 

(d) Install two Standard No. 8 flashing light 
signals, augmented with automatic crossing 
gates and equipped with time-out circuits. 

Pennsylvania Avenue 

(a) Resurface the approaches and widen to 24 feet. 

0» Equalize the elevation of tracks as far as 
practicable .. 

(c) Repair the paving i'O. track area. 

(d) Install two Standard No. a flashing light 
signals. 

The staff also recommended that at each crossing the City 

install refleetorized advance warning signs and paint clearance 

bars and RXR:'s on the pavement. 
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The costs of the automatic protection devices at the 

grade Cl:'ossings to be left open> as estimated by the Railroad, 

are as follows: 

Veile Avenue 

'!'wo Standard No. a: flashing light: 
signals with time-out circuits. 

California Avenue 

Two Standard No. 8 flashing light 
signals, augmented with automatic 
crossing gates, and equipped with 
time-out circuits. 

Beaumont Avenue 

!WO Standard' No. 8 flashing light 
Signals, augmented with automat:ic 
crossing gates and equipped with 
time-out circuits. 

Pennsylvania Avenue 

Two Standard No.8 flashing light 
signals. 

Total 

Estimated 
Cost 

$16,.200 

20,700 

$70,.600 

the staff recommended that ehe Beaumont Avenue work be 

done in the fiscal year 1961-1962, the California Avenue work in 

the fiscal year 1962-1963> the Vei1e Avenue work in the fiscal 

year 1963-1964, and the Pennsylvania Avenue work·fn the fis~l 
.", 

year 1964-1965. 

In addition, the staff recommended that the Railroad be 

direeted to discontinue as far as practicable the stopping of 

trains over any Beaumont grade crossing to remove helper units and 

that trains not be stopped to make meets while standing over 

Beaumont Avenue or California Avenue. 
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The staff engineer statE7d that eastbound freights of 83 to . . 
110 cars standing at the fouling pOine of the east switch of the 

. . 

Beaumont passing track 1,040 feet.,east of Penn,sylvania Avenue would 

block both Pennsylvania and Beatmlont Avenues and if 111 or more cars 

in length, :i.t would also block Califo:rnia Avenue. He stated that if 

the Railroad were to extend its siding to Highland Springs Road 1 .. 1 

miles east of Pennsylvania Avenue, it is probable that all blocking. 

of Beaumont grade crossings by eastbound freights would be overcome. 

The Railroad estimated that the cost of extending the siding to 

Highland Springs would be $90,000 .. 

Railroad's Evidence 

The evidence on behalf of the Railroad is that except for 

trains over 6,000 tons (approximately 110 cars in length), no east~ 

bound train stops in Beaumont, but rather proceeds to Pershing Siding., 

~h:i.Ch is two miles east, before making a stop to disconnect helper 

engines. Trains of 6,,000 tons, eastbound, of which there are very 

few, only stop in Beaumont to checktbe brakes, which check takes 

oelya few minutes, before proceeding on to Pershing Siding. West

bound freight trains, on the other hand, allegedly pull past Beaumol.,t 

Avenue. Traitls of over 6,000 tons, usually ore trains which come 

through Beaumont between 2:00 a .. m. and 5:00 a .. m., stop west of 

Beaumont Avenue to remove helper engines. These movements require 

backing of portions of the trains across California Avenue and the 

train may block Veile Avenue.. The switching movements of these trains 

take from 15 to 20 minutes. '!'he remaining. westbound freight trains 

pull pas~ the City of Beaumont before stopping, but proceed very 

slowly through the City. OccaSionally the trains maI<e runnin6. meets 

in Beaumont, but the dispatchers. have been instructed not to make 

meets in Beaumont ~less absolutely necessary. 

If Egan Avenue is closed, the Railroad agrees to .bear 50 
-

percent of the cost of the protection required at each remaining 

crossing, plus 50 percent of the ann~l maintenance cost of the 
protection. 
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fiEdings and Conc.l'l!sions re C2~se No. 7060 

l'be Commission~ b..avi:cg cODsidered the evidence, finds and 
concludes: 

1. That public convenience, necessity, and safety require 

that the crossings of the Southern Pac:tfic Company tracks at Veile 
,. 

Ave'trlJ.e, California Avenue, Be.'l'Umont AVe:lue, and Pennsylvania" Avetlue 

ill the City of Bea1.1mont~ California, be improved' and proteeted as: 

set forth in the ensuing order. 

2. ~t the crossing at Egan Avenue be phYSically closed 8tld 

O.'ln'ic:",ded. 

3. That although the Co:::mission ha's the authority, upon 

p:oper evidence, to allocate costs of crossing protection against 

the County of Riverside and the State of California, Department of 

Public: Wo~ks, the~e is a lack of justification in this proceeding. 

Accordingly the County and the State will be dismissed as parties to 

Case No .. 7060. 

4. That the costs of such modification and the costs of main

tenance of facility be distributed as set forth in the ensuing order. 

ORDER --,,-,--
Public hearings having been held, the matters haVing been 

submitted, and the Commission having been fully advised, 

II IS HEREBY ORDERED 'that: 

A. The IIlotion of the State of Cal:tfo:nia ~ Department of 

Public Works, to dismiss it as a party to this proceeding because of 

lack of jurisdiction is denied; however~ as no justification was 

shown herein for allocation of costs of crossing. protectiotl to them, 

s~id Departme~t as well as the County of Riverside are dismissed as 

?a~ies to this consolidated proceeding. 

B. The motions of the Cities of San Bernardino~ Colton~ 

Redlands~ Banning, Cabazon, Palm Springs, Indio
1 
Coachella~ Hemet 
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and San Jacinto to dismiss this proceeding as to them because they 

are too remote from the proposed ~aumont Avenue crossing. to be 

benefited within the meaning. of t~e law» are granted. 

1. Application No. 4~21 is denied and Case No .. 7060» except 

as ordered hereinafter» is discontinued. 

2. The City of Beaumont aDd the Southern Pacific Company shall 

recODstruct Veile Avexrue, California Avenue, Beaumont Avenue, and 

Pennsylvania Avenue crossings of the Southern Pacific Company tracks 

in BeaumOIlt as follows: 

a. Veite Avenue, Crossing No. B-56l.8 

'l'he width of this crossing shall be not less than 
sa feet and grades of approaen shall be not greater 
than one percent. Construction shall be equal or 
superior to Standard No.3 of General Order No. 72. 
Protection shall be by two Stslldard No. s: flashiDg 
light signals as specified in General Order No. 75-:8:,. 
equipped with time-out circuits. 'I'his work shall be 
completed prior to July 1, 1964. 

b. California Avenue, Crossing No. B-562.2 

The width of this crossing shall be not less than 
40 feet and grades of approach shall be Dot greater 
than three percent. Construction shall be equal· 
or superior to Standard No. 3 of General Order No. 72. 
Protection shall be by two Standard No.. 8 flashing 
light signals as specified in General Order No.. 75-3» 
supplemented by automatic crossing gates~ and equipped 
'W1~ time-out circuits. This work shall be completed 
by July 1, 1963. ' 

c. Beaumont Avenue, Crossing No. B-562.4 

!he width of this crossing shall be not less than 40 
feet and the grades of approach shall be not greater 
than five percent.. Construction shall be equal or 
superior to Standard No.3 of General Order NO'. 72. 
Protection shall be by two Standard No. 8 flashing 
light signals as specified in General Order No. 75-~, 
supplemented by automatic crossing gates atld equipped 
with time-out c:l.reuits. This work shall be completed 
by October 1, 1962. 

d. Pennsylvania Avenue, Crossing No. B-56341 

The width of this crossing shall be not less than 24 
feet and the grades of approach shall be not greater 
t=han four percent. Construction shall be equal or 
superior to Standard No.. 2 of Gene1:al Order No.. 72 .. 
Protection shall be by two Standard No. 8 flashing 
light sigtlals as specified itl General ~der No.. 75-1l. 
This work shall be completed by July l) 1965. 
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3. Within sixty days after the effective date hereof~ the 

City of Beaumont shall physically close Egan Avenue, Crossing 

No. 3-562.0) and remove any pavement within the right of way , 

limits. Costs of such removal and closure shall be borne by the 

City of Beaumont. 

4. Construction expense of ·e.ach of the four crossings. out-' 

side of lines two feet outside the rails, exclusive of the cost 

of flashing light signals, time-out cirCUits, and crossing gates, 

shall be borne by the City of Beaumont, and inside of sai.d ',lines 

by the Southern Pacific Company_ The cost of and' cost of instal

lation of flashing light signals, automatic crossing gates, and 

time-out circuits shall be divided equally between the City of 

Beaumont and the Southern Pacific Company. 

5. Maintenance costs of each of the cro~sings outside of 

lines two feet outside of the rails shall be borne by the City 

of Beaumont, and inside said lines by the Southern Pacific Company. 

Maintenance costs of signals, time-out circuits, and gates shall 

be borne by the Southern Pacific Cotnpany.. The costs for replacing 

the broken gate arms shall be held open until such time as this 

CommiSsion issues a decision in Ap?lication No. 3920& and' case 

No. 6l44:~ 

6. Within thirty days after completion of work at each 

crossi.ng~ pursuant to thi.s order, the City of Beaumont and the 

Southern Pacific Company shall each adviAp this Commission in 

writing .. 
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The effective date of this order shall be tweDty days 

after service thereof on the City of Beaumont and the Southern Pacific 
, .i. 

Cocpany. 

Dated at. ____ San __ Frn.n __ ~_· __ " california, this _;;._~ __ 

day of __ ."-!'}.-. ... ...;.;.+;_ ..... ;;-.;, t+-",~. _.~ "_'" __ , 1962. 

) 
" _ .. ,-,...., 

COiiIDissioners 

C()l:lJ:Ii~sione:- C .. Lyn Fox. being 
lleces!:er11y :l'b·sent. did. :oot p:lrt1cil=lll.to 
in the ~ispo:it1on, ot this, pro~oedins~ 
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