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Decision No. 67353 

BEFORE !i:rE PUBLIC tn'IL4::ES CO~SSICN OF n:E STATE OF CALIFO:nUA 

In the !~~tc:, of the P:;,plication of ) 
tb.c City of Santa p~u:~, County of ) 
Vent~~a, fo~ ~c:n~ssion to Relocate ) 
.l C:-ossing a: G:-:;:.c.c over the T=~clcs } 
of the Southern Pacific Co~~y at ) 
C=o~sing No. ZE-41~.3 ct Ca~ehon ) 
Str~et in the City of S.1nt:ol P~ula~ ) 
Co-.:nty of Ventura, State of C-2.i.ife>rnia ) 

A?plicat:ion No. 45592 

(Filed July 9, 1963) 

--------------------------------~) 
':,.7. P~ul 1A'Tatt:;~, for cpplicant .. 
1;;. D. 'Lcom.."'I.n~ for Sou~hern Pacific 

Com?ar.y, ~nterested party_ 
William F. nibbard, for the Commission 

sta:::£. 

O~I~!IO~1 
------~-

By the abovc-cntit~ed application the City of Sant.l 

'P~ula requests ~ order authorizing the rcloe~tion of a crossing 

at gr~dc over the tracks of the Southern Pacific Company at Mile

?os: No .. 41S, .. 2 .. 

~~ CO~$S~~~ issued its ex parte Deci$ion No. 66448 

on th~$ ~pplication on December 10, 1963. The decision, .lmong 

o:~"l.er :hi.."'lgs, re~'li:,cd t:-w.:: protection a.t the crossing should be 

by two Staneard !Jo. e fl.lshing liget sign.11s (General Order 

!he City petitioned for a hearing oc this matter, its 

contention be~:o.g th.:!.: the flashing light sign.:lls arc unnecessary. 

roc Commiscion reopened this ~tter for public hea.ring by an order, 

dated Merch 24, 1964, and a ,ublic hearing was held before E~in~r 

Rogcr?- i~ Sa~ta Paula on ~pril 13, 1964. 
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The sit~:ion is depicted on ," m<lp attached to the 

application. This map chows that Cameron Street, from the ~or~h 

to the south, 'C.'I.:!kcs a sharp turn to the east and ends at YJ.'lin 

S:rc~t, a~,roxi~:cly 30 feet south of the railroad crossing. 

The p=oposed realignment would s~ply continue Ca~cron Street at 

app~ox~mately a 900 angle ~cross the Southern Pacific Compan7 

single line of t=~ck to its interscc:ion with Y~in Street at 

approximately a 900 angle. At the present t~e there is ~ boule

vard stop sign for tr<'l.ffic cr..:ering :Main Street from Cameron Street. 

There a~c two trai~s per day on this rail line, one in 

each direction. These :rains arc li~ted to lS miles an hour by 

city ordin~~ce. The only othe= us~ of the track is as a bypass 

in the event the coast line is blocked, and this rvlppens, it is 

estimated, once in every four or fiv~ years. 

The applic~t's witness stated that the City has a popu

l~tion of 15,000 at ?rescnt and that an average of 2,500 to 3,000 

~cciclcs use C~eron Street across the track each 24 hours. Tne 

wi~csc estimated that this traffic could go up to 6,000 vehicles 

per cla.y in 1980 when th.o population of tl1c city ir..crcaccs to :In 

csti~ted 25,000 to 50,000. 

The recorcl basis for the requirement of Standard No. $ 

flashir.g !ight signa~s is a l~tter, dated November 5, 1963, from 

th~ Southern Pc.cific Cot:lPIl:1Y stc::.ting that the l~o. S flashing light 

cignals wou~d be justi~~cd at t~2 crOSSing. At the hearing hereic 

the Southern Pacific Co=pany's witness stated that in his opinion 

the No. 8 flashing light signals are unneccssa=y, and that the 

refl~cto~izcd crossing protection is 3de~te. 
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A 3t~ff ~~enesz testified in su?port of the requir~en& 

of two No. 3 flashing light $ignals~ ~e based his reco~endation 

on the £~cts) among others, that the visibility is partially 

restricted; that the vehicular tr~ffic is, for this area, heavy; 

that :he arcc is developing; and that at a new crossing to the ~ast 

oz Ga:ncron StrcQ~ two Stand.::.rd No. 8 flashing lights were r~quil"cd •.. 

Upon the record he:,~in -::he Commission fillcs that: 

1. n1e speed of trains~ infrequency of tr~ins on the track 

involved, and t~c present volume of vehicular t=affie on Cameron 

Street renee:, Zt~ndard No. 8 flas~ing light crOSSing protection 

unnecessary. 

2. 3tandarc No. 1 crOSSing signals completely reflectorized 

will provide adequate protection at the crossing. 

Upon the foregoing findings the Commission concludes that 

Decis~on No. 6644B, dat~d December 10, 1963, in Applica~ion 

No. 4SS92,shoul~ be modified to read as set forth in the order 

herein. 

ORDER .... -- ...... -

IT IS ORDER:CJ) that: 

1. '£he City of Santa Paula is hereby authorized to construct 

Cameron Street at grade across ehe Sentc Paula Br~nch of the 

Southern Pacif~~ Comp~ny at the location described in the applica

tion, to be ieentificd as Crossing No. BE-4l3~2, in the City of 

S.lnta Paul-l, County of Ventura. 
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z. Applicant shall bear the ~ntire construction expense, 

also maintenance cost outside of lL~cs two feet outside of rails. 

The Southern Paeifi-: Cotr\?any Sl1All 'bear mair..tenance cost be~cen 

suc:" lin~s. 

3-. v;idth of the cr.ossing shall ee 40 feet in .:lccordanc~ 

wi~h ?l~~ .:ltta:hc6. to the appli~ation, and gr3des o~ approsch 

not sreat~r thar. six p~~cerlt. Construction shal~ ~e equa~ er 

super.ior to Standa.rd No. 2 of Cenc:'.ll Order No. 72. Protection 

shall b~ by two Standard No. :. cross arms (General Order No. 7S-B), 

reflectorized. 

4. \7pcn cOt:I:)letion of Crossi:l.S No. 3E-413.2, the existing 

crossi:l.g 0: cameron StT..~et (Crossing :~o. BE-4l3.3) shall be 

?hycically c~ando:l.ccl and clos~e. 

5. vi~:hin ti."irty ('lay~ .::=ter completion, 'Pursuant to this 

order, epplica~t shall so advise the Commission in ~iting. This 

authori~.'ltioo .. 'l shell exp~ .. 7.'C i: ~ot exercised within one year unless 

tirn~ be extended 0= if :hc ~~ove conditions .lrc not complied with. 

Author~zation may be revoked or modified if pu~lic convenience, 

-necessity or safety so require. 
I 

~~ eff~ctivz date of this order sh.:lll be twenty d~ys 

Dc\'!tec1 at $i),n Fcmcw:p , california, this _"",4_~..;;;t;;;...... __ 
(ia~Y cf. ______ lIo1OU~N.:..F' ___ ) 1964. 
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