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Decision No. 678~O 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC utILItIES' COMMISSION OF THE STAXE OF' CALIFORNIA. 

Application of County of Ventura. 
requestitlg apportionoent of railroad 
crossing pro~ective device oaintennnce 
eosts. 

Application No. 46743 
(Filed June 18, 1964) 

o p. I N ION 
--~ ............. ----

Applicant CO'Utlty of Ventura requests an order of this 

Coccission apportioning the ~ntenance costs of the protective 

devices installed at two crossings in Ventura County. 

Applicant nlleges that it has heretofore entered in:o 

<lgreeIJ.ents with the Southern Pa.cifie Co'Opany to provide for the 

installation of protective devices Olt the fo11owi1l8 two crossings 

in Ventura County: 

1. Tapo Street - SiJ:l:L 

2. Main Street - Piru 

Crossixlg No. E-437".3 

Crossing No. BE-431.6 

Applicant further alleges that the agreeoents for 

installation of said protective devices contain the following clause 

providing for ~aintenance of saiQ protective devices: 

"!he cost of oaint~ning said crossirlg signals mld 
appurtenances shall be apportionecl between the 
parties as ~y be prescribed by law or by agree
cent of the parties hereto. In the event there 
shall be no applicable law or agrcecent so appor
tioning such cost by Decc~ber 3l, 1963, the p4rties 
will subcit the llpportiot'ltlent of such c.a.i.nten31lce 
expense to the decision of the Public Utilities 
Cot:JCission of the St<lte of Califomia." 

Applicant County of Ventura further ~lle3es that there 

was no appliea.1>le law or aereer:lent apportioning the maintenance 

costs of the protective devices by Decex::iber 31, 1963, and that this 
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application is Qade so that the Public Utilities .Coccission may 

o.pportion the tlaintenance costs of the protective devices, and 

further requcs~s ~hat said apportioncent provide ~t the Southern 

Pac~£ic Cocpany pay all costs of ca!ntain1ng the protective 

Ocviccs at the t~ crossings opecified. 

The Coocission's director of transportation reports 

that autocatic protection has been installed at the Tapo Street 

crossing on :he Coast Line> and at the Molin St::eet cros$:LDg in 

Piru on the Santa Paula Branch by ag:eecent between the County of 

Ventur:l ond 'the Southern Pacific Cotlp.Q:ly. 

The only issue involved in this application is the 

assess~t of the costs of Qainten~ce of the protective devices 

tmd that on this issue the ColllCission M.s an established policy ~ 

therefore, a p~blic hearing is not deeccdneccssary. 

The Cot:lCission ... finds that: 

Protective devices hav:Lng been instcUled at the above 

crossings, and in conforcity with the policy and holding .oxmoUllcod 

it:. Dc.eision No .. 66454:. dated Decerlber 10, 1963, and Deeision 

No. 66$81, cUt:ed.Fcbrua.:..~ 25, 1964, we conclude tMt tbe costs of 

'C.Ointaining p::oteetive ooviees at the crossixlgz) hc:ein concerned, 

should be borne exclusively by the ~l:oad. 

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

IT IS ORDERED that the ~ntenance costs of the 

~uto~atic sign~l protection installed at the two crossings described 
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as follows: 

1. T<lpo Street .. Sici 

2. M.:l.in Street - Piru 

~I 

"' 

-4373' Crossing No. E ., 

Cro8s1ngNo. BE-431.6 

shall be borne by the Southern PD.cifie COQpany. 

'!he effective &te of this order shall be ~ent:y da.ys 

after the date hereof. 

Da.ted at ____ Ban __ Fran_c.IsOCf ____ , California, this .6.:7"~ 

da.y of ___ " ---=S;,;;E?~T...;;.EM;;.;..;' B;.;;E_R ___ , 1964. 

,pres1deiit 

Codsslonecs 


