
Decision. No. 'GS23~ 

BEFORE !BE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION' OF TEE STA'IE':OF:" cAi,IFORNIA" ' 

:nvest~8ation o~ the CoQmission's, 
o~'tl. I:O~ion into the status ~ safety,. 
mai:ltcnance,. operations ~ use' and , 
pro:ection 0: a crossing, at grade 
of the Southern Pacific Company in 
the City of Riverside at Kansas 
Avenue - C%o:;sing No. B.:-545.3'. 

! 
Case 'No.. 805:7' 

(Filed November 10~ 1964) ,. 

) 

Randolph' K;'~.c andW~' A. Steiger" for the . 
SOuthern Pacific· Company,., and John, Woodhead,: 
for th:e. City of Riversi.de,. respondents. 

Elmer Siostrom, for Commission:·staff., ' 

o PI N"I'ON, - - - -,'- -"'-. 
>'i 

. ..' "1. .' , '" . 

Ibis investigation of Cro,ssingNo .. BJ-545,.3·oftbe ' 
I '1 

. II .'.. .' ',' ",' '\II, • 'j_' ",' I 

SouthernP.ncific Comp.o.ny at Kansas AVCnue ,in,' the C:i:t:yof Riverside; 
, , , .' ,:':' '. , . 

crossing protection for the health. and' safety of:' the.p~bli.e, to:. 
" ., 

prescribe terms on which any installation and'. mainte~ce:, of p~o,-
• ' •• ','. 'I •. ~ : - '.' ",' 

tection s!lz.ll be c~e,. and to make suchapp~rtiollment o'f:eos1:~' ~s.: 

may <:ll'pea:. just end reasonable. ,", .', 

A public bearing was ,held at RiverSide on Jnnuary14; 
\ ' , c, ' . 

1965) before Examiner, Chiesa .. Oral and.documentary" ev1dence:baving, '., 
'. ~. ..!, ' 

been adt!uccd, ::he matter W.;l$ submitted, for decis:i.on~ . ,. 

The evidence shows that, ,the" said' g:ade"cros~ing,:,cons;ists 

of a br.:lIlch line' track ata 9O-d~greean81e·. with';z4n~i~.'ive~~~ :, ' 
'. 

Qnd ~at the grades Qf appxoac:b axeleve-l~Appro'aching.~~'l!.D.s~· 
'" " . ' 

" " ", , '" I":' ,,"Ii',·' , 

however ~ are obscU'!'ed by inclust:rialbuild1ngs, .. in three qU3drants 

and a p.e.:kinZ lot, in. ttl~ fourth. 'Ib~i_diat~' are~·is.,:iri~~~ial 

\, .... 

'. 

-1-. 

' .. \,.' 
."." 

. ': ", ~ '. '.' " 

, ·r .... 

'" .. ' 

"'.' 

, "I'." 
'", I 

. . . . , 
" ·,·;r 

-.",:" 

", .-." 

I, ) ", 

,.,' .' 

. ,,' 

.'," 



c. 8057 • BR-
~ , . 
.. ' "~' I . ",' 

'. .'. ~,-~. ,-,', . 

,,',' 

and :esidential. Kansas Avenue is a' principal north-south-street " 
. .' .. '. ,',. " ' .'~. '," 

which is 56 feet wide at the south approach 'and'l, 3S",feet,atthe 'north ',' 

approach to the track. Easterly from· KaruJas A';~ue,p~all:il.'1ng the 
'. " 

tracks on the north~ is Massaehus~tts Avenue, a 30-foot~:'str~et,~'An, 
, , 

extension of Massachusetts Avenue westerly from 'Kan~ ,'Avenue serves:, " ' 
\'.' , 

only as a driveway into a lot of an adjacent ' industrial plant." 
'. ""'" ,,'. '".; , 

A Commission t%3.1l$portationengineertest1fied ,that 'on ' " 
. " .' " 

December 30, 1964, 2,539 vehicles' passed, the cros~ing:' betW~en 'th~, 
. .' " \ " ',' 

'I.' , 

hours of 8-:30 a.m. and: 5 :30 p.m.' and'that peal( traff!c occUrred, 
, ' . , .. ' .. 

between 3 :00 p.m. and 5 :00 p'.X1l., the,perioc.t which the: on~'da:iiy,:' 
, '. " '" ',', . 

. ~ '. ,.'., " ' 

ttain operates and, makes, several switching movemeutsacross,I<.:ins'as," 

Avenue (five such movements on the day of tbe':Ln~peceio~;~.'.' I~~~a~.':' " 

the opinion of said wit'C.~ss' ~at the"'c:toS~i~iS'b~~~~Oll~,bec:a~Se.;:".,."· '< 

. '/"'" 

of the coincidence o£peak 'vebicula,: travel' and: train' ar'r:tvaland:,: 

switching times, and <the obsttucted, view',fl:om.'~~"n~rth ~~d··s~u..1l;· ",,' 
, ,~ . 

approaches. 
, , " 

The t:affic engineer for the City, of, ,Riv'erside;testi.fied,,-.. <;, . . . , 
, '.' 

that a 24-hour count taken January 12, 1965"showed that~:4,,280;< 
. . ," '" .. 

yeb.icles passed said crossing; that the' peak tra~el'was',between ' 

7 :00 a.m. and 9 :00 a.m., and, 3:.00 I p.m. and 5,:00 l>.m~", when 640:"' , 
. )~ , " ,.. " 

and 910 vehicles, respectively, moved over the .. tracks.:. Between::, 
• '. " " , I," • "t.' ,,' '" ..• 

• • , • " " ~ • < ' , ," \ II : ' "' '_', . , 

8:30 ~.m. and 5:30 p.m., 2,790 vehicles we%e:' eountecl~ or2SO:.more' 
., <', • : I • , ' '. ~ 

\' ., ," 

than the staff count of Dec.ember30,' 1964. It: was: this witness",',', 
,I" ,~ '. 

opinion 'that No.. S flas!lingliSbt' signals are ,necessaryat';'this,':, ' 

crossing in view of the existingconditious' and the '. increasin&;i 
, . 

t:avel and:: industtiaJ. activity. 

The accident record, at' said c:rossingshows, tha.t :<s.:Lnc,e 

January 1, 1959, there have been two' train-aut'o collisio~'ie':' 
, , 

sol ting in three injuries.. Pr1o;r thereto,. betweetl> 192:6'::anc:t i19S?'~, 
~ , :', ~ , . 
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there were four a~cidents resulting, in two ,injuries and :p'rop~rty 

damage. 

The railroad's project engineer submitted an esti:mate of'" 
construction cost ,of two Standard No. S flashllng signals of -:$S;;,990.,., 

and ~intemmce cost of $476 per year. It wastbe opin:ronof~thiS': 
- ,-

'W'ittless 'that flashing light signals are no't justified and::, ~Mt 

there wllould ~ no material improvement ove~ s£gns,asthesignals 

·~, .. ouldbave to be placed some distance from the cr6sSing:ttacks "due:, 
.,,', 

to the al~ent of the s~eet. 

Testimony of the-\rl.tnesses for tbecity and, tberailr.oad .. ', 

indicated no objection to- some sharing. of tbe constructi.onco'sts~ 
'" 

',-
, ~.' 
,I"~ 

" '.,,' , ,.- ',,' , ': " ';1 

No evidence was received pcrtainingto theall<?cation of maintenance .' -

costs, although an offer of proof on the issue of ,'allocation of, 

tnintenance costs was made by counsel for the'railroad"_ (Exhibit :No.3) .. :'" 

Based upon the evidence we find' the factsto:-be,as-be~e~-
, , 

above set forth and conclude that tbe public saf,ety and' he~lth -,-

require the installation and maintena~ce, of- protective' de"T.!:,cc,s, at 

s.tid crossing as are hereinafter provided~ Theco,$tof-irlst~liing', 
flashing light signals at Kansas'Avenue should,be:apporti~ned 

I, I , , ". 

50 percent' to the Soutbern Pacific Company and- 50 percen£.tC> the' 
',,1 • I., " 

Ci::y of R:tverside~ the Southern, Pacific Company to pay for·the·cost, 
,'" I' ,', '. ", " 

of 1:S.intai ning said -protective devices. 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. The Southern Pacific Company shall;:<,.dthin.ninety' days" 
\' • I 

after the effective date hereof ~ replace the existing·~oss:tng<-
, " ' '., . 
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protection devices at KaDsasAvenue,in the ·Cityof,'Riv~rside,.:· ... 
.. .. ~ " 

Crossing No. BJ'-54S.3, with two Standard No~ 8:fla~hing;:light s:t~s·~ 
, i,' •• 

2.. The installation costs for installing saidNc>~ 8:: flashi:n,g.: . 

light signals shall be apportioned on the basis: of 50 '~er' cent. to- , 
1,1' , 

be paid by the City of Rl.verside .. and· 50 per cent to be paid by: . 

Southern Pacific. Company' .. 
. . . . \' , . 

3. The maintenance costs. for· the two· No- .. 8':fl~hing.light 
. "', ',', 

signals installed' at Crossing No. BJ'·-545·.3:shall· be'bo:CnebY·.· 
"~'. 

Southern Pacific' Company. 
'., ' 

'!be effective date of this :order' sball '.be:.:·twenty:(jaYs ::: 

after the date· hereof .. 
". " ' 

Dated at San Francisco , Cali.fornia, this "f-lh,' 
day of:-·_~M;;;;.A~~.;;.;CH~ __ , 1965. 
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