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Decision No. 6~S:12 

BEF'ORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFOIU"UA 

Application of the County of ) 
Riverside, a political subdivision ) 
of the State of California, having ) 
corporate fOw:~~} 'ii en orOef to ) 
construct a crossing ~t grade £or ) 
a pu.bl:le h1.ghway kD.own as 20th ) 
Street over the tracks and right ) 
of way of th~ Union P3cific Rail- ) 
ro..o.d Compaoy; and eo el:f.m1nate ) 
existing railroad crossing No. ) 
3-54.4-C. ) 

App11cae1on No. 47295 
Filed January 26, 1965 

Ray T. Sullivan, Jr., County Counsel, by 
Tild~n L. Brooks, for applicant 

B~n J. Lawler, for Union Pacifie Railroad 
Company, interested party. 

W. F. Hibbard, for th~ Commission staff. 

'. 
OPINION -----------

Applicant County proposes to eliminate crossing 

No. 3-54.4-C, on the Union Pacific Railroad, formerly known as the 

Wilson Street erossing and now len own as 20th Street, because of a 

street name change, and to construct a crossing at 20th Street 3S 

said street is to be realigned as shown on the map attaehed to the 

application, and alleges that t~e change is in effect a reloeation 

of an existing gr~de crossing. 

A public hearing wcs held in Riverside, California, oc 

May 11, 1965, before Examiner DevTolf, at which time four witnesses 

testified, seven exhibits were received in evidence, and the matter 

submitted on the same date. 

The deputy county eounsel for the County of Riverside 

stated tru~t the County of Riverside and the Union Pacific Railroad 

Company are in agreement as to the changing and improvement of this 

crossing and the division of the cost of the road work, but have 
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not reached an ag:cement ~s to the type of protection to be installed 

~t the c~ossing. The witnesses for the County testified that the 

old crossing is abrupt) narrow and unimproved and is protected by one 

crossbuck. The old road serves only a few homes or small farms; 

carries traffic of approximately 70 cars per day and has a record 

of no accidents. The new road is to be straightened, improved and 

widened to 40 feet. A County witness testified that an asbestos

cement pipe plant has been built a short distance from the railroad 

and will use the new crossing; when the plant is put in operation ~t 

will increase the traffic to approximately 400 cars per day; and the 

heaviest traffic will be in the morning and evening at the change of 

shift. The witnesses also testified that this is the only indus

trial plant in the area which will use the crossing and whether any 

others are planned at this time is not known. 

A traffic engineer of the Riverside County Road Departmen~ 

testified that he keeps safety reco:ds of all railroad crossings in 

Riverside County; he has made a priority list of the approximately 

140 crossings in Riverside County; the old crossing at Wilson Street 

is number 109 on the list; and that the improved crossing will be 

numbered 78 on a revised list with 50 crossings having higher use, 

priority and lower safety factors and which do not have any automatic 

protection. 

Tl1c witnesses for the applicant testified that the County 

of Riverside is limited as to the amount of tax funds available for 

the installation of automatic crossing protection; consideration 

should be given to the other crossings which have higher priority and 

greater need for protection; and that automatic lights are not 

needed at this crossing at this time or in the ~ediate future. 
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An inspector of public projects for the railroad testified 

that he is familiar with the Union Pacific Railroad Company's cross

ings as part of his duties; he made a study of this new crossing; the 

road work bas been completed at the crossing; and that it is 

presently open as a private crossing to the pipe plant. He intro

duced into evidence his report, Exhibit 4, parts of which are as 

follows: 

Traffic, 24-hour volumes 

Vehicles •••••••••••••••••••• 360 
Trains .. . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . . . . . . . 2 
Maximum vehicular speed, estimated 20 to 30 m. p. h. 
Maximum train speed •••••••••••••••••• 15 m.p.h. 

Proposed Grade Crossing Data 

Number of tracks ••••••••••••••• 1 
Number of moving vehicular lanes 2 
Angle of crossing ••••••••••••• 900 

Track alignment •••••••••• Tangent 
Street alignment 11° 30' Curve 

Visibility 

Northeast quadrant 
Southeast quadrant 
Northwest quadrant 
Southwest quadrant 

Recommendation 

· ........ . · ........ . · ......... . 
• •••• ifj ..... 

Good 
Good 
Fair 
Fair 

Maximum vehicular traffic over proposed crossing 
will occur in the morning hours, bet'ween 7 a.m. 
and 9 a.m. The Crestmore Branch local arrives 
at the proposed crossing between 2 p.m. and 4 p.m. 
In view of relatively light vehicular and train 
movements over the proposed crossing, recommend 
the installation of two reflectorized Standard 
No. 1 crossbucks. 

An associate transportation engineer of the Commission 

staff testified and submitted his report, Exhibit 6, in evidence. 

Exhibit 6 outlines the need for protection and makes recommendations 

as follows: 

Need for Autom3tic Protection 

Based on the projected use of the proposed crossing by 

vehicular traffic and motorists' restricted visibility of approaching 
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trains in the southwest quadr~t~ it is concluded that adeq~ate pro

taction would not be provided by Standard No. 1 signs and that auto

matic protection should be installed. 

Recomendation 

It is recommended that ewo Standard No. 8 flashing ligh~ 

signals be installed as the minimum protection with the inst~llation 

cost to be apportioned 50/50 between Union Pacific Railro~d Co~pany 

and Riverside County. 

The Commission finds that: 

l. The applicant and the Union Pacific Railroad Co~pany are 

in agreement as to the need for the proposed crossing changes and 

improvements and that counsel have stated th2.t the work has been 

completed~ the crossing placed in operation for the asphalt plant as 

a private crossing~ and remaining iss:ues are the type of crossing 

protection and apportionment of cost. 

2. The recommendation of the engineers for the County of 

Riverside and the Union Pacific Railro;?d Company should be adopted 

for the improved and widened crossing at 20th Street and the divi

sion of the cost of road work but due to the expected increased 

vebicular traffic and train movements over tba proposed crossing~ 

resulting ~om the full usage of the n~w pipe plant, it should be 

protected by installation of t:",wo Stand.'lrd' No. S flashing light 

signals and the cost of installation should be borne equally by the 

County of Riverside and the Union Pacific Railroad Company. 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. The County of Riverside is authorized to open a public 

grade crossing at 20th Street and the tmion Pacific Railroad tracl<s 
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substantially in the ~nner and in accor~ance with the plans filed 

in this proceeding1 subject to the conditions herein set forth. 

2. The work required to be performed shall be done and the 

cost thereof shall be divided between the County of Riverside and 

the Union Pacific Railroad Company in aCI::ordance with the agreement 

between the parties .. 

3. Crossing prot,ection at said crossing shall be by two 

Standard No. 8 flashing light signals. The cost of protection and 

installation shall be apportioned 50 percent to the County of 

Riverside and 50 percent to the Union Pacific Railroad Company. 

4. On or before thirty days after the effective date of this 

order the grade crosstng~ formerly known as Wilson Street~ 

No. 3-$4.4-C, with the Union Pacific Railroad Company track in 

Riverside County shall be closed and the roadway barricaded. 

5.. The Union Pacific Railroad Company shall perform the 

work of closing said Wilson Street crossing and bear the entire 

cost of same. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at ___ Sa.n ...... Fran __ C13_·_eo .... · __ ~ California, this I~ day 

of ____ A_U_G_US.....;T ___ ~ 1965. 

Comm1~:ionor Goorgo G. Grover. being 
necoz~~rily ab:ont y did not partic1pato 
in tho d1~po~1t1on of this proceeding. 


