Decision No. 70866

ORIGINAL

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNTA

Investigation into the status, safety,
maintenance, use and protection or
closing of crossings at grade of the )
lines of SOUTHERN PACIFIC COMPANY and
THE ATCHISON, TOPEKA & SANTA FE RAILWAY
COMPANY in the City of Redlands, County
of San Bermardino, California, with
Tennessee Street, Church Street,
Univexsity Street, and Judson Street;
Crossing Nos. BP-546.8, BP-548.4,
3P-548.8, BP-549.4, 2U0-7.8, 2U-9.3,"
2U-9.8,‘ 20-1004.

Case No. 8127
(Filed October 22, 1965)

Randolph Karr, for Southern Pacific
Company; Averil D. Vallier, for
The Atchison, Topeka & Senta Fe
Railway Company; and Edward F.
Tayloxr, for City of Redlands;
respondents. ‘ :

W. F. Hibbard, for the Commission
stalit. ' '

OPINION ON REEEARING‘

A bearing on the above-entitled case was held :Ln
Redlands on May 19, 1965. On October 13, 1965, the Commission
issued its Decision No. 69796 providing for widening and/or
protecting certain crossings and for apportionment of the co‘scs.
Each of the respondent railroads filed an applicaﬁion and pe:i-
tion for rebearing. The Commission granted rehearing on |
January 11, 1966. Further public hearing was held ‘beforve.
Commissioner Grover and Examiner DeWolf inm Redlands on April 75
1966, and the matter was submitted. All parties who appeared
at the original hearing were notified of ‘i:he rehear'i:ﬁg,' -
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All of the parties appearing‘at the rehearing stipu-
lated that all of the evidence introduced at the original hearing
might be treated as in evidence at the reheari ug._'Ail'pazties
further stipulated that they would have no objection to the
Commissioners or the Examiner in this case making a personal
ingpection of the crossings invelved.

Each party outlined its position and offeredf:heftestiﬁ‘
mony of one witness. Southernm Pacific Company intr9ducedfinto
evidence Exhibit No. 6 R.H., which fs a diagram of the railroad
crossing at Church Street depicting.fhe location of f@tﬁ Yo. &
flashing light signals and automatic gates; the Southern Pacific'
Company witness recommended installation of four such signals at
Church Street to guard against the possibility of trapplng cars
within the crossing area. The Commission staff witness agreed
with the plan for the placing of-four‘autométic'signals ét.tbéﬂ
Church Street crossing, and also recommended ;hét‘Nb; S‘fiéshing
lights, supplemented by automatic gates, be iﬁStalléd éﬁ_the

iversity Street crossing. No@issues were raised or eﬁidéﬁce
offered by the parties at this pearing as'tOvtﬁéwtypé‘of'protection
previously authorized at the other crossings. The'onlffother‘
issues involved the apportionﬁent of‘the'réilrbads"sharé of the .
installation costs and apportxonment of the malntenance COSts.

It is the position of Southern °acific Company that the
two railroads be permitted to divide their share-of the cost of
the crossing protection by agreemenn between themselves and
that they come back to the Commission fbr an approprxate order -

'*f they are mot able to agree.
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The position of The Atchison, Tobeka~& Santa Fe Reilway
Company is that each rallroad should install such signals as are to
be adjacent to its own tracks at the three street crossings to-
gether with the cable requlred for interconnectxon with the other
signal controls, and that eadh railroad should beer half of the
cost of the signals thus xnstalled by it (the city~to bear the
othker half)

The City of Redlands questioned the need: for aucomatic
crossing gates at the Church Street and Un_ver31ty Street cross~
ings at the present time for the reason that such gates would
add addxtzonal expense and there are other crossings in the ci*y
which more urgently nmeed protection. However, the city empha-
sized that its primary comcern is for\saféty and otated?tbat it
would mot object to gates if the Commission finds that the safety
of the public requires this additional proteétioﬁ;

At the original hearing in 1965, crossxng,gates were
proposed for Judson Street only. Since that bear:ng, howaver, the
Cormission has determimed hexein that gates should befxnstalledxat _
Church Screet, and we now take offic;al notice 6f‘co:reé§qﬁd§nce
vwhich indicates that the city and the two réilroa&s haveﬁggreed
to crossing gates at Grove Street, the principal street betwoen
University and Judson. 4s a tesult, of the four main créséiggs‘
in the area (Church, University, Grove ané Judsoﬁ),\onIYVUni§é:sity'
Street would be without gates. University’haé thé:highést traffic
count of the four; moreover, it seems clear that coﬁfusidnrcd:.be
avoided and safety enhanced by maintaining unifbriity oféprotec4
tion in the campus area. Gates'will be ordcred5at'U££§eésity ;

Street.
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The parties offered no‘agreemeno eeifo‘the‘diniéion of
the costs of insuallacion of the crossing proteetion. |

Decision No. 69796 was issued shortly after the effec-
tive date of Section 1202.2 of the Public Utilitzes Code, bu:,
through inadvertence, the Commission failed to apportion main-
tenance ¢osts in accordance with that section. Thewetroriwdli'be‘.“'
corrected. o

The Coumission finds that: (

1. Public safety, convenienoe and necessity*require'that'
Chuxch S:reec‘(Crossing Nos. 2U-9.3 and BP-548 4) be protected
by installation of four No. 8 flashing lights Supplemented with
automatic crossing gates as set sut in the order herein, the
protection on each line to be interconnected with the protection
on the other lime as specified in the order herein.

2. Public safety, convenience and necessity require that
the crossing protection atIUniversity,Street‘be-snpplemented*wiﬁhl
automatic gates. | | - |

3. The maintenance costs for the automatic protectzve
devices herein provxded for should be apportioned between the .
parties In the same mammer and proportion as the ;nstallation

costs, pursuant to the provisionsfof“Section 1202;21o£ftﬁev?nolio‘ 7

. Utilities Code.

4. The proposal of the Sanca Fe Railway Conpany that each
~ railroad partzcipate in the cost of only those: signals adjacent
. to its tracks does not give consideration to all of the elements
which bear on an equitable appo:-zonment of the cost of-the‘ -
. exossing protection; tne two railroads should be_euthoriéed'to

divide the cost of protection by an agreementzbetween'chennelven.j
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Conclusions

The Commission concludes that the findiﬁgs‘ in Decieion'
No. 69796 should be modified in accordance with F:.ndings 1 2, 3,
and 4, hereinabove, and that a new order should be substxtuted
for the order in Decision No. 69796.

The Commission further concludes that the crosszngs
herein considered should be widened and/or protected and that -
the costs of widening and/or protection should be apportioned. |

as set out in the ensuing ordex.

IT IS ORDERED that Findings Nos. 1 th:v:ough( 15, inclu-
sive, of Decision No. 69796 axe hereby affi.fmed, F:".ﬁdi‘ngNo. 13
thereof is hereby rescinded, and the follewing- are ,suﬁsi::i‘.ﬁuted'v ‘-
for Findings Nos. 11 and 12 thereof:

11. Public health, safety and welfare requ:.z:e that each
crossing be widened and/or protected as set out in the order
which is hereinafter substituted for the order in Decis:'.on‘

No. 69796, and that at the Chuxrch Street, University | Street:' and
Judson Street crossings the protect:.on on each lme be :{.nter-
comected with the protection for the other ln.ne as specn.fz.ed

in the order here:f.n

12. The costs of widening the crossings and/or installation

of automatic protection should be d‘ivided_* as ‘specif‘:'.ed .'_in the
order which is hereinafter substituted for the order im Decieion .
No. 68796. Except as otherwise spec:.fied in sa:.d order, the |
railroads should apportion their costs by greement between

themselves.




IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the followlng is substmtuted
for the oxder in Decision No. 69796+ |

1. The Southern Pac‘fic Company shall replace the existing

crossxng protectxon with two Standaxd No. 8 flashlng llght siz-
nals (ueneral Ordexr Nb. 75-3) with extra sxgna; heads for 1eft
and right turn movements from vitrus Awenue (also known as State
Street) at Tennessee Street (Cross;ng No. BP-546 3)

2. The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Razlway Company shall
replace the exist_ng protection at the Tennessee Stree~ crossing
(Crossing No. 20=7.8) with two Standard No. 8 flash;ng 1ight
signals (Gemeral Order No. 75-B). | -

3. Southern Pacific Company and The A:chisén; Topeka~&v
Santa Fe Railway Company (Santa Fe) shall install fbur Nb. 8
flashing light signals (Gemeral Order No. 75-B), supplemented
with automatic crossing gates, at the Church Stteet'crossings
(Nos. 2U0-9.3 and B°-548'4), in the manner shownkin Exhibit
No. 6 R.H. The signals Shall be intercomnected so»tha; .hey
will be actuated as proposed by the Southern Pacific w1tness,
Each railway shall remove its existingrproteéﬁion atgﬁhe§é20h§rdh
Street crossings. | | | | | | ._

4. The City of Redlands shall realign PérﬁfAyenﬁe tp‘peimit
installation of a Standard No. 8 flashing lightlsigﬁal'and'géte
on the southwest cornmer of Park Avenue and Uhive*éity Sﬁreet.

The City of Redlands is also authorized to make any changes in
the width of Universxty Street considered by zt necessary to
effect such improvement. The SOu*hern,PaCLflc Company gnd Ihe

Atchisor, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway. Company, re“pectlvely, shall
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replace the existing protection with two Standard i{o. 8 flashing
light signals (General Ord'cr No. 75-B), supplem&ni:ed with auto-
matic crossing gates, at the University Street crossing (Santa Fe
Crossing No. 2U-9.8 and Southern Pacific Crossing No. BP-548.8,
respectively) intercommected so they will be actuated by a trcin
on either line. The northern signal shall be on the socthwest
corner of Park Avenue aud University Street. |

5. The Southern Pacific Company and The'Atchicon, Topeka &
Senta Fe Railway Company, respectively, shall widea che 'cros.sicg‘
of Judson Street (Santa Fe Crossing No. 20-10.4 and Souchcm
Pacific Crossing No. BP-549.4, respectively) between lines two
feet outside the outside rail on each line to 64 feet at the
existing grade. Construction shall be equal to or ‘supcricr to
Standard No. 2 of Gemeral Order No. 72. Protection shall be two
Standard No. 8 flashing light signals (Gemeral Ordex No. 75-B)
supplemented w:.th automatic crossu.ng gates and interconnected S0
that they will be actuated by a train on either line. A med:.an
strip shall be constructed from north of the Santa Fe: line across
the Southern Pacific line. Existn.ng protect:f.on s}_;cll be removed.

6. All costs of protection and inscallatioﬁ therécf at cach
crossing specified in this order, except. the - Sant:a Fe crossing of
Tenmessee Street (Crossing No. ZU- +8) and the Southern Paci fic
crossing of Tennessee Street (Crossing No. BP-546.8) shall be 7
apportioned 50 percent to the City of Redlands a:ndj 50 percent:' tc ‘
the Southern Pacif:’.c' Company and ihe Atchisorx‘-‘,;- I‘opeka‘ & Santa Fe
Railway Company. The cost of protection and instalj.ction‘thereof _
at the Santa Fe crossing of Temnessee Street (&o'\ss:i;'ng .Nc;" ,‘ ?ﬁf7‘;8~) o
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”

shall be borne 50 percent by the C‘it:yof'lRedlands and 50 percenc'
by The Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Ra.flway Company. The cost of
protection and installation. thereof at: the ‘Iennessee Street €ro8s~
ing of the Southern Pacific (Crossing No. BP-546. 8) shall be
borne 25 percent by the City of Redla:nds, 25 percent by the County
of San Bernardino, and 50 percent by the Southern' Pacific Compahy.
The two railroads are authorized to enteij‘ V:\Lnto- an --aéreémehti‘ for‘
the division between th&n of their joint share of the cosi:s' of
installing and maintaining protect::.on at the Church Unive::sity,
and Judson crossings. If they caomot agree, the Commission will
make such division by further order. |
The cost of reaiigning Park Avenue shall be borme by |

the City of Redlands. The cost of wide:iing Univé.rs:x‘.'ty Street
and Judson Street and the cost of the median str:‘.p'at Judsoh*
Street shall be borne by the city. The cost of prepazing the
tracks to receive pavement shall be borme by the railroads. \

7. The particular :ai.lway involved ‘shall bear the maihte-'
nance cost of each crossing between lines two feet out'sido its
ratls. The City of Redlands (and San Bernardino County as to

the westerly side of the Tennessee Street Southern Pacific

crossing) shall bear maintenance cost of each crossing outside
suck lines. | |

8. Within thirty days after completion of the work here-
inabove authorized, the Southern Pacific Company and The Atch:.son,
Topeka & Santa Fe Ra.ilway Company shall notify the Conmission. :Ln |
writing of the compliance with the condit:.ons hereof .
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9. The maintenance costs for said automatic pxétective‘
devices specified above shall be apportioned in theTsame mannér
as the installation costs pursuant to the provisions of
Section 1202.2 of the Public Utilities Code.

10. The improvements herein provided for shall be completed‘
within six months from the effective date of this order.
The effective date of this order shall be ten days
after the date hereof.
Dated at San Prand%o | californta, this _457%
day of _ JUNE , 1966.

_ Comissionera‘

Comiss:toner Petor E. Mitchell being
necessarily abseat, did not! participate
in the diSpo.altiQa oL mS procoeding.

Commissicner Williom M. 'Bennétt. bem;'
necessarily absent, did mot” partic:.pata
in Y.he dispo.»itioa ot this pmceed.ing
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9. The maintenance costs for said autbmatﬁ{.c- protectivev
devices specified above shall be apportioned ‘:’.h the same manmer
as the installation costs pursuant to the provisions of
Section 1202.2 of the Public Utilities Code. : (

10. The improvements herein provided for éhall be‘COmpleted'
within six months from the effective‘date of this order.
The effective date of this order shall be ten days
after the date hereof. | _
Dated at San Francisco | califormia, this _ /5’471
day of _JUNE 1966, | -

| Cqmmissiqne:s :

Commissioner Petor E. Mir.chell being
nec¢essarily ‘apsent,  did not mticipate ‘
in t.he d:.spo.;itd.on of this proceeding.

Commissioner w:.nmm 'M- Bexmett, being -
necessarily absent, &id- not participats
in the di..position or m.-, procoedins.




