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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TES STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of the COUNTY OF .

VENITRA to constxuct & street ‘ . ‘
¢crossing (Alamos Canyon Road) Application No. 47664

ovexr the Southern Pacific Rail- (Filed June 11, 1965;

road (Coast Route) west of tke Amended April 27, 1966;
Town of Simi in the County of Further Amendment June 1, 1966)
Ventura. ' R ' ‘

John W. Wissinzex, Depucy District Attorney,
azd Allen C. Weber, for applicant.

Randolph Karr and walt A. Steigex, by Walt A.
Steiger, for Sonuthern Pecific Company,
protestant. -

James C. Basile, for Moreland Investment Company,
interested party. - s

1lovd C. Young, for the Commission staff.

The County of Ventura (County) requests authority to
construct Alanos Canyon Road, either at gx:ade or separated, across
or over the txacks of the Southexn I’aci‘f‘ic. Company (Southern |
Pacific) at a point 'appro:d.mé.tely one and one-half miles west of
the towa of Simi, California.. | I

Public hearing was 'he.ld- at Ventura on April 27 aﬁd 28,
1966, before Examiner ‘Rob‘éf:t Bernett. The matter ’was subm:’.’tted on
the latter date. Or .Itmewl , 1966, applicant filed 2 petiti&n ‘to
sct aside submission in'a;@:ordance wich Rule 75 of the Cbﬁn_ﬁission's
Rules of Practice arnd Procedure- This petition asks ‘.thai:v the 2ppli-
cation be amended to mclude 2 'request for aut:hb:izat£¢ﬁ -tof.éon* |
st':uclt a crossing at separated grades as an alternate preposal to

the original reguaest for authorization z:'o‘ construct a CXoOSsing 3T
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grade. As mo request was made for a hearing to take furtt‘xe::'_‘c_évi- |
dence, we shall treat the petition as an amendment to the amended
2pplication. | ‘ | | |

Appendiix "A® attached.here.tb, is a diégram of the arez.

Moreland Investment Company (Mo:ela::ci)" proposes to
build a residential and light commereial development om approxi-
mately 5,100 acres located north of the ‘Southern Pacifi_c tracks.
These tracks are in a deep cut just east of the proposed
crossing. Los Angeles Avemue, 2 state higbway;.r i‘s‘lbcated_ 2p~
proximately 300 feet south of the tracks axnd, near thg poj.nt of
the pxoposed cxossing, paraliels the txacks. There is 2o 'pdbli‘c -
access from the area of the proposed development to Los Angeles
Avenve mear the proposed crossing but there is a private '_g:.:‘a_de‘
crossing at this location; the proposed crossing will p:évi&e -
needed access. Los Angeles Avé_nue, in this area, is to be ze-
aligned to improve its usefulness. Oak Park Road (Crossing
No. 3-430.9) » located appro:c:imately 1,350 feet wgst’ of thé pxo-
posed crossing, provides access across the Southern Pacifn.c tracks
from Los Angeles Avenue to a County park north of Acbe tracks.
Tais road is mot suitable for carrying ‘héavy traffic'volmés to

the proposed development. A proposed freeway is to be located

approximately 1,500 feet porth of the crossing and shouldbe
completed by 1972. N -
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Estimated affic volume over the prc>posed cross:mg is

sbown in a traffic study (Exhibit No. 2) as follows. 7 ,
24-hr. - o
Year - No. of Homes Velicular Vol. . Peak Hour Vol.

1967 50 © 200 35
1570 500 92,0000 . 350
1972, 600 2,400 4200
19755, 800 ’380 75
19804 Ultinate Development 550 100

1/ Freeway mterchc.nge estimated 24-hour volume 3, 200'
peak volume 550.

2/ Frecway intezchange estimated 24-hour volume 4,6503
peak volume 750, ,

Applicant orn.gmally proposed to prov:f.de for th:x.s t:raff:.c
by constructing Alamos Canyon Road at grade over the Soutnern
Pacific tracks. However, applicant is willing to comstruct a2
cxossing at separated grades if the Commission so orders.

Applicant's primax-y rcason for preferr:.ng a grade ¢rossing
rather thon a grade separation is cost. An enginecx testn,ffied
on behalf of applicant that the estimated cost of a grede Useparat':x'.on
is %29,814- of a grade crossing, $176,407. | Otaer factors ivhieh
were comsidered in moking the choice of 2 grade exross :.ng were the |
safety experience of the County with Standard No. & flash:.ng lignto
augmented by gates; the zmount of vehicles that would u..,e the
crossing after the frecway wes 'bu:.lt- and the number and’ speed of
train movements over the crossing. |

On eross-cx.eminat:.on it was brought out that $145,000
of the estimeted cost of the grade ‘separation is for the re&ligni:zgf
of Lot Angeles Avenue. However, the County was goiﬁg to rcal:.gn :
Los Amgeles Avenue xegardless of the c?ossing nlgmcs Canyon

If 2 grade seperation could be built w:.tao’..t n..hc m..ed ...o
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realign Los Aﬁgeles Avenue the cost would‘ be $283,000. Even this cost
was censidercd by the witmess to be excessive. - | |
Another witmess of applicant testified that f.he grade
¢xossing estimate of $176,407 included approximately $95,000-‘£ox
relocation of Los Angeles Aiwenue, and that the grade separation
estimate of $429,814 included some funds (mot itemized) for re-
location of Los Angeles Avenue. He added that it was not:. neces-
sary to relocate Los Angeles.Avenue if a grade crossing were
constructed, but that it would be mecessary to relocate Los[A‘ngeles‘
Avenue if a grade separation were comstructed. At this Location,
in his opinion, the cost of a grade separation is appi:o:d.métely'
$349,000 more than the cost of a grade crossing. o
The County is considering closing Oak Park Road. An
exchange of properi:y with Moreland may be effected whereby the
portion of Oak Park south of the Southern Paci‘f:’.’cy tracks woﬁld 'be
exchanged for propert:y‘ noxth of the txacks. This exchange. would
remove the need for access to the park from Los Angeles Avenue.
A new road, north of the tracks, would be built from the park to
Alamos Canyon Road. | - e
The average daily traffic estimaﬁes were based soiely
on residentiél occupancy forecasts. No allowance was made for |
the use of the crossing by constxuction workers a.nd mate::ialmen
nor was. any allowance made for the use of the crossing by persons
traveling from Los Angeles Avenue to the p:oposéd’r freéway,’ nof
for service vehicles in the area ’ such as milk trucks, main:ezzance
trucks, garbage trucks, and police and fire ve.hz’.cles.
Souvthern Pacific's pubh.c proj ect enginee.:: testif:z.ed that

the railroad track proposed to be crossed is the man.n 1:.ne track |
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between Los Angeles and San Framcisco. Thexe are Zoux ‘passe'ng_er

train movements and 12 to 16 freight movements pexr day over the
proposed crossing. The speed of these trains at this point_ is
from 60 to 65 mph. In additiom, extra trains move ovexr this track
at any time during the day or night. In the witness's opiﬁiog, a
separation at grade is the safest construction for this crossing.

This witness submitted estimated cost figures for a grade
separation. In his opiniomn it should ot cost more than $50,000
additional to comstruct a grade separa.tn.on rather tban a cross:r.ng
at grade; $100,000 additiomal at most. He pointed out that |
a grade separation would save the cost of installing’ and‘ m.aintaz.ning ‘
signals, gate arms, predictors, realignment of traclé ' aﬁd a drainage
system. Ee based his estimated cost on his zeceant exper:’.ence with
constructing similar bridges over Southern Pacif:'.c s Palmdale-
Colton-San Be::na:rdmo line.

A staff engineer recomended that a grade. separation be
 constructed at the proposed crossing. His recommendation is based
on the fact that the Southexn Pacific main line is in a deep cut
(approximately 25 feet) just east of the pioposed crbssing, .which
will facilitate constxuction, and that such a separation is prac- _
tical, will provide the safest type of crossing, and will eln.minate
delays to vebicular traffic by movement of long fren.ght trains.

In his opinion, a grade sépa.xation should be built now whilé the
azea is undeveloped rathexr than at a later date when land ac-

Guisition and construction costs will be higher.




The staff witness presented an exhibit which showed the
total cost of building a grade separation to be $‘237,000’ with the
cost to the County only $130,475. He estimated that the cost to
the County of a grade crossing would be $75 ,000 . EBis conclusion
was that tke Coumty would incux additionel costs of approximatelyl
$55,475 by constructing a grade separation rather than a c_'rossing,
at grade. | ' |

The witness's cost figures are based on applicant’s
cost figuves for a grade separacioﬁ, but eliminating all costs
of xelocation of Los Angeles Avenue. In the staff with_ézssf’s opinior,
all costs relating to the relocation of Los Angeles Avenue were
improperly included in estimated costs of both thé grade separa-
tion, and the grade crossing, as these costs are not attributzble
to the meed for the crossing. The witness also assumed that

Ock Park Road would be closed and the County théreb’jr wdulc} be able

to obtain the benefits of Public Utilities Code Sectiom 12025 &)

and of the Grade Sepaxation Fund.
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The stall vwirneess eatimate ig-

COST_OF SEPARATED GRADES

Alamos Canyon Road approach.to separation
structure (1,000 feet) | $-21,250

Separation structuxe | | 170,QOQ‘

Alamos Canyon Road - Onsite cut | - 3,500
o Offsite cut . T 13»000 __

2ina 2,600
Praioage | | . TSN
10% contingencies _ 2,535

Total - 5 QOP -

Rounded - $237,000

ATTRIBUTABLE SHARES ASSUMING
ALLOCATION FROM GRADE SEPARATION FUND
AND CLOSE OF OAK PARK ROAD CROSSING

1/ | |
Southern Pacific share 137" ' | $ 30,300

County share 43.57 | - 103,100

State share 43.5% | 103,100

3% of the 137 represents the estimated savings to Southern
Pacific from the closing of the Oak Park Road crossing.
(See Public Utilities Code Section 1202.5(b).) '

1/

TOTAL COST TO COUNTY TO BUILD
ALAMOS CANYON ROAD AT SEPARATED GRADES

Grade Separation | | 103,100

Alamos Canyon Road approach to grade separation
not allowable iz Grade Sepaxation Fund estimate 14,875

Offsite Cut work not allowable in Grade Separation
Fund estimate ' ' o '

Total Cost

The vaxious estimates of comstruction costs to build
Alazos Canyon Road at sepaxated grades that are in evidemce in

this case are based on differisg assumptions. The County's

-
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estimate includes some £OStS properly alioeable to the realigoment
of Los Angeles Avenue, and some costs for Alemos Cenyon Road that
axe not properly allocable to the grade separation. The estimate
of Southern Pacific is based upon a design fox an'o_\_rerﬁas'_s" that
is similar to one already built by Southexn Pacific which design
is not necessarily of the same type that the County used in malcing
its estimate. Al.?so, the overpzss recommended by Southexn Pacific
has a diffexent angle of approach £rom Los Angeles Avenue to the
point of cross...ng the tracks. The staff estimate is merely an
extract from the County's est.:.mate, with certain factors el:.m.pated.
No pla::.?s for am overpass were submitted at the hearipg,
therefore, our authorization will be subjec*‘ to our ‘f&tfl.’ner- ap~

pzoval of plans to be submitted to the Comzicsion.
Tindings of Fact

The Comm:.ssmon finds that: |
1. Moreland Imvestmont Company prOpOM’S to bui 1d 2 1arge

residential and commercial development noxth of the Southera

Pacific main iLine track approximately one and one-hal.f. miles westy
of the town of Simi, California. -

2. Access to this development from Los Angeles Avenue south
of the track is required near the. po:.nt where Alamos Canyon Road |
crosses the track. _

3. There are four passenger train movements and 12 to 16 |
Lfreight movementé per day over the proposed croSsing.' The sPeeol |
of these trains at this point :.‘.s from 60 to 65 mph. In addi :Lon
extxa trains move ovexr this z:::acx at aay time during the day or
night. | ‘

4. Ultimate development in this. ares will ceuse moxe than

560 vebicles per day to utilize the crossing. ‘Prior to ult:una:e :
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development, and before a proposed freeway is comstructed nozth
of the crossing, overﬁZ,éOO vehicles per day will utilize the
crossing. : e
5. The cost of realigring Los Angeles Avenue should mot be ;
included in either the:estimated.cosc of constructing‘a grade “
crossing or a grade separatioc.
6. The additiomal cost of constructing 2 grade separation,
wken compared with the cost of construc.ing a crosszng at g:ade
Zs not excessive and is commemsurate with the added bene£1t¢<thao
a grade separation will effect. . o
7. Public convenience, necessity, and safety foquire t@aﬁ7bf/////'
the proposed crossing be comstructed ﬁt separated grades.
8. This grade separatiom project wxll directly result in
the elimination of an existing grade crossing at.Oak Park Road.
Based on the foregoing findings of fact the Commission
concludes that the application shoold be granted to construct a
crossing at separated grades cver the tracks of the Soc-hern
2acific Company.

IT IS ORDERED that:

2. The County of Ventura is hereby acthorized to construet

& crossing at separcted grades over the tracks of the Southern |
Pacific Company 2t 2 point approximetely one cnd one~kalf miles
west of the town of Simi, Califormia.

2. Tae County of Ventura shall submit to the Commzssmon '
appropriate plans approved by the Southern Paclfic oompony for
the comstruetion of said overpass.
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3. Construction and maintevance costs shall be borme in
accordance with agreements to be entered into between the parties
and a copy of said executed agreements shall be filed w:!.th the

Commission prior to commencement of construction. bhould the

parties fail to agree the Commission will appért:ion the cost_s by

furthex ordex. | -

4. This authorization shall expire if pot exercised within
three years unless time be extended. Authorizationm may be revoked
or modified if publiec convenience, necessity, or safety so :equi:e.

' The effective date of this order shall be twenty da.ys
after the date hereof.

Dated at Ban Franolsco California this 4—? 5‘.46_,
AUGUST 1966

Commissioner Frederick B. Bol&)of" beii:g'
ncccs:arzly absent, Aid mot participate
in the di..po»ition of this proceedg:nz-
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