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Decision No. YT - aB‘ﬁ T
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAIE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of the State of California g
Department of Public Works for an ,
order authorizing construction of a ) , ‘
crossing at.grade in the City of Application No.. 48780
Seagide, and closure of an existing (Filed September 12,1966)
- crossing at grade in the City of S :
Monterey, across tracks of the
Southern.Pacific'COmpany;fin Monterey
County, referred to as 'Humboldt
Street. Grade Crossing.' o

George D. Moe, Melvin R. Dykman, J. Keith McKeag
and mw E. Sherwood, for California State
Departxent of Public Works, Division of
Highways, applicant.

William C. Marsh, for City of Monterey; Saul M.
Weingarten and Gordon R, Forrest, for City of
Seaside; Myron E. Eticonc, Jr., for Unionr0il
Company; protestants.

Harold S. Lentz and L. W. Telford, for Southern

Pacitlic Company, interested party.
M. E. Getchelg fgf the,Commissggn staff.

OPINION

By this applicatioanaliforﬁia State Department‘of'?ublic
Works, Division of Highways, (Department) seeks authority to €°°3Fr“°t
a cﬁossing_at grade'over the track of Southera Pacific Compény '
(Southexn Pacific) at the proposed exteﬁsion of Bumbo;d:fS;rget,-in
the City of Seaside (Seaside). Applicant also seeks_au:ﬁoriFY'tO
close a ﬁearby croSsing of‘said'track'at Roberts Awenue ithhe5CitY ”
of.Mbn;erey (Monterey) . These proposais are directly’rglated;§°fplaﬂ$l
for the State Route l‘fzeewaj, now dnder construcﬁidﬁ'north-én@‘ﬁesz
of the Southern Pacific'right-of-way. | :

Public hearing was hel@\béfore Examinet_Bishop*on January 25
and 26 and February 20 andIZl,‘l967 at Montexey and on March 7, 1967
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at Seaside. ConcurXent briefs were filed and with the £iling of a

stipulation relative thereto on May 12, 1967 the matter was taken

unaer submission.

No opposition was expressed to the construction of the
proposed Humboldt crossing. Granting of that part of the applioation‘v
zelating to the closing of the Roberts crossing was opposed by the
Cities of Monterey and'Seaside‘and by Union Oil Company. Southérn
Pacific appeared as an interested party and by its active participa-
tion supported both proposals.. Testimony of nineteen witnesses was
received. Thirteen of these—were presented. Jointly by protestants
Mbnterey and Union Oil Company. ‘

~ The record shows the followingjfacts: The afoxesaid |
freeway is being_constructed for a distance of six miles through
the cities of Sand City, Seaside and Mbnterey, extending from,Fort
ord to a point near the top-of.Carmel Hill. It is expected that the
freeway will be completed near the end of 1968. The only direct:
access from and to Seaside will be provided'at ﬁumboldt Street. On-
and off-ramps will connec:t the freeway with this street, which it
is proposed to extend southeriy across thé Mbnterej 3ranoh ofﬁ
Southern Pacific to a comnection with Del Monte Boulevérd, a main
thoroughfare of the two protestant cities. This connoction”will
also provide access from and to Canyon Del Rey Boulcvard‘(Stéte
Route 218), which now extends southerly from‘DelyMbnte Boulevnrd.to
a connection with the Mbnterey-Salinas Righway (State‘Route 68).:

In effect, Humboldr Street and Canyon Del Rey Boulevard will
constitute a single thoroughfare, intersecting Del Mbnteyin‘the '
yicinity of the proposed‘Htmboldt‘crossing.
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Applicant proposes that the crossing shall bé proteéted with .
Standard No. 8 flashing light signals suppiémented with #utomatic
gates. At the nearby intersection*with‘Humboldt-Laguna Del Rey,
Del Monte will be provided with storage lanes for left turn'ﬁovements
onto those streets. Additionally, appropriate autoﬁétic traffict
sigﬁals will be installed at the intersection. These Qill be tied

in with the railread crossing signal circuits SO that,‘on the approach

of 2 train, the operation of th? txaffic signals will be preempted: by
1 ‘ ‘ ' '
said crossing signal cixcuits.”

The cost of construction of the proposed grade crossing and
of the automatic signal protection will be apportioﬁed in accotdance‘
with agreements which were being negotiated between appliéant and
Southern Pacific at the time of filing of the application herein.

Immediately to the west of the planned extension of
Humboldt Street and to the moxth of the railto#d righ;-of-way'and
Del Monte Boulevard is a small body of;water designated‘és Robéfts
Lake or Laguna Grande. Roberts Avenue extends along the'nottEer1y
and westerly.sidés of the lake, érosses the Southern Pacific track
at the westerly end of the l#ke'and forms a "I" junction ﬁith[bel
Monte. The distance along Del Monte between the.p:oposéd°Hnmholdtv

grade crossing;and27he existing Roberts crossing‘ié épptoximatelygone‘

quarter of a mile.”

The distance from the northerly edge of the traveled way of

Del Monte to the railroad track, at the proposed crossing, is
about 150 feet. ' o ‘

Roberts joins Humboldt at the northeasterly cormer of the lake.
A portion of the street, located on the easterly side of the
lake, which will constitute part of the Humboldt access to the
freeway is now a part of Roberts Avenue. Apparently this
portion of Roberts will be renamed Humboldt. _
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Roberts Lake is located entiﬁely'wi:hin the City of Seaside
but that portion of Roberts Avenuve from a point just west of its
junction with Humboldt to its junetion with Del Mbnte;'inoluding its
crossing of the Southern Pacific line, 1s located within the‘City of
Monterey. In 1961 the City of Seaside acquired Roberts Lake‘end the
strip of land around it, to be developed iato a recreational a:ea.
The city hopes that such improvement of the property may‘be
accomplished within £ive years.

In the area of the Roberts crossing the railroad and
Del Monte are paxailel. The distance from the southerly rail of
the track to the traveled way of Del Monte is approximately 55 feet.
At the grade crossing the pavemeo:'is only 16 feet wide.‘ The
approach grade froh;both directions is substantially borizontal.
Signal protection consists of ome Standard No. 3 wigwag on the :
northerly side of the track and a crossbuck sign on the approach
from Del Monte. There is an advance warning sign on Del Mbnte a
short distance easterly of the Roberts jumection. A "stop"\sign is
.placed at the edgelof‘the‘Del‘Mbnte Boulevard righﬁ-of;way against
’traffic entering that:;ho:oughfare'from;Roberts;

Visibility of trains approaching the Roberts crossing 1s
impaired in the following respects: For drivers westbound'oe ”

Del Monte plamning to turn right into Roberts the view of eastbound
trains is somewhat obscured by a row of large cypress and eucalyptus
trees which stand between the track and the highway, principally to
the west of Roberts- To a lesser degree these trees obscure the.view

for eastbound vehicles planning to turn left onto,RQbeifso;'Visibﬂity

ofytrains approaching the crossing from thewwest'isfalso¢obsouted
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by a curve in the raiiroad'track and by an embagkment which is a part
3

of the freeway overpass construction.” These features are located
several hundred feet to the west of the crossing. For drivers.oﬁ
Robertslapproacﬁing the crossing from the north the view tb the left :
is relatively umobstructed, while visibility of trains coming from
.the right is good after they have passed tﬁe embankment; For‘drivers
on Del Monte planning to turn onto Roberts, from either the’ea$t,or
the west, there is the additional crossing hazard emcountered where
a highway and railroad are closely parallel. |

Train service overlthe‘Mbntereijranch consists of ome
passenger train and one freight train in each direction daily. The
eastbound and westbound passenger trains mormally cross Roberts
shortly after 8:00 a.m. and shortly befére 8:00 p.m., féspeéfi&ely.
The freight trains are unsdheduled. Maximum speed for passenger
trains is 35 miles per hour and for freight trains 253milesrpef houx.

Immediately west of Roberts Avenue an&'north of Del Monte
Boulevard is a faciiity’for the bulk distribution of productéVof\ ‘
Union Oil Company. These consisﬁ of gasoline, dieselvfuel and clean~
ing solvent. Storage 1s in undexground taoks and there is a structare
for offices and other purposes. Eantxy to the faéility is made from
Roberts through a gate which is about 140 feet from che nearest rall
of the Southern Pacific lime. The property is owned by Union 011
Company and leased to the distributor. He receives consignments
about three times per week from the refinery at Richmond. Acéording
to the distributor, the delivery ﬁo bis plant is made with.éftractor--

tank trailer unit measuring about 60 feet in length. Distribution is

3/ At the indicated location the freeway is being carried over the-

railroad and Del Monte on an overpass as cons;ruction progresses
westerly toward Carmel Hill. ‘ ,
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made from his plant to local purchasers by means of‘his‘oﬁn mach
smaller tank trucks. He estimates that his delivery trucks traverse
the Roberts crossing about 24 times each business day} the Richmond
trucks also use the crossing as the direct access to-ihe dfstxibution
facility. |

Adjacent to and northerly of the railroad right-of-way and
bordering the easterly side of Roberts Avenue 1is a small, privately
ovned piece of property. There is 2 small building on the lot in
which family possessions are stored. No active ose bas been made of
this property for the past twenty yeaxs and no specific plaﬁé'for its
future use heve been formulated by the ownérs, the Rappa family.

with one exception, the only'regular‘use nade of the
Roberts crossing during receant years bhas been by t*ucks going into
and out of the Union 0{l distribution facxlity.4/ The exception is
the movement of trucks to and fﬁom the area of freewayuconstruction
in the vicinity. This movement is, of course, only temporaiy.: Two
traffic counts were taken by the Department at the Roberts crossing
several days. apart in ALgust 1966. Each c0unt was from noon to noon
of the following cay, excluding the period from.midnight to-G-OO a.m.
- During the period the checks vere made. Roberts was closed at the
easterly exit due to freeway construction, so that all vehicles
traversing the Roberts ecrossing were going to, or coming from,,:he
Union 01l facility or the freeway construction area. The two traffic
counts showed 37 and 41 vehicles, respectively, entering oroleaving
the Union Oil facility. Some of these vebicles were-contréctoffsf

trucks engaged in connection with the freeway project. Exclusion.of

4/ The record shows that for many years prior to about f£ive years
ago Union 0il Company itself operated the distribution facility
on a much larger scale, when there were many more movements pex

day over the Roberts crossing of large tank cruck units than at
present. .

-




-

A. 48780 AB

these vehicles from the above totals reduced the counts to 27 and
30 vehicles, reepeetively. The totals of all vehicles usiné the
crossing during the respective periods, including.equipment‘ﬁoving
directly to or from the freeway project, were 88 and 79.

With respect to tramn-vehicle accidents at the Roberts
crossing, the manager of the Seaside Chamber of Commerce ‘testified
that his investigation revealed only one such accident in a,period ,
of over 70 years. Other evidence disclosed that the accident;iﬁ‘
question occurred om Januarj 31, 1943.

A senior engineer of the State Division of Highways
testified as to the besis for the Department s proposal to close
the Roberts crossing. By scaled diagrams he demonstrated that,
because of the short distance between the railroad traekeand the
traveled way of Del Monte, one of the loﬁg S-axle cadk‘trueké,*making
a stop 10 feet from the nearest rail before czossing‘the fraek'to
enter the Union Oil facility, hangs out some 14 feet onto said
traveled57ay of Del Monte, thus eieating a hazard to highway o |
traffic.” This witness also showed that such a tank vehicle, moving
southward across tae track after leaving the Union Oil'property and
making the stop at the stop sign before entering Del Monte, hangs

" over the railroed track. This situation enhances the possibility of
a rail-truck collision.

The circumstances of obstructeefviewfof approaching trains,
as hereinabove recited, were also testified to by the higbway engineer
as a basis for requiring the closing of the crossing. | |

In the opiﬁion of this witness, the new Humboldt erossing

will be much safer for the trucks operating from and to the,petroﬁeum

5/ The law requires tank vebicles to stop at least 10 feet from any
railroad crossing before traversing same, and that they shall. not
¢xoss until it Is safe to do so. o

-7
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distribution facility than is the Roberts crossismg, since the vv
Humboldt-Del Monte will be signalized, left turn storage lanes will
be provided on Del Monte, there will be adequate stopping space on
Humboldt between the track and Del Monte, and automatic gates will
be inetalled at the Humboldt crossing.

The recoxd shows that, under the contract between the
Department and Monterey'Roberts has been repaved and widened from

its junction with Humboldt, along the northerly and westerly sides

~ of Lake Rg?erts, to a point near the entrance to the Union Oil :

facility.” If the Roberts crossing is kept open, the Department
witness testified, the poxtion of the street which has not been

improved Includi=ng the crossing area, should be cor*espondingly
repaved and widened.

In the opinion of the aforesaid wi tness, the Roberts
crossing cannot be made as safe as the new Humboldt crossing The‘
closeness of the railroad rmght-of—way to Del Moante would make 1t
necessary to acquire considerable property on the southerly side of
Del Mbnte opposite Rcbers s in order to construct an intersection of
sufficient size to accommodate the large 5-axle tank-trucks}which
sexve the petroleum facility. However, the property in questioneis
already commercially developed. Additionally, the pro#imiﬁy of the
freeway overpass would prevent realignment of Del Mbnte sufficient

to prov1de storage room for said trucks at the Roberts in ersectxon._

6/ The width is now 24 feet, with 3-foot shoulders.
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7§he evidence adduced by protestants, thxough'tbeir.varlous

witnesses, which 4s designed to show that the Roberts crossing should
be kept open, may be summarized as follows:

The closing of the crossing would place the Union Oii
distribution facility at the end of a cul-de-sac more‘th&ﬁ a quarter
mile in length, and would teguire trucks moving between it and points
wésterly of the Humboldt-Del'Mbnte Intersection to traverse an unduly
citcultods route. Moreover, when Roberts Lake and the bo:deripg
property are developed as a park and recreation area clelng‘of7the
,Roberts‘crossing will require said trucks to pass through thefpark. |
It 1s undesirable for commexcial vehicles~regularly,to'travétse public
park areas and it is probable'that such movements, at least of the
large tank trucks, will be prohibited by the involved cities whea
development has been accomplished. Apart from consideration of. truck
movements, - Seasxd# is concerned that there should be easy vehicular
access all around the lake for those who will use its facilities.

This would be greatly ichibited by closing of the crossing. |

Seaside and Mbnterey have plans for an enlarged reczeational
area and comvention center which,will include not only the Roberts
Lake area, but also the shores and adjecent property around Laguna
Del Rey, a larger lake lying to the south of Del Monte Boulevazd
opposite Roberts Lake. The Roberts crossing_is necessary fo: £ree
oirculation of traffic through the larger park area. Ihié‘prOjoct |
also contemplates the ultimate developmeat of the Union 01l and:Raopa
properties for uses, such as motels and restaurants, compatible with

the recreational activity in the park. If the Roberts croSSitg;is

4/ Witnesses Ior protestants included the city manager, Iire chlex,
police captain and planning director, all of the City of Mbnterey;
the managers of the City of Seaside and of the Seaside Chamber
of Commexce, a consulting plammer, two comsulting traffic
engineers, 23 real property manager of Union Oil Company, and
the petroleum products distributor, among others. :

_-9- ‘_
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closed, the value of those properties for such purposes will be
greatly diminished, if not nullified

The Union Oil property is within the cicy limits of
Monterey, as is public access to it over the Roberts crossing.‘ Ie
case of a2 fire at the fecility, the truck from the closest Mbnterey
fire bouse would require about 3 minutes running time. The second
truck, coming from a more distant base wwuldﬂfequire'from 6 to 8
minutes. If the.crossiog is closedﬁthe‘firSt :ruekewould'be.foreed
to go all the way around Lake‘Roberts, an additiohai disteece of
nearly a mile, in order to reach the fire. The elapsed time from
the firehouse would then be 5-1/2 to 6 minutes. The second truck
under this latter cireuhstance would follow aldifferent_procedure,;
under which it would require from 13 to 16=minutes.to‘go'from the finr
house to firefighting position. According to the fire chief the
first five minutes of a fire are critical. The closing of the cross-
ing would adversely affect the quality of fire protee:ion accorded
the Union Oil facility. This is all the moxe important because of
the highly inflammable nature of the petroleun products. Some
alternative procedures, in.the event of clooure,'werevsﬁggestedoby'
counsel} the fire chief testified, however, that these wouldtbe '
impracticable. | |

Closxng of Roberts would also increase the problem.of
adequately policing the area. Factors inm this circumstance would be
the conversion of Robefts Avenue into a cul~de-sac, the additional-
time invotved‘in going around the lake, and the matter of'getting
clearance because of the necessity of paseing through the City of
Seaside to reach the site of the emergency.

With respect to the accldent hazard at Roberts crossing,
protestants draw attenxion‘:o the fact that there has been no train-
vehicle accident at the ¢rossing infmore than 25 yeaxs. A factor in

this appears to be the relative infrequency and slow speed of the .

-10-
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trains. Relative to the hazards ereated by the 60-foot, 5-axle tank
truck units at the railroad crossing and in Del Monte Boulevard, the

movenents ¢f these vehicles into and out of the distribution faeility
occur only three times per week.

There was considerable testimony by applicant's engineer
concerning the volume of traffic which would pass over the Humboldt
crossing, and assuming the Roberts czossing to be closed. Theee_
estimates all related to the year 1985. He later adjusted the
estimates to include eraffic from a laxge apartment buildihg project
whichk the Olympia Corpoxation is plamming for an area along the beach
of Monterey Bay north of the freeway in Monterey, Seasidelandeand
City. Soﬁe of this latter traffic, he estimated, would:enter‘ﬂnmbold;
bue most of it would go south or north on the freeway. His‘adjpsted

figures, for 1985, showed that, of the total cars moving.southbound"

over the Humboldt crossing, 750 per day would turm west g7eDe1;Mbnte.

An equal number would make the reverse of chis movement.~ He further
estimated that if the Roberts crossing is left open perhaps:l;OOOT
vehicles per day would use the Roberts route because oflits,seenic
attraetibns, A witness for protestants, however,‘estimatedvthet
about 200 cars per day, from or to the £reeﬁay and the Olympia
development, would use that route in preference to continuing on the

freeway or going through the Bumboldt-Del Monte interseetion

8/ The engineer s projection, for 1985, of all traffic moving over
the Humboldt crossing amovnted to 15 400 cars. Most of these |
would move over other legs of the Humboldt-Del Mbnte interseccion‘
than the: west leg of Del Monte. ,
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In 1962 Union Oil Company sold a portion of its Roberts
Avenue property to the State in commection with the proposed freewpy.
That'éompany's witness, who handled the negotiations leading'to'the“
sale, testified that at no time in the discussions with the State
officials was mention made of a proposal to close the Roberts cr@ssiq;

Also, the record shows that the contract made by the Department with

| the cities of Monterey and Seaside rxelative to the conétfﬁctionrofhthe,
ffeéway and access roads contemplated that the Robértséroééing;wbﬁid
remain open. | | | |

A signal engineér‘of Southern Pacific, tescifying,for
applicant, recommended that if the'degision is to keep‘Roberts open
the protectioﬁ at the crossing be upgraded by theinstaliation o£f
Standard No. § flashing light signals supplemented with automatic
gates. This recommendétion was.baséd:on the hazards created byvthe
regular use of the c¢crossing by petroleum trucks and on higlekbectétion
of the traffic which will flow via Roberts Avenue from and to the
freeway, and the Olympia project. However, a traffic énginéér,‘
testifying for protestants, was of the opinion that if thg'cfossing
were to be kept open'and\improveménts in it wexre necessary ﬁhi§h 

requiréd relocation of the wigwag signal, sald sigrnal shduld'be~

replaced by No. 8 flashing signalé. He did not think aucomaticmgaces

were warranted under any forseeable conditions.

Discussion, Findings and Conclusions

The proposed Humboldt Street grade crossing is an essenmtial
part of the Department's plan for an access route between the City |
of Seaside and the freeway. As previously stated, thié*route‘will‘
provide the only direct conmection between that city and tﬁe freeway.

The proposed grade crossing will be adéquately protected"byvaﬁtométic

~12-
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signals and‘gates and the proposed nearby intersection of Humboldt
with Del Monte will be so constructed and signalized as td adequately
accommodate the large volume of traffic anticipated after completion
of the freeway. No one has opposed the granting cfthis:partcf the
application. |

The evidence relative to the proposal to‘clcse Roberts
crossing 1s conflicting. It is clear, however, that inmmdiateiyjupcn
closure truck movements from and to the Union 0il distributioﬁ'
facility would be inconvenienced in varying degrees, depending upon
the oxigin of inbound, and‘destinacion of outbound vehicles.

Again looking to the future, from the standpoint of the
park or recreation area users, it appears illogical to—previde a road
which, in effect emcircles the lake, but which is closed off et‘bne
end just where it would be expected to connect with an important
thoroughfare (Del Mbnte) _

With respect to all of the traffic volume esttmates, it
should be emphasized that these relate to 1985, seventeen years hence.
While the figures of xecord are important for freeway comstruction
purposes, they are of little valﬁe for the purpose of‘determining
how many cars from and to the freeway and from and to the olyﬁpiaf
project will use the Roberts 'cutoff" in the next several years, if
the crossing is kept open. That therxe will be an increase over ther
present usage of the crossing is certain, but, as the record shows,
the tendency is for drivers to get onto a freeway at the first
opportunity and to leave it at the off ramp nearest the driver's
objective; It appears that to permic the crossing‘torema;nopen.
will not result in a great deal of through traffic in Roberts.
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The advisability okaeeping the‘crossing open for purposes.
of fire and police protection has been demonstrated.

The degree to which hazards are experienced at the crossing.
1s not such as to require its closure. Upgrading of the signal
protection can remedy ‘the situation as to most crossing movements.

The fxequeney of S-axle tank truck movements over the crossing is 50
low as not to require at this time the recomstruction of the Del Monte-

Roberts junetion by provision of right turn and left turn lanes for
such- trucks.

It appears that placement of Standard No. 8 flashing light
signals, in lieu of the present wigwag and crossbuok signals, should
. be adequate protection. The question'of-signalization of the‘junotion
of Roberts Avenue and Del Mbnte Boulevard is a matter for determina-
tion by the City of Monterey. As traffic into and out‘o£‘the.Roberts
 route increases, signalization may be foundjneceaéary. | ‘
Since Roberts has been widened and improved around the lake,
as a matter of safety it will be necessary to correapondingly widen
the pottion of that street between the termination ofothe new pavemenﬁ
and the connection with Del Monte Boulevard o
we find that'

1. The proposed Humboldt Street ex:ension was initiated and
w111 be financed by the. Department of ?ublxc Works, Division of |
Highways as an access road from and to the State Route 1 freeway,

| now under construction. : |

2. Humboldt Street, as extended, will provide the only dinect

access from and to saild freeway within the City of_Seaside. |

3. In oxder to reach a connection with Del Monte and Canyon v///,/”

Del Rey Boulevards it will be necessary to extend Humboldt Street

across the track of Southern Pacific Company's Mbn;erey'Btanch.
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4. Public convenience and necessity require the comstruction
of Humboldt Street at grade across said track.

5. Public safety requires the ins;ailation at said crossing of‘
Standard No. 8 flashing light sigmals supplemented‘wi;h_autdmatié.
gates. | | i |

6. Closuxe of the Roberts Avenue crossing will adversely affect,
in many instances to a marked degree, the opérations of the Union Oil
bulk distribution facility hereinabove,identified, by‘reéuiripg.thg B
routing of trucks tbtough the'proposed\Humboldt—Del‘Mpnteintérsectidn
and around Roberts Lake. o o

7. Closuze of Roberts crossing will greatly inconvenience
users of said park faciiitiesrby creaticg a long cul-defsac, allowing

only ome point of cantry and exit for motor vehicles. -

8. Closure of Roberts crossing will make impracticable plans

of the Cities of Monterey and Seaside for ultimate development of
the Union 01l and Rappa properties for uses, such as locations for
motels and vestaurants, compatible with the recreational activity in
the park. | |

9. Closure of the Roberts crossing would adversely affect
esgential fire and police protection for the Unionn 0il £§cility_and
the area adjacent to Roberts Lake.

10. The bazards existing at the Roberts crossihg are not such
as to require the closure of that crxossing.

11l. 7>ublic convenience and necessity require that the Roberts
crossing be kept open.

12. Public convenience, necessity and safety require that the
pavement over sald ¢rossing be widened at least to the‘widﬁh of that
portion of Roberts Avenue which was repaved by Depaxtmenx under its
freeway conttact with.Mbnterey.
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13. Public safety requires that the protection at Roberts
crossing be improved by the installation of Scandard.No. 8}£1a$$ing
light signals. -

We conclude that the application should be granted as it
relates to the proposed Humboldt crossing, that it should be denied
as to the Roberts cfossing aad that the crossing and its protection

should be improved as set forth in £indings 13 and 14 above.
ORDER

IT IS CRDERED that:

1. The Deﬁartment of Public Works, State of Califbrnia, is
authorized to construct Humboldt Street at grade 2cToss the Monterey
Branch of Southern Pacific Company in the City of Scaside Monterey
County, at the location described in the application herein to be
identified as Crossing No. EE-123.6. |

2. 'The width of said cxcsszng.shall be not less than 42 feet
and grades of approach not greater than one percent. Construction
shall be equal or superior to Standard No. 2 of General Order Nb. 72.
Protection shell be by Standard No. 8 flashing light signals (General
Order No. 75-B) supplemented with gutomatic gate arms.

3. Construction expense Shall be bo:ﬁe in accofdance with an
~ agreement entered into between the‘par:ies. Should‘ﬁhe parties fail
to agree the Commission will appo:tion the cost of con#truction by 
further’order.t Applicant shall bea:'maintenance cost‘of'the chssing
outside‘of‘lines two feet outside\of”:éils. Southern Pacific Company
shall beaxr maiﬁtenance cost of the crossing.between.suchslines.‘

4. City of Monterey shall improve and widen Roberts Avenue

‘at its crossing at grade over the track of Southern Pacific Company,
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1dentified as Crossing No. EE-123.8, in the City of Monterey, to a
width of not less than 30 feet, with grades of approéch not greater |
than one percent. Comstruction shail be equal to or superior to
Standard No, 2 of Gengral_Ordex No. 72. |

5. Southern Pacifig Company shall improve the protectiom at
said Crossing Ne. EE-123;8.$y'installation of two Standard No.:8
flashing light signals (Gemeral Oxder No. 75-B). | |

6. Construction and installazion expensce for said Crossing
No. EE-123.8 shall be the subject of agreement between the’Depaicment
of Public Works, Cities of Nonterey and Seaside and Southern Pacific
Company. Should éﬁe‘parties £ail to agree, the Commission yil1
apportion said costs By furthét order. City of‘Mbnterey'shail bear
maintenance cost of tﬁe {mproved crossing,outside of lines twoiféet
outside of rails. Southern Pacific shall beax maZotenance cost of
the crossing between such lines. | | ’

7. Maintenance costs for the autcmatic protective devices
specified in ordefing paragraphs 2 and S-of this order shall be
divided in the same proportions as the costs of cénstruction.and,
installation‘shall bave Been aﬁportioned, in accord with an¢ ﬂ
pursuant to the provisions of Séction 1202.2 of the Pﬁbiic Utilities
Code.

8. All of the construction and installations provided fo;-in

this orxder shall be completed within one year after the efféctive‘
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'Edate hereof, but in no event later than the date on which the State
ROute 1 freeway is opened for traffic through the c:u:y of Seas:lde. |
The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 3

after the date hereof.

Dated at _ San Prancisco Califomia this / f 4
sy e

day of ' -t




