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Decision No. 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFOR.~~ 

Investigation into the status> safety> ) 
maintenance, use and protection of ) 
closing of the crossing at grade of ) 
the track of the Southern Pacific ) 
Company with Tyler Road in the County ) 
of Tehama> said crossing designated ) 
as Crossing No. C-219.9. ) 

Case No. 8313 

-----------------------------) 
Ha:rold S. Lentz, for Southern Pacific Company; 

Robert w. Trimble> Geo~e A. HOAS> and 
'rhomas J. McGlynn> for ehaIiii County, 
responaent. 

Lam La.la.~, for Tehama County Taxpayers 
Assoc1aton; Patrick G. Noble, for Westover 
Co.; interested parties. 

William Fig~~~~~ly;t!, Counsel, and M. E .. Getehel, 
for the ss10n s:aff. 

OPINION -..., ...... _ .... _-
This deci~10n is entered after a further public hearing ~s 

held in this matter before Examiner Jarvis at Red Bluff on March 18, 

1969. On March 14, 1967, the Commission ente~ed DeciSion No. 72133 in 
I 

~h1s matter. The order in Decision No. 72133 ~s annulled by the 

California. Supreme Court for feilu-re to sep&rately state findings of 

fact and conclUSions of law on all material is~ues. (Southern Pacific 

Co. v. Public Utilities Comrn~ 68 Cal.2d 243.) After the order ~s 

annulled, Southern Pacific Co .. (hereinafter sometimes referred to as. 

Southe:n Pacific) petitioned to have the CommiSSion set aside t~e 

submission in this matter and receive further evidence. On August 27, 

1968, the Commission ente~ed an o~der ~eopen1ng the matter =o~ fu~he~ 

nec::r.ing which was held as indicated. 

At the hearing Southem Pa.cific and the County of Tehama 

entered into a stipulation in which the Commission staff joined. The 
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stipulation provided that the Commission could enter an order which 

proviacd for the installation of automatic gates having circuits with 

predictors, and that the cost thereof, together with the cost of ewe 

No. 8 flashing light signals installed while Decision No~ 72133 ~s in 

effect be apportioned 50 percent to the County and 50 percent to 

Southem Pacific.. In the light of the stipulation further discussion 

of the matters here involved is not necessary.. The CommiSSion makes 

the follOWing findings and conclusions .. 

Findings of Fact 

1.. The crossing here involved is at grade and involves one main 

line track of Southern Pacific and Tyler Road, a County 'road.. 'tyler 

Road ends about 80 feet west of the crOSSing, where it intersects old 

U.. S.. Highway 99 West. It runs easterly and then southerly from the 

crossing to the communities of Gerber ~d Tehama. There is s s~teh 

to a siding, called the Rawson siding, appro:~tely 100 feet south of 

Tyler Road- The siding is used ~s a passing track, and the signal 

:, eontrolling the stopping point is approx.ima.tcly 400 feet from Tyler 

Road. 

2.. An estimated total of 1,343 vehicles use the crossing Q~ring 

a 24-hour period.. Twenty-siX freight trains and 2 passenger trains 

pass through the crossing in a 24-hour period. 'the maxim'UXD. speed 

authorized for passenger era1n operations over the cro=sing is 70 

miles per hour and 60 miles per hour for freight operations. 

3.. There have been 6 Aeci<ients at the crossing dur1'Og the 

period from Janual:)" 1, 1926 to June 28, 1968. 

4. The esttmated cose of installing the automatic p:oteceion i$ 

~17,680 And the estimate<i annual maintenance cost is $l,119. 

5. In November of 1967, while Decision No. 72133 was in full 

force and effect, Southern Pacific installed two Stand.ard No. 8 

flaShing light signals at the crOSSing. 
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6.. The public safety~ welfare~ convenience and necessi~y 

require that the crossing at grade of Tyler Road and the track of 

Southern Pacific (Crossing No. C-2l9.9) be equipped with automatic 

gates having circuits with predictors. 

7.. If, in the installation of s~id auf;om.atic ga.tes, it is 

necessary to disturb the surface of said crossing at grade, then, in 

such event the public safety, welfare, convenience and necessity 

reqUire that when the su~ace is prepared or =edone, gucrd rails or 

planking should be included in said resurfaCing. 

8. The public safety~ welfare~ convenience and necessity 

require tha~ the ~RXR" and crossing stripes at ~aid cros~ing be 

repain:ed .. 

9.. The costs of improving said crossing shall be paid 4S 

follows: 

a. The cost of installing two Standard No. 8 
Signals: 50 percen~ by the County a.nd 50 
percent by S~~thern P&eific. 

b. The cost of installing autometic gates 
having circuits with predictors: 50 percent 
by the County ~nd 50 percent by Southern 
Pacific. 

c.. The cost of repainting the "RY-R" and crossing 
stripes: 100 percent by the County. 

d.. The cost of installing guard rails or 
planking, if required: 100 percent to 
Southern Pacific. 

10. The maintenance costs for said eutomstic protective devices 

shall be div1ced in the same proportion· as the cost of construction 

has been apportioned herein, in accord with and pursuant to the 

proviSiOns of Section l202.2 of the Public Uti11t~2s Code. 

Conclusions of Law 

1. Southern Pacific should be ordered to install au'toms.tic 

gates having circuits with predictors at said crOSSing. Fifty percent 
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of the cost of installing said automatic ga.tes and the two Standard 

No. 8 flashing light signals heretofore 1nstalled shO'lJ!d be paid by 

Southern Pacific and fifty pe~cent by the County. 

2. Southe~ Pacific and the County should each be ordered to 

pay fifty pereent of the annual cost to maintain said erossing protec­

tion. 

3. If it is necessary to disrupt the surface of said crossing 

in the installation of said automatic gates, then, in sueh event, 

Southern Pacific should be ordere~ to provide guard rails or planki~ 

at said crossing when it is %'esurfaced. Southe-rn Pacific should be 

ordered to pay one hundred pereent of the cost thereof. . 

4. The county should be ordered to repaint the "RXR" markings 

and crossing stripes and pay one hundred percent of the cost thereof. 

ORDER -------

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Within six months after the effective date of this order, 

Southern Pacific Company shall install at the crossing of its railroeci 

track and Tyler Road, in the Couney of Tehama (Crossing No. C-219.9) 

&utomatic gQtes having circuits with predietors. SoutheTn Pacifie 

Company shall pay fifty percent of the cost of installing said auto­

matic gAtes and the two Stan~=d No. 8 flashing light signalz 

installed pursuant 'Co DeCision No. 72133. The County of Tehama !;hs.ll 

pay fifty percen~ of the aforesaid costs. 

2. Southern Pacific Company shall pay fifty pereent and the 

County of Tehama shall pay fifty percent of the annual cost of main-, 

taining said automatic gates end Standard No. 8 flashing light 

signals. 
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3. If it is necessary to disrupt the surface of said c1:ossiug 

in the installation of the automatic gates required by Paragraph 1 of 

this order, then) in such event) Southern Pacific Company is, ordered 

to provide guard rails or planking at said crossing when it is resur­

faced. Southern Pacific Company shall pay one hundred percent of the 

cost thereof. 

4. Within six months after the effective elate of this order the 

County of Tehama shall repaint the ~RXRn markings and crossing stripes 

at said crossing. The County of Tehama shall pay one hundred pe'X'cent 

of the cost thereof. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days after 

the date he1:cof. 

Dated at ____ ~_Fra.n_ .. _e_~_o ____ , California, this [5 "f-
JULY day of _________ , 1969. 

/ 
., ., .. ~.-. / 

~, ' '.i. .. " " I ~ 
, ....... /1 

-; ,'. ~ --
7 -p.4l ...~ ss~e'X's 4. '4~ MlUIP2 ~ 
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