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Decision No~ -...47 .... 6.a:.fl ... 9_7 ...... ___ _ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTII..ITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFOP.NIA 

Investigation for the purpose of ) 
establishing a list for the year ) 
1970 of railT.o~d grade crossings ) 
of city streets or county ro~ds ) 
most urgently in need of 'separation, ) 
or existing separ~tions in need of ) 
alteration or reconstruction as 
contemplated by Section 189 of the 
Streets and Highways Code. 

Case No. 8950 

(Appe~rances are listed in Appendix A) 

, 
On Augus~ 12, 1969, the Commission issued an order 

instituting an investigation to establish the 1970 annual priority 

list of railroad grade crossings of city streets or county roads 

most urgently in need of separation and of existing grade separations 

in need of alteration or reconstruction. !here~fter, such list is 

to be furniShed to the Department of Public Works. Such a list 

is in conformity with Sections l89~19l of the Streets and Hi~~ays 

Code, which provides that tr-...e annual budget of the Department of 

Public Works shall include the sum of $5,000,000 for allocations 

to grade separa~ions or ~l~erations made eo existing grade 

cepar.ations. '!he actual al:'oco.eion of :lOt:cy fr.om State High'tt73Y 

Division funds is made by eha Department of Public Works and· ~hc 

California Elghway Commission. 

Public he~rings were held in Los A.~geles and San Francisco 

before Examiner Daly and the matter was su~eeed on Oeeober 21, !969. 
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Copies of ~he order instituting this investigation were 

served upon each city, coun.ty and ci:y and coun~y in which there is 

a railroad grade crossing or sep~=ation; each railroad corporation; 

t'b.l2: Dep~rtment of Public Works; the Califo~ia. Highway CotzQ1ssion; 

the Greater B~kerc~ield Separation of Grade Distric:; the League of 

California Cities; the County Supervisors Association; and other 

persons who might have an interest in the proceedir.g. 

In response to the Order Instituting Investigation, various 

public bodies desiring to nominate crossings or separ:tions for 

inclusion on the 1970 prio~i~y list filed wieh the Commission the 

following information: 

For Crossi~s at Grade 
Proposed for Elimi~t1on 

1. Identif1catio~ of crossing, including n3mC of street ~ 

road, name of r~1lroad and crossing ncmOer. 

2. 'Xw'enty-four-hour vehicular traffic volume count, by 

either 60- or 30-minute periods. 

3. Number of train movements for one eypieal day segregated 

by type, i.e., pa$senger, through freight, or ~~tching. 

4~ Statement as to delay at croseing. 

5. Type of separation proposed (overpass or underpass). 

6. Preliminary cost es=fm8te of project. 

7. Statem~t as to the ~mount of money av~ilable for 

construction of the project. 

S. Statement as to need for the proposed improvement. 
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For Grade Separations 
Proposed for Alteration 

1. Identification of crossing, including nace of street or 

road, name of railroad and crossing number. 

2. Twenty-four-hour vehicular traffic volume count, by 

either 60- or SO-minute periods. 

3. Description of existing separation structure, wi'Ch 

principal d~ensions. 

4. Type of alteration proposed. 

5. Preliminary cost estimate of project. 

6. Statement as to the amoun: of money available for 

construction of the proj~ct. 

7. Statement as to the need for the proposed ~rovement. 

Durit'1g the course of hearing, Exhibit 2 was introduced 

by the COmmission staff. Said exhibit considered the nominations 

and pert~nent data filed pursuant to the Order Instituting 

Investigation in relation to certa~n tangible a~d intangible faceors. 

These factors were used for the purpose of comparing the reletive 

importance of one crOSSing with another in order to assign 

~riorities. ConSidered among the tangible factors were traffic, 

cost, accident, state of readiness, impaired clearance and demand. 

The intangible factors considered were po'Cential traf£ic~ posi~ion 

and relation to City street pattern, rela:ionship to railroad 

oper~t1ons, available zlternate routes, sccident potential and 

vehicular delays. Also considered was elimination of existing grade 

crossings, located at or within a reasonable distance from the point 

of crossing of the grade s<cpnr.A.r.ipo ~f:. Y,'<C(l,,:; .. rcd vy So.c-t"i ()tJ '202 A 5(3) 
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In addition ~o the nominations f11ed~ the staff also 

nominated several crOSSings which it felt were in need of separation. 

These nominations are included in the list. 

Representatives of various cities and counties introduced 

evidence in support of their nominations. 

In determining the posi~ion of the grade crossings or 

separations nOminated, consideration was given to the availability 

of funds for each and consequent ability to commence construction 

in 1970 and whether or not an application had been filed with the 

Public Utilities Commission. 

In order to determine the relative position of the grade 

crossings to be separated, each was ranked according to the factors 

enumerated in Exhibit 2; viz., traffic factor~ cost factor and 

accident factor. They were then varied in position according to 

any speci~l conditions such 3S the intangible factors heretofore 

referred to. In the ease of the separations to be altered or 

widened, the factors considered were the constriction to traffic 

flow, the cost of each project and impaired clearan~es which may 

exist. 

Because of a recent amendment, money that is unallocated 

during a calendar year no longer reverts'e~ the Highway Fund, but 

is added to the money provided for in the succeeding year. This 

permits a Wider scope of consideration for complying nominations. 

As a result less emphasis will be placed upon the ability of a 

public agency to finance and complete the project and more ecphasis 

will be placed upon the need for the project. 

The Hawthorne Boulevard crOSSing in Torrance is located on 

a State Highway and therefore cannot be included on the priority list~ 

~hich relaees only to grade crossings of city streets or coun~y r04d9. 

The CommiSSion, after conRid~r1n~ ~ll t~ nomin~tions, 

establishes the followiug pr1ori;y list for 1970: 
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S 

S 

S 

S 
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PRIORITY LIST OF GP~E SEPARATION PROJECTS OR ALTERATIONS 
YEAR 1970 

PURSUANT TO SECTION 189 o~ Tat STREETS AND HIGHWAYS CODE 

Priority Croosings 
No. No::;. Street Agency ~ 
1 E-5S.6 Cottle Road. San J~se SP 
2 E-13.7 Mill'bra.e Avenv.e Y.d.ll'brao SP 
3* 4-55.9-B Dyer Road Alameda. Co\mty WP 
4 3-9.$ Lexington Avenue Los Angeles Co\Ulty UP 
5 2-74.4.4 Riverside Drive Esr~tow AT&SF 
6* EC-1l6.2-B Wharf Ro.ld. Capitola SF 
7 2-131.1 W.o.l..~ut Str.g(Jt PasOldena. AtMS'F 
S A-91.0 28th Street s.o.er.3mento SP 
9* 2-975.S-B Latonia Avenue Fresno Countj" ATe5F 

10 B-4S).7 Ydsoion Roae and los Angeles SP 
B-483.5 Griff1n Avenue 

II A-14.5 & 21\-1.8-3 23~ Street Riehl:ond SP-AT&SF 
W· 5-14.7-E Sir Francis Dr.lke Blvd. larkspur NWP 
13 D-k.6.0 & 4-1.6.7 Murri~t!l. Boulevard l.ivemore SP-WP 

D-46.6 & 4-47.2 N. "P" Street 
D-L.7.0 & 4-47.7 N. livermore Avenue 

14 6T-13.31 Valley Boulevard El ~ronte SP 
61'-12.77 Santa. Al'lita. Avenue 

15* E-17.2-B Popw Avenue Sa.."'l Mateo SF 
16 E-O.13 4th Stroet San Francisco S? 
17 A-13.e Cutting Boulevard Riehmor.d SF 
18 EG-49S.S & 6M-15.9S Wrd Street los 1~..ge1es Cotmty SF 
19 D-20.0 "A" Street &yward S? 
20 2-156.1 Imperial P.ighW3Y ~"'lta Fe Sp~lngs & 

Nonm.:.k A"t&SF 
21 B-500.5 HQ.ciendt:l. Boulevard I.'"ldustry SF 
22 E-23.2 Holly Street San Carlo~ SF 
23 D-20;6 ~Ji."'l.ton Avenue &"7""...,rc! S? 
24 E-15.2 Broo.dW3Y :21.:rli.'"lgClne SF 
25 2-488.5 Atlant1e Boulevard A1f'..3l:.bra. SF 
26 2B-O.7 Rialto Avenue S~ Bertl.'lrdino A'tP.tSF 
27 28-10.3 & 3-57~0 14th Stroet River:: ide AT&SF-U? 
28 :3-202.8 v!est A~'(Jnue Fre~no SF 
29 E-47.4.5 Auzcrais Street San Joso SF 
30 B-463.4 V.ln NUY3 Eoulevc.rd los Angoles SF 
;1 E-452.; Ro::;coe Bo\llevard 10: Angolos S? 
32 4-9.7 Fruitv310 Avenuo Or...kl.::..:t WP 
33 2H-14.l El Sogundo Boulevard El Seg:.:..~do AT&.SF 
34. 2-469.4- Hollywood. vTay a~1:la.nk SF 
35 B-11O.9 Blue C= Avenue S~=laU3 CQ\mty S? 
36 B-609.7 !'Zonroo Street Indio SF 
37 2-249.1 Edolwei~s Streot S;:m ~eeo AT&SF 
38* D-S.9-A Adeline Stroot O:.klane SF 
39* E-46.6-B Julia.."'l. Street s~ Joso SF W.} 2-252.9-A. ~t.ira:13.r Road Sa.."l Diego AT&SF 

* Alteration proj«:t" tor oX13ting ~cpa.r~tion 5tructurOZ. 

S Staft Nomination 
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OR.DER ... -~-...., 
IT IS ORDERED that the Secretary shall furnisn a full, 

true and correct copy of this decision. and order to the State 

Department of Public Works. 

The effective date of this order shall be the date hereof. 

Ds ted at _...::;:Sa.n;;;;;.,.;Fr;.;.;;;a.n;,;.d.SCO,;,;.;: ~ ______ , California, this Q2 -A .• 

day of __ D_£_·C .... ·t_M~SE;;.:.R.:...-_____ , 1969. 
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APPENDIX A 

LIST -OF APPEARANCES 

'FOR. RESPONDENTS: 

John F. Varozza, for the City of Sacramento;' .James W. Boring. 
for the ~ity of San .Jose; Ralph MOlC@en, for the City of 
Richmond; Luchan G. Baker, for the unty of Alameda; 
Harold F .. TSurham, lor the County of Fresno; Herman H. 
Beneke, for the City & County of San Francisco; Kene s. 
Lthurs; for the City of Larkspur; We Rtder Ra~, for die 
~ity of Capitola; Val Padovan, for theity of Millbrae; 
John A. Lewis, for the CIty of Livermore; Douglas s. 
CruickshanK. for the City of Hayward; M~Gfenn Weaver, 
tor the city of Torrance; Robert F. Beac , for the City 
of Barstow; Glenn F. Welch, for toe city of El MOnte; 
James F .. MartineK, for the City of Riverside; Edwin C. 
Beneafct, for the County of Los Angeles; Arthur A. Krieger, 
for the City of Pasadena; Leslie E. Corkill, for the City 
of Los Angeles; W.. W. Toli \Ie r, for 'the AtcElson, Topeka, and 
Santa Fe Railway company; Harold S. Lentz, for Sou.thern 
Pacific Company. 

FOR: INTERESTED PARTIES: -
G. R. Mitchell, for Brotherhood of I..oc:omotive Engineers; 

Wilfiam E. Sherwood, David H. Frederickson and ~ 
Thelen for the california Department o~Public worKS; 
~oet L. Harrit'lgtot'l~ for IBM International Business 
Machine COrporation. 

FOR THE COMMISSION STAFF: 

William L_ Oliver ~d M. E. Getehel. 


