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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTTLITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of the State of
Setvicas For ba-goeat of Seneral

exvices for an Order or g 156 ' No. .
the Reconstruction of Mr. Bishop (g§§§§‘§2§§335592051Z%§o-
Under ﬁhe'Southern.Pac$fic and September 23, 1970) .
Transportation Company’s Plate
gz;dgg Bridge, Structure No., : '

No appearance for Dept. of Gemeral Services,
State of California.

Barold S. Lentz, Attorney at Law, for Southern
aciiic Ilransportation Company, respondent.

E. Douglas Gerard, Executive Dean, for California
State Polytecknic College, and
David F. Romero, City Engineer, for the City of

3 po, Interested party.
Y. E. Getchel, for the Commission staff,

The Department of Gemeral Services filed this application
to reconstruct the Mount Bishop Road cxossing (Ctossing~No.’
EQZSO.O-B), which passes under a Southern Pacific Tramsportation
Company plate girder bridge. The crossing will be ifmproved along
with the construction of a mew entrance road from State Highway
One (1) to the California State Polytechnic College at San lLuis
Obispo. Tke new road will have four lanes and sidewalks, with‘an
extra lane for farm implements, when it is completed. The o:igiﬁal
application advised that the railroad bridge is only_lzxfeet G‘indhes
above the crossing, vhich is less than the_lsifoot vertiéai‘clearégée,
required by the Commission's General Order No. 26;D; Ihg'applic#ﬁidﬁ\
was amended on Maxch 9, 1970 to provide a description of thevwhrnihg.-
device to be installed to warn approaching drivers of the imﬁaire&f
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vertical clearance., The application was further amended on |
September 23, 1970, and a specific request was made for a variance
from the vertical clearance of 15 feet reciuired by General Oxder
No. 26;D. It was noted that nhe position of the creek under the_ |
bridge makes it impossible to provide any more vert:vical clearance.
The safety issue prompted the Commission staff to request a hearing', :
which was held on January 6, 1971 in San Luis ob::spo, before ;
Examiner Fraser, | _

Applicant was not represented at the hearing, Appli-
cant’s representative in Sacramento was contacted by a long distance
telephone call, and he advised he did not comsider it necéssary to
appear since all issues were already settled. He further advised
that any questions could be answered by the college represéntati.ve,
who would be at the hearing. Counsel for ‘the Southern Pacific
Iransportation Company made a motion to dismiss the proceeding due
to the absence of applicant and the consequent lack of presentat:.on
of applicant's case. The motion to dismiss was den:’.ed The parties
who were present, including Southern Pacif:.c, agreed upon the s:’.gns
and warning devices to be installect o

- -

Findings

Bzsed upon the evidence the Comm:t.ssinn _f:{nds that:
1. Applicant should be authorized to improve the Mount Bishop -
Road crossing as provided in the application.
2. The improved crossing w:f.ll provide four 12-foot wide
vehicle lanes, two 6-foot wide sidewalks and a 12-foot vl;ane foi' )
tractors on the north side of the vehicle lames.
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3. The position of Brizzolari Creek and’the t:riple box
culvert under the roadway which contains the creek will not allow
more than 12 feet 6 inches of vertical clearance between the bridge
and the roadway. | | ‘ |

4. Applicent should be authorized to deviate from the 15-5001:’
vertiéal clearance required by General Order No. 2‘5-15.- |

5. The devices to warn of the restricted clearance should
consist of chains hanging from a horizontal wire extended across
the roadway, the chaims to hang 12 feet 6 :anhésvabov_e the road.

6. The poles supporting the i:ight side~-as the croés:tng is
approached from each direction--of the overhead warning dev:l.ces
should have 2 flashing yellew warning light above & sign which will .
be identical to the standard WE4R sign pictured in the Division of
Righways Plaoning Manual. These poles shall be at sufficient d:.s-

tances from the crossing to give adequate waming to. approaching
vehicles.

7. A large reflectorized sign wa.rning of the impaired
vertical clea.rance should be placed on each side of the br:‘.dgeu
These signs will be identical with the standard sign p!:ovided z’.n
the Planning Manual of the Division of Highways.

8. Additional signs waming of the :\'.mpaired vertical clea.r-
ance should be placed by the Califomia State Polytecbnic College

at the Intersection of Mount Bishqp- Road and State Highway No, One
(1), and at any other intersection where large trucks are likely
to cross or enter the road leading to the Mount Bishop Road ‘cross‘ing'.'
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 Conclusions

The Commission concludes that: | (

1. Crossing No. £-250.0-B at Mbunt-Bishop-Roaé in San Luis
Obispo should be widened and improved. -

2. Applicant should be authorized to deviate from the vertical
clearance required by Gemeral Order No. 26-D,

3. Adequate warning signs must be provided to warn of the
impaired vertical clearance at the crossing.

4. The denial of the motion to dismiss the applicaticn should

be affirmed. The record indicates that the improvements in Crossing
No. E=250.0-B are in the public interest,

IT IS ORDERED that:

1. The Department of General Services is authorized to
reconstruct the crossing of Mount Bishop Road (Crossing No.
E-250.0-B) under the Southern Pacific Transportation Company s plate
girdexr bridge substantially and in accordancé'with‘the“application'
and awendments thereto f£iled herein.

2. The Department provide the warning devices and signs
described in the findings herein. '

3. The cost of recomstructing the crossing‘and erecting the
vaxning devices and signs‘be borne by the Department of General
Sexrvices. _ _

4, The California State Polytechnic College'providé-the
¢istent warping sigac 2t the intersections as provided in tne
findings herein and bear the cost therefor.
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5. The vertical clearance at the‘éroésingjmay'be~1eés tﬁan
the 15 feet required by Genmeral Order No, 26-D, |

6. Within thirty days after the completion of the work
hereinabove authorized, applicant shall notify the Commission in
writing of compliance therewith. |

7. The denial of the motion to dismiss the application is -
affirmed., h |

3. The improvements herein provided for are to be completed

within one yeaxr from the date of this order,

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days‘
after the date hereof. | |

Dated at Som Francio | Califormia, this oo .
day of . MARCH . 1971, 4

Commisainner thliam"Svmonﬁaer;,;beingi‘
pecessarily abzent. a4d met norticipato -

in tho dispoﬁition‘or~thi§‘prdce§¢§§syV‘l




