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BEFORE THE PUBLIC‘UTILITIES comuxssxon OF THE STATE OF'CALIFORNIA

Investigation bor the purpose of
establis a list for the fiscal
year 1975-76 of existing and proposed
crossings at grade of city streets, -
countylroaigs ordst\;te highwgys moSt . Case No. 9842 .
wrgently need of separation, or ember

projects effecting. the elimination (Fﬂed Dec 17 1974)
of grade crossings by removal or

relocation of streets or railroad:

trecks, or exdsting separations in -

need: of alteration or reconstruction :

as contemplated by Section 2402 of the )

Stzeets and Highways Code

(Appe_aranoes are listed in Appendix A.) .

OPINION

By its order dated December 17, 1974, the Comuission
instituted an investigation for the purpose of establishing the
1975-76 railroad-highway grade separation pr'.!’.or:t.ty list as required
by Section 2452Y of the Streets and Highways Code, which requires _
that by July 1 of each year the California Public Utilitie_s . Commission
shall establish a priority list of those railroad grade separation
projects, including the elimination of existing or proposed grade
crossings, the elimination of grade crossings by removal or ==
relocation of streets or raflroad tracks, and the alteration or
reconstruction of existing grade separa.tions most urgently in need'
of separation or alteration. The list, based on cr:[ter:ta establ:‘.sned ‘
by the Commission, contains Projects on city ‘streets, county roads ‘
and State highways which are not freewzys as defined in Sect:ton 257

1/ Chapter 8 of the Strxeets and Righways Code was amended.and renum—

bered as Chaptex 10 Sections 0 to 2461 by Statut:es 1974
Chapter 545. ;
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of the Streets and Bighways Code. ’l‘he 1ist is furnisheu to the .
Department of Public Works' and the Califormia Highway Commission and
s2id agencies, pursusnt to the provisions of Sections. 190 and 2453
of the Streets and HighwaysCode, allocate $15, 000 000 annually, .
pPlus amoumts carried overs to those nominations :t:n accordance with
t:heir priority on the 1list. N
Public hearings wvere held in Los Angeles and San Francisco -

before Examiner Daly and the matter was. submitted on Aprﬂ 17, 1975
upor the receipt of late-filed Exhibit 73 and comcurrent ope:sxing and
¢losing briefs, the latter having been £iled on May 9, 1975.—/

| Copies of the Order Instituting Investigat:ton were served
upon each city, coumty, and city and county In which there is a
railroad ¢rossing, each railroad corporation :!.nvolved ‘the Depa.tment
of Iransportation (Caltrans), the California E:[ghway Cammission, the
League of California Cities, the County Supervisors Association,
and other persons who might have an interest in the proceeding. R

In response to the Order mstiruting Investigat:ton, varions

public bodies desiring to ncwingte crossings or’ separations on the
1975-76 priority 1ist tiled with the Comutssion the following
information:

A, For Existing or Proposed Crossings at Grade |
Nominated for Elimination by Proposed Separation
and Grade Crossings Nominated for Eliminmaticn by

al _or Relocation of Streets or -Railroad Tracks
MW

1. Identification of crossing, including name of

. 8treet or road, name of railroad and cross:lng
number

2. Twenty-four hour vehicular traffic count or .
for Proposed cross:tngs, estimted ADT for 1976

_/ If the Alhawbra project, which was Priority No. 9 on the . 1974-75
%;g 7:&3 not funded, $3,985,476 will be carried over to the

pexriod, and wul resul" in available funds In- *he amoun«.
of $18, 985 ,476 as of July 1, 1975s.

3/ The hearings on March 19 and 20, 1975 at Los eles, were ’hel‘cl_ , ‘/
before Examiner Main because Examiner. Daly was 111, The transcript
covering those two days was read by Examiner Da.:.y.. o -
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Nﬁmber of train movements for ‘dixe typical day
segregated by type, i.e., passenger, through
freight, or switching. _ L
Vehicular speed 1imit and the maximm prevailing
train speed. o o
Quantitative statement as to vehicular delay at
crossing, in minutes per day. ‘

Distance on each side of -the crossing to
the nearest alternate routes, in feet.

A statement approximating the amount. of
school bus and emergency vehicle usage,
- per day. : _

A 10-year ‘acc‘i.dent- hi’stofy of the oumber .
of vehicle-object and vehicle-vehicle accidents
directly attributable to the presence of the
grade crossimg. - oo T
Width of the crossing in feet and in pumber

- of lames. | e
If automatic. gates are mot ‘present, a statement
detailing why they would not "be‘_‘feasible“.,“ :
Approach grade for both directions of.
approach. o T
Iype of separation proposed (undexpass or
overpass). S S
Preliminary cost estimate for project with .
Costs separated into right-of -way, engineering,
and construction, with a statement as to the
certainty and date of the cost estimate.

Statement as to need for the proposed 'imﬁra\gemept?
and agencies' willingness to pursue the project..
Any proposed crossing nominated for. separation
should be subtyped ecither: - Coe
‘2. A grade crossing 1s practical and
feasible. B o
b. A grade crossing is not practicaland - .
feasible. 7. . TR

i
. o
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16. For grade crossing(s) nominated for

) elimgation by ?egcval or relocation of
streets or tracks, the estimated cost of
eliminating crossing(s) if grade separatiom
facilities on the existing aligmment of the
street and railroad tracks were comstructed.

B. For Grade Separations |
Proposed for Alteration

1. Identification of cros.«; > Including name
of street or road, name o railroad, and
crossing number. ' -

Iwenty-four hour vehicular ; traffic count.

g:mber of train movements for ome typicé.l‘
Y segregated by type, i.e., passenger
through freight, or switching. ’

Description of existing and proposed -
Separation structure with principal dimensions.

Iype of alteration proposed.

Preliminary cost estimate of ‘project with _
costs separated into right-of-way, engineering,
and construction, with & statement as to the .
certalnty and date of the cost estimate.

A 1ist and xelative description of any of the
following, if applicable: -

8. Substandard highway width or height
clearances'. : ' :

b. Highway speed reduction due to alignment.
¢. Ratiroad slow order due to structure.
d. Highway load limit due to structure.

A 10-year history of the number of vehicle
accidents attributable to the structure. .

A detailed statement describing acute:
Structural deficlencies, if any, and the
probability of structural failure.

Statement as to meed for the proposed improvement
and agencies' willingness to pursue Fhe‘ project.

Upon receipt of i:he‘ requested informa:iq;i the s;t;gff japp;:if.édj
a formla adopted in determining the 1974-75 Grade \:S@a:atli@:“';kiqxit;y R
List, subject to certain reevaluations of the criteria, smd: introduced

v

the results thereof In Exhibit 2.

o




the following formula was"_'addptéd:' .
. Pp= 2

Where:

P = Priority Index Number

V = Hourly Vehicle Volumes

T = Hourly Train Volumes ,

C = Total cost of separation project
(in thousands of dollars)

SCF = Special Conditicons Factor

(Site conditions, type of protectiom,
special routes, wmusual community
benefits, accident history,. project
scope, and the public agencies'
willingness to pursue and fund the
Project.) : o

In an effort to standardize the procedure the Commission
staff attempted to incorporate suggestions presented by cities,
counties, state agencies, and railroads during hearings om
Case No. 9663 and from subsequent meetings. The main difference ‘
between the 1974~75 eriteria and that proposed for 1975-76 is that the
“Special Conditicus Factor" for 1974-75 was based upon the Commission
staff’s judgment and not upon spec:!:f:!:c_ pei:éentagesj or' point scales.

In determining the 1974-75 Grade Sepérapibq‘ ' Pri'_Qr_itY Lisc, .‘,

For the purposes of determining the '1975&-'76‘-[G::ade: S -
Separation Priority List, the staff proposes the following modified

P=VxT + SCF
Where:
P = Priority Index Number o
V = Average 24-Hour Vehicular Volume

T = Average 24-Hour Train Volume
SCF = Special Conditions '_Fa‘ctor :




For Existing or Proposed Crossings Nominated
For Separation or Elimination :

SCF = G1 + G2 + G3 + G4 + G5 + G6 + Q7 :
Where: Points Possible

Gl = Vehicular Speed Limit _ 0- 5
G2 = Railroad Prevailing Maximum Speed 0~ 5
G3 = Crossing Gecmetrics 0- 5
G4 = Crossing Blocking Delay 0-10
G5> = Alternate Route vailability 0-5
G6 = Accident History 5 - 0-20
G7 = Trreducibles B | \ 0-15
- Total Possible | - 0=65
For Separations Nominmated for
Alteration or Reconstruction

SCF = S1 + S2 + S3 + S4 + S5 + §6 -

Where: | | k ‘Points Possible
~ SL = Width Clearance 010
S2 = Beight Clearaunce o 0-10 -

S3 = Speed Reduction or Slow Order - 0-5
S4 = Load Limf{t o 0- 5

S5 = Accidents at or Near Structure , 0-10"

S6 = Probabili of Failure & RV
Irreducibgs - N . : - Q;}_Q_
Total Possible = 0-50- .

: Points in each category werei:‘aésigned’ aéébrd:f.‘ngnt;ig_p{ft'hg o
following schedule: | o R

Grade Crossings‘ :
Gl = Vehicular Speed Limit -
MPH . "~ Points
0-30 ‘ "
31-35
36~40
41-45
46-50"
51-55

VHRWNFO




G2 = Raflroad Maximum Speed
MPE - - Points

0-25

26-35

36-45 -
46-55
56-65
66+

G3 = Crbssing_ceometrics
0-5 points based on relative
severity of physical conditions

G4 = Crossing Blocking Delay, Total
Minutes per Day ‘ :
Minutes ~  Points
0-20 - '
21- 40
41- 60
61~ 80
81-100
101-120 -
- 121140
- 141-160"
161-180
181-200 - ‘ X
201+ 10
G5 = Alternate Route Availability
Distance-féetr Points
0-1,000 :
1 001-2 ,000
2, 001-3 ,000
3, 001-4 ,000
4, 001-5 »000
5, 001+ :

C6 = Accident ‘History (10 yrs.)
Each rxeportable vehicle-train accident :
Points = (1 + 2 x No. kdilled + No. tnjured) x PF%
* PF = Protection Factor for:

Std. #9 = 1.0
Sm.#8-04
C Std. 3 - 0.2
Std. L - o 1

wéw¢wkw~ﬂo
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No more than 3 points,shali-be allowed
for each accident prior to modification
by the protection factor.

Eack accident shall be rated separately
and modified by a factor appropriate to
the protection in existemce at the time
of the accident, : -

G7 = Irreducibles .
ga) Secondary accidents
c

; Emergency vehicle usage
Accident potential

ie&ationsv ~ ' ,
S1 = Width Clearance* |
% of Assumed . ' points
91-100 -
81-90
71-80
61=-70" - , ,
31-60 - :
S 10
2 - Heigbt;CIearanée*i, |
Z-of‘AsSumedl' - Points
96-100° |
91~95 -
. 86-90
76-80 -
75}‘ S _ 100
'*»Assumed'01eafances~'ﬂ . L
o | cgverpass;'ﬂ Underpass -
R earances - = Clearances .
Highway Lanes Héigﬁtj: WIch”_ _HeigEt;;;Wiath'
2 ' 22,5 3% “5§5f¥*”,42§¢ﬂf
4 2.5 58 15 - g6
6 22.5 8. 15 90l .




S3 = Speed Reduction or Slaw-Order

Nome - 0
Mcderate - 2
Severe - 5

S4 = Load Limit '

None 0
Moderate - . gj“,

Severe : ' R
S5 = Accidents at or Near Structure (10 yrs.)'_'
Number | Points |

0-10
11-20
21-30 "
31-40. .
41-50 .

- S51-600
61~70 " .
71-80::
81-90 " -

©91-100
101+

S6 = Irreducibles ‘ o
Prdbability of Failures

_SQQQQmEQNHo
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Appendix B 1:’.sts in alphabetical order the projects
nominated for the 1975-76 priority list. Included in the table, in

addition to informatiom identifying each project, are the. vehicular

and train volumes, project cost,and the g—x—%‘- celculation with each

named project..

Appendix C is a 1:Lst of point values awa:rded in each ‘
special ConditiomsFactor category to existing or proposed cross:[ngs
nominated for separation or elimination.

Appendix D is a list of point values awarded in each
Special Condition Factor category to existing grade separations ,
noninated for alteration or reccmstructior.

The basic procedure employed by the staff for processing
aad evaluating the nominations was as follows:

1. Nominations were received by the Comission and
logged In by the Traffic Engineering Section staff,

The data required to complete the formulae and
the information identifying the crossing(s) were
entered on a crossing file input form.

Data entered on the form was transferred to data
inPut cards and entered into the computer.

The ¥ m calculation was performed for each

Project and SCF points were assigned according
to the defined schedules by the computer.

Totals for each project in the Special Conditions
Factor categories were gathered and the Priority
dex Number wag calculated, :

6. The projects were ramked according to the:f.r
descending Priority Index Numbers.

Representatives of nominating agencies appeared in support
of their respective projects and in many instances provided infor-
zatlon either revising or updating the fnformation originally f:‘.led
with the nomination. In certain instances, :lnd:f.viduals and 1oca1
officials testified about special conditions that should be considered




in relation to specific nominatyions.‘ In one :Lnstance,an Individual
Property owner protested a nomination claining fthe::er was no urgent
need for a separation. - | o R

' The new criteria praposed"‘by the staffwerewell xeceived

by all partfes. It wag generally conceded that the proposed. Cﬁteria :
changes are fundamentally sound and that ‘they should be accepted;
however, certain exceptiens, suggestions, m@vrecmdﬁti@.‘_"?werg ..
made. : . S .
Soutbern Pacific Tramsportation Company (SP) and-Robert M.
Barton, Chicf Civil Engineer for De Leuw, Cather & Company, both
were of the opinfon that dividimg the total accident bistory index
by the number of grade crossings in a multiple ¢rosSin8,Pr¢3e°F' will
discourage local agencies from closing little used and':‘bthem ’_
unnecessary grade crossings. ‘They argue that this method: penalizes o
the cities unfairly, because the more grade crossings that ,.ére closed
the lower the priority value. They recommended that the accident
bistory component for each project should be approached by adding the N
accident history points for each accident at each crossing to be
closed. This, they contend, would afford an incentive ‘ntv'o-_lc:l';‘t;[e‘s,‘.to,
close as many crxossings as poss':f.‘ble. | T S
Caltrans argues that in the case of multiple projects each
crossing should be comsidered cn its own merits. It contends that
1f there are encugh Individual pri,or:r.t;ies~; the total;--‘pr_ojec':;»'ca_n be
coastructed iIf there are funds available. If the -mdividualf?‘pri?rities‘
£21l to bring a mltiple c:ossing project within reach of available ‘,
funds, Caltrans suggeststhat the agency can either make up the balance
of - the necessary funds or the agency can moc;ify‘ its ‘project and
coastruct those fndividual scparetions that are reaéhable"w:_tt_h?funds\
The staff, upon further considetétion,' i’ndicated:fn hté-' _
filed Exhibit 73 that the criterfa applied in wultiple crossings,
wherein ove street crosses the tracks of‘_.twé‘jb:', inoré‘j raﬂroads, R
should be revised so that the pofats for blocking delay endfor

-11- ERE




accident history are cumilative rather than bei:ig averaged. In
response thereto, SP argues that whether you eliminate two- crossings
because you have two railroads and cne street, or because you bhave
one railroad and two streets, is & distinction w:f.tbout a d"fference
In the absence of any other special facts. In any event, S? behe'ves
that the staff's change of position, in at least one. situation, is
& recognition on the part of the staff that projects should be
afforded specilal benefits from multiple closures rathe: than being
penalized.

Leslie E. Corld.ll Publ:t.c Urilities Engineer for the
Los Angeles Departwent of Public Utilities and- Iransporcation,
recommended that because proposed crossings under the staff 's proposal
can receive a maximmm of only 35 points In the Spec:f.al Condit:tons
Factors, that such projects be placed in a separate group and afforded
the same possible maximm of 65 points In the seven categories of
the - ‘Special Conditions Factor tbat are afforded existing crossing
projects.

- He also recomrends that the maximum Spec:tal Cond:'.z:ions Factors. |
points for alteration and reconstruction projects should. be upgraded toa
possible maximm of 65 points rather than the 50 point wmaximum
proposed by the staff. In addition, be suggests that a ‘possible.
saxdmm of 20 points should be afforded to orojects on the 'basis of
"State of Readiness.”

o The following procedural recomendations were made by
' Caltrans: |

P All nominat:tons and data contained therein should L
: | be submitted. under an affidavit of penalty of -
perjury.

2. All nominees for grade separation pr:t.ority should .
be required to personally appear by authorized’ -
representative, who would be subject to cross— SRR
t::f.on. - N
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3. The Public Utilities Coumission should recommend
to the California Highway Commission that all allocations
be limited to the estimated cost of the project
specified in the nomination for priority
consideration. The Department is concerned -
that many nominees will use a lower estimated
cost before the Public Utilities Commission,
than {s submitted to the Highway Comnissi.on'
the reason being that in applying the staff’s
proposal a low cost factor can result in a -
higher priority index number. |

All information relating to railroad
movements at crossin%s should be obtained by
the Commfssion's staff directly from the rail-
road or railroads imvolved to assure the =
rellability of the information and the source:
thereof. o . o '
During the course of hearing various motions were made
relating to certain nominations. . = = R |
¥otions were made by SP to exclude the State Righway 111
project In the city of Indio and the Point Pinole 'Par‘;ci”pij';gc;g 4o
the city of Richmond from the 1975-7€ priority list on the ground’
that both projects are "proposed separations" and do mot represent
the elimination of any bona fide proposed grade ‘cross_iﬁBSg : 'I‘he 3
motions were made pursuant to Decision No. 83479 in ‘.Ca;se“-ﬁ‘li'of._:9\6_63g -

dated September 24‘, 1974, wherein the' Cbmﬁiésion- sﬁecificallyf‘ he:ld‘?., |
that: - ' : oo

"...the Streets and Highways Code defines projects
4s Iincluding either the aiteration or reconstruction
of existing grade separations; the comstruction
of new grade separations to eliminate existing
Or proposed grade crossings: or the removal or
relocation of highways or railroad tracks to
eliminate grade crossings. Projects do not - S
include proposed separations.” (Ewpbasis added.)

The limited evidence of record indicates that the State

Highway 111 project is designed to go over the center. in’j;ﬁg.;jSP yard
in the city of Indio because an at-grade crossingassertedlyis not .
practicable or feasible; that the Point Pinole Park is located west..




of the SP track; that the Proposed separation is designed to provide -
access to the park for pedestriams, bicycles, park maintenance vehicles,
and occasional bus tours; that private vehicles will not enter the:
park over the grade separation, but will be parked in a parking lot.
east of the'track; ‘and that bec{ausé of a steep-banic‘, an at"-grade: ‘
crossing is assertedly not practical or feasible. o

If these nominations f£all within the classification of
"pzoposed. grade separations” they would not be prbject‘s_;yithin ':he
meaning of Section 2450 ) of the Streets and Eighways dee"and;"
therefore, would not be eligible for the pribr‘:l.ty; st. -

A moticn was made by Caltrans that the Durham: Road project
in the city of Fremont be classified as a ."propose&' crogsing" 'rachg;
than the elimination of an existing crossing, because the separation
would be located appro:cimé.tgly one-half mile :rom_pn‘me«,. Avem:e, whj_ch

4/ "2450. For purposes of this: chapter:
' %* % %

"(®) ‘Project' means the grade separation and all approackes,
ramps, connections, drainage, and other comstruction
required to make the grade separation operable and to
effect the separation of grades. Such grade separation
project may include provision for separation of nom-
motorized traffic from the vehicular roadway and the
railroad tracks. If a separation of nen-motorized traffic
is not to be inciuded in a project, there shall be an
affirmative finding that the separation of non-motorized
traffic is not in the public Interest. On any project:
where there is only ome railroad: track in existence,
the project shall ge built so as to provide for expansion
To two tracks when the Director of Transportation
determines tkat the project is on an existing or potential
majo;.:s rai%road passenger corridor, Such project may
consist of: . e

"(1) The alteration or reconstructions of existing
grade separations. o - B
” ! ! L
(2) The comstruction of netr grade separations to
eliminate existing or proposed grade crossings.

"(3) The removal or relocatZon of highways or railroad
tracks to eliminate existing grade crossings."
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" presently crosses :he SP track at grade. The mocion was strongly
opposed by the city of Fremont. The major issue on’ this motion
relates to the allocation of funds. ' |
Caltrans also made a motion to exclude the eit:y of Chico s
nomination of the Dayton Road project. The city of Chico proposes
to close the e.:d.sting at-grade crossing of Deyton Road Caltrans is
of the opinfon’ that the relocation of the roadway would not eliminate
any vehicleetrain conflicts, contending that the vehicular traf.fic
presently cxossing the SP tracks at Dayton Road will merely be
transferred to the existing crossings at West Eighth and Wesr Ninth
Streete . :
"~ The city of Stoclcton again fiLEd a mocion in opposition
‘to the nomination by The Western Pacific Railroad Company Of the
March Lane crossing project. The nomination was excluded: Erom the
1974-75 priority list by Decision No. 83066 dated June 25 1974 in
Case No. 9663. 1Its exclusion was reaffirmed by Decision No. 83479
dated September 24, 1974 on the ground chat strong opposicion by the
city of Stockton had significant bearing upon the urgency of the need
for separation. The city again opposes the March Lane nomination and
requests favorable consideration-of its own nomination of the Miner Avenue
crossing, aproject tbat itis financially able and pre'pared to support.
Findings -
1. The Commission adopts the s..aff 's form:.la as.'set forth on
pages 6 tbrough 3 as well as the criteria set forth im Appendix B,

C, and D attached hereto and its applieation for use in establishing
the 1975-76 priority list. ‘

2. Although the c:ommission adoPts for the pu.rpose of the B
1975-76 priority list, the staff‘s revision of accumulating points
for blocking delay and accident: bistory for miltiple crossing proj ects
when one street crosses the tracks of two or more railroads >8-4 ;
believes that this matter should be given £urt.her considaration in
fomxlat:.on of the 1976-~77 priority list ’ L




3 'With respect to the suggestion that the special condition
factors be reevaluated in the case of proposed crossings and
alteration and reconstruction/projects, ‘the Commission bclieves that
.greater consideration should be given those projects that eliminate.
at-grade crossings in view of the fact ‘that the major .object’ of the
program is the elimination of most hazardous grade crossings.

- 4. The Commissfon 1s in agreement with the suggestions that for
future 1ists all nomfnations and data contained thercin,should be
submitted with an affidavit and wnder & penalty of perjury, and that
all nominations for grade separation priority should ‘be supported by
4n appearance In person of an authorized representative. '

5. Tbe Commission does not believe that the staff should be
burdened with the responsibility for dbtaining information relating to‘

- railroad movements directly from the railrocads. Aside-from.the staff :
tixze which would be required (there were 109’projects noninated fct the
. 1975-76 priority list), it does not appear that this would improvc'the
accuracy of railrcad movement data, This was well demonstrated by,the
city of San Leandro in its support of the Caltrans State Route 1127
project for separation of the crossing of the SP. tracks at. Milcposw
14.7. By observation, the city determined ‘that the number of railroad
movements should be increased from the 26 obtained from the railroad
to & total of 101, :

6. The Commission does not believe that it should make any
recommendation to the California Highway Commission. relating to the
allocation of funds or the limitation. It is concedcd however, that
in the absence of extenuating c¢ircumstances all allocations 'should be
sdbstantially In conformity with the estimated costs of the projects
specified in the recommendations for priority consideration. |

7. The motions to exclude the State Highway 111, Point Pinole
Park and Dayton Road projects from the 1975-76 priority list and the ;
motions to change the classificatlon of the Durham Road p"oject will R
be denfed. All of those motions raise questions of fact. tbat can. not_”
‘be fully explored in this proceeding because of the time. element but

| should be developed at suck time as the nominsting‘agencies file'with

this Commission applications For authority to construct their resvectivef{u o
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projects, which euthority they nmst have before they c&n apply tc
the Highway Commission for allocation of fumds.

8. 1In view of the continued opposition by the city of Stockton,l
~and for the same reason stated in Decision No. 83479, the nomination '

of she March Lane proj ect will again be excluded from the pr:!'.or ty
- ldse. .

! 9- The criteria or rules of the Commission establ:[shed for use‘: g
- in determining the 1975-76 priority list are subject to modification,
and the Commission invites the participation of :(.nterestecf parties

to offer their suggestions apd recon:mendaf'ions. o

10. The 1list set out im Appendix E should be established as

-, the 1975-76 grade separation priority list established in accordance
 with Section 2452 of the Streets and Highways Code. . ‘ |
11.  The Eighth Street reconstruction proj ect in San I.uis _Obispo
Couzty has been elevated, because the urgeney and uniqueness; of the
si*uation cannot be accurately reflected within the constraints of |

'\Eif..he criteria as pProposed by the staff. The project :Ls exceptional
in that the existing structure is s0 unsafe that failure may occur at
any t:f.me.. School buses are presently driven across’ the 3tructure
ewpty and the .8chool children: are requ:'.recr to walk across.. San Luls
Obispo County will lose $337,500 in federal ‘funds 1f the reconstruction
Project does not go forward within the mext . £iscal year L

12, The State Route 29 project in Napa County has 8130 been e
elevated because of unique. conditions. ‘The'exIsting crossing, whenv ‘

- blocked, results in a serious bottleneclr that: severely hampers and
{wpgirs the ef‘iciency of police, fire, and emergency. ambulance |
sexrvices for approximately 6,000 people living with:[n an’ ares
immediately south of the crossing.  Use of an. alternate route requires
an additional 15 minutes in driving time. '

13. The railroad lowering project in! Alhambra, wh:tch was fourd

by Decision. No. 83066 in Case No. 9663 to ‘be’ urgently in need of ,
separation on the 1974-75. priority list, has been. .elevated” because of o
the substanti.el funds e:cpended in tbe reanonable expectation that the c:’.ty‘ o 7
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would receive an adeqaace allocation from the 1974-75 Grade Separaf:ion
Priority List. Since it could not anticipate the actraordinarv '
inflation atfecting those projects with higher priorities on the
1974-75 1ist, the city of Alhambra applied for an allocation of
funds from Caltrans, only to be informed that increases in project
costs have resulted in reducing the allocation available to the city
of Alhaubra from the 1974-75 Grade Separation Priority List to
approximately one-half of the amownt it would otherwise be entitled
to. In large projects such as Albambra's, where the construction
period will last over several years, Caltrans should consider only
allocating part of the project’s allocation initially and the
remainder in the following year(s) so that other projects could bev
financed and not beld up by a large allocation that may not; be
expended for several years.

14, With regard to pro;ects havi.ng the same priority iwex
number, consideration should first be given to projects which
separate or eliminate existing grade crossings, then to pro‘e‘—‘ts for
the alteration or reconstruction of grade separations, ané
finally to projects for the comstruction of new grade sep-s!ﬂ":i‘ms
Within each of these categories, first comsideration sbould be
given to the lowest cost project in order that the maximzmz number of
projects may be accomplished within the available ftm-w- . |

IT IS ORDERED that:

1. The list of projects appearing in Appendix E is established,
as required by Secti.on 2452 of the Streets and HighwaysCode, as the
1975-76 1ist, in order of priority, of projects which the COmeSiaﬂ
‘determines to be most urgently in need of separaticm or alteration.

2. The Secretary shall furnish a full, true, and correct

\/ i‘

copy of this deciaion and order to. tbe Department of Iransportation. R




c. 842 m @

3. W:Lth the exception of t:he motion made by the city of |
Stockton, all motions to exclude projecta from tbe 1975-76 pr:[orityj
list are denied. Thbe motiom of the city of Stoclc:on to exclude the -
March Lane project is gramted. : ' |

4. The motion of the Depnrtment of Transportation t:o reclassify B

the Durham Road project is denfed.. : y
The effeetive date of this order is the date he::eof
- Dated at _San Franeiseo c.al:t.fornia, this ; /ﬂ"ﬁ :
day of JUNE -, a97s. e R
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LIST OF APPEARANCES.

Interested Parties: Harold S. lentz, Attormey at Law, for Southern \
Pacific Transportation Co. & subsidlary railroads; Melvin R. Dykman,
Q. J. Solander, Attorpeys at Law, and Gerry O’Shea, for Departuent
of Transportation and California ay Commission; Ted W. Shettlez -
and leroy E. Moeller, for City of Alhambra; Daniel B. Pavgo, for
County of Imperial; Harold R. Caliahan, for mty
Department of Trans; rtation; Ronald L. Schneider, Attorpey at Law,
and John J. Mc3ride, for County of Los Angeles: Leslie E. Corkill,
for Department of Public Utiliries & Transportation, City of
=0s Angeles; Gary P. Dysart, for City of Norwalk; Kem Miller, :
Edward 'J. Fexraro, and Eugene E. Bourbonnais, for City ot Torrance;
%E%E%ML, for City of Compton; Archur E. Go;.;letJ fo; i
ties of Loma Linda and Corcna; Mr. Eccles and Bob Warner, fo
City of Simd Valley; Glen E. Danielsen, for City of Samta Fe
Springss James S, Wiegand, Attormey at Law, for City of San Diego;

ard R. James, for City of Pomoma; Gerald R. Winterburn, for
City of Ia Mirada: Buch L. Berrv, for City of Fuliertom;
Arnold C. Somes, for City o inas; Robert Bartom, for City
of San dino; James E, McCarty, for City of Oakland;
Jim Lungren, for City of Hayward: David Pelz, for City of Davis;

e ———— et

Caris Fermandez, for City of Santa Clarz; P H. Taft, Attorney
at law, A_ W. Warrenm, and George S. Nolte, %or éIty of Stocktom;

geolm:r KT Satre, for City Tﬁmn' Peterson, forfFresno
ounty; Iony Lopez, for City of San Mateo: Carl Arness, for

City of Redding; Charles E.yMoore for County of San Luis Obispo;

Allen E. Sprague, Attomey at Law, and Larry Milnes, for City of

Fremont; Ralph E. Mohageq EET’fohz’en for City of Richmond; L. J. Reagan,

for Contra Costa Comty, Public Works Department; _I:EQ-_T___F-H’J&gz,

for Contra Costa Comnty and City of Martinez; JQ_SSEQEE}_J-QE_C., Lor

City of Mountain View; Stanford E. Davis, for City of Antioch;

Sohn Maceoun, for Places County; Altred A. Affinito, City Attorney,

for City o of Pittsburg; William M. Cajvert, for City of San Leandro;

Farold W, McDonald, Zor Butte County;.John Middlebrook, for

308 Countys Robert B, Kutz, Attorney at Law, for Kichard Meline;

o J. Savitz, Attorney at Law, for City of Chico; Bill Buxten,

Steel Corporation; Willfam A. Carlson, for City o —

v > e Collins, for the Napa-Solano Counties Labor
Council (AFL~CIO); Donald Frank Evans, for Napa Valley Unified
School District; Jack Frey. for American Canyon Fire District;
Captajn Ray Gilbext, fo—‘ri "Ca.: lifornia Righway Patrol, Nape County;
BQLL._QL‘e_GQSJé.E., Haxry Hamiltor. and Jomn Tuteur, for Napa '
County; Don McCopnell, <or Basalt Rock Company, Inc; Captain Joseph
Page, for Napa County Sheriff's Cffice; Gary Piner, for Emergency
Medical Services, Napa County; C, Xavier Powers and Bob Remboldt,
for Employees Mare Island Navy Yard Association; %gmgnd_ﬂ_ o
Rinderhsgen, for City of Indio; G, Brent Muchow, for City of Irvizme;
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Richard W. Bridges, Attorney at Law, for The Western Pacific
Railroad Company;George W. Bullock, for tke City of Burbank;

Alzon Ruden and Geral% 2y1l0x, Ioxr City of Oceanside; James R.
Jonnson, for City of EL Monte; Frank F. Forbes and Dwight F. French,
for City of San Gabriel; Dennis Sundstrom, for County of Orange;
Thomas A. Lance, Attorney at Law, Ior The Atchison, Topeka and °
Santa Fe Rallvay Company; Glenn T. Sparks, for City of Beaumont;

L. Pale Ring, for City of Ontario: WEIHam R. Bradley, for City of
3aR Marcos; John shone, for San Berna¥dino County; George W. Miley,
Attorney at Taw, for Department of Transportation; Ronaid E. Moran,

Logzan R. Cotton, Mrs. Angie pa: adakis, Neal Howard, and _ZL___“ d R.
Cﬁgﬁ'm,_fcﬂhemse]:ves. | o SR

- Commission Staff: Robert W. Stich and Edward C. Cole.. _,
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Priority Lisb of Grade Separation ijeéts or Altérations
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o imority Lisb of Orade Separat.ion Proy ects or’ AlterabiOns f;” o

gency

* Depts of Trénsps =~ -
. San Bernandino County‘ /

Oakland -

Sini Velley
- Los Angeles County
"Haywand
Pittsburg

Riverside
Sants Fe Springs
'”San Diego _ AR
- Depts of Traasps

""" "$an Bermardine COunt.y' '

Santa Fe Springs
‘Montebello
Riverside

San Gabriel

Orange County

Indio .
Contra COSba-COuntyv

Fiscal Year 1975_7

V'Cmés‘i'n'g ' R

Name

 State Rt 237 ’
Bear Valley " L
. Adeline St -
. Madera Rd
Hacienda Bd

A St

‘Redlroad Avé :

Arlington Ave
Carnenita’
Harbor Dr -

State Rt 68, -

Cherry Ave

Senta Fe Sprk‘_'”
~ Greenwood Ave

Seventh St
San Gabrl Lwr
Alieta Pkwy
Monroe St
Waterfront Rd

P09t.
E—a 37.1—A

P
o D=5.9

| .34500.5
- D-20,00

B-48.90

2811200
C2-157030

2-268.9-A
E-119,29
2-91.70"
2-154.1
2-149.50
2B-9.75
B-190.:2
2-189.3-A
3-609 70
B-36,9-A

Priorit,y' L

- Index
Number

Pndrity

l;O

3
38

a5

35

3
3
32
32
32

32
3
31

35

. NUmbér L




L ;en&i’i;l,_"_'
. Dept- ot Tx-ansp, N
© o Ghico
Imperial County B
) ‘ Poména - o
 Fresno County

Dopts of 'rransp.‘ &
Salinas

N Santa Glara

_ FullertOn |
‘Contra Costa Coﬁnt,y

Los Angeles COUnty )
Los Angelés County -

- Depte of Transp,

Los Angsles County

Montebolls

© TOYFsnte

~ Anahein |
Orange _CO\irity
‘Yuba County
Depts of Transp.

APPENDI.( B
Pase 3-0f. 6

. Prio:-ity List of Grade Séparétibn Pno ects or Altéx"ations R

Cmssing:'jf:‘f T

N&né

State Rb 7‘9

Dayton Rd

Quiek Rd |
~ Roselawn Ave o
Chﬂstnut Ave{ : o
State Rt 180 -
Market-Fropt .
Chestnuf. st 5 R

Lémon St

Somersville |
Flerenco Ave

Hollywood Way

State Rt 70 o

Grand Ave
Montebello Bd:

Dol Amo Blvd
Angheim Lwng
- Falmmont Blvd,

Pasado Rd
State Rt 84

Figscal: Year 9]5-7

: Posb
"B-séz.ao

o 70~133 eo

B—SII.B
9-210.30
2“9970 7 )
E<118,50
"‘41-9 o
2—165.109 o
. B-52,10
m"lissi%
8-469.
C-141.7-B
B-508.50
38,50
2H-19.50
21642
28-37470
§-276410
A-87.50

"ile A
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Priority List, oi‘ Grade Sepax‘abim Pro ect's or Alterations
Fiscal Year 1975«7 . X

PriOrit,y
- Indeéx .
Nﬂﬂber

*

cmssing Hﬂef f ‘-
'.:Name Post,"' '

IR LI VI U CURC S WS ¢

-"Hawanj e ”Handex: RA 9.21 6
© Lés Angeles counbyh o avewe d ,1}-1,06.10
o 'Haywand o Ast 4-20,20°
Larkspur - .Sri i‘ranolé:‘_ﬁ‘i"f”" _ 5-1497-8,"'?:‘?*{
~ Sen Mateo - . Leurté Mesdow ~  E-20,00

" . Bubte County . Baggett-Mrys  A=2027
Butte County MidWway CO RA  G-179:50
Irvine AT | . Culver Dr e 2-180.50 ,

© Dept. of 'Tt'ans‘p‘. o State Rt 83~ B-520,10
San” Diegu - Imperial Ave 36D—-5.1— o
Santa Barvara County Hollister Ave E-365, 2B
Claremont o Spt Relocation BBO=514471
Sacrazento : 28th st - - A-91,0
Fontana Sierra Ave ‘ 2-88,7
Angheim . State College  2-170+30
Oroville Huntoon St h-202,03-B
Oroville Bridge St b=20503A -
Fremont Durham Rd DA- 34020
San Jose | Bernal Road E~- 61,00

8

5
ZEIRBIRBEREREERRRNL 'Ei::




 i :"v"Oceansidé ) S
o Dept. of Transp. .' :

' Nofk,alk s
- LosAAhééles
" Redding

7 - Depha of. Transp.
o Deptu Of ’I‘ransp.- o

) Rielto
LivemOre _
Orange cOunty
Pomona
Compton
Richmond

. Orange County
Torrante ‘
- Ontario,

Depte of Transp,

Corona
“San Marcos

APPnHDIX E

| CnosSiﬁ§'>-
Nane o

V S_tate nt,_z,g) -
* Imperial Hwy'

‘Tampa Ave
South St

~Stete Rt 1,1

State Rt 111

 Riverside Ave
~ Bast First St

Crown Valley
Dudley St
Ri)secrans"

Pt Pinole Pk

" Los Alisos

" Spt Relocation
Grove Ave
‘State Rt 19
Lincoln Ave

Tvin Oaks Vly

By Mile Vx'r
3:‘_ Post '?','Clx 2L

2-225,9 N
AI~126. -B
BK498.,0
B8

C-258,0
'3%235-9 o
B61LLS

.D447s2 ". 
S 2931=A"

B-513.00
BG-493.3

A'.'19030
290,70
350'500173 .

3-39.00

. BEL497.37
2B-25.20
2E16.50

o Pnorit.y List, of Grade Separabion Px‘o’eéts Or Alterat.iOns I
' Fiscal Year 1975-7 ,

Index

Px*iority '

Priérity

- _Nombér

18
18 -

S

7

17
17
%
16
16
1A
1,
s
13
12

mmber '_ 7

BRECIRE
1
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;'priOrity List of Grado Separabion Progects or Alterations 'fl;c :

“énc‘ RN

"Los Anoeles cOunty

Los Angeles GOunty '

' Dept. of Tfansp.'
 Brea -
- San Diego_Lf
Pittsburg =
' Huntington Beach-

‘Depte of Transps -

* Marin County

Fiscal Year 1??5-

GrOSsingf i; ;f

Name
190th St

Smythe AVe

Plttsburg le

Ellis Ave

~ State Rt 17
Ignaoio Bd —~

‘ Hile
POsb

h-lh 75

.. © BBI-509:31

36-13.8 -

aN-1.85
;-BAA'-szz;,o? :

5-24460

FR & 1
zu-19 1.3 -
state Rb 112 R
‘Birch St

x ! .
[ S

WO E TR o i

Priority

-Index -
Number

‘ffiority V

thber

] E
0 5 :::.,.

-"1»2’;5 ', -
T

‘{9752,‘/

;‘?8 e

_ ';?9-
;7100.;




