Decision No. 90399
BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Investigation for the purpose

of establishing a list for the

fiscal year 1979-80 of existing

and proposed crossings at grade

of city streets, county roads }
)

or state highways most urgently
in need of separatiom, or
projects effecting the
elimination of grade crossings
by removal or relocation of
streets or railroad tracks, or
existing separations in need of
alteration or recomstruction as
contemplated by Section 2452 of
the Streets and Highways Code.

OI1 No. 32
(Filed December 12, 1978)

(Appearances listed in Appendix A.)
OPINIQON

« Section 2452 of the Streets and Highways Code requires that
by July 1 of each year the California Public Utilities Cormission
establish a Railroad-Highway Crade Separation Priority List (priority
list) for the succeeding fiscal year of existing and proposed crossing
at grade of city streets, county roads, or state highways, which are not
freeways, ost urgently in need of separation, including projects
effecting the elimination of grade crossings by removal or relocation of
streets or railroad tracks and existing separations in need of alteration
or reconstruction. This investigation was instituted by Commission
order dated December 12, 1978 for the purpose of establishing the fiscal
year 1979-80 priority list.

Copies of the Commission's order instituting the investigation

were served upon each city, county, and city and county in which there
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is a railroad crossing, each rallroad corporation involved, the
California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), the Califoraia
Transportation Commission, the League of California Cities, the County
Supervisors Association, and ovher persons who might have an interest in
the proceeding. Projects may ve nominated for inclusion on the priorily
list by a city, county, city and county, Caltrans, and the various
railroad companies operating within the state. The priority list, based
on criteria established by the Commission, is furnished to Caltrans and
the California Transporzation Commission, and those agencies, pursuant
to the provisions of Secticns 120 and 2L353 of the Streets and Highways
ACode, allocate $15,000,000 annuvally, plus amounts carried over, to

those odrojects in accordance with their priority on the priority list.

Funding for projects includecd on each annual priority list

is provided through Section 190, and the vasis for allocation is
contained in Sections 2L50-24L61 of the Streets and Highways Code. Cn
projects which eliminate an existing crossing, or alter or reconstruct
an existing grade separation, an allocation of 80 percent of the
estimated cost of the project is made, with the local agency and
rallroad each contriduting 10 percent. An allecation of 50 percent of
the estimated cost of the project is made for a proposed crossing

with the remaining 50 percent contriduted by the local agency.

Following issuance oy the Commission of an annual prioric

oplications to Caltrans for an allocation must be made no later
ril 1 of each fiscal year or the znext business day thereafter if

is not 2 business day. The recuirements for filing an
ation for an allocation of grade separation funds are set forth
21 (Public Works), Chapter 2, Subchapter 13 (Grade Separation
rojects) of the California Administrative Code.

The allocation by the California Transportation Commission is

limited to that necessary to make the separation operadble and the initial
allocation of funds by the California Transporvation Comzmission is not o

ic
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exceed the applicant's project cost estimate utilized by the Public
Utilities Commission in establishing the annual separation priority list.

By Decision No. 88956 dated June 13, 1978, as modified by
Decision No. 89272, the Commission established the twenty-second
priority list of 635 projects for the 1978-79 fiscal year, which will
expire on June 30, 1979. A new priority list for the 1979-80 fiscal
year is now required.

Public hearings were held in San Francisco and los Angeles
before Administrative Law Judge Pilling, and the matter was submitted on
April 13, 1979 upon the receipt of late-filed Exhibit 7.

In response to the order imstituting investigation, 37 agencies
nominated 81 projects for the 1979-80 priority list and filed with the
Commission the following information about each project.

A. For Existing or Proposed Crossings at Grade
Nominated for Elimination by Proposed Separation
and Grade Crossings Nominated for Elimination by
Removal or Relocation of Streets or Railroad Tracks

1. Identification of crossing, including name
of street or road, name of railrocad, and
crossing number.

2. Twenty-four hour wvehicular traffic count,
or for proposed crossings, estimated ADT
for 1979.

Number of train movements for one typical
day segregated by type, i.e., passenger,
through freight, or switching.

Vehicular speed limit and the maximum
prevailing train speed.

Quantitative statement as to vehicular
delay at c¢rossing, in minutes per day.

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

A 10-year accident history of the number
of vehicle-object and vehicle-vehicle
accidents directly attributable to the
presence of the grade crossing.

Width of the crossing in feet and in
number of lanes.
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Preliminary cost estimate for project
with costs separated into right-of-way,
engineering, and counstructiom.

Statement as to need for the proposed
improvement and agencies' willingness
to pursue the project.

Any proposed crossing nominated for
separation should be subtyped either:

a. A grade crossing is practical
and feasible.

b. A grade crossing is not
practical and feasible.

For grade crossing(s) nominated for
elimination by removal or relocation of
streets or tracks, the estimated cost
of eliminating crossing(s) if grade
separation facilities on the existing
alignment of the street and railroad
tracks were constructed.

Grade Separations Pronosed for Alteration

Identification of crossin%, including name
of street or road, name of railrocad, and
crossing number.

Twenty-four hour vehicle traffic count.
Number of train movements for one typical
day segregated by type, i.e., passenger,
through freight, or switching.
Pescription of existing and proposed

separation structure with principal
dimensions.

Type of alteration proposed.

Preliminary cost estimate of project with
costs separated into right-of-way,
engineering, and construction.

A list and relative description of any of
the following, if applicable:

Substandard highway width oz
height clearances.

Highway speed reduction due to
alignment.

Railroad slow order due to
structure. ’
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d. Highway load limit due to
structure.

A 1l0-year history of the number of vehicle
accidents attributable to the structure.

A detailed statement describing acute
structural deficiencies, if any, and
the probability of structural failure.

10. Statement as to need for the proposed
improvement and agencies' willingness
to pursue the project.

For the purposes of determining the 1979-80 Grace Separation
Priority List, the stafl used the following criteria which are
substantially similar to that used in the 1678-7% proceeding:

Where:

P = Priority Index Number
V = Average 24-~Hour Vehicular Volume
C = Total Costs of Separation Project (In
Thousands of Dollars)
T = Average 24-Hour Train Volume
SCF = Special Conditions Factor

For Existing or Proposed Crossings Nominated for
Separation or Elimination

GL + G2 +G3 + G4 + G5 + G& + G7

Points Possible

Vehicular Speed Limit 0 =5
Railroad Prevailing Maximum Speed 0 -5
Crossing Geometrics 0 =5
Crossing Blocking Delay 0-10
Alternate Route Availapility Q0 -5
Accident History 0-20
Irreducibles 0-15

Total Possible 0-65
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For Separations Nominated for Alteration
or Reconstruction

SCF = 8L + S2 + 33 + 84 + S5 + $6

Points Possible

Width Clearance 0-10
Height Clearance 0-10
Speed Reduction or Slow Order 0-5
Load Limit 0= 5
Accidents at or Near Structure 0=10
Probadility of Failure and

Irreducibles 0=10

Total Possible 0-50
Polnts in each category were assigned according to the
following schedule:
Grade Crossings
Gl = Vehicular Speed Limit
MPH
0-30
31-35
36-40
Ll=45
46~50
51-55

G2 = Railroad Maximum Speed
MPE

Q=25
26-35
3645
Lb6=55
5655
66 +
G3 = Crossing Geometrics

0-5 points based on relative severity
of physical conditions.

LU U I T TR
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G4 = Crossing Blocking Delay, Total Minutes
per Day

Minutes Points

0-20
21-40
4L1~60
61-80
81-100

101~120
121-140
141-1€0
161~180
181-200
201 +

Alternate Route Availability
Oistance=feet Points
O--l,OOO
l y 001."2 ,000
2,001-3,000
3,C001-4,000
4,0Cl~5,000
5,001 + _
Accident History (10 years)
Each reportable train-involved accident
Points = (1 + 2 x No. killed +
No. injured) x PF*
* PF = Protection Factor for:
Std. #5
Sta. is
3
#1

OV FWNDHO

| 4

Std.

td.
No more than 2 points shall be
allowed for eacn accident prioxr

to modification by the protection
factor.

hote 2. Eack accident shall be rated
separately and modified by a
facter apprepriate to the
protection in existence at the
time of the accident.

#nana
OOOH
[ ]

’

N
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G7 = Irreducitles

(a) Secondary aceicents.
o) Emergency vehicle usage.
¢) Accident potential.

Separations
S1 = Width Clearance

82 = Height Clearance

Width (f=t. Points Underpass (ft.) Points

9* + 12(N) 0

€' but less than 2
' + 12(N)

3' but less than
6' + 12(N)

9,b$t1§$§§ than

11(N) but less
than 12(N)

Less than 11(N)

15" + ' 0
14" but less

than 15 4
13* but less

than 14°

Less than 13°
Qverwass (f:.
- * +

20" but not less
than 22-1/2*

18* but not less
than 20

less than 18

N = Number of Traffic Lanes
S3 = Speed Reduction or Slow Order

Nene
Moderate
Severe

S4 = load Limit
None

Moderate
Severe

o
2
P
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S5 = Accidents at or Near Structure (10 years)

Number Points

0- 10
11- 20
21- 30
31- 40
41- 50
51~ 60

61- 70
71~ 80
81- 90
91-100

101 +

QWY NP WNHO

-

S6 = Irreducibles

(ag Probability of Failure.
(b) Accident Potential.
(¢) Delay Effects.

The above criteria differs from that applied to determine the 1978-79
priority list only to the extent that the 1l0-year accident history, G6,
was expanded to include all train-involved accidents instead of limiting
the accident history to merely vehicle-train accidents as was done -in
previous years.

Projects involving the closure of multiple crossings were
evaluated in the same manner as single crossing projects with two major
exceptions involving the Accident History and Crossing Blocking Delay

Factors. For a multiple crossing project, the Accident History points
for each crossing were added and that cumulative total reflected in
Appendix C for G6 = Accident Eistory.

Crossing Blocking Delay was considered om an individual project
basis. For single street crossings of two railroads, the delays at
each crossing were simply added; at multiple street crossings of a single
railroad, the delay points awarded depended on the street configuration.
For the vast majority of these projects, delay points were awerded based
on a weighted average taking into account the delay and the number of
vehicles at each crossing in the project.
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The basic procedure employed by the staff for processing and
evaluating the nominations was as follows:

1. Nominations were received by the Commission
and logged in by the Traffic Engineering
Section staff;

2. The data required to complete the formulae
and the information identifying thie
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 V.x T calculation was performed for
x

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 Index Number was calculated;

6. The projects were ranked according to their
descending Priority Index Numbers.

Following the hearing the staff prepared and submitted
late-filed Exhibit 7. Based upon the testimony and evidence presented
during the course of hearing, changes were made in the number of points
originally awarded to projects, as the result of changes in factval data
and further explanation of data that was first submitted with the
nominations. Changes were also made where local agencies did not
provide sufficient evidence or foundation for the information contained
in their original nominations. Projects for which no appearance was
made were eliminated from consideration. Projects with points revised
because of changes in factual data or a further explamation of
previously submitted information are as follows:




Agencv
Alamecda Co.

Anaheim

Bakersfield
Barstow

Buena Park
CALTRANS

Contra Costa Co.
Dunsmuir

Irvine
Los Angeles Co.

Los Angeles

Oceanside
Ontario
Oroville
Pittsburg
Pomona

San Gabriel

San Jose

OII 32 km .

Crossing Name

Sunol-Pleas CNSL.
Liv=Alt CNSL.

Lincoln Ave/SPT Co.

Lincoln Ave/AT&SF
Katella Ave

Brookhurst St.

Union -~ 24th
Chester Ave
First St.
Beach Blvd.
238-Alameda
Somersville
Scherrer Ave

Alton Parkway
Hollywood Way
Alondra Blvd.
North Main St.

Santa Fe-Wash.

Combined LWR
Euclid Ave
Bridge St.

Railroad Ave/SPT Co.
Railroad Ave/AT&SF
Humane Way

Del Mar Ave
San Gabriel Blvd.
San Gabriel LWR

Branham Lane

Bernal Road

Aflected Categorv

Project Cost
Vehicle Volume
Project Cost
Accident History
Train Volume
Blocking Delay
Irreducibles
Train Volume
Blocking Delay
Train Volume
Blocking Delay
Vehicle Speed
Blocking Delay
Irreducibles
Project Cost
Width Clearance
Vehicle Speed
Project Limits
Project Cost
Blocking Delay
Accident History
Irreducibles
Vehicle Volume
Vehicle Speed
Vehicle Speed
Train Volume
Blocking Delay
Vehicle Volume
Train Volume
Train Volume
Irreducibles
Revised Project (Alt.)
Project Cost
Vehicle Volume
Vehicle Volume
Vehicle Volume
Train Volume
Train Speed
Train Speed
Train Speed
Geometrics
Irreducibles
Project Cost
Vehicle Speed
Train Speed
Blocking Delay
Irreducibles
Train Volume
Project Cost
Vehicle Speed
Blocking Delay
Irreducibles




Crossing Name

Affected Category

Lgency
Sunnyvale Wolle
Yorva Linda Yier

Projecss eliminated
tc appear

Agencv

Berkeley

San Sernardine

Zight ol the projects appearing on the
were also nominated for the 1979-80 prioris

which

%t the designated publ

Road Project Cost
Irreducibdles
Canyon 3locking Delay

from consideraticn by reguest or fallure
ic hearing are as flollows:

Cwos n n

24 Line -~ Abandonment
RLalto Avenue

g Name

1978-79 priority liss,
list, have been

approved for allocations since the date of the nearing on the 1975~80
ericerity list, the Comzission has learred. These projects, therefore,
will not appear on the 1979-80 priority list. The projects, oy agency

and crossiag name,

Azencx

Los Angeles County
Los Angeles Counvy
Bake*s-.. b
Santa Fe Spr
Tairfield
Los Angeles Counts
Rverside
Hayward

rings

are as focllows:

Cressing Name

Da_y Street

Zast venu
Chester Avenue

Carm 20ad

Main = 230 Vista
Alondra Beulevard
Van Duren Boulevard
"An S:reet

-.t

-
b ke

Y.




rindings of. Fact

1. The Commission adopts the criteria set forth in Appendices 3,
Cy D, ané E attached hereto for use in establishing the 1979-80
priority list.

2. 3Because a representative of the nominating agency failed %o
appear in support of the nomination or requested withdrawal, the
nomination of the city of Berkeley of its 2X Line ~ Abandonment droject
and the nomination of the city of San Bernardine of its Rialto Avenue
eroject should be eliminated from consideration.

3. The eight projects listed in the body of this decision, which
received allocations subsequent vo hearing hereon, should be excluded
from the 1979-80 priority liss.

L. The criteria of rules of the Commission established for use
in determining the 1979-80 priority list are subject to modificatioz,
and the -Commission invites the participation of interested parties to
offer their recommendations.

5. The priority list set out in Appendix I will be established as
the 1979-80 Grade Separation Priority List established in accordance
with Section 2452 of the Streets and Highways Coce.

6. With regard to projects having the same priority index
number, censideration shall first be given 10 projects which separate or
eliminate existing grade crossings, then to projects for the alteration
or reconstruction of grade separations, and, finally, to projects for
the construction of new grade separations. Within eack of these
categories, {irst consideration shall de given to the lowest cosSt project
in order that the maximum nuzber of projects may de accomplished with
the available funds.

AS the statute requires our order by July 1, the effective
date of the order should be the date of signing.

13-
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IT IS ORDERED that: .

1. The list of projects appearing in Appendix E is established,
as required by Section 2452 of the Streets and Highways Code, as the
1979-80 list, in order of priority, of projects which the Commission
determines to be most urgently in need of separation or alterationm.

* 2. The Executive Director shall furnish a full, true, and
correct copy of this opinion and order to the California Transportation
Commission.

The effective date of this order is the dase hereof.
Dated at Baxn Franctsso , California, this S F

day of e 4 y L975. W—

> ﬂ | o Z President
B, _//’ 1 A e gy I/ /(A'__-("'{é(./_l.‘/

“l4=
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APPENDIX A

LIST OF APPEARANCES

Applicants: Eldon K. lLee, for City of Indio; Earl L. Pitkin, for City
of Los angeles; xobert L. Larson, for Los Angeles County; and
G. Brent Muchow, for City of Irvine.

.

Interested Parties: Harold S. lentz, Attorney at Law, for Southern
Pacific Transportatlon Company and affiliated companies; Jonn C.
Miller, for Western Pacific Railroad Company; Euzene C. Bomnstetter,
Attorney at law, for California Department of Transportation;

Jean F. Ridemne, for City of Richmond; 3. J. Xerekes, for County of
contra Costa; Joseoh L. Shilts, for City of rair:ield; Roland L.
Brust, for City of Remmert rark; Donald M. Somers and RoBert A. Smith,
for City of Sumnyvale; Arnold Joens, for City of Salinas;

Robert M. Barton, for City or Uroville, City of Baxersfield, County
of Alameda, City of Pleasanton, and City of Livermore; and

Daniel E. Boatwright, Attorney at Law, for City of Pittsburg.

Commission Staff: Robert W. Stich.




AGEHCY

ALAKREOMN COUNTY
ALAMEOA CGUNTY
ALAHEDA COQUNITY
ANAME A
AHNANESN
ANAULTN
ANAHE N
ANAHE IM
BAMERSFIELD
OAMIRSTIELD
UAKERSFIELD
gARS [OW

QUENA PARK
CALITRANS
CALTRANS
CALTRANS
CALTRANS
CALTRANS
CALTRANS
CALTRAHS
CALTRANS
CALCRANS
CALIRANS
CALYRANS
cHico

APPENVIX O
Page 1 of &

Ajphabetiical EList of Projects by Nomlnatipg Apency

CROSSING
HANE

LIV-ALT CNSL
LI1V¥-PLEAS CHL
SUNDL-PLES CL
STATE COLLFGE
LINCOLN AY
KATELLA AY
LINCOLN AY
BROCKHURST ST
UNIOK-24TH
CHESTER AV

H ST

FIRSY STREET
BEACH 8L
237-SHIA CLRA
237-SHTA CLRA
84-Y0LO
70-vUBA
T9-RIVERSIOE
A1=FRESHD
238-ALAKEOA
68 -HONTEREY
180-FRESKO
138-SAN BROO
Y66-5TA BARDA
DAYEON ROAD

" o e o 6 » r m

HILE TYPE ¥YEN

" POST SUF PROP PROJ YOLUKE

6.0 1~ Sriss
37.2 1 119049
7.2 54787
170.3 18900
508.5 25400
S12.% 29800
167.7 17800
S11.9 28200
512,3 : 21200
311.2 ) 25500
887.5 16100
746,5 10408
160,6 60049
37.1 ' 26000
19.8 $5500
87.5 . 10000
141.7 135300
56244 8000
205.9 11850
1.4 17000
119,29 - 13500
997.8 22250
60.9 " 2600
276,86 5000

163.8 ) 1702

TRALN
VOLUKE

5
5
5
26
1 1.)
15
50
24
32
io
56
to
52
63
4
1
A0
15
iz
]
L1
11
52
3%

PROJECT
cost

2915000
6970000
£200000
31550000
4650000
055000
5000000
5000000
4587000
1851000
3430000
2181000
5750000
2500000
8000000
2145000
8337000
2563000
7572000
1600000
3180000
5905000
3206000
1940000

602000

TN
bonaw

»w/e
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A phabetical List of Projecis Ly Nominating Apency

CROSSING KILE TYPE YEH TRALN PROJECT
AGENCY RANE POST SUFr  PROP FPROJS YOLURE YOLUKE oSt

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY SOHERSYILLE 52.1 1 18216 5 2105000
CORINA R AILAOAG-LIKC 25.6 1 2307 5 2801000
ODUNSHUIR S CHERRLCKR-AYE 321.7 16082 40 400000
L MGHIE FPECK-RAKONA 495.0 43026 38 13420000
FAIRFUIELO HAIR-RIOVISTA $9.1 20110 (L} 120000
FRESHO COUNTY ASILAN AY 199.9 4443 35 2944000
HAYWARD A STREET 20.2 28704 8 6037000
HAYNARD A STREEY 20.0 J8047 1 5785000
tHoi O HO HROE SY 609.7 IS‘EQ LY+ 53563000
IRYINE IR VINE L¥R 180.5 36164 14125000
IRYINE AL TUN PARKWAY 185.8 2A 4700 1208000
LOS ANGELES COUNIY GRAND- INDUSTY 508.0 2A 3000 . Stitoo0
LOS ANGELES COUNTY RY 105-kLC . 191,21 138156 15960600
LOS ANGELLS COUNIY AL(BNDRA 4l 15%.6 o 18320 82215000
LOS AHGELCS COUNTY BAMDINT BL J.s 20011 6496000
LOY ANGELES COUNTY CRE ENROUO-HTE 149.5 13182 5384000
LOS ANGELES COURIY HOL- B_YWA00 WAY §69.4 ‘ 2uezr 7840000
LOS ANGELES COUNTY FLOREKRCE AY L88.3 30407 6828000
LOS ARGELES COUNTY DOUGLAS ST 15.02 12000 3820000
LOS5 ANGELES COUNTY EAS T ERN AY 147.3 15851 3093000
LOS AHGELES SANY A FE-NASH 143.29 42298 10545000
LOS ARGELES AP X Car St ‘56.0 23000 §964000
LOS ANGELES VALLEY-EASTRN 485.8 26523 12984000
LOS ANGELES oMLY ST A83.26 17600 2251600

LOS ANGELES NORT 14 HALN ST tek2 95512 §7500000




AGEKCY
LOS ANGELES
HORWALK
QCEANSIDE
DNTARIO
CROGYILLE
OROVILLE
PITTSUUKG
PITTSBURG
POROHA
POHONA
HICHHOND
RICHHOAD
RIVELRSIOL
KIVERSIOE
HOWNERT PARK

SALINAS

SANTA BARBARA COUNTY

SAKIA FE SPRINGS
SAN CAKLOS
SAN GAGRITL
SAN GABRIEL
SAN GABRIEL
SAN GABRIEL
SAN GAURIEL

SAK JOSE

AFPPENDIX U

ga 3 of 4

Alphabetical List of Frojects by towninatiny Apency

CROSSING
NANE

RORDHOFF $1
IHPERIAL HMWY
COKBINED LMR
EUCLID AvE
BRIDGE S¥
DRIDGE ST ALT
RAILROAD AY
RAILROAD AY
ROSELAWN AY
HUKAKE WAY
23IR0 ST

238D ST

¥AN BUREN DL
ARLIKGEON AY
ROHKERT PN EX
GORQHOA ROAD
HOLLISTER AVE
CARNENITA RO
HowLy sr

SAN GABKL BL
MISSION DR
RAKONA ST

SAN GABL LWR
DEL NAR AV
BERNAL FO

E 4

MILE
POST

§48.5
498.0
225.9
520.1
205.3
205.3
8.9
1sSs.7
511.8
29.8
1.5
4.5
164
12,4
.4
116.7
365.7
157,53
23.2
191.2
4150.3
§50.2
£90.2
§30.7
t1.0

SUF  PROP

TYPE YEH
PROS YOLUNKE

25 16000
1 27580
53970
33902
FAT4
FATS
21784
19122
18000
1980
17500
17500
2r1o0
30220
13107
8218
15075
184864
20100
29150
13843
16325
Tt60Q7
12291
10500

TRAIN
¥OLUKE

18
18
55
74
28
24
16
33
9
20
34
54
22
22
to
'
17
52
62
«2
52
‘2

PROJECT
€oST

3972000
3331000
2426000
31860400
845000
565000
4757000
5310000
1600000
650000
6697000
V998000
3611000
4294000
2146000
6185000
1800000
&12?000
6785000
3120000
3120000
3126000
12480000
3120000
6650000
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Alphabetical List of Projects by Nominating Apgncy

CROSSING HILE TYPE vtH TRALH FROJECT
AGENCY NAHE POS1T SUf PROP FROS YOLURE YOLUXE cost

SAN Jasc BERAHHAK LN 57.3 t 1030 10 6008000
SIGCKTAN HAHMER LANE 98,5 1 26000 ¥ 4770000
SUNNYVALE WOLFE RO 319.7 21082 68 5280000
TORRANCE TAGRRANCE RCL 500.73 61019 A 961000
TORRANHCE 0EL AMOC BL 19.5 25000 16 3387000

YORAA LINOA NIER CANYOM 15.8 24200 27110090
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Special Conlditions Facturs for Grade Crossings Nominated for Separation o Elixination

]

YENM SPD  TRAIN XTKG BLENG ALT ACC
CROSSING HILE LIKID SPLED GEOX  OELAY RIE IST  IRR

. -
| S,

AGENCY
ALAKEQGA COUNTY
ALAHEDOAK COUNIY
ALAMEDGA COURTY
ANANETIN
ANAHE I
ANAHEILH
ANANE IR
ANAHETH
BAFLERST JELD
BANLRSFIELD
HAKCASFIELD
CALIRANS
CALTRANS
CALIRANS
CALTRANS
CALTRANS
CALTRANS
CALTRANS
CALTRANS
€HICD
CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
CORONA
OUNSHUIR
EL MONTE

FAIRFIELD

HARE
LIv=-ALl CHSL
LIV-PLEAS CHL
SUNOL-PLES CL
STATE COLLEGE
LIKCOLK AY
KATELLA AY
LINCOLN AY
BROOKHURST ST
UNTON=28TH
CHISTER AY
ST
237~SHTIA CLRA
44-Y0LO
T9-RIVEKSIOE
41-FRESNO
68-HOKTEREY
180-FRESHO
138-SAN DROO
166-STA BARBA
QAYIGN ROAD
SORERSYILLE
RAILROAD-LINE
SCHERRER-AYVE
PECK~-KAKONA

HAIN-RIGVISTA

POST
$6.0
37.2
37.2

170.3

508.5

512.4

167.7

511.9

312.8

311.2

887.5
39.8
87.5

5624

205.9

139,29

997.8
60.9

276.8

183.8
52.1

SuUf PROP G1
2

1]
L]
2

G2
3

3

63

5

5
5
2

G4 G5
9 5
1 3

O W s N W 0N e

GbH
il
20

20

a7
15
15
15

/2




APPERDIX C
Page 2 of 3

Special Condltions Facters_for Grade Crossings Nominated for Sepavation or Elimination

VEH SPD TRAIN  XIAG BLKKG ALT ace To10L a
CROSSING HILE LINIT SPEE0 GEOM OELAY RIE HIST [RR scf o
AGENCY NAKE RR BR POST SUF PROP  GI 62 63 G4 65 66  GI 3
FRESNG COUNTY ASHLAN AV 1 8 £99.9 5 1 s 7 5 t 10 3¢ -
WAYUARD A STREET 4 20.2 o 4 s [ 1 2 8 20 i
HAYNARD A STREET 1 0 20.0 0 1 3 3 3 9 1" 30 .
(o1io HONROE ST t 8 €09.7 o 5 ) 9 5 3 10 36 -
1RVINE IRVINE LWR 2 180,5 s 5 3 3 2 3 10 31
IRV I HE ALTON PARKMAY 2 185.8 . 3 5 0 0 5 o ‘ 19
LOS ANGELES COUNTY GRAND-INOUSTY 1 8 503.0 A . 1 ‘ ° 5 2 0 . 7Y
LOS ANGELES COUNTY RT 10S-HLC 1 eoL 491,91 1 0 2 3 o 13 9 28
LOS AHGELES COUNIY ALONORA BL 2 159.6 3 % 3 6 s 4 10 35
L0S ANGELES COUNTY BANDINT BL 3 A 3.4 3 o 3 S 1 ') 9 25
LOS ANGELES COUNTY GREENWOLD-HTB 2 149.5 1 s 3 H 3 3 s 29
L0S ANGELES COUNTY HOLLY®OODD ¥AY 1 8 §69.4 1 3 3 2 . 3 10 26
L0S ANGELES COUNTY FLORENCE AV 1 86 488,3 1 0 3 3 2 2 6 1
LOS ANGELES COQUNTY DOUGLAS ST 2 o 15,02 8 ¢ 2 0 0 1 2 0 5 10
LOS ANGELES CQUNTY CASTERN AY 2 £47.3 2 A 4 (] 3 2 7 30
LOY AHGELES SANTA FE-WASH 2 145,29 ¢ 2 o 3 9 2 5 10 3
LOS ANGELES SATICOY ST 1€ 56,0 ° » 2 4 0 2 2 0 5 15
L0S ARGELES VALLEY-EASTARN 1 8 485.8 oy 0 3 3 & 3 H 21
LOS AHGELES NORTH MATH ST 5 B 1.42 t ° 5 'y 1 2 1n 24
LOS ANGELES NORDHOFS ST TR 4 448.5 . 1 & 0 2 H o 6 ts .
HOHMALK INPERIAL HNY 1 bK 498.0 2 1 3 3 2 3 9 23
OCEANSTOL COMBINED LNR 2 225.9 0 t A 5 2 12 § 17
OKTAKIO EUCLID AVE 1 8 520,1 1 4 2 9 | 3 1" 37
PITTSBURG RAILROAD AV 1 8 48.9 o 2 3 1 2 1 2 18 )
PITISAURG RATLROAD AY 2 115547 ) ° 2 ) 3 1 ¢ 10 26
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Special Conditions Facturs for Grade Crossings Nominated for Separation or Elimination

; YEH SPO  TRAIN XING BLKNG ALT ACC - ot
CROSSING HILE LINYY SPEED GLOH OfLAY RIE HIST IRR SCF
AGERCY RANE POST SUF  PRUP (73} G G3 G4 G5 66 74
POWOHA ROSELARN AY 511.8 A . 4 $ 4 ] 0 5 16
HICHMDND 23IRD ST 14.5

3 1 8 10 29

0 3

RICHHAND 23R0D S7 14.5 0 ) 10 29
RIVERSIOCE YAN BUREN 8L 16.4 2 2 1} 32
RIVERSIOE ARLIKGTON AY 12,4 . 27
ROUNERT PARK ROHNERT FK £X 7.4 13

SALINAS BORONOA ROAD 6.7 i1}

"~ o

SARIA FE SPRINGS CARNENLTA RD 157.3 £ 1]

SAl CARLOS HOLLY ST 23,2 30

-

SAN GABRIEL SAH GASRL BL ivt.2

4|
SAN GABRIEL HISSION OR 430.3 20
AN GABRIEL RANONA ST 4%0,2 iy

SAN GADBRIfL SAH GABL LMR 490.2 i3

SAN GABRIEL OEL MAR AY 490.7 t?

SAM JOSE HERNAL RO 61.0 30

4
5
5
5
5
5
3
5

SAN J0OSC BRANHAM LN 5743 25

STACKTaN HAKNER LANE 98.5 26

NV N w0 NN SO

SUNNYYALE WOLFE RD $9.7 29
TORRANCE TORRANCE RCL 500.73 19
TORRANCE DEL ANQ 8L 19.5 7

YOKBA L INDA WIER CANYON 5.2 25




APPENDIX D

S;ecial Conditlions Factors for Separations Hominated for Alteration or econstructlion

WIOTH HEIGHT SPEED LOAD - ALC
CROSSING HILE CLEAR CLEAR REOUE LIHIT STRUC IRK

AGENCY ‘ NAME FOSY SUf  PROP 51 $2 $3 s¢ 55 S5t
BAKSTONR FIRST STREET 746.5 & L] 2 10 7
BUENA PARK ) BEACH BL 160.6 10 4 9
CALTRANS 237-SKHTA CLRA ir.1
CALTRARS 70-YUOA 14t.7
CALTRANS 238-ALAHEOR 1.4
LOS ANGELES DALY ST
CROVILLE BRICGE ST
GROVILLE BRIOGE SV ALY

POMONA HUNAKL WAY

@ » = » » O @ » D »

SANTA BARBARA COUNTY HOLLISTER AVE




AGENCY
BUEHA PARK
UHIAKLID
tL HONTE
ALAHREDA COUNTY
ALAHEOA COUNTY
OCEANSIOE
ALAKEOA Counly
LDUNSHULR
SUNNYVALE
CALTRANS
SAN GABHIEL
UARS TUW
CALTRANS
1ND10
QAKERSFIELOD
POHKONA
FRESHO COUNTY
SAN CARLOS
LOS ANGELES
SAh GABRIEL
UAKERSFIELD
SALIHAS
ORUYILLE
YORBA LINDA

PIRTSAURG

CROSSING
NANE

BEACH 8L
EUCLID AVE
PECK-RAKONA
LIV-PLEAS CHL
SUNOL-PLES CL
COMBINED LWR
LIV-ALT CNSL
SCHERRER-AVE
NOLFE RD
138-SAR BROO
SAN GABL LWR
FIRST STREEY
Z37-SNIA CLRA
MONKOE ST
UNION-24TH
ROSCLANN AY
ASHLAN AV
HOLLY ST
SANTA FE-WASH
SAN GABRL 8L
HosT

BORONOA ROAD
BKIOGE ST ALY
W{ER CANYON
RAILROAD AV

APFENDIX E
Page 1 of 3

I'rojects NHominated Ly Friority indox HMusber

HILE
POST

160.6
520.1
495.0
37.2
37.2
225.9
5.0
321.7
19.7
60.9
§90.2
746.5
3.6
609.7
112.3
511.8
199.9
28.2
143.29
491.2
887.5
116.7
205.3
35.8

1155.7

SUF

[

PROP

Y X1
cC X 24
23

20

PRIORI TY
INDEX
NUKBER
59
57
57
51
9
46
s
'Y
44
43
¥
43
42
s
39
39
32
38
38
37
14
15
55
35

.1

PRIORITY
NUKBEK

Z




AGENCY
KI1CHHOND
LOS ANGELES COUNTY
RIVEASIOE
FICHMOXD
[RVINE
SAN 305t
TORRANKCE

STUCKTION

SANTA CGARAARAL COUNIY

CALTRANS

HORWALK

ANAMETH

CALIRAMNS

1.0S ANGELFS COUNTY
UROVILLE

SAN GABRIEL

SAN GABRIEL
CALTRANS

ANANE [H

LOS ANGELES COUNTY
LOS ANGELES COUNIY
CALTRANS

LORRANCE

culico

CALTRANS

CROS S NG
RARHE

25R0 ST
GREIEHWOUW-HTE ¢
ARLENGION AN
2igo0 ST

TRYI NE LVR
BERNAL RD

TORR ANCE RC 1L
HARHMER LANE
HoLa ESTER ALvE
166—5STL BAIRDA
INPERIAL H WY
STAVE COLL-%EGE
237 -SaTA CC LAA
RY 165~k C
BRIDCE 5Y
RAHON ST
HESSIEN U Y

68 -HINIER XY
LINCOLN A Y
AAKDIHE OO L
HOLLTWOUOe WAY
TO-10an

DEL X mL
UDAYION RwAn

1U0-FRES NO

APPRRULIX B
Page 2 of 3

Projects lowminated by Priority Index Mumber

HiLE
POSY

.Y
147.5
12,4
14.5
180.5
61.0
500.73
98.5
365.7
276.8
495.0
§70.3
39,8
?l.71
205,13
490.2
490.3
119.29%
508.5

3.4

SUF

PRAP

Yy xr1

- oy -

C X 2%

S

PRIORITY
IKOEX
NUHBER

4
34
33
33
13
32
50
30
30
29
29
29
29
29
29
28
28
24
28
28
28
28
28
27
27

PRIOKDITY
HUHKBL K

26
217
28
29
3o
3t
3¢
33
34
35
113
3r
ia
19
40
4
L Y4
LB
LL
89
L13
L ¥4
8
L)

50




AGENCY
LOS AMNGELES
CALTRANS
COROHA
PITISBURG
ANMIETH
SAN JISE
CALTRANS
SAH GABRIEL
AHAME [H
ANAWETH
LOS AHNGELES
CALIRANS
HAYMARD

IRVINE

LUS ANGELES COUKTY

LOS ANLELES COURIY

CALIRANS
L0S ANGELES
LGS AMGELES

CONTRA COSTA COUNIEY

ROHMERT PARK

PONOMA

LOS ANGELES COUNTY

CROSSING
HAKE

NORTH HAIN ST
84-Y0LO
RAILROAD-LINKC
RAILRUAD AY
LINCOLH AY
BRANHAN LK
72-RIYERSIOE
OEL MNAR AV
KATELLA AY
BROOKIIURST 87
VALLEY~EASTRN
238-ALABEQA

A SIREET
ALTON PARKNAY
GRAND-THLUSTY
FLORENCE AV
41 -FRESND
NOGROHUFF S1
SATICOY ST
SOKERSYILLE
ROHNERT PK EX
HUNARE WAY
00UGLAS SI

Projects

Hominated Ly Priority Index Rumber

APFPENDIX E
Paga 3 of 3

HILE
POST

SUF  PROP

LD O |
C X 24§
2

7

SCF
24
19
24
18
21
25
1?
17
19
18
r4 |
19
20
i
18
i
¥4
14
15
15
13

9

PRIGRLITY
IKDEX
RUNBER
26
26
25
25
25
25
24
24
rd}
rd}
23
23
22
22
22
20
19
17
17
16
16
12
12

PRIOKITY
NUMBER

51
2
53
54
55
56
57
58
59
60
61
62

€8

64
65
66
6r
e
&9
70
M
re
73




