
Ira ~hc ~~~cr o~ ~n~ ~,~lic~~io~ o~ J 
~he CO~~~7 of Los ~3elcs, t~c Cit] ) 
of Los ;~l1gc:'oz, tf..C i.. ~C:1::'SO::, ~o:;?cks. ) 
G: .5c.rl ~ Fe ~~ilv/s.~" Co::.,arl:it , tr.c !,os ) 
":"''rl,S'clc s & S$.lt Jj::;,ke ?~ilro~d. CO:::.,m:~i, ) 
tile ?~ci::ic ~lcc-:ric ?:;.i:w~;· :o:::=,crs, ) 
~o. ~llc Lo~ ~5"C lc::; :'.£.1:::1/.:::';' Cor::.')or~- ) 
tio:c., io:' :;:. juz~ ~~d. eo-:;.i ~eblc e.~·COZ'- ) 
tion:ncnt. 0:: t:.c co:;,:t. oi. t~:e cons trJ.ction~ 
01: :.;i;.: cert.ain -:i~d:u.c~s :::.cro::,;:::; t~c Los I 

~n~elcc ~ivcr, in tee s~id :i~y o~ L03 ~ 
.::..n.ec1cs at :.Lc:r, .i.li~o, ::"irst, Jc....:x".;.h, ) 
~ t2 vc n t:;. s.:ld.. :~ i;:r~:-:' S ~:-e c ts • 

3c,ward '::. 3isilop, GC1';';::~:, CO ...... '1;;cl, '0:,; ?oy Jowc1.:;;, Jc,uty 
Cou.n~~~ C01;.!1so1, ::or :[lC :O'..lntJ 0:: Loe ~l1sclcs. 

·O'='''' ~ s·"' ...... :.,,,,.,,.. ,.. ..... ~. · ..... 0.....,·1"·- <:''''''r~ 7-';J.,w",c"", - .... ··0.,., \J w';;':". "'~;'.J"''-'''AoiW, v";"", .. ' ,.:.w.4JYI .. ,J.."";J, """", ... "" ~ 1.1 ... ~ .... ,J~. 

---"""ut- C,-......, '· ... 0 .... ..,,..-- ··C'" ... ·"e C .......... o.C' TO ..... .,.., ........ , "8 .!J";";'..J ,J .:. "'J ';;"WI,/ ...... ..1. _ .. v.... J. 'W.Y .\.. M W ,l-~ .. ~,," ... ,," • 

3. ~. Cern" fo= ~ne a~c~i=~~, ~o?cka & S~lt~ Pc ~ilwcy Co. 
t, 0;:, ::'<""'"'tcc.' ~'o- ":"0'" I,~ .. (!~" ... ;J. ~., .... T",'·",C -:;',,,'i"OON ("0""' ..... .,.,.,.,... ~. .",. ~ .. w , _ _ .J ~ ..... ~.;. _..:.t. W u., ..... J.." _~A. .. ,-.. J..__ -.."'" ., ...... : .......... J. 

P:-c.n:: :::a==. for t:::.c ~:;.ciiic Zlcc-;ric ?..s.ilws.y COtl,c.ny. 
s_ ~. ~:~i~z, fo~ t~c ~os ~13clcs ~ilwa7 Corpor~tio~. 
c. :::. 'i;~e~ t, .~ ";torr.!.c~· ::or ~:~c ~ailro::.d. Comn:iczi on of 

Cclifc=:lia. 

o : J. -

joint c.?~licc.tio~ cf tee Co~ty of Lo~ ~gelcz, t:~ City of ~os 

~. , •• l. vcr l.n "':"ic.:iuct o.t 1:J;.c:7 

Ztreet. the 

V~ ... "'a.'''c't '"no." "7,""c o~ 0- ... • 0 ... J._' ... .... _.... -...... ...Pl' ... l :J.:icn", 0 ~ ,,1l€ coet thereof cas ~l=o~~y been 



Plene for tho Maey Street Visduet, in so far as they per~ 

tain to the. t portion of the Vie-duct exte::J.ding from the westerly 

bank of the River ea.sterly to the west line of 1!ission Eo:t.e., have 

been appro~ed by theCommissio~ in Decision ~o. 13856, and appl1~ 

c~ts have been authorized in that Decision to prooeed \Vith the con~ 

struction of that ~ortion of the Viaduct. 

Two principal iSsues remain to be decided in relation to 

the 1ic.cy Street Viaduct; first, the length. of Viaduct on the'Vlest 

Side of the River, i.e., whether the present main pessenger.line of 

the Santa. Fe is to be crossed overhead by the Viaduct or whether 

that track i3 to be relocated to a position apprOximately 550ft. 

easterly adjac~nt ,to the bank of tho Eiver and a Viaduct With ' 

shorter al'proseh constra.cted;. second,. the apportionment of the cost 

of the Maer Street gra.de separation project between the intereeted 

parties. 

In addition to the hearings held at ~os Aneelas on 

February 6th and ¥La~ch 10th, 1924, in which testimony was ~resentee 

dealing With gener&l considerations applicable to all the Viaducts 

~ropoeed in this proceeding, and wit~ ~a:ticular consideration 

a,plicable to the ,~inth Street viad:c.et, two :ftrrther !8'arings were 

held o~ July 15th, 1924 ~d :uly 28th, 19~, at which testi~ony in 

regard to the Mecy Street viaduct was a~dueed. 

~e original a,~11eation eODte~lated the construction of 

a short Via~uct at ~cy Street, and the detail ~lans and specifica­

tions (CityTs Exhibit rro. 12~~ to 12-I inelusive) sub~tted are for 

suoh a structure. A ~p shoWi~S a gene~al lay-o~t fo~ a Viaduct 

hsVing a westerly al'~roa.ch apl'roXice.tely .550 feet longe~,than the 

approach proposed in the application was also prepare~ at the re-

quest of t~c Sa~ta ~c by the Citj of ~os ~seles un~ introduced as 

Cityls ~:hibit ~15. T~e S~~ ~e req~estcd tee City of Los Angeles 

to :prcl'c.re tee lo.tter l'le.:o. eecc-use taat ra.ilroad. co::,c.ny objects to· 



t~c r~location of its main line passenger track to e position 

adj~cent to the river bank, on the ground that it constructed 

this ~r~ck ~t considerable G:~cnec ~y years ago in order to 

gct, away from the ri~r bank With its attendant curvature. 

duct, if such were found in the public interest to be deSirable. 

~he S~ta Fe contends that the cost of moV1r~ their cain line 

back ';0 the RivlJr ~nd instal11n.g satisfactory !acili t1es1:l 

con..YJ.O oti on the rc'.Vi th would more then offset the cos. t of the 

incre6~sed length of the long 'Viaduct vii th its increased property 

damagos over the cost of the short viaduet. 

Tne City of Los Angeles and the Cou.~ty of Los Angeles 

are C,:1j:posed to the const!"'V.ction of the long viad1;.ct :md claim 

that ·~hc short viaduct is the cheaper both as to construction 

coats and ~s to ,ro,erty d~uge6 involved. The ~os Angeles 

Gas ind Electric Co=~oration is 7r.lling to give e twenty foot .. 
stri~ of lend ~long ~oy Street if the short viaduct is built, 

but ·:1e.1ms that it would suffer very large property damage if 

the long vieauc~ shoula be erectea. 3stimates ~~esentea at 
the r.e~~ngs show the com~erat1ve costs ot the long end SAort 

viaduots ~s ~ollo~: 
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· · · :Excess cost of · · • 
: Source · · :Long Vi~duct · · · of · · :ovor Short · · · I ... 6 m · Bstimate :Lon~ Vi~duct:Short Vi~dnet:Vladuet. " · 

~st aI>I>roe.eh 
R1 vcr S:pan 

eRe E:lg.De::;rt. 
Do. 

Y/e s t approach eRe Eng.Do,t. 
(.: City" " 

sa t Lake ~rack 
Work eRe ~.De~t. 

Do. L.A.& ~.L.ER. 
S:lnta Fe Tr~ck 

Work ORC ~.~,t. 
Do. ~.T.&: ~.F.E1. 

L.A.Ry. Work cml ~.De!'t. 
L.A.Ry.Wor~ ~.A.3y. 
~r~. rty d.amage 
3ast of Bivar. City 

Property d.~~age City 
West of River 

De.mage to A.T. 
&S.:s'.Ol'cra"';; 
tion ORC ~.Dapt. 

Damage to A.T. 
&: S.F.O:pers....;; 

49,4$3. 
244,555. 
288,263. 

85,9OS. 
158,220. 

123, 264.P 
123,264. 

73,527.* 
168,130.* 

56,910. 
(60,000. 
(37,950. 
163,950. 

4:9,"'33. 
244,555. 
179,308. 

85,965. 
158,220. 

114,121. 
220,359. 
6.3,187. 

152,058. 

55,910. 

37,950. 

41,322. 

109,955. 

9,143. 
"';'97,095. 
10,340. 
16,072. 

223,950. 

.:.u,.322. 

tions. -=A~.~T~.=&~S~.~F~. __________________ ~1~8~2~!~7~1~O~.~ ___ -~·l~8~2~,~7~1~0~.~ ___ 

!ote.l Ma.x1::wr. B$ timate 
Total MinilI1U:n B$timate 

l,350,675. 
1,183,817. 

1,281,503. 
872,751. 

69,172. 
3l1,066. 

Notes: * Additional work LeA.Ey. tr~ck for long viaduct estimated 
at ~me ~t ~rice3 as used for short viaduct. 

p In the absence of esti~~e by the Commiseionls Engineering 
DeDart:ent o~ S:ln~ Pe tr~ck work for long Vi~duct, the 
estima~ ~reDared by A.~.& S.P.By. has been ado~ted for 
this com~arison. 

It the me:d.mum. claims of inte =e sted ~a.rtie s are used ~ 

excess cost of the long viaduct wo~ld ~o~t to ~59t172., but if the 

more conservative estimates of damages and costs are used, the ex~ 

cess cost of the long viaduct would be $3l1,065. !he actual d1~­

ference in total co~t between the two lengths Will ~rooablY lie sOQe~ 

wAere between tne so ~wo e.stimates .. 

s,ecifications and generel character of said viaducts as pro~osed 

and Dl~od are in no Wise. repugn~t to, or in conflict with, tho 

plans co~tec~leted by the Commission in the Order No. 9398", - the 



Unio:l Termirel ::mt~=. Althougll the long vie.d:c.ct will not interfere 

With the pl~s eontccplsted for a Union ~e~nal by this Commissiont 

tho ~oney spent o~ the additionel length would be entirely waste~ if 

the Plasa Union ~er::tl.na.l plans proposed. 'by ~iz Coctlission in tbe. pro~ 

oeeding now ~ending before t~e Interstate Co~eroe Commission were 

Angeles Cs,s s.ni Elect:-ic CO=l'or~tion;' it \':il1 be of benefi t to the 

!'ti.olic e.t lc--gc only i::1 so fc.r ~s that l'uolic is bene!i ted. through 

the slightly oetter service thct ~ig~t be =endercd. by tho S~ta ~e 
. 

~cr i tc ~re:.;:ent u;"''1sent =i;:l 11:lo as cOJ::l.l~ed to t,he service ~one 
,-

the riycr t=acLs. This dif~eronee is so slight as to be negligible. 

Tho benefit: of tho long viuduct to the Scnt~ ~a uD~c~r to 00 eub~ 

3~tially outweished o~ the wbole by adv~t~g~s including the di£~ 

ferenoe in cost o! the short viaduct to all interests. It would . 

aooorianoe With the ,l:ms submitte.d "oY the City in detail in So.'"dlibi te 

~he eDPortionment of the co~t of the ~oy Street viaduot 

remsin: to be de~rmined by the Coom1zsion, and thct issue v~ll now 

be dizoussed. 

Corp ortl.ti on, pro:Pose t!:.::.t t~e cost b.e dividec. 6q,uelly be.tween ,tl;e. 

five lll'l'lioe.nts, but. in the a.bsenoe of oom:plet,e ssreemen-: among, the 

interested :.9~rties, it is tt.e duty of the Con:mission to =e1:; upon i~ts 

own judgme~t, based upon all the considerations ~re3ente~ in eVidence, 

as to a dotermination of this issue. 

~aborate studies were made ~rd presented, bearing upon 

this subject; tile most cocJ?rehensive of w.o.ioh W3.S presented by the 



suggested beses of apportioning the cost, as tollows: 

~:;:is 1. An equal division of coz.t between the five 801':pl1';;; 

cants ~:imer11y interested, similar to the a~portionment agreed . 

u~on by four, of the~e i1ve applicants. 

Basis 2. A division of cost cased u~on oonsiderations re';;; 

lated ~o the ~u~oze for which the structure is to be constructed. 

The component psrts of, the reuSOning under this ba.sis might be S'tll:';;; 

carized as follows: 

(a) Zc.e cost of s:panning tile river (assu:ni~ no 

~11roeds i~volved) assessed to the political su~div1s1ons. 

(b) ZAG coet of separating the grades of the street 

Wi th. each steam' rs.il!'O c.'i, eque.lly diVided between the: . 
. 

political ~bd1v1sions and the res~ect1ve rai~roads. 

This includos the cost of r~ising the bridge spenning 

the river to the re~uircd elevation. 
to 

(c) ~~e excess cost of th~ work due/occupancy of 

the street by the street r~ilway, assessed to the .. 
street re.ilVlo.y compe.:JY. 

Basis 3. A diVision of coot bz.sed upon the &:me considera.';';' 

tion as Basis 2, except that the 20 ft. strip along the vi80duct 

which would be eva1l~ble ior use of citaer street c~rs or other 

vehicles, is eonciaered under jOint ~ze by the Street Railway ~d 

the general public, ~d that therefore the Street Railway be as-

sessed wi th not only the e:r.ceS3 cost due to its occ'O.pe.ncy, but 1n 

eddit1on, one-halt of the cost othervdse sssessible to the politi: 

cal subdiviSions for the constr~ction of that 20 !t. portion o~ 

such deSign and strength as re~uired for genercl street purposes~ 

~Ae estic~ted effect of each of these three bases is 

shown in taoulation, ~l the figures 

being esti~tes for the short viaduct. 

~ .~ ( ... .•.. )\) 



E:lsis 1 Basis 2 .. Basis 3 : .. 
· !:'e.mo of :::arty. · Amount ~r ..\mo u:l'; c'f % . . .. . AmC'Ollt .. · .. "JO • • to .. .. .. 

C1ty of Loe 
Angeles l71,091. 20 258,028. 27.825 204,502. 23.905 

County of, Loe. 
Angeles 171,090. 20 238,028.,27.825 204,502. 23,905 

},. tCi."..1son, Zopeka 
& Santa Fa Ry. 171,090. 20 179,734. 21.01 179,73S. 21.01 

Los .engelee & 
Sal t ~x:e ~ .. E. 171,090. 20 106,055. 12.~0 106,056. 12.40 

Los Angeles 
R:lilwey Cor": 
pore,tion. 171,090., 20 93,600. 10.9~ 160,655. l8.78 

~otal ~ 85~,.451. 100. 855,451. 100. 855,451~ 100. 

As miSht be e~ecte~, ~he conte~tions o! the City of Los 

Angeles, the County o! Los ~oles, ~e Atchison, TODeke ~~ S&nta 

Fe ~l~Y ComD~y, and the Los ~golee ~~d Salt ~cke Ecilrosd 

Com,e.ny, r<.fg~d.i?g the aDDortio:n.::nen t o:! cost, ere si:dler. The 

first throe eoove name~ D~ties, ~though they believe tha Los 

Angeles Railway Co~oration shc~ld be assesse~ tT.Lth 20 per cent of 

the co st, heve i::.d.i cc te d t{l~ t if the Co=.missi o:c. sho~ld sese Sf: some 

other ,ro~ortion to the street ~ilway, the remainder o! the cost 

should be divided e~ually between the iour p~tiez wAo have each 

agreed,to bear 20% of the cost. 

mately ODe third of the D~be= of ~~=sons now using ~cy Street at 

the loc~tion of the pr~osed via~uct, are carric~ by the street 

railw~y; that approximately one thir~ of t~e ton~pge on the street 

of the area of the Viaduct surface Will be a~ilable to the uses 

of the strEla~ r-ilw:.::.y. It was also shown the.:: the Loz Angeles ~11';; 

wa7 Co~oration, or its'predecessor in interest, h~d contributed 

amounts vc.rying from 2Z !>or ce::.t to 55 !>e= ccnt·of ce::-tain b:d.dges 

~d viaducts constructed in the ~ast. 



~e Loz .s....~eles :?.ailway Co~oretion contends that it should 

not be re~uired to beqr any ,ortion of ooots of the naw Vi~duct other 
than thoce incurred expreesly for the purpose of mskins the structuxe 

ada,table tor street r~ilw~y service. It cleimS that it is the o~er 

street traffic rather th~ the street car traffic that is responsible 

tor the condition ~k1ng gredo sa~aretion necess~~: that it coUld 

continue to ol'erate safely and Wi t.hout undue delay With. its ,eXisting 

facilities, includins its single tr~ck bridge ecross the river, and 

t~t th.e benefits which would ~ccrue to the street railway b~ the 

construction of tho Viaduct &re small. ~e street railway COQ,any 

lic that ridez over the surf~ce of the ,'0.0110 st~et& in street ears, 

and in so f~r as the cost of the Vi~duct charged to the street ra11~ 

way might be reflected in the fare charged its patrons, the street 

oar rider would be required to ~ay a l~ger ratio than tho automo~ 

bile nder, because e. ,art of the cost will be !'aid. out of general 

texas. 

~he Loe Angeles ?.silw:.y COIl'or~tion also introduced. evi-

dcnce to show that ~!,ec1al c1rcumstsnces, !J.ot cOtlll'arable With the 

present case, zomet1ce~ attended the ins~ecs cited where the stroot 

rail~ay paid relatively lerge ,ro~ortions of the co~t of certain 

~at the problem of a~~ortionine the cost in this c~se, is 

unusually complicated, is a~!,arent from a consideration of the fac-

tor~ that hava been mentioned... We are convinced. tl:a t ee.ch, of the 

parties will receive So conzi,iero.ble und subs~t1al beneti t from ,the 

p=o~osed Viaduct, out there ~pp6ers to ~evo been found no common da~ 

nominator or unit o~ measure by which the interest, actiVities ~d _ 

bonef1tc of the zovercl ,artiee concerned in the use of this Viaduot 
lIrecisely 

een be/expressed.. Wc are fu::ther conV1:leo,d t~t no oe.theme.tice.l 

nnalysis or formUla has been presented which tekes into consideration 

..;.s-



all tAe factors invol vade ZOne !,:lroblem appeoxs,· tilerefo:re, ra.ther to 

bO'a matter to bo determined by judg=ent; a judgment based upon the 

eVidonoe, ~nd assisted by tho ~yses of data presented. 

Zle fc.ct that four ,artias haYing different inte~sts and 

cl.'ifierent :points ot nElw in the en. toter have, in effoct, o.groea. to 

~iVidc e~ually w.o.atcvercost is assessed to them colleotivoly, ~s 

exoellent oTldenoe of the e~uity ot SUch a division. Nor does it ap-

:pe~ that this diVision as between these tour parties is inconsistent, 

on the wAole,With the other evidonce ~resented in this ~roceeding. 

!treoains then·to determine the e~uitable Dortion of the cost to a.ssess 

to the Los Angeles ?~ilw~ Corpora.tion. 

Z.o.e street railway now crosses the river at ~~ey Street on 

a pri~ately owned single track bridge ap,roximetely ZOO feet in 

langth. Zhis is tho only section of Single track on the enti~e Maoy 

Street-Brooklyn Aven~e line, a line subjoct to .reletively heavy stroe~ 

ear travel. It d~es not a~pear th&t the city i~ ttn~e~ any franchise 

or other obligc.t1or. to fu...~sh the street raj,lwe.y with eo bridge over 

the Los ~n~l~s ~iver st tn1s Doint. ~e street reilw~y con~endsthat 

its cxi~ting single track ori~gc is ~ow, e~ ~robaoly v~ll be adequate 

for the remaining life of its ~cy Street franchise. ~e judgment"of 

the Company as to this ~o1nt is o~en to ~uestiou. ~ne Los Angeles 

~i17~Y Cor~or~tion has un~erteken to ~erve the ~~c7 Street an[ 

Brookly:l Avenu.e terri tory', e.nc' it b.as ru:. o'bli5~t1o:l. to render re~son~ 

ably safe ~d e~cditious service on tee line in ~ueztion. ~c eVi~ 

donce clearly showc t~t·~ section of single track in e heavy tr~ffic 

double trc.ck street ec.r line results, in tee aggregate, in e co~id~ 

crable dol~y ~d some AaZC.rd. It is the Co~~~yrs duty to i~rove 

this condi tion, whon it c.:.n "be done ~t ~ reaso:u.ble oost. 

Al though it :::lust "oe a.d:!!::' ttea. that the urgoncy for eliminc.t-

ing the grade cros~ice is f~r grec.ter because of ~u.to~ob~le traffiC 

th~ because of street car trcffic, we ,sre convinced th~t tho stroe~ 

9
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railway tra:f:tio in this inzb.ec is en i~ortc.nt contributing :factor 

1:c.'tb.e nece'ss1ty of effect1ns sraclc seps,rc,tion. Street ce.rs m:.y be 

even,With the ,raceution of sto~~ing ears ~t gI'a~e croasinge, a ser~ 

1oil.S hc.Ul.%'d :::till ex1sts~ Ccrtc.i:ly the stroe't ~ilway us o.:J. ob11~ 

gation to elicine.te both the dclc.y·'c.nd. the he.:e.:rd. 

~ttend3nt congestion and del~y et the steam rs.11ro~d cro~si:cgs.. We are 

of t.C.e opirdon; therefore, tlult tile street railway should not beer as 

large a ~ortion of the eost ot this viaduct as each of the otberpart~ 

ies. It· is our 'judgment, based. upon's careful eonsido:ation ot s.J.l 

the evidence, that the Los Angeles E~ilwe.y Cor~oration should. bear 

16 per cent of the cost of the ~cy Street viaduct, and the.t the re~ 

maining 8" :per co:c.t should be eq,u.a11y divided. between the City of 

~os Angeles, the County of Los ~~se16s, ~ha Atchison, ~opeka,cnd Santa 

recJ:jcctivoly. ~e costs to be so diVided. should include those in';; 

curred by 311 necessary construction work, such as vi~duet struetural 

work, track ~e~re~sion and tre.c~ reerransement, end ~leo costs in~ 

eu--ra~ -on acco~t of damage ~o ~roperty. Any cost i~eurred due to 

temporary inconvenience ot- operation during oons~etion, or any val~ 

ues due to recsiDing normal lifo of facilities retircd~ thet m&y be 

lost to aDj of the interested. ~~rties9 s~ould bo borne by the p~rty 

incurring them," end: not included in the cost ot the Vlork to be di-

v1ded as ~bove ind1c~ted~ 

The folloWing for: of Or~or is recoI:lItend.od: 

~lO-
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~hc sbo~c antitled ~~~licction 

~::; the :.:aoy Strce~ vi~d.1.O.ct is co~cer~1ed., .:;;.nd 

tae river l;!...."1d t~c c~stcrlJ ~!,pro~cr.. thc=eto ~nd. d.irecting tho appli-

c~tc to :;roceec. wi tc. ti" .. e con~tructio~. Tile length. of the wezterly 

ccted r~rtie~ is ~ow recdJ tor dccizio~. 

neccssi ty recl'u.irc tll~ construction of ::.:. viad.uc-; to ~rry ::.scy St::-cct 

?.z.ilway Ccmp:my e.nd the trc.c;;:s of the Los ~bcles e:ld S~l t L::.ke 

3s.ilway Com!1!l.nY in the Ci tj~ of I.o::; .t..r.g-clcc, 

Sta.-:c of Califorr.ie.. 

they ~::-e he::-eby autcorizcd to constr~ct ~cy Street above &ni scro~s 

&nee witil speci~ic~tio~s ~"1d ~l~~s shov~ in City ot Los Angoles r 

tho Los Angeles ~ivcr as msJ, by furt~or order or orde::-s herein, be 



ellocat8d to 

~WQntJ-ono ~croc=t 
::i~'C:lty-one pe:::ce~t 

~wcnty-one ~ercent 

:::>1xtcon 

~he same shull bo p~id 

o~ C1t7 o~ ~os ~5clcs. 
oy County of 108 1ngcles. 
by T~e Atchi~on. ~o,eka an~ 
S~n~~ Pc Ea11W~7 Com,~n7. 
oy 1o~ Angeles ~nd Salt Lake 
~~ilro~d Co=,cny. 
by Lo~ ~c:cs :'~llwcy CorFor~tion. 

~t\.'bjcct to tl:c following COl1di ~ions: 

(1) Cleo-ranees in tci~ grc.cic sc,~r~tion s.r.::.ll cOllfor: to 

(2) Applicants s~~ll c~~se to oe filed ~ith the Commission 

be ~a~uired by the Com=icsion. 

(z) ~hc Co=mis~ion reserves the right to ~ke such further 

z1~n it, in it~ ju~g~ellt, ~uol~c convcnie~cc sn~ necessity de=snd 

cr~cred filed as tne Cpinion an~ Or~cr of t~c ?~ilro~~ Commission o! 

Cs.lifornie. , 


