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BEFOP.E TEE BAILROAD COMMrSSION OF THE ST'-.ATE OF C.u.IFORNlA 

) 
!~ the metter of the application of ) 
the County of Los Angeles, the City 1 
of Los Angeles, The Atchison, Topeka ) 
and Santa Fe Railway Comp~y, the Los) 
Angeles & Sal t Ls.ke Railroa.d Compeny, ') 
the Pecit1c Electric Railway Company J 
and the Los .Angeles R9.11way Cor.pora- ) 
t1on, tor a just and equitable appor- ) 
ticnment ot the cost of the oonstruc- ) 
t1on,o~ six certain v1aduots across ) 
the LOB Angeles River, in the said ) 
City.ot Los Angeles at ~r.e.cy, .lliso,) 
First, Fourth, seventh and Ni!lth ') 
streets. ) 

-----------------------------------
') 

Application No. 9571. 

Gibson, Diln!l rule. C:utcher, by s. M. Haskins, 
and Woodward~. Taylor, tor the Los Angeles 
Railway Corpo=ation. 

A. S. Ralsted, ~or the Los Angeles and SSlt 
l~~e Railroad Co~pany. 

Eobor~ Erennan, :o~ The Atchison, Topeka 
a:ld. smta Fe Ra:Uwa.y Compe.ny. 

Jess E. stephens and Milton Br,yan, tor the 
City of Los Angeles. 

J. o. Ma.rsh and. F. F. :a~l, tor the E:oo.rd. 
or Public Utili ties 3D.d Tr8.nsportat1on , 
or the C1tj of Los Angeles. 

Everett M~ttoon and R. W. Kinney, tor the 
County or Los Angeles. 

SZAVEY, COMMISSIONER: 

OPINION 
~ ... ----.~-

Th1s o,1~ion and order has to do with the ap,ort1onment 

or cost or the Fourth street Viaduct, which was authorized to be 

constructed and t~e pl~s approved under Decision No. 21160, dated 

M.ay 27th. 1929, in this p:-ooeeding. under the plans, as ap:proved,," 

the viaduct will extend trom Fourth end Anderson streets on the 
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east s1de ot the r1 ver to Fourth end Molino streets ,on, the west 

sid.e» hav1:ng a length ot approximately 2, 7Z~ teet. A second ap­

proach, approximately 455 teet long, will extend trom the m31n 

Viaduct down to Fourth Place ~d M~teo Street. The main viaduct 

~as an overall width ot 71 teet, made up ot ~ 56-tootroad.way and 

two 79 6" sidewalks, and crosses at separated grades Mission Road 

e.nd the Los Atlgeles.. ana Sel t Lake Railroad traoks, on the east 

side ot the :river, and The A.tchison, Topeka and. Santa Fe Bailway 

t~e~~ and Sante Fe Avenue, on the west side. PrOvision is made 

e.long the center ot: the Viaduct tor the d.ouble-track line ot the 

Los ~eles Railw~y. 

Public hearings were held in Los Angeles on June 27th 

end J~y 12th,1929, with referenoe to the apportionment ot cost 

ot'the Fourth Street Viaduct, at which latter hearing the matter 

w~s su bc.i t ted. 

At th~ hearing on June 27th, 1929, estimates were sub­

mitted by the interested Darties of the cost or the Viad.uct end. the 

work inCidental thereto. The total cost, ~s shown in these esti-

mates, tollows: 

W.i.A!N VllDUCT 

'Wes t Approaches 
Fourt~ and Molino 
Fo~th Place end Mateo 

Crossing over Santa Fe 
River Por~1ons 

tow Level Bridge 
Elevated Portion 

Cross~ over L.~. & S.L. 
Ee.st A:p:p:t"O~ch 
Street work at west approach 

S~:re~t work at e~st a~~116~~h 
Removal o~ o~d bridges 

(A-l) 
(A .... 2·) 

(:8) 

CD) 
(e) 
(E) 
(F) 

Total 

$604,.676.82 
133, 918.l4 .. 
5~2.235~45 

210,438.36 
300,966.84 
leS,959.l.S 
194,S02. 22, 

20,139,.33 

4,870.00 
·lG,lg7 .. .50 

$4)203,209,,47 



WOHl( mCID~T~ TO CONSTRU.CT!ON OF MAIN VIADUCT 

Cost or relooation or S~t~ Fe trackage $314,297.34 
Cost 0: relocation or I..A. &; S.1. trackege 31,530.,00 
Work in conneotion wi tb. L.A. P:y. traokage 93,35'0,00 

" 

Total $43~ .17·' .34 . 

GRAND TOTAL $2·,642,385.8l. . 

There was no disagreementw1th the ~bove estimatea ex­

:pressed by MY or the interested parties and they have been used. 

as a oasis tor the apportionment ot oosts. 

At the hearing on July 12th, Assistant Engineer, J.'E. 

Cooper, or the T=ansportation Division or the Commission's En-
. 

e1neer1ng Department, p~esented a re~ort dealing with the Fourth 

Street Viaduct, in which three Cases or apportionment are set 

torth. These three bases are the s~e as used by ~he Commission's 

Eng~eer1ng Department in its repo~ts submitted in relation to 

the apportior~ent or costs ot the Macy street, Seventh street and 

First street viaduots and are defined in detail in Commission's 

DeCision No. 14731, dated April 1st, 1925, in this proceedine. 

Br1etly re-stated, tnese b~ses are as tollows: 

(1) EClual diVision or cost between the tive 
ap~lioents interested. 

(2) A division of cost oased upon consideration 
relating to the p~ose tor which the struoture .1sto 
be construoted, resulting in en apportionment as 
tollows: 

(a) The oost ot bridging the river at 
street grades assessed to ~o11tical 
subdiV1sions; 

(~) The oost of separating erades of the 
street vdth eaoh ste~ rai1ro~d, in-, 
eluding the additioncl height or ~1ver 
brid.ge necessary to aocomplish th.is 
::-esult, diVided equally between the " 
political subdivisions and the re­
~ect1ve steam railroads; 

(0) The excess cost or vi'lduet, due to 
design tor street loading, asseased 
to street rai1wey. Also work ino1-
den tel to maintenance or street rail­
way service assessed to street railway. 
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(3) Seme es oasis 2, exce~t Los Angeles Railway 
is assessed with 8 percentage or the amount allocated 
to the politicel subdivisions, the per cent use~ ceing 
determined by the rel~tion that one-halt the 20-toot 
strip, occupied by the :treet railwe.y. bears to· total 
width o~ the viaduot. 

The apportionment or cost or the Fourth Street Vladuot 

upon a mone7 and percentage oaSiS, as determined by the three 

bases of ~pportlonment brietly desoribed above, follows:, 

B&.8i3 1 :B&31:1 2 ·3&815 3 
.Amount OO! AmO'Wlt ::I .imouo.t :::L 

01101 of Los Angolo:l. $528.,477.36 20 $660,952.94 25.2 $573,015.97 21.7 
Cou.nty ot Loa .Angel o:s, 528,477.U 20 666,95Z.94 25.2 573,015.97 21.7' 
T:bc .M.-T. & S.1. lQ-., 52S.477.36 20 666,381.18 32.8 866,381.1S 32.8 
L.A. &: s.t. R.R., 526,477.36 20 265,761.08 10.1 26.5,761.08 10.1 
L.A. Ra11 way, 62e,477.36 20 176,338.67 6.7 304,212.61 13.7· 

$2,M2~3S6.e1 100 $2,642,386.S1 100.0 ~,642,386.S1 100.0 

The steem railros.d.s presented test1lIlony relating to 

e different basis ot cpport10nment, with reference to which it 

wes stated that the structures now in existence were constr~cted 

'at the sole expense o~ the City of 10s Angeles and the Los Angeles 

Rs11way, res~ectively, along easements granted by the ste~ ra1l-

roads, unde: the terms or which the structures we~to be ma1n-. 

~ainea oy the City and th~ railway, respoctively, under which con­

ditions it was reasoned that the a~port1ottment shoUld be the s~o 

as it a new street e.t separated grad.es were :proposed to be'oon~ 

struoted across the railroad. ~ suc~ a basis the steam railroads 

indicated. that twenty-tive :per cent (2:S,.:), shoUld be assessed to 

them and seventy-t'1 ve per cent (75%') to the pol1 tioal subdi v1~10n.:.. 

Representative of the County or Los ~~geles stated that 

the Bo~rd of Supervisors of the County or Los Angeles had passed a 

resolution 1~1ting the County's participation in the construotion 

or the Fourth street Vi9.duot.to twenty per cent (20%) ot the tote). 

cost end asked that the Commission apportion the cost betwee: the 

City and County upon an equitable basis. 
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EUll consideret1on has oeen given to all of these con­

t~ions, ~s well as ill other taots in the reoord, and I ~'of 

the o,1n1on that the a~port1onment, ~s set forth underb~s1s (3) 

a:ld "shown in the above SUIn.."l1:::"ry, i~) unde:::- o.ll the condl t10ns ex,:", 

1sting, the m.ost eq,u1table one ,resented. Heretofore,1:c. this 

proceedL~s. t~e ~ount assessed to the politioalsubd1v1s1ons 

he.s oeen divided eCl.u~lY' between the C:!. ty of tos ;,.,ngeles, e.nd the 

County of I.o:; l~geles. There does' not a~pee.r to be ~y cond1 t1ons,. 

~ttect1ne the ~pport1onreent between the City and County at the pro-

',osed V!educt et Fourth. street, that are materially different than 

st the vi~ducts already constructed ~t Ninth, Seventh, F1:st 3nd 

Macy st:-eets. It is concluded that the division, or the cost Co};)­

::?ortiolled to the l'olitio~l subdivisions, equally between the City 

and County is fair ~nd reasonable and suoh apportionment will be 

used in reference to the Fou~th street Vi~duct. 

Tne follow1ne to~ 01' order is recommended: 

o R D E R ---_ ..... 

Public hear1nss having been held, the above ent1 tled 

:;trooeed:!.ne bein:~ suomi t ted, in so tar e.s tb.e Fourth stroet V1c.-, 

'uct 10 conoerned, ~C ready tor deCision, 

!T IS REREBY OP~~EZD tnat the oosts or the construction 

ot the v1c.duct et se~arated grades over the tracks 01' The Atchison, 

I.os ;_~~les, County of Los .l."leeles, sto.te of California, 1nclud1ng~, 

the cost 01' changes in tr~cks and yards 01" the above n~ed r~il-

roads on each side of the river ~d the cr~ges in tracks or the 

Los Aneeles Re.ilw~ Corpor~tion incidental to th~ construotion ot 

the vi~duct, be and the same sh~ll be paid ~s follows: 
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" . . 

Ci ty 0 t Los .I\:'.sel es ~ 

" 

County at Los A::r.geles 22% 

~he Atchison, Topeka ~d Santa Fe 
:Eb1lwey Comp~y ~", 

Los A:aecles ec Scl t Loke Railroad Com:>eny ll% 

Los Angeles R~11wny Corporation lS% 

:T IS 3EREBY FU?~~R ORDEHED that this order.be and 

it is subject to the i"olloVling conditions: 

(1) The line or demarkation or 'track work ot the 

ste~ rail~oads on both sides or the Los .~geles River, to 

be oharged to the Fourth Street Vi~duct,shell be placed 

halt-way 'between Fourth and First streets and he.lf'-w\lY be-' 

tween Fou=th ~d seventh Streets. 

(Z) E:lch applicant to thi s ,!?rooeed1ng, f'inanc1ally 

interested in the constructio:J. ot this v1~duct, shsll,W1th1n 

sixty (60) deys of the com,let1on ot its work c~rgeC:'ole,to 
, , 

t!le Vio.duct) tile with the COcmiss~0~ e. COmDletion' report ot 

'. 

that portio!l or the work :performed 'by it) said r~,ort· to' show' 

total cost of such work, together with ' ca,u9.D.tities ot material 

used or moved, labor ch~rges thereon and such· other eA~enses 

as nay have been incurred. 

(3) Clee.rc.nces w1 th the viaduct where 1 t crosse:)--. the 

steam railroad. tre.clcs on both sides or the r1 ver'shall' oo;ator.c. 

with this Co~ission~; General Order No~ 26-0. 

(4) The Comm:!.ssion reserves the right to make such 

turther o!"ders, with. respect to the construction, olearanoea-' 

and costs of this viaduct) as to it may seem r1e;ht and pro- ' 

pel". 

The ettective date of this order shell 'be "twenty (20') 
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days from and atter the date hereof. 

The foregoing opinion and order are hereby approved 

and ordered tiled as the opinion and order ot the Railroad Cam­

mission of the State ot California. 

Dated at San Francisco, Calitornia, this 

ot, __ ~ __ ~ _____ , 1929. 

u 

'\ 

~ 
I 

COIn."lliss ioners. 


