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Deeision No. ____ 2_1_8_1t_',_8 ___ - ~L~J§~f!~~ 
BEFORE T!iE Rl.ILROAD COMMISSION OF TIlE S'l:ATE OF CAtIFOR'lU ~ 

) 
In the Matter or the Investigation ) 
on satety and necessity ot grade ) 
crossing ~t Santa Fe Avenue nnd ot ) 
the tracks or the Los Angeles Rail- ) 
way Corporation across the tracks ot ) 
Los J\ngeles and Salt Lake Railroad ) 
Co~p~y and or The Atc~ison, Topeka ) 
and Santa Fe Ra1lway Co~peny at Butte ) 
street) .Los .Angeles, Ca11forn1a. ) 
----------------------------) 

Case No. 2061. 

A. S. Halsted, tox;Los Angele~ ~nd Salt 
Lake Re11road Com~~. 

Frank Kerr, tor Pac1fic Electric Ra1l-
way Company. 

Mil ton Bryan, for the City ot Los Angeles. 

Gibson, Dunn e..'1d Crutcher, by Woodward M. 
Taylor, tor tos Angeles Railway 
Corporation. 

W3ITSELt, C OMk"'ISS IONE'B: 

OPINION AND ORDER 
REVOKING ?FcrOR ORDERS AND DISMISSING Ili! ~ 

The Co~ssion, by its Decis10n No. 17553, dated Ooto-

b~r 29th, lS26, on supplemental application in this proceed1ng, 

d1rected the C1ty o~ Los Angeles to file with this Commission and 

the interested cerriers a stntement giving the location and grade 

ot Wcsh1ngton Street in the viCinity ot santa Fe Avenue, as de-

ter.n1ned by the City ot Los Angeles, together with such further 

~ended plans o~ said separation ot grades ~t Butte street and 

Santa Fe Avenue as may be necessary when the looetion ~nd grade 

ot ~~$h1ngton street at santa Fe Avenue is finally deter.m1ned. 
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~he record 1n this ~roeeeding shows that the City of 

Los Anseles has considered several plans tor the extension of 

W~sb.in6ton Street east or Al8llleda Street across S!lIltC\ Fe Avenue 

and the Los Angeles River. Due to certain oomplioations ariSing, 

these various plens have been modified and in aooordanoe with a 

re~uest from the City of ~os Angeles, the COmmission has 1ssued 

v~rious orders extending the et:f'ecti ve date tor the t1lJ.ng ot 

the plans or the Weshington Street extension. 

A.t the hearing on November l3th, 1~29, the Ct~y sub-

mitted e plan (Exhibit No.1), whioh shows that an active pro-

gram is now being oarried out to extend Washington Street east or 

.UeJ:leda Street to cross Sonta Fe J ... venue at e. point Ilppro~,t1mately 

200 teet north of Butte street. Th1s plan provides that the two 

streets will oross at approximately the present grade of Santa Fe 

Avenue. In the event of Il future grede separation between santa 

Fe Avenue and the traoks at Butte $'treet, assU!ll1ng the highway is 

oarried under the traoks, it would'be neoessary to lower the grade 

of tne street intersection ~¥ oanta Fe lV~~e and W~sh1neton 

Street. Aocording to th~ tcst~ony ot ~he Bridge Eng1neer of the 
City of Los Angeles, this could be nooomp~lshed lr and when it 1~ 

deslred to erreot the se~aration involved in this ~roceed1ng. 

At the hear1ag on November 13th, 1929, the City of Los 
Angeles requ.ested th.at this ease be dismissed ror the pres,en t end 

ot't't~red the to1lowins reasons to support its position: 

(1) T.nrougb. the construction of major h1ghways, 
elternate routes have been prov1ded tor vehioular 
traffio which did not exist at the time this prooeed-
ing was commenced and, therefore, the publio need tor 
a se'Oaration at Butte Street and Sentt! Fe Avenue is 
not nearly so aoute et ~resent as ,was the oase wnen 
the COmmission ordered the separation in 1ts Decision 
No. 14755, dated April 7th, 1925. 

(2) The City or Los Angeles is not in a position 
to tinance its 1jOrt1011 ot this separation e.t this time and 
sinee th.ere a:Pl:>eared to be many other publio improvement'; 
which. reasonably required the expenditure or publi0 tunds 
in advance of this project, it should, in accord with pub-
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lice convenience and necessity, await later con-
sideration •. 

(3) The o!)ening of 17o.sb.ington Street un-
doubtedly Will ~ater1ally change the tr&tttc situa-
tion in th~ vicinity or the proposed separation; 
ther{ttore, 1 t is requested that the matter be held 
in abeyance until it hns bee~ dete~ined ~he re-
sults of the trat't1c now over the tracks at Santa 
Fe Avenue ~ter W~shington street has be~ cpened. 

The carriers, including the Los Angeles Railway Corpora-

tion, joined in the C1ty·s re(uest ~o hsve this ~xoceeding dis-

m.issed at tb,is t1l:!le, wi th the understandin,e that 1 t would. 'be taken 

up at a later date if conditions appeared to justiry. A repre-

sentative'or the .lutomobi1e Club or Southern California stated 

that while he was :J.ot w1ll1ng to: join 1n the request, he was not 

in e. postt1on to oppose it. 
Atter carefully cons1dering all the evidence in this 

proceeding, I em not convinced that a grade separa.tion be tweeD, 

santa Fe Avenue ~d the tracks on Butte Street is not justit1ed, 

since it appears the. t santa Fe .A.venue will continue to carry a. 
large vol'tlllle or vehicular trafr1c, and there can be no qu.estion 

but that the train moveoont$; on Butte 'Street tracks Will continue 

to seriously interfere with the vehicular tre.-~1c on Santa Fe 

Avenue. Oll the other hand, however, it appears proper, at the-

present t1:ne, to grant the request ot the City and the carriers, 

to deter the separation of grades at this pOint. It is to be 
I 

uneerstood, though, t~at the disnissal of this application does 

not mean that the Commission takes ;the :pos~ t10n that a grade 

separation at this point is not justitied and the Commission may, 

in the reasonably 116er tutul'e, give turther consideration to 'thls 

matter. 
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The tollow1ne to~. ot order is recommended: 

Furt~er heering hav1ng been had on this proceeding, on 

Nov~oer 13th, 1929, at which ttme th~ City ot Los Angeles and 

the carriers req,uested th~t the case be dism1ssed, the matter he.v-

ing been taken under subm1ssion and being now ready tor decision, 

It is Hereby Found es e Fact that the request ot the 

City ot Los Angeles and the carriers, to disniss th1s prooeed1ng, 

is reasonable, in view ot the conditions set torth 1n the tore-
going opinion; therefore, 

!T IS HEREBY ORDERED that DeCision No~ 14755, dated 
~pril 7th, 1925, DeCision No. 16018, dated February 20th, 1926, 

end DeCision No. 17553, d.ated October 29th, 1926, 1n the abl)Ve 

ent1tled proceeding, be and the same are hereby revoked. 

IT IS HEREBY FORTnER ORDERED thct Case No. 2061 be and 
the s~e 1s hereby d1~1ssed. 

i!2. D~ted ct Sen Francisco, Csl1tomi8., this 6.qf!. day' 
ot~ 1929. 


