Decision No. 9LADD .

BZFORE THZ RAILROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA
-~=000=~=~ "

In the Matter of the Application of

the CITY OF GLENDALZ, & municipal i
corporation, for.pemmission to install R

2 grede crossing over the tracks of the Application No. 175%l12.
Southern Pacific Railroad Company at

Grayaold Avenuve.

Zernard Bremnen, City Attorpey, and
Aubrey N. Irwizn, Deputy City Attormey,
for Applicant. ‘

HZ. 7. Zodbs for Southern Pacific Company,
Protestant.

John R. Berryumon for Los Angeles Grade Crozsing
Committee, Interested Parxrty.

BY THE COMMISSION:

COPINIOXN

In tails proceeding the City of Clendale requests per-
mission to construet Crayaold Avenue &t grade across the double
track main line of Southerrn Pacific Company in said city.

A public hearing was held in tais matter before Exeminer

Harndford on November 18, 1931, in Glendele, at which time evidence
was rocoived and the matter was duly submitted.

The double track main lize of Southern Pacific Coxpany
veitween Los Angeles and Saxz Frencisco runs through Clendeale.

At the nértherly city limits the right of wey of the railroad is
adjacent to and west of Sen Ferrnando Road, oze of the main

througn erteries to tae north oL Loz Axngeles. The Grand Central

Alr Termineal is situated near the‘north ¢ity limits of Clendale




ond ixmediately west of the railroed.

The channel of the Los Angoles River is located west of
the railroad and opposite the proposed crossing. Its east bank
ic approxizately 300 Teet west of the railroad, Along the wes?t
bank of the river Riverside Drive hes deen constructed by the
City of Los Angeles.

The proposed Graynold Avenuve crossing is located im-
mediately south of the property of the air terminal. A? present
this crossing would serve the materisl yard and refuse dump of
Clendale, located west of the reilroad axnd south of Graynold Ave=~
nve., IEntrance 1o these municlpal properties rroxm Sen Fernando Roed

and the ¢ity to the eest of the reilroed is made over ax existing

erossing located ozly spproximately 35 feet south of the contor

line of the proposeld crossing.

Applicent has a tentative plan to develod Graynold Lve=
oze as & connection beitween San Fernando Road and Riverside Drive.
This plaxn contenpletes The ¢onstruction of & dridge across the Los
Arxgeles River, loceted in the City of Los Angeles, and the paving
oT Greynold Avenue beltween the river and The railrozd.

Applicant urged thet the granting or this application
was & necessery part of the prograx to construct Greynold Averue,
Trom Sax Fernando Roald To Riverside Drive, which will ilavolve
crossing Doth the railroad and the Los ingeles River. This new
connection would atiract treffic Irom The existing heavily used
grede crossings over Somtherz Pacific Companyts tracks at both
Los Feliz Bouleverd and Glendale-Brand Boulevard, both of which
ere located several miles south of the proposed erossing. In addi-
tion, It was contended that the distance Irom Los Angeles City to

pointe orn San Yernendo Road to the norta of the connection would




be materielly shortened; Turthermore, & crossing is necessary in this

vicinity to reech the city refuse duxp.

4 witness rfroxm the Alr Terminal testified that the proposed
crossing, in comnection with the extension or Graynold Avenue to
Riverside Drive, would racilitaste tTrarfic between Hollywood eané Beverw
1y E1lls and the airport. It eppears that the crossing for This trar-
fic is unnecessary, as there is now lald out & sitreet (Air Way) pera-
llel to and west of the reilroad, which connects with tThe Proposed ex-
Tenslion of Graynola Avenue. In The event Graynold Avenue is comstrucved
T0 Riverside Drive and Alr Way is constructed to connect with Graynold
Avenve, the Hollywood or Beverly Hills trarffic to the airport wowld
not need 0 cross the railroed.

The Through raffic Irom Loz Angeles to points on San Ferpan~-
do Roed north of Glendele would not be benefitod Dy the construction
o the crossing, alome, but depends entirely upen the extension or
Graynold Avenue to & contection with Riverside Drive, whick involves
the construction of = dridge across Los Angeles River. It appears
from the testimony of applicant that no definite arrangements have
beexn made for the coastruction of the bridge, whaich lies within the
City of Los Angeles; therefore, for a considerazble time at least, the
ecrossing would sexve only the material yard ané refuse dump of appli-
cant.

A Tour-dey check wes made by epplicent of the volume of doth
vebhlcular and rail traffic over the existing crossing, whick 1z shown iz
Exhidit No. 1, rfiled irn this proceeding. This exhibitdshoy§'that The
velhicular trafrfic petween 7:00 A.il.and 5:00 PM. counsisted of Irom £0
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to 172 trucks and from 42 T0 96 autos per day over the tracks end the
railroad xmovements aversged 1S5 traims during the same period, of which
7 were higb~speed passenger trains, TFor a full 24~bour period, 22

yessenger tralns pass this point., It is apparent that ugt;l‘such *imo
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as & connection is made with Plveruide Drive no meteriel ine-

¢rease 1z this vehiculer vraffic will &evelop.

The Los Angeles Crede Crossing Committee took a
neutrel position in this proceeding, neither supporting noxr
opposing the graating of the applicetion.

Soutkern Pacific Compeaxy opposed the grenting oL tuis
application oxn the ground thet ez additional ¢xrossing was un-
necessary and that the territory could de served by connecting
Alr Fey and Phillis Drive zcross the ¢ity's propervy, thereby
meking & through street parallel to and west of the railroad.
Acqess can be had W this street by existing erossings both
north arzd sout: of Graynold Avenue.

AfTer & review of the evidence in this proceelding, we
are of the opinion that pudlic coavenience and necessity has not
boon shown foxr a crossing at grede. It eppecrs that even if
the bridge were constructed across the Los Angeles River,
reasonable access o San Fernundo Roed from Riverside Drive could
be had by comnecting Alr Way and Phillis Drive end Thus use
existing crossings over the reailroed to reach San Fernendo

Roed. Thiz epplication, therefore, will be denied.

ORDER

. A public hearing having been Leld on this proceedins, the
matter having been duly submitied, and the Commission being now
fully edvised,

IT IS HEPEBY ORDERED thet this spplication be and tae

same Iis hereby denied.
Dated at San Francisco, Celifosmia, this 423225day of

—F92%. 6525357;,‘444,9¢,,
$V‘lffZAVZ&w'A:22595249Q2§/
o -

L=

7 Conmissioners.




