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Decision No. = :;;.g,E-, :

EEFORE THE RAILROAD COMMISSION OF TER STATE OF CLLIFORNIA

=000=

The Municipal Leazgue, a Voluntery Or-
genization of The Citizens of the City
of Los Angeles, State of Califorzia,

Complainant,

V3.
} Case No. 970
The Southern Pacific Company, Atchison,
Topeke & Sante Fe Railwey Compeny, end
Sen Pedro, 1os Angeles & Selt Leke Rail-
road Company,
Defendants.

The Central Development Associetion of
Los Angeles, & Voluntary Orgenization of
the Citizems of the City of Los Angeles,
State of Califoraia,

Compleinant,

VSe Cese Xo. 371

The Southern Pacific Compeny, atchisoxn,
Topexa & Sente Fe Railwey Company, Ssn
Pedro & Saznta Te Ralilway Coxpany, Sam
Pedro, Los ingeles & Salt Leke Reilroad
Company,

Dotendants

The Civic Center Association of Los )
Axgeles, a2 Corporation of the Citizexs of
the City of Los Angeles, State of Calif- )
ornis,

Complainant, )

TS } Case No. $72
The Southern Pacific Compeny, The Atchison
Topeka, & Sante Fe Railway Company, San 5
Pedro, Los Angeles & Sal?t Lake Reilreed
Conpany,

Defendents




The City of Pasalena, & Municipel Cop-
poretion,

Compleinant,
vs. A

PacLfic Electric Railwey Company, Southern
Pacific Company, Atéison, Topeka azd
Santa Fe Railwey Company, San Pedre, Los
Angeles and Salt Leke Railroad Compeny,
and CLity of Los Angeles,

Defendents.

tiom,

The City of Alhembre, & Municipal Corpora -

Complainant,
ve.

Pacific Electric Railwey Compazy, Southern
Pecific Compeny, Atchison, Topeke & Sansae
Fe Rellway Compexy, San Pedro, Loz ixgeles
and Selt Leke Railroed Company, and City of

Los Angeles,
. Defendants.,

)
)
)
)

)
)
)
)

)
)
)
)
)
)
)

The City of San Gabriel, a Municipal Co:'pora-?

tion
’ Coxnpledinant,
vs - :

Pecific Electric Raillweay Company, Southera
Pacific Company, Ltdiison, Topeka & Senta
Ye Rallway Company, Sen Pedro, Los Angeles
and Selt Lake Railroad Compeny, end City
of los Angeles, '
Defendants.

Tne City of South Pasadensa, a Municival
Corporation,
Compleinant,

VSe

Pacific Zlectric Railway Compaxy, Soutkern
Pecific Compaxy, Atchison, Topeka & Sente
Fe Railway Company, San Pedro, Los Angeles
and Selt LeXe Railrcad Company, and City
of Los Angeles, Defendants.

)
)
)
)
)

Case No. 974

Case No. 980

Case No. 981

Case No. 983




BY TEE COMMISSION:.

OPINION AND ORDER APPROVING PLANS TOR
L0S ANGELES PASSENGER TERMTINAL

3y oux order Issued in the above matters on July 8,
1927, (Deciston 18593, 30 C.R.C. 151) the defendants Southern
Pacific Company, The Atchison Topeka"& Santa Fe Rallwey Compeny
and the Los Angeies and Salt Lake Railrozd Company, and each
of them, were ordered to. "proceed to comsiruct and thereafter
operate & union passeager station within that portion of the
City of Los Angeles bounded dy Commercial Street, North Main

Street, Redondo Street, Alhambra Avenue and the Los Angeles

River, together with such tracks, conneciions, anéd 2ll other ter-

minal facilities arnd additions, extemsions, improvements and
changes in the existing railroad facilities of said copamies
as may be reascnably necessary omd incidental to the use of seld
union passenger 'ste.tion, at a cost of ayproxinetely ter million
dollars($10,000,000), in substential complisnce with the plan
outiined 11 Commission's Exhidit 4=b herein.”
The order further provided: ™Nork upon the comstruction
' o7 said union passenger stetion chell commerce Within nimety (90)
days after the effective date of this order, and sheall be com- -
pleted within three (3) years after seld dote.”
The val:‘:.di':ﬁr of the Commission oxfer was upheld by the
Suprens Counrt 61‘ California by dec:f:sion rendered Xay 27, 1930,

(The Atchison Toveke & Santa Fe Railway Co. et al., vs. Reilroal

Cormission, 209 Cal. 460), and the decision of the Stete Court

was affirmed by the Supréme Court oZ the Tnited States on May

18, 1931, (The Atchison Toneke & Sante Fe Rwailwev Comvany, et el.,

vs. Railroad Commission, 283 U. S. 380.)




Manifestixg axn intention to comply with the reguire~
ments of the Commission's order, The carriers, a2t & conference
Leld on December 14, 1931, submitted to the Commission ZLor its
concideration and approvel two sets of plans for a union passenger
s‘catibn arnd incidentel facilities in the Plaza erea., The Southern
Pacific Company and Los Angeles and Salt Lake Railroad Compaxny
presented a plan which they zave Jointly agreeld upon, and The
Atchison Topeka & Sante Fe Rallway Company precented a separate
pian. The Southern Pacific-Los Angeles and Salt leke plan is foo
e stu'bwend stetion and ir every wey is iz 2ull ccampliance with
the requirements of Comssion's Exhioit 4-~b, designated 4in the
COmm.iséion's order. The Atchisor Topeks & Santa Fe plen is for

a through station. This plen does Ezo*.: meet with the requirements

of the Commuission's order.

The reépectivc cerriers have elso submitted for the

informetion of the Commission the following cost estimates for
the two planrs above mentioned:
Th.e A-T- & S-Fe S-P-"I‘.A‘ & S.Ia-

Throuvgh-Station Stub=end Station
Plan Plan

e A. T. & S. Construction Cost $£5,554,080 $4,884,022
Pe Estinmates ~ Land & Dexage 4,770,616 3,824,632

Total 10,524,676 ~B.705,65%

S.P.Estimates Construction Cost 6,465,670 4,574,902
' -Land & Domage 7,084,460 4,942,744

' L.hc & Se L.  Construction Cost 6,465,670 4,574,902
Estimates Land & Danage 5,464,235 4,158,282

Totel TI,52%,505 R PT T




It sktould be noted that the plan designatel as Come-
mission's Exhibit 4=b 1s substantially the seme plan as was
presented to the Interstate Commerce Commission dy the Californie
Commissl on iz Finance Docket 14778 and fouréd to be in the pudlic
interest. The Interstate Commerce Commission in its decision |

referred to the plan as the "Plaza Plan” (Los Angeles Passenger

Terminal Cases, 100 I.C.C. 421, deciced July &, 1925.) In the

last proceeding before the Interstate Commerce Commission, where-
iz the Reilroad Commission of Califormia and the City of Los
Angeles requested the issuance of certificates o public con-
venience and necessity euthorizing the construction of the union
pacsenger station and facilities as ordered by the Califorrzia
Commission by 1ts order of 1927, the Interstate Commerce Commis~
s5on had before it Califormia Commission's Exunidit 4=b plax and
issued its certificates of pudblic convenlence and neces§§?y
euthorizing the comstructior of the station and facilities in

complisnce ‘therewith. (Loc Anceles Pessenger Terminal Cases,

142 I. C. C. 489, decided May 8, 1928)
Qur order herein will approve the plazns sdbmitte& ﬁy
the Southern Pacific Compeny and Los Angeles and Sa:ﬁ;Lake

Reijroad Company and will disepprove ihe plens samitted by The

Atchison Topeke & Sente Fe Reilwey Compaxny.

-

QRDER

-

‘the Atckison Topeka & Sants Fe Reilway Company,
Souvthern Pacific Compeny and Los Angeles and Salt Lake Zailroal
Company having suomitted to the Commission Zor 1ts epprovel
two sets of plans for 2 union pessenger svation in Los sngeles,
es inéicated in the foregoing opinion, the Commission having
carefully considered the seid plans and deing fully 1ﬁb:med in

Se




the premises,

IT IS ZERZEY ORDERED that the plane for a union
passenger verminal at ‘.:he?laza., Los Angeles, Califorrnia,
submitted to this Commission on December 14, 193, by Southerz
Pecific-Los Angeles and Salt Lake Railrosad Company be end the
seme are-hereby approved, and declared to de In cempliance
with the terms of the oxder of this Commission issued in
Decision 18593, and

IT IS EEREEY FURIZER ORDEFED that the plans subtnmitied
to thls Commissior on December 14, 1931, by The Atchiscon Topeka
& Santa Fe Railway Company be and the same are hereby disapproved
and decl&red t0 be not in conformity with the Texrms of the afore-
£ald order of this Commission.

Dated at Sax Francisco, Californila, this (% day -

of Januvaxry, 1932.
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