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E::!OP3 TF2 ?AIT....'ROAD C().IIo1MISSION OF TEE STATZ OF CAI.IFOR..~ 

} 
In the Matter of the I:l,vest1gat1on ) 
on the Commiss.ion's own motion to } 
consider the promulgation or a ) 
General. Order deal1:g with rego.la- ) 
tions governing the ~prove~ent or ) 
existing grade crossings. } __________________________ 1 

f>E!,.V'E'{? COMMISSIONER: . 

case No. 3145. 

OPINION' 
--.....,.~~- .... 

~is proceeding was instituted o~ the Comm1ssio~'s own 

motion, in t~e interest 0: simpliry1ng the ~rocedure to be ~ol-

lowed in the wide:1ng ot existing gr&de crossings. Public hear-

ings were held at both Los Angeles and San 1rancisco end ~ 

appearances were entered, reprecenting the rallroads, ci~, county 

and state bodies. 
In the past it has been the practice to rile app11ca-

tions tor authority to widen ex1st~g grade crossings. This plan 

reqU1red the preparation or a tor.mal application by the ~bl1e 

authority, a report from the carrier and, atter due con~1derat1on 

by the CommiSSion, the 1ss~ce of an order, all of which re~1red 

considerable t~e. 
The increasing progre;:n ot W1de:.1llg publiC highways,. 

espec1ally on state and county roads 7 has increased, proportion-

ately, the n~ber ot applications tor authorit 7 to widen grade 
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ero~$ings. ~e number now be1:g tile' With t~e Commission seems 

to justity an investigation on the Comm1ss1on~s own motion. look-

ing tow~d a more ~ex1ole ~eens ot handling thiz matter. To 
, 

this end, a suggeste~ tor.m o! General Order W83 p~epared, a copy 

of which was turn1shed all the public ott1cials hav1ng jurisdic-

tion over ~ubl1c highways ~here grade crossings were involved, 

including city, county and state bodies, as well as all steam and 

electriC railroads o~er~ting in Ca11torn1a. 
Section I or the proposed General Order proVides that 

where the public authorities having jurisdiction over the highway 

involved and the reilroad corporation are in ag=eeme~t as to plan 

ot improving an existing crossing, as well as the a~port1onment 

ot the cost ot the same, the parties are authoriZed to proce~ 
with such work, prov1ded the Commission is given not less t~ 

twenty dayst notice1n advance or the ti~e it is planned to ea.:­

~enee the work. In addition to the notice, the appl1cant iz re-

~1red to !u~i~h certain intor.catio~ as to ~hys1cal conditions 

ot the existing crossing. 
Section II or the said proposed order provides ~hat 1!, 

on the other hand, the parties are not in agreement as to either 

the method ot improving the crossing or apport1onment o~ costot 

the s~e, or both, the a~p11eant must !ollow the present proeedure 

ot til1ng an app11eatlon. upon receipt o~ such an applieation, 

each ease will be deeided u~on the condit1ons ~revail1ng, as is 

the present practice. 
Contained in Section III ot the propose' dratt was a 

suggested apportionment of cost to ,cover the ord1nary ease ot 

widening a c~o$s1ng over a track where no special conditiOns pre-

vail. The or~e= specit1cal~j state~, however, that it, 1n eny 

part1cular ease, either pa.-ty could show that the apportio~ent 
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o~ cost~ as set ~orth, was ~ot reasonable, it would be attorded 

an opportunity to ~rezent eVidence e10ng thi~ line. 
The other sections o~ the General Order annottnce the 

responsibility tor the protection ot the cro$:~ during the t~e 

the work is under way and other explanatory conditions o~ the 

order, which do ~ot appear to require ~y special co~nt. 

The record shows that the various interested pe...."""t1es 

are partieularly interested in the pro~ulgat1on ot e General Order 

which w1ll constitute authority, where all are in agre~ent, to 

proceed with the work upon tiling notice Toith the Commission and 

:rurnishing the required intormat1on, 7:'1 thout :l:lav1ng to make appli-

cation, which very otten results in considerable inconvenience, 

due to loss ot t~e in making the necessary investigations and pre-

paring the required ~or.mal doc~ents. 
The only substantial objection to the proposed General 

Order was directed to Section III, which outlines a suggested 

apportio:oment ot cost. The po11 t1cal subdivisions, particularly 

the cities, contended that the announcing ot ~ apportionment o~ 

cost in the General Crder might, in some cases, work adversely to 

their interests, particularly when tracks were constr~cted under 

certain tr~chise re~irements. The representatives ot the state 

Highway Commission testified t~at. tro~ thei~ standpoint, it would 

make little ditterence whether or not such a schedule was included 

in the General Order. ~e inclusion ot such a schedule tor the 

apportionment o~ cost in a nor.mal case might a~~ord the railroads 
end the public oodies the advantage ot having a ready reterence 

to the Comm1ssion~s policy tor the apportionment or cost in such 

eases. On the other hand, however~ the State Highway representa-

tives adm1tte~ that they might legally negotiate with the reilrocds 
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without such a guide a::ld. might,. with equal propr1et 7,. 1>ese 

their negotiat1ons upon the preced.ents este~lished by the Com-

mission in tormal cases. 
T'.o.e l"epl"esentati'Ve tram the CO'U!lty o! Los Angeles testi-

tied practically along the S~ l~e as the state representatives. 

A n~r o! intereste~ parties tiled ~itterent sehednle~ 

ot suggested apportionments ot cost, allot which vary so:tewhat 

tr~ the O::le set forth in the Commission·s Order. 
Arter care tully reV1ew1ng the t1le in this proceeding, 

it appears that a General Order should. be issued, authorizing the 

parties, where they are in agreement, to proceed with the widen-

ing of existing crOSSings,. without any rete=enee to apportionment 

ot' cost; therefore, the tollorlng Ord.er is recollXl:lended: 

ORDER .... -~---
. An investigation having been instituted O~ the Com=1s-

sions' own :otion in the above entitled proce~1ng, public hear-

ings having 'been had and the me. tt-er now bel:J.g u::.der suo:c:rizs1on e.nd 

ready tor decision, 
The Railroad Comm1ssion of the State 0": Cal1to:::n1a :E:ere-

by Fi~ds as a Fact that public convenience and ~ecessity will be. 

served through the 1ssua:lce ot' a General Order autho::1.z1ng the 

al tere.tion or e::d.st1ng graCl.e ero ss1ngS, there tore, 

rl' IS EE:R:E:SY O?J)3EED that -::b.e:. the :public authority 

having jur1sd1etion over the highway ~d the railroad corporation 

are in agreement as to the plan ot al.tere.t1011 0'1: a:l eXisting 
gre.de erossing, as well as e.pport10nme:.t ot cost ot the sa:ne,. the 

parties are hereby authorized to make such changes under the eon-

~it10ns prescribed by the P~11road Comm1ssion ot the S~ate or 
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cal1torn1e. in 1 ts General Ord.er ~o. ~ 0 • 

The etteet1ve dete ot se1d Genere.l Ore.er No. g-?' 
S~be, ______ ~~~~~~ ___ ~_d_~_Iq.~~~~~. 

The torego1ng Opinion and Order are hereby approv~ 

and ordered tiled as the Cp~on ane. O=~er or the Ea1l=oad Co:-

miss10n o! the State ot calitornie.. 

ot 
~ Date~ at San ?renc1sco, 
~< .1932. 

() 

california, this ~day' 
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GENZPJJ.. ORDZ;\ NO. ! t . 
" 

S.;.n.ROAD CO!C::rSS!ON OF TEZ STl'..TE OF C;.r.!FOP.N'!";' 
. .'. ~ 

REG'C.1L\.TIONS GOV ~'U-.TJ:N'G 'n-::E .. U.'EP..J1.T!ON OF EXrSIJ:. 
ING GR.A.DE CROSSINGS OF ?UEtIC ROADS, .:a:tGElTAYS 
OR STREETS ":lITE RA.II.ROADS !.~ 'I'ZE: STATE. or 
CAtI!OR!\TIA. 

Issued unde~ authority ot the Pub11c Utilities Act. 
Approved ~~ 7-'0.113.;'" Ett'ect1ve ~/-t)/f-3~ . 

() 
- - - - - ~ ~ - -

IT IS EEP~ ORDZPSD by the P.ailro~d Commission ot 
the St~te ot Calitornia that, unless othe:wise directed by the 
Com~<ssion, all ~a1lroad corporations, as detined in t~e Public 
Utilities Act, operating in C~1rorn1a shall be governed by the 
rollowing regulations whenever an existing grado crossing or e 
public road, highway o~ street With a railroad is altered as e 
result or widening the crossing or Changing the elevation or 
al1gnment ot the tracks. 

!. Authorizat1on when the Part1es are 
in COcplete ~eement. 
In e~ses who=e the publiC authorities, haVing jurisdic-

t10n over the highway involved, and the railroad corporation 
are in agreement as to public necessity !or altering an exist-
ing crossing at grade and as to a plan ot zuch 1mprove~ent, 
~s well as apportionment or cost ot the s~e, the parties ere 
hereby aut~orized to ~e such ch~ges, in connection with 
alterations in the width, a11gm:l.ent, gre.des ot approach and 
neee$s~ ehangez in the protection ot an existing grade cross-
ing, atter haV1ne: g1ven tb.e Co::mission notice thereot not le~s 
than twenty (20) days in advar.ce or the time it is ,lanned to 
commence the work ot _such ~ ~1?rovement; prOvided, turther, 
that such plans do'not contl1ct with any ot the re~u1re~ents 
or the Co~ssionts Gene~el Orders Nos. 72 and 75. Such notice 
zhall be riled in dup11c3te by the party initiati~ the ~rove­
ment end shall include the tolloWing i~o=mat!on: 

(a) The assigned number ot the crossing proposed to be 
al tered.. 

(b) A state:ent showing the public be~et1t to be ob~a1ned 
by the proposed. alteration. 

(c) A sta.te:ent showing why a se~o.rat1011 or g::ades 1z 
not practicable ~der the circumstances. 
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Cd) A statement indicating the eXisting and proposed 
$igns, signalc or other protect10n proVided or 
to be p=oV1ded at the crossing proposed to be 
widened. 

(e) A ~p o~ the 1~ed1ate Vicinity of the crossing 
proposed to be altered, on a scale or trom 50 to 
200 reet per ineh, showing the locations or 
etreets and roads, property lines, tracks and 
buildings and other obst:-uctions to the View 
or the crossing ~roposed to be altered, the 
present character of surtace or pavement and 
width of same, on the street or road adjacent 
to the crOSSing, and the nAture ot the proposed 
improvement. 

(t) A profile showing the ground line and the present 
and proposed grade line~. 

(g) EVidence ot agre~ent between the parties relative 
to the proposed alteration. 

'Where the alterations or the crossing are ot a minor nature, 
such as changes or elevetion or eight (8) inches or less, or a 
total widening o! six (&) feet or less and no add1tio~ protec-
tion or change in existing protection is proposed, the notice 
to the Co~ssion mA1 be handled 1nro=mally by letter and items 
(c), Cd), (e) and (t) mey be Omitted tr~ the notice. 

II. A~~11cetion Reouired where the Pertiez 
are not in Agreement. 

Where the parties are not in agreeme~t as to the public 
necessity tor the plan or alteration an~/or apportionment ot 
cost or a proposed che.nge in a.n eXisting grade crossing, the 
~arty deSiring the change shall make tormal application to the 
Cocm1ssion, seeking authority tor such alteration. 

III. Respons1bi11tT tor Performance of 
Physical WorK During Construct1on. 

All work in connection With the alteration of crossi~s 
at grade between the rails ot a railroad and within two C2J 
teet outside or the rails, sha~ be performed under the supervi-
sion or the railroad company. The railroad sMll 'be resvonsi'ble 
tor the physical construction or additional ,rotection or any 
changes in the existing protective deVices or the cros8~g. 
Tr~tf1c on the railroad and h1ghway ~ust be given reasonable 
and adequate protection dur1ng the time the crossing is being 
altered. 
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IV. An 11cat10n l.~st be Y..e.de to'!" New Crossin~s 
Section 43 Pub 1c Utilities Ae~ • 

• 

Nothing contained herein shall be construed as authoriz-
1ng the construction ot a new crossing ot a railroad over a 
public street or highway at grade or the construction ot a 
?ublie street or highway over the tracks ot a railroad eo:pora-
tion at grade in this state. 

The COm.1ssion reServes the right to modify any ot 
the pro'V1sions ot these rules wilen, in 1 ts opinion, public 
interest would be served or so doing. . 

By E. G. UJ.'rE..&liSON, Secretary. 
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