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Decision No. .~y ~viiln

EEFORE TEE RAILROAD COMMISSION COF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

In the Matter of the Application oi’
é.gh%? g_grmms & SALLT %AKE RATIROLD , :
, -8 corporation, for. authority -
to sudstitute automatic crossing pro-  APPLICATION NO. 18454

tection in lieu of crossing gates,
Xagnolia Avenue, Riverside, Callfornia. -

Z. . Bennett and Z. C. Renmwick,
for Applicant. '

Eugene Best, for CLity of Riverside,
Protestant.

G. Lob=li, for Magnolie Center
Assocletion, Protestant.

2Y TEE COMMISSION.
OPTTION

The Los Angeles & Selt Lake Railroad Compeny 2ileld the adove
entitled application requesting authority to abardon ané remove the
menually operated ¢rossing gates at the grede crossing of lMagnolie
Avenue (Crossing No. 3-55.2) in the City of Riverside, County of
Riverside, and to substitute automaiic protective devices iz lieu
thereof.

A public hearing on said epplication was cornducted by

Ixeminer Xennedy at Riverside, on November 1%, 1932, at wiich

time the matier wes duly submitteld.

Magnolia A.veﬁue, paved to & width of approximately eighty
(80) feet between cuxrds, Ls the meln route detween Riverside and
Sente Ama via Sante iua Cemyon. The Pacific Electric Railwey
Compeny has a double-track, electric line consiructed in the center
of Megnoliz Avenue at 1ts point of crossing with theA'smgle-track
line o2 the Los Axgeles & Salt Leke Railrozd Company.




" The véhicu;gr tralfic passing over the crossing involved is
approxiﬁaxely 8,500 Caily. The lawful speed for vehicles passing
over said crossing is, by the terms of Section 113 of the Califorala
Tehicle Lev, limited to Lifteen nmiles por hbur. The rail tralfic
consists of six passenger trains, six through treighm trains and one
local frelight tralin daily. The speéd 1izlt for all trains at sall
¢rossing is thizty miles per hour.

Applicent proposes o abdbandon and remove the manually opersted
crossing gates at this crossing and to substitute in lieu thereof
sutomatic protective devices which shall be either of the wigwag oT
flashing light type. Tke reéord shoms that & plan is under consider-
ation %o eliminate the memuelly opereted Iinterlocking plant at this
location, the operator of which operates the crossing getes, and to
substitute an sutomatic interlocxer. o

Applicen?t estimetes that a net saving of £1,000 azmnuelly would
be effected by the elimtnetion of the gates end the substitution of
eutonatic protective devices, even thoug:h the mgnnally opezated inter-
locker were retalned, znd & net saviag of $6,700 amuuelly 1f sutomatic
interlocking were sudstituted for the nexuelly opersted imterlocker.

The request to remove se&id getes is based upon the contentiox
thet mz#ually opereted crossing gates ere not Iin keepling with xodern
methods of protecting grede ¢rossings; “hat this type of protection
1s on the decrease throughout the United Stetes; tThat the proposed
plan of protecting the crossing will be more economiceal to opexrete
ené that 1t Is imperative that the Compeny now effect all reasonadle

sconomies in operetion.

Applicant's Exhibit No. 1 shows that during the five-year

period, 1925—1956, the rumber o2 menuslly opereteld gate protected
erossings in the United Statesc {ecreaseld adbout 2L per cent, whereas
the number Of crossings protected by automatic sigpals during this

time {ncreased nearly 100 per cent.




The record shows thet during the exnual period eﬁding
November 14, 1932, the crossing gates at this location were droken
twexty-three times. It Ls apparent that cach time the crossing
gate zrms are droken, the protection ot the crossing is reduced
wmtll such <time as »epairs are nsde. it was shown thet the cost
ol repairing the broken gate arms during sall period was $424.

The City of Riverside'and the Megnolis Centex Assééi&tion
protested the removel of the‘gates, or the ground that the present
protection 1s adequate and wourld de satisfectory if more efficient
lights were placed on the gete aoms, and that wigwags were not, ixn
their opinion, as satisfactory as the crossing gates.

As & fwndemental principle in prescriding grede crossing
protection, Lirst consideration shouwld de éiven t0 the most el
fective and economical meens of reducing hazard. Iz considering
the grede crossing problexm at exy perticuler crozsing, we amust not
lose sight of the entire grade crossing situation Ix this State.

It ic not In the public interest to requwire the retention of &n
expensive Type of protection af g Tew crossings, which may‘hhve the
effect of deferning needed protection at other crossings egually
deserving of some type of sigrel, as 1T must de recognized that the
money available Zor grede crossing protection should be spent where
it will pexrforn fhe greatest public sexrvice.

There can be no questioxn that the ideal solution of removing
hezerds end deley at grade crossiﬁgs is by means of sradé separations;
however, that treatment reguires the expendivure of considersble moxey.
The highwey trafflic crossing the track at this location should de
aftorded reasonadble advance werning offan epprosehing trein and when
suck werning has beexn given, it is incumbent upon the driver of & .
vehicle $0 do his part in the way of recognizing this signel; in Zact,
Section 114 of the Californie Vehicle Act specifically provides that
1t shell be wnlewful for a motorist to cross railroed tracks without
Tirst coming to & complete stop, when a signal 1s being displeyed,
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et = grede ¢rossizg, indicating the immediate approech of &
train.

The record appesrs To Justify the conclusion that auto-
nmetic signels will provide reasozedle and adegquate proteciion
&t this location.

It‘appears from the physical conditions at +this erossing,
togethef with fhe obJections the Ci4y of Riverside had %o the in-
stelletion of wigwegs in lieuw of the crossing gates, that a signal
of the "flashing light-rotating stop benmer™ type would be most
satisfectory for lnstellation at this location.

Lfter carefully consilering all of the evidence in this

proceeding, 1t Is concluded that applican®t's reguest %o adbesndon
and remove the crossing getes at thils crossing is reasonesble,

proviled suitable automatic sigrnals are installed.
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The Los Angeles & Selt Lake Reilroed Compeny heving Ziled

the ebove entitled application, a public hearing having deen held
and the Commission deing Lully apprised of the facts,

- IT IS HERERY ORDERED that the Los Apgeles & Salt Lake
Redlroed Compeny be, end it is, hereby authorized to sbendon
and remove the manuelly operated crossing gateg'at the grade
crossing of Megnolis Avemue axnd its mein line reck (Crossing
No. 3=55.2) in the City of Riverside, Comty of Riverside,

subjlect to the following condlitioxms:

(1) Appliceant shall install and mairtain two flash-
ing light-rotating stop bemner siguals, for the
protection of sald crossirg.

(2) Applicant shall, within thizty (30) days there-
efter, notify this Commissioz, iz writing, of
the removel of seid getes end the compietion of
the installation of seld protection and of Its
compliance with the conditions hereof.




(3) The authorization herein granted shell lapse and
become void, 1f not exercised within ome (1) year
from the date hercor, wunless further #ime is
grented by sudsequent ordex.

The Commission reserves the righkt to meke such
Zurther orders relative %o the proteciion of said
crossing as to 1t may eppeer »ight and proper and
To revoke its permission 12, in 1ts Judgment, ,
public convenience and recessity demend such asction.

The authorizatior herein granted shell become effective

Swenty tzo; deys from and after the date hereof.
Dated &t San Frameisco, Celiforafa, this §2¢44 ey of
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Decenber, 1932.

Comfissioners. -~




