
· City ot Eurballk, e municipal eo::poratioJl, ) 
Burbank Chamber ot Co~erce, a eo~or8tion, ) 
Bu:baDk Realty Board, e eor~oretion, ) 

ComJ;>1c.1nan.ts, 

vs. 

Sou.thern Pacitie Railroad CO%:lpaJlY, a 
corporation, Southern Pe.citic CotlPa::c.y, 
e corpo:-atio:l, 

BY TEE co,ocrSSION'. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

case No. 2530 

Southern 1?ac1tic Company., on January 24, 1933, filed. a 

supplem.ental app11cat1o:l in tl:.e above entitled case, request1Ilg 

authonty to abe.:tc.o:l end !"emove the Kehler Attto:latic Crossing 

Gates at the grade cross1::lg ot Ale:mede: Street e:lC: its :lain line 

tracks (Cross~ No. B-472.8) in the C1ty ot Burbank, County 0: 
Los Angeles, end to stibst1tnte in lie~ ~hereo~ st~dard No. 5 or 

No.6 eutomat1c Signals, as spee1tied in this Comciss1on's 

General Order No. 75-A. 

Case No. 2530, tiled w1 th this Com:l1 $Sion on April 16, 

1928, was a compla1:lt by the City: ot Btll"be.nk, Eln'b a nk· Chamber o'! 

Commerce and Bur'be.::Jk ReaJ.ty Board against Southern Paeit1c Company 

tor the installation ot additional protection at certe1n ero=sings 

in the C1 ty ot Burbe.:ck. =o!!g ":'1'bich ",as the .A1.ameda Street crossing. 

The record shows the. t as e result ot this eO:1:ple.1:c.t, an i~ol":l8l 

conterence ~es held tor the purpose or eo:s1der1ng the protection 

to be instf!11led. e.t the various cross:1::lgs cO:lpla1ned o'!, and it was 

at that t~e that represe~tati~es o~ co~plainants a:::.d detcndsnte 



agreed upon the trial install~tion ot Kahler Automat1c Cros~1:g 

Gates tor the lJle:eda Street cros:1ng. The Col:!ll1ssion, 'by :1 ts 

Decision No. 20035, dated ~uly ll, 1928, e~~roved certain stipula-

tions and reservations ~eletive to the ~~otection ot these cross­

ings in the City ot Burbe.:lk, a..~ong ":7h1eh is the above ::lentiolled 

Al~ede. St~eet crossing. 

The COm:dssiOll, by its ~c1s1on No. 22269, dated-April 1, 

1930, on Case No. 2530, requ1re~ that the matntenance ot the Kahler 

Gates at the Alameda Street erossing be cont1nuee. and. 8.:pportio11ed 

the cost ot 1nste.l11ng s~e 'between Southern Pacitic Co:pany a!ld 

t~e City ot Bur~enk. 
Southern Pac1tic Co~any now alleges that its experience 

with seid gates at the Al~eda Street crossing has proven tbat 

said gates are not mecha:1cally or otherwise e. dependable to~' 

ot protection tor said crossins; that s2id gatez have railed to 

operate pr~erly in ~DY instances ene are exceedingly unreliable, 

end that the cost or maintain1ng said gates has been excessive. 

The record shows thQt our Engineering ~epartcent repo:ts 

the t the Co:npany :l1lD.lltactm:-i:lg these part1ctllar gates has closed 

its plant, and ell et!o~ts to cont~ct rep~esentat1ves ot that 

Co~any have been unsuccessful. 

The City ot Buroallk he.z e.e.v1sed the CO:n:n1 zz10n that 1 t 

has no objection to the re:pval ot said gates, prov1ded that 

either stendard No. 5 0:" standard No. 5 s1g:lals, as s~c1t1ed in 

this Co~ss1on·s General Order ~o. ?5-A? together with ~Two ~ain 
~ 

Ind1cetors~ be 1nstalled in lieu the~eor. 

~ter caretully considering the entire record in this pro-

ceeCi:o.g, together with the :pertor.raance record ot the Kohler Allto-

matic Crossing Ge.tes~ ~s compared. to the record ot other types 

ot allto:::atic signtUS installed at crossings 1:0. the vicinity ot 
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the Al~ede Street crosz1:g, it appears thet Southern ?ac1t1c 

Company's rectuest 1s rec.soneble and eut:!:lortty ~houle. ·be gra:.ted 

tor the re:::x:>val or said gates. 

It e:ppear1ng that a :public hearing is not necessary and 

that the request show.d. be gl"mlted., 

IT IS HEREBY OED~~ th~t author1ty be, and the sa:e is, 

hereby gra:l.ted. to Sot;4the::n Pacific Company to abandon e.nd remove 

the K~ler Autom:t1c Crossing Gates locatee at the grade crossing 

of Alameda Street and. trD.cks at sc.1d. CoIlPa.:ly (Cro-ss1ng No. :B-472.S) 

in the City 0-: Bu:"bsD.~, Cotm.ty ot Los .A::lgeles, subject to the 

tollo1l1ng cond,1 t1ons: 

(1) Prior to the removel ot said gates, So~the~ 
?a.cit1c CO::Qany shall, at it:: own e:q,onse, in­
ste.ll t-:ro stenda.rc. ~ro. 5 euto:m.at1e s1gna.lS., as 
spec1t1ed in this Co~~ion's Genernl'Order No. 
75-A, together with nTwo :roin Ind1cators~ o! a 
type to be e.p~roved by this Co==!ssion. fo~ the 
protoction ot said. crossing. !I'Ae maintenance ot 
said eutocatic si~ls s~all be borne by Southern 
Pacific Co~eny. 

(2) The Co~ssion reserves the right to ~e such 
~urther orders, relative to the protection ot 
said crOSSing, as to it may ::eem right and pro~er 
an~ to revoke its por=iss1on it, in its judgment, 
public convenience and necessity de~a snch action. 

In all other respects, this Com=ission~s ~c1s1on No. 200Z5, 

heretotore entered. in the above entitle.d proceeding, shall re::na1n 

in tull torce and etteet. 

The effective date ot this orde= sh~ll be t~enty (20) ~/s 

t=om ~~ atter the a~te hereot. 

Dated at San Fre.:c.ciseo, Cel1tornia, this ~daY· o~ 
~rch, 1933. 

Cot:nn.1ssioners. 


