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Decision Noe ?-27 7

 BEFORE THE RAITROAD COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIAe

-006-

EXGELAND PARK CHAMBER OF COMERCE
Complainant,

ATCEISON,TOFEKA AND SANTA FE RATLWAY

)

)

)
v8s § Cago Xoe 14766
COAST LINES, §

Defendant

L. To Meghew, foxr Highlsnd Park Chamber of Commerce.
David Faries, for Automobile Club of Southern Califoxmia.
¥. We Roed, for Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Reilwaye
e Ae Lorentz, foxr Board of Public Utilities of the

City of Los Aungeless

Brundige, Commissioner:

CRINION

In thie complaint filed August 4, 1920, Highland

Park Chamber of Commerce alleged that the rallway grade cresing

maintained by defendent at the intersection of 1ts railway with
Dayton Ave., Yos Augeles, wad insdeguately vroteoted and asked
that the Commission order orossing gates installed. Com=
plalinant slsc drew atten;tion to fatal soclidents at this pou_rt
.and asked further that pending the oporation of gates the de=
fondant protect the orossing by manusl Zlagmene This crossing
is within the City of Los Angeless

A public hearing was held in Los Angeles on OOtobe:}
21, 1920, at which the complainant, the defendant, tha Board of
Public Utilities of the City of Los Angeles and the Automobile

Club of Southern Californie were representeds.
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" Complainant introduced evidence to show that the grade .
ocrossing was dangerous; particularly because of the fact that
the view and sudibility of Los Angeles bound trains of defendant
was very poor because of buildiﬁga located upon the acute angle
corner of DPasedena Avenue and the Senta Fe right of way to the
northwest of the crossinge Another poinﬁ brought out was the
fact that there was considerable confusion to vehicise drivers
resulting from Los Angeles Railway Corporation sireet railway
tracks Just to the west of thé erossing and Pac;fie Electric
Ralilway Compary street‘railway tracks Just to the cast of the

aro88ing.

Mr. Lorentz, Ascistant Euginecr in the Eoexd of
Pudlic Utilities of the City of Loo Angeles,testified to the
restlts ¢f traffic studies showing tast approximately 3000
veaicles per day used this crossing mnd that sixty-~three Yper
cont o2 the vehlecular travel was west bound, the direction of
the greater risk and dangers He testified further that in
his Judgnent the protection provided by defendant at fhis CroSgm
ing was Iinadequatos

The present »rotection consists of an automatic flag-
maxn locsted on the coutherly side of Dayton Avenune and on the

westerly oide of the railwsy tracks, and.as crossing sign with

| a smell gong on the other side of the street apd the othexr side
of the tracks, the latter in the proper location to protect the
westbound vehliculax traffic, which is nearly double t‘h.e_ aapt-
bounde

Defendant did not contend that the present protection
was adequates In fact 1% suggested'replacine the gong by an

antomatic flagman, in liewn of the irstallstion of orcesing gatese

If this were dome there would be two axtomatic flagmen, the

present automatic flagman remairing in its present locatione
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Ire He Ge Woeks, one of the Commission’s Assistant Engineers,
who hes made many traffic lnvestigations in Los Angeles and vieinity,
wae alao of the opinion that the present protection was insufficient
and the grade crossing_ dangerouse

There seems to be no gueation of the inadequaocy of the
existing devices to protect the public passing over this grade
crossing, and that the resl point et issue is whet additional proe-
tection should be installede '

Witness for the defendent stated thet in his opinion ane
tomatic flagmen offered equal protection to gates ard supported
bis opinion by figures to show that gates fail more often than
the flagmen. Since the figures 'presented were besed on a few
gates at very busy orossings and for all flagmen, principally at
very muck less dbusy poini;s, I cannot give them any partioular
weight 1n this proceedinge. This witness also prasdicated his
opinion on the asllegation that gates, if run into and broken,
left the crossing without protecticne I am not convinced that
this is aounde There sre usually four individual gates at any one

crossing and rarely ie more than one broken at a time.  Further,
if the aatomatic flegmen feils there 1s no protection, while, on
the other hend, even witk a complete failure of all :our gates,
the gate operator may flag vehidular traffic from the ground,as
a manual flagmane

1r. Lorentz and Mr. Weeks botk testified that in thelr
Judgment ga.tesr rrovided the best protection, and I am convinced
that the gates should be installeds

It was also brought out taat the present automatic flag-
man which should remein as warning to vehicles at night wken the.
gates axe not operated, should be moved acrcss Dayton Avenue and
also placed on the other side of the tracke This is not enoughe
Due to the curve, or change in direction of Dayton Avenune at this

point, the flagmen would not be readily visidle to eastbound’
e
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veicless An additicnal wigwag should repiaoe the present
creasing sign and gonge
I wish to add that the rapvid and continual growth of
thik8 territory and in the xumber of automobiles, znd the fact )
th;é,t Iesadena Avenue is & through atreet where relatively high
k- cular speed may be maintained have had considerable in-
ence in arriving at my conclusion, particulerly vhen the

future is congldereds
I submit the following form of order:
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2 A public hoaring haviag been held in‘ the above entitled
prqfoeed.ing, the matter having been duly submitted and the Com=
nigsion being fuily sdvised,

3 IT IS HEREBY (QRDERED, that Atchisorn, Topeks and Santa
Fe Bailway, Cozst Lines, proceed at once to install orossing
gat{ea snd to com‘olete the ianstallaetion not later than two months
,,,ro;m the date of aprroval of the plans for their location by

thi}a Commission, as kereinefter yprovideds

g IT IS FURTHER ORDERSD, that defondant submit witbin ore

mong‘th from the date of this order plans showing the proposed lo-
oa.:éion of croséing' gates whish ia satisfactory to the City of
Lo 4 Angeless '

‘..: IT IS STIIL FURTEER ORDERED, that defendant shall fm-
med,’:tately raeplace the present crossing sigz and gong on ‘the
nozétherly gide of Dayton Avenue with a.n sutonatic flagnane

‘} The Commigsion resarves the right to meke such furthex

\ .
ordlors relative to the location, cwmstruction, operation, main~

{
ten_(ia.nce and protection of sald crossing as t0 it may seem right

a.nd‘ proper, and to revoke its pemisaion if, ix its Judgment

the| rublic coxvenience and nooess:tty demand such actione
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The foregoing Opinion exd Order zre hereby approved
and ordered filed@ ac the Opiniox and. Order of the Reilroad

Commisaion of the State of Califormiae -
ke
Deted at San Frencisce, Cslifornia, this 2 f ~ day
of Octobver, 1920

LA :
Comnlaeslonerss




