Decision No. 20504 .

BEFORE THE RAILRCAD COMMISSION QF THEE STATE OF CALIFCRNIA.

In the Matter of the Application
of the COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES for
construction of overhead crossing
on La Tijera Boulevard over right
of way of Pacific Electric Railway.

Application No. 19076.

St Yl gl Worolt Yl el gl

J« H. O'Cornor, for Applicant.
Ce Wo Cornell, foxr Pacific Electric Rallway
Company.
BY TEE COMMISSIQN:

CPINION

The County of Los Angeles filed the ebove entitled
gpplication seeking authority to corstruet La Tijera Boulevard
&t separated grades over the Pucific Electric Reilway Company*s
Venice-Inglewood Line and requesting that the Commission allocate
the cost of seaid sepearation deltween applicant and the Pacific
Electric Reilway Compeny.

A public Leering on said application was conducted
by Exeminer Eunter, at Los Angeles, on November 24, 1933, at which
time the matter was duly submitied.

La Tijers Boulevard is now being constructed in a general
zortheacterly and southwesterly direction between Lz Brea Avenue and
Slauson Avenue, in the County of Los Angeles, snd wken completed will
afford the most direct route between the northwesterly portion of Los
Angeles and the southwest coast beaches. The county proposes to c¢on-
struct the highway with & rosdway width of forty fLeet and 1t is esti-
meted it will accommodete a very heavy vehicular traffic which will
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amount to as high as 18,000 vehicles on Sundays 2rnd holidays.
The railroad invelved is the Pacific Electric Railway

Company*s Inglewood Line, the rormal operztion over which consists

of two single car express trains and two single car freight trains.
The treck at the proposed point of crossing is loceted in & narrow
drew approximetely thirty feet deep.

The recoerd shows that applicant would not have pro-
posed a grade separation over thls unimportant rell line dut for the
fact that the topogrephy at the point of proposed crossing makes a

grede geparation the mest prectiesl meens of cecess aver the track.
The cost of constructing thiszs grade separation, ex-
clusive of paving, wes estimated by the county to be apprdximately

$39,000.
The Pacific Electric Rzilway Compeny d1¢ not oppose

applicant’s plan to effect this separction, nor did it take the
position thet the new highway was not reasonably necessary to meet
vehicular traffic needs, dut it aid conteald tThat 1t would receive

20 dYenefit from the proposed sepereation which cannot be economicelly
justified solely for the purpose of avolding a grade crossing witk
tkis very unimportant railroad, therefore it chould not be called
uporn to bear ary portion of the expense of constructing same. The
record shows that for the eleven months' period ending Cctober 31,
1933, the rasilway company trexnsported over its Inglewood Line detween
the point of proposed grzde separation snd Imgleweed an averzge month-
ly traffic of thixty-one tors of freight 2rd twelve tons of express.
The Genersl Manager of the Freific ZElectric Reilwey Company testified
that the separation would de of no dbenefit to his company and should
it be celled upor to besr ary substantial amount of the cost of s=me,
it might, in view of the comparativelyllow earnings, have to request

abendonment of thet portion of the line between Inglewood and the
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grade sepsration.

The xecord is clear thet 2pplicent does nol propese
& grede seperatior on the besis that suck ar Improvement is necessary
to effect & safe and adeguate crossing for vehicular traffic over the
railroad dut oxnly on the bdbesis that & grade crossing Ls not feasidle
due to topeogrephical ressons. If a grade crossing were practical,
undoubtedly the couxty wounld be sgreeeble to constructing ceme ot
ite sole expensc, whick procedure wes followed a2t u nearby crossing
of an important county road over this ssme railroed. The county's
Assistant Rozd Commissioner pointed out that ha? it not deen for the
presence of the railroad, the county would undoubtedly heve snanned
the crew ot a much lower level with a solid £il1l and culvert, the
cost of which was estimated t¢ B¢ approximately $10,000 lesc then
undexr the proposed plan.

In cozsidexring the allocation of costs In this parti-
calar case wo must consider the bezefites which each class of the
public, viz., the vehicular pudlic on ithe one hand aend the shipping
public on th: othor, would receive from a separation of gredes. The

fact thet the presence of the railroed mekes the constructlon of the

highwey acress the 4raw somewhat mere expensive, in itsel? should rot

be taken as a sole eriteriorn to require the reilroad o participate
in the cost imasmuch &= <his situation does not eppear much different
from other privately owned property located in the path of new high~
way coustruction which would reguire a grealer expense thern if such
¢1& not exist, neither ckhould the oarnings ol the line determine the
rallroad’s obligation to participate in the cozt ol separatlon,
particularly if the railroad weuld be denefited by the separation.
The rccord shows some testimory relative to &ssessing
the reilreed vish en emount equivalent to the caditzlized maintenarce
cost of a grade crossing. In thle pearticuler case, inasmuch as we

feel +that the roilrozd company should be required to meintain the
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substructure of the seraration, which cost may amount to approxi-

xately the same as that of maintaining & grade crossing, the rall-
voad is in the seme financial position with either a grade cross-

ing or a grade separation.

After carefully considering all of the evidence ir
this proceeding it appears thet this separation of grades is
necessitated for topographical reasons and not as a result of
rallroad traffic, so that iz so far as the allocatlon of cosis
i3 concerned it would be analogous w0 a grade crossing case and

consequently the entire cost should be assessed to applicant.

=

The County of Los Angeles having Tiled the abdbove
entitled application, & public hearing haviag been held and the
Commissior being fully spprised of the fects,

IT IS HERERY ORDERED thet the County of Los Angeles
is heredby authorized to construct a public roed knmown as lLa Tijexra
Boulevard at senarated gradec over the Inglewood Branch track of
Pacific Electric Railway Company in the vicinity of Inglewood,
County of Los 4ngeles, State of California, at the locatlon more
particularly described in the epplicetion and substantially in
accordance with and as shown by the plan (Exhidit "a")}, atteched
%0 the application, subject to the following conditions:

(1} The ahove mentioned seperation shall de
identified as Crossing No. 6AB=7.77=4.

(2) The entire expense of comstructing caid
gsepareation in gecod and firsti-class con-
dition for safe and convenient use of
the pudlic shall be borme dy epplicent.




(3) The cost of meintaining said grade separa-
tion shall be borme in accordance with an
agreement to be herelnafter entered into
by the interested parties, & certified copy
of which shell be filed with this Commission
for its approval within ninety (90} days from
and after the Jdate hereof. Should s=id agree-
ment not be filed within this period and further
time be not gramted by sudseguent oxder, said
maintenance ¢osts shall de apportioned dy
supplemental order herein.

(4) Applicsnt shall, prior to the commencement of
construction, file with the Commission for 1ts
epproval & set of plans for said seperation,
whieh plans shall have deexn approved dy the
interested parvies.

(5} Said scperation sheall tc comstructed with
clesrances conforming %o the provisions of
. our Genersl Order No. 26-C.

(6) Applicant shell, within thirty (30) days
thereafter, notify this Commission, in writ-
ing, of thke completion of the instellation
of said separation and of its compliance with
the conditions hereof.

(7} The authorization herein granted shall lapse end
recome void if not exereiced within one (1) yeex
from the dete hereof, urless further time is
grented by subsequent order.

The suthority herein granted shall become effective on

, the éete hereof. o/
. f* 7
vated at San Francisco, Californis, this _/J ~ day

of December, 1933.
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