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Deciszion No.

PEFORE THE RAILRCAD COMMTISSION CF TES STATE OF CALIFORNIA.

I0S ANGELES COUNIY GRADE CROSSING
COMMITIEE,
Coxplainant,

VSa

Cese No. 2124.
SOU 2T PACIFIC RAIILROAD COMPANTY,

& corpormation, and the SOUTEZEN
PACIFIC CCMPANY, a corporation,

Defendants.

In the Matter of the Investigation
oz the Commissiornts own motion of
the sefety &nd necessity of grade
crossings of the trecks of Souvthern
Pacitic Company in the Citles of
Los Angeles, Glendale and Buxbank,
County of 1os Angeles, State of
Californiza.

Case No. 2171.

N F e ol ot o N N P

2Y T5E COMMISSION:

ORDER OF DISNISSAL

Case No. 2124 was filed with the Commission oz
Lpril 17, 1925, a2nd dezls with the matier of eliminating the
grede crossing of Los Feliz Boulevard with Southerzn Pacliliic
Companyts tracks in the City of Glendale.

Case No. 2171 wes instituted by the Coxmission on
its owx motion Septembder 2L, 1925, and orders that an investi-
getion be mude of the grale crossing situwation with Southera
Daciflic Compe.ny"s tmcks between Dayton Avenue in Los .A.nge...es
end Sax Ferpande Road in the City of Burbenk, including the
grade crossings of Los Felliz Boulevard and Glendele-Brand

Boulevard with Sowtherr Peacific Company's tracks in the City
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of Clendale.

Since tlhe subject matter of Case No., 2124 is emdodied
in Case No. 2171, the two matters were consolidated for Rhearing
and determinstion. After a nmmber of hearings the Commission
issued orders in these proceedings directing thet the 5:3&9
separations &t the intersections of doth Los Fellz Boulevard
and Glendele~Brand Bouleverd with Southera Pacific Compeny’s
tracks be eliminated by constructing the highway under the
tracks in each case, and epportioning the cost of the work
Yetween the City of Los Arxgeles, the City of Glendsle, the
County of Ios Axgeles (oz a voluntary'basis); Southern Pecific
Corpeny and Pacific Electric Eailnay'Companj;

Pursuent to requests from the interested parties the

Comxission has Lssued a number of supplemental orders extending

the time for the Ziling o% plauns and completion of these separa-—
tions. Thesze reguests have been dased in most cases on the
allegavion thet the parties were not in & firnancial position to
contridute their respective portions of the cost of effecting
the works.

As the file now stends Southerr Pocific Company is
required to file with the Commission for 1ts approvel detailed
plens of the sevaretions on or before May 30, 1934, and de
responsible for the completion of one of the separations by
May 30, 1935 and the other by December I0, 1935, without speci-~
£ying the oxrder of effecting these separations.

$9u$hern Pacific Compeuy and the City of Los Angeles
have asked the Commission to &ismiss these proceedings on the
ground tkat finances are not evallable to proceed with the work
and suggesting that at & later date, when conditlions change, the

metter can &gain be reviewed and an order Llssued on the conditions
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then preveiling. The City of CGlerdale has alze flled = petition
asking the Commission to suspend the orders in these matters
until further order of the Commission,

The lost oxder iLssuved in these p:oceed.ings efter heor-
ing Lis contmired in Decision No. 2077¢, doted Seﬁm-‘oe-:{& 1928, om
Subseguent orders have been issued by ex parte vroceedings.

In view of the fact that some five yesars have elapsed
since evidence was introduced iz these proceedings, the recuest
to have the matters dismissed with the plan of instituting new
préceedine;s when conditiorns werrant appears reasontdle znd should
be granted, therefore,

IT IS EEREBY OQRDERED that Cases Nos. 2124 and 2171 sre
hereby dismissed without prejudice.

Dated at San Frenmecisco, Califernis, this _ .27 f/%

day of Moy, 1934.
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Commissioners.




