
3ZF0RE 'l'I--:E RAr.l....QOAD COMlf.ISSION OF ~ STATE OF 

------------------------------------------, ) 
!:l the Matter of the Application of mr.I:ON ) 
?.A.C~'IC RJ\n..RO.AD COM?J..1TY, u corporation, ) 
and SOUT'".:lER.!.Il' PACIFIC COMPJu."'rl, a corporu- ) 
tion, for un order req~iri~ the physical ) 
closing of Cypress Avenue i~ the City ot , 
?amona, California, across the tracks ot ) ~plication No. 22579. 
Southern Pacific Company, and tor authority ) 
to change the for.m at crossine protection ) 
a~ ~he crossing o~ ce=tai~ streets in said ) 
city over the tracks 011' applicants. ) 

---------------------------------) 
F:-e.:lk l"w9.::r and C. W. Cor:l.ell, bjr C. Vl. Cornell, 

for Applicant, Southern Pacific Company. 

Ec.·.~e.=d C. Renwick, fo!' Appllcant Union Pacific 
Rei l:C'oac. Com:pany. 

Turner Garr, City Attorney, for the City of 
?o~ona, Protestant. 

BY TEE CQ~SS!ON: 

OPINION --_ ..... - ..... -

This is a joint ~pplication filed by the Union zac!t1c 

Ra1l=oad Company and Southern Pacific Company, for an order re-

c.uiri~ the p~ysical clos1~g of CrPress Ave~~~, in the Oity of 
?omo~, aC:O$S the traeks o~ these two earr1~rs and ~~so ~or 

authority to change the type of crossi~g protection at the eross

i~gs o~ certa1~ other streets in said city over the tracks of 

app~1ew:l.'ts • 

Publio hearings were held betore Examiner Eall at Po~ona 

on Y~r.ch 10th and April 19th, 1939, and on the latter date the 

~tter wee 'taken un~e= sub~!zsion ~nd it is now ready tor decision. 

The reco=d shows that through almost the entire .oity 

the ~in lines o~ So~thern Pacific Co~~any and U~ion ~acit1c Ra11-

road Com?any parallel each other at distances varying from fitty 

to seventy-~ive teet. Several of the more heavily travelled 
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streets tb,:-ougb. the 'bus!.ness a:-e2o 20:-0 yroteeted b~r munu:llly operc.ted 

gutes ,:'!h!.cb. o.tford j oi!lt protactio!'l to 'both railroa.d.s. At ",ariou$ 

s~reets on ~ither side ot these gate-protected erossi~gs, protection 

is provided by means of a~tom~tic signals or fixed signs. Tabulated 

below is a l!.st of these crossings, O!'l which there is indica.ted the 

present prot9ction and proposed protection. 

&~------------~ .. ----------------~&--------------------------~.----------. . .. .. . .. 
:Straet Nelte 

: Crossing No. ! __ ~~?~r~e~e~e~n_t~Pr~o~t_e~c~t~i~o_n _____ : ~oposed : 
:~o. ~ac.:an. ~ac.: So.Pac. : u~.Pac. :Protection: 

'~1hi te Ave. 

.. .. .. · :3-513.6 : 
· · · · .. .. .. . 
::a-~l.Z.9 : 
· · · · 

3-31.3 

3-31.5 

.. .. .. . ... , 

:1 Std.#l s1gh:l Sta.#l sign:2 Std.#5 W/Ws* 
:1 Std.]l3 W/Vf : · · · .. . · . .. 

:1 Std.~l sign:l Std.~l sign: 
:1 Std.tlS wjw :1 Std.l;t3 w/W :2 Std.J/:3 wjWs* · . . .. . · .. . 

Cyp!"ess Ave. :3-5:"3.92: 3-:jl.5 :2 .. .. .. .. .. · .. ~ .. .. 
. , .-.. .. 

n:::., .. .. .. .. 
Rebecoa St. ::3-514.0 : :2 Std.fAsigns:l Std.#l sign: .. .. 

.. . 
• I 

.. .. .. .. 
.. .. :1 Std.#3 Vl[W :2 Std.#3 wt"ls* .. .. .. 
& .. • 

Palomares St. :3-514.7 : 3-32.3 :1 Std.#l sign:l Std.#l sign: .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 
:1 Std.#3 w/~ :1 std.#S W/W :2 Std.#3 wjWs* .. .. .. · . .. 

St .. :1 Std.#l sign:l Std.#l sign: 
:1 Std.#3 W/W :1 Std.tt3 w/W :2 Std.#3 W/Ws* 

To'W!!e Ave. 

.. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 
: 3-32.5 :1 Std.#l sign:l Std.#l sign: 

:1 Std.3# W/Ttl :1 Std.#3 W/!! :2 Std.,ff3 W/Ws* 
::8-515.1 
· .. .. .. .. .. .. .. 

Sa~ ~tonioA~B-515.2 : 3-32.8 
· .. .. .. 

Zest End Ave. :3-515.9 .. .. 

: .. · .. .. .. .. . .. 
: 3-33.5 :1 Std.il sign:l Std.~l sign: 

: :1 Std.#3 wtw :2 Ste.#3 W/Ws* .. · 
* To be synchronized so as to operate upon approach 

ot either Southern Pac!'fio or Union racitic 
tr:l1ns. 

Due to the p~oximity o~ the two lines~ it vr-ll be scen that 

t~e~e could be occasions when a signal, indicating the app=oach ot a 

trai~) was in operation and the signal protecting the other line ot 

=ai1:-oae would 'be in the "clear" position. Such a set-up results in 

contusion to persons using the c=ossings, part1cul~rly those who are 

~-""-ramil1ar with the tact that two ra1lroads are involved. AS a result 
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or an into~l co~pl~i~t ~iled with the COmmission br the City of 

Pomona, and subsequent field investigations by the interested 

parties, a plan has been e'Volvt;)d. unde:- which it is proposed to 

install additional signals at those crossings ~ot now protected 

with two sig~ls) to ~elocate those sisnsls at the present tfme 

imp~operly located and to synchronize the signals at the various 

streets involved so that, upon the approach ot a train on either 

line o~railroad, both sets o~ signals will be operated. This 

plan conte:lplates the improve.ment of the protection e.t Hamilton 

Boulevard, ~~1te Avenue, Rebecca Str~et, Palo~res StrQet, Eleanor 

Street, To,vne Avenue, San Antonio Avenue and East Snd Avenue, at a 

cost of $e,~57 to Southern Pacific Company and $1,140 to the Union 

Pacific Rail~oad Company, plus the cost ot b~eaking the p~vement 

i~ order that the necessary conduits may be laid and the restoration 

o~ the pavement to its original condition, which portions of the 

cost are to be borne by the City or Pomona. 

C~"Prezs Avenue is located midway between White Avenue 

and Rebecca Street, two of the crossings wh1ch ere to be provided 

with the improv~d protection, at an approximate distance ot 300 

teet r~o~ eithe~ street. It extends ~ro~ one block north of the 

Southern P~ci!ic tr~cks to six blocks south of the Union Pacific 

tracl~s and is little used) as is evidenced by Exhibit No.2 show

ing tbe.t, during the twelve-hou:- period trom 6:00 A.~~. to 6:00 P.M. 

on March 3rd, 1939, there was a total of ro~ty-tour. vehicular move

~ents over the crossing. 

At the present time the Southern Pacific crossing is 

protected 'by one Standa:d No. :3 wig .... :ag signal and two Standard No. 1 

crossi~g signs. The Union P~c1t1c crossing of ~h1s street iz pro

tected by one Standard NoJ. crossing sign. It the major plan tor 

improvement of the crossing situ~t:on is ~proved, it is propo~ed 

to =elocate tee exizting wigNag at Cypress Aven~e to the Sou~he:n 

Pacific c=ossir~ at Rebecca St:eet, thereby elL~inating the necessity 
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• 
or pl.:.T.chasi.ng a new signal ro= 1=.sl;alla tio.::. ut that pOint. :'ne 

=eco~d in this proce0dir~ shows that ~pproximatoly ?5 po~ cent 

of the populatio~ o~ the City of Pomona resides in the a=ea 

north ot the tracks and thut the predominating traffic is east 

an.a west, with Holt Avenue, Fifth Street and' Second Street car

rying the le.!'gcst volume. Cs.rey AV'~nue (protected by gates)~ 

carries the mujor vol~e of north and south traffic but Park 

.. \venue, White Avenue, Hamilton Boulevard and Towne Avenue al:::o 

carry SUbstantial volumes of this traffic. 

It the Cypress ~v~nue crossing is to rereain open, it 

would see~ consi:tcnt that syncbronized automatic protection . 

also should be installed ~t that pOint, in order that all cross

ings i.::. the City. of Pomona would be atforded similar protection. 

T'.:lis would add an estimat'::ld $3,900 to the cost of the proposed 

~prov~ment, $2,400 of which would be borne by Southern ~acitic 

Company and $1,500 oy the Unio~ Pacific Railroad Company, plus 

w~atevcr add1t1o~~l cost would be ~ecc$scry by reason of breaking 

the pave~ent tor installation of conduits and the eventual re-

sto=ation of this pavement to its tormer condition. 

The record ~hows that the Los ~\ngeles Co~tyRegio~l 

?l~nnine Commicsio~ has recommended the clocing of th1~ crossing 

and that, as long ago as 1929, the Los Angeles County Crade 

C=oesi~g Committee made such a reco~endatlon. 

Several ~rsonz appeared a~ the hearing in protest to 

the granti~g o~ this application, it being their contention that 

material depreciation of property values along Cypress Avenue. 

With a=ply protected crossings within a short distance 

on either side of the one involved herein, there appears to be 

little justification tor permitting a crossing as little used as 

Cypress .Avenue to re::ain open, partlcularl~r in view or the tact 

that, by so doing, it :n.ie:c.t jeope..rdize the prospect of secu=1:og 

the necessary ~provereent to the major crossings in the city. To 



~s it appears that the hazard involve~ at thlc location far out-

weighs the advantages which would be guined either by the property 

o~~e=s or the City of Pomona, it the cros=i~g were to remain. 

Careful consideration of the reco:d leadS us to the 

conclusion that the most suitable answer to ~his proble~ is to 

close the crossing at Cypress Av~n~e and proceed immediately with 

the improve~ent in protection at those remaining. The tollowing 

Order will so provide. 

ORDER ----- ...... 

Public ~eari=ss havine been held and the CommiSSion 

oeing tully advised; 

IT IS HERZBY ORD~VD that the exi~ting public crossi~g 

o! Cypress Avenue over the tracks or Southern Pacific Company 

(No. E-513.92), ~~d Union Pacific Railroad Company (No. 3-31.6). 

iD. the City of ?o::lona, County of Los Angeles, State of California,' 

shell be physic~lly abandoned and effectively clos~d by the in

st.allation and mainte::ance of suitable physical barriers. These 

barriers sha.ll be inst.alled and thereafter Dlainto.ined bY' o.pp11-

cant.s Sou:the:::n Pacific Company una. Union ?aci!ic Rail:,oad Com!Jany-

IT IS ~~BY FURTHER ORD~D that applic~nts, Southern 

?acitic Company and U~ion Pacific Railroad Company, i~ accor~ance 

with ~ho ~derstanding previously reached, shall immediately pro

ceed ·s1. th the program of improving the protection at the tollo\-:ing 

~ed and identified crossi~z in the City of ~omona: 

Eamilton Avenu.e 
Whit.e Avenue 
Rebecca Street 
:alomares Street 
Eleanor,. Street 
Towne Ave:.ue 
S~n Antonio Avenue 
East End Avenue 

C:-ossing No. 
southern Pacific Onion Pacific 
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B-513.e 3~31.3 
B-513.9 3-31.5 
B-514.0 3-Z1.7 
B-514.7 
:8-514.8 
B-515.1 
B-515.2 
B-515.9 

3-5:-::.3 
3-Z2 .. 4 
~-32.5 
3-32.8 
3-Z3.5 



The cost o! installing this imp~oved protection shall be 

borne by applicants Southe=n Pacific Company and Union ~acitic 

Rai~oad Company, except that the cost o! oreaking the pavemc~t, 

in orce= that conduits may be placed, and the restorat1on or the 

Pavement to ite original condition) shall be oorne by the City o~ 

?omona. 

Applicants she.ll, within thirty days the=ea:"ter, notify 

this COmmission in ~~1ting o~ the closing or the crossing as di-

~ected herei~, ot the i~stallat1on of the ~proved protection and 

o~ their cocplianco with the conditions hereof. 

The e~tectiv0 date ot tl:.is Order shall be twenty days 

from the date hereof. 

Date~ at San Francisco, California, this 
(/'/1 ot, ____ ~"-UfJ_l.owa;..,;;;.&;'~----) 19:39 .. 

cL 

"------......... -_. 


