In the Matter of the Application
of the City of Culver City, Cali~
fornia, for an Oxrder Granting
Permicsion to Construct a Crossing
over the tracks of the Saxta lMonlca
Alrline of The Pacific ZEloctric
Ratlway Company at Hays Street and
Helms Avenue in tke City of Culver
City, Califormia.

Application No. 22749

“ElGiy,

FRANK XARR ané E. L. H. BISSINGER, for Pacific Electric
Rallway Company, Protestant.

gy TES COMMISSION:

el P W et Bt N N s S

M. TELLEFSON, City Attorney, for Amnplicant.

QEINIOXN
In tels proceediné ﬁné éiéy‘of Culvor'City soeks an
order from the Commizsion for porydasion to construct a crossing
over the Sunta Monice Alr Line tracks of Pacific Electric R lway
Company a%t Hays Street and Helms Avenue.
Publlic hearing was held in the City Esll Qt Culver City

on June 26%th, 1939, before Zzaminer Ager, at which time the matier

was taxen under submission, and 4t Ls now resady for determination.

Tne record shows that there are in exlstence at the
present tlme crossings over these tracks at yoynlier Lane (Crossing
No. 6A-10.03), and at Vesley Street (Crossing No. 6A-10.75), the
distance between these crossingq being 3,691 feet. In sdditlon to
the two vericular crocsings above named, there are pedestriaﬁ crosé-
 Zngs at Halm Avenue (Crossing No. ©4=10.53+D), and Schaefer Street
(CTossing No. 6A-10.61-D). The city tekes the position that pudlic
necessity requires the installation of an additional crossing for
vehtcular use in the area between lioynler Lane and Wesley Stroeet
and the Helms Avenue locatlion was selected fof the reason that 1%
affords a rore direct crocsing over the tracks than at axy dfjthé
other locations in the area and the furthor fact that traffic at
Helms Avenue and Washington Roulevard is controlled by trafllic
signalde.
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Witne#ses for applicant, among whom were the Chief of
Police and the Chief of the Fire Department, testificd that an adédle
tional crocsing was necoszary in order to afford access to the aresa
south of the Pacific Electric tracks. The testimony also indlcates
that such a crossing 1s desirable for those persons living in the
area soutkh of the iracks wao desire to dArive thoir children to and
from the Weshington and Aloxander Hamilton schools north of the
tracks. Teostimony of these witnessos was to the offect that the
existing crossing at Wesley Street was rougk, the grades of approach
were poor, visibility was obsecured and that, all factors consldered,
the crozsing was a dangerous one. As opposed o the contention
that the Wesley Street crossing is rough and hazardous, mﬁny Wit~
resses vostifled that the crossing was smooth, safe and devoid of
any ususual hazerd. Some of the witnesses were of the opinion that
not only should the Eelms Avenue crossing bhe opened dbut that others
in the vicinity should be opened as well, 1t being thelir opinion
that taoere was no reason why the number of ¢rossings over these _
tracks should be particularly limited. Thesec same witnesseé, nov-
ever, testiflied that, cdespite the alleged hazard at the Wesley Street
erocsing, they were unalteradbly opposed to any plan of opening 2
new crossing and closing the exlsting one. Ay the opening of the
heoring it wasz stipulated by all partles 23 to the necessity for‘an
additional crossing between Noynier Lane and Wesley Street but the
opposition was of the opinion that such a crossing should be built
at some place other than Helms Avenue, which 1s only 345 foet east
of the exlsting crossing at Jesley Street. Numerous witnesses
appeared and protested tihe granting of thisc application, on the
grounds that exlisting crossings amply served the aroel.

A witness for Pacific Electric Rallway Company testifled
to the fact that, in order to secure a O per cent approsch grade o

HEelrms Avenué, it would e necessary %o lower the track one and one-

ralfl feet and, to make the entire improvement, Iincluding signal
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protection, would involve an expenditure of slightly less than
$12,000. Tae above cost was exclusive of any paving costs, excopt
taat portion vetween points two feet outside of the ralls. Az

Jopposed to those costs, the same witness estimated that a erossing
at Schaefer Street could be comstructed with a four per cent approadh
grade at o cost of slightly under 3L.,000. As oprosed to the conten-
tion thst the new crossing would de useful for persons desiring to
transport thelir chlildren to and from the school, other witnos#es
testifi§d that, in all probabllity, there were not more than twenty
chlldren in the area who would beo beneflited by the crossing if con-
structed and, further, that the two podestrian crossings amply
served their needs. J

Wesloy Street and Helms Avenue are rather well developed

resicentlally south of the tracks but in the area east of Schaofer
treet thore it no development other than a Aistillery and s stovo
factory. Hays Street 15 constructed parallel and immediatély ad=
jacent to the Paclfic Electric tracks on the south and affords an .
easy means of access for the#e rosidents on Schsefer Street and
Helms Avenue to reach the Wesley Street crossing.

A petition, containing some three hundred slgnatares, was
presented Iz suppqrt of the application dut many witnessez appoearsd
and testified that, althougk they had signed the petition, they Qid
30 without being fully aware of what the proposal was and expressed
opposition to the construction of a new croszing If any of the costs
werc to be borne by the City of Culver CLty. |

The rall line involved carries o comparatively small
volume o2 traffic, conslisting of dai;y movements of one passenger
train each way, four freight trains each way, witlk a maximunm lengfh
of twenty cars, sand two miscelilanecous movements.

The Los Angeles County Grade Crozsing Committee, in its
regort of September 28%th, 1638, recommended sgainst the conmstruction

of a crossing at Helms Avenue pending a determination as to whethner
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or not: a grade separation was to be constructed with these tracks
at Lo Cleneza Bouleovard. Subseguently, this recomendation was
reconsidered and, in 1ts report of December 2nd, 1938, the Comm;ttee
recommencdod that no opposition be offered to tho comstruction of

not to exceed two crossings over the AZr Line tracks between Wash-
ington Zoulevard on the west and La Clenega on the east~ and stated
furtaer that, If the existing crossing at Tesley Streot be abandoned
and closed, Helms Avemue misht be the proper location for one such
crocsing, the second one to be e¢stablished at the approximate half-
way po*nt between Helms Avooune and La Clienega Boulevard.

Careful consideration of the record in this proceeding

leads us to the conclusion that there Ls without question justifi-

cation for an additional crossing betwegn the one at Wesloy Strect
and Moynler Lane but we are not convinced that the polnt selected ~
namely, Helmsz Avenuo - 343 feet dlstant from the exilsting croﬁsing,
is tho proper location for such a crossing. REven were the Wosley
Street crossing to be closed, it wouwld be Aifficult to Justify the
exponditure of some $12,000 to open & crossing at Holms Averue.

That this conclusion ;s sound is borne out by tho fact that the
citlzens of the area to be served by suck a crossins‘are not ¢on~
vinced of lts Justification. It is not the desire of this Commis-
sion to dony the citizens of any clty or communlty the privilege of
free access from one side of a railroad Yo the other. .It is the
orovince of thls Commission, nowever, to detenmin¢'what i1s best for
vhe interests of those concerned end in this case applicant hag
falled to show that public convenience reoquires thb opening of an
addifional croscing at Helms Avenue. With thls fact in mind, we are
of thae opinion that the application should be denied and the follow—"

ing order will zo provide.




QBRER
Public hearings having bocn held and the Commission bheing
fully advisod;
IT IS HERERY ORDIRED that the application of the City of
Culver City to construct Helms Avenue at grade over the Santa Monlica
Alr Line tracks of Pacific Electric Rallway Company ig hereby denied
;vithou.t prejudice.

‘This orcer shall become elfective twenty (20) days Lrom

the date hereof.
Dated at San Francizeo, Califorrnia, this _/ i day




