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BY THE COMMISSION:

In this proceeding éacific Elécéric Rallway requests
permisgion to Znotzll No. 8 flashlight signals at the crosaing
of Ltoc l~track Long Beach line at grade ovor 2Lth Street (Cross-
ing Yo. 6I~2.15), in tho City of Los Angeles, and to provide said
eroscing with night illumination,

A public hearing was held in thls matter defore Examinor
Hall In ILos Angeles on February 28, 19L0.

The Long Zoach L-track line of the Pacific Zlectric
Rallway Company runs in a general northorly and southerly dir-
ection and 1s paralleloed on each side of the right of way dy
Long Beach Boulevard., Vehlcular traffic travels In both directions
on cach lane of Long Beach Boulevard.,

Twenty-Iourth Street crosses the tracks at approximately
right angles and extends eastorly to Alameda Street and westerly
to Compton Avenue. This portlion of 2uth Street between Long Beach
Soulevard and Alameda Streot 1s lightly used and only & small part

of it is Imxmproved and dedicated to public use and tr&vel.<l)

tals vicinity ure clearly set forth in
Llled In this procceding.

(1) Thé atrcots in
Exhibit No. 5




It 1s the proposal of applicant, and agreed to by tho
City, to install signals at thls crossing controlled by trolley
contact circuits insteasd of circuits which would comply wlth *the
provisions of the Commlssion's Géenersl Order No. 75=-3. The cireult
control provided would start the signals operating at the pre-
scribed dlstance from the crossing, dbut upon that portion of the
train hoving a trolley reaching the crossing, the signal would
immediately stop operating. In the caso of 8 freight train, the
signal would stop operating when the motor passed over the c¢rosaing,
and the signal would be non=opersatlive while the remainder of tho
train was on the crossing..

Due to the fact that the 2l th Streect c¢rossing 1s within
the limits of the Amoco Interlocking plant of applicant, there
would e times when tralins approaching from the noxrth would be
stopped by the home sliznal of the plant, which Is between the
starter point of the crossing signal and 24tk Street.(a) In
thav event the signal would not start operating until the home
signal clecrod and the train moved towaxd the crossing, theredy
producing the warning aspect of the signal at a shorter time
interval than prescribed by General Order No., 75-3. Thoe recoxd
shows that since the date of Llling of the appllication the City
of Los Angeles has installed 8 [O00~watt lamp on one side of the
crossing and & 600-watt lamp on the opposite side, with the ides
In mind of properly illuminating the sldes of a train.

Wltnesses for bYoth applicant and the City contended that
the cxosczing would be amply protected If the warning aspect were
given on the approach of trains and the illuminatlon during the
hours of darkness would thoreaflter clearly show to the drivers of

approaching automoblles that a traln was occupying the crossing.

(2) Exhibit No. ! shows the poscition of the various signals éf
the interloclting plant and the location of tho controlls of
the c¢crossing signals,




Appllcant estimated that the proposed installation would
cost approximately 31,725, whereas, If a signal installatlion were

provided which would comply with the provisions of General Order

No. 75=B, the cost would be approximately $5,090. Most of this

excess co3t I1s due to the locatlion of the crossing within the Inter-
locking limits.

Exhibit No, 2 was entered purporting to show the volumse
of all types of traffic passing over tho erossing for a 2l -hour
porlod, which includes [O2 passenger trains in both directions,
4y box motors, and 1C freight trains, The vehicular traffic over
the crossing amowated to 2,689 automobiles, 766 trucks, and 53 other
vehicles. On that particular day the number of cars in the freight
trains ranged from 2 to 1; however, evidence showed that once a
week applicant has & freizhi train from the Los Angelos Harbor con-

slsting of from 30 to 35 cars and that an aversage number of cars on

a frolght train the year »ound would be about 1.

It 13 clear that the method of signal control proposed
would bo amplo for all passenger traln movements, as normelly those
passengexr Uralns consist of not more than “two cars. However, with
frelght tralins the signal would be non-operative after the motor
had passoed the erossing.

Tostimony indicated that 2, th Street, although carrying
arownd 3,000 venicles per day, is relatively unimportant and that
traffic could be satisfactorily handled iIn the area if the erods-
ing wore closed. This 1s primarily due to the fact thot 2ith Street,
between Long Beach Boulevard and Alameds Street, in the main 15 not
dedlcated eand poorly improved, and 1t is our opinion that serious
congideration should be given to tre closing of this crossing.

A station stop for local Passenger tralns is located at
2lith Street and cars make the station stop before crossing over

2l.th Street. Applicant proposed, in the event the application i1s
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granted, to stop its itralns after crossing over the street 30
taat the signal would not be operating when & car Is standing al
the station stop. It appears to us that this procedure should

tend to decrease both hazard and interference at thls crossing.

A review of the entire record Iin this proceeding leads

to the conclusion that 1L these signals were Installed In con-
formity with tho present provisions of Gemeral Qider No., 75-3,
better protection would be provided; however, thls protection
would involve a cost of approximately 3,000 in excess of the
plan proposed, and in view of the relatlive waimportance of thlis
crosging 1t doos not appear that tho expenditure of this addi-
tional smount of money is Justiffed., It Ls our belief that this
amount could be spent to better advantage &t other crossings
veeding protection, and that serious conalderatvion should be
glven by the Clty to the closing of this crossing before ox-
penditure 1s made for the protection proposed. If the cross-
ing is to remain open to public use, the record indicates thatl
protection should be installed and that that proposed by sppli-

¢ent 1s reasonable. The application will therefore be granted.

A public hearing having been held and the matter having
been duly submitted

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that permission and suthority 1s
granted to Pacific Electric Rallway Company to deviate from the
provisions of sub-gectlons (d) ond (e) of Section VI of General
Order No. 75-3 50 a3 to permit the installation of two trolley
contact control No. 8 flashliznt signels (General Oxder No, 75«B)
at the crossing of 24th Strect over applicant's Long Beach line
(Crossing No. 6I1~2.45), and to permit tho operation of said

signals In comnection with the Interlocking plant, as heroinbefore
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set forth In the Opinion, subject, however, to the following
conditions:

(1) Applicant shall provide sufficient night illumination
at sald crossing, conslisting of at least one overhead
llzht on each side of the c¢crossing sufficlent to il
luminate the sides of a train during the hours of
darkness.

(2) The entire expense of Installing and mainteining said
crossing siznals shall be borne in accordance with the
torms of an agreement to be entered into by applicant
and the City of Los Angeles, & copy of which shall be
£iled with the Commission within one hundred and twenty
(120) days from the date hereof. Should said agreoment
not be liled within the sbovesmentioned time, and further
time be not granted by subsequent order, said cost shall
be apportioned by supplemental oxder.

(3) Applicant shall, within tairty (30) days thereafter,
notily the Commisslon, in writing, of the completion
of the Installatlion authorized herein and of its come
rllance with the conditions hereof,

(4) The authorization herein granted shall lepse and bocome
vold If not exercised within ome (1) year from the date
nereol, unless further ¢ is granted by subsequent
order.

The offective date of this order shall be twenty (20)
days from the date hereof,

Dated at San Franclsco, California, this /.2 day
£ March, 19L0. |
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