Decision No.. o 57,4

BEFORE THE RAILROAD COMNISSICN OF THEZ STATZ OF CALIFQORNIA

_ . ) @ JJ!"@ phil
In the matier of the application of ) L uﬂ LLU*’
County of Los Angeles for consiruc~ )
tion of ¢rossing on Durfee Avenue ) Application No. 23585.
over right of way of Soushern Paci- ) '
fic Ralilroad Company. %

J. . 0'Coznor, County Counsel, end W. B.
MceKesson, Deputy COuﬁtv Counsel, for
Applicant.

Frank Xarr and C. W. Corxell, for Soutlern
Pacific Company, Protestant.

2V TEZ COMMISSION:

In the above numbered proceeding the County of los Angeles
seeks the Cormmission'®s authority to construct Durfee Aveaue at grade
‘acr S8 the nmain line track of Southern Pacific Compeny a short dis-
vance east of EL Monte.

Public hearing wes held bdefore Examiner Ager at 10s
Angeles on October 7, 1940, at which time the matter was duly sud-
nitted, and it is now ready for decision.

The master nighWay plan of the cOuﬁty of Los Angeles shows
Durfee Avenue as a street of major imporvtence exterding fron East
Long Beack on the south to Momnrovis oz the north. Generally speak-
ing it is somewkat parallel To Rosemead ZBoulevard &t distanées_
varying Irom one-halfl mile to oze and one-half miles dbut it doesinot
cerve the seme territory. AU the present time & secvion of the road
is open to publiec travel betweoen Whittier Boulevard on the south
and Vaelley Boulevard on the 20rth, another sectioz between Garvey

Avenue on the south and Sen Bernerdino Reed on the north, &nd other

smell sections at various locatiozns along the route. Much of the




proposed highway, however, exists only oz plans exd the record indi-
cates thet %ther é are no funds available for <he conuu*uc vion of azy
additional portions of it v the presert time, 20T Are thers Ay
coxmitments as to & possidle ultimave date ofF com p-etion.

The particular section involved in this aprlication
detween Whittler Boulevard and 321 Berzerdino Road, tize totel &
tance being apprexivately 7.2 miles, and, except for :haz‘pcrtion
bevween Talley Boulevard on the south and Garvey AvenLe on the zoxth
(a distance of some 1,600 feet), as above stated, 13 row open 1o
sravel. AT tae present time zorthdound traffic on Durfee Averue

esuring to convizue northerly oz thié artery Lz obliged to tu*n
left at the intersection of Durfee and valley‘Boulevard, wravel

sterly & distance of 2,000 feet %o ke interseczioniof‘valley

Boulevard and Garvey Avenue, turn »ight on Garvey Averue and travel
easterly a disvarnce of 2,000 ZLeet t0 %he intersection of Garvey_énd
Durfee Avenuves, and +then turn left iato Durfee ATezue. COnferseiy,
southbourd wralfic on Durfee Averve, Zrow points north of Garvqf
Aveaue and destined to polnts tridutary o Durfee Averue south of
Velley Boulevard, would or‘necessity reverse ke p:ocedureloutlined
for zorthvound traffic. Thus it will be secen that vehicles makin 28
the adbove Gescribed tbip must vravel an addivioral 2,L00 feet fdri

eack Trip mede Lo what would be necessary if Durfee Avenue were

conzected through as proposed im this proceeding.

The angle of intersectlon o Valley Boulevard and Garvey

Avenue is rather acute and witnecses for the applicent testified
that turning movements in this intersection Tesult in meny acci-i
dents. The record shows, however, +hat this intersection is signél
controlled. Traffic checxs vaxen av the intersectiorn of Durlee
Avenue and Valley Boulevard show in excess of L,000 vehicles per}day
on Jurlee Avenue and soue 8,000 per day elong Valley Boulevard.l
Traffic checks at the intersection of Garvey Averue and Valley Boule-

axrd ghow a volume of 5 ;500 vehicles oz Velley douleva*d on gunday,

-




7,500 on Valley Bouleverd oz Monday, 20,000 on Carvey Avenue oz
Sunday end 15,000 on Garvey Avenue oz &onday.

Witnesses estinmated that, LT the c¢rossicg was constructed,

tralfic on Durfee Avenue would Lzncrease To 10,000 venicles per dey
v the location of the proposed ¢rossing. Suck an iner ease in vol-
we of traffic would require the installasion of traffic Uignals at
the intersectiorn of Durfee Avezue and Valley Boulevaxd, and also a%
the intersection of Durfee Avenue and Garvey Avenue. In addition,
automatic sigral provection would be required at the grade croséing
and estimates of the cost of this lastter proteciion place i% av
84,505, |

The rail line involved is ths single track of Southern |
Pacific Companyt™s zmain line (ounSQt Route), whiekh iztersécts the
proposed location of Durfee Avenaue at ax aagle of approzimatély
72 degrees. The site of the proposed ¢rossing is aboﬁt41100 Teet
easﬁ o the grade separation at Garvey Avezue with thiq saxne tracxk
(Crocsing ﬁo. B-496.2-B), constructed a% a cost of approximately
$75,000. - |

A one-week %tadbiulation of the zuxber of train movements at
The point involved indieates that tae umbe* of trains varies Ironm
& minimum of'23 vo a maximum of 31 per day. There are no speed Te~
sirictions in the area and passenger trains at times‘attaiﬁ'speeds
of 65 miles per hour.

Ahalysis o0f the record adduced at the heering leads us o
the conclusioﬁ that there is ample jusvification for a crossing with
Southern Pacific Compeny's tr&cks dt Durfee Aveaue. We are not ¢on-
vinced, however, thet this crossing shoulld be & grede crossing, bus

re of the opinion that, where such sudstantizl volumes of traflfic
(voth vekicular and rail) re iz nvolved, the grades should de separ-

ated. We believe that the first money availadle for exnenditu*e on

Durfee Avezue should be used for this S purpose. Tnvil such‘time as




®

this geparation caz be constructed, it does zot appear o be un-
reasonable +0 require Durfee Avenuelt:afric 0 utilizé the Gafvey
Avenue grade separation, which kas a capacity far iz excess of fhat
now using it. _

Woile it Day bé tTue that a number of accidents occur av
the intersection of Garvey Avezue and ?alley Boulevard, by reason of
the turzing movements necessitated by persons desiring to travel on
Durfee Avenue, £O Iar as we are able T0 leern these accidents are of
a ninor nature. 0On the other hanéd, siould a grade crossiﬁg be ¢oz-
structed at Durfee Averve, and an accideﬁz iavolvring a‘frain and a
vehicle oceur, the consequences would be far more serious. It is
quite evident Irom this record that the hazard whick would be ¢reated
by the construction of the gradé crossing as“propésed herein far out-
weighc the rminox inconvenience caused vo velicular travel ox Durfee
Avenue by requiring it 30 use the more circuitous route., Thiz Comw~
mission is charged with the responsibility of doing everyulhinzg
within Ltz power to eliminate the possibility of accidents at grale
crossings and 1t appears <o us that we would be rexiss in our obli-

gation to the public if we were to avthorize the construcvtion of

e e e

this’ erossing, knowirg what may be anticipated in the way of trarfsil

volume. Under the circun vances and for the reesons set forth'above,

we beliéve that the application should bhe denied and the following
Order will so provide.

The County of Los Angeles having nade application for
pernission To comstruct & pudblic highway at grade across the main

line track of Southern Facific Company at Durfee Avenué, a public




hearing heving been held, ard the matter being under submission and
ready rof decision;

T Is HEREBY ORDERED that the above extitled application
be and it is keredy denied.

The effective date of this order shall be twenty (20)
days from tho date hereof. | 2;?

Dated at San Francisco, Californis, this ) day of

_Aﬁ;cm Aa” Z ., 1540/

COmmissioners.




