
BEFORE TEE ,l)UELIC UTILIT 125 Cor.1!'1ISSIOU OF TE:E STATE OF CALIFORl~IA. 

Applie~tion or tho St~to or Calirorn1~, ) 
Depo.rtl:lont ot !-'ublic Works, tor an oro.or ) 
c.uthor1zing construction or a eros:ing ) 
at sop~ratod grades over tho tr~cks or ) 
the Southern PAcific Comp~n1 nt tho ) Application No~ 36593 
north end ot its Taylor Yard in the City ) 
ot Los Angeles, ~o. tho abandonmont ot an ) 
existing crossing ~t grado. Said over- ) 
pass crossing is so~et1ce= rotorred to ) 
as ·':'To.ylor Yard Overheadff • ) 

----------------------------------) 

OPI!~IO~J --- ..... -~ ... 

The Dopartl::lent ot ?ub11c ~~iorl~s ot tho State ot California 

requests an oro.er or this Commission ap,rovinS tho eonstruction and 

allocating tho costs' of 0. grade separation ot State Route ~o. 162 

and the tracks ot the Southern PaCific Company at the north end ot 

that railway's Taylor Yard in Los .Angeles. In addition the a.ppli­

cation roquests that tho oxisting grade crossing ot the Southe:m . 

Pacific tracks and Pletcher Drive (Crossing ~o.B-478.1) be closed. 

The City ot Los Angeles, acting by and through the City 

Attorney, has filed ~ v~itton motion asking that the issuos in the 

applic~tion be separated tor hearing pur)osos so that the pr~bl~m~ 

relating to the ,roposed separation ot State Route l~o. 162 and the 

tracks at the north end ot Taylor Ya.rd, toge.ther Vii th the appor­

t1on::lent ot costs, will be tried in one proceeding, and the 

problems relating to the abandonment or closing ot the eXisting 

grade crossing of tho Southern Pacific tracks and Fletcher Drive 

will be tried in another proceeding. Tho pr1nc1,al grounds or the 
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~ot1on are that the construction of the proposed grade se~Aration 

c~n be accomplished regardless of whether the crossing at Fletcher 

Drive is closed, and ~lso thnt the p~oposed underpass can bo con­

structed prior to the e.pport1on::lont ot costs. It is suggested 

that the Department ot Publio TIorko or the State of California 

~roceed with its construction and subsequontly the acount of the 

ra11waY'3 contribution thereto, it ~y, can be determined. The 

motion allege:!. that an early determina.t10n ot the grade separation 

proposal is urgent duo to traffic conditions in tho'area, but that 

the proposed elo~1ng of: Fletcher Drive raises numerous other 1.ssues 

involving a number of additional parties • 

. Van De Xamp t s Eollo.nd Dutch :Bake.r.s, Ine. ,,!have t·i-1ed a 

l:lomorondUl:ll in oupport of the City's motion on-. substantially -the 

S$.."';le grounds, po1nting out a.dditionally thes1tuation a.s it relates 

to property in the area belonging to that co~any. 

The Southern ?a.cific Company and tho Department ot PubliC 

V!orks have filed writton answers and ,rotests to the mo't:1on, con­

tending t~t the issues regarding the proposed separct10n and the 

,ropooe~ crosztng closing are so closely connected that they 

ccnnot bel considered sepcrately_ Furthermore, the public conven­

ience, necessity and safety are concerned with both' propOSitions, 

'as is tho question or economic juet1t1eat1on. 

A consideration of the motion and the statements 1n 

support ~~d OPPosition thereto leads us to the conclu$ion, and we 

nO'll rind, that the issues shoulc1. not be separll ted.' .The parties 

who nll1.y 'be financially concerned 1n the issue" ,the 'Department ot 

?u'blic Works of the State or California. Mod rt-he:'Southern:.:'Pae1f1c 

Comp~~y, op,ose the separation, and at this stage of tho' proceedings 
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there are insuffieient tac~s ~efore this Commission to determ1ne 

tho·· effects of either proposal upon the public convenienee~ necos­

sity a.nd safety. 

o R D E R -- .... - ~ 

Application as a~ove entitled having been filed, a motion 

to.. separate the iss:-xes therein ,having ~een submitted, and the 

Commission beins fully advised 1n the premiseo, 

IT IS ~REE[ ORDERED that the issues ~resented in the 

a:?.?lication of the De,artment ot :?u~lic ':1orks of the State of 

California, ~o. 36593, will be heard on a consolidated record and 

the matter will be .set for hearing before sueh commissioner and 

examiner as tho .Co:tm:11~sion may des.1gnate. 

The effective date of this ~rder shall be twenty days , , 

after tho date hereof. 

San Fran...;-..,. Dated at ________________ ~ __ ~v __________ __ 
California, 'A7'....) 

this. __.,/_/.___.-.-_. _ day of ---_----0 __________ , 1955. 
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