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Application of the City of Santa Fe 
Springs, a General la'w' City, for 
Authority. toCo~truct Pioneer. 
30ulevarc'l, aPui>lic Righway,· at 
Gr~dc . Across '!rac1tC of P'ae.ific Elec
tric Railroad ~~ .Southern Pacific 
Compcmy in the City 0·£ S~nta Fe-
Sp7CingS.. . 

Application No. 40725 

William C:Dil, for tile City of Santa Fe Springs, 
applicant. 

E .. D. Yeomans, for Southern Pacific Company and. 
Pacllic ~lectric Railway Com,~y, Protestants. 

Howa:rd F. C'.o.ristenson, for the Commissio:l. staff. 

OPINION - .... -----~ 

!'he City of Santa Fe Springs, a recently incorpo.azcC! 

General Law City ·loeatedwest of 'iJh:i:ttier and southeast of ~1o:te"ello 

in Los Angeles County, in an applicatio:l. filed on J:muary 6, 1959, 

seclts autho~ity to const:uct Pioneer 'Zoulevar~ at grade acros:; tr8c!~ 

of :~ ?c.cifie Electric Railway Cetrlp~y e:le Southern Pacific Co::p;l:l7, 

whiei:.I. tZ'ac!-~ aZ'e located in said city. A public hearing was held on 

tb.is matter in 1.0:; P..ngclcs on April 2l, lS60, ~eforc Examiner James 

::. Mastoris at which ~:i:me evidence was prec:ented an<i ~ matter :;t.1b

mitted. 

Phyzical ncscription of the C~ossfng Area 

The proposed crossing is located in :he northwestc:n 

quao..ant of saici. City of Santa Fe Springs :in an are~ zone(i for liznt 

$ndhca~l manufae~ur~ as well ~s for resicl~ti21 purposes. Pionec~ 

j3ot.11evard runs north and south and is a major ·highway on Los Angclez 

County's 11aster Plan ·o-f :toads. It exten~ from the City ofLon$ 
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Beech in the south to Slauson Boulevaro on ~he north and except for 

a sm.c.ll segment in the City of Santa Fe. Springs .;mel the gap .at the 

cross:i:.ng in question runs continuously between these points. It is 

contcmpl.at:cC: that this hishw3Y when completed will reach to Whittier 

Boulevard on the nor~h. Pacific Electric-Southern ~acific tr~elcs ~re 

s l.tuatcd in an east-"to7cst direction at the proposcCL crossing 'With 

train.s moving to the west O"lcr Pacific Electric' s trac!~ to Los 

Angeles, to the northwest cvcx Soutb.e::n :?aeific By"'Pass line to 

~\lentc, to the so'-!thcast ove'!' So'-!thern Pacific's tracla; tr..rough 

Los Nietos classification and switching yards an~ to the eas~ over 

?eeific Electric line to Whit::ier and La !:!abra. The singlc traclt a~ 

=he site i!l issue is jointly opereteo. ".vith the afo:cmcntioned line::; 

b:-cnehiA.").s off 2pp:ooximately fifty feet fl:'OtIl the resl'ectiV'e siGes of 

~hc proposed crossiXlg. San Gabriel River, =unni.."lS generally in a 
'. 

nortb.-$Ou·th ...... c~tc~ly c1::cection, is loeated. 600 feet west o:Z Pioneer 

Boulevc.rcl at this p~int. Under present budget proposals t:c State of 

C.:!lifornia plans to eonetruct 3 freew~y alongside 'this. dry ::ive~ bco. 

con.."'lectir.g, amo:c.& other points, the San Bernardino and. Santa. [ms 
I> 

:E:eew.:ys. A<::',cesc roads "of said freeway are expected to lead into and 

out from the Santa Fe Springs area. 

Approxim4:cly 1000 feet no:th of the propo~ccl e~os~inz 

~ioneer 20ulevard cros:es the ~in line tracy~ of The AtChison, 

Tope!,~ .:meL ~nta Fe Railway Dot zrade. S~id t'racl~ whicl" ps::allcl the 

~fo:cmen~ione~ Pacific Eleetric cast-wcs~ line ero~s tr~ afore-

mentioned Sou~ern P~c1iic By-?css ~ine benea~ the g:a&c separation 

locatcc':. at Slal.l$on Boulcva=d" Ap~roxj..I:Ultely 2000 feet east of -tile 

p~o?ocecl eross~ and runn~s ~arallel to said Pioneer Bouleva:~ liec 

ric Costa Avcn~·. S.:lid street eroscec. both the traeks of Pacific 
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Electric and Santa Foe at grade. Norw-al!( and l?assO'O.S Bouleva:ds, 

north-south highways situated approximately ~~OO fect east and 5000 

feet west, respectively, of the site in issue, both crost) J?'acific 

Electric and Sant:.l Fc's tracks at g:ade. 

Evidence by ~he APRlican~ 

Evidence presented by the City indicated that the proposed 

C~OS$ing was needed in order to: 

(1) Accocmo~tc the presen~ traffic connecting the 

Santa lma !:r<::e'W8:y .and the business diseric~ of Santo Fe 

Springs on the sor.ltb. with the aforementioned .Slauson Avenue, 

a major c3st-Nest thoroughfare, on the north. 

(2) Enable-the fire and police depart:m.cnts of said 

city) located south of the trac1tS in question to provide 

sel."vice in the nortnC".ctl half of the- city in the shortest 
I 

elapsed time by the most expeditious route.. It is alleged 

the new crossing ~lll reduce the present difficulties 

incident to emergency fi:e and police department passage 

ove~ heavily congested Norwalk Boulevard. 

(3) Alleviate ctrect maintenance problems attributce 

to the prezcnt l~ck of ~ erossicg fn thiz area. 

(~.) Relieve the Mzards created by eleI:lcnta:r:y anci 

high school c:b.il(tren crossi.ng the afor~entioned tr.ae~..s on 

foot 3$ is clone at present. 

(5) Meet and $atis~)r the anticipated and immediate 

future ~~nds from the traveling public for access to 

this ra:pid::'y dcvclo?i:ng indus·trial azea.. T.ais city -

nine squa:c d.les in area, seven and 'One-half of which arc 

zoned for manufacturing purposes 
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from l~50 in 1940 to 15~5.33 at present. 1ilith the indus

trial area only 20 percent developed the applicant 

claims that an est~ted 100,000 people will be employed 

in the city within the next ten years. It is alleged this 

p.:.rticul.sr section is the. only light and heavy iuduso:ial 

84ca close to the City of Los Angeles capable of ~ansion 

within the near futuxe. 

Position of the Railroads 

Tnisapplieation was opposed by the'railroads for the 

followfng reasons: 

(1) 'I'h.at the topography, physical conditi01lS .1nd 

e~ected future develo~nt of the highway involved might 

justi£;r, rather than a e%ossing at grade, a separation of 

gr.!ld.ec at tb.~ proposed site. It was clalmcci. the city could 

obtain supplcment3l:y funds, if ncecssal:y, to support cueh a 

project.~~om the county of Los Angeles or the lezislative

sponso:ed cros~ing protection !\lnd. The protestants 

a=gue therefore that the applicant has failed to explore 

o~ p~ovi6e for :emedies other than a erosstcg at graCe. 

(2) l".o..at the aforementioned Sa:n. Gabriel f:rcr::way will 

accommodate the anticipated traffic and mee~ all necessary 

ci.em.ands ineo a"D.d out from tl'l.is %ezion assuming the community 

devclops as clafmed by the ~~licant. 

(3) That because of the close proximity to the afore

mentioned switching, y.a.rds~ the loca~ion o~ the trac:tS !n 

issue, the heevy amount of traffic tl1.crcover, the clow 

movcmen~ of -:rains c:avcl:nS t.b:rougb. the area an& tl'le 

frequency of unusually long trams passing ovez this site ~ 
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the proposed crOGsing will be faced with considerable 

blocldng during a substantial portion of the day. 

Eviclence was received that during a x-epresentative day 

in April 1960~ this crossing was closed to vehicular 

traffic for approximately 'tWo hours, including periods 

during e~cted pea!( traffic hours, and for a duraeion 

varyin$ from one to thirteen minutes. Such ,blockage 

under these circumstances will result ~ it is declared, 

in many complaints by the travel1llg public ancl w!l.1 

create traffic problems that the applicant has not 

considered in its plans to enlarge Pioneer BO,ulevard to 

Maseer Plan width. 

(4) That crossings at grade are disfavored as a 

matter of- Cotm:nis.sion policy and, the num.ber thereof should 

be reduced in the interests of public safety. 

Findings and Conclusions 

Upon full consideration of the record the Commission is 

of tt.e opinion that the present and future growth and development 

of the northern half of the City of Santa re Springs is dependent, 

to a large extent, upon the opening of the proposed crossings. 

A g:ade separation is not practicable at thic time and the Ue'tt1 

f-:ceway cannot be expected to- satisfy local traffic requirements 

when the anticipated population influx and :tndustrial e"...cp~ion 

~ecomes evident:. The disadvantages 0·£ prolonged blOCking. of this 

site claimed by the pi:otestant~ a':c;p upon analysis;p overestimated. 

FUrthermore, the benefits to the traveling public outweigh the 

occasional inconvenience that might be encountered. Accordingly, 

the Cormni$sion finds and coneludeo that public convenience and 

necessity and safety require that the application be granted, 
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subject, however, to the condition that the two aforementioned 

De Costa Avenue crossings (at Tae Atchison, 'Iope!(8 and Santa Fe 

Railway Company's mainline trac!~, Crossing No. 2-152.7, and at 

Pacific Electric Railway tracks at Los ~!ietos Avenue, Crossing 

No,. 6C-14.l6) shall be legally abandoned and physically closed by 

s~id Ci'ty of Santa Fe Springs. v7ith the opening of the Pioneer 

Bou.levard site these De Costa Av~'.J.e crossings serve a slight 

utilitarian purpos~. Because of their design, profile andcurva

ture they' present II potential safety hazard. These two crossings 

must be closed as above directed prior to or upon completion of 

the opening of the Pioneer Boulevard crossing but in no event 

l~tcr than on~ year after the effective date of this decision 

unless time be e:ctended. If at some time in the futmechanged 

conditions warrant crossings at these tracl~, application maybe 

made and the Commission will, view the question in the light: of 
~cthen prcvc~l1ng cituation. 

, , 

,App:?rtionmcnt of Costs 

The proper allocation of the construction cost andexpcnse 

of the Pioneer Boulevard crossing proposed in this application is 

tb.:lt the City of Santa Fe Springs pay eighty-five percent of 1;he 

.actual cost thereof and that: Pacific Electric Railway Company pay /' ' 

fifteen percent of such costs.. The costs of closi7:lg the' t'W'o afore- /' 
I ' 

mentioned De Costa Avenue crossings shall be borne entirely by said 
I" 

City of Santa Fe Springs. The c®,tinuing' benefits to be received by 

tb.~ protc$ta~tr.ailro.sd by the ':losiDg of De Costa, Avenue at Los :/ 
..., I •• 

Nietos Avenue are equivalent to : the city's burcen in bearing :he 

entire elo~..!rc expe'!'l.ses of bot;h'De Costa Avenue' crossings as well 

as the possible acquisition cost of an easement from Pioneer 

Boulevard to said De Costa Avenue. 
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Y$:Lntenance cost: at Pioneer Bouleva:cl outside of lines 

two feet outside of rails shall be bo:ne by the applicant, .and 

between such lines by Pacific Electric Railway Company and Sout~~ 

Pacific Company. 

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

P. public hearing having 'been held, the .matter being under 

submission and the Commission being fully advised, 

IT IS Or{DEr~D that: 

(1) rAe City of Santa Fe Spr1Dgs is autho:r:ized to 

construct Pionee:r: Boulevard at grade across the tracks of Pacific 

Electric Railway Company and Soutbcm Pacific Company in tl'-.e City 

of S~ta Fe Springs, Los Angeles County, at the location described 

in the application, to be identified as Crossing No~ 6C-l3.71. 

Tl1.e width of this crossing shall be no: less than ~:. feet and 

g-.cades of approach not greater than three percent. Construction 

shall be equal or st.:perior to Standard ~10. 2 of General Order No,. 

72. Protection shall be by two Standard No.8 flashing light 

signals (General O:r:eel: No. 75-'3), supplementec!with automatic 

crossing gates. 

(2) Const:uction expense of the crossing, including 

the installa:ion of automatic crossing signals., shall be borne 

to the extent: of eighty-five percent oz the actual costs thereof 

by the City of Santa ~e Springs ~d fifteen percent by the 

Pt.1cific Electric Railway Company. 

(3) !'18intenance cos~z . at· Pioneer Boulevard outside of lines 

two feet outside of rails shall 'be borne by the City of Santa Fe 

. S~rings, and "octween S1.:tCh lines by Pacific Electric Railway Company 

and So~tb.ern Pacific Company. 
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(4) Prior to or upon the completion of Crossing No. 6C":13.71, 

De Costa Avenue at The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company's 

mainline tracl(S (Crossing No. 2-152.7) and. De Costa Ave:tJ.W! a'C 

Los 1~1etos Avenue (Crossing No. 6C-14.16) shall be legally abandoned, 

physically closed and pavement remove&on the portions of these 

crossings within the railroad right-of-way l~ts by the applicant. 

Coses for this clos\tte and removal shall be borne by' said applicant. 

(S) vlithin thirty days after completion pursuant to this 

order, applicant shall so advise the Commission in writing. '!'his 

authorization shall become void if not exercised within one year 

after the effective date of this decision unless time be extended, 

or . if' above conditions are not complied with. Authorization ma:y 

be revoked or mooified if public convenience, necessity or safety 

so require. 

: '!he effective date of this order shall be· twenty clays 

after. the date hereof.· 

Dated at sn.n F:s.uc:.r:..co , California, this 

:J {ii. clay of ~( J~'t.{-;.;.;:<'1.p~ ___ ,. 1960 .• 

;' 

". w, EVOl'ot":C. :,:c:::c~e.. 1)o1"'lI" ",I')=.ss ... o~r.. . ... • _ 
"\ ~,:~e::a.r:'l:T :'.~z~:).t .. t~d ~ot ::>~I"t1ei~~";~ 
l'~ ~o cU ::j;'lO~r ~iO:l o! thi~ :pro.:cod.!.:g .. 
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