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SFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE SIATE OF CALIFORNIA

TS

In the Matter of the Application of

THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES, 2 mmicipal -
coxporation, to construet PAXTON STREET
at grade across the tracks of the Valley

Application No. 39389
Line of the Southern Pncmfnc Company. '

In the Matter of the 4pplication of G C.
BREIDERT, MARGARET P. BREIDERT, and THE
G. C. BREIDERI COMPANY, - a2 coxporation, to
reopen the eros ssing of VAUGHN STREET at
grade across the tracks of the Valley Llne

Application No. 41674
of the Southern Pnclfzc Company . |

Charles F. Reiche, for Ihe G. C Brexdert Company,‘\
applicant.

“E. D. Yeomans and Walt A. Stei er, by Walt A.
‘Steiger, for Southern Pacific Company,. protcstant

Alan G. Ca bcll for the City of Los Angeles; George .
D_. Moe, for the State Department of. Publzc W ks,
Interested parties. :

W F. Hibbard for the Comm;*szon staff.
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By Decision No. 56398 dated Mhrch 25, 1958 1n AlelC&tlon o o
"No. 28389, this Commms sion authoruzed the City of’ Lo' Angele* to con-:‘-M“
struct-?bxtonfét zeet at grade across the maxn 11ne track of Southern |
Pacific Company's Valley ane 1n the Cmty of Los Angeles, suchct to _
certain condzt1ons, at a locatlon to. bw zdentlfzcd as Cr0551ng No B-ff :
- 482.8. Ehe decision’ further provnded that upon completzon of o
the crossxng at Paxton Strcet and 1ts bexng opened to public travel -
Crossmng.Nb. B=462.6 CVaughn Street) 0hall be abandoned and closed e

On November 17, 1959 G c. Brexdert, Margaret P. Brcldert and .
The G. C Brcidert Compeny, a corporation, fmledepplxcntion No. 41674 "g;f

'1'f-‘
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requesting that the crossing at Vaughn Street be reopened' allegxng o
that the G. C. BreidertCompany conducted a business on property lo—”’:‘
catecd at the southeasterly coxrnex of Vaughn Street and- the Southern .
Pacific Company railroad rrght of way, and further allegtng that f_:ﬁﬂ
the closing of Vaughn Street resulted‘ln a hardship to the sazd com- 'l
pany in that it deprmved the tompany and its cus omers of an’ access o
- road via the crossing at Vaughn Street. Lt was further alleged that"raxl
the applicants were damaged by this denial of direct access to theiryt “
property. | | | S | .
Subsequently, on February l 1960 this\oommassion lssued o
an order Teopening Applxcatlon.ho. 39389 "for’ the SpGleic purpose CV? |

of 1nqu1ring rnto ‘whether or not the<former crossrng at Vaughn
Street should. be reopened mo |

on May 27, 1960 a public hearing_on Application No. 41674.;}i;
and also on the order reopenzng Applrcatlon No. 39389 was held in 1[ “
Los Angeles before Examzner Grant E. Syphers, and on that date evi-‘
dence was adduced and the matter submitted SubJect to'the filmng of o

briefs.- Brzefs have been filed by G. c. Brezdcrt Margaret P.‘f:_

‘Brerdert and The G. C. Breidert Company, the City of Los_Angeles,

and also by the Southern Pacific Company. The matter now is ready
for decision.

The physical facts relatxve to the property of the G. C.
Brexdert Company are not. in dispute., The property was purchased by

6. C. and Mavgarer Breidert in 1953 and the bui.lding exected ia

_January of 1954. The land is located at the lntersectron of Vaughh o
street and the Southern Paczfrc tracks, on the,southeasterry corner.;l'ﬁ
At the time of the constructxon of the bumld_ng and for some years

pr:or *hereto there had been a ex ossrug over. the railroad tracxs at
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Vatghn Strect. As a result of this, the principel means: of egress
and ingress was via San Fernnndo Road and thence across tbe rairroad  i
tracks at.Vaughn Street. The evmdence also shows-that-thevCityscf
Los Angeles assisted in maintaxning_the cross ing and on several oc-f"
casions city crews reparred the asphalt pewement When the crossrng |

was closed it beceme ‘Decessary to. gowfrom San:Fernando Road cas:erly

- om Paxton Street and thence northerly on Bradley Street, thence west-'”'

erly on Vaughn Street to the Breidert plant. Bradley Street is tm- B
paved and so narrow that ic is difficult for two trucks to pass.'rl
Furthermore, the circuitous rotte is mnch longer, Paxton.Strcct being
aoout 1, 350 feet south of Vaughn Street. Whlle tbe city maps co not
show any pnblic crossing, the eity, in 1942 aid place a street sign |
on‘Vaughn Street in the vmcrnity and accordlng to the testrmony of
the apprxcants, they assumed it was a public crossrng since it was
used‘by all who desired to do oO- . f
Other witnesses testlfied that Vanghn Street has been
open crossing for more than 14 years. | ,
As a result of all this testimony there is no. disPutc bnt R
that the Breidert Company has been inconvenienced by the closing o_;S‘l
Vanghn Street and that it dxd establish 1ts factory zn the vicin*ty,.‘
erelyzng wpon, using.Vanghn Street as an access road to San Fernanco |
d"“. . .
There is also mo controversy:as‘to thexph&sical“facts‘cons'
cerning the railread which parallels San Fernando Road in this area.{
It is the main line between Los Angeles and San Pranc1°co,‘accomodnt-
ing six passenger trains per day and between 25 and 30 frerght |
*ralns. As previously indicated herern, tno City of nos Angeles

recomnenced a crossing atc Paxton Street and the ra;lroad concur-ed
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in that recommendation. Resultantly, a crossrng was established at

Paxton Street and the one at Vaughn Street closed by Decision.No. \fx

56398, supra. In the opinion of a‘witness for the railroad there
is insufficient traffic to justify both crossings in that vicinity
in the 1ight of the heavy train operations hereinabove described

It'was also . pointed out that the railroad‘gave an easemcnt to the

City of Los Angeles for Paxton Street and also had tendered an ease-':

ment for‘Vaughn Street, however, the larter easement was no..acccpted
by the city._ ' o ' o |

Additional data was presented by a representative of the =

Divrsion of Bighways, ,howing traffic on San Fernando Road in thc o

Vicinity of Vaughn Street during selected periods San Fernando
Road is a heavily traveled state highway, and it was the opinion of
the witness that if there were a. crossing and signals at Vavghn
Street, in many instances traffic on. San Fernando Roed would come to
a stop when a train movement pre-empted signals._n

An - engineer of the staff of the Public Utilities Commis—

sion. testified that from 1927 to the time Vaughn Street crossrng was SR

closed in 1959 there were 14 accidents involving vehicles and trains,
ulting in three persons killed and five ingured Additionally,_,\
there was one pedestrian-train accident. During the past fiveryears

there have been four accidents. As. a result Vanghn Street has been

classified as a relatively hazardousncrossing ranking about 357th ':fg, -

out of approximately 4,500 crossings in Southern California. o
The position,of the City of Los Angeles wes expressed in

: Exhibits Nos 12 and 13, which report the action of the Citv Council

r‘*;“
cin this respect. In substence, the city takes no posrtion with rew U

'gard To 2 private croSSing in the' Vicinity of Vaughn Street, and the
zailroad tracks, but it doea oppose any public crossing.,_ |

s

A
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It is clear that the Breldert Company would be in a more | ..
advantageous posi ition if Vaughn Street were open. | It :r.s also clear
- that when Vaughn Street was open it was a relat:wely hazardous cross-‘ -
ing. When,. :.n Decision No.. 56398 thxs Comm:.ss:.on author:.zed the |
| opening of a erossmg at Paxton Street but condltroned :u: upon the N
clos:.ng of the crossmg at Vaughn Street, it was concerned w:.th the o
safety factor. Based upon the ev::.dence adduced and the arguments |
presented in th:.s rehear:.ng, we f:xnd no reason to reverse that dec:.-
sion. It is in the publ:.c mtereSt, cons:.dermg both the safety fac-“ ,
tors and the needs of the appl:.cant 1n Appl:.cat:.on No 39389 to SR /
have Vaughn Street closed and we now f:.nd that there n.s msufflc:.entf"? -
need for a cross:.ng at Vaughn Street to Justify the acc:.dent r:.sk _n-;; " o
volved. - | IR
We observe that the C:.ty of I..os Angeles has not offered to
construct a. publ:.c crossing at Vaughn Street. It is” the pos:xtzon of l o
the applicants in Apphcat:.on No. 41674 that Vaughn Street d:x.d in
fact, become a publ:.c cross:.ng because of long usage, however, as of
the present time the cross:.ng is closed and the City of . Los Angeles |
is not willing to comstruct and maxntam a publ:.c cross:mg at that
location.  As a matter of fact, the c1ty s pos:.txon is that there
never was a public cross:.ng there but,. rather, that such crossmg
"as existed was a prz.vate CrOSSlng. 'rhe record establ:l.shes that 1t
| would not be. io the public mterest to grant Appl:'.catn.on No. a1674
Ihe order which follows will provide for the den:w.al of E
Apphcatmon No. 41674 and the affirmation of Dec:.s:.on No. 56398. :«
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Application as Qe'!;eve entit ed aaving been filed ‘an e
oxrder of mvestigat:.on hav:'.ng been issued @ public hearing hava.ng-
teen held thereon, the Com:.ss:xon being fully advised :m the pre- o
nises, and good cause apoear:’.ng, | o |

I‘I.‘ IS ORDE:RED

1. “‘hat: Applicat:.on No. 41674 be and 11: hereby :[s denied

2. ‘.Ifhat Decxs...on No. 56"98 dat:ed WLareh 2‘ 1958 be and
it he::eby :.s affimed -

- The effect_ve date o:: !:h.s ordev sha'.‘.l be twenty days f

after the date hereof ‘ - o N
Dated at  Son Franeisos ‘Califgamia;‘;msr: L
day of APRIL . 1961. e




