CRICINAL

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF'CALIFQRNIA‘

Decision No.

Application of the City of Pico

Rivera fox a public grade cross-

ing of Paramount Boulevard over Application No. 43666
the Pacific Zlectrie Railway Com-

pany's La Habra Line in the City

of Pico Rdvera.

John S. Todd, for applicant.

Z. D. Yeomans and Walt A. Steiger, by
Walt A, Steiger, for Pacific Electric
Rarlway Company, protestant.

Llovyd C. Young, for the Commission's staff.

OPINION

By the application hgrein filed with this Commission on
August 7, 1961, the City of Pico Rivera (City) requests anm order
for the comstruction of Paramount Boulévard‘at Mile Post 60-11.89l
across the tracks and right-of-way of the Pacific Electric Railway
(Railway) in said city at grade. |

A public hearing on the application was held in Los An-
geles, Califbrnia; before Examiner Kent C. Rogers on December 5,

1561. Evidence was presented and the matter submitted;

Paxambunt Boulevard is to be a 100-foot-wide najor high-

way on the County master highway plan, and is to extend a toral
distance of approximately 24 miles from Pasadena on the north to
Carson Street in the City of Long Beach on the south (Exhibit
No. 2). At present the-highway is completed in varying widchs,

a distance of approximately 12 miles, from the City,o£ Lakewoqdi
; :
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to Washington Boulevard, which is approximately 6,500 feet mnorth
of the proposed crossing, except that the pavement now ends at a
point approximately 600 feet north of Maxine Street (about 150
feet south of the proposed crossing) and resumes at Slauson Avenue
about 750 feet north of the track.

At the proposed ¢rossing Railway has a single line of |
track. In a period of 24 hours approximately 12 freight trains
opexate over this section of the track which is a portion of the
Railway's La Habra lime. The maximum permissible speed.of
trains in the City is 30 miles per hour, but om a check
made on November 28 and 29, 130l, the actual‘speeds varied-
from 15 to 20 miles per hour. ' |

Approximately 2,000 feéf north of Slauson Avenue the
Archison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway (Santa Fe) has a main line
across Paxamount Boulevard at separated grades. This line also
crosses Roseumead Boulevard northeast of the proposed crossing at
separated grades. There are two main lines and three switching
tracks at the Santa Fe crossing of Paramount Boulevard. Railway's
txacks cross Rosemead Boulevard and Telegraph-koad at grade, Tele-
graph Read crosses the tracks at an acute angle of approximately
30° (Sxhibit No. 3) about 3,000 feet west of Paramount Boulevard.
Approximately one mile east of the proposed crossing Passons Boulé-
vard crosses both Railway and Santa Fe tracks at grade.

At present any City residents living north of Telegrapﬂ
Xoad, south of Rallway, west of Rosemead Boulevard and east of the
Rio Fondo are required to come south to Telegraph zoad and thence

west to Slauson Avenue or east to Rosemead.Boulevard
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and thenece north to Slauson Avenue., The fire station

sexving the area is north of Slauson Avenue which means that

any emergency fire equipment must travel om Slauson Avenue either
to Rosemead Boulevard or Telegraph Road in oxdexr to get south of
Railway's tracks in the area xreferred to.

The City's industrial aréa is north of Slauson Avenue.
Approximately 20 of the individuals, firms and industries of the
City have written to the Commission advising it that a crossing
over the railway tracks as proposed is needed, and that, in their
opinions, a grade crossing is adequate (Exhibit No.'il);

Paramount Boulevard commences at Washington Boulevard
and is 100 feet wide between Washington Boulevard and Slausqn
Avenue. It is nonexistent between Slauson Avenue and a point ap-
proximately 150 feet south of the Railway and approximately 80 feet
wide south of Maxine Street., Traffic counts show that #t present
there are approximately 11,500 vehicles per day using Paramount
Boulevard north of the proposed erossing and approximately 7,300
per day using it south thereof. Rosemead Boulevard is parallel
to and approximately 2,000 feet east of Paramount Boulevard, and is
presently carxying apprbximately 40,000 vehicles per day. Washing-
ton Boulevard carries about 29,000 vehicles per dayj Slauson Boule-
vard approximately 27,000 vehicles per day; and Telegraph Road
approximately 21,000 vehiclés per day. A portion of the vehicles
on these highways are expected to divert énd‘use Paramount Boule-
vaxd acxoss the track, if and when the crqssiﬁg is opened., The

city manager of City stated that City does not’intend“requesting

that Railway contxibute to the cost of the proposed grade crossing,




but that if City secures a grade cr0351ng and subsequently finds
it needs a separation of grades, it will request that Rallway con-
tribute toward the cost thereof.
The city manager stated that three types of croésing
were considered -- an overpass, an tnderpass, and a grade c¢rossing.
The overpass (i.e., the highway over Railway) was re-
jected by City as a structure would be required which would ex-
tend from beyond Slauson Avenue, a distance of approximately 1,000

feet on the noxth, to beyond Maxine Street on the south.

The cost of an undexpass (Railway over the highway) was

rejected by City as too expensive. This structure would cost
$504,000 (Exhibits Nos. 8 and 9) exclusive of the right-of-way
acquisition costs which would total an estimated addi:ional
$233,000, making a total cost for the underpass of approximately
$737,000. The $233 000, iaclude $133,097 for the acqu;sitlon of
nine parcels of land (Exhibit No. 10) irmediately on ox along the
zoute of the highway proper. The owners of these parcels have
agreed to sell their land at said figure prévided‘a grade crossing
only is comstructed. They object to a crossing at separated
grades.

If there is a grade crossing (Ixhibit No. 6) the cost
thereof will be approximately $96,820 (Exhibit N&, 7) plus added
right-of-way acquisition costs of $133,097 fox a total cost, in-
cluding right-of-way, of approximately $229,917.

City bas appropriated $135,000 for the acquisition of
the right-of-way and the County of Los Angeles has budgeted |
$100,000 to pay for the crossing and protection. Thg City Manager




testified that in his opinion it was unlikely that the Couhty wbuld
deget addltzonal funds for an underpass, that City receives . about
$150, COO a year from the Gas Tax Fund, of which approximately
$60,000 per year is used for highway construction; and thatrmt wi11 
take the City about five years to secure the funds to build a
separation of grades, if‘required-

The protection prbposed“by City is four No. 8 flashing
light signals.

The Los Angeles County Regional Planning Commission
recommends that the crossing be opened at grade at present due to
lack of funds for a separation of grades, and that this crossing
be included in the County-Wide Grade Separation Priority List be-
ing prepared on June 1, 1961 (Exhibit No. 4, lettex of June 1,
1961). |

A private crossingiused by residents west of the proposed

crossing could be climinated if the crossing at grade is authorized.
The position of the Railway is that a grade crossing is
not justified but that a grade separation is reasomable and is re-
quired. Exhibit No. 12 is a diagram of the track betwecen the
grade crossing at Telegraph Road on the west and Rosemead Boule-
vard on the east. This diagram showé.tha; there are two spur
tracks west of the crossing on the north side 6f Railway an&'one
east of crossing and north of Railway, and that‘tworsﬁur tracks
have been requested immediately east of the proposedcioésipg and
north of Railway. In addition, the Southern Califormia Gas Com~
pany has a private road approximately 800 feet east of the pro-

posed crossing extending frowm Slauson Avenue on the north across
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the track., This company also has a spur track extending from
slightly west of Rosemead 3oulevard parallel to and south of. the
track. It is proposed that there will be a spur track extending 
from approximately Rosemead Boulevard to the north from said traqk
to approximately Slauson Avenue and from the switch for the
Southern California Gas Cowpany spur westwaxd and parallel to 1t on
the north of the track. The Railway's witmess stated that those
spurs, existing and proposed, place thé proposed crdssing,in a
switching zone which would require time-out c¢circuits for protec-}
tion of the public and to reduce delays on switching movements.

In addition to these switching movements, actual and. contemplated,
the witness stated that Kaiser is commencing heavy hauling from its
Eagle Mountain mine to its Léng Beach plant. The ore movements
will consist of 100-car trains to Long Beach three times per week

and these movements will necessarily cause return movements of

em?ty cars. He said that this contemplated traffic would require

a separated grade crossing. The witness stated‘that'if‘a grédg
crossing is permitted then a separated grade will be subsequently
required and, in tchat eveﬂt; Railway would ‘be required to pay

10 percent of the cost of the bridge structure, plus the amoxtized
aonual savings as required by the Public Utilities Code, and that
Railway is nmot willing to contxibute any sums toward the cost of
the crossing. The witness fg;ther stated that if a grade crqssing
is authorized thexe should be. auvtomatic crossing gates and that the
cost of said gates, togethexr with the lights, has been estmmated

at $12,825 (Sxhibit No. 13), and that the cost of paving the high-

way to two feet outside of the track has,been estimated to be
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$2,355 (Exhibit No. 14). This $12,825 figure, the witness said,
does mot include the cost of automatic time-ouﬁ circuits which he
estimated will cost $3,600. The witness further stated that a
grade crossing will cost $410 per year for maintenance of lights
and gateé, and that the crossing gate arms cost $140 each to re-
place when broken. In addition, there are the expenses of main-
taining the crossing paving and rails which amount to $35 or $50
per year. In addition to the costs, the witness said that the dé-‘
lays from the train movements and the hazard to the public are
reasons for having the separationm of grades.

The record herein shows that there are at least 12 |
freight trains each 24 hours across the site of the proposed‘cross-b
ing, and that additional trains and switching movements occur and
are contemplated in the near futuxe, The evidence shows, aﬁd‘we
find, that public convenience and nécessity reéuire that the high-
way be constructed across Railway's track at Paramount Boulévard;
de further find and conmclude that the City of Pico Rivera should be
acthorized to construct Paramount Bouievard at grade at Crossing
No. 6C-11.89 across the track and right-onway of Pacific Zlectric
Railway Company, and that public safety requires that the crossing
should be protected with automatic crossing gates.

No reasoun appears way the private crossing west of

Paramount Boulevard should remain open; accordingly, said'crossing

will be oxdered closed.

QROER

— —

A public hearing having been held, the matter having been

submitted and the Commission being fully advised:
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IT IS ORDERED that:

1. The City of Pico Rivera is authorlzed to construét
Paramount Boulevard at grade across the track and right-oé-wéy of
Pacific Electric Railway Company in the City of Pico Rivera, Los
Angeles County, Califormia, at the location described'in the
application, to be identified as Crossing No. 6C-11.89. The width
of the higaway portion of the crossing shall be not less than eighty
feet and the grades of approach not greater than two pezcent.
Construction shall be equal to or superior to Standard No. &4 of
General Oxdexr No. 72. Protection shall be four standaxrd #8 flashing -
light signals (Gemeral Order No. 75-B) supplemented by automatic
crossing gates. Two of the signals shall be installed=ou raised
centexr dividers each side of the crossing, and time out circuits
shall be provided for switching operations.

2. Construction expense‘of the crossing, including the

automatic crossing signals and gates, shall be borme by the City

of Pico Rivera.

-

3. Maintenance costs at Paramount Boulevaxrd outside of limes
wwo feet outside of rails shall be borme by the City of Pico Rivera,
and between said lines by Pacific Electric Railway Company. Mainte-
nance of siznzls and gates, with Cthe exception of the costs of broken
gate arms, shall be borne by Pacific Electric Railway Company. Thae
costs for replacing the broken gate arms shall be held open until
such time as this Commission issues a decision in Application
No. 39208 and Case No. 6144. N

&, Pxior to the completion of Crossing No. 6C~11l.89, the
private crossing immediately west of Paramount Boulevaxrd shall be.

paysically ¢losed and any pavement removed within the railroad

"
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right-ofi-~way limits by the City of Pico Rivera. Costs of such
closures and removals shall be bornme by said City.

5. Within thixty days after completion, pursuant to this
oxdez, applicant shall so advisa the Commission in writing. This
authority shall become vold if not exercised within one year after
the effective date of this decision unless time be extended oxr if
the above conditions are not complied with. Authoxization may be
xevolted or modified if public comvenience, necessity, or safety
S0 require. “

The effective date of this oxder shall be twenty days

after the date hereof.

Dated at San Francisco , California, this

day of ___(Fp. S , 1962, ~

77

conmissioners

Commizsionmor Potor Z. Mitchell, being
mocesoarily absent, did not participats
in tho.disposition of thic procecdings




