- ‘Decisidn No. 70027

~ BEFCRE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CAiIFORNIA‘:

Application of the CITY OF STANTON, )

CALIFCRNIA, for an ordex apportioning :

the cost of widening of Cerritos Avenue Application Ne. 47566
at the existing crossing at grade of the (Filed May 7, 1965)
oranchline track of PACIFIC ELECIRIC -
RATLWAY COMPANY, at Crossing No. 6N 24,23

in the City. of Stantom. .

Fred D. thnston-andYE; M, Hefrell, for applidant.

Walt A. Steiger, f£or Southern Pacific Company,
successor to Pacific Electric Railway Company,
Interested party. .. : o

Jobn P. Ukleja, for the Commission staff.

ORINION

By this application't£§101ty 6f Stanton seeks Aﬁ‘oider '
authorizing'the-relocation.ofvcrbssing protection at Crossing
No. 6N=24.23 and the apportionméﬁ#{of thé ¢ost thereof. ,

A public hearing was{heia before Examiner Gravelle in Los
tngeles on August 16, 1965 and the matter was submitted on said date.

At the hearing it became .clear tbat the issuég"toibed |
considered were: | '1‘ | | |

1. Tﬁé locaéion of ﬁhé@protection;

2. The apportionment of the cost thereof.

Toward the end of the‘héaring the representatives of the
City agreed that they would accept the location of the protection as
suggested by the Railroad but still contended that the cost of such

protection should not be borme 100 percent by the city.r

The Railxrcad's positién was that any change in protectionm, as

far as location was. concerned, had to be governed by‘Géﬁeral Ofdé:-“
No. 75-B issued by this Commissien. Saidﬂgenerai,ordet estabiishes.
thg distance,from curb, or rcadw§f~in the-absénce of: cuxd, withiﬁ}f

which the protection must be plééedﬁ
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The present protection is by Standard No.‘Bd flashiﬁg 1ights
with side of~street installation. The xoadway is to be widened at the d

crosstng hence the necessity for relocation. The reagon given for the

widening of the roadway is to accommodate am increase in vehicular
movements. _

The City matntatned that the existing type of protection
would be adequate when moved further from the center of the roadway.
The Railroad insisted that the Standard No. 8 signals should be
augmented by the addition of crosstng gates.

It was the Railroad's position that the City, being the
applicant, should bear 100 percent of the cost of relocacing and
upgrading the protection at the instant crossing. The argumenc for
such a result is based in the main on the "understanding" becween the
Railroads and the State Division of Highways to the effect that appli-
cants for "major' upgrading of crossing protection ahould.bear the |
“entire cost thereof. The City of'sﬁantdn ig not a party'tolthac :
"understanding" and camnot be bound thereby. The Railroad has
adopted the policy, however, of applying that "underétanding”
unifornly to mmcipalities in ordex that problems of discrimination '
among such mmnicipalities might be avoided

Xt was the position of the City that the Railxoad should'
bear a porction of the costs in this case because the Railroad had

delayed the widening of tﬁis‘crossing for over a year causing a
bottleneck at the crossing. There are four lames of traffic on
elther side of the crossing but the crossing itself presently has .
only two lanes. The City introduced Exhibits Nos. 1 througn 17 in an
effort to show the delay occasioned by the Railroad. The City
furcher contended that it was the Railroad that originally'(fd"ISGZ)
insisted on the 1nstallation of Standard No. 8 signals instead of
some 1esser protection and that it is the Railroad nOW'WhO is L
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insisting on the augmentation of the Standaxd Vo'78.signels with
crossing gates. The cost of gates alone was estimated at $11, SSO
and the cost of relocating and installing with gates was estimated
at $13, 880 by a Railroad witness. _

It was stipulated that the present Standnrd No. 8 signals
had been installed in 1963 and that the cost thereof had been shared
at that time on a 50=50 basis between the City and the Railxoad.

After consideration the Commission finds that:

1. No discrimination will result ‘rom the apportionment of

. the cost of re_ocating and upgrading the protection at’ the crossing

f involved herezn.'

2. The installation cost of the existing protection at the

instant cross;ng was shared fifty percent by the Pacific Electric
Railway Company and f£ifty percent by the City of Stantom.

3. Public safety and convenience require'autnorization fox
relocation of the crossing protection at Crossing NoteeN-24;23 in the
City of Stanton shouid be granted;'said protection shonld consistfof |
two Standard No. Snflashibg light'signals‘eugmented with nutomatic
crossing gates' and construction should be in conformance with
General Order No. 75-B of this Comm.ss;on.

4. The cost of installation and maintenance of automatic grade
'crossmng protectzon should be borne fifty percent by the City of

Stanton and f;fty,percent by the,$outnern Pacific Company.
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IT IS ORDERED that:

1. The City of‘Stanton is atthorized to widen and improve-the

grade crossing of Cexrritos Avenue‘(Crossing No. 6N-24. 23) and'theftrack'
of the Southern Pacific Company, successor by merger to the Pacrfic
Electric Railwey Company, substantially in the manner and in accordence';
wrth the plans rntroduced in this proceedrng, subgect to the conditionsf
as herein set forth | | |

2. The workorequired to be performed at said crossing between
lrnes two feet outside of rails and the work of installing signals and .
automatic crossrng gates shall be performed by Southern Pacific
Company . | o o

3. Southern Pacific Company shall bear the emtfre.cost of
preparing the track to receive the pavement:for the widened"portions of .
the croseing between lines t&o feet outeide of rails:and the3ful}cost |
of improving the present crossing between such linmes.

4; The maintenance cost of the crossing between lines two feet '
outside of rails shall be borne by the Southern Pacific Company.v

S. The Crty of Stanton shall perform the remainder of the work
and shall bear the remaimder of the expense of constrqcting‘amd;main-v
taining the proposed midened‘crossimg'end_approaches.

6. fhe protection;at saidacrosstog,shall'consist of two Standard
No. 8 flashing light signals atgmented-withtautomatic crossing gates.

7. The installation of the automatic crossimg protection at said
crossing shall be in conformance with Genmeral Order No. 75-B. |

8. The cost of 1nsta11ation of the herein authorized autometic
crossing protectron shall be borne fifty percent by the City of

Stanton and fifty percent by the Southern Pacific Company.
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9. The maintenance eosts for said protective devicesfshall ‘be
divided in the same proportion as the cost of construction has been-
apportioned herein, in accord with ‘and pursuant to the provisions of
Section 1202.2 of the Public Utilities Code. |

10. Within thixty days after completion pursuant to this order
applicant shall so advise the Commission in writing.

11. The‘authorization herein granted shall expire if not
exercised within two years unless time be extended ox if conditions

are not complied with,

The effective date of this oxder shall be twenty days after -
the date hereof. | |
Dated 2t san srancisco , California, this
307 day of NOVEMRTR ., 1965.

“Comlssioners

Comxzissioner A. V. Go.tov, boing :
necossarily absent, did nol participato
ia the dis po..ition of 'chio procooding. ,




