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liBIDINAL 

Decision No. _7_1_0_7_1 ___ _ 

BEFORE '!'HE POBUC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STAn OF CALU'ORl-iIA 

Application of City of Compton~ a ) 
Municipal Corporation, to construct~ ) 
widened cross~ over the Southern ) 
Pacific Company s San Pedro Line, 
subject to provisions of Sections 
1201-1205 of the Public Utilieies 
Code of the State of California. ~ 

Application No. 47334 
(Filed March 2, 1966) 

Un;d A. Bulloch,· City Attorney, and 
n ROSins, for the City of CoQpton, 

appll.cant. 
Randolph Karr and Walt A. Steiger~ by 

Walt A. Steiger, for the Southern 
Pac~f~c company, protestant. 

w. F. Hibbard, for the Commission staff. 

Applicant seeks authority to widen the existing cross!:o.g 

of Alondra Boulevard (Crossing No •. BG-494.3) ov~r the South~::n 

Pacific Co~any's (Southern Pacific) San Pedro Branch tine. Attached 

Appendix A is a diagra:o. showing details of the e:d.stillg crossing 

and the proposed impr~ts. 

Public hearing was held before Exaud.ner Robert ~rc.ett 

at Los Angeles on May l7, 1966, at ~hich time th~ ~tter w~s 

submitted. 

Alondra Joulevard is a pritnary east-west arterial r~ay 

witp. on-and-off ramp connections, to th~ 'Earbor P.!:eeway, approxi­

mate~y four miles to the west, and to the Lens BP...e.c.b. Froe"to."ay, 

approxiX!lately one and one-h.alf miles :0 the east" of the c:ossir..g. 
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Alameda Street is a maj or north-south highway paralleling the San 

Pedro 3ranch Line. At certain points on its route Alameda Stree~ 

separates into two streets located on each side of the San Pedro 

Branch Line; which is the case at the Alondra Boulevard crossing. 

The San Pedro Branch Line, at this crOSSing, consists of one braneh 

line track and two side tracks running in a north-south direction 

between the City of Los Angeles and Los Angeles Harbor. Average 

daily traffic over the crossing is approximately 14,000 vehicles. 

Applicant proposes to widen the existing crossing from 

its present width of 60 feet, to 76 feet. The crossing is pres­

ently protected by two Standard No. 3 wigwags synchronized with 

four traffic signals at the westerly approach to the crossing, 

and with one traffic signal at the easterly approach to the 

crossing. Applicant proposes to protect the widened crossing 

with two Standard No.8 flashing li&ht signals synchronized with 

traffic-signals at the adjac~t intersection. Neither Southern . 

Pacific nor the s~aff opposed the wi~ening of the crossing, but they 

both recommend that automatic gates with predictors be included in 

the crossing ?rotection. There is also a dispute as to apportionmen~ 

of costs. 
Applicant's Evidence 

Applieant'sengineer testified that the primary purpose 

for wideroing the crossing is to provide a better right-tu..-n 

movement for large trucks; secondarily, to provide better sight 

distance. At present the width of Alondra Zoulevard at the 

crossing is 60 feet; the westerly approach to the crossing is 

72 feet wide; and the easterly approach is 60 feet wide. '!'here 
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are ~·o lanes fo~ vehicular traffic fn each direction; each lane 

being 12 feet wicle. Applicant's ,roposa1 provides for these four 

l~es plus two eight-foot curb lanes and a 12-foot left-tu~ pocket 

straddling the center line. !he widened c::ossing 1ilill permit 

westbot.md truck movements tu:rning north into the westerly roadway 

of Alameda Sa-eet and eastbound truck movements turning south 

into the easterly roadway of Alameda Street to make their turns 

without climbing the curb or swtnging out into the middle of 

Alameda Street. The left-turn pocket will facilitate left-turn 

movements from Alondra Boulevard into Alameda. Stteet .. 

!he witness for <lpp11cant is opposed to automatic gates at 

che crossing because they will require two six-foot wide traffic 

islands straddling the center line of the crossing. The space 

for these traffic islands will have to come from the space 

3.l1oeaeeci to the curb lane, thereby reducing the space in which 

trucks can make right turns and also causing a misalignment of 

traffic lanes; traffic lanes within the crossing,will be out of 

line with the traffic lanes on either side of the crossing. 

Even if the proposed crossing were 80 feet wide~ thus providing 

sufficient right-turn space~ the ~raffic islands would still 

cause a misalignment of traffic lanes and, therefore:. would. ~ 

bad. In the opinion of ~his Witness the misaliz;n.ed traffic latles 

could precipitate more accidents than the gate arms ~ould prevent. 

!here have been only three minor train-vehicle accidents at this 

crossing in the past nine years and none of them. involved per SO:la J. 

injuries. Transition striping~ a means of guiding vehicular 

~a£fic from one line of travel to another, :ci.gb.t to e. deg=ee 
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alleviate the problem. of misaligned. traffic lanes but, in the 

witness' opinion, 1: is not a satisfactory solution. He wants 

straight traffic lanes through the crossing. 

Southern Pacific's Evidence 

Southern Pacific's engineer' ~estif.ied that Southern Paci!ic 

docs not op;?(>Se the 6'='anting of this appl'ication provid-ing tMt the 

crossing is protected by Standard No. 8 flashing light signals 

augmented by automa:ic gates with predictors, and that the cost 

of installing the protection is equitably shared. Southern Pacific 

considers equitable sharing to be a fifty-fifty split of the eost 

of protecting the existing width of the crossing with the City 

to ~y 100 percent of the costs directly attributable to the 

widening of the crossing)/ 

In the area where the Alondra St::oeet crossing is located 

the proximity of overhead wires and the force of high winds ren~r 

gate arms of more than 35 feet impractical. If the crossing were 

widened to 76 feet, or to 80 feet, gate arms of a length of 35 

feet would be inadequate. Therefore, four rather than two gate 

arms are required to ade~uately protect the crossing, and two of 

them :lUst be built on islands near the center of the crossing. 

As the widening of the crossing is solely for the benefit of the 

City, with no benefit accruing. to the Southe...-:n. Pacific:o the City 

~~ould bear the'total exPense ~f the costs:attributable to the 

11 The witness estimated the total cost of the improved protection 
to be $24,800 of which $3,600 is directly attributable to the 
wid~& of the crossing; the difference of $21>200 would be 
shared fifty-fifty. 
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widening: ~c.e ~~ 4c!ditional gates. Sou~hern Pecific will not. cMrge /' 

for any reasonable- easement across the traeks needed by applicant. 

The witness for Southern Paeific based his opinion of the 

effieacy of automatie gates on n~erous studies that indicate that 

the degree of protection provided by Standard No. S flashing light 

signals is so greatly enhanced by the installation of automatic 

gates that to forego their installation would be a serious mistake. 

Automatic gates give pronounced notice that there is a train 

approaching. Gates cannot be misconstrued by drivers, as flashing 

lights may be, to me~n for example, that a train is near the cross­

ing but perhaps not going to cross, or has just erossed. Also, the 

gates would prevent an aeeident in a situation where a train is 

stopped near a erossing and blocks the view of another train, on 

an adjacent track, that is moving through the crossing. 

Ihis same witn~ss preseuted'much testimony on the bene­

ficial use and value of grade c~ossing predietors. This testimony 

was not contradieted and no substantial issue was raised which 

re ui=es discussion. 

"A Commission staff engineer testified that there were 

10 through movements and 15 switching movements of trains ·'thrO~'l. 

:he c=ossing. !he speed limit through the eroS~ing for train .. ; . 
is 20 MPE and for vehieles is 30 'M?:-i~ Fourteen thoUs~ vehieles 

use tbe' crossing daily> incluc;i:lg 10 school bt.tSeS. He ree~dec. 

that the crossing be pro:ceted by Standard No. 8, flasb.ix:g light 

sigt:.G.l.:; ~gl:I:Cnted by sutomatie ge.tcs "'","ith ?=e<iier:crs~ ~ that: 
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all costs of the fQprovements be shared fifty-fifty by applicant 

and $Outhern Pacific. In his opinion both the public and the 

Southern Pacific will benefit from the ~roved protection and the 

City and the Southern Pacific have an equal responsibility to 
provide such protection. 
Findings of Fact 

1. Applicant proposes to widen Alondra Boulevard over the 

tracks of the Southern Pacific Company to facilitate the right­

turn movement of trucks from Aloncra Boulevard onto Alameda Street 

and to increase sight distances for all traffie over the crosstng. 

2. At present, trucks turning right onto Alameda Street 

often elim1> upon the curb or veer out into the middle of the 

street. 

3. Standard No. 8 flashing light signals augmented by 

automatic gates with predictors increase safety at grade crossings. 

4. At the proposed crossing a single gate arm should not 

be over 35 feet in length to avoid the hazards of overhead wires 

and strong winds. 

5. To provide reasonable protection at the crossing, 

widened to at least 76 feet, four Standard No. 8 flashing light 

signals, each augmented by automatic gates with predictors, 

should be installed. 

6. Grade crossing predictors should be installed to 

eliminate unnecessa.-y acruation of the gate arms. 

7. Southern Pacific has agreed to provide .an easement, 

without Charge, over its tracl<s so that. the crossing may be 

widened to at least 80 feet. 

. 
" 
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8. Public convenience, necessity, md safety require that 

the Alondra Street grade crossing be protected by four Standard 

No. 8 flashing light signals each augmented by automatic gates 

w1~ predictors. 

9. 30th the applicant and Southern Pacific will benefit 

from the improved grade crossing protection. 

10. Costs should be apportioned as set forth in the ensuing 

order. 

The Commission concludes that the application should 

be granted subject to the conditions set forth. . 

ORDER 
-..-, .... - ..... 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. !he City of Compton is ·authorized to widen Alondr a 

Boulevard across the tracks of the Southern Pacific Company 

(Crossing No. BG-494.~) to a width of at least 76 feet. 

2. '!here shall be installed at the crossing four Standard 

No.8 flashing light signals each augmented by automatic gates 

with predictors. 

3. The railroad signals and adjacent traffic signals shall 

be interconnected so that ~ the preemption phase initiated by 

ell approaching train. the traffic signals regulating movement of 
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traffic from the crossing area shall first display a green interval 

of sufficient length'to clear all vehicles from the track area. 

4. The installation costs of the grade crossing protection 

shall be apportioned equally between applicant and the Southern 

Pacific Company. 

5. The maintenance costs of the grade crossing protection 

shall be apportioned between applic~nt and the Southern . 

Pacific Company pursuant to and in accordance with Sec~ion 1202.2 of 

the Public Utilities Code. 

6. The Southern Pacific Company shall bear 100 percent 

of the cos~s of preparing track necessary within the ltzits of 

the widened crossing, and any paving work within lines two feet 

outside of outside rails in the existing crossing. 

7. Applicant shall bear 100 percent of all other costs of 

widening the crossing and approaches including the cost of traffic 

signal coordination. 

8. The Southern Pacific Company shall bear the cost of 

maintenance of the widened crossing within lines two feet outside 

of outside rails and applicant shall bear the maintenance costs 

of the crossing and approaches outSide of said lines. 

9. Within thirty days after completion of ~he work herein 

authorized, the City of Compton and the Southern Pacific Company . 
shall each notify the Commission in writing of their compliance 

with the conditions hereof. 

10. All crossing protection and coordination thereof speci­

fied in this order shall be fully installed, completed, and placed 

in operable condition before the widened crossing is fully opened 

to the public. 
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to be completed within <me year of the effeetivedate of this 

order unless time is extended. 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at S:m Frs:noiseO , California, this ,2;.....( 
~yof _____ A_U_GU_S_T ____ ~ 
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