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ORIGINAL 
Decision No. 72713 ----------------

BEFORE !HE PUBLIC lJ'l"ILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
The City of Los Angeles ~ a municiPal~ 
corporation, to improve and widen 
the existing crossing ,at grade of 
Balboa Boulevard across the tracks 
of the Southern Pacific Company' $' ) 

Burbank Branch Line. ~ 

Appli.eaeion No. 47861 

Randolph Karr and Walt; A.. Steiger, by Walt A.. Steiger, 
for Southern Pacific Company, petitioner.. ' 

Charles 'liT. Sullivan, for City of Los Angeles, 
applicant. 

Albert Zoraster, for West Van Nuys Chamber of 
COmmerce; Mis ~ Albert Zoraster, for Thirty-First 
District P .. t .A.; Dee j .. Valentine, for Safety 
Section, Los. Angeles City SChoolS; interested 
parties. 

Ronald J. Hollis, for the Commission staff. 

PEnnON FOR: MODIFIC.ATION OF DECISION NO. 70305 

INTERIM OPINION 
~/" 

Decision No. 70305, dated February 1, 1966, in Application 

No. 47861, autho?=,ized the City of Los Angeles (City) to widen and 
, ' . 

improve the grade crossing of the Burb~.k Branch Line track of the 
" . 

Southern Pacific COmpany'(Railroad) at Balboa'Boulevard (Crossing 

No. BY-455.2) from two to four traffic 'lanes •. the decision also 
! ' . , 

specified the:type of crossing protection to'be installed and . . 
ordered the ~rovemel?-tS to be completed' by February 21, 1967. By 

Decision No. 71962, dated February 7, 1967, the time within which 

the work was to be completec:l was extended to February 21~ 1968. 

A Petition for MOdification of Decision N~. 70305 was 

filed by Railroad on February 23, 1967. 'the petition seeks' authority 

to relocate1:he crossing. Ie states that the property owned by 

Railroad on either side' of Balboa Boulevard is station property 
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which is 225 feet in width; that the center line of the single line 

main track of the Burbank Branch Line running through said property 

is located 100 feet from the north boundary ~ereof which borders 

on Victory Boulevard; that a proposal bas been made to Railroad to 

make said property available for commercial development; that to 

accomplish this, it is necessary to relocate the existing track 

110 feet to the south so that the center line of the track would be 

15 feet from and parallel to the southern boundary of said 

property; that the identical type of crosstngprotection ordered 

by Decision No. 70305 will be installed if the Commission 

authorizes the relocation of the crossing; that it will be in the 

public interest to relocate the crossing as proposed since it will 

be further away from the intersection of Balboa'and Victory Boule-
.: 

vards; and that Railroad is ready to do, the work as soon :as 
, , 

authorization is received from the Commission permitting the 

proposed modification. The petition points out that the existing: 

track is subject to a franchise granted by Los Angeles City, 
" . 

Ordinance No. 123764 and that Railroad has filed an epplication 

with the city reqUesting a franchise authorizing the track 

relocation. 

The petition was opposed by City. Protests "to any 
" , 

further delay in constructing the tmprov~ents ordered by Decision 

No. 70305, were 'recei~ed from the Birmingham High' School Parent .. . . 

Teacher 'Ass"~ciation axid th~ Lo~ .Angeles City ~chool Districts. 

p?~iic hearing" on 'Railroad's petition' was held before 
, . 

Examiner'Mooney in Los Angeles on May 24, 1967. 

Counsel for Railroad and counsel for City each s ea:ted 

that ehey were n.ow in agrees:uell.e regarding the proposed track 

relocation. Railroad's counsel stated that on April 19~ 1967, 
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Railroad's Los Angeles office received from the Los Angeles 

Department of Public Utilities and Transportation for its review a 

draft of a proposed franchise ordinance whieh~ 1£ granted~ would 

authorize the track relocation; that said department informed 

Railroad that if the draft were accepea.ble to Railroad, it would 

be referred to the City Council with the recommendation that it 

be passed; that said draft was forwarded to Railroad's general 

manager in San Francisco for his consideration; that the general 

manager bas advised that the proposed ordinance is acceptable to 

Railroad; that as soon as the proposed ordinance is passed, a 

certified, copy thereof will be sent to the Comm.ission reques ting 

that the petition herein be granted subject to the terms and 

conditions of ~e ordinance; and that work on the relocated, 

crossing should be completed within the extended time (February 21, 

1968) specified in Decision No. 71962. Counsel for both City and 

Railroad estimated that it would require approximately ten weeks 

from the date of hearing for passage and accepta.:c.ce of the proposed 

ordinance.. They stated that the allo<:ati~n of costs between City 

and R.~ilroad is specified in the proposed ordiuanceand is 
, . ' 

agreeable'to the parties and that no furtl:'e:r ,hearing in ,this matter 

will be required. 

Representatives of the West' van; NUyS Chamber of Commerce, 

tl:;e 'Ihirty-First District P.T.A.aud the Safety Section of 

Los Angeles City Schools stated that -ehe present. crossing is 

unsafe and causes an exeremely dangerous traffic condition along 

Balboa Boulevard; that many students are required to cross the 

track going to school; that 'there are major sports and recreational 

centers in the area; that the proposal to move the track further 

away from the intersection of Balboa and Victory Boulevards ~ould 

make the crossing safer; and: thae me work should' be undertaken and 

completed as soon as possible. 
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!he staff representative stated that he had no objection 

1:0 the procedure suggested by City and Railroad .. 

After consideration the Commission finds that: 

1. The relocation of the existing track at Crossing. 

No. BY-455.2 to a location 110 feet south of its present location 

as proposed in the petition herein is practical and is in the 

interest of public safety.and convenience. 

2. A proposed franchise ordinance which would authorize the 

track relocation referred 1:0 in Finding 1 is now beforeehe 

Los Angeles City Council. 

3·. Both City and Railroad anticipate that the proposed 

franchise ordinance should be passed:J ?ublished and accepted by 

Railroad within ten weeks of the date of bearing, and Railroad will 

file a certified copy thereof with the Commission immediately upon 

acceptance of it. 

4.. Both City and Railroad are in agreement regarding the 

proposed track relocation and the allocation of costs for the 

construction of the crossing and protection thereof and agree tha1: 

further hearing on this matter is not necessary. Said cost 

allocation' will be set out in the franchise ordinance. 

5.. The relocated crossing .and protection thereof will be . 

identical to the specifications set out in Decision No. 70305. 

6.. Work on 1:he relocated crossing will coumenceas soon as 

final approval of the petition is received from. the Commission,. and 

it will be completed prior to the required completion date of 

February 21, 1968 set out, in Decision No. 71962. 
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Based upon the above findings, the Commission concludes 

that: 

1. Railroad should file a certified copy of the franchise 

ordinance with the Commission within 20 days after said ordinance 

has been passed, published and accepted by Railroa.d. 

2.. If said ordinance authorizes the track relocation 

substantially in tlle manner and in accordance with the plans in 

Exhibit nAn to the petition, a further order will be issued 

authorizing said ~ack relocation and providing that in all other 

respects Decision No-. 70305" as amended by Decision No. 71962, 

shall remain in full force and effect. 

3. In the event said ordinance has not been p~sed, published, 

accepted by Railroad and a certified copy thereof filed with the 

Commission wiehin 30 days after the effective date of the order 

which follows, Railroad should upon expiration of said time period 

notify the Commission in writing of the status of said ordinance .. 

INTERIM ORDER 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Within twenty days after the proposed franchise ordinance 

authorizing the relocaeion of the exis ting track at the gracle 

crossing of the Burbank Branch Line track of the Southern Pacific 

Company at Balboa Boulevard (Crossing No ... BY-45S .2) llO feet south ' 

of its present location as proposed in Exhibit "A" to eb.e instant 
. '. 

petition has been passed, published and accepted .'by Railro.a.d, .. a 

certified copy of said franchise or<linanee. shall be fi'led with the' . 

Commission by Railroad. 
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2. If said ordinance authorizes the track relocation at the 

Balboa Boulevard croSSing (Crossing No. BY-455.2) substantially in 

the manner and in accordance with the plans set forth in Exhibit "An 

to the instant petition, a further order will be issued authorizing 

said relocation of the crossing and providing that in all otber 

respects Decision No. 70305, as· amended by Decision No·. 71962, shall 

remain in full force and effect. 

3. In the event said ordinance has not been passed, published, 

and accepted by Railroad and a certified copy thereof filed with 

the Commission within thirty days of the effective date hereof" 

Railroad shall immediately upon the expiration of said time period 

notify the Commission in writing of the status of said ordinance. 

'the effective date of this order shall be twenty days after 

the date hereof. zz Dated at ___ S_3.n._Fr:I;_n_c_1se_o ___ , cal:tfo~ia, this -:tt:.;;. ___ _ 
day of ____ --.:J~.J_ ___ +-. 

Comm1S314ner W1111aa x.BeaDe~~ •. bet=g 
n.cessar11y ~bs.n~.d1dnotport1c~?ate 
in 'the disJ)Os11.14]). c! .~ pro.ceec11:lg. 

. . . 


