
Decision No. n591. 
. .' 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC 'UTILITIES COMMISSION OF. TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA . 

In the Matter of the Application ~ 
of the CITY OF LOS ANGELES, a. 
~icipal corporation, to widen 

App-lication.No. 47668.. 
(Filed June 16,· 196-7) .. 

and ~prove Southern Pacific ) 
Com?aUY's Coast Line crossing of 
Woodley Avenue. 

Roger Arnebergh, City Attorney, by 
Charles E. Mattson, Deputy City 
Attorney, for applicant. 

, .. 

William E. Still, for Southern Pacific 
Company, respondent. 

William L. Oliver, for the Commission staff. 

O' PIN ION - '"""""" -"- -- --
Woodley Avenue has been widened· and improved ·under 

Section 1202.1 of the Public Utilities Code. Thew1deningand 

~prov~~t were carried out under authorization of Decision 

No. 69999, dated November 23, 1965, herein. The deposit by the 

City of 'Los Angeles. of $12 ,490 was acknowledged by Southern Pacific. 

Company on January 13, 1966. 

The ~provement in Clues tion was completed long. before the .. . 

hearing herein held on March. 16·, 1967, be£oreExaminer Power at 

Los Angeles at which the only issue was the apportionment of' cos t.· 

The exact date of the completion and opening of the project did not 

appear at the hearing. 

Tbe improvement increased the width ,0'£ WoodlcyAve.nue at 

the point of crossing from 44 feet to 80 feet·. Prior to, the ~prove­

ment Woodley Avenue had been protected by two Standard·No.·S: flashing. 

light sig;::lZ.ls equipped wl.th autoc.atic gate arms and grade .crossing 

predictor circuitory. Along with the widening and road work~ the 

City built two center islands for the installation of twoaddi:t:f.:onal 

gates. 



A. 47663 HJH 

The original plan had been for two No.8 signals with long. 

gate arms. At an engineering conference Southern Pacific's engineer .' 

related the unfavorable eXJ?eriencewhich that company had' hacfwith 

long gate arens, ezpecially wind breakage. 'the proJect was altered 

accordingly. 

'the only issue rem.:.ining at the time of the hearing. was 

dle allocation of cost. This· question has been£ully considered by 

us in closely similar case of Osborne Street which' involved the same' 

city and railroad. 'the thorough discussion in the Os·borne Street 

case need not be repe:::~\:!d hore. Our decision in Osborne' Street ." 

will be followed here. 

'!he Counnission £:bds that: 

1 •• The City of Los Angeles has widened its previously 

e~ ting crossing of Woodley Avenue at grade with tracks. of 

Southe:::a. Pacific Company (No. E-l:-52'.9). 

2.- 't~e benefit of this crossing willacc~ec~aally to the 

City of l.os Angeles and Southern Pacific Cotrl:9any.· 

3. The Woodley Avenue proj act is com~lete .. 

4.. The fair and reasonable division of the' COGe of. signal 

work done in connection with the wider.iug of WooC!ley AvenuO! is 

50 perce:lt to the City of Los Angeles and 50 percent :0' Southern 

Pacific Company with certain minor exceptions. 

!he Com:nission concludes that the cost of t!l~'Woodley 

Avenue projeet should be divided as provided by the following order •. 

-2-

'i 
. '~ , 



• 
A. 47663 HJH 

o R·D E R 
--~-- ...... -

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. The cost of widening the existing crossing (No .. E-452'~ 9), 

of Woodley Avenue with a track of Southern Pacific Company's 

Coast Main Line be divided as follows: 

(a) 

(b) 

(c) 

(d) 

Signal protection work, 50 percent to tha: 
City of Los Angeles and 50 perc'ent to the 
Southern Pacific Company. I 

Planking the new portion of the roadway, 
100 percent to the City of Los Angeles. 

Planking the old portion of the road,' 
100 percent to Southern Pacific Cocpany. 

heparation of the crack to receive. 
planking, 100 percent to Southern Pacific 
Company. 

2.. Southern Pacific Company shall bear the cost of 

maintenance of the widened crossing between lines two feet outside 

the rails .and the City of Los Angeles shall bear the- cost' of , 

maintaining the crossing and approaches ou~ide of such lines. 

3. The Southern Pacific. Company shall physically maintain 

the automatic signal. protection.' 
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4. The cost of such maintenance shall be apportioned 

pursuant to the provisions of Section 1202.2 of the Public 

Utilities Code and the City's liability therefor shall be limited' 

to such :f\lnds as are set aside for allocation to the Commission 

pw:suaut to Section 1231.1 of the Public Utilities Code. " 

The effective date of this order shall be twenty: dayS" 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at ___ ':sAn;;;;' ;;;;.-,Fron..;,;;;~Cip::QQll ______ " California" this _t:?_Z(_.' 


