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Decisi"on No. 73740 “

BEFORE THE PUBLIC U'I‘II.ITIES COMMISSION OF THE S’IA'I‘E OF CALIFORNIA ‘, |

In the Matter of the Application
£ THE CITY OF LOS ANGELES, a .
municipal corporation, to improve ‘ S
d widen the existing crossing Application No. 49068 = .
at grade of DE SOTO AVENUE across. - (Filed January 4, 1967). -
&e trackscgg thgiSoutéhem Pacific ) T
ny's st Line (Cross
No?pg-aae 8) = ing

Roger Arnmebergh and Charles E, Mattson,
by Charles E. Mattson, for applicant.
Randolph Katr and Walt A. Steiger, by
walt A. Steiger, for Southern Pacific
mpany, protestant,
Ronald T. Holl:!.s, for the Commission staff

A public hearing in’ the above-entitled applicat:[on was
held before Ebcaminer Rogers in Los Angeles on- April 6 1967 and
the matter was submitted . .

The City of Los Angeles seeks authority to widen the ‘
grade crossing of DeSoto Avenue by the Southern Pacific Company sl
Coast Line (Crossing No. E-446., 8) from one lane in each direction |
to three lanes in each direction and a width of 80 feet from curb
to curb (Sheet 5, Exhibit 1). The dedicated right-of-way for .
street purposes is 100 feet I.ncluding sidewallc space. 'J.‘he 1ocation X
of the crossing is shown on Exhibit A hereto. |

1/ The paved portion of the street is 30 feet wide on the‘

noxrth side of the croasing and 50 feet w:‘.de on the
SOuth. side. ‘ «
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There appears. to be no controversy concerning;the need
for widening the crossing. The City and the Railroad disagree |
over the division of the expenses of altering the crossing

protection.
|

ﬂ There i{s one line of rail at the crossing.\ mhé‘éxxgtiag,-7
protection consists of two Standard No. 8vf1ashing light signals |
supplemented with automatic gates installed: on February 18, 1963. -
Each of these protective devices is approximately 20 feet from thejd
centexr of DeSoto Ayenue (Sheet 5, Exhibit 1). ‘
The City's engineer in charge of street design.testified"fi
that DeSoto Avenue is a majox highway‘on the City s Master Plan of '
Highways and Freeways; that the avenue is dedicated one-hundred
feet wide across the tracks and the proposed roadway width is o
80 feet; that this width will permit three moving lanes of traffic‘
on each side of the avenue which is to be marked for two 1anes on :
each side when the crossing_is first widened° that there will be a .
10-foot island in the center of the avenue on each side of the ;V
track; and that the proposed protection will consist of two |
Standard No. 8 flashing light signals with,gates on the islands
and two Standard No. 8-flashing light signals with gates onothe
curbs. The witness further testified that full financing is
available for the improvement and that the'citywide priority for ,‘
a grado separation at the crossing is too low-to consider such '_
in the near future so funds for a separation are not available..o.‘"
The witness further stated that the proposed protection is |

preferable to two gates because the four gates»would each have a

shorter span and that it would’ be possible to proteet the”crossinsjg‘;f
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the. protection is changed to Standard No. 8 flashing lights on the
islands with two Standard No. 8 flashing light’ signals supplemented
with automatic gates on the curbs, the islands should be'widened to
14 feet. I |

A representative of the Department of Public Utilities
and Transportation of the City of Los Angeles testified that when
the existing gates were'installed in 1963 the City and the Railroad
each paid fifcy percent of the cost' ‘that this apportionment was
pursuant to an agreement between the parties, ‘that ‘the Coast Line =
is one of Southern Pacific' S-main.lines through the San.Fernando |
Valley; that approximately 26 trains, ‘some: of which attatn speed
of 60 miles per hour, traverse the crossing daily, and that the
crossing should be protected by four automatic crossiag gates.gﬂlf
The witness recommended that the City bear fifty'percent of the

cost. of the crossing protection signal work required and one

hundred pezcent of the cost of planking the widened portion of the 5df"'

crossrng, that the Southern Pacific bear fifty-nercent of the cost hailj

of the crossing protective signal work' and tbat the Southern |
Pacific bear the emtire cost of preparing.the track to receive ‘fi:
planking and the cost of planking,the existing_traveled roadway
portion of the crossing. His reasons for such apportionment were |
that the protection.will benefit the Railroad as well as the public
and that the Railroad will receive a direct benefit from reduced
accident potential. The witness further testified that in o ,
addition, the Railroad’ Will indirectly benefit because of the o
increase in the street capacity necessary for the industrialrand

commercial development ofythelarea. He said that acreage on.tne
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noxth and south side of the Coast Line east of this crossing has :“.r -
been designated and zoned as industrial prooerty, that industries o
which ship goods by rail are constructing plants in the area- and

that improved traffic circulation is: very necessary for further f‘f
development. The witness further testified that in this area the
Southern Pacific is concerned with wind breakage of gate arms, that -
the bases for the gates would be three feet from the curbs which

would make a distance of 38 feet from the pedestal to the edge of

the ten-foot center divider; that if a,la-foot center divider is
installed, 35-foot gate arms on- the. curbs conld be used with,no'gate
arms in the center divider- that if this is done it would not be
necessary to put any protection in the islands~ that he does not uf
recommend such type of protection' that at some other crossings on

the Coast Linme four gates have been installed';and that he believes.f
this crossing needs maximum.grade crossing protection,ji.e., fourf“_’
gates. Ihe*witness furthexr testified that he: considers that four f?‘“"
gates provxde better protection ‘than two gates and four sets of "
flashrng lights and that he—prefers the four gates for the reason,' ey
that such construction'would be consistent with other crossings rnff¥f~
the" area, that . motorists in the. center lanes need the same o
protection as those in the outer 1anes‘ and that the lights on thezi
center gates will provide added warning. The'WLtness further ' |
testified that if the gates were relocated and extended in 1ength f

ke would recommend that the City pay ‘one hundred percent of the :
cost of the crossing protection. The witness stated that the f' o L
proposed changes will bcnefit the City, that with the narrower*lo-ffrif‘
foot island there will be greater traffic flow than.with the 14- gﬁl'

foot islands- and’ that there are no adequate traffic lanes at

. present.

it
N
!
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‘The Southern Paeific s Public Projects Engineer testxfiedpqif,;;

that if the crossing :I.s changed as recommended by the C:[ty the

~ protection should be by four gates, that ‘the erosslng does ot
necessarily: need gates In the center :leand but that :'.a. there are -
long gates there should be No. 8 flashi.ng 1ights :f.n the center
island; that four gates do not cost much more than two gates with
four sets of flashing lights and that - there is ...ess w:tnd brealcage
with four short gates. The engineer further testified that :Lf
the street is widened, some warn:’.ng will be needed in the center
to maintain adequate protection. He recommended that the ent:i.re |
cost of the protect:.on be charged to the City of Los Angeles for o
tke reasons that there will only be a relocation of existing S
facilities due to the w:.dening and there will 'be no upgrading oa.:-",’i_-- -
existua.g proteetion. _ o ' ' . |

Findfngs of Fact

’.Ehe Oommission f:[.nds that~ , S
1. DeSoto Avenue is a maJor highway :Ln the C:Lty s Master D
Plan of Highways. ’I.‘he dedicated w:’.dth is 100 feet. At the crossing‘ o
 hexein cons:.dered the pavement is 30 feet wide north thereof and .
50 feet wide outh thereof The Ci.ty proPoses to widen the pavement . Sl
over the crossing to 80 feet to relieve poor traff‘f.e oond:.t:'.ons
created by the existing narrow roadway and to provide for future
growth in the area. This width will perm:[t three moving lanes of
traffic in each direction. 'rb.e City has the funds available to ‘

- "improve the street.
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2. The crossing 1s now protected by two Standard No. 8]‘.x
flashing light signals with gates, each of which is 20 feet from
the center of the roadway. This protection was installed on -
February 18, 1963. The Citcy proposes that the protection at the {
improved crossing consist of two-Standard No.- 8—flashing 1ight ;
signals with gates on the curbs and two- Standard No 8 flashing |
light signals with gates in 10-foot wide islands in the center of f,
the street. An alternative to suchuproposed protection is that c
the islands be widened to 14 feet; that flashing lights belinstalafh
led therein; and that longer gate ams be Installed only on the "
curbs. The difference in the costs of the methods of‘protection |
would be minorx.. L

3. Approximately 15, 700 vehicles traverse the crossing o
daily. The record does not show how long this volume of traffic ET~:
has continued.. The said volume of traffic could increase to
28,000 vehicles per day at some unspecified future time.r,_;p

4. The rail line at the crossing consists of ar single line .‘“
of track amnd train.traffic thereover- consists of approximatelyrf' i.
26 trains per day, some of which attain speeds of 60 miles perf“
hour. ‘ | “ ," _j_'” | ﬁ'

lS. The widening will require the moving of the existing'”
protective devices. The protective devices now in place could{'f
be used under the proposed plan by moving them and exrending the
length of the gate arms. | ‘ -

6. The proposed construction and alteration of the street

R

are reasonable and proper. The- relocation of the existing

Protective devices and the installation of twoAadditional gate Fw
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arms in the center divider comprise a reasondble and proper method
of protection at the crossing and such protection will not. be |
adverse to public health, safety or welfare. Public convenience
and safety require that the widened crossing be protected as
specified in the oxder herein. _ , R

7. The Railroad will be.benefited by'the widening at the
crossing.- '

8. A separation of grades is not warranted.

9. The costs should be apportioned as set forth in the

following order..- | ‘plf”;-f -
Conclusion ‘ o L d' :.;‘l Vfwid; ?‘Lpfo

The Commission concludes that the application{should beﬂif"f”lm

granted subject to the conditions set forth in the order herein.'""

IT IS ORDERED that: | R
1. The City of. Los Angeles is authorized to widen DeSoto E.
Avenue across the Coast Line of the Southern Pacific Company
(Cxossing No. E-446 . 8) in accordance'with the plans set’ forth

in Exhibit 1 in this proceeding subgect to the conditions set

forth herein.
\

2. ' There shall be installed at the crossing four Standardi'*
No. 8 flashing light signals, each supplemented with an automatic*f
gate arm Two of these signals and gates shall be placed at. the |

edge of the pavement and two shall be placed on medians.‘_
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3. The cost of relocating the existing grade crossing o B
protection and installing the additional grade crossing protection i*am‘ ]
shall be apportioned equally'between the City of Los,Angeles and : :h | gf
the Southern Pacific Company. R _ _‘o 'A T

4. The maintenance cost of the grade crossing protection ;t“f C
shall be apportioned pursuant to the provisions of Section 1202 2[;$“‘ ,
of the Public Utilities Code. } ‘, L

5. The Southern Pacific Company shall bear the costs of o
preparing the track to receive paving within.lines two feet out- H:"‘
side the rails at the widened portion of the crossing and shall
do the paving work as necessary in the existing.portion of the
highway within lines two feet outside the rails. After the 1 S
widening the Southern Pacific Company shall bear the nmintenance fﬁ'nwv“‘
costs of the crossing within said lines.

6. The City of Los Angeles shall bear one hundred percent o
of all other costs of widening the crossing and approaches | 5
including the paving of the widened portionnwithin 1ines two feet

outside the rails, and shall ‘bear the maintenance costs of the f:. DI

crossing and approaches outside of 1ines two feet outside the
outside rails. | | ', o |
7. All crossing.protection specified 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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8. 7Tbe changes herein provided for are to be completed
within one year after the effective date of this order unless
time Is extended by order of t:his Comission.

The effective date of this order shall be . twenty days
after the date hexeof. |

Dated at oo P California, t:h:Ls &Oﬂ”"

day of FEBRUARY

COmi.ssloner Williiafdl
| “necessarny absen L1, BOE
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