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Decision No. 76492 

:SEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF '!HE STATE OF CJJ.,IFORNIA 

Application of SOUTHERN PACIFIC ) 
COMPANY to modify the requirements ) 
of General Order No. 75-B relating ) 
to the use of backlights in ) 
connection with the operation of ) 
Standard No. 8 grade crossing ) 
signals. ) 

--------------------------) 
OPINION 
...,. ........ - ..... - -

App11ca~ion No. 51205 
(Filed. June 30~ 1969) 

It l:'t..ss been commonly a.cceptec1 that tne requirement of 

Standard No.8 of General Order No. 7S-B that ~ ••• (s)ignals shall 

be so constructed as to displ~y a danger warning in both directions 

along the: h1ghwe.y "". TT should be 1nterp~eted to mean that each 

individU&l signal in a multiple installation shall carry backlights-

The typical Standard l~o. 8 complex is eomposed of two 

signals located in diago~ly opposed corners of the street-tracK 

intersection. In s\:Ch a situ.ation~ the b.acklights can provide .0; 

use:u:. sup~lementa'I'Y warning. Where, however, such an i:lS tal 1 at io'!), 

is supplemented by a pai= of s~Bnda=ds located in medien st~ps on 

each side of the track, backlights on the center li~e signels Are 

nOTmally of little addec velue, since the backlights of the far 

ins~sllation wo~d be perceived in the same segment of a driver's 

arc of v1s1on as the lights of the neare= signal. 

Southern PaCific Company by its application states that 

in such situctions the Commi~s1on customarily p~ovides specifically 

for ociss1on of backlights) and tr~t such e~ce9tions have become, 

11 

Backlights ~re a seeond set of flashing lights inst811~d oack-to­
back With the pr~ry signals, thus pre~ent1ng a warning signal 
to traffic on the opposite side of ~he track. 
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~ facto> ~he general rule. It seeks ~o have :he C~1s$ion fO%me!ly 

recognize this Situation by incorpor.ating it in the Genersl Ord~. 

All cities> countie5 a:d ~ailroad~, ~he State Deparemer.t 

of Public Works, Division of Highways and various other en~it1es 

often appearing as parties in crossing matters were notified by the 

Commission of Southern Pacific's proposal> and invite¢ to submit 

statements in support 0= oPpocit1on to 'the propos~l!" or counter­

proposals. 

Western Pacific Railroad Company's response indicated that 

it had no objection to the proposal so long as any provision did not 

make elimination of baclr.!.1ghts mandatory. Order:!.ng paragraph :) 

below is intenecd to clarify the in:erp~etive ord~ so 4S to 

accommodate Western Pacif1c~s position. 

The City of Los Angeles Department of Public Utilities end 

Transportac1on sup?Ozted Southern Paci:1c's allegation thet beck1ig.~ts 

were not necessary in ~he type of installetion at issue. No other 

responses were received. 

Discu5sion 

Our General Orde=s should ~biguou~ly reflect the usus! 

practices and rules actually observ~d in proceedings before the 

Commission. 

Howev~ ~ it crees not necessarily follow tha~ e fonnal 

amendment to General Order No. 75-B is =equired to conform to such 

rules. the problem arises not from the specific te:m.s of the Vx'der" 

bue from the :ace tr~t the "D1sp13Y" p~ovicio~s a~e st~ted in very 

broad and general tenns coupled Wi:h the fact that no Commission 

deciSions have expressly interpreted those rules in the con:exc of 

a median-stri? or center line instellat10n. 
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To avoid the expense and difficulty of republishing and 

reissuing the General Order to accomplish a single~ rel~t1vely minor 

change) we feel it is apP1:'op1:'iate to proeeed by inte1:'preting rather 

than by smendiug the Order. We have also considc'rce. that pieceme.sl 

amendment is especially inapprop~iate for a General Order issued 

thirty years ago) which may require major revisions in the near 

future. 

Findings 

We find that: 

1. When installed AS a. supplement to oe.ckli: signals located 

at diagonally oppo:.tad corners of a erossing, e. pa~:: of Sta..."'lC!ard 

No.. 8 flashi:lg light zignals installed ~n the h!.gh't-1ay' center line 

or on mec.ian strips does not noxmally requ:r .. r~ bccklights to give a 

satisfactory danger warning in both d1rcct10~s along the highway. 

2. A public hearing is not necessaxy. 

Conel'l.:~i.on 

We conclude that it is appropriate to ~dopt ~he i:terp=etive 

=ule stated below. 

IT IS ORDERED tMt: 

1. T"ae provision:. of General Order No .. 75-5 rclsting to 

TTDisplayTt for Stano.ard. No.. 8 fl4Shing light !>igrcls sr . .::ll from the 

effective date of this order be eonscrued in aceo=danc~ with the 

following: 
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~en installed as a supplement to automatic signals 

with backl1ghts 1 located at the corners of a crossing in 

the manner described in Paragraph VI(c) of this Order, a 

pair of Standard No_ 8 flashing light signals installed on 

'the center line or on median strips, one' on each side of 

the railroad tracks, is considered to display a danger' 

warning in both directions, Without the use of backlights." 

2. Orde1:'ing paragraph 1 shsll not be applied as to authorize 

removal of backlights on any Standard No. 8 signals inoperat1on 

or under construction on the effective date of this order nor to 

authorize omission of backlights on reconstruction of any· such 

signal, unless such removal or omission is specifically' authorized 

by this Commission. 

3.. Ordering paragraph 1 is pem1ssive, and shall not be 

applied to forbid installation of backlights. 

4. Backlights shall be required on any installation of 

Standard No. 8 flashing light signals not described by ordering 

paragraph 1) except when omission is specifically authorized by 

this Commission. 

S.. NotWitbstanding the provisions of ordering paragraph 1, 

the Commission may in an appropriate ease specifically order 

installation of backlights on Standard No .. 8 flashing light signals 

emplaced in a highway center line or median strip. 

The effective date of ehis order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

, . 

Sa.n~ 
Dated at ___________ , Californ1a, this uZ~ 

~yof _______ D~E~CE~M~BE~!~ __ _ 


