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Decisiotl No. _' _...17~8..:18",,"Z ... ;w,9 __ _ 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE S!ATEOF CALIFORNIA 

Application of the County of ) 
Los Angeles for thew1ecningof ! 
Monterey Road (Crossing 2-l34.5l) 
over the main line of The Atchison)' 
To~eka and Santa Fe Rail"~ay Company 
in the City of South Pasadena. 

----------------------------) 

Application No. 51344 
(Filed August 29, 1969) 

FINAL ORDER ALLOCATING COSTS 

By Decision No. 67887, dated September 22, 1964, in 

Case No •. 7521, the Commission ordered The Atchison;p Topeka and 

Santa ::'e Railway Cotnt=any (railroad) to install automatic gates. at 

Pasadena Avenue (aka Monterey R.oad) (Crossing No. 2-134.51),_ and 

that the ins:allation costs be apportioned SO percent to the railroad 
1/ 

and 50 percent to the governmental agency involved.- The Commission 

also ordered that the maintenance costs be paid by the railroad. 

This apportionment of maintenance costs was affirmed in Decision 

No. 72226, dated March 28, 1967, in Case Noo 7'521 (O':oer:tng' 

Paragraph 2, Page 22). 

On August 29, 1969, the County of Los Angeles filed the' 

herein considered application for authority to-widen Crossi':g No. 

-------._._---, ......... _.--_. __ .. ,.,.,.'-.,._-_ ..... _._ ...... _--- ._-------
1/ Tne crossing is in the City of South Pasade~. 
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, 
of Paragraph V: "The existing cros-sing protection consists of two 

(2) Standard No. 8 flashing light signals each augmented with an 

automatic crossing gate, and a median moun~ed Standard No. S flashing 

light signal. The ~roposed protection will consist of two (2) 

Standard No. 8 flashing light signals each augmented with an auto­

matic crossing gate, and two (2) median mountedStanda.rd No. 8 

flashing. light signals. ff 

The requested authority 'to1as granted by Decision No. 76874, 

dated March 3, 1970, with the proviso that: "Construction expense 

of the crossing and ~1ntenance expense of the cross~ and signal 

protection shall be apportioned by f~ther order of the Commission." 

The original costs of automatic crossing protection were 

apportioned 50 percent each to the city and the railroad snd the 

parties have agreed that the cost of the present protection and the 

crossing work should be so apportioned. 

The parties have asked that the determination of the 

apportionment of costs of protection maintenance be held in abeyance 

pending a decision by this Commission in Case No. 8249 and related 

matters. 

On May 2S~ 1971~ in said Case ~o. 8249 the Commission. 

issued Decision No. 78719, whc::cby, pursuant to stipulation between 

parties including The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company, 

the Commission uade the following order: 
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"IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. Only the following shall consti-tute .. altered automatic 

grade crossing protection pursuant to Section- 1202-.2 of the Public 

'Oti11ties Code: 

s. Where Standard No. 8 flashing light sign4ls 
are installed replacing,s lesser type of 
automatic protection (General Order- No. 75-B, 
Nos. 3, 4, 5, 6 or 7). 

b. Where automatic gate or-gates are installed 
where a lesser type of automatic protection 
is in place (General Orde~· No. 7S-~, Nos. 3, 
4, 5, 6, 7 or 8), or where additional auto­
~tic gate or gates are installed •. 

c. Where a cantilever or cantilevers with 
flashing. light signals are installed a.t a 
crossiugwh1ch is also protected by Standard 
No. 8 flashing light signals or automatic 
gs'te Or gates." 

The county and the railroad have agreed that under this 

decision the maintenance costs of the automatic protection remain 

the responsibility of the railroad. 

A public hearing is not necessary. 

In accordance with the stipulations of the parties and 

Decision No. 78719 in Case No. 8249, ct al., 

IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. The construction and installation costs of the crossing 

protection at Crossing No. 2-134.51 (Monterey Road) shall be divided 

equally between the county and the rail~oad. 

2. The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company shall 

bear 100 percent of the maintenance· costs of the crossing protection 

at Crossing No. 2-134.51. 
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3. In all other respects Decision No. 76874 is afftrmed. 

'lb.e effective date of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

.. 

San ~..o /lI/J~ ,/ -I Dated at ___________ , California, this ~/ 
d~ of _______ J_D_NE _______________ , 
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