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Decision No. 7883j 

BEFORE m PTJBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
the CITY OF LOS ANGELES, a municipal ) 
corporation, to widen and ~prove the ! 
~~ PABLO SIREET grade crossing of 
~he Southern Pacific Transportation 
Company's El Paso Li~e ncar Valley 
Boulevara (C=ossing No. B-484.0). 

) 

Application No. 51751 

(Petition to Modify Decision 
No. 77814 

Filed October 22, lS70) 

ORDER MODIF"II~G DECIS.r.ON ... 

On March S7 1970, the City of Los .Angeles (City) ,filed 

the above numbered application seekL~ authority to widen the San 

Pablo Street crossing of the Southern Pacific Trans~orta~1on CompanyTs 

(railroad) El Paso Line near Valley Boulevard (Crossing No. 

3-484.0). It is therein alleged that the existing protection con

sisted of two No. 8 £la$11i:1.g lights supplemented by autot:l3.tic 

crossing g~tes. The City proposed tbat the existi~g protection be 

relocated as required by the widening of the roadway and that the 

automatic crossing gate in the southeast quadrant be supplemented 

wi:~ flashfng lights on a eantilevered arm. On this applic~t1on, 

the Commission issued its ex-pe.rte Decision No. 77814 dated 

October l4, 1970. Said deciSion provided that ;~fnstallation 

cost of the 2utomatie protection and the installation of the 

additional flashing light signels on & c~ntilever arm shall be 

divided e~UG.lly bctw~en applic~f.lZ: ltnd the r.lilro.;!d. " ':'he ceeisiou 
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also authorized the widening and stated that "The reinstallation of 

au!omatic ?rotection with the additional signal~ on a cantilever 

arm does not come within the meening of the phrase Tconstructed or 

slteredT in Section 1202.2 of the Public Utilities Code as defined 
1/ 

in Decision No. 72226~ in Application No. 45058, et a!. Maintenance 

cost of the automatic protection shall be borne by the railroad." 

The railroad filed ~ petition for reh~er1ng on October 

22, 1970 p the principal contention being that the allocation of 

maintenance costG was improper. On November 24, 1970 by Decision 

No. 77959 the Commission stayed the effective date of Decision 

No. 77814 and ordered e rehearing on the application. 

On Msy 25, 1971, this· Commission issued its D2cision 

No. 78719, in Case No. 8249, et al., wherein, pursuant to 

st1pulnt1on between Ce11fo~ia r~~lro3ds~ including specifically 

the Southern Pacific Transportation Company, the Commission made 

the following orde.%': 

1/ The pertinent fincl1ng in Decision No .. 72226 (67 C .. P .. U.C. 62, 
at page 68) reads 8S follows: 

"We find thet in any case in which a higher numbered 
category of eutomatic grede-crossing protection as set 
forth in General Order No .. 75-B is installed to replace 
or supplement a lowe~ numbered ~tanda=d of protection, 
or where crossing gates are instelled in addition to 
existing protaet1on, or where predictors are installee 
on or in addition to existing protection there shall 
have occurred sn alteration bringing Section 1202.2 
into effect; ..... ". 
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"IT IS ORDEREP that: 

1. Only the following shall eonstitute altered automatic 

grade crossing protection pursuant to Section l20~2 of the Public 

Utilities. Code: 

a. Where Standard No. 8 flashing light signals 
are installed replacing a 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 Order No. 7S-B, Nos. 3, 
4, 5, 6, 7 or S), or where additional auto
matic gate or gates are installed. 

c. Where a cantilever or cantilevers with flash
ing light signals are installed at a crossing 
wh1ch 1s also protected by Standard No,. 8 
flashing light signals or automat1c gate or 
gates." . 

A public hearing 1s not neeessary. 

In accordanee with Decision No. 78719, supra, IT IS 

ORDERED that the first paragraph on page 2 of Decision No. 77814 

is amended to read 8S follows: 

Maintenance costs of the automatic protection shall be 

divided between the applicant and the railroad in the same 

proportion as the reinstallation and installation costs 

thereof are d1v1ded pursuant to Sect10n 1202.2 of the Public 

Utilities Cocle. 
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In all other'respeet~ Dee1s1on No. 77814 is affirmed. 

the effective dste of this order shall be twenty days 

after the date hereof. 

Dated at __ San_Fr:l. __ nClS_' _<:0 ___ _ 

dsy of ___ J_U_N_E. _____ , 
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