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BEFO!\E THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF IHE:., STATE' OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of the Ap~lication ) 
of the CIn OF LOS ANGELES, a ) 
municipal corporation~ to constrQct ) 
MINDANAO WAY at grade across the 
tracks of the Southern Pacific 
Transportation Company's Inglewood 

Application No~' 52819, 
(Filed,· August 2.0, 1971)'" 

Branch Line. 

Roger Arnebergolo City Attorney) by Cbarles E. 
Mattson and Frank wa~ner,. Deputy City Attorneys ~ 
and Leslie E. ~orkil ,. for applicant. 

William £. Stili and Alan L. Freedmsn, Attorneys 
at LaW, for Southern Paci!~c Transportation 
Company, respondent. 

John F. Reed) Attorney at LaW,. for Villa Marina 
Council; and Chester Pierce, for Villa Marina 
Council and Villa sestri CondominiumJ 
protestants. 

David L. l.eyy) Attorney at LaW,. Richard Barclay and 
William A. Law) for Barclay Hollander Curci,. Inc.; 
and Robert Leslie ~ for Marina del Rey Lessees 
Association and Marina del Rey Chamber of Commerce; , 
interested parties. 

John P. Ukleja, for the Commission staff. 

o '2 I N I,O N .......... -..-._--
This aJ:)~lication :requests t:hat the Cityo£ Los Ange:les 

be authorized to open Mindanao Way at grade as ~ pub-lie' erossing.~ 
with 3'0 improved roadway of 66 feet and a total width of.S6 feet. 

Mindanao Way is two blocks long and ex~ends in a north-south. ',di.ree- , 
tion. The street is blocked at its northerly end where·it abuts tile 
railroad right of way. The tracks are laid so as to· form a right ". 
e.nzle with Mindanao Way.. Just north of the railroad' rigtlt o£w~y , 

is <l four-lane divided l'lighway which ~rries traffic. ~Oving a lon; 
tae coa$~ in either direction. The southern end of MindaI'!30 Way 

'!, .' 

crosses Lincoln Bouleverd one block from a large merina and the· 

Sant~ Monica ~aterfront. Lincoln Boulevard is e busy street which " 
',< " , 
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parallels the coast and provides the principal access to the·beaches. 

in the area. The land to the. north of the railroad right of way . 
is vacant and is currently classified as "light industr.ial". An 

effort is presently under w~y to rezone a por~ion oftbisarea ~o 
permit the construction of condominium-type multiple dwellings.' 

A public hearing was held on June 1, 1972', in tosAngcles) 
before Examiner Fraser. Tbe City of Los Angeles, Southern Pacific 

transporta.tion Company and Barclay Hollander Curci, Inc •. , were 

represented by counsel. The Department of Public Utilities and 

Transportation of the City of Los Angeles and the Public Utilities 

Commission staff were represented by staff engineers. A sti?ulation 
was accepted by all parties and· filed herein as Exhibit No.1. The 

Ispplieation was then submitted on the stipulation. 

A telegram"'received" on August 3, 1972' alleged that nearby­

residents had not been informed of the June hearing snd' requested. 

that tbe residents be authorized to present additional' evidence .. 

Submissl.Jn was set aside (Decision No. 80423, dated AU&'l$t 29, 1972, 
in Application No. 5281.9) and a further hearing scheduled-.on 

j , . 

September 11, 1972, in Santa Monica. During the latter hearing the- " 

local residents were ~e?resented as the Villa Mari1l3.Couneil'w!lieh' 

opposed the... crossing. Loeal boat owners and lessees were r.epre$e~ted 
as the lofarina del Rey Lessees Association and the Marina' del Rey 
Cba.:nber of C01Xllllerce, whicb. were in favor .of opening, the crossing. 
Counsel ~for the home owners stated briefly t~t extension of Mindanao 
Way over the railroad right of way will substantially increase 

traffic flow through the nearby residential area and also increase 
traffic noise) which. is already a serious problem. The ,lessee .;:rid 

chamber of commerce representative placed two resolutions in evidence 
wMcb. supporte~ the applicatioCl. The resolutions were passed by 

the di::ecto::s of' the Marina del Rey Lessees Assoeiation:tnd>by. tb.~ . 

Marina del Rey CMmber of Cot::lmerc:e. No\evidenc:e was introduced::by: ... ' 
the residents .:lnd their eoun~l left the hearing as soon·.as his: ' 

\ 

5Ulteme:lt ~-ras completed. 
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Three eogineers testified for the City of'tos Angele's. 
They ltdvised there is a public need for th~crossing, wb:tchwill" 
connect t~c w~tcrfront: with. the principal coastal expressw3.y~ They 
advised that traffic flow Yill be expedited and re'sidentsinthe 
vicinity of the crossing should benefit thereby. , It was em.phasized 
that the contractor. who will be' constructing a large block :of con- ' 
dominiums north of the .ailroad right of way, has .3lready deposited 
sufficient funds with the City of Los Angeles to pay for the ,entire 
crossing including necessary automatic protection. Two'witnesses 
testified for Barclay Hollander CurCi, Inc., the principal builder' 
in th.e area and the provider of the funds to construct thec::ossing:. 
It was noted that the crossing, when, constructed, will proVide'loeal 
access to a large shopping center north. of the railroad and to 
the central Los Angeles area. 

The Commission finds that: 
1. Public convenience, safety and welfare reqUire that the 

?roposed l-t.indanao Way crossing be opened over the tracks' ,'of~, the" 
Southern Pacific Transportation Company as provided· in the 
stipulation filed herein. 

2. There is nothing in this record to indicate' that those 
residing in the vicinity of Mi,ndall3o Way :will be inc o nvenie,ncedby , 

traffic consestion or noise if this application is granted;. 
3. The entire cost of opening. the cross:Lc.gand prov!ding 

automatic protection bas already been deposited ·.nth the City of' 
Los Ang¢les by a local contractor. 

The Cotxmlission concludes that the application should be 
granted as provided in the following, order. 

ORDER ._"-- --
IT IS ORDERED that: 

1 .. City of Los- Angeles is hereby authorized to coO:struet 
Mindanao Way at grade across the Inglewood Branch tracks ,ofSot!tb.ern' 
Pacific Transportation Company~ at the' location described'in the, 
applicction, to be identified as Crossing t~o.BBE;"497. 72 .. · 
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2. Width of tbe crossing sball be not less than 66· feet and'· 

grades of approach not greater than three percent.. Construction 
sball be equal or superior to Standard No.2 of General Order No·~ 
72-A. Protection shall be by two Standard No. 8 flashing light 
signals (General Order No. 75-B) with additional flashi.ng light 
signals on cantilever arms supplemented with automatic crossing 
gates. No obstructions shall be placed or remain ··near the· crossing. 
which will impair the motorists' view of the signals., 

3. Applicant shall bear the entire construction expense,. 
including the cost of automatic protection·. Applicant shall bear 
the maintenance cost of the crossing outside of lines two· feet 
outside of rails. The Soutbern Pacific Transportation Company 
shall bear the maintenance cost of the crossing between such lines. 
The maintenance cost of the automatic crossing protection shall· 
be borne by the applicant, pursuant to the provisionso£ Section. 
1202.2 of the Public Utilities Code, and·applicant's liability 
therefor sba.ll be limited to sucll funds as are· set aside£or allo~ 
cation to the Commission pursuant to Section 1231:..tof·thePublic 
Utilities Code. 

4. Clearances, including any curbs, shall conform to; General 
Order No .. 26-]). Walkways shall conform to General Order No. 118-

in ~ha: tbe transition slope between walkways required under General 
Order No. 118 and top- of roadway shall provide a..rcasonableregul.ar 
surface with gradual slope not toexceedl-incb vertical to>8-inch 
horizontal' in all directions of approach. 
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5. Within thirty days after completion, pursuant to this 

order, applicant shall so advise the COtDmissioc. in writing.. Tbis 
authoriz4.tion shall expire if not exercisedwitbin one year unless 
time be extended or if above conditions are no,t complied with • 
.Authorization may be revoked or modified if public convenience, 
necessity or safety so require. , 

The effec~ive date of this order shall be'1:"'Aentydays 
after: tbe da1:e hereof. . .;1 

Dated at __ S::r.n __ F!'M __ ciSCO ____ , California', this' ..31,#1) . 
day of OCTOBER ) 1972. 

" 
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