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Decision No. 69089 -----
BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISS'IONOF ·THE·STATE·OF.CALIFORNTA··.·· 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
TEE COUNTY OF PLACER,. a .p~litical ) 
cn~ity of the State of California, ) 
for the construction ofa grade ) 
separ.ation st::ucturc, at the ) 
Southern Pacific Compa~y railroad ) 
tracies. one and one-half (1-1/2) ) 

Application No. 46243, .tUD.endcd 

miles· south of VJb.itney Crossit:g ) 
:in the Couuty of Placer, State of ) 
Califo:rnia~ at Southern Pacific ) 
Company l1ilcpost 111.69. ) 

) 

Richard v. S~th, County Counsel, John l~ecoun, . 
Director of Fublic Worlcs and William E. rIamouz, 
Senior Engineer, for CO'l.Ulty 0:1: Placer, app.1.1cant. 

Har6ld s. Lentz~ for Southern Pacific Company and 
&;luthern Pac1fic Pipe Lines, IDc., rcspon~ents. 

George D. Mne and Melvin R. ~Ionan, for State of·· 
Cslitorn1a, Department ot oL1C WorIes, . 
i~terested party. 

James K. Gibson and Martin Lewis, for the Commission 
stat:t. 

o PI N ION. _ .... _.-.-,--

The County of Placer, by a motion' fi.ledApri114:, 1965·," 

Stipple.x:e%lted by a filing on Apri120, 1965, moved' to' set a;s:Lde:; sub~ . 
I I : C 

:nissic;n of this proceeding. and to- amend further' its original applica-

tion, ::filed February 2S, :1964, to request that' it, now be·:: ~titho~:f.zed 
, ' , ,i ,,',' 

to co~struct a grade sepa.ratio'O structure over SouthernPae:tf,ic ". : 

COmp~y trackage between Roseville and L:tncoln~at<Milepoi'st. 111.69 
'. '1 .. , .. 

(Sunset City), at· the' County's. sole expense~i? lieu of its earlier 

propoSal, which was beard before Examiner Gregory' atA~bhrn on.' 
r ," " ,\ ",;' c'i' r .' 

Septecber 2 .aDd 3, 1964 and submitted: December 7,: 1964';w-Ft,l'ithe' 
"-:'~~,":" ','I.>":"' ," [, 

filing of closing briefs. 

'. 
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" I 

'!he County, by its amended request, states that: 

circumstances have arisen since the hearing which'require i:mncdiate, 

construction of the overpass at, lvIi1epost 111.69;,cotlstruetion, funds 

will be obtailled under the Municipal Itnprovement Act of ".1913; and the' 

Improvement Act of 1911, with the result that the COUlltY'Willnot' 

request a contribution of funds fromthc State of California 
/.. . " 

• , .J 

$5 :Million Grade Separation Fund; the County will not'close'or consent 

to the closing of all existing' grade, crossing at Plc.nsant,'Gro~.reRoad,," ' 

Milepost C-113.2, located one and one-half miles,; north oftbe proposed 

ovex-pass, thus briDging the application withiD thep:rovisions of . ", 

Section 1202.5(a) of the Public' Utilities Code" which require' a public' 

agency that initiates a grade separation proJect to b~ar the entire 
, , 

cost thereof if it will'not result :in'the elimination of :a'll cx:tsting 

gra<le crossing "located at or within, a reasonable distance 'from t;e ' 

point of crossing of the grade separation"; the County will usc the 
• <, ~" 

approved plans aIld specifications for. construction' of. the ove~assas . 

show :tIl Exhibit 3 received in evidence at the be.:lrins;· the county 

as!~s that its currellt proposals be treated: 3S an amended: application' 
. , :' , '.. ',' 

and that the requested authoritybe'grantedwitbout af~rtl:lc:t:hea':!:itlg~ 

The amended proposal "appears to remove controve"rsi~l issue'S· 

in the origillal project, discussed in the briefs.,. 'Which h~d to dc"mtn" 

cOllditional elimillatioIl of the exis~ing.Pleasant Grove Road;, grade" 

c~ossixlg .and with the question of contribution to tlle cost'Of.th~" .' . 
. .'," ..,. 1/ 

project by Southern Pacific Company and the State ,ofCalifoX'lli.l ....... 

1/ Both Southern Pacific .;tnd the State Department of ,PublieWorI(s , 
-'11so. had objected~ on the basis of the County's original proposal, 
to. inclusion of Pleasant Grove Road in the Priority List'of Grade 
Separ~tion Projects or Alterations - 1965,. designated by the 
Cox:::mission pursuant to Section 189~ Streets and Highways Code; 
see Decision No.. 68345, December 15, 1964., Case No,. 7979". The 
operative effect of that decision as t~ Pleasant Grove Road,. 
assigned Priority No. 16, was stayed on January 19,. 1965-, pending 
further Coumission order. . . 
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We find that: 

1. !he app1icat:Con hcre:.tn,as Bmended:"contemp1ate~tbe con

struction by the CoUXlty of Placer of a grade ~separatio'D structure over 

tracks of the Southem Pacific Company at -Milepost' 111,.69~ between the 

Cities of Roseville and Li:lco1n" in Placer, County, C.alifornia, 1ri 

substantial accordance with plans and spec 1f icat ion s set forth in 

E,."'Chibit 8 of the record " of 'Chis proceed'.ttlg. 

2. The proposed grade separation project will tlot:result in the 

elimination of an existing. grade crossing. at Pleasant'.::Grove Road,,' at 

:-alepost C-113.2, located approxlmatelyone and, one-Mlf-miles north of 

the proposed grade separation structure. Accordingly:" the' County of. 

Pl.:tcer is required to pay the entire dost of con strue:tiOtlof thegr~de' 
separation proposed herein, pursuant to the provis:tons ofSectioIl' 

1202.5 (a) of the Public Utilities Code. 

3. Construction of the grade separation, as proposed by' th~' 

alDcnded application herein, is 'Dot adverse to the public'interest. 

4. A further publicbearing:ts 'Dot'necesSary. : 

IX IS ORDERED that: 

1. !he order of submission heretofore made herein' on 

September 3, 1964 is hereby vacated and set aside., 
., ~ .. 

.. 

2. the County of Placer is hereby 3uthorized"at its sole cost, 
" . '."..,. 

to const'rUct a separation .0£ grades at Milepost ,111.69 with the tracks· 
. '. ,', ' 

of Southern Pacific Company between. the Cities. ,of Roseville and 
, , . - '." . 

LiDeoln, in Placer County, Califo~ia, substan'tially :in. ~ecordance 

with pla'Ds and speeif:i.eatio'Ds comprising. Exhibit 8 in· evidence in 
• .' I," " • 

tbisproceed1ng, 'Which plans andspecificat:tons are hereby,approved: • 
. ," i' 

.,", " 
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3. Upon completion of the constrUction' of said grade ' 
, .' ,-,' 

separation, the cost of maintenance thereof,shall'bc?ortleby the 

Co'Ollty of Placer. 

4. !he grade separation structuxe authorized herein shall be 

c:onst:rul:ted with clearilnces conforming to the provisiollS of General, 
", 

Order No. 26-D of this Commission • . 
5.: '.Ille sepaxation authorized herein shall be iden'tified'~s 

CxossiDg No. C-lll.7-A. 
, ' 

6~ '.nle authorization herein g:r31ltedshall expire i~,'Oot 

exercised within three years after the: dat~ hereofu~less::further' 

ti=e is granted by subsequent order. 

7. Witb.ix1 thirty days after c~letion of the proposed', structure 

the County of Placer and the Southern Pacific Company eilch shall 

not:£'£y this Commission in writing of that fact and',of compliance with 

the conditicms herein. 

'Xhe effective date of this order shall be' twenty· days ,after 

thc. date hereof. 
Loa Angelea 

~ Dated, at ___________ , Cal:[fortl,ia, this 

! f - day of ___ M_A_Y ___ 
t 

1965. 

\,> ,'. 

""~"' ..... '" \~ , ... :, ... ,\~. , 

,coiilmlssiollers " 

'"''', 

" , .:-,' 
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