
Decision No. 80874 

Investigation for the purpose of 
~tablishing a list for the year 
;973 of existing and proposed cross-. 
l.ngs at grade of city strc~ts or 
cou:o.ty X'oads most urgently :lu ':leed 
of separation, or proj eets effecting 
the el;milmtion of grade crossing by 
removal or relocation of streets or 
railroad tracks, or existing separa­
tions :In need of· alteration or re­
construction as contemplated by 
Section 189 of the Streets and 
B:igi:lways. Code. 

case No. 9423 
(FiledAugw;t J.5., 1972) 

(Appearances are listed in Appendix A) 

OPINION -- ........... - .... _---
00. August 15, 1972, the Commission issued an order 

inst:it:u1:bg, au investigation to establish the 1973 prlori~ lise of 
existing and p:ropo~d railroad exossiDss at grade af city streets 
or county roads tlOst urgently in need of separation, or proj ec'ts 
effecting the elimi":Mtion of rallioad grade crossings by removal or 
reloca:tio:l. of stl:eets or railroad tracks, or existi.n.g. zeparaticns 

III ueed of alteration or reconstruc::ion. as contempla'ted by Seetiov 
189 of the Streets and ~ays Code. Cu or before the fuse dP.y 
of each year the Pub~e U~~ities Commission ~s required to establi$c 
~d i:""\tZ:tdsh such priority list to the Depart:ne.:J.t of Ptiblic Works· and 
the cal:t£ora.ia Highway Cottmissio':l.. the lis~ is in eonfo=mit:y wita. 

SeetiO':lS l89 - 190 of the S~eets t.nd Eighways Code, which. provides 
that in t~e ~ual budget :!:epo~ prepared by; tee ('.:8.]:r fonda Hi~tty 
~ssio'Q. and the Depa..""1:ment of Public Wor!(S!" $15,OOO,OCO· 5hzll be 
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set aside for allocations to grade separation projects of· city streets 
.and CO\Ulty roads. These allocat1oc.s are made by the Department of 

Public Works and the california Highway Commi ssion and not by the . 

Public Utilities CoCJ:dssion. 
Publie hea..--i:n3s were held in Los Aneeles ancl San Francisco 

before Examiner Daly and :he ma~ter was submitted on Noyember 2~ .1972. 
Copies of the order instituttng this fnvestigat10nwere 

served upou each city,. cO\.m.ty,. and city and county in which there is a 
raib::oad grade crossing or separation; eacll railroad corporatiO'C.;the 

De~t of Public· Works; the Califora.ia Righway Cocmissi01l.; the 

Greater Bakersfield Separation of Grade Di.strict; the League of 
California Cities; the Co\mty Supervisors Association; and other 

persons who might ~ve au interest in the proceceinz. 
In response to the Order Instituting Investigation,. various 

public bodies desiring to uominate crossings or separations for·· 
inclusion on the 1973 priorlty list :CUed wi.th the Commission the 

follow:ill.g inforcation: 
Fo: Exist.:i.D& Crossings at: Grade NOmlnated 
for Elimination or Pro;eosed Separation 

1. Identification of crossin$, :i.ncludi:Jg name of street 
or road,. name of ra.ilro~ ~d cross inS number. 

2. '!wenty-four hou:: vehicular traffic vol1JX1le count) by 
either 50- or 30-minu~e pe~-Ods. 

3. Number of train tIlO"1emeut$ for oue typical day 
segre~:~~ by ~, i.e.,. passenger, taroagb. freight:, 
or sw:. ... 0lJ.l:lg. 

4. Statement as to delay at cross!ng. 
5. Type of separation proposed (overpass or underpass). 

6. Pre1irninaxy cost estimate of project. 
7. Statement as to the amouc.t of money available for 

construceiou of the project. 
S. Statement as to -need f01; t4e proposed improvement •. 
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For Grade Crossings NOc1nated for Elimination by 
Removal o~ Relocat:ion 0::: Streets or Railroad Tracks 

1. Ideo:eificatiou of erossinzs, including name of stteet 
or road ~ name of railroad, ana crossing nUlllber. 

2. 'Xw'en\:y-four hour vehicular ttaffic volum.e cot.mt, by 
eitaer 60- or 30-minute periods. 

3. Number of train movements for one typical day . 
seg:z:e~ated by 1:ype, i.e., passenger, through. freight, 
or ::owJ.tch:ing. 

I..,. Est:!ma.ted cost ot eliminating crossinS if grade 
separation :facUi~ies on ~e ex1.stinS· alignment: 
of the street and railroad t:r:acks ""J1ere const=ucted. 

S. type of ~lteration proposed. 
6. Pre11m!:oary cost of project. 
7 • Statement as to ~e at:lOu::.t of money available for 

construction of :he project. 
S. S"tatem.ent as to need for tae proposed improvement. 

For Grade Separations 
::?roposeG. ~or Alteration 

1. Identification of crossin$.> i'llcludinZ name of st:r:eet 
or road) name of railroac, at':.c'L crossing n~er. 

2; Twenty-four hour ve1licular traffi.c volume count, by 
either 60- or 30-minute periods. 

3. De:::etiption of existing separation struct:ure~ with. 
pr.tncipal dimensions. 

L>. ~.JPe of alteration ~roposed. 
5. Prelimj~ary cost esticate of project. 
S. Stateme:l.t as to the <t1:lot:nt of money available for 

construction of the project. 
7. Statemen~ as t:o the nee& for the proposed improvement. 

• 

DuriDe tl'le course of hearing,· Exbi.bit 2 was in:rexluced by 

the CotXlmissio'C. staff. The exhibit consid~ed the nOtOinations and 
pertiuec.t data ~:Ued pu=suant to tb.e Order Instituting Investigaeion· 

~ rel~tion ~ ce~~n ~eible and intansible =aet:ors. ~~se'f3ctors 

were usec'L for tae purpose of comparing the relative· impo=tance of 
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.... ., 

each project in order to assign priorities. Considered amongtb.e 

tanzible ;factors· were tra£fic> cost~ aeciC:e:lts. state of ~cad1ness ~ 
impaired clearance, and demand. The' !ntangible factors considered 
We're poten~l traffic" positioc, and relation to city st:reet pattern, 
rela~ionship to railroad operations, available alterna~e routes, 

accident poteut:LaJ.. and vebi.eular delays. R.J.so considered was elim­

ination of existfc.g grade ~ossinzs located at or w!.t=nn a reasonable 
dis't8:nee :C~om. the point of crossing of the grade separation as required 
by Secti.on 1202.5(a) of the Public Utilities Code. 

In addition to the noadna~ious- filed, the staff also 
nominated several projects which it felt were tn need of separation. 
These nominations are included in the list. 

Repr~tatives of various cities and counties :f.nt:roduced 
evidence in support of their 'C.omi:n&tious. 

In determiDing the position of the projects nominated, 
consideration was given to the availability of funds for each, the 
consequent abUi.'t'IJ to co'CllQ.etl.ce construction in 1973 .. and whetller or 
not: au appu'catiO'O. bad been filed w1.th tD.e Public Utilities. ColXll.'l.li.ssion. 

In order to, determine the relative poSition of the grade 

e:ossings to be s~ated" each was r.;:n!~ct accordiusto the factors 

enumerated in Exhibit 2~ viz.~ traffic factor, co~t fac~r" and 
accident factor. They 'Were then varied in po~ition according to 
any special conditions such ~ the in~le factors. heretofore 
mentioned.. In the case of the separations to be altered or widened~ 
the factors cons:tciered were the constriction to traffic flow, the 
eost of each project, and the impaired clearances which may exist. 

Because of the carryover of $11,,468,,033- from. the 1972 f\md, 
the year 1973 Will have a total i:-und of $26,468-,033. In only two of 
the pas~ fifteen years.!:Jas the E:igbway Coaml:l:;sion granteci the full 
expenditure of the funds authorized. Public agencies are 'therefore 
advised that they should pursue thei:r projectseven when a low priority 
is ass1zc.ed. 
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Dur:i.ng the coU%se of hearing, the attorney, for the, Department: 
of Public Works made motions relatingtc> the dismissal oftbree 
nominatious. 

The motion to diSmiss the San Antonio Road crossing located 
in Mountain View was based upon the ground that this is an existing 

grade separation and the proposed construeei~ relates to' the 
approaches ~ which are designed primarUy to facilita'Ce the movement 
of traffie alO'O.g ci'ty s-::reets. The Department of Public Wor!(S argues 
that the reconstruction of existing grade separations coutemplatedby 
Section lSi!.1 of the Streets aud Sighways Code applies only to work 

1:/ r~89. On or before the fust dar. of each year ~ tae Public' 
Utilities Cocam!.ssion shall esut>lish and furnish. to' the Department 
of Public Works a list of existing and proposed crOSSings at grade 
in separatiO'O. of grad.e districts ~ of city stree'tS or county ro.ads 
and tae trac!($ of auy railroad eorpora::ion. or corporations or the 
trac!~ of auy municipal corpo=a!:ion~ 'transit district ~ rapid 
t:::an.si~ district, or other public etlti~ ~aged in providing 
:a11 passenger t::ansportation serviees~ of projects effecting the 
elimination of ~ade erossin~ by removal or relocation o~ streets 
or railroad tracks~ and of ~ting grade separations in need of 
alteration or reconstruction itl the o:c!er 0: priority which, in 
the judgment: of the commissiou~ justifies ~e elimi%lation of the 
crossing at grecie by the ereceion or consttuction of sep-:rstion 
Si:ructuz'es, or by rexc.oval or :relocation of s:reets or r.':tJ.lroad 
tracks~ or jus~i£ies the altera:ion or reconsttuetion of existing 
g:ade separations. Tae commission shall include in such. lis~!ng 
only such exis~ and proposed crossings, and existing sepa:a­
tions~ w~ch~ in l.ts judzmen:t, are most urgently in need of 
separation or al~eration, ta!d.ns into cousiclera~ion the possi­
bili.ty of financing the same under the provisions of this code. 
'~ priority list shall termi.naee on the last- day of the year 
for Which. it is establ.i.saed. U 
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on the separation proper and not to adjacent facilities. '!he 
representative for the City of Mountain View relies upon Section 

1202.5(~~1 of the Public Utilities Code. , 
In establishing the priority list Section 189 is the 

controlling section and i~ i.s clearly liadted to alteration or 
reconstruction work 'to be perlormed on tile existing, structure. 
Section 1202.5 relates only to the apportionment of expenses and 
ca-cnot be used for the purpose of dete::mofn:£ng elisibi1ity eo the 
priority list. 'Xb.e motion to dismiss 'the San Antonio Road nomination 

is gr:a::l,ted. 
The other motions of diSClissal and restrictions. related 'to 

the apportioume::c.t of costs pursuant to Sections 189 - 190 and we:e 
directed to the l'..bel Sttee't C%'os:;1nz, in l'1ilpitas;, tile Montezuma Street­
~bor Stte.et c'rossings in Pittsb:S;, and the Livermore Avenue-Nortll 
=tpa Stteet: crossi:lzs in LivenlOre. The motions are prema:tw:e. 
'!he only PU%pOse of this proceeding is to establish a' priority list. 

tt1202.S. In prescribing the propo~iO'tlS in WhiCA th~ expense of 
. cO'C.Struc~Otl.;, reconstruction, altera~:tO'D. or reloeat:l.on of ~ade 
separ~tions sball be divided between railroad or street ral.lroad 
corporations and public azencies, in proceedinzs under Section 
1202~ the cOUlmissio'O.;, unless othe:tWiSe providea in this section;, 
s;"all be ::;overo.ed by ~e followo'..nS standaX'ds: 

*** 
U(d) W'aere the project consists of an al:eration o. 
reconstruction of an exis'tine zrade se~ati~ for 
tae purpose of inc:eClSin,z tb.e capacity of the structure 
for i:dghway purposes;, the commission shall apportion 
~ percent (10%) of the cost against: the railroad and 
the balance against the public agency 0:::' agencies 
affected by such grade separation. 
t~oere the project consists of an alteration or 
recOtlSt:ructio'O. of an existing grade separation for 
pu:::pose of increasing the capacity of the structure 
for railway ~~$es, ::ae eot:Cli.ssion shall apportion 
ten ?Crcec.t (107.) of the cost a8a~nst the public 
~~ency or agencies affected and the belance against 
'C.!le ra1iroad applying for au:ho=ization to alter. or 
reconstruct suca. grade sepa:ration." 
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The questions as to ~o.e apportiotn.aetl.t of costs and tile amoUAt to be 
allocated from the fu:c.d c<;""'U more apprcptiately be determined in each 
respective applica~ion proceeding before tbi~ Commission fo= au~hority 
to constl.-uct and in e<lCh application mace ~ the Departo.ent of Public 
vJ'or!ta, .and the California Highway CotmniSSi01l for .an allocation. frot:'. 
the fu:c.d. Tee motiO:lS to .iistxli~s said crossings are denied. 

The Coccm::tssion., after considering all 0= the nom:L=a.tio1lS> 
e:;tablishes the fOlloW-:..ng ?riority list for 1973: 

PRIORITY UST OF GRADE SEPAP.ATION PROJ"f'.:.C'!'S OR. ALTERATIONS 
.YEAR 1913 

PURSUANT 10 SECTION 189 OF THE STREETS AND H!GHWAYS CODE 

: Priority: : : : :Projoct:: ' 
: N~be:- ~ Crossing, No. ~ ~tr~et :: Publie Age!l.st . : Rail.roa.d : T:7Pe* = 

l BG-498.8 -'md 
BBM-499.17 Wrd Street I.o~ Ansele3 County , S.P.T. A 

2 23-10.3 and 
3-57.0 14th Street Riv~ide A.T~&s.F ... 

&''O'~P .. A 
3 ~6D-5.2-B 47th Street San Diego S.D.&A~Z. c 
4- 2-252.9-A Miram3.r Road San Diego A.1'..&5:.;.F'. C 5 t-L.2.6 Wayette Street Sa:lta Clara. S...?~T:': J.. 6 E-440.3-1.. ~t.a St:Z3l"la P~s 

Road· Ventl:l"a Cotlnty S.:P" •. T·~ C 7 2-2.e:T.o-S Ca.na.da. Road' Oran,geCountY', A. T' .I}S·~F ~ '0 .., e E-76.7 I.¢n4 Avenue, Santa Cl&r~Co~ty $ .• p.'l'. D 
9 2-lS7.6-B aiago Route Drive Or~ County A.T~&s~F. B 10 DA2-40.8-B Paseo Padre 

Parkw"~y F::-emont S~?~T. B 11 2-189.3-A Alicia. Parkway Orango Co'l.mty A. '1' .&S.F .. .... 
1:>. l2 2R-~.1 El ~gundo Blvd.. ~~ Angeles Cotlnty A. T~&.s:..F .. A 13 !.-42.1-1.. MonUlgue ~way &.nta Cl..:lra. CoWlt:,r S.P.Tp C 14 2B-:35.S-A Weir Csny'on Read. Orange Cou."lty A.T.&s.F. 'P ... 15 EC-1CS.9-B San Alld.re~ Road Sw.ta Cruz County S .. P~'l'. C 16 4-$5.9-B Dyer P.oa.d. Ala:ceda County ~~.P: .. ' C 17 18-7.7-A Ca...""'SOn RoQ.d Placorville C' .p' .&-1.. '1". C J..3 B-500.5 P.aci.enda Boulcv!lrd. C:tt:,r of Indll.'Stry S.?~T. A 19 2-165.:L <l:ld. 

'JY-17 .. 6 II!:::.on Stroot- ?ullcrton t... '! .~.F. 
& \J.P .. A 20 4C-10 .. l Abel St.roet YJilpi"ta.$ W.?~ .' ~ ... 
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~Otttr! LIST OF GRADE s::PARATION PROJECTS OR ALTERATIONS 
!7~ 1973 

Pt'?SUA..\'T TO SECTION 189 OF THE STRESl'S AND HIGffi."AYS C~ 

-, .- ... -: Prior1ty: · . : :~j~ct, .. · . 
: Number : C'rossing N¢. · Street : Public Agene;r :-~~.,:-~,.: · 

21 A-9LO ~ Street.· Sacramento S.:P' .. T:. A. ~ '.-:?;25.o-A P.aJ:""oor Drive Oe~ide A.'r.&s.F •. C ~ B-491.1-B Durroe Avenue El Monte S .. P.T. a 24 E-46.6-B J\1lian Street San Jose S·.P~'1'.· C 2!i 8N-l.85 thru M'=ln~Z'Uma Street tb...""U 
~.6 Harbor Stroot ?it~burg s.r~. D: 26 BBC-~. 71 thru B¢rkt!l~ Avenue thru. 
EBO-5JS.21 College Avenue S.P.T. D 'Z1 B-567 .. 7 Eighth Street S.P.T. A 2e 3€'-J,3.8 Picador Blvd. 

(Smythe Ave.) San Diego S.D.&A.E. A ~ J.:i>-7.4-'S Sdm~ll School Ro.a.d. Plaeerv1lle C.P~&t.;,T. , C 30 2-242 .. 7-A Via de la Valle San Diego- Co\1nty A.T~&s~F~ C: 31 ZI-20.5-C t.hru. 
ZH-21.17-C l'.adrona AVerJ.ue Torrance' A.T;&s.F •. D 32 2-154.8'7-B norence A'Venue los. Angeles. Co'Unty A.T.&S::.F .. B: 33 2-26e.9-A Ha.%-bor Drive San Diego A.T.&s.F. C 

34 2H-19 .. 5-A ?:-a.1ri~ Avenue. 103 ilngeles Ce-unty 
and Torrence A.T .. &S.:F. B 

35 2E-16.5 Encinitas. ROad SanY~C03 A.T .8tS'.F" .. A 
36 2E-14.6 t~3ion ?..oad &.n M~"'"COS A.T.&s:F. A 
37 J6D-3.1-B Imperl.aJ. Avenue San Diego S.D.&A...E. C 38 E-393.16-A Dulah Road Ventura. Co\mty s.?!. .B 
~9 2E-25.:2-A I.1ncoln Avenue Corona A~'t .&s.f ... B 40 2-233.7-A Pow etta lane Ca.rl:Jbad: A.l'.&S.F. ' B 41 BK-4ge.O Imp¢rial Highway Norwalk S.P.T. A. L,:). A-lA~5 .and 

2K-l.8-B 23rd Street .Richmond S.P.T. &" 

4S D-47.0 .and 
A.'l'.&s.F., C' 

4-47.7 and. 
D-46:.6 and 
4-47.2 Livermore Avenuo and. 

North liP" Street I.ivermo~ S.P .T.&W;,.P. A, 44 A-75.4-B Richards Boul¢va.rd. Da:lI'is S.P .. 't;. C 45 B-!i12.1-A Roselawn. Avenue Pomona S.P.T'. B 46 2-18S.6-A ~sAlisos~ Ors.n.ge County A.T.&s.F. B 47 BBG-500.73 
thru 
BBG-~Ol.29-C 'l'orranee Blvd. th..~ 

Dominguez Street Torrance S.P.T. D 4S 2-199.9-A Victoria. Boulevard. Orange Cotlnty A .. T.&s.F'. S· 
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PRIORITY UST OF GRADE SEPARATION PROJECTS OR ALTERATIONS 
, YEAR 197) 

PURSUANT TO SECTION 1§.2 OF THE S~ AND HIGRW'AYS CODE 

:P:-iori ty: : : : :Project: 
: NlJr.:oor : Cl"o~Sir:g No. : St~ : Public Ar:.enev ' : PA1J.r0.9.d :' 'b"oe*' :. 

49 St. Fran~~ C1rcle san Fl"aneisc<> S •. F.H.R. A 
$0 3-42:3.7 ~iOll Road. ~ 

Ori!fin Avenue toe. Angelos S.P.!. A 
51 B-4l2.2 Avenuo "p" Los Angeles· Co\mty S.,l> ~'r~' A 
52 B-5JS.Q-A a:cd. 

3-~O.6-A Dudley Street Pomona. s.? .. '1' .. &JJ..P .. :s 
5~ 2-159 .. 6 Alondrs. Boulevard La. Mil"s.d.a. ~A.T·.&S .. F •. A. 
54 2B-1S l-1ill Street. San Bema..~o AS .. &s.F .. B 
55 B-60Ci.7 Monroe Stre-et. Inc!i<> S.P ~'l". A 
56 4-9.7 Fru:1:tv.ale Avtrmue Oakland W.p. A 
57 E-448".e Tampa. Avenue Los A.."'lgelos S·.P .. !. A 
5S B-l09 • 5 'tb.."'"U 

B-llO.9 Cs...-ponter -
Briggo:nore Road. St.arl1sla~ Co1Jrl.t:r S.P".'X'.; A 

59 B-210S Chf!!stnut. Avenue Fresno County S..P;.:X. IA 60 B-50S.5-A. s:ld. 
3-26 .. 4-A Grand. AV'O%l.ue Los Angeles County S .. P.T~&U.P. ::: 13 61 2B-Q';7 Rialto ~venue San Bo%'%l8l"Ciino A .. T.&s~F. ' A 62 BAH-310 .. ~ North Cho~cr Avenuo Bak~:t:ield 

Sepa.r:l.tion Distr.i.et S~P.1'. A 6:3 2H-19.1-B 190th St...-ect. Torrance A.1'.&S.F ,. B 64 B-I${.3 tbru. 
:6-489.4 Westminster Avenue 

thrIl Chapel AVCllue Al..i.a:nbra S .. P.T. n 65 2-8$7.6 "F" Street Bakersfield 
Separa.tion Distrlc-c. A. T.&s.F .. A 66 E-Z,),.,2 Ho~ Street San Carlo, $.2:r. k ., 67 36D-1.6.9 thr1l 

6S 
36D-l7.6-C }'.arshall Avonu~ El Cajon S.ll.&A..."E:w D B-l99·.9 Mhla:c. Avenue Fresno Cotmt:r S .. 1'.1". A 6'i :8-469..4. Hollywood Way Los Angele~ County S.P.;1'. A 7("1 B-~12.3 Union Avenue Bakersfield. 

71 Soparation Di5trict S.P.T. A A-1;3.8 CUtting Boul~ Ri.eb:nond S.P.T. A 72 B-2J3-3 Clovis Avenue- Fr(,5nO Count,. S.?~'r_ A 73 D-5.9-A. Adeline Street. Oa.klAnd s.p:r. C 7J. BBG-490.97 
thru. 
BEC-493.12 Los A.~clC3 County 

. , 

Cent':l7~ S.P~'l'~ D 
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: Priotity: 
:N'lJlr.be~: 

75 
76 
7i 

78 

PIgORITY LIST OF GRADE SEPARATION PROJECTS OR ALTERATIONS· 
YEAR 1m 

PURSUANT 'ro SECTION 189 0: '!'HE STREETS AND HIGJrwA'YS· CODE 

: 
Croe:.\ing No-. : Stroot 

o. 

: Public Agene;r 
: :Project: 
: RaiL...oM : !ype* : 

B-54.O-B Cavallo ~ad. Antioch 
3-39.0 Grove Avenue Ontario 
5-14.7-B Sir Fr3.ncis Drake 

Boulevard. IA't'kspur 
J'uroi-pcro Serra Blvd. Sa.."l. Franei~e¢-

S .. ,?'.T. 
U.P;. 

N.W.;.P. 
S.P .M.R. 

B 
A 

C · 1'1. 

* - Types or Projce't$: 

A - ~1ng Cro:5:5~ at Grade Nominatod for Nim~na.tion 
by ProPO:5ed Separa.tion. 

B - Proposed. ~:.ing:5 Nomi..'"l3.tcd. tor Separa.tion. 

C - Grade Separation.:;, Propo3od tor N-terat1on or SOcoMtruetion. 

D - Qrac.o CroS:5l.ngs Nol:linat.«i for 'EJimiMtion 'by Rc:noval or 
Relocation or Stroets or Railr¢~d. 'l:raeks. 
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ORDER. 
---~---

IT IS ORDERED that: 
1. 'rae Secretary shall fu:rnish a full. true. and correct copy 

of this decision and order to the State Department of Public Works. 
2. The agencies 'Il8Cled for the first 30 crossings specified :!.n 

the· 1973 Priority List shall file with this Cottlll1ssion staeus. repores 
of their respective projects by Feb:r:u.uy l;p 1973. 

The effective date of tb1s order is the date bereof. 
Dated at San Fn:a.efRO ~ CalifortU.a;p this /~ 

day of n£CEMSEI • 1972. 
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APPENDIX A 

LIST OF APPEA..~CES 

Respondents: ~J. Massman, for the County of San Diego; David F. 
Dixon> for City of Bacning; John C. Beke, for the County Q% 
Los Angeles; Gary P .. Dyp4rt, for the City" of Norwalk; Ronald L .. 
Johnson, Attorney at Law, for the City of Sac. Diego; Eu~me E. 
BourbOnnaiS, for the City of Torrance; William R .. Braoley: ~:c.d 
9lay Dittman., for the City of San Marcos; GrahBm RitChie) 
Attorney at Law, for the City of !ndcst:ry;""'Te<l W. Shett!er, fo= 
the Cities of La Mirada, El Mon~e, Pomona and Claremont; 
Robert :r _ Yd.xDi.aga, for the C:tty of Anaheim; 'Bruce 'D 0 Yatte%n, 
tor the COuney of Orange; Lesli~ E. Corkill ~ for the city of 
los AnS';les; Edwin 'B. Louis, for the city of San. Jose; ... ~ 
Ulrry Milnes;tlor the Ci.~ of Frer;ont; Ge~ E. Cook, x:or =he 
C1ty of San C8J:los; Earl F. McGuire anCila c. Pee~, for the 
Ci~J of Placerville ac.d camino) PlacerviTIe and Lake Tahoe 
RiJ.ilroad; Robert 1~. Barton, £0:::' the Ci::ies of Mountain View ai::.d 
p..':'ttsburg; Fred }'. Turni.er, for the City of 11ilpitas; David B. 
~~lz, for tllc city of Da'rls; Louis Montini, for the. County of 
.;;..a'O.ta Clara; William Parness, tor 'the City of Livermore; 
Earold S, Lentz o.:.a W:i.l:I.iam E, Sti1.1, Attorneys at ~",for 
Southern Pacific Trausporta -:ion Company. 

Interested Parties: J'aees ~" Whi~e, for the Department of Fa::Ies 
and Recreation" State 0:: caI~; and Melvin R. Dy~n and 
.Jose~h C .. E:asl~, Attorc.eys a.t I.aw, for, t1le'l:5epartment of 
fubil.c Wor!($ , o>tate of California. 

Coomission. Staff: will~ L. Oliver.. 

", 


