
Decision No. 81.918 
BEFORE !BE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF ':tHE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of ':tHE ATCHISON p TOPEKA 
.AND SANTA FE RAI.LWAY COMPANY, a 
corporation, for authority to 
construct, maintain and operate a 
spur track across Canal Boulevard 
in the City of Richmond, County of 
Contra Costa, State of california 

OPIN"ION ------ .... -... ...... 

Application No. 54082 
(Filed June 4, 1973) 

Applicant railroad seeks an order of the Commission 
authorizing the construction, at grade, of .:1 Sl>ur track across Canal 
Boulevard in tbe city of Ricbmond, county of Contra Costa. 

By a motion, attached to, its verified application, filed 
pursuant to Rule l7.l(e) of the Commission's Rules of Practice and 
Proeedure, applicant seeks a Negative Deelaration from the Commission 
in conformance with the California ·-Environmental Quality Act of J 
1970. The motion will be denied; we Will refund the $500 til1ng tee. 

Pursuant to toe requirement of Rule 17.l(n)(l)B2. that 
the Commission is the lead agency under the circumstances here, 
the staff examined the site of the proposed spur track and crossing 
snd submitted its report thereon. 

According to the s~ff report, the proposed construction 
lies within an industria.lly zone<! area and seaport related activi­
t1~s. Some of the ~s of industries in the area are a container 
,terminal, petroleum distribution pl,ant:, and .a human-waste treatment 
plant. T~e proposed construction is designed to serve a new inclU$try 
in a well establisbed industrial area. The sUbstitution of rail 
service for truck. service will reduce vehicle emissions. Vehicular 
traffic will not be unreasonably inconvenienced since there will 
be only two train crossings per day woich will normally occur 
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d-ur1ng off-peak ho'Urs. Noise pollution Will not be sign1r1cantly 
increased due to the nature of the area and the fact that vehicular 
traffic con~i5ts mostly of heavy trucks serv~ the surround~ 
ind.ustr1es. Safety at the cross1ng Will be provided by the insta.l­
lat10n of Standard No. 8-A automatic signals and train speed over 
the cross1ng will be 1~1ted to five miles per hour. 

Applicant states that it 13 desired to construct said 
spur track and crossing to serVe a new facility of the General 
American Transporta.t~on Corporation; that 1n1tial rail service Will 
consist of one SW1tc~ movement in each direction per day at a 
rail speed not to exceed five miles per hour. 

A copy of Resolution No. 88-7' dated April 30~ 197' or 
the Richmond City CO\lnc11 authorizing applicant to construct" 
ma1nta:1n" and operate trackage in Canal Boulevard under specified 
conditions was attached to the application as Exhibit "B". 

Notice of the application was published 10 the CommiSSion's 
Daily Calendar on June 5.. 1973.. No protest has been received. A 

public hearing is not neces5ary. 

Find1..:;gs. 
1. The request is 1n the pu~lic interest and the Commission 

finds with reasonable certainty that the project involved in this 
proceeding will not have a Significant effect on the environment. 

2. Applicant shoUld be authorized to construct So spur track" 
at grade .. at the location and 1n accordance With the· plan set 
forth 10 the application. 

3. Construction ~d me.1ntenance or the spur track" cross~" 
and 1nstallat1on of the protection should be borne by applicant. 

We conclude that the app11cationshould be granted as 
set ~orth ~ the tollo~ order. 
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ORDER. ------.-. 
IT IS ORDERED that: 

1.. The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway Company is 
authorized to construct, maintain, and operate across canal 

, -

Boulevard in the city of Richmond, Contra Costa County, a spur 
track, as set forth in its application, and the ateacbed map and 
profile of Division Engineer's Drawing No. V-20-328 dated 
January 2, 1973. 

2. Toe crossing, to be identified as Crossing No. 2-1l90.9-C, 
shall be protected by two Standard No-.. S-A flashing light signals 
mounted on cantilever arms (General Order No. 7S-C). Width of 
the crossing shall be not less t~~n 40 feet. Finisbed grades of 
approach shall conform to the existin3 roadway. Crossing eon­
struction sball be equal or superior to Standard No. 2 (General 
Order No. 72-B). Clearance, including any curbs, shall eonform 
to General Order No. 26-D. Wal~ays adjacent to the crossing 
shall couform to General Order No. 11&. 

3. A-pplieant SMll bear all construction and maintenance 
costs of the project. . 

4~ Within thirty days after completion, pursuant to this 
order) applicant shall so advise the Commission in wri1:ing.. This 
authorization shall expire if not exercised within two years 
unless time be extended or if the above conditions are not complied 
with. 'X'a.is authorization may be revoked or xnod.ifiecl if public 
convenience, necessity, or safety so require. 
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5.. The motion made herein by a.ppl1cant 1s denied. 

6.. The Secretary is d1rected to retund. the $500 ree paid by 
a.pp11cant .. 

The effective date of this order 1$ the date hereor .. 
San Fr:mei&:o I California, this ~§.ted a.t 

~tPTEMBER day or _________ ~, 19r,. 
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