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Decision No. sZZ06 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE: OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of tbeApplica~ion ~ 
of the City of Alameda, Alameda 
County" California, for a . 
Reloeation of a Railx:oad Grade 
Crossing. over the Soutbem ) 
PaeificTransportation Company's ) 
Railroad in the City of Alameda.. ) 

OP'INION - .... .-, --. ........... 

App11cationNo.· 54211 
(Filed July 31,' 1973) 

The City of Alameda through its Council bas approved'the 
~~~ndonment of certain street rights-of-way and resale of certain 
properties in the vicinity of Broadway and Blanding Avenue in 
connection with the proposed redevelopment of the Loop Lumber 
Company-Cal Rock properti,es. 

This development project, as described in the application, 
would necessitate tbat certain Southern Pacific Transportation· 
Company tracks be relocated or abandoned; that a new crOSSing at 
grade be constructed; and tha.t the existing crossing. at Pearl Street; 
Crossing No. D-10.38-C, be abandoned and closed.' 

The City of Alameda, therefore ,. requests author! ty to . 
construct .a. new crOSSing at grade, Bll1nc!:Lng Avenue, l1nd .ab4ndon 
.and-:~lose oCln existing crossing :It grooe, Pe.!lrl Stree't, over 
the lands of the Southern Pacific Transportation Company. Notice 
of the application was published. in the Commission's. Daily Calendar 
on August 1, 1973. No protests have been received. A public 
hearing is· not necessary. 

FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS 

The request of the City of Alameda is in the public 
int.c:rest and should be granted. The City of Alameda should be 
authorized to eons~ruet Blandiug Avenue' at grade across the 
Southern Pacific Transportation C¢mpany' s tracks, at the' location 
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sbown in E:mibit E appended to, said application7 to, be identified 
.as Crossing. No. D-10.SO .. C .. 

Width of the crossing should be not less, than 48 feet 
and grades of approach not greater than two percent. Crossing 
construction should be equal or superior to Standard No.2 of 
General Order 72-:8. Protection should be three Standard No. 9 gate 
$i~lc (Gcner~l Order 7S-C) inst.:.llee :lS shown on Exhibit E ... Cle.:l%'" 

anccs, 1r.c.l.u41tl.8 r:.r.;.y curbs, should conform to General Order 26-D .. 
vJ:ll!'=t'7.:lY~ .cdj.acent to the er~itlg should conZorm to General Order 118 .. 

Construction cost of the project sbould· be borne by the 
applicant, with the exception of automatic protection which cost 
of installa~on should be divided equally between tbe applicant 
and the railroad. Maintenance cost of the crOSSing outside: of lines 
two feet outside of rails should be borne by applicant and the rail
road should bear the maintenance cost of the crOSSing between such 
lines. Mainte-oance cost of the automatic protection should· be 
CLi vided equally between the applicant and the railroad • Upon 
official abandonment of said Blanding Avenue grade cross~ by 
the applicant, the City of Alameda should barrica.de and remO'V'e all 
phYSical signs of an existing crossing. When the track is aban .. 
doned or nO' longer in usc the railroad should remove said' trackage 
from Blanding Avenue and repave the crossing area to' the standards 
and specifications of the public agency baving jurisdiction. 

'!be new crOSSing of Blanding Avenuc 7 No. D-10 .. 50"'C, 
should not be opened to vehicular traffic until tbeconstruct1on 
is completed and the crossing protection is in operation. The 
crossing at the old location7 Pearl Street, Crossing. ~To. D ... 10.38-C, 
approximately 200 feet westerly of the new eross:Lng7.should be . . 

closed and all pbysical signs. removed when the new croGs:!.ng is. 
opened t()vehicular~raf£1c. 

The applicant is the lead agency for thisproj.ectpursuant 
to tbe California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as· amended, 
and bas caused to' be prepared an environmental impact report in 
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connection witb tbe above project whicb applicant adopted on 
November 22, 1972. Tbe Commission bas considered the Environ
mental Impact Report in rendering its decision on tbisproject. 

!be Commission accep1:S the applicant·s Environmental 
Impact R.eport wbich states that: 

a) '!be overall impact to the natural and cultural 
environmenes sbouldbe insignificant or ltmited. ~ 

b) The planned construction should be beneficia~ to the 
neighborhood. 

The applicant has received approval for this development 
project from the' San Francisco Bay Conservation and· Developmen,l: 
Commission as witnessed by Exhibit C attacbed to the application. 

'ORDER: ... --*'---~ 
IT IS ORDERED. that: 

1. The application is granted conditioned on the findings 
and conclusions set forth above. 

2. 'Within thirey days after completion, pursuant to this· 
order, applicant sball so advise the Commission in writing. This 
authorization shall expire if the project is not completed within 

. , ,',' 

two years or if the above conditions are not complied with. !he 
time ~ay be extended, or the authorization may be revoked .or 
modified~ if public convenience, necessity or safety so require. 

'Ibe Secretary of the' Commission shall file a Notice of 
Determination with the Secretary for Resources and with the 
planning agencies of any c1 ty and county which will be. a££ec.ted 
by me project. 
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The effeetive date of this order shall ~etwenty days 
after ti1C date hereof. ~ 

Dated at __ San_Fta.n __ Cl_oSCO ___ , California, this . __ 1./. __ ' _ 
~y of _~OE:..;C:-.;:E:.;.;.;.;MB:;':£:.:,.J,R ____ , 1973. 

, .. ~ ... 
, . " 

." 

C:ssioners 
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