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Decision No. , ", , ' 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF'!HE STATE,.OF."CALrrOEtI-IIA 
" 

Application of the State of California, ) 
Department of Transportation;J for an ) 
order authorizing the construction of a ~ 
crossing. at separated ~ades, to be 
known as Palm City Overhead,. over the 
tracks of the San Diego and Arizona ) 
Eastern R.ailway Company; and the altera- ) 
tion of raill:'oad crossi~ protection at ) 
PUC Crossing No. 36-12.6 from crossbucks ) 
to Standard No. 8 flashing. lights with ) 
automatic gates, in connection with the ~) 
construction of State- Higbway Route 75-
in the Ci~ of San Diego. ' 

OPINION ... ___ -'lo _ . ____ _ 

Application No. 54382-
(Filed Ocober'12, 1973) 

The State of california Department of Transportationseelts 
an order of the COttIIllission authorizing the construC?tion, at separated' 
grades of Palm City Overhead in connection wi tb the State Highway 
Route 75 project and the installation of two Standard No. 9 signals 
(General Order No. 7S-C) at the existing. crOSSing of I=is Avenue: 
(Crossing No .. 36-12.6) across the San Diego and Arizona Eastern ': 
Railway Company's tracks in the City of San Diego,,, San"' Diego.Coun,ty. 
Notice of the application was published in the CommisS;1on 's:'~Da:tly 
calendar on October 31, 1973. No protests ha.ve· been received.. A 
public bearing is not, necessary. ' : 

FIN'DINGS 
.....--.------~~ 

1. Applicant should be authorized to construct Palm ,City , 
Overbea~ at separateci. grades. over the San Diego and Arizona Eastern 
Railway Company tracks at the Ij~ation and substantially 'as' sbownby 
plans (Exhibit :8) attached to the application,. to be i~ent::Lf1ed as ' 
Crossing No. 36-12.7-A and install two, Standard No., 9 signals ,. 
(General Order No. 7S-C) at the existing crOSSing of Iris'A~enue . 
(Crossing No. 36-12 .. 6) in the Ct:ty of San Diego, Sa~D:l.ego' County .. 
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2. Clearances at the Palm City Overhead sboul1i·be;tn~".accord-
. . '\ ~'. '- ) , -,' .' .,,'. 

ance with General Order No. 26-D,c cexcept thatdur:trig.\'tbeperiod of 
construction a clearance of not less than 21'OQ: above top of rail 
is autborized and the San Diego ane! Arizona Easternc R.ailway Company 
is authorized to operate with such reclueed overhead: clearances.' pro

vided that instructions are issued by the railroad and filed witb 
the Commission forbidding the employees to ride: on tops of cars. 
The applicant should notify the Commission and the San D:[eg~ 'and 
Ar1z00a Eastern Railway Company at least 15 but not c more tban 3~l 

'c c -, ' 

days in advance of the elate when tile temporary impaireclclearance 
will be created. ~1alkway areas adj'acent to the railroa'e, track should 
be t:m1ntained free of obst:ructions and should promptly berestorec:l 
to their original condition in tbe event of damage during:' <:on-' 
struction. 

" , , 

3. Construction and maintenance cost of the Palm City c Overhead 
should be borne in accordance with an agreement entered'into-betwee~ 
the par.ties relative thereto, and a copy of said: agreement, toge-t~~r 

with plans o£ said crossing approved by the San Diego and Arizona 
~ bil-way Company should be filed with the Comn1ssi~n pri~X: 
to eanmeneing cODStruction. The installation cost of automatic pro
tection at the existing C1:ossing of Iris Avenue (Crossing 
No-. 36-12.6) should be divided equally between' the' applicant and 
t:b.e railway. Maintenance cost of tbeautomatic protection should 
be clivided equally between the railway and the govermnental body 
baving jurisdiction over the crOSSing at tbet'ime said,mainteaao.ce' 
is incurred pursuant to prOvisions of Section 1202.2 of tbePul:>lie 
Utilities Code. 

4. Applicant is the lead agency fo~ this proJect p~suant, to: 
the California Enviromnental Quality Act of 1970, as amended .. 
Applicant states that the environmental impact of this project has' 
been reviewed by the Department of transportation on or about 

c c 

March 24> 1971, as required in Section 4-C of the Interim, GUideline'; 
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for Implementation of Section 102(2)c of the National' Environmental 
Policy Act of lS69, and enclorsement: of said,revieww3s'given:by the. 
Division Engineer oi the Federal Highway Administration on, 
April 7 ~ 1971. It is the ~etermination of the Department of Trans- . 
portation that tbis project does·not req~re an Environmental, State-' 
ment. 

5. T'ae Commission bas considered the' tepartment's·Negative 
Environmental Declaration and finds that: 

s,. 'the envirocmental impact of the proposed' action 
is insignificant. 

b. The planned construction is tbe most ,feasible 
anc! economical that will avoi'- any possible environ-
mental impact. ' 

6.. Tae proposed construction woul<i not be aC:verse to the .. ' 
public interest. 

CON C L US I ON S -- .... -- .... ----~--
On the basis of the,foregoing fincli.ngs,we- concl~cletbat 

the application shoul<i be granted as set forth in the following, . 
Order: 

ORDER 
--.-~---

IT IS ORDERED tba t: 

1.. 'rae application is grantee! conditioned' on the findings 
ancl conclusions· set forth above. 

2.. vlitbin t:.1ir~ days after completion, pursuant: to- this 
or<ieX:I applicant shall so advise the Commission, in writing.' This 
autb.o~ization sball expire if not exel:'cisea,within chree years 
unless time be extended or if above conditions are not: complied' 

-' " 

wi~. Authorization may be revo!:ed or modified if,pul>lic convenience·, . 
necessiry or safety so zoeq'Uire. 

I', ~ 
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Tae effective date of this or~ersl"lall be twenty, dai$ 
the date hereof. 

e' ' 

ta te~ at: _--:§a:~Tl....:~;..;''''' _nc;;,;1S;,;.;c;,;;O_' _, C~liforn~a) thi:; 
;~~ of "PRI':( ~ 1°74 -", __ --~Ol.I-...I-....... ~~_,,,;!. 
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