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_Decision No. 85016 - R S ’ :
BEFORE THE PUSLIC U'I‘II.ITIES comssxon OF THE STATE o &

Investigation for the purpose’ of

establisb:.ng a2 list for the fiscal

year 1975-76 of existing and proposed

crossings at grade of city streets,

county roads or state highways most

urgently in need of Separation, or

profects effecting the elimination Case No. o842
of grade crossings by removal or (Filed December 17, 19T4)
relocation of streets or railroad

tracks, or existing separations in

need of alteration or recomstruction

as contemplated by Section 2402 of

the Streets and Highways Code.

ORDER DENYING REHEARING AND RECONSIDERATION

In Dec.ision No. 84530, issued. J‘une 10 1975, _the |
Commission established the 1975—197‘6 rai]road-hi ey grade‘, :
separation pr:r.ority list as- required by Section of the‘

Streets and Highways Cede. :

On June 19, 1975, Sou‘thern Pac...i‘ic Tramaportation
Company (Southern Paciﬁc) flled a petition for reheam.ng of
Decislon No. 84530. The arguments in Southern Pa.ciﬁ.c’s petition
are limited to assertions of: error with regard to Find:'.ng No. 7,
Ordering Pa.ragraph No. 3, and that port::!.on of the order wb:r.ch o
includes the Sta.te Highway A1l pro:rect in the. City or Indio, a.nd
the Point’ Pinole Park project in the City of Richmond on the ‘
1975-1976 priority 1Lst. L '
_ o Southe:m Paoiﬁo argues tha.t we erred :Ln denying its
motion to. exclude 'che State. Elghway 111 and Point Pinole Park
pro.,eets on the ground ’chat its: motion raises questions of fact
properly deteminable in an applioation proceeding for authority to
construct the pro.ject To the extent that P:I.nd.‘l.ng No. T does 1mp1y
that the question of whether a project involves a "propoaed :
separation”, which :r.s not eligible for the pr:tor:!;ty l:I.st should be
explored in an applicatiou proceeding we agree wi'ch Southem
Pacific’s argumen‘o In th:r.s :cespect F:I:ndd.ng No. .’I' should be
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nodifred. waever, we are not persuaded that our placement of |
the State Highway lll and Point Pinole Park.projects on the list '”“'
was in error. ‘ : :
IT IS THEREFORE ORDERED that:

1. Finding.Nb. 7 or Decision No 84530 is hereby

nodified to read as folloxs.,' _ S
"7;;‘ The motions to exclude the Staxe_"s5”"’"

Highway 111, Point Pinole Park and’ Dayton

Road pro;ects.*rom the 1975-76 priority

14st and the motions to change the classi—-

fication of the Durham Roed proJect will

be denied-. thh the exception of tho,e

arguments. which.relate to! the elisibility

of these project. for the priority'list,-d .

these motiorns raise questions of: fact

that cannot e fully exﬁlored in this

proceeding because of the time element,

but. should be developed at such time as".

nominating agencies file with this Comr .

mission applieations Lfoxr authority tO«

construct their reSpeetive projecvs. i

2. Tn 211 other respect “ehearﬁng.and *e-~
consideration of_Dectsion No. 8&530 is hereby denied- o
The effect: ve date of this order 1s,tne date hereo*.7‘
Dated at San F"anc_sco, California, tbis <X
AC1useR. _975.“ L S

‘eomi 5.oner Vemon Tl s:wm.woe'-r' '

ncco:;;;aril,r ab.;on'r.. a1a- not. pmicipate
in. ‘the-disposition of this: proceoding.: .




