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Dec1S1.on Nc>. 8501.6 . . .. .. ... •. ..... ··fQ)rQ),nr~n;ml.:~t. > 
BEFORE THE, PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE, dW~~JM±,,* . ....... ': 

'" .. ' 

Invest1gat!.on ~or the' purpose' of 
establ1shing a l1st tor the fiscal 
year 1915-70 of eX1st1ng and proposed 
cross1.ngs a.t grade or d.ty streets" 
county roads or state h1gnways most 
urgentlY in needot separation, or 
projects efrect1ng the el1m1nat1on 
of grade crossings by removal or 
relocat10n or streets or ra1lroad 
tracks, or ex1st1Dg separations in 
need of alterat~on orreconstruct10n 
as contemplated by Section 2402 of 
the Streets a.od H1ghways Code. 

Case No.. 9842 
(F1led December 17,.1974) 

, 

OrIDER DErmNG REEEARING AND RECONSIDERATION 
" .' -'-, '. 

In· Dec.1s:1.on,No. 84530" issued Ju:c.e 10;. 1975" the' 

Co==1on estabU=d the 1975:-1976 ra1J:roacl"'~gracle 
separat10n Pr:L~r1ty .Ust as, reqU1red by Section. . '. or ·the 
Streets and H1gb.ways Code., ' 

On Jtme 19 .. 1975 .. Southern Pac!.!'1e 'I'raD.Sp~rtat:1.on. 
COmpany (Southern Pad.1'l.c) i':tled apet:t.t:ton ,for'rehear1llgof' 
Dec1s1onNo.' 84530. The' arguments 1nSouthem pa:c1.:f'1~·rs.petitio11 
are l1mted to assert1oXlSO!' error With regard toFind1DgNO~ 7~ 
Order1:cg Paragraph No.3 .. and. that ,portion orthe'~rder Wh!.ch . 

!ncludes the State H1ghway ll~ 'prOJect l.n the C1ty oi, Ind10'> and 
theP01nt' ~ole. 'Park project::1.n the City of' R1clim~~d.'onthe: 
1975;'1976 priority list .. ·" .. 

',. ,~ ,,), 

Southern PacU1c argues thatwe.erred:;1.n denying ,its, 

motion to. exclude-the Stat~ H1g.b.way 111 and l>oint.Pillole, Park. " 
projects on the grOUlld. tllatj;,ts'mot1on,ra:1.ses. que$t1ons.o:f".~aet 
properly determ1 :cal>le :Ln' an application proceeding rorautlior1.~y to' 
construet the project. To, the extent that. F1nd1.ng' No·.; 7 does~:tmply 
that the que.3-tl.on of whether a project involves a. t'propOs~d:" . 
separat1on

tr
" whieh1s n~t eligible :tor the pti.O~tyi1st>$hOuld. :,be 

explored 1n an appl1cat1on. proeee<:UJ:g;weagree'~th:Sou:th~.t'l'i:., . 
Pacific' r:> argumen~.. . In tha respect, ,Fl:.iid1rlg.,·No.1,sh()~d: be" '. 
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cod1.i"!.ed • However, we are not persuaded that· our-placement 01:"'" 
the State H1ghway llland Po:tnt Pinole Parle projects/'on tb.e~$t:':')' 
was 1n e:-ror. 

IT IS TEEREFORE ORDERED,that: 
1.. :Fj.nd1Dg. No·. 7 of' Decision No:~ 84530:ts hereby' . 

mOdified to read. as 'follows: 
n7.. The cot1ons to exclude· the . State 

I:1'1gh\t.:ay lll, Point P1nole' Park, and' Dayton 

RoadproJeets fx-om the 1975-76' Pr:1.0~ty . 
list and the motions-to ehMge' the·eJAsn-

\ . \' , 

£1ca.t1on o£the D\.lrb.am ·RoadproJee~\d'.n 
be demed..:. With the' except10no:t>those . 

I ' ''fI''"' 

arguments .. which re~te to.theel1g1'b11.1tY 
or these prOjectSf'Orthep~or1tY11st .. 
these m.otiOW· raise' quest:t.ons: '01:" tact·. 
that cannot be tully ~1ored:f.n. th1s .' 

proceed1ng because or the time·· eleme~t~,., 
but should 'be developed at suehtime>~s 

.. . '.' . ' , '. ,'.1,-

nomnat1ng agencies file Wi th th1~ "Com~ 
mss:ton applications tor a'l,.~:thO%"1tY'to,·· ., " '", ,. 

construct their: respective prosed:e:>-:- ~t 
• " " , r ~ .' 

, .," . 
2.!n '211' other respects, rehear:r~ a:c.d re- . 

eonz1derat1on or Decj.S1on No. 84530> 1silere'by. de~~d~' 
The eirective date,' or thi$ order' '1stl'lefdate ~'hereot ~ .' 
.; .. :;.CV. 

Dated a.t San Fran6:tsco." ~orn1a~ this.: IS: - 'day . 
nr; I u~~R , 1975~ j... .. 

"' I, 


