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BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA

Application of the City of Fontana for

an Orxdex authorizing construction of a ‘
crossing at separated grades between Application 84-03-036
Sierra Avenue and the track of The (Filed March 9, 1984)
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway

Company, sometimes referred to as the

”Sierra Avenue Underpass,” PUC 2-88.7

The City of Fontana (C;ty) has requested authorztyﬂj
to construct Sierra Avenue Underpass at separated grades underli o
the tracks of The Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe Railway CQmpany’sf‘W¢"+"
(ATGSF) Main Line in Fontana, San Bernardino County. PR
By protost filed April 12, 1984, AT&SF stated tha.t‘ N
the application was premature and should be dismissed or held in
abeyance until the City had reached an agreement with the wo
razlroads involved concernxng trackage rights and other problemgwt‘
concerning consolidation of trackage. : : :
By lettexr of ‘July 15, 1985 the Clty advmsed thef ,
Commission staff (staff) -that agreement with AT&SF. ‘nad ‘been’
delayed due to Interstate Commerce chmrssxon hearlngs concern;ng?v:;‘w
the proposed Southern  Pacific - Santa Fe merger. At that tlmeff”g,j
the City ant;c;pated a qulck ‘resolution to the issue ' of theﬂ,;’f‘
Sierra Underpass grade separation. L o
By letter of Octobexr 20, 1987 the staff J.nformed the.';;;'
City Dbecause of the length of tmme involved sxnce the orzg;n&l&ﬁ
£iling date of Application A._ 84-03-036 that three optxonsf'
appeared to present. themselves to applxcant. S
1. City request that the applxcat;on be dlsmxssed ‘ withff”3‘
the understanding that a new applmcation could be filed any tmmeftA.Q
" that the prospects Lor constructzon were viable. : woon
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2. Both the c¢ity and the railrocad come to an early
agreement and request that the Commission issue an  order
authorizing the construction of the underpass.

3. City advise the Commission that both parties were
unable to reach an agreement and request that the matter be set
for a hearing before an Administrative Law Judge.

The staff further advised City that unless it heard
from the concerned parties within 30 days. it would recommend that
the matter be dismissed. On January 19, 1988 staff wrote city
that since no reply had been received by the Commission %o the -
staff’s Jletter of October 20, 1987, the appl;catxon would be
recommended for dismissal. City has not . responded. to staff’s
October 20, 1987 and January 19, 1988 letters and therefore A. g
84-03-036 should be dismissed.. A public hearing is not
necessary. - - | -

IT IS ORDERED that Application 84-03-036 is
dismissed without prejudice. . '

This order is ezfectzve 30 days from today.

pated _ MAR 0O 188 . at San Francxsco, California
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