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8S 03 035 Decision ____________ __ MAR 09 1988 

BEFORE THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF~ STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application of the City of Fontana tor ) 
an Order authorizing construction of a ) 
crossinq at separated grades between' ) 
Sierra Avenue and the track of The ) 
Atchison, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway ) 
Company, sometimes' referred to as the ) 
·Sierra Avenue Underpass,· PUC 2-88.7 ) 

) 

OBDEB..9F PISMlS$AL 

Application 84-0l-036 
(Filed March 9, 1984) 

The City of Fontana (City) has,'requested authority 
to construct Sierra Avenue Underpass at separated grades' under 
the tracks of The Atchison, 'Topeka and santa. 'Fe Railway . Company's 
(A'I'&SF) Main Line in, Fontana, San Bernardino. County.' 

By protctJt tiled April 12, '1984,.' AT&SF ,t;Ul.tcd; that •• 
the application was premature and should be. dismissed or held' in. , 
abeyance until' the City had reached an aqreement with the two I 

railroads involved concerning trackage rights and other problems '; 
concerning consolidation. of trackage.. ' 

, By letter of'July is" 1985- the' City' advised',' the " 

Commission staff (staff).· ~t'agreement, with Al'&SF,llactbeen' 
delayed due to Interstate Commerce Commission hearings concerninq,: 
the proposed Southern Paeific-, santa Fe merqer. At ,that' time 

. " . ~ .~' .-
the City anticipated a 'quick resolution to the issue" ot:, ',the' 
Sierra 'O'nderpassgTade separation. .. 

By letter of OCtober 20, 19S-7"the, staff in:for.med the' 
City oeeause Of' the length of t~e involved since the original. 
filing date of Application A. S4~03.-03.6 'that thr'ee . op~ions: 
appeared to, presentthe:mSelves:to applieant:' .... ; .. "" 

1. City request' that 'theapPli~tion be dis'missecl" with: 
the unclerstandinqthat a new application could be :riled anytime: 
that the prospects for constrUction were' viable • 
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2. Both tho city and the railroad come to an early 
agreement and request that the Commission issue an order 
authorizing the construction o! 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 !urtheradvised City that unless it heard 
from the concerned parties wi thin 30 days. it would recommend. that 

the matter ~ dismissed.. On January 19', 1988 staff· wrote city 
that since no reply had been received by the Commission to the' 
staff's letter of October 20, 1987, the application woulcl ~ 
recommended for dismissal. City has not responded to ·staff's 
October 20, 198-7 ana January 19", 19a8 letters ancl therefore A .. 
84-03-03.6 should be dismissed., A' public hearing is not 
necessary .. 

, , 

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

This, order is effective 30 aays from today. 
Dated MAR 09 1988' , at San Franciseo-, california 
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STANLEY W. HU1..£'IT , 
·~dent:'· 

DONALD·VIAL "'1: 

FREDERICK R.Dt'DA.\~;' 
C. 'MITCHELL'WILK 
JOHN B. OHANIAN -. ' ' 

Commis.sioDO;:S , 

I, 
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