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Decision No.. 86553. 
BEFORE '!'HE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF 'l'HE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the Matter of th~ Application of) 
the City of Long Beach, a municipal) 
corporation, for autbori~ to ) 
construct a second track across ) 
four public streets At grade and ) 
under a public street at separated ) 
grades in tbe City of Long Beach;, ) 
COt.U'1ty of Los Angeles, State of ) 
California.. ) 

Application No. 55466 
(Filed January 28;, 1975) 

OPINION ...... -~- ...... - .... 
!'he City of Long Beach, by .and througb its Board of ~rbor 

C~issioners, requests authority to construct 8 second track ~ross 
tbe existing crossings at Seventh Street, Pico Avenue;, Ocean 
Boulevard Off-Ramp and under the Ocean Boulevard Overpass in the City 
of Long Beacb) County of Los Angeles. 

Applicant proposes to construct approximately 4,000 lineal 
feet of railroad trackage for usc by the Southern Pacific Transportation 
Company to serve the Port of Long Beacb pursuant to tbe City-Railroad 
Operating Agreement of 1934. 

The City of Long Beach is the le.a.e agency for this project 
pursuant to the California Environmen~l Qua1iey Act of 1970~ as 
amended, and the City of Long Beach's Director of Planning approved 
an Environmental Negative Declaration on July 24, 1973. 

Notice of the application was publisbed in the Commission's 
D~ily Calendar 0'0. .Janua-ry 31, 1975. No protests have been received. 
A public bearing is not necessary. 

FINDINGS -.,. .... --.-.-~.-.-
After consideration, the Commission finds: 

1. The City of Long Beach, by and through its Board of Harbor 
Commissioners, should be authorized to construct a second track across 
the existing crossings at Seventb Street, Pico Avenue, Ocean Boulevard 
Off-Ramp and under the Ocean Boulevard Overpass in the City of Long 
Beach, County of Los Angeles, to be identified as portions of the 
existing crOSSings as follows: 
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Seventh Street t:ortl: (Cro5$it"~ B'!-S03 .. 72), Seventh Street 
South (Crossing BH-S03.73), Pico Avenue (Crossing BE-S04.02-C), Ocean 
:Soulevard Off-Ra.mp (Crosz.ing BH-SOL~.23-C) and Ocean Boulevard Overpass 
(Crossing BS-504.28-AC). 

2. Crossing construction should be equal or superior to Standard 
~ro. 2 (General order 72'-B)4O 

3. Protection at the crossings should be two Standard No. 9 
signals (General Order 7S-C) at Seventh Street ~rorth (Crossing 
BS-SC3.72), one Standard ~o. S signal (General Order 7S-C) at Seventh 
Street South (Cro.csing BZ-S03. 73), two Standard ~To. S-A signals 
(General Order 7S-C) at Pico Avenue (Crossing BZ-SCli4002-C) and one 
Stendard No. 9 signal .(Genercl Order 7S-C) at the Ocean Boulevarcl 
Off-Ramp (Crossing BR-S04.23-C). 

L~. Clearances zhould conform to General Order 26-D. Welkways 
adjacent to the crossings should conform to General Order 118. 

5. Construction costs of the second track should be borne by 
the applicant. Installation costs of the automatic protect:ion at 
the Seventh Street North and Seventh Street South crossinzs should be 

sr..ared eqoo.lly between the city and the railroad. Installation 
costs of the automatic protection at the Pico Avenue ane Oceen 
Boulevard Off-Ramp croszings $ho~ld be borne by the ap~licant. 

6. 11aintenance of the crossingc should be in accordance with 
General Order 72-B. 

7. Nainteoaoce cocts of the a'l!tomatic protection at the Seventh 
Street Horth and Seventh Street South crOSSings should be cbared 
equally bet~1een the city and the railroad pursuant to the prov:l.sions 

of Section 1202.2 of the Public Utilities Code. Maintenance costs of 
the automatic protectio~ at Pico Avenue and Ocean Boulevard Off-Ramp 
crossings Should be borne by the railroad. 
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3. Conc'Crt.!ction placs of the edditionel treck across the 
crossings approved by the Southern Pacific Transportation Company, 
tozcther ~7ith a COl'Y of the agreement entered into between the parties 
involved, cl'l.ould be filed ~1ith the Commission ~rlor to commencing 
conotruction. 

9. Dimensions, configurations, clearances and walkways sl'lould 
be !:ubstantially in accordance with the ,lat!S atteched to the 
application and co~ly ~dth applicable rules and general orders of 
the' Cot:lmi$sion. 

10. Ap?licant is the lead agency for thic project pursuant to 
the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, ac amended, and on 
July 24, 1973 approved itc ~egative Declaration which has been filed 
~7it~ the Commission. The Commission hac considerec the Negative 
Declaration in rendering its decision on this project and iindz that: 

a. The environmentel icpact of the proposed action is 
inciznifieent. 

b. The planned construction ic the most feasible a:l~ 
economical that ~·rill avoid any possible environmental 
impact .. 

c.. There are no !,no't·m irreverzible environmental changec 
involved in this project. 

CON C L U S I ON S 
.... ---~-~--- ... 

On the basis of tne forezoi~ findings, we conclude thet 
the applic~tion should be granted as set iorth in the fo11owinz 
order: 

ORDER 
----~-

IT IS ORDE?ED that: 
1. T41.e City of Lone B~ch, by end through it::: Board of Earbor 

Commiosionerc, is authorized tc construct a second track at grade 
across the existing crOSSings at Seventh Street, Pico A~enue, Ocean 
~oulevard Oif-~' and under the Ocean Boulevard OVerpass in tne City 
of Long Beech,. County of Loc Angeles SoC set forth in the fin<:!ings of 
thic decision. 
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2. Within thirty days after eompletion, p'Ul:suent to thi$ order, 
applicant shall co advice the Commicsion in writing. 

T.o.is authori::~tion sl"lell exr.>ire if not exercised ~1ithin two .. 
years unless time be extended or if the above conditione arc not 
complied l.-7ith. Authorize.tion may be revoked or modified if l't!.blic 
convenience,necessity or safety so require. 

Tr~ effective date of thio order shall be ~1enty days after 
the cZate hereof. 

Da. ted at San Francisco , California, this 
day of ___ ..;;.O..;"CT~Q:;:.;9E_Ql~ ____ , 1976. 


