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Decision No. __ -.;;'87--..0..;;...;;.,9_6 __ _ 

BEFORE 'tEE PTJ'.BLIC tl'TILITIES COMMISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
. ' Applie4~ion of the Ci~ of Hayward ~ 

to construct a bi ele path crossing 
the Southern pacific Transportation Application No. 55828 
Company Railroad at grade and under (Filed July 17~ 1975)' 
the WesternPac:ifie Railroad ComptJ.ny ) <Amcinded December 28~ 1976) 
Structure across Industrial Parkway ) 

OPINION --....,--.. ......... 

., 

As p~rt of the project to construct the "Industrial P4rk 
Bike Path" from Dixon Street to Ruus Road, the City of H:1yward 
requests 3uthori~ to construct a bicycle and pedestrian crossing 
at grade across the tracks of the Southern Pacific Transportation 
Company and at separated grades 'tmder the traeIes of The Western 

PacifiC Railroad COIl'lpllny in the City of Hayward, Alameda. County. e 'I'he proposed bike path will be constructed along the existing 
Alameda C01..l:nty Flood Control levee adj scent to Industrial Parkway. 

The City of Haywsrd is the lead agency for this project 
pursuant to the California Environment'll Quality Act of 1970, as 
at:zended. After review of a Negative Declll.ration, the Cit:y of 
Hayward 8?proved the project to construct the "Industrial Park 
Bike Path" from Dixon Sereet to Ruus Road and on December 2> 1976 
filed a Notice of Determination ~th the Alameda County Clerk which 
£o'UD.d tbat "'!be proj ect will not have a significant effect on the 
enviroamenttt • .-

Notices of Che application and amendment were published in 
the Commissiou's Daily Calendar on July 25~ 1975 1lnd 
December 29, 1976~ respectively. No protests ~ve been received. 
A public be4ring is not necessary. 

FINDINGS - ......... - .................. 
After consideration~ the CommiSSion finds: 

1. Applicant should be authorized to COll$'Cruct a bicycle and e pedestrian crossing ."1t grade across the tracks of the Southern 
Pacific Transportation Company, to be identified as Crossing 
D-23.85-D, lind at separated grades tmder the tr.ac:ks of Tb~/Wcstern 
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Pacific ~ilroad Comp~ny's existing gr~Qe scpar~tion struc~e, to 
be identified ~s Crossing 4-23.9-BD, in the Ci~ of BDyw~rd, 
Alameda. County, ~t the location .ond substs.nti~lly D.S sbown by 
pl~ns attached to the ~pplieetion. 

2. Cons traction" of tbe crossing at grode of the Sotlthem 
P~cifie Trnnsport~tion Company's tracks should be equal or superior 
to Stnn~d No. 1 of Genernl Order 72-B. 

3. Clearances should be in accord.::nc:e with Gener~l Order 26-D. 
Walkw:lYs sbould conform to GeZler.:ll Order 118. 

4. Protection ~t the Southern. P4C~fic 'Ira.nspor~tion Company 

crossing should be ~~o Standard No. 10 signcls (G~ral Order 75-C). 

- .. 

S. A cbain link fence c!lnd b~rriCZl.des JI as sbarm on Exhibit "A" 
a.tt:.:l.ched to the ~pplica.tiOll, sbould a.lso be insta.lled .;It the Southern 
Pacific Transpor~tion Company crOSSing to prevent unauthorized 
access to the track ~rea by motor vehicles. 

6. Construction expense of the Southern P~ifie Transportation 
Company crossing and insta.ll~tion cost of the a.utomatic protection 
should be borne by the applicant. 

7.. Ma.illtetUmce of the Southern Pacific Transportation Company 
crOSSing should be in acco:<.Ulnee with G(:ner~l Order 72-:8. Milinten.cnce 

cost of the ~utomat1c proteetion should be borne by applicant. 
S. Construction mld tD.'linten:ltlce costs of the crossing :It 

separated grades under the er~ks of The Western Pacific ~lroad 
C~ny should be borne in .accordanee with an agreeme:o.t to be entered 
into between the pnrties relative thereto. 

9. Consttuction pl~ of the crossings ~Pl-'rovecl by the Southern 
P;'lcif1c 'Iran.sportD.tion. Company .:md The Western Pacific: Railroad 
Company, together with a copy of the agreement entered into between 
the parties involved, should be filed with the Commission prior to 
commenCing construction. 

10. The City of H.o.YW.:lrd is the lead agency for the proj ect to 

constl:Uct the "IndustriD.l Park Bike p~th" from Dixon Street to Ruus e Road purswne to the California EnvirOtJmenta1 ~lity Act of 1970> 

as ~ended, ~d on November 2, 1976 approved its Neg~t1ve Declaration 

which has ~ell filed with the Cocml.ssloc.. - 'I'be Commission has 
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eonsidereG the Neg~tive Declaration ~C Notice of ~etermination in 
rendering its decision on this project, ~nd finds ~t: 

(a) Th~ environment.ll impl.'lCt of the prO"".I¢sed .action is 
insign1fic~t. ' 

... ' 

(b) 'Ibe plonned construction is the most", fe.:lSible and 
economica.l that -r,dll a.void Mly possible enViroomcnttll 
impact. " . 

(c) There <lre no known irreversible emrlroomenta.l <:h:mges 
involved in tbis project. ' 

CONCLUSIONS 
,... ........ ---------_ ......... 

. , 

On the ba.sis of the foregoillg findings> we cO!lclude tb:: t the 
~ppliclltion should be granted OS set forth in t~o ioll~~ order: 

ORDER 
-.,---~ .... 

IT IS ORDERED ~iat: 
1. !he City of HaY"'hard is ~utborized to construct c. bicycle 

and pedestr~cn cro$~ing ~t grade ~eross tbe. tracks of the ~ther.n ,,' 
Pacific Transr:·ortc.tion Compa.ny and a.t sepcrtleed grades under the 
tracks of '!be 'i:este=n Pacific ~ilrood C~~:lY along tbe Al.%1e~ 
County Flood Cont~ol levee adjacent to Industri.:ll P.arkwc.y in too 
City of ~YW.:lrd, Al<:medc. County" os set fortb in the findings of this 
decision. 

2. Within thirty d::.ys .:lfter completion pursuant to this order, 
.:lpplicant sh~ll so ~dvisc tne Commission in ·hriting. 

This ~utboriz~tion sb~ll expire if not exercised within two 
yeOlrs unless time be extended or if the a.bove eondi t10ns Clre not 
complied with. Autboriza.tion m:ly be revoked or moc1ified if public 
convenienee~ necessity or s~fety so re~uire. 
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'Ibe effec ti ve d:lte of this orde:.: sh~l be twenty days 
~fter the ~te hereof. 

DJltecl .:lot Sn,:, ~.jl(':""n , CJlli£orci~, this /./7t-
d.'ly of ________ two,6jo\oj!1 \,,:~,..~! .... J _____ , 1977. 

'''''0.1 
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