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Decision No. 87143 

BEFORE mE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In tne Y~tter of the application of ) 
the County of Yolo to realign Willow ) 1- N 51!~"'9 
Point Road across the Rights of Way of ~ App ~cation o. 970 
the Sacramento Northern Railway Company (Filed January 6, 1977) 
in tbe C~ty of Yolo 

OPINION .............. _---
The County of Yolo requests authority to realign Willow 

?oint Road, at grade, across the trac?.s of Sacramento Northern Rail
way's Holland Branch Line, Crossing 3.1-5.7, in Yolo COu:lty. 

The realignment would eliminate the existing curve i~ 
Willow Point Road easterly of the crossing and improve visibility 
~cl safety at the crossing. 

The COtl:'lty of Yolo is the lead agency for this project 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act of 1970, as 
amended. O:J. April 6, 1975 applicant filed a Notice of Exemption with 

the Yolo County cler!t. Applican: alleges that this project uis a 
non-major action which will not have a significant effect on the 
quality of the envirotmlent't and is therefore categorically exempt 
from the requirements of CEQA ;:.r; a Class 1 activ-i.ty (Existing 
Facilities) pursuant to Title 14 (Natu=al Resources), Livision 6, 
Section 15101 of the California Administrative Code. 

Notice of the applieation was puolisbed in the Cocmission's 
Daily Calendar on January lO~ 1977. No protests bave been received~ 
A public hearing is :lot necessary .. 

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

. 1. Applicant sbould be autcorized to realign Willow Point &oad~ 
Cros5ing 8J-5 .. 7, at grade, ac:oss the Holland Branch Line of the 
Sacr3l:lento Nor~hern Railway in Yolo: County, a't the location ane 
substantially as shown by the pla~ attached to the application •. 
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2. ?ro:eetion at the relocated crossing should be two Standard 
No. l-R signs (General Order 7S-C). The signs should be lettered on 
both sides ~ith bl.~k letters on a white reflectorized baekground. 

3. Construction of the erossi·:.lg should be equal or superior to 
Standard No.1 (General Creer 72-B). 

4. Clearances should be in aceordanc~ with General Order 26-t. 
Walkways sbould eonform to General Order 118. 

S. Construction cost of the relocated crossing ana installation 
eost of the warning signs should be borne by the ~pplicant. 

6. Y.aintenance of the crossing should be in accorcla.nce wi tb 
General Order 72-B. 

7. After completion of the relocated crossing, and its opening 
to vehicular traffiC, the existing crossing should be abandoned and 
phYSically removed. 

e. Construction plans of the crossing approved by the Sacramento 
Nortbern Railway, together with a copy of the agreement entered into 

4t between the parties involved, should be filed ~tb the Commission 
prior to cotm:::lcl'lcing construction. 

S. It can be seen with certainty tbat there is no possibility 
that the activity in question may have 3 significant effect on the 
environment. 

CONCLUSIONS ---...., ..... ---...,~-
On the basis of the foregoing findings, we conclude tbat 

the application sboulG be granted as set forth in tbe foll~-ng 
order: 

ORDE~ ........ --- .... 
IT IS CRDEF.ED IH.A.T: 

1. The County of Yolo is autborized to realign Willow ?o!nt 
Road, at grade, across the tracks of Sacramento Northern Railway in 
Yolo County, as set forth in tbe findings of this decision. 

2. Witb5.n thirty ~ays after completion pursuant eo :bis order, 
applicant shall so advise the Commission in writing .. 
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3.. ':his authorization shall expire if not exe::c:ised m thin 1:"'..,0 

years unless t~e be extended or if the above conditions are not 
complied with. Authorization may be revoked or modified if public: 
convenience, necessity or safe~ so require. 

The effective date of this o~Ger shall be twenty days after 
the d~te hereof. 

Dated at .-r---__ S:_~_n_FM._._. T'I_<!_lMO ...... __ , California, this ......:;;2:...9~0"--_ 
~ -v of . MARCH I 1¢77 ~., ________ ';1 .. 
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