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Deeisio:'l No. 88641 MAR 2 r 1978 

BEFORE THE PO'BLIC U~ILITIES COMMISSION O? THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

Application o! ~he City o! Eakers!ield 
!o::: a:l. o:-de:- authorizing construction of 
a eross~gat separ~ted grades between 
T::u."'<:t'I.m. Avenue and. the track of The 
Atehiso:'l, Topeka & Santa Fe Railway 
Company, sometime!: -re!er.red to as the 
"Truxt1::'J. Avenue Underpass"., P.U.C.2-889.4 .. 

OPINION -- ...... ------

.. 1' 

Application No. 57543 
(:8"iled Augtlst 31, 1977) 

The City of Bue:"si"ield requests authori tyto .construct 
, ,'", . 

a grade separation of Trt:xtto Avenue under the' t=aeks of' The 

Atclrison, Topeka a:J.d S3!lta Fe Railway CompSJl7'S YJainLi:l.e· i.:l. . the . 

City of Bake::s!ield., Kern COQty. 

The :priority list 0:£ grade separation projects for the 

e fiscal yeas 1977-78., as set forth inDecision 87496· dated. 

J'u:c.e21., 1977., shows this project as P:riority No.2. In order 

that thi.s proj eet :nay qualify for !isea1 yea::: 19'7,7-78 grade 

separatio:l i"':::nds, appliCa:lt requires .a.:l. o:."d.er from the Public 

Utilities CO:mUssion authorizi:l.g eonstru.etion which is· e1:!ective 

p::io:: to April 1, 19'78. ~e:::e!ore., the usual thirty.;.d,aywait·ing. 

period should. be waived. 

The City of :Bakersfield is the lead agency '£0:: this 

project purs-c.ant to the Cali!o:t':l.ia Enviromnental Quality Act. 

of 1970, as 3l:le:o.ded. J....fter review of 8. Nega.tive Declaration~ 

the Citj of Bakersfield app:::oved t~e project 3!ld 0:0. Pebrua..-y2" 1978 . 

tiled a Notiee of Deter.nina::ion with the Kern County Clerk which . 
.. 

l:"Otmd. tllat llTb.e :project will not have a signitieant ef!ectoD. the' 
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Notice of' the application was published in the Commission's 

Daily Calendar on September l~ 1977. No protests have bee:l. ·received. 
• >1\ 

A public hearing is not Ilecessa.~. 

F IN D I.N G S - ...... - -.-. - -" .... -
A.ft'e:- consideration~ the Co:::cri.ssion finds: 

1. Applicant shou.id be a't!thorizedto construct T:ruxtu:c. Avenue .'~: 

at sepa:ated grades 'U:c.der the tracks of The ·Atchiso:o.~ ~opeka. and. 

Santa Fe Railway CO:lPa::lY' S ~.l.8.iIl Line i:o. the City of Bakers!ield:, 

Kern Cou:o.ty ~ at the loeatio:l 8Jld sub sta:ltiallyas shown by pla:o.s· 

attached to the a:;;>plication~ to be ideIlti.fied as Crossing2~9.4-B .. 

2. Clearances should 'be in acco:'d.a.nce wi thGeneral Order2~D. 

3. 'Walkway a=eas should co:oi'orm to Ge:o.e=al Order 118. 

Waln-ay areas adjacent to: a:ly trackage subject to =ail operations 

should be :o.ai=ltaiIled free of obstructions and should p:-o:lptly 

be restorec. to their orig:iDa1 condition in 'the eve:l.t of~ge. 

du=ing construction. 

4 ... Construction a:.d ::.o.i:ltena:c.cecosts should be 'bo=ne u' 
accordallce ",'i th an agreement to be entered uto between the ps--ties 

=elativethereto~ ~d a copy of said as=eeI:lent~ together wit~ plans 

.o! the crossing approved by The Atchison, Topeka and Sa.:l.taFe' 

Railway CO:lpany~' should be tiled with the Co~ssion prior to 

commencing construction. Sho\41d the parties fail to agree.,. the 

Com::.issioD. will apportio:::l the costs of co:o.struction and mainte:c.a.nce 
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5. A~:plica:c.t is the lead. agency for this project pursuant 

to the California Environmental Quality Act o:r.1970:~· as amended~ 

and on Feb:rua.ry 22, 1978, approved. ~ts Negative Declaration. 

which has bee:l!iled with the Co:nmissio:rl. The Commission has': 

considered the Ne~tive. Declaration and Notice of:D~ter.:in:l.tion 

.in rendering its decision on,tlti.s project. and. !inds .. ' 

that: 

a. The environmental impact of' the propOsed· 
action is inSignificant. 

o. The planned construction is the most 
!easible and economical that will avoid 
a:tJ:]' possible enviro~enta1 i!:lpact. 

'. 

c. There a:-e no mo.-..rn i=eversible environ
mental changes i:o.volved iil this p::-ojeet. 

6. In order to quality for fiscal year 1977-78 grade 

sepB-~tion funds, applicant requires ~ order ot the C¢mmission 

authorizi:l.g CO:l.Stro.ction of the p::-oject which is e!1"ectiveprior 

to April 1, 19?8; there!ore., the usual thirty-d.ay wai tingperiod' 

should be ~~ved_ 

CONCLUSIONS ------- ..... - ... -~ 
~ the basis of the fo::-egoing iindings,we conclude 

" " 

that the application should be granted as set tort:!::.' in: the 
" 

.,. 

ORDER --_ .... ...-. 

I~ IS ORDERED that: 

1. The City o! Bakersfield is authorized to construet 

T:'UXtun Avenue at sel'catec. gra<iestUlder the tracks of The 

Atehison., ~opeka 3.:ld Sa:c.ta. Fe :Railway Co:npa.ny' sHain Line in 
. . . 

t!le City oi Bakersfield, Ke=nCo'O.n:ty., as' set !orthint.he 

fi:l.di:lgs o! this decisio::l. 
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2. 'Within thirty days after co:tl>letion" J)ursua.nt to tlli~, 

order, applicant shall so advise the Co:utissio:l in w:itilig. 

This authorization Shall expire i~ not exercised~thi:l 

t:l:l.ree years 'O:lless time be extended or j£ the above' conditions are 

not co:cplied with. Authorization:nay be revokec.o:" :modi~ied if 

public cO:lve:lienee, necessity or safety' so require. 

The effective date of this order is "the da.te hereo:r~ 

Datec. at __ San_' _l'_~ ___ , ____ , California, this ~ 

day of ___ I _MA_R_C_H _____ , 1978:' 


