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Decisio:1 No.: 89687 

--~..-----

BEFORE ?nE PUBLIC UTILITIESCO~lISSION OF THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the matter of th~ ~pplic~tion of ) 
SOUTF~~~ PACIFIC T~~SPORTATION COM?luIT ) 
for o.n order authorizing the <:onstruction) 
:l.t grade of an i:ldustri3,1 spur track in, ) 
u?on .~d across Edison Highwuy in the ) 
County of Kern,. Stu te of Cnlifornia. ) 

o PIN ION 

Application No. 58195 
(Filed July;, 1978) 

The Southern Pacific Transportation Company requests :l.utho~lty 
to const~ct U:l L~c.ustrial spur track at grade across Edison Hi~hwoy 
ne~r the City of Bakcrzticld, Kern County. 

Egland Lumber Company, the indust~J to be served, presently 
:::,cceives rail sni::?::lents of lumber at Do leasec. urNl approxir..ntely 1,000 
feet to the west of its lumber Y:l.rc.. The proposed industrial spur track 
~ill provide rail service dircctly to Egl~nd Lumber Company's yard. 
As pa:::'t of the project; the existing spur trnck which SCI"V'es the leased 

nrea, and wr~ch ctosses Edison Highwny ~s a ?art of CroscingBT-,14.2-C, 
will ~c removed. 

The Commi~sion is the' le~d agency for this project pursuant 
to the Ca1ii'orn.ia Environmento.l Q,uo.li:ty Act of 1970, as amended. 
A:pplico.nt is the proponent for .the project and h:lS filed an Enviro:n:ncnt.'ll 
Data Sto.tement -"~ith the Coomission which concludes that tiThe proposed 
c:'ossi.."'lg will ho.vc no significa.."'lt i:np~ct on the environment,. U The ", 
Co!l'Oission t s staff haz reviewed .'l;">plicant' s proposal, inspected thes~e_ ... :. 
of tho proposed pI'O,ject, and filed a report which su:pports applic3.nt's·~'<." 
conclusion. 

Notice of the applicn.tion W!.lS :published in the Com...."'1ission 's 
Daily Calenc.n.!' on July 6, 1978.. No -protests have 'been received. A 
public hC:l.ring is not ncccszo.ry. 

]'INDINGS T _-.. _____ _ 

After consider~tion, th~ Co~rnission fL"'lc.s: 
1.7 Applicant should be authorized to construct an industrial spur 

track at grade ncross Edison Highway near the City of Bakersfield, Kern 
Co~~ty, at the loc~tion ~nd subztantinl1y as shown by the pl~n attached 
to the npplic.:l.tion, to 'be identified ,~8 Crossine B-31/-l- .. 15-C .. 
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2. Construction of the crossi~g should be equal or superior to 
Sta.."'lcarc. :No. 2 of G~ne!'al Order 72-B. 

3. Clearances should confor::l to General Ord~r 26-D. ·vlalk-,.,r,'lYz 
should conform to Generol Order 118. 

4. Protection at the crossing should be two Standard No. 9-A 
automatic 3D.t~-tY1'c signals with cantilevers (General Order 75-0). 

5. For a perioc not to exceed six months from thc dnte of thi3 
order, protection at the crossi.."'lg may bc two Standard No .. l-R crossing 
signs (General Order 75-0). The signs tbould be lettered both sidcz on 
reflcctorizcd white background. No on-rail vehicle should operate over 
the crossi~3 unless it is first brought to ~ stop and traffic on the 
hi~~way protected by a memoer or the train crew, or other compcntent 
employee of the railroad, acting as a flagman. The flagman should 
place a =inim~~ of two fucecs on eaCh side of the track prior to entry 
of the on-rail vehicle into -the crossing. 

6.. ldri tten instructions should be issued 'by the railroad to train
~en, opcr~ting over the c=ossing, to comply with the flagging 
instructions. A copy of the in~tructions should be filed with the 
COJ:l:'lizzion 'I,i thin thirty, c.?y.3 aiter inst~llati on of thecrossins. 
Suitaole si~.3 ~~ould be inzt~11cd on both sides of Eeison Highwny, 

, l' t' tt.... . .I!" t t' ~l . . t .j" • CD. ... J..."'l5 nc t:l cn,,;!.on 0 ... t:ral..."1.":lF.1l'l 0 !lC J. agglng lons ruc ..,l.ons. 
Flag~in~ ~roccdurcs outlined in Fjnmng 5 should remain, in full force 
t:...'"lti 1 the rco,uired rJ.utom!1tic protection is inzto.lled nnd operntive. 

7. Constr~ction cost of the crOSSing and in:::tnllo.tion cost ot the, 
3uto:::)atic protection should be borne by th.e applicant .. 

8. ~3inten~ncc of the crossing should be in accordance with 
Gc~er:ll Oree:- 72-B. Mn.intent'J.ncc cost of the autom~tic; protection should. 
be borne by the applic~."t .. 

9. Upon co~pletion of the new L~dustrial spur track, the existing 
sj)ur track ·..,hich serves the leased. nrc:), and whiCh is idc:ltificd as 0-

portion of Edison Highway CrozsL~e BT-3l4.2-C, Should be removed. 

10. It cnn be seen with c,crtninty thtlt there i$ no possibility 
that the o.ctivi'ty in qucztion may h.:'lve 0. significant effect on the e environmen t • 
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3D'" A. 58195 

CON C L U S ION S -----------
On the basi::: o~ the foregoing findings, we conclude th,.;''t't 

the n~plicQtion should be granted ~s set forth in the following order: 

o R D E R -----
IT IS ClRDE1~ED tho. t : 

1. The Southern P~cific Transport~tion Company i~ authorized to 
construct an in~.:u3trio.l spur track at grade across Edison Hig..",· .... o.y ncar 
the City of Bakersfield, Kern Cou."lty, as set forth in the findings of 
.... ".,.". d''''' v .... 1.... eCl..;,l on. 

2.. !dithin thirty days ~fter completion, 'pursuant to this ord~r ~ 
applicnnt shall so advise the Commission in writing. 

m".,· h' t' h 11 . .~.... . d. 'th O .... ~.lS out. or1Z::t ~on s .. 0. CY-p1re 1 ... no", cxerC:1.se \'::1. ... :1.n one 
yco:r u-"?1ezs ti:-ne be extended or if the .'lbovc conditions are not cor.l'pliec. 

~~"., " ,.., , d d ' ~ . d . &' .... 1· . 
J .. U ...... orlzn.tlon m.'ly ... 0 reVOKe or mo 1. ... 1e l. ... puo.J ~c conve:12.cncc .. , 

necessity ors~fety co require .. 

the dnte 
The effective dnte of this order Sholl be thirty days .lfter 

hereof. 

Dn.ted at san Fra.n~ , C.'11ifornio. , this ?::frtt. dZl.Y of NOV£MBER 1978 .. I' 

COm::l!S:·io:c.or Vor:c.on L. Sture;oon. boing 
neces:ar11y absent. didn~t participato 
~ ;tho d1:::pOS1 t.1on -ot :th1s proceed1ng •. 
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