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Decisio:l No. 90947 . OCT 2'~ 1979 . 
BEFORE TEE YU:BLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TEE STATE OFCALIFOmUA " 

In the Matter or the Application or thel 
CITY OF GARDEN GROVE to COXJ;struct a 
public street across arailroa, d or the 
Souther.:l Pacific Transportation Company 
at Hunt Avenue, Garden Grove. 

OPINION -----...--

Application No. 58452 '. 
(Filed November ;" 1978.) 

The City of Garden Grove requests authority to' eonst~ct 
Hunt AVe:l.ue at grade across SouthernPacii"ic Transportation Company's 
tracks in the City of Garden Grove, Orange County_ 

The Ci~ of Garden Grove is the lead agency for this project 
pursuant to the California Environmental Q,uality Act of 1970, as 
a::lended, Public Resources Code., Section 21000 et seq. 

Arter preparation and review of an Initial Study, the City 
of Garden Grove issued a Negative Declaration and approved' this pro,ject. 
0=. April 26,1979, a Notice of Determination,was filed with the Orange 
COlJllty Clerk which round that "Tb.e proSect will not b.ave 'a significant, 

effect Ol'l the environment." 
The Commission is a responsible agency :tor thispro,ject: under 

CEQA am has independently evaluated. and. assessed. the lead. agency' s~ 
Initial Study and Nee;a.tive Declaration. The site of tb.e proposed . .' 
project has also been inspected by the Commission start. 

The construction of Runt Avenue across Southern Pacific 
Transportation COltp811Y's tracks will provide additional access, improve 
tra!fic circulation, a:od increase convenience to existing a:o.dprojected 
developments in the area. The :project site is in an area that is 
principally commercial and light manufacturing. Rail service, is' 
already be~ provided to' some industrial facili ti es in the area • . 

Notice of the application was publis:b.e~ in the Commission's 
Daily Calendar on November 7, 1978. No'protests',have been rec,eived. 
A public heari.:c.g is not, necessa.r.r. 
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A1"ter co:o.sideration .. the Commission finds: 
1. Applicant should 'be authorized to' constru:ct H'lmt Avenue 

at grade across Southern Pacific Transportation Company' stracks ,in 

the City of Garden Grove, Orange County .. at the location and substan
tially as shown 'by the plans attached to the application, .to'be 
identi!ied as Crossing BAA-516.66-C. 

2. Construction of' the erossing should 'be equal or superior to 
Standard No.2 of General Order 72-B. 

~. Clearances should contorm to General Order 26~D. Walkways 
Should eontorm to' General Order 118. 

4. Protection at the crossing should be two Standard'No. 8-A 
automatie flashUg light signals with cantilevers (General Order 75-C). 

,. For a :period not to exeeed six 1Il0nths from the date 0'1" this 
order~ protection at the crossing may be two Standard ~o. l.;..R cro·ssing, 
sig:ls (General Order 75-0). The Signs should be le~tered .. both sides, . 
on ref'lectorized white 'background. No on-rail vehicle sb.ould.operate 
over the crossing 'lm.less it is first brought to a stop and traffic on 
the street :proteeted by a member of the crew, or other competent 
e:?loyee or the railroad.. aeting as a flagman. ~b.e :C1ag:ma.n

i

"should 
place a minimum of two fusees on each side of the traCk prior to 
entry of the on-rail vehicle into the crossing. 

6. Written instructions should 'be issued by the railroad to 
trai=en .. operating over the crossing .. to comp·ly with the flagging 
instro.ctions. A copy or the instructions should be filed 'With the. 
Com:nission within thirt;y days after installation of thecI'OSsing. 
Suitable. signs should be i:c.stalled on both sides of. Hunt Avenue .. calling 
the attention of· trainmen to the fla.gging instru.ctions •. ' :Flagging 
procedures outlined herein should remain in1'Ull torce until the req,.tired 
automatic protection is installed and operative. 

? Construction expense or the crossing and installation cost of 
the automatie protection should be borne by the applicant. 
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8. f"..aintenance of the crossing should conform to General Order 
72-:8.. f'.4Cli:c.tenance cost of the automatic p~'otection should be. borne 
by the appliea:c.t pursuant to the prons,ions," of Section 1202 .. 2' 'o,r. the 
Public Utilities Code. 

9. construction plans of the crossing approved by the' Southern 
Pacific Tra:.sportation Company., together' with a copy o! the agreement, 
entered into between the parties involved, should be' !iledwith the 
Commission prior to commencing construction. 

10. Applicant is the lead a.gency for this project pursuant to 
the California Environme:o.tal Q.uality Act of 1970, as: cuuended .. 

11. The Com:ri.ssion is a reSJ):onsib1e agency for this project and 
has independently evaluated and a.ssessed the lead agency's, Initial 
Study and Negative Declaration. 

12. This project will have no significant impact on the envrion
::le:lt. 

CONCLUSION -----,-----

On the basis or the foregoing findings, we conclude that 
the application should be granted as set forth in th~:: fo·llowlng order: 

;, 
j,I' 

'. , 
"f, 

" 

IT IS ORDERED that: 
1. The City or Garden Grove is authorized to construct Hunt 

Avenue at grade across Southern Pacific Transportation Company 's 

" 
<' 

. '. 

tracks in the City or Garden Grove, Orange COU'llty, as set. forth in the:: 
rindings o~ this decision .. 

2. within thirty days atter completion, pursuant to this order, .. 
appliCa::lt shall so advise the Commission in writing. 

This authorization shall expire it not exercised within 
two years unless time be extended or it the above conditions, are not 
complied. 'With. Authorization may be revoked oX" modified it public 

convenience, necessity oX" sa!ety so require. 

,. 1 

/' 
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The effective date or this order shall be thirty days. 
after the date hereof. 

Dated OCT 23 1979 
Calitor.cia. 

CO='1:.s.io:c.C:-_, _.:.10.;,.l:J1\;;;;:,;' ·_E:;::.:..B"",Rw.YS..I.W.loO""N~·_,_ ... s. 

Co:c1s::1o:lor VO!'llon L. "S'turgeon~ bo1J:lg 
necc~~~1l7.~~SO:t. d1~ not ~1e1pa'to 
in 'tho d1:po~ tio:c. ot th1:; p:r~o~ •• 

, at San Francisco, 

. President' 


