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SD, 

Decisio:l No. 90950 OCT 237979 rm,~n(rf)n' . .' .' 
BEFOR:!: 'lXE Ftll3LIC llTnITIES COmiISSION OF W'S.u~I4hORNlA 

Applicatio:l of the City or UniO:l Ci~,) 
a municipal co~ration or the Stat •. ~. l 
o£ Calif'ornia, £or permission to I. 

construct an at grade crossing,over: 
t'b.e Southe:::-:l Paci1'ic Transportation'; l 
Co:c:pa:o.y's railroad tracks at i' 
Tidewater Drive, in the Coun~y o~ . 
J...la:m.eda, State or California', ) 

OPINION 
--~--~-

Application No. ' 58908' . 
(Filed June 5, 1979) 

• 

As part of' a :residential development, the City of Union 
City reCj,ues~s aut=ority to construct Tidewater Drive at grade across 
Southem Paciric Transportation Company's industrial drill track in 
the City 01' Uni,o:c. City, Alameda County. 

, . 

The City or Union City is the lead agency for this project 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act o~ 1970~ as ame:lded', . , ' 

Public Resources Code, Sectio:l 2l000:et seq. ' 

After preparatio:l and review or an Initial Study, the City of, 
U::J.iO::l City issued a Negative Dec1aratio:l and approved" this, projec-e. On 
J~ua.ry 12, 1979, a Notice of Determination was riled with the'Ala::neda 
COu:l.ty Clerk, which rou:o.d that "The pro·ject will not hive' a significant 
effect on the environment. ,t 

The Commission is a responsible agency for this projec't,' under 
C~ and has indepe:odently evaluated and: assessed the lead agency's
I:litial Study and Negative Declaration. The site ot the proposed project 
has also been inspected by the Cocmission staft. 

The project is located in an area that was formerly· zoned' 
1'.1 (Intermediate Industrial) containing about 15 acres'. The. area. has 
'been rezoned to RS 6000 (SiDg1e~Fami1y Residential). The crossing' is' 
part of a City p1a:oned extension of Tidewater Drive. When com:pleted~,.:. 

the extension or Tie.ewater Drive ,dll provide a direct route between:; 
, ,'"I 

Whipple Road and Smith Street.' 
.. , ,I 

" , 

Notice of the a:p:plieation was published in the' Commission"s 
:Daily Calendar on J1me, 6" 1979. No protest,s have been received~' A· 

public h'eating is not necessary. 
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After eonsideration, the Commission finds: 

1. Applicant should be authorized: to construct ':ridewater Drive' 
, , 

aeross Southern Pacifie Transportation Company's indust,rial drill track 

in the City of Union City, Alameda County, at t:!:le loeation and sub- ' 

st.a.:o.tially as shown by plans attached to the app,lication, to be 

ie.e:l.tified as Crossing L-26.57-C. 

2. Construction or the erossing should be equal or superi or to ' 

Stsndard. No. 4-C of General Order 72-B. 

;. Clearances should eonform to General Order 26-D. 'Walbo13.ys 

should conform to General Order 118. 

4. Protection at tbe crOSSing sbould. be two Standard No. 9...;A 

au.to:latic gate-type signals ...n.th cantilever arms (General OI'der ,75-C). 

5. Parking on Tidewater Drive wi tbin 25 feet 'of the crossing 

should be prohibited. 

6. Construetion expense of the crossing and installation cost or 

the autOl:l3.tic protection should be borne by the applicant. 

7. l'T.aintenanee of the cros:sing. should be in aC,eord.allcewith 

General Order 72-B. Maintenance cost or the automatic protection sb:ould. 

be borne by the applicant pw:-suant to the proviSions of Seetl.on 1202.2:, 

o£ the Publie Utilities Code. 

8. Construction plans of' the crOSSing, approved by the ~uther.c. 

Paeifi e Transportation Company, together with a copy of'the' agreement' 

entered into between the parties involved, should be !iled'Withtbe 

Commission prior to commencing construction. 

9. Applicant is the lead agency for this project pursuant to the 

Califor:na EnviroIl:lental Quality Act of 1970, as amended.' 

" 
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10. The Commission is a responsible agency for this project' and. 
has independently evaluated and assessed the lead agencyt s Initi'al' 
Study a:l.d. Negative Declaration. 

ll. Tbi s :project will have no significant impact on' the el:l:~ron-
ment. 

CO!CL:2:,S!QN 

On the basis of the foregoing, findings., we conclude that 
the application should be granted as set forth in the £ollowing order: 

o R D·E R --- .... -
IT IS ORDEBED that:, 

1. The City of Union City is authorized to construct ,Tidewater 
Drive at grade across Southexn Pacific Tran~ortation Company's 
i:ldustrial drill track in the City of Union City, Alameda County, as 
set 1"orth in the fimings 01" this decision. 

2. Within thirty days after completion, pursuant to this oI'd.er, 
a:p:plieant shall so advise the Commission in writing. 

This authorization shall expire if not exercised within two 
years imless time be extended or if the above conditioJ?,s are no·t com-' 
plied ~"ith. Authorization' may be revoked or modified i1" public 
convenience, necessity or safety so require. 

" 'I I 
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", 

The et't'eetive date ot' t:cis order shall be thirty days 
after the date hereof. 

Dated _~QL.;:C=-T_2-.3_'_97_9 ___ , at San Franci'sco,' Californi:i. 

Co=::'~::iO'o.e:-___ ]O_lm' __ :e.--,B ... R_YSO_',;,,;;;,:,N""'z_'._f 7 

Pl-e:.e::.t bu.t :lot pm-ticipat1Dg., 

CQ~s~1onor V~~on L. St~on~ b~1ng' 
neco~~~l7 ~b~ont, ~id ~ot p~t1c1pato 
1:0. t.:b.o d.1:opos1 U:on 0: ~ procoo~ 

President 


