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Decisioz No. :
BEFORE T=E PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION OF TED STATE OF‘CKLIFORNlA-‘

In the Matter of the Application of %
The City of Costa Mesa to comstruct 2 Application No. 5878
City Street across the Right of Way gFl led April 6, 1979)

of the Southern Pacific Tran5portatzon Amended May 31 +979)
Company at South Coast Drive

PINIOXN

The City of Costa Mesa requests authority %o comstruct South
Coast Drive at grade across Southern Facific Transportation Company’'s
tracks 1“.*he Civy of Costa Mesa, Oraznge County.

re City of Costa Mesa is the lead agemey for this project

pursuans to the California Emvironmental Quality Ac*‘o’ 1970, as amended
°ubllc Resources Code, Section 21000 et seg.

After preparation and review of an Initial Study, the City of
Costa Mesa issued a Negative Declarati bolal approved This. droject. 0.1
November 1, 1979, a Notice of Determination was filed wath the O*ange
County Clerk whick fouxnd that "Mztzgat;on of potential impact: feqn~#ed.‘
Erosion - siltation comtrol plan required to avoid degrading watex
quality. Agreement with the State Departuent of Fzsh anc Game *equzrec
to prevent wildlife impacts.

The Commission is a responsibdle agency for this p*oaec*
wder CEA amé has independently evaluated and assessed the lead agerncy's
Initial Study and Negative Declaration. Tke site of_the proposed project
has also been inspected by the Commission staff. |

The construction of Soutkh Coast Drive across Sout ern Pacific
Trapsportatior Company's tracks will provide additiomal access, improve
traffic circulation, arnd increase convenience to existing and projected
developments in the area. The project site is in an area that is
principally commercial and agricultural. 2Rail sexvice is'already being
provided to industrial facilities in the area. Although the Initial
Study found tkat this project could have a sigeificant effect on the
environment, it was determimed that there will not de a szgnz*zcan*

effect in this case because 0f the mitigation measures whlch have-been
adopted.
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Notice of the application was published<in‘the Commission's
Daily Calendar om April 9, 1979. No protests have been received. A
public hearing is not necessary. '

FINDIXNGS

After consideratioz, the Commission finds: -

1. Applicant should be authorized to comstruct Soutk Coast Drive
at grade across Southern Pacific T anspo_,a*;on Comparny's tracks in tke
City of Costa Mesa, Orange County, at tkhe loca ioz and substa_zzally as
showz by the plans attached to the appllcatlon » TO be—;dentlf;ed as
Crossing 3K—523 8-C. o

2. Coanstruction ¢f the crossing should be equal'or superior t
Standand No. 2 of General Oxder 72-B.. -

3. Clearances stould conform to Gene*al Oxder 26~D. Walkways
skould conforz to Gemexal Order 1l8.

4. Protection at the crossing should be Loud Standard No.
automatic gate-type sigmals (Gereral Oxder 75-C).

5. TFor a period zmot to exceed ome year frox= the date of this
ordexr, protection at the crossing may be two Standard No. 1-X c¢rossing
signs (Gememal Oxdexr 75-C). The signs skould be lettered, both sides,
on reflectorized white background. XNo on-rail vehicle should operate
over the crossing wnless it is first drought to a stop axnd traffic on
the street protected by a zexmber of the crew,'or othe““competent
exployee of the railroad, acting as flagman. The flagman should place
a minirum of two fusees on each side of the track prior to-enxry of
the on~-rall vekicle into the crossing.

6. Written imstructions should be issued by the railrocad to
trainzmen, operating over the crossing, to comply with the flagging
instructions. A copy of the instructions should be filed with the
Commission within thirty days after installation of the crossing.
Suitable signs should be imstalled on botk sides of South Coast Dxive,
calling the attextion of traimmer to the flagging inhtructLCns; The
flagging procedures outlined herein should remain in rull fb*ce wntil
the required protection is installed and ope“atzve. '
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7. Construction expense of the crossing and installation cost of
the automatic protection should e borne by the applicant. |

8. Maintenance of the crossing should conform to General Order
72=-B. Maintenance cost of the automatic protection should bde dborne by
the applicant pursuant to the provisions of Section 1202.2 of tke
Public Utilities Code. : ‘

9. Construction plans of the crossing, approved dy the Southerm
Pacific Traamsportation Company, together with a copy of the agreément

red into between the parties involved, should be filed with the
Comm:..ss:.on prior to commencing constmc‘c:.o

10. Applicant is the lead agexncy foxr this project pu.. suant to the
California Envirommental Quality Act of 1970, as amencded.

1l. The Commission is a responsidle agency foxr this project and has
independently evaluated and assessed th lead agency's Initial S’cx.dy an d'
Negative Declarat tion.

12. Tkis project will kave no. szsn:.f:.ca..: impact on 't...e envz*onment

CONC‘LUSIO'N

Oz the basis of the foregoing Lfindings, we conclude that the
application should be gramted as set forth in the following order:

O XDE R
IT IS ORDERED that: \ .
1. The City of Costa Mesa is authorized to construct South Coast

Drive at grade across Southexn Pacific 'I.‘ransporta.t~ on Coxmpany's tracks

in the City of Costa Mesa, Oraxzge Cozm‘;y, as set forth in the findings
L this decision.

2. Within tkirty days after conplet::.on, pmsuant to tb.:.s o*der,
applicant shall so adivse the Commission im wmt:.ng. :




.

This authorization shall expn.“e if not exercised w:.th:.n two

-~

years wless time be extended or if the above conditions are not com—

plied with. Authorization may bBe revoked or modified if publ:.c
convenience, necessity or sa;f.‘ety s$o require.

The effective date of this order shall be thirty days after
the date hereof. - ‘

Dated JAN 29 1985 , at San F:?ancisco,
California. | ‘ |
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