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91287 . JAN 2 S 1980 
Decisio:::. No. ----

BEFORE 'l:':'::: PUBLIC UTILITIES CO!1KrSSION OF TEE STATE OF C.ALIFO!U'TIA 

In the Matter of the Application of ) 
The City of Costa Mesa to const~ct a ) 
City Street across the Right of Way ) 
or the Souther.o. Pacific Transp0X"t3.tion) 
Co:rpan;v- at South Coast Drive ) 

OPINION -_ ..... --...--.-

A:pplicatio::. No. 58?8? 
(Filed A-orl1 6., 1979" 
(kne::.e.ec( May 31 ~19?9 . 

The City of Costa Mesa requests authority to construct South 

Coast D:i ve at gra.de across Southe::l ?aeii"ie T::a:o.sportatio::. Co:panyt s 
tracks i:l the Ci~ of Costa !':esa., Ora.:lge County. 

The City of Costa Mesa is the leadage:::.cy tor this project 

purSUa:lt to the California Environmental Quality ~ct of 19?0., as ame::.dec.., 

Public Resources Code., Section 21000 et sec. 

After preparation and review of an I:li tial Stud.y, t::'e City o-! 
Costa Mesa issuec! a Negative Declaratio::. a:.c. approvec. this project. On 
N ove::lber 1., 1979., a Notice of Dete:=mination was i"ilec! with 'the O:::'a:lge 
Cou::::y Clerk w:b.ieh !"ou.::.d that "Mitigatio::l of poten.tial i:lpaet requi:-ed. 
Erosion - siltation cO::ltro1 p~ required to avoid c!egrading water 
quality. Agreement with the' State De:p3:I"t::le:lt of Fis:O anc. Game required 
to preve!lt wildlife iI:pacts." 

~he Co~ssion is a responsible ag~cy tor this ~roject 

unde~ C~ and bas. inde~endently evaluated and assessed the leadagency"s 
Initial Study and Negative Declaration. The site of the proposed ?rojec~ 
has also 'been inspected by the Co=ission staff. 

The construction 0'£ South Coast Drive aeross $outhe::-n Pacific 
Transportation Co~' s t:::,acks ~ll provide additioDal access., imp=ove 

t:::at!ic circulation, a:c.d. inc~ease eonve:lienee to existing and. projected 

developme:l.ts i:l the a..-ea. The project site is b an area that is, 

principally commercial and ag:icultural. ~l service is already bei:l.g 
provided to industrial facilities in the area. Although the Ini~ial 
Study !'ottC.d that this project could bave a sig::.ii'icant e!tecto::. the 
enviro:cment ., it was determined that there will not be a significant 
e!!eet in this case because of the mitiga:tion measores -wb1cb have: been 
adopted. 
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Notice of the application was published ,in the Commission's 
Daily Calendar on April 9 .. 1979. No protests have been receiveC.. '. A 

public hearing is not necessar.y. 

FINDINGS --------
Ai'te:- co:o.sidera ti 0:'.. the Commissio:o. finds: 

1. AP?lica:o.t should be autho::-ized to const:uct South. Coast Drive 
at grade across Southern Pacific Tra!lspo=tation Co:npa:o.y's t::acks i:. the 
City of Costa Mesa .. Orange County .. at the locatio::: and substantiafly as 
show::. by the plans attached to the application .. to be- identlJ;ied as 

Crossing BK-523.9-C. 
2. Co:a.structio:l of the crossing should ~ equal or superior to 

Sta:ldare. No. 2 of Ge:leral Order 72-B .. 
3. Cleara:lces should co::.!or::::. to: General Order 26-D. Walkways 

should contO!':l to Gene=al O=-d.er 118. 
4. Protectio:o. at the crossing should be four Sta:lc!ard No. 9 

automatic gate-type signals (General O::-d.er 75-C). 
5. For a period :lot to exceed. one yea:- 1'":-0: the date of this 

order .. protection at the crossing :lay be two Standard No. l-R crossing 

sig:ls (General O=der 75-<;). The signs sl:.ould be lettered .. both sid"es .. 

on reflectorized white background. No on-rail vehicle should ope:-ate 

over the crossing unless it is first brought to a stop and traffic 0:0. 

the s:reet protected by a :ember of the crew .. or othe~ competent 
e::::lployee of the railroad .. acting as tlagc.an. The flagman should pla.ce 
a mininn:::c. of two fusees on each side of the track prior to entry or 
the on-rail vehicle into the crossing. 

6. Written ~tructio:.s should be issued by the railroad to 
train:Qen .. o:;>erati:.g over the crossing .. to co:nply with the nag~...ng 
instructions. ;... copy of the inst:uctions should be filed with the 

Commissio:l withi:o. thi.-ty days after installation of' the crossi:lg. 

Suitable signs should be installed on 'both' sideso!' South Coast Drive .. 
calling the atte:ltion of traillme::l to the !,lagging i:o,:s:tructions. The 
!lagg:i.:ng procedu:::-es outlined herein. should re:lain in!tLll fo:-ce 'tmtil 
the req1:i~ed protection. is installed aDd operative. 
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7. Con.struction expense or- the crossing and. installation cost or 
the automatic protectio:. should be bOr::le by the appliea:o.t. 

8. r".ainte:l8!lce of the c=o ssiug should conform'to General O:-cier 

72-:8. Mai:ltenance cost of the auto:la tie protection should be Co::-:o.e by 
the appli<:a:lt pursuan:: to the provisions or- Section 1202,_20'£ the 

Public Utilities Code. 
9. Construction plans or- the crossi:lg., approved by the Souther.:l 

Pacific 'h-a:lS?0rtation Co::.pa::.y., together with a copy of the ag:-ee:nent 
entered into between the parties involved, should be filed with the 

Comission pri or to cOIllmencing. constru.cti on. 
10. A:ppli~t is the lead age:.cy tor this :project pursuant to the 

Califo=nia :E::lvi::-on:mental Q:uality Act ot 1970~ as a::ne::lded. 
11. The Co:n::ti.ssion is a I'es;>ensi ble agency tor tb.isproj ect a.:ld. has 

i:depend~tly evaluated and assessed the lead agencyts ~itial Study and 

Negative Declaration. 
12. This project "''ill ~ve no sig:ei!ic3:a.:~ i:lpaet on the environment. 

CONCLUSION --------- ...... -
O:l the basis 01' the foregoing findings, we conclude that the 

application ~ould be ~ted as set forth i:l the following order: 

.Q~~~S. 

IT IS ORDE'.REI) that: 

1. ~he Ci-:::y of Costa Mesa is authorized to construct South Coast 
Drive at grad.e ae::-oss Southe:n. Pacific ~sportation Com:patJy's tracks 

in the City of Costa Mesa" Cra:a.ge COtt::l.ty" as set !orth in the fi:o.di:lSs 
of this decision. 

2. ·withi:o.. thirty days after eOmJ)letion, pttrsuant to this order., 
appliea:lt shall so ad.ivse the Commission in writing. 
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This authorization shall expire if not exercised within two 
years 'Unless time be extended or it the above cond.i tions are not com­
plied ~~~h. Authorizatio~ may be revoked or moQi!ied ifpuolic 
conve~e:nce't necessity or safety so require. 

" 

The ei':t:ective date o!·' tbi S ord.er shall be tb:trty days a!te= 
the c.a.te hereo '£ _ 

Dated JAN 2'9 1900 't at San Francisco't 
California. 


