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Decision NO'. 91289 . JAN 291980 fn) f5) n rib n nry ~. n 
lYJlITl.u~U ll~wl.b 

BEFORE 'mE PUBLIC ~ILITIES CO~SION OF TEE ST~E OF CA:LIFORNIA : .. 
, ... -

Ap'Olicatio::l O'r the CITY OF ROS'EVILL'E 1 
1'or all order authorizing construction 
or crossing at separatea grades betwee~ 
Scow Road a:lc' the track. ot the Souther.c. 
Paci:Cic Railroad ComprulY. 

OPINION - .... ....- -- .-.. ..... .-. 

Application No. 59201 
(Filed October 12 .. 1979) 

The City of Roseville requests authority to constr~ct Scow 
Road at separated grades OV~ the tracks of Southern Pacific 
l'ransportat:1® Company's Shasu Route Main Line in the northern 

portion o~ the City of Roseville 7 Flacer County~ 
The City or Roseville is the lead agency tor· this project 

pursuant to the Cali~o=nia E:.vi:ro:o:nental Quality Act or 1970, as SJ:le:lded, 

Public Resources Code" Section 21000, et seq. 
J...tter preparation and. review 01' an Initia.l Study,. the City o! 

Roseville issued a Negative Declaration and approved the project. On 
August 23" 1979., a Notice o! Determination was 1'iled with the Placer 
COmlty Clerk" which fOl.md that "The project will net have a sig:li:Cieant 
effect on the enviro::o.:::lent. tt 

Th.e Cex:mission is a reSj;)onsible ageney tor this prej'ect under, 
CEQAa:o.d has independently evaluated and assessed the lead agency's 
Initial Study and Negative Declaratien. ~e site o! the propesed project 
has also been in~ected by the Commission stat!. 

The project area consists primarily of epen land that has been 
. set aside by the ei ty tor commercial and industrial use., The' proposed. 
grade separation would provide the necessar.y access to' this area for 
orderly aevelopment. 

N etice ef the application was published. in the Cemmissio:c.' s. 
Daily Calend.aJ:o:. on Octo'ber 16,. 1979. NO' protests have been received •. A 

public hearing is not neeessar.r .. 
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A. 59201 SD ' .. 

FINDINGS --------
After consideration,. the Commission finds: 

1. Applicant should be aut~orized ~~ CO:lstruct Scow Road at 
separated grades over the tracks of Soutb.em Pacirie T:t'aD.sportatio:l 
Com:pa.:c.y~s Shasta Route Main Line in the City or Roseville, Placer 

County, at the location a:ld su'bstantially as shown by the :r>lans attached. 
to the application, to be identi!ied as Crossing C-llO.2-A. 

2. Clea::~ces should 'be i%l. accord.a:lce with General Order 26-D. 
Waj,ko...~ys should coDi"Or::l to General Order 1~8. wal.kways adjace:tt to 
3::lY trackage subject to rail operations should be maintained free or 
obstructions a:o.d should promptly be restored to their original co:dition 

1:. the eve:lt of damage during constructio:o.. 
3. CODStruCtiO:c. a:ld mai:.te:'l.ance costs should be borne :i:l acco~ce 

wit:::. an agree:lent to be e:lterec. i:lto betwee::l the pa:-ties relative ther'eto 
a:ld a cO'Pyot the agree::ent, together with pla:ls ot. the crossiJ::lg approved 
by the Southern Pacific Tra:lsportatio:c. CO:lPa=y, should be. filed with the 
Co~s$ion prior to co::enci:lg constructiOD. Should the parties fail to 
ag:-ee, the Co:m:l.ssion will apportio:l the costs of construction a!ld 
:lainten~ce by further order. 

4. Ap:pliCa:lt is the lead agency tor this p::'oject P'llrS1la:lt to the 
Cali:Co=nia E:lviro:c.:le:o.tal Quality Act ot' 1970, as a:lended. 

5. The Co~ssio: is a responsible age:c.y for this project and 
has independently evaluated and assessed the lead ageney's·I:oitial Study 
a:ld Negativ~ Decla...'"'"3.tion. 

6 •. This project will have no sigc.ifiea:c.t ~ct on the e::l'viromc.e:o.t. 

CONCLUSION ----------
O:l the basis or the £oregoins !i:c.dings, we eo:c.elud.e that t:!le 

applicatio!l. should be granted· as set forth in the following order: 
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• • A. 5920l SD 

ORDER 
-..---~ 

IT IS ORDERED that: 
1. The City' 0'£ Roseville is authorized to construct Scow.Road at 

separated g=ades over the tracks of Southern Pacific Transportation 
Compa:lY's shasta Route Mai:l Line in the City of Roseville~ Placer County, 
as set forth i:l the !i:ldi::lgs or 'this decision. 

2. Witllin thi::'ty days a!ter completion, :pursua.:'lt to tbis o.c<ier, 
a:pplica:lt shall so advise the Co:cti.ssion in wrl ti:o.g. 

This authorizatio:o. sllall expire if not exere.ised~'it'b.i:o. three 
yea:-s u::lless time be exte:o.ded or it the above conditions are not, eo:plied 
with. Authorization '!Jay be, :revoked or modified it public convenience, 
necessity or sa!'ety' so require. 

The effective date or this order shall be thirty ,days after the 
date he:reo!. 

DateC.~A~ 20 19S6 
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eo=c1tl!li~e:" Clni:oc '1' •. 'D6d.""1ek,. "!:io!:ng· 
neccssc.rilya.beo:l.t" die. notlle.:rtie1:po.te 
i:1. ~o d!.:,J;l¢sitio:::. o~ tJl!.s' ~oeood.i:lg~ 
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