
I 

'-. • S::J 

Dccisio:l No. 91.473 ... # MAR 18 1980 

BEFORE TEE PUBLIC U~ILITIES COXKISSION 

Application of th~ State of California, 
Departoe~ of Transpo=tation for ~ 
order authoriZing the co~structio: of 
a crossing at separation of grad~ over 
the tracks of the South~rn Pacific 
Transportati 00 • s Los Angeles to Sa:l 
Francisco mail line tracks at 
app~oximate Railroad ~ile Post ,7.1 
~d Eighway Statio~ A,lOO in con=ection 
with the widening of State Highway 2,7 
in the City of l1ou::tai: View, COu::lty 
of Santa Clara. 

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

• 

Applicatio~ No. 59332 
(Filed Decemoer 13, 1979) 

hS pa=t of a project to ~~den a:c.d icprove an 0.8 :i1e segoent 
of Highway 2;7, the State of Ca1ifo~-ia, Department of Tr~spo~ation, 
re(tues-:s auth.o:::-ity to const::""'.J.ct a grade separation struct'tn'e to be QO'W:!l 

as Route 2;7-East l1ountai: View Overhead over the tracks of the Southe~ 
Pacific Tr~o~vation Coopany's Los ~geles-S~ ?ra:cisco ~~in Line/~ 
the City of l10Qtain Vieoil, Sa:lta Clara COQty. 

The State of Califo=nia, Depart:e::lt of Tra=;.5po:'tation, is the 
lead agency for t::'is project pursc.a:lt to the Ca1ifo=.ia Ulviro:'l!:le:.tal 
Quality Act of 19?0, as aJ:le:ded, ?ublic Resources Code, Section 21000, 
et seq. 

After pr~aratio:::. a:ld review or an I::litial Study, the 
Califo~ia D~art=ent o~ ~ransportation issued a Negative Decla:ation 
an~ approved the project. On February 29, 1980, a Notice of Deter.:ina~io:::. 
was filed with the Secretary for Resources which found that "the project 
will not have a signitieant effect on the environ:e::lt. ,. 

The Coxm:ri.ssio:::. is a respo:::.sib1e age:cy,!or this p::-oject u::.der 
C-~ and has independently evaluated a:d ass~ssed the lead agency's 
Initial Study ~d Negative Declaration. The site or the proposed project 
has also been inspected by the Comri.ssion star! ... 

The East !1OT!:::.tain View Overhead :lod.i~ieation program "'"ill p:-o­
vide much needed additional capacity for vehicles. It will widen an 0.8 
mile segme:t of State Highway 2,7 (Mountain View-Alviso Highway)' fro~ two 
lanes to four l~es. 
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This new two lane structtlre will parallel the existing two lane overhead. 
The project site is in an area which is p~cipally commercial and light 
manU£acturing. 

Notice of the application was published in the Com:issionts 
Daily Calendar on December 14, 1979. No protests have bee~ received. A 

public hearing is not necessary_ 

FINDINGS _____ iIIIIIIIIIII*- __ 

After consideration, the Commission finds: 
1. Applicant should be authorized to construct the State Route 237-

:East Mountain View Overhead over the tracks of the Southern Pacific 
Transportation CO:lpany I s Los A:ogeles-San F:-ancisco r.Lain Line i:l the City 
of Mountain View, Santa Clara County, at the location and zubsta:ltially 
as shown by plans attached to the application, to ~ identified as part 
of Crossing E-37.l-~. 

2. Clearances should be in accordance with General Order 26-D. 
3. Walkways should conform to General Order 118. Walkways adjacent 

to any trackage subject to rail operations should be maintained free of 
obstructions and should promptly be restored to their original condition 
in the event of d~age during construction. 

4. Construction and maintenance costs of the "State Route 23?-Eas-: 
Mountai:l View Overhead" should be 'borne in accordance with an ag:-ee:nent 
to be entered. into between the parties relative thereto, a::d copies of 
the agreetlent, together with plans of the crossing ap::;>roved by the 
S¢uther:l Pacific Transportation Co:::npa:lY, should 'be !i1ed with the 
Com:issio:l prior to comm~cing construction. Should the pa.~es fail to 
agree, the Commission will a~portion the costs or construction and 
mainten~ce by ru~er order. 

5. The State or California, Depart:nent of Tra:o.s~ortation, is the 
lead agency for this project pursuant to the California Enviro~e:ltal 
Q.uality Act of' 1970 ~ as amended. 

6. Tbe Commission is a responsible agene.y for this project a~d has 
independently evaluated and assessed the lead ~geneyts Initial Study a:ld 
Negative Declaration. 

? This project will have no significant effect on the environ:::n~t. 
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CONCLUS::O:; - ...... _....,------

~ the oasis o~ the ~o~ego~6 ~i~d~gs, we co~cluee that tbe 
application sbould be g:::-a."':.tec. as s-et fo:--=b. in-:ce !olloW-:~e; o:,c.e:-: 

o R ~ E R ---
IT IS ORDEPZD that: 

1. mb,6 S~~·e o~ Ca'~~o~;~ 
." '" .... , .... '-' .., --___ ......... 0. , it; 

ove~ the -::-acks of the Sou~~e=n ?8ci~ic T~an~o~-:ation Co~p~ny's Los 
A.:l.geles to Sa."':. Fro.ncisco !"iA.in LL"'le in thE' Ci-:y o~ M01.::.~ai~ Vie''':~ So.n";.'l 
Cl~ra Co~ty, as set ~or~h in ~he ~indin~~ of this decisio~. 

2. '..Ji thin thi~y cays o;'ter C o::rpJ.etio:;, :;:>U=SUO:l'~ to -:hi s oreer .. 
applicant sba1l so odvis-e tbe Co~ission 

yea:-s unless til:le be extended 0= if the aoove conciitions a:-e ;:.ot co:::pli.;-e 

with. ~uthorizatio: may be r~vo%ed o~ ~ocified if public convenience, 
necessity or sa~cty so :'cquire. 

iJ.'t.e e~~ective clnte of tbis o:::-cer shall be thi:-ty· ciays afte~ 
the ea";e hereo!. 

D!l.tec. MAR 18 1980 --------_______ , at San F:'<l.:';.cisco, Calii'o:':J.ia. 

CO==!e~1o~o~ C1~iro ~. De~ie~. ~~~~ 
~OCGSs~ri~ absent. ~rd :ot,~ici~te 
1:. .::;J;e diSJtOsi ~!.otJ. o! ~o ,!'oc¢od!.:g. 


