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• BEFORE Ta PUBLIC U'XILITIES COMr.ISSION OF Ti.:: STATE OF CALlFO~"lA 

• 

• 

In the Matter of Application ~ 
ot the City of Hanro::e., Kings 
County, Califor.nia, a ~unicipal 
Corpora.tion under the laws of ~ 
the State of California, for the ~ 
eonst=uetion or a Rail=oad Grade 
Crossing by a Public Street 
Over the Atchison, Topeka and 
Santa Fe Railwa~ Company's l 
Railroad in the City of Hanford 
(New Street Crossing No. 2-968.4) 

Ap~licatio~ No. 59484 
(Filed February 29, 1980) 

OPINION ...... _ .... -_ .... -
As part of the projeet to o?e~ a street between 11th 

A.venue a:ld G=een~ield Ave=.ue, the Cit::! or Ea=.!ord reg'Uests a'Uthori ty 

to construct a new public street at grade across the t:acks of The 
Atchison, Topeka 'and Santa Fe Railway Co:pany's ~~in ~ine in the City 
of Sanfore., Kings C·octy. 

The City of Hanforc is the lead ageney for this p:-oject 
pu:suant to the California En~nro~ntal Quality Act of 1970 (C~), 
as a~ended., Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq. A!ter 
preparation a::ld. review or a:o. EnviroIQental I::p3.ct :2epo:-t, the City 0: 
Eanford approved the project. ~ April 21, 1980, a Notice or 
DeteI':li:oation was filed with the 'Xulare County Clerk w!:.ieh fOUDd that 
"the project will have a. sigo.itiea:lt ertect on the envi:"o:l:lent. ,. 

The Co~ission is a responsible ageoc.y !or tbis project 
under CEQA and bas independently evaluated ~d assessed t~e leae 
agency's Environmental !m?aet Report. The site or the proposed pro
ject bas also been inspected oy the Co~ssion stat!. 

The proposed street opening will provide a co~ection 
between Green~ield and 11th Av~ues. It will help to relieve !uture 
traf!ic congestio~ on Lacey Boulevard a:ld 11th Avenue in the eX?a:ding 
urban area west of the railroad tracks. The new st~eet will pass 
thro~ the existing little league baseball tield east or the tracks 
and t·hrougn fallow vacant 18.:ld west 0'£ the tracks. 

Major adverse e!!ects 0'£ the project are the displace:ent 
of a city o~~ed little league baseball park, increased noise, alte-

... ..,. t t 1"4"...... ~ .. • ". dd . .. . 1 ra~~on o. presen ra._~e pa~~erns, an~ g~era~:l.on o. a :l.~~~-a 

traffic. 
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~itigation ~easures will include the rezoning of city owned 
property, architectural design, laodscaping,constructi~ con~rolz, 
and pree~ption of traffic signals at the adjac~t intersection with 
11th Avenue to alleviate traffic co~gestion. 

Notice o! the applica~ion was published in the Co:zizsion'$ 
Daily Cale~dar on Y~rch ,,1980. No protests have been received. A 
public hea=ing is not necess3-~. 

'FINDINGS ... ,.. ....... _--- .... 

After consideration, the Co=missioD finds: 
1. Applicant should be autho=ized to construct a new public 

street at grade across the tracks or The Atchison, Topei'"..a and Sa:rta 
Fe Railway Co:npany's Xain Li:le in the City of Ea::li'orc., Kings County, 
at the location ~d substantially as sh~ by the plan attached to 
the application, to O~ identified as Crossing 2-968.4. 

2. Construction of the crOSSing should be equal or superior 
to Standard No. 4-C of General Order 72-3. 

,. Clearances should confor.: to General Order 26-D. Walkways 
should confo== to General Oreer 118. 

4. Protection at the crossiog should be two Standard No. 9-~ 

auto~atic gate-type signals with cantilevers (General Order 75-C). 
5. Parking on the new street 'Within ;0 feet of the crossing 

should be prohibited. 
6. Construction expense of the crossing shoulc oe bo=:e by 

the applicant. Installation cost of the auto~tic protection should 
be sbarec. equally 'by a'Pplicant anc. the railroac.. 

7. Y~inte:oance of the c:-oszing shoulc co:;i'O:':l to Gene:-a 1 Order 
?2-B. ~aintena~ce cost of the auto~tic protection should be shared 
equally between applicant and tee railroad pursuant to t~e provisions 
of Section 1202.2 of the ?ublie Utilities Code. 

8. Const=uction plans of the crossing, approved 'bj The Atchison, 
Topeka a:od. Santa Fe Railway CO:.'lpa!lY, together ·..rith a copy of the 
agreement entered into between the parties involved, should be filed 
with the Co:t:Clission prior to com:oencing const=uction. 

9. Applicant is the lead agency for this project pu:suant to 
the California Envir~ental Quality Act of 1970, as amended. 
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10. The Commission is a responsible agency for this ~rojeet 
and has independently evaluated and assessed the lead agenc.y's 
Final Environmental Im~act Report. 

11. This project will have a signi!icant i~act on the 
environment; however~ the adopted mitigation measures ~~ll either 
eliminate or reduce the severity of the adverse impacts. 

CONCLUSION 
~- ........ -----..-. 

On the basis o! the foregoing !inding$~ we conclude tbat 
the application should be granted as set forth in the !ollo~~g 
order: 

o R D E R _-.....- ..... ~ 
IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. The City o! Banford is autho~ized to construct a new public 
street at grade across the tracks of The Atchison~ Topeka ~d Santa Fe 
Railway Company's Main Li::e i:: the City of E~!ord~ Ki:gs Coun~~ as 
set .forth in the findings o! thi $ decisio::l • 

2. Within thirty days afte:: cO:l~letion~ PU::Sua:::l:t to t!lis o::-der. 
applicant shall so advise the Co~~;ssion i::l w=iting. 

This authorization Shall e~ire if not exercised with~ 
two years unless time be extended or it the above cO::lditiaos are not 
complied with. Authorization:ay be revoked or modified it public 
convenience~ necessity or safety so ::equire. 

The e!fecti ve date o! thi s order shall 'be thirty days 

after the date hereOf. JUL 2 ~80 
Dated __________________ _ C ' .4- • a ... l. ... O!":l::.a • 


