
e Decision No. 92141· AUS 1 G 1980 
BEFORE ~:a:E PUBLIC U~ILI~IES COMMISSION OF ~HE S~ATE OF CALIFORNIA 

In the matter of the application or 
SOUTHERN PACIFIC TRANSPORTATION COMPNAY 
for an order authorizing the construction 
at grade of an industrial drill track in, 
upon and across Danti Court in the City 
of Hayward, County of Alameda, State of 
Califo~ia. 

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

Application No. 59592 
(Filed April 15, 1980) 

As part of the project for development of Tract No. 3555 
as an industrial subdivision, Southern Pacific Transportation 
Compa:lY request authority to construct an industrial drill track at 
g:-ade across Danti Court in the Cit:r of Hayward., Alameda COUllty. 

The City of Hayward is the lead agency for tbis project 
pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act of 19?0 (C~), 
as amended, Public Resources Code, Section 21000 et seq. 

After preparation and review of a Negative Declaration, 
the City of Hayward approved the project. On December 20, 19?3, the 
Negative Declaration was filed with the Alameda County Clerk whiCh 
found that: "this project will have no significant effect on the 
environment." 

The Commission is a re~onsible agency for this project ,. 
under CEQ! and has independently evaluated and assessed the lead 
agency's Negative Declaration. The site of the proposed project has 
been inspected by the Commission staff. 

The project is located on the southw~st side and adjacent 
to the Southern Pacific TrSllsporta tio:c. Company's mainline (L-li:c.e) 
traCks and southeast of the State Route 92 approach to the Rayward­
San Mateo Bridge. A portion of the tract is already developed and 
being used for commercial warehousing and industrial activities. 
Rail service is presently being provided in the developed section. 
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Applicant advises that the industry to be served requires 
rail service at the earliest possible date and, therefore, requests 
that the usual thirty-day waiting period 'be waived. 

Notice of the application was published in the 
Commission's Daily Calendar on April 16, 1980. No protests have been 
received. A public hearing is not necessary. 

Findings of Fact 
1. Applicant should be authorized to construct an industrial 

c.rill track at grade across Danti Court in the City of Hayward., 
Alameda County, at the location and substantially as shown by the 
plan attached to the application, to be identified as Crossing 
1-23.62-0. 

2. Construction of the crossing Should be equal or superior 
to Standard No. 1 of General Order 72-B. 

3. Clearances should conform to General Order 26-D. Walkwaj"s 
should conror.o to General Order 118. 

4. Protection at the crossing should be two Standard No.8-A 
flashing light signals with cantilevers (General Order 75-C) 

5. For a period not to exceed one year from date or this 
order, protection at the crOSSing may be two Standard No. l-R crossing 
signs (General Order 75-0). The signs should be lettered both sides 
on reflectorized white background. No on-rail vehicle should operate 
over the crossing unless it is first brought to a stop and trarfic on 
the roadway protected by a member or the train crew, or other 
co:npetent emploj"ee or the railroad, acting as a flagman. The :flagman 
should place a minimum ot two :fusees on 'each side of the track prior 
to entry of the on-rail vehicle into the crossing. 

6. Written instructions should be issued by the railroad to 
trainmen, operating over the crossing, to comply with the !lagging 
instructions. A copy or the instructions should be riled with the 
Commission within thirt1 days a!ter installation o!' the crossing. 
Suitable signs should be installed on both sides or Danti Court~ e calling the attention of trainmen to the 1'laggi:o.g instructions. ~he 
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!laggiDg instructions outlined herein Should remain in full !orce 
until the required automatic protection is installed and operative. 

7. Construction cost o! the crossing and installation cost 
o! the automatic protection should be borne by the applicant. 

8. Y~intenance o! the crossing should 'be in accord.a.nce ..... -ith 
General Order 72-B. Y~intenance cost o! the automatic protection 
should be borne by the applicant. 

9. The City o! Hayward is the lead agency tor this project 
pursuant to the Cali!ornia Environmental Quality Act o! 1970, as 
a=nended. 

10. The Co~ission is a responsible agency tor this project 
and bas independently evaluated and assessed the lead agency's 
Negative Declaration. 

11. This project will have no sigoi!icant impact on the 
e:lvironment. 

12. The industry to be served requires rail service at the 
earliest possible date; there!ore, the usual thirty-day waiting 
period should be waived. 

Conclusion of Law 
On the basis or the !oregoing !indings, we conclude 

that the application snould be granted as set rorth in the following 
order. 

o R D E R -----
IT IS ORDERED that: 

1. The Southern Pacitic Transportation Company is authorized 
to construct an industrial drill traCk at grade across Danti Court in 
the City of Hayward, Alameda County, as set forth in the !indi:c.gs of 
this decision. 

2. Within thirty days after completion, pursuant to this 
order, appliea:ot shall so advise the Commission in writing. 
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This authorization shall e~ire it Dot exercised within 
one year unless time be extended or it the a.bove conditions ar~ not 
complied with. Authorization may be revoked or modified it public 
convenience, necessity or safety so require. 

Cali!or.o.ia. 

The effective date o! this order is the date hereor. 
Dated AUG 19 Set) , at San Francisco, 

~. 
'/ 

'e . ...,11....-( r1 .... "-c< 

C0J2E)1~!S10nol" R1elul.r~ D. Cravelle. ~~ 
nocossarily ~b~ont. d1d not p~rtic1pato 
~ tho d1~po~1t1on ot th1~ procood~ 


