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au~:'o~ity to co~=t~~c~ two c~o:zi~g$ o~ ~~th~o~ ~ay at s=aee 
across trQcks ope:~tcd joint:y oy Sout~ern :aci~ic :ranspo~ation 
Co~p~y (sp:) ~e ~ester: ?aci~ic Railroad Co:p~~y (~7) in 
Sac~a:e~to, Sac~~~ntc Co~ntJ. 

C.; ...... ,...". ~ae"""""'~"''''o .\;",," ". IIwI _~_ •• fII' iz ...... '" ".I.ea~ '" ag~"c'" "'0- ... ...,.: S .., .. \,; \,,;i. _r*-rtI ..... ,. ..... .. 

p:oject u:c=e~ t~c Cnli~o~ia Znvi~o=ze:ta1 ~ali~y Ac~ o~ 1970 
(~~), as a:e~dcc, ?ub~:c Resources Code ~ctiODZ 21000 et seg. 

Sacr~e~to issuee a Negative ~ecla~ation a~e app~ovee the project. 
On February 20, 1981, a Notice 0: ~ete~i:ation was ~ilee with the 
Sac~a:ento County Clerk w~ch !o~e that the project will not have 
a sig:ci~ic~t e:~ect on the enviro~e:ct. 

The Co::issic: i: a responsible agency ~or t~s project 
u:cder CE~A ~~e has i:ceepe:cde:ctly evaluatee and assessed the lead 
agency's =ni'tial Study ~d =\'egati "Je ::J~cla:,atio!:. The 5i te o~ t:o.e 
proposee project has oee:c inspected by the Co~=i5sio~ sta~!. 

The p~oject is locatee just no=t~ o~ Sacraoe:cto's 
ce:ctral district, adjace:ct to St~te Route 160,· a:e oetween the 
~a;~ l';~e ·-ac~~ 0'" ~~ ~"'~ .-.."...,;J. .. -. '-'_ .~..;.; ........... ~\",. WJ: • 

is already develop~d and being used !o= co~e:cial wa:C~OUSiDg aDd 
iDdust=ial activities. Rail service is p=ese:ctly being provided 
iD the developed section of the i:ceust=ial pa:%. 
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By :o~io~ ti1ee ~cy 22, 1981, S?T requested that 
it be per.citted to 1ate-~ile a ~~otest to A~,liea~ion 60;76. 
A copy or the protes~ was at~ac~ee to ~hc mo~io~. ~'s =0-
tio~ to pe~it late-tilins o~ its protest was gr~ted by 
Exa:i~er's Ruling cated June 1, 1981. 

!n its protczt, S?T allegee that the two St~da:c 
No. l-R c~ozsine sigcz proposed oy app1iea:t as p~otection 
at each erossiD~ would create a serious sa!ety proble:. !~ 

t~e opinion o~ S?7, two Staocsrc No. 8-A automatic ~lashing 
light signalz with cantilevers are reQuiree as protcctio~ a~ 
eac~ crossing to ~~e: the need: o~ public satetj. 

By letter o~ Ju1J 21, 1981 ~o t~e Co:=ission, 

.' 

a~?licant ag:eed to the crOSSing p~otec~io~ proposec oJ SPT. 
By letter o~ :~ly 28, 1981, W? statee th~t it hac no objection 
to the crOSSing protecticL proposec OJ S?:. Accoreinslj, S?: 
wit~drew i~s p~otest by letter o~ Oc~ober 9, 1981. 

..... , -"I ................ , ..... 

~~crc are no ~nresc~ve~ p=owez~s wO v~e app.~cav~oD. 

A public hearine is ~ot ~ccassarj. 
Finein:s o~ Fact 

1. 
c ..... .r:"i) C" <::' • ., 2· .... c:. ~ o~e ~Qct~o~s • O.-l~O~ to cons~~~ct ~wo crOSSings o~ 
~athro~ ~ay at g:act across trac~~ o~era~ee joi~~ly by ~ a:e 
~? in Sacraoen~o~ Sacr~en~o Coun~y. 

2. :he p~opo~ec cro~sings a:e reG~iree to p:oviee icprovee 
tra:ric circula~ion in :onnston =neuztria: ?s:k ~ni~ No.4. 

;. ?ublic eon7eLience aDd ~ecessity rc;uire const~ction 
0: the p~oposee railroad-high~ay crOSSings. 

~. ?ublie sa~e~:, ~ec;uires -:b.at protection at each crOSSing 
oe two StaDeare No. 8-~ auto:~~ic ~lashi~g-liSh~ signal= ~ith 
c~~tilevers (General Oreer 75-C). 

5. Applicac~ is t~e lead agencJ ~or ~hi$ proj~ct uneer 
C!~., as a:enece • 
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G. The Co~issioD is a respoDsible age~cy for tbis 
project and has iDdependently evaluatee aod. assessed the 
lead agency's Initial Study and Negative Declaration. 

7. The project will have no signi!icSD~ impact on the 
e:cvironcent. 
Co~clu~io~ o~ ~a~ 

The application should be s=~tee as s~t ~orth i~ 
the ~ollowing oreer. 

OR~:ZR - ..... --. .... -
~T IS O?~zaED that: 

1. The City o~ Sacr~ento is aut~oriz~d to co~st:uet 
two crossi~gs o~ ~a~h:o~ Way at grace across trac~s operated. 
jOintly by So~thern Paci~ic Transportation Co~pa:y (S?T) ~d 

Western ?aci~ic Railroae. Company (w?) in Sacra:ento, Sacra:e~to 
County, at the locations ane. substantially as shown by plans 
t~ ~ ~ ~. ,'.' • ~ .~ .',' e C . "140 79 c a vac~e~ to w~e app.~ca~~OD, wO ve ~~env~.~e as ross~ngs ~ ._ 

aDd. 4-l41.12-C. 
2. Co:struction of the crossings shall be equal or superior 

to Standare. No. 1 of General Order 72-E. 
3. Clearances shall confor.: to General Order 26-~. walkways 

shall confo~ to General Order 118. 
~. Protection at each crossing shall be two Staneard No. 8-A 

automatic flashing-light signals with c~tilevers (General Order 75-C). 
5. Construc~ion expense of the crossings ane i~stallatioD cost 

of the auto~atic protection shall be bOrDe by applicant. 
6. ~~intenance o! the crOSSings shall co~for: to GeDeral 

Order 72-E. r~i~teD~ce cost of the a~to=atic protection shall be 
bo~e by applic~t under PC Coee Section 1202.2. 

7. Construction plaos 0: the crossings, a~prov¢e by S?: and w,?, 
together with a eO~J of the agree~eDt c:teree into a:ong the parties, 
s~all be tiled ~ith the Comcissio: prior to co::eneins eonst:uetioD • 
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8. within,O day~ a!ter co=pletio=~ ~Dee= this oreer~ 
a,plicaDt shall aevise the Co~issioD in ~~iti~5. 

This autho::-ization shall e~i::-e i! not exerci~ed 
~~thiD two year~ uDless ti:e be extended 0::- i! the a~ove con­
ditions are not co:p:iec with. Authorization may be ::-evoked 
or modified it p~~lic conveDieDce~ necessitJ~ or sa:et7 so 
req~i:,e. 

Thiz o::-ee::- beco:es e::ective ;0 days !ro: toeoy. 
Da-:ee f!'.:C· 1 1981 , at San P:-ancisco ~ 

Cali:o:-ni.:.. 

_4._ 
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