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Application of +toe City of Sacrazento

for aa*'o*ity t0 conauruc* LWo b-adc

grossi nss over joint Southern Pacific

;ranupo ation ozZpasy ané wester Appiication 60370
Paeilic Coupans rackage in sa~e C;t; (Filed Mazeh 20,7 19810

~

/
of Sacramento, State of Cali . g

203

AS part of for developmant of Joanston
Industrial Park Unis ity of Sacramento reguests
authoTity €0 construct two Crossings of Lathrop way av grade
2Cross tracks opercted Joinsly by Southera Pacific Tramsportation
Company (ZPT) and Westerm Pacific Railread Company (WF) in
Sacranesto, <acramentec County.

Tno City of Zacrazento is the leal agency for +this
project under tzc Californisa :nv-"ogne 1 Quality act of 1870
(CZQA), as azmended, Public Resoumces Code Sactions 2100C et ses.
Al%er prepa:a:;on ané review of an wnitial Siudy, the City of
Sacrazmento issued a Negative DJecglaration and approved the project.
Or Fedbruary 20, 1981, & Notice of Jeternination was filed with <he
Sacramento County Clerk which found that <the project will not have

signiflicant ellect o8 the environment.

Tne Commissicon ic a respozsidle agency for +his project
under CEQA and has independently evaluated and assesseld the lead
agency's Initial Study azd Negative Wdeclaration. The site of <he
proposed project has beexn inspected by the Coxmission stalfl.

The project is located just nortk of Sacramento's
central districet, aljacent to Stzte Route 160, and hetween the
naizn line tracxs of S21 and WrF. A portion of the industrial vark
is already developnd ané being used for commercial warchousing and
industrial act ies. il sexvice is presently being provided
in the deve_oped section of the industrial parx.

-1-




4.60376

By motion filed Moy 22, 1981, S2T requested thas
it be permitted to late-file a protest 4o Application 60376.
A copy of the protest was attached 4o <he motion. SPT's mo-
tion to permit late~filing of its protest was gransed By
Exaziner's Ruling dated June 1, 1%gl.
In i3 protest, SPT alleged thas she two Standaxd
No. 1-R crossing sigrns proposed by applicast ac protection
at each crossing would create a serious safety prodlem. In
e opinion of SF7, two Standamd No. 8-A automatic flashing
lzsﬁu sigrnals with cantilevers are ~otectior a%
€3cL ¢rossing to meet the needs of
3y letter of July 21, 1081 4o Zne Comzission,
agree‘ t0 the crossizg provection proposed by SPT.
y 28, 1981, WZ stated that it nad no objection
tecticn proposed by SPI.  Accoxdingly, SPU
t Yy letter of Cetovwer €, 1981.
20 unresclved protesis to tie application.
DOt necessary.

L

CPU) Cole Sections 1201-1205 to comstruct tws crossings
Lathrop Way &t grade across tracks operated Jointly by SPL azé

-

wZ ip Saeramento, Sacranmento Counsy.

- - » V' » » .
« Tequests auvhority uzder Fubdlic Usilities
L

L

2. The proposed crossings are Teguired To provide imoroved
tralfic circulation in Cohnston InQustrial Perk Tai< No. 4.

3. ZFublic convenience ané Zecessity reguire comstruction
ol the proposed railroal-nigaway crossings.

4. Fublic safesty regquires %has protection 2t each crossing
Do two Standard No. 8-A zutomati Llaszing-light signals witkh
cantilevers (Genmeral Oxder 75-C).

2. Applicant is the lcad agency for this prolect under
e~y 85 sxended.
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6. The Commission is & responsidie agescy for this
project and has independently evaluated apd assessed the
lead agency's Initial Study and Negative Declarastion.

7. Tze project will have no significant impact on the
environment.

Conclusion of Law

The spplication should be granted as
the following ordexr.
CRIZR
IT IS ORDZRZD that:

1. The City of Sacramento is authorized to conserucs
two crossipgs of lathrop Way at grade across tracxs operated
Jointly by Southern Facific Trazmsporitatioz Company (SFT) and
Westerns Pacific Railroad Company (WP) in Sacramento, Sacramento
County, at the locations and substantislly as shown by planc
Trached to the application, to be identified as Crossings 4-140.79~C
and 4-141.12-C

2. Cozmstruction of the ¢rossings shall de egual or superior
to Standard No. 1 of General Order 72-2.

5. Clearances shell conform to Gemeral Order 26-2. Walkways
szaall conform %o Genmeral Order 118.

4. DProtection at each crossing shall be two Standard No. &-A
automatic Iflashing-light signals with cansilevers (Gemeral Order 75-C).

5. Construction expense of the crossings and installation cost

I the sutomatic protection shall de borne by applicant.

6. Maznvenance ol the ¢rossings shall conform 4o Genperal
Order 72-E. Maintenance ¢ost of the avtomasic protection shall be
Dorne by applicant under IT Code Section 1202.2.

7. Construction plans of the crossings, gpproved by SPT and WP,
together with a copy of %he agreement cntered into among the parties,
shall be filed with the Commission prior %o comzencing construction.
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€. Within 30 days after completion, unler this oxrder,
applicant shall advise the Commission iz writiag.

This authorization shall expire if not exerciced
within two years unless tize dDe extenlel or if the ahove ¢on-
ditions are nov complied with. Authonizatior may be revoked
or nodified if pudlic convenience, necessity, or safety so
TeqQuire.

This order becomes effective 30 days from today.

Dased neg - 11981 . at San Francisco,
Californic.
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