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BAY LAND AREA STUDY TEAM
West Bay - Box 602
Brivbane, Calif. 94005

May 16, 1986

Chairman JOHN CHAFFEE

United Stzates Senate

Subcommittee on Environmental Feollution
Washington D.C. 20510

Dear Chairman CHAFFEE:

Please take Congressional notice that on May 21 the Interstate
Commerce Commission will hear oral arguments on their liquidation of
Southern Pacific for Santa Fe of Chicago under Stanley Mosk's 26 Cal.3d
520,535 (1980) off Berkeley.

Notice for these arguments says liquidation of SP will not
significantly affect either the quality of the human environment or
energy conservation.

In San Francisco Bay this liquidation involves adding 102 acres
of rail yards on the Port of Oakland and withdrawing 195 acres of rail
yards behind the Port of San Francisco in MISSION BAY for an additional
$2 billion Manhattanizatior of San Frauncisco over the next 15 years.

What has this to do with water quality in San Francisco Bay?

Abandoning MISSION BAY to rail yard use historically kills
sbigging on the Port of San Francisco south of Second Street. The
Port of Oakland is a perpetual dredging job. Dredsing promotes water
commerce bu* it decimates fisheries. The Corps of Engineers does not
bel_eve in upland disposal of spoils, which are dumped off Alcatraz
for theoretical exit out the Golden Gate. .Their dump is filling wp
and spoils are being deposited throughout the estuary killing benthic
organisms with heavy metals cediments. Life is disappearing.

SF Bay and Delta is the biggest estuary on the West Coast.
What is the objection of your Subcommitiee to keeping it alive?! Thank
you for the $12 million needed to study and perhaps reverse what's
happening:—- . e S S .
i ENTERED. S 0 WIIB»EVERY BEST WISH:
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SERVICE DATE

APR 2 3 1663

Decision

N

Finance Docket No. 30400

SANTA FE SOUTHERN PACIFIC CORPORATIC. -
CONTROL =~ SQUTHEERN PACIFIC TRANSPORTATION COMPANY

Decided: April 17, 1286

By petition dated March 31, 1986, applicants request that
oral argument be scheduled at the earliest possible time in May.
Hearings have ended and briefs have been filed. Argument will
assist the Commission in arriving at a decision in the case,
Therefore, oral argument is set for Wednesday,May 21, at 9:30

A.M,

Parties and members of Congress who wish to participate in
oral argument must indicate whether they support or cppose the
application and how much time they seek to speak. Parties must
inform John Hedetniemi, Room 2377, telephone 202-275-7760, by
close of business May 2, 1985. A decision will then be issued
setting a schedule for argument and speclfying any issues we
desire the participants to address. Parties are encouraged to
consolidate and coordinate their presentations., No participant
will be alloted less than 10 minutes, and it is anticipated that
the time for presentation will be divided equally between
proponents and opponents.

This action will not significantly affect either the quality

of the human environment or energy conservation. Bay Land Ares Study Team
West Bay - Box 602
Brisbane, CA 94008

It is crdered:

l. Oral argument in this proceeding will be heléd Viednesiay,
1, 1986, beginning at 9:30 a.m.

May 2

« Interested parties must inform the Commission that they
want ¢t articipate in oral argument, as stated above.
P P = ’

3. This decision will be effective on the date served.

8y the Commlssion, Chairman Gradison, Vice Chairman Simmons,
Commissioners Sterrett, Andre, and Lamboley.

James H. Bayne
Secratary




gTUDY TEAM
Box 602
94005

BAY LAND AREA

West Bay -
Brisbane, Calif.
December 12, 1985

REESE H. TAYLOR Jr.

Chairman

ViceChairman HEATHER J. GRADLSON

Commissioner FREDERIC N. ANDRE

Commissioner MALCOLM M.B. STERRETT

Commissioner J.J. SIMMONS

Commissioner PAUL H. LAMBOLEY

Commissioner ANDREW J. STRENIO

Secretary JAMES H. BAYNE Liquidating SP for Santa Fe of Chicag
ission under 26 Cal.3d 526,535 (1980) off Berkele
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§omﬁern

\ pubiic interest law firm
filed suit yesterday claiming
that the state owns 6¢ key
acres that run through the
center of the 163-acre South-
cof-Market site where Southern
Pacific wants to build its con-
troversial Mission Bay devel-
opment, A

The suit claims that the Legisia-
ture donated the 60 acres to the
acific and Western Pa-
cific Railroad commpanies in 1868
solely for railroad use and that if the
property is no longer used for that
purpose, it automatically reverts to
the state.

Southern Pacific, which bought
out Western Pacific in the 1940s.
forfeited the land when it applied to
the San Francisco Planning Comi-
mission in 1933 for permussion to
develop 1t for office, commerical
and residential use, the suit con-
tends

“They're trying to develop land
that they don't own,” said Lynn Car-

i 1s not using the central 60 acre
now. "A few old buildings and som:
unused railroad cars are sitting on
the land,” he said

The suit names Robert Valas
quez as the plaintiff. Carman de
scribed Valasquez as a part-time mu
sic instructor at San Francisco State
University and also the son of Anto
nio Valasquez, an attornev who
works for the Bay Area Legal Foun-

——daten. The 3-year-old foundation is

based in San Rafae]

The lawsuit also asks the court
to:

B Stop the city from any fur
ther processing of SP's application
to redevelop the land as a waste of
taxpayer's money

@ D-~lare the land. which was
former'y known as Mission Ba)
when it voas covered with marsh
ana water before 1868, public trust
tidelands

8 Order land put 1o public us¢
such as housitg for the handi
capped and low- and moderate.in

Heusins is & PROPRIETARY

man, attorney for the Bay Area Le-
gai Foundation, which filed the suit
in San Francisco Superior Court

Representatives for Southern
Pacific and the city declined to com-
ment on the suit yesterday, saying
they had not seen it.

The 60 acres in question are
bounded by Sixth, Channel, Third
and 16th streets. The area runs di-
rectly through the middle of the
area SP wants to develop.

“This lawsuit cuts the heart out
of the artichoke,” Carman said.

Opponents of the $2 billion to 84
billion development have contend-
ed that the giant complex will cre-
ate a second downtown. SP offered
last week to scale down its original
plans of 16.5 million square feet of
commercial space to include more
housing, and it agreed to donate 742
acres to the city for extra housing

But even this scaled-down ver-
sion ran into heavy opposition dur-
Ing @ two-hour public hearing on
Tuesday before the Board of Super-
visor's finance committee. The com-
mittee voted to spend 861 million to
acquire the 163 zcres through the
city's power of eminent domain
The proposal goes before the full
board Monday

Carman said that Southern Pa.

come people

The suit's crucial point is that
the state gave Southern Pacific wnd
Western Pacific 30 acres each in
1868, free, as a limited “easement’
for the sole use as a railroad termi
nus and that the two companies nev-
er possessed the clear title to the
land necessary to construct offices
or housing.

Bay Land Ares Study Team
West Bayv, Box 602
Brishane. € \ 94005

use of TIDELANDS, the MOST
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