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NOV 22 2010 Public Utilities

DOCKETING DIVISION
Public Utiiisies Commission of Ohio

Memo

To: Docketing Division
From: Gecrge Martin, Grade Crossing Planner, Rail Division

Re:  Inthe matler of the authorization of the Wheeling & Lake Erie Railway to install active grade
crossing waming devices in Summit County

Date: November 22, 2010

Commission of Ohio

The Chio Rail Development Commission (ORDC) has authorized funding for the Wheeling & Lake Erie
Railway (WE) 1o install mast-mounted flashing lights and roadway gates at the iollowing locations in
Summit County:

SR 82/Aurora Rd, City of Twinsburg, DOT# 4726891
SR 91/Darrow Rd, City of Twinsburg, DOT# 475950G

These crossings were surveyed due to a constituent complaint through the Angeis on Track
Foundation. The crossings were surveyed on September 13, 2010, and were found to warrant the
upgrades.

These projects are actual cost and will be federally funded. Stalf requests an Entry with plans and
estimates 1o be submitted to the Commission and ORDC within 90 days and compietion within one
year. Upon approval cf the plans and estimates by ORDC construction may commence. A suggested
case coding and heading would be;

PUCO Case No. 10- ,2 7% -RR-FED In the matter of the authorization of the Wheeling & Lake
Erie Railway to install active grade crossing waming devices in Summit County

158 18 to certify that the mages 3pDearing axe ah
Egcurm:a and cnm:{ete reproduction oL i <& éile .
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C: Legal Department

Please serve the following parties of record.
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Ms Susan Kirkland
Ohio Rail Development Commission
1880 W Broad St, 2™ Floor

Columbus, Oh 43223

Mr Dan Reinsel
Wheeling & Lake Erie Railway
100 E First St

Brewster, Oh 44613

Ohio Edisan
1910 W Markel St

Akron, Oh 44313

Mr Mark Thomas
ODOT District 4
2088 S Arlington Rd

Akron, Oh 44306

Ms Amy Mohr
City Engineer
10075 Ravenna Rd

Twinsburg, Oh 44087
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OH10 RAIL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION
TO: George Martin, Planner, Railroad Division, PUCO
FROM: Susan Kirkland, Manager, Safety Section, ORDC

BY: Cathy Stout, Safety Section, ORDC %5 ‘

SUBJECT: Summit County, Wheeling & Lake Erie Railroad (WLE)
SR 82-9.19 Aurora Road, AAR# 472689L
SR 91-20.36 Darrow Road, AAR# 475950G
PID No. 89405

DATE: November 22,2010

The Ohio Rail Development Commission (ORDC) established a diagnostic review at the subject
focations on September 13, 2010, The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO) attended
the review. The Diagnostic Team recommended the installation of flashing lights and roadway
gates. A copy of the diagnostic review form is attached.

The warning device improvement project on Aurora Road was requested by a constituent through
The Angels on Track Foundation website, The warning device improvement on Darrow Road is
in close proximity to Aurora road. The ORDC will fund the project by reimbursing WLE at
100% of eligible costs,

Please issne an Order for the project outlined above. This construction authorization is made
with the stipulation and understanding that any field work needs prior approval before the work
begins. This authorization is made with the stipulation and understanding that an approved
estimate may contain entries for items or activities that may be cited and found to be ineligible
for federal participation during the project audit.

Thank you for your assistance with these matters.

Attachment: Diagnostic Reviews (2}

c: M. Forté (file)
Dan Reinsel, WLE




' Ohio Rail Development Commission
1980 W. Broad Street, 2nd Floor
Columbus, OH 43223

Diagnostic Review Team Survey
Drate: 4‘;!3 - 20\O

Slreet or Road Name:

| A\ﬁ“am Re:&

Route/Road Number AAR-DOT Noy:
(ie. Twp, Co, SRor US) SaT2. @ 2. (incude SLM St or Usrome) Q| (¢ U477 oo |
County: . Townshig: ity g2 : N

Satnmit @f’br@ Tuwinskus s
Raileoad Raillroad . Branch/Line
MName: Wil = JJfb Division: C,L{EVE LAND Mamne:
Nearest RR fR Milepost:

Fools Sci

Fimetable Station

{Include: Name - Organization ~ Phone Number)

. __MiKE ForTe ORDL Gl 3149287
2. Erw k/m'sn, wddllE 320 - GoY w20

3 , Mol A2 332 203 b33
4. Mav e ’ﬂn;mms Oi)of qul 3 330~ 186~ ‘[‘K‘{G
5 (MORLE_ MptTn) PU o LV 153 - 107
6.

7.

8.

9.

Type of Warmng Devices Instalied] N Quantity/Comments

Advance Warning Signs Yes No % |

‘Stop’ Signs 71 Yes (Y1 No )

‘Stop Ahead’ Signs ] Yes No

Pavement Markings (Yes (J Ne B St oes bk BR v.m Q,méf
Crossbucks Yes [1 Ne 2. gh,f\iﬁva

Number of Tracks Signs ] Yes No

fnventory Tags [AYes Hider—

Interconnected Highway Traffic Signal [ Yes No

Mast-Mounted Flashing Lights [7] Yes [ No

Cantilever Flashing Lights [1] Yes [¢] No Number: Length:
Side Lights [ Yes [¥l No

Automatic Gates [].xes No Number: Length:
Bells [¥] Yes |

Sidewalk Gate Arms [] Yes [¥] No

‘No Turn’ Signs []Xes i/} Mo

llumination V] Yes ONe

Is crossing flagged by train crew! [] Yes | No
Oter | Ve N

UPDATED (12/2008)




Initial Information (from database) Revised
S et | |- 2/23/08
Hazard Ranking s Date Rum: §-2%~ 2
R5 Dad-Lia : : 'E‘ T
Railroad Characteristics Initial Information (from datahase) Revised
Total trains per day 2.
< | per day
Day thru trains {
Night thru trains {
Daytime switching maovements )
Nighttime switching mavements ()
Total number of tracks {
Number of main tracks i
Number of other tracks )
Maximum train speed R 1
Typical train speed T
Amtrak NO

If non-gated crossing, is clearing sight distance adequate in alf quadrants? (See Table I} [] Yes [ Ne

If multiple tracks, can two trains occupy crossing at the same time? [ Yes
Can one train block the motorists’ view of another train at crossing? [ ] Yes {Explain below

ONe  (NA

[INe

if yes, Crossing DOT #(if different)

If yes, distance
) S

Are there other track{s) crossing this same roadway within 100 ft of this crossing? [ ] Yes

A No

{take measurement between track centerlines at closest point along roadway)

Y of ThWinskhusa

Roadway Characteristics Initial Information (from database) Revised
Average daily traffic y LY ey (200% ( 2003)
Highway paved ; if] Yes [ Ne [} Yes ] MNo

Roadway Surface: [Q'] Blackwep [] Gravel

[J Concrete [JOther

Roadway width: 28 &

Number of highway lanes

2

Urban or Rural Uq.\_) Tt
Vehicle Speed: &5 MPH )
School Bus Operation: ] No gYes ) Amount

Hazardous Materials Trucks; [[] No

{ﬂ_ Yes Amount

Sheulders: {7] No ¥] Yes

Is the shoulder surfaced? [ No

pd
m"(e 5

Is there existing guardrail along roadway in crossing vio.:,inity? [ Ne

[ Yes

Is stopping site distance adequate? (See Table 2) @lYes [ Neo

If na, deficient approach(es)

Quadrant

None

Curb and Gutrer:
[} Functional (Curb height = 4” or more)
{71 Non-functional (Curb height = Less than 4%

O
0

Quadrant

Curb and Gutter:
Functional (Curb helght = 4" or more)
Man-functional {Curb height = Less than 4™

None

UPDATED (12/2006)




Pedestrians; [1No [ Yes
Is sidewalk present! [ Na ] Yes

is there a nearby intersection that could ¢ause queuing over the crossing? | Mo ] Yes
If yes,
Distance
Is this intersection signalized? [} No [ Yes
Are the signals currently interconnected with the existing crossing warning devices? [ ] Ne [] Yes
Is it the consensus of the Diagnostic Review Team that thit is 2 potential closure project: _4No ] Yes

Explain reasons:

el Open Space 7] Institutional Location of nearby schools

(] Industrial [[] Commercial
B Resndennal

lB_f‘i'es
Utility Provider (Company Name) (st EN&:QGV Phone Number
MNearest Available Power Source A‘r X { ’UC‘?

What other utilities are present? GA,S L L-DCTR iC P H GA}I’Z CAALE

is comrnem;al power available? [:I Mo

Is there potential utility conflice{s) {]Yes ' [JNe [ Unknown

Quadrants Needed

{B/Instaii!upgrade active devices

[ ] Automatic Flashing Lights (AFLS)
7] AFLS /Carus
{A AFLS ] Gates

[C] AFLS f Gates / Cants

[ Upgrade circuitry

[] Sidelights
[] Guardrail Needed

[ InstalliReplace curb
1 Other (define)

Comments:
BELL - WHILE  Dece b NA

{1 Instaltfupgrade traffic signal preemption

{71 Mo improvements needed'
[} Cther (defing)

UPDATED {12/2006)




i
Sidewalk Y a
el 1
h
Parkway NA ‘
b
Roadway \2 '
4
2 1 {  Roadway
i
4
N A ' . Parkway
i
4 .
i NA Sidewalk
VT

)

Show North
Direction

£ -
Crossing Angle [_] 0-29" [ 30-59° ME»O-QO" Measured in 66 Quadrant!

Measurements by: M

UPDATED (12/2008)




ol ELEe & AN

—
g B2
PHonNE

Crossing Angle DU-29° D 30-59° lj 60-90°  Measured in ﬁﬁ Quadrant}

Sketch by: f’ PQ q

UPDATED (12/2006}




TABLE | Table 2
Clearing Sight Distances Stopping Sight Distances
i e L I e L
{1.20 240 ) 0 nfa
15 T 3 0
20 430 10 70
25 600 I5 105
30 720 20 135
35 840 25 180
40 960 30— N
45 1080 P 280 )
50 1200 S~ T 40
55 1320 45 410
60 - 1445 30 490
65 1560 55 570
70 1680 60 660
75 1800 65 760
80 1920 70 865
85 2040 Source: R-H Grade Crossing Handbook Table 36 (pp. 132-133)
%0 2160 MNates:

Source: R-H Grade Crossing Handbook Table 36 (pp. 132-133)
Motes:

All caleulated distances are rounded up to the next higher 5-
foot increment.

Distances indicated are for 65-1t double hottom semi-tractor
trailers and level single track 90 degree crossings; and may
need to be adjusted for multiple tracks, skewed crossings ar
approaches on grades.

Clearing Sight Distance is to be measured in each vehicle
travel direction at pon-gated crossings as viewed from a point
25 feet from centerline of nearest track in the center of
whichever travel lane is nearest the direction along track
being measured,

All caleulated distances are rounded up to the next higher 5-
foat increment.

Distances indicated are for 65-ft double bottom semi-tractor
trailers on dry level pavements.

Stopping Sight Distance is to be measured on each roadway
approach 1o crossing from stop bar.

UPDATED {12/2006)




Ohio Reil Development Commission
1980 WV. Broad Street, 2nd Floor
Columbus, CH 43223

Diagnostic Review Team Survey

Route/Road Mumber

{i.e. Twp., Co,, SR or LUS) SR ('L\ {include SLM if Stave or US route) 20, R v

AAR-DOT

Neo.

U2Sas06

Coun ovrashi . <
T G apanit s (ﬁ'ﬁ% Twinslousa
Railroad . ilroad Branchit}
Mame: \/\f L. E_, Sy 3'3?\4‘:;?:“‘ C,LEV&LA)\}P N?nl\': b
Mearest RR — N RR Milepost:
Timetat:le Station; VO.,\\'E":; SC_;\' il | a\ 4 ‘6

{Include: Name ~ Organization - Phone Numbor)

. Mike Forte

Cid-GOh-0283

2 Ray Kolasa

130 -G0%.8700

5. (Oalkbg MAaRn L

L%-752- 9107

M.

Cire oflewasbe,

Mavk Thomas

30\963 -6
(330) 796~ 4%40

4
5
6,
7
8
9

'M,'Type of Warnlng Dewces

installed?

UPDATED (1 2/2006)

Quantity/Comments
Advance Warning Signs E Yes [} No Z-
‘Stop’ Signs [ Yes i) No
‘Stop Ahead’ Signs  Yes MNO »
Paverment Markings [} Yes [} Ne <t p v
Crossbucks [} Yes " No
Number of Tracks Signs [ Yes {#] No
Inventory Tags [ Yes
Interconnected Highway Traffic Signal [ Yes 7} No aNA
Mast-Mounted Flashing Lights 1 Yes [#] Mo
Cantilever Flashing Lights Yes [} Ne Number: 2 Length:
Side Lights [7] Yes No
Automatic Gates  Yes [P No, Number: Length:
Bells Fres— @410 A
Sidewatk Gate Arms ] Yes {A No .
‘No Turn’ Signs [ Yes /] No
Niumination [F¥es [[] Mo
Is crossing flagged by train crew? [ yes {¥i No
Other Z VWEVEN WRATK STUNS —To|&€

_'4;‘3' i
T R

2.5 i 3L P L SR




Initial Information {from database) Revised

MNumber & dates of crashes
in previcus 5 years O

Date Run: 8=23%~ ()

Railroad Characteristics Initial Information (from database) Revised

Total trains per day e T

< | per day ‘

Day thru trains |

Night thru trains \

Daytime switching movemnents 7

Nighttime switching movements o
Total number of tracks !

Number of main tracks |

Number of other tracks o)

Maximum train speed X (/O —aeﬁ“'

Typical train speed

Amrerak 1%

If non-gated crossing, is clearing sight distance adequate in aff quadrants? (See Table 1) [Q’{es \m

If multiple tracks, can two trains occupy crossing at the same time? [ ]Yes [ JNe NA
Can one train block the motorists’ view of another train at crossing? [ | Yes (Explin below) O Ne N A

Are there other track(s) crossing this same roadway within 100 ft of this crossing? [ ] Yes Mo

If yes, Crossing DOT #(if different) _
If yes, distance (take measurement between track centerlines at closest point along roadway)

Local Highway Authori (/:-\-\j - v\j‘\g\_L 7

Roadway Characteristics Initial Information (from database) Revised
Average daily traffic y ‘WOO {ZU‘OT)
Highveay paved 7] Yes {INo [J Yes O Ne

Raadway Surface: [7] Blacktop [ Gravel [J Concrete [[JOther

Roadway width: 2% .

MNumber of highway lanes e
Urban or Rural (LT
Vehicle Speed: MPH - '

School Bus Operation: [} No @,’YES Amount?,, SCpol ©N STREET

Hazardous Materials Trucks:, [ ] No Ef'fes 3 ’g:_ Amount

Shoulders: [ [ No 1 Yes

rd
Is the shoulder surfaced? [ ] No 1 Yes

"
fs there existing guardrail along readway in crossing vicjpity? O No B’Yes

Is stopping site distance adequate? (See Table 2) Eers [CINo I no, deficient approach(es)

Quadrant Curb and Gutter; Quadrant Curb and Gutter:
[[] Functional (Curb height = 4" or more) [C] Functional (Curb height = 4" or more)
[] Non-functional (Curb height = Less than 4") [} MNon-unctional {Curb height = Less than 4")
None Nene

UPDATED (12/2006)



file:///QooO

Pedestrians: E/No o [)Yes
Is sidewalk present! [¥No [ Yes

Is there a nearby intersection that could cause queulng over the crossing! j4'No [ Yes
If yes,
Distance
Is this intersection signalized? [] No [] Yes
Are the signals currently interconnected with the existing crossing warning devices! {] No ] Yes
Is it the consensus of the Diagnostic Review Team that this is a potential dosure project: [] Ne [ Yes

Explain reasons:

Is commercial power availablel [} No

(& es
Utiliy Provider (Company Name) ['5'1’ EN@K&‘V Phone Number
MNearest Avzilable Power Source A"r Cdos Stad

What other utilities are present? (A0S . PHONE | WC\’TEﬂ\
Is there potential utility conflice(s) [J Yes  §ZMNo [ Unknown

R
,B-'I' . REery il []

Quadrants Needad

Eﬁ;stalllupgrade active devices
[] Automatic Fiashing Lights (AFLS)
[T AFLS /Cants
[] AFLS/ Gates ____
(7T AFLS/ Gates /\Cants}— O NoTH S1OE ALY
[vf Upgrade circuitry™ !
[] Sidelights
(] Guardrail Meeded
[ nscall/Replace curb
[} Other {define)

Comments: Bm Q\”\]C‘*s INTIL G&T"ES Aece Mo ZONTAL

[1 Install/upgrade traffic signat preemption
{1 No impraovements needed
[T Other (define)

———

R =

UPDATED ({ 2/2006)




f Show North
Sidewalk ‘i Direction
VA
X
Parkway i
A
Roadway 3
— —— — — — amum +_ —-—
A
__ Roadway f
{
4
’ Parkway
¢
T
hm Sidewalk
Y

Crossing Angle [_] 0-29° M 30-59° []60-90° Measured in l\lw Quadrant!

Measurements by: ME/

UPDATED {12/2008)
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Sketch by:

UPDATED {12/2006)
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TABLE | Table 2
Clearing Sight Distances Stopping Sight Distances
s | oo Caoomme 1) | | ey VehicleSpeed | DTCETID TR oney
7 1-10 e 0 na
S~—15_ 360 5 50
20 480 10 70
25 600 15 105
30 729// 20 {35
e 3 —ﬂ 25 80
. 40\<60 Ty 0 275
S—y 1080 S 200
50" 1200 ™ ST —— " ®0
<" 5§ 1320 45 410
60 1440 50 490
65 1560 53 570
70 1680 60 660
75 1800 65 A 760
80 1920 0 865
85 2040 Source: R-H Grade Crossing Handbaok Table 36 {pp, 132-133)
0 2160 Notes:

MNotes:

foot increment,

approaches en grades,

being measured.

Source; R-M Grade Crossing Mandbook Table 36 {pp. 132-133)

All calculated distances are rounded up to the next higher 5-

Distances indicated are for 65-ft double bortom semi-tractor
trailers and level single track 90 degree crossings; and may
need to be adjusted for multiple tracks, skewed crossings or

Clearing Sight Distance is to be measured in each vehicle
travel direction at non-gated crossings as viewed from a point
25 feet from centerfine of nearest track in the center of
whichever travel lane 15 nearest the direction along track

Al calculated distances are rounded up to the next higher 5-
foot increment.

Distances indicated are for 65-ft double bottom semi-tractor
trailers on dry level pavements.

Stopping Sight Distance is to be measured on each roadway
approach to crossing from stop bar.

UPDATED (12/2006)




