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NO Public Utilities
Commission of G::io

Memo

To: Docketing Division

From: George Martin, Grade Crossing Planner, Rail Division\ |\

Re: In the matter of the authorization of the Columbus & Ohio River Railroad to install active grade
crossing warning devices in Guemsey and Licking Counties

Date: Sepiember§, 2012

The Chio Rail Development Commission (ORDC) has authotized funding for the Columbus & Ohio
River Railroad (CUOH) to install mast-mounted flashing lights and roadway gates at the following
crossings:

Guernsey County, City of Cambridge, Phillips Rd, DOT# 151708J

Licking County, Madison Township, Staddens Bridge RA/CR 315, DOT# 151784V

Licking County, City of Heath, Keller Dr, DOT# 151800C

Licking County, City of Pataskala, Connors Rd, DOT# 151817F

The crossings were surveyed between November 14, 2011, and March 16, 2012, and were found to
warrant the upgrades.

The projects will be paid for with federal funds, and are actual cost. As the plans and estimates have
already been submitted and approved, staff requests an Entry with completion of the projects in nine
moenths. Construction may commence at once. Staff requests that the following language be
incorperated in the Entry:

It is expected that all work necessary for FHWA acceptance of the warning devices will be
completed by the in-service due date and that the railroad will be responsible for this work. This
work includes, but is not limited to:

Any ancillary work to make the waming devices function as designed and visible to the
roadway user, and

MUTCD compliance, including minor roadway work if necessary.
A suggested case coding and heading would be:

PUCO Case No. 12- L}tpsp -RR-FED In the matter of the authorization of the Columbus & Ohio
River Railroad to install an active grade crossing waming devices in Guernsey and Licking Counties

Please serve the following parties of record
Tuig 18 to certify that the images appearing ars ap

® Page 1 accurate and complete reproductiom of a cass file

documant daliv - regular course 'oﬂa
TYeohnioian. ' - Dage Processed _&Z



Ms Susan Kirkland
Ohio Rail Development Commission
1980 West Broad St, 2™ Floor

Columbus, Oh 43223

Mr Chris Layman
Ohio Central System
47849 Papermill Rd

Coshocton, Oh 43812

AEP
1 Riverside Plaza

Columbus, Oh 43215

Mr B J King, Public Services Department
621 W Broad St
Pataskala, Oh 43062

Mr Tom Lanning,
Street Department
1700 Burgess

Cambridge, Oh 43725
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Mr William Lozier
Licking County Engineer
20 S Second St

Newark, Oh 43055

Mr John Groff
Building & Zoning
1287 Hebron Rd

Heath, Oh 43056
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OHIO RAIL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

TO: Rob Marvin, Director of Transportation, PUCO

Leah Thomas-Dalton, Deputy Chief, PUCO
FROM: Susan Kirkland, Manager, Safety Section, ORDC
BY: Tod Darfus, Project Manager, ORDC

SUBJECT: Guernsey County, C&ORR
Phillips Road, 151 709 J, PID 93328

DATE: September 5, 2012

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO) established a diagnostic survey at the subject
location on April 16, 2012. The Ohio Rail Development Commission (ORDC) attended the
review. The Diagnostic Team recommended the improvement of warning devices to flashing
lights and roadway gates. A copy of the diagnostic review form is attached.

PE has already been provided by the railroad. ORDC approves the site plans and estimates as
provided. Please issue a construction-only 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.

It is expected that all work necessary for FHWA acceptance of the warning devices will be
completed by the in-service due date and that the railroad will be responsible for this work. This
work includes, but is not limited to:
¢ any ancillary work to make warning devices function as designed and visible to the
roadway user, and
¢ MUTCD compliance — including minor roadway work if necessary.

Thank you for your assistance with these matters.
Attachment: Diagnostic Review
Plan & Estimate

c: George Martin, PUCO
T.Darfus (file)



OHIO RAIL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

TO: Rob Marvin, Director of Transportation, PUCO

Leah Thomas-Dalton, Deputy Chief, PUCO
FROM: Susan Kirkland, Manager, Safety Section, ORDC
BY: Tod Darfus, Project Manager, ORDC

SUBJECT: Licking County, C&ORR
Staddens Bridge Road, 151 784 V, PID 92761

DATE: September 5, 2012

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO) established a diagnostic survey at the subject
location on November 14, 2011, The Ohio Rail Development Commission (ORDC) attended the
review. The Diagnostic Team recommended the improvement of warning devices to flashing
lights and roadway gates. A copy of the diagnostic review form is attached.

PE has alrcady been provided by the railroad. ORDC approves the site plans and estimates as
provided. Please issue a construction-only 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.

It is expected that all work necessary for FHWA acceptance of the warning devices will be
completed by the in-service due date and that the railroad will be responsible for this work. This
work includes, but is not limited to:
* any ancillary work to make warning devices function as designed and visible to the
roadway user, and
e  MUTCD compliance — including minor roadway work if necessary.

Thank you for your assistance with these matters.
Attachment: Diagnostic Review
Plan & Estimate

c: George Martin, PUCO
T.Darfus (file}



OHIO RAIL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

TO: Rob Marvin, Director of Transportation, PUCO

Leah Thomas-Dalton, Deputy Chief, PUCO
FROM: Susan Kirkland, Manager, Safety Section, ORDC
BY: Tod Darfus, Project Manager, ORDC

SUBJECT: Licking County, C&ORR
Keller Drive, 151 800 C, PID 92768

DATE: September §, 2012

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO) established a diagnostic survey at the subject
location on December 9, 2011. The Ohio Rail Development Commission (ORDC) attended the
review. The Diagnostic Team recommended the improvement of warning devices to flashing
lights and roadway gates. A copy of the diagnostic review form is attached.

PE has already been provided by the railroad. ORDC approves the site plans and estimates as
provided. Please issue a construction-only 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.

It is expected that all work necessary for FHWA acceptance of the warning devices will be
completed by the in-service due date and that the railroad will be responsible for this work. This
work includes, but is not limited to:
e any ancillary work to make warning devices function as designed and visible to the
roadway user, and
e MUTCD compliance — including minor roadway work if necessary.

Thank you for your assistance with these matters.
Attachment: Diagnostic Review
Plan & Estimate

c: George Martin, PUCO
T.Darfus (file)



OHIO RAIL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

TO: Rob Marvin, Director of Transportation, PUCO

Leah Thomas-Dalton, Deputy Chief, PUCO
FROM: Susan Kirkland, Manager, Safety Section, ORDC
BY: Tod Darfus, Project Manager, ORDC

SUBJECT: Licking County, C&ORR
Connors Road, 151 817 F, PID 92758

DATE: September 5, 2012

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO) established a diagnostic survey at the subject
location on December 9, 201 1. The Ohio Rail Development Commission (ORDC) attended the
review. The Diagnostic Team recommended the improvement of warning devices to flashing
lights and roadway gates. A copy of the diagnostic review form is attached.

PE has already been provided by the railroad. ORDC approves the site plans and estimates as
provided. Please issue a construction-only 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 itemns or activities that may be
cited and found to be ineligible for federal participation during the project audit.

It is expected that all work necessary for FHWA acceptance of the warning devices will be
completed by the in-service due date and that the railroad will be responsible for this work. This
work includes, but is not limited to:
e any ancillary work to make warning devices function as designed and visible to the
roadway user, and
¢ MUTCD compliance — including minor roadway work if necessary.

Thank you for your assistance with these matters.
Attachment: Diagnostic Review
Plan & Estimate

c: George Martin, PUCO
T.Darfus (file)



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

Diagnostic Review Team Survey

Date:

311672012

Street or Road Name:

Phillips Road

Route/Road Number
(i.e. Twp., Co, SR or US)

US DOT Noa

151709

CoUNY: Guernsey (GUE)

Township:

Cambridge

(in ar Near}

Railroad
Name:

Columbus & Ohio River

Railrocad

Division:

" OH

e s 22D

Nearest RR

Timetable Station: Cambridge

(Include: Name — Organization ~ Phone Number — Email)

u ‘?uco'c(w

.
7)59-

- 6?10”7

3. ﬁp}g N(‘*n}é/PQ

O BP Fp - LD2- Z2/4

/Cm.mbnd:e Strect D‘P’f’ 7490 - 432'77‘/5’

4 Jom Ln ninQ
5.

© ® N e

Type of aming Devices

Installed? Quantity/Comments
Advance Warning Signs (condition?) [ Yes ] No ] Doanr
‘Stop’ Signs [] Yes SN '
‘Stop Ahead" Signs [] Yes [FNo
Pavement Markings {condition?) [ Yes HNo
Crossbucks AYes ] Ne Zz /Vm' )
Number of Tracks Signs [(] Yes [ANo ]
Inventory Tags [ATes Ne Z NEW
Interconnected Highway Traffic Signal []Yes [#No
Mast-Mounted Flashing Lights [ Yes —"E‘ﬁo
Cantilever Flashing Lights [7] Yes ANo Number: Length: ’
Side Lights [ Yes [#No f
Automatic Gates []Yes %a Number: Length:
. Bells [ Yes o Number:
Sidewalk Gate Arms [[] Yes [2No
‘No Turn’ Signs []Yes [ANo
lilumination [#*Tes [1INo
Is crossing flagged by train crew? [] Yes @\lo
Other [[] Yes [JAMNo

UPDATED (10/201 1)


mailto:tod.darfus@dot.state.oh
mailto:tod.dartus@dot.state.oJi.us

¥.

Hazard Ranking

iti Information (fr database Revised
Number & dates of crashes 3 (8/24/2007, 9/11/2007, 6/1/2011)
in previous 5 years
9 Date Run: 3/7/2012

Railrcad Characteristics Initial Information {from database) Revised
Total trains per day 1 T Yt MW E
< | per day
Day thru trains 1 Deav [ res
Night thru trains 0 !
Daytime switching movements 0
Nighttime switching movements 0
Total number of tracks I FORMTEXT /
Number of main tracks 1 /
Number of other tracks 0
Maximum train speed 25 VAL
Typical train speed 2‘;
Amtrak Np
If non-gated crossing, is clearing sight distance adequate in all quadrants? (See Table 1) @’? es [No

[&Fo

Tz's?plain below)
o

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? [ ]
Can one or more tracks be eliminated through the crossing? [ ] Yes

G

Are there other track(s) crossing this same roadway within 100 ft of this crossing? [} Yes
If yes, Crossing DOT #{if different)
if yes, distance

o

(take measurement hetween track centerlines at closest point along roadway)

ata

Local Highway Authority: City of Cambridge

Roadway Characteristics Initial Information (from database) Revised
Average daily traffic 1468 (2009) ) / L(l,%
Highway paved DA Yes I Ne [@Yes I Ne
Roadway Surface: Bﬁackt.op [[] Gravel [] Concrete [[Other
Roadway width: ft.
Number of highway lanes 2 <
Urban or Rural Rural Toratl
Vehicle Speed: Sy MPH

i .
School Bus Operation: [X] No [Z/Yes é_—z Amount 1,_' Vg |

a Adaiy

Hazardous Materials Trucks: [ ] No

E’Yesr ; Amount
Shoulders: [No ] Yes

Is the shoulder surfaced? [_Hdo ] Yes

Is there existing guardrail along roadway in crossing vicinity? [ZNo

[ Yes

Is stopping site distance adequate? (See Table 2) [AYes [INo

if no, deficient approach(es)

UPDATED (10201 1)



Quadrant . Curb and Gurrer: _ Quadrant Curb and Gueter:
] Functional (Curb height = 4" or more) , [ Functional (Curb height = 4” or more)
] Non-functional (Curb height = Less than 4") [ Non-functional (Curb height = Less than 4”)

me B None

o)

Pedestrians: E’ﬁo [ Yes
Is sidewalk present? [fNo []Yes )
Is there a nearby intersection that could cause queuing over the crossing! [] No LA Yes

If yes, L
Distance 7{2
{s this intersection signalized? Qﬁo ] Yes

Acre the signals currently interconnected with the existing crossing warning devices? w [ Yes
Is there a ‘Do not Stop on Track’ sign? E’ﬁo [J Yes

Is a roadway improvement project Eg,widening. turn lanes, nearby new or upgraded traffic signal, sidewalk) planned at or near this
No

location in the foreseeable future? ] Yes
If yes,

Improvement type Lead Agency Timeline/completion
Is it the consensus of the Diagnostic Review Team that this is a potential dosure pro}ect:E’ﬂo [ Yes
Explain reascns:

D
Ope“, se Institutional Location of nearby schools: Ci ¥ v S elhoo
|77 industrial [] Commercial o
[] Residential U+]F1 ﬁ} 7 {p

Is commercial power available? [ ] No mes

Utility Provider (Company Name) A-.sE; r Phone Number
Nearest Available Power Source @ Cj 7ISS1NG
What ather utilities are present? VV dféf @@é .3 oLt

(add locations to sketch)

ls(are) there potential utility conflice(s) [[] Yes [ No Z Unknown

Comments:

UPDATED (1012011)



NoNE

| Trafiic il Prmptlon (nlude traffic signal intersection name and ' with jurisdiction over traffic signal, if known)

Crossing Consolidation or Closure:

No

Real Estate or ROW:

Oty =

PR=

45 Sosth (O Mordty

Culverts / Drainage / Ballast Conditions:

N/

Readway and/or Sidewalks:

N/

NA

Circuitry {e.g. reaches out to other crossings, specific needs, etc.):

Environmental:

NA

Other:

il TPUF

COMPC“‘}Z OGN(’CO éo Fr‘ac (s eypcw...afa}
+o ho»’d‘ O lecs

UPDATED (10/2011)




Quadrants Needed

Z] Installfupgrade active devices

[] Automatic Flashing Lights (AFLS)

[] AFLS /Cants

/AFLS / Gates

] AFLS/ Gates / Cants

[3~Bells / number \

[} Upgrade circuitry / type

[] Sidelights

[T] Guardrail Needed

Install/Replace curb

FBungalow piacement & offset from rail & highway 2SS0 5 E Guad
] Other (define) ' -

Comments:

[] Installfupgrade traffic signal preemption

1 No improvements needed

[} Cther (define)

Acknowledgement of Recommendations (each entity represented at the diagnostic must have at least one signature

acknoyermant): ' .
/@d@% Uy oAy EN =

¢

UPDATED (10/2011)
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A
Sidewalk
i
H
Parkway ‘o
Roadway
A o
Roadway
i

Show North
Direction

; Parkway
Y
A ‘
] Sidewalk
Y
Crossing Angle [_]0-29° [ ] 3059° [[]60-90° Measured in Quadrant?

Measurements by: ____

. UPDATED ([0/2011)




[ Include
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|
Crossing Angle D 0-29° D ‘30-59" D 60-90° Measured in Quadrant? -

Sketch by:
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TABLE | Table 2
Clearing Sight Distances Stopping Sight Distances
T et | Ralroad from Crossne iy | | Higway Vetide Spesa | PRE 0 L0 ey

1-10 240 0 nfa
15 360 5 S0

280 ER 10 70

@5 Z ( 60V IS 105
30 Ea) 20 135
35 840 25 180
40 | 960 30 225
45 ' 1080 35 280
50 1200 40 340
55 1320 45 410
60 1440 20 R
65 1560 ( 55/ 570
70 1680 CE 660
w5 1800 65 760
80 1920 70 865
85 2040 Source: R-H Grade Crossing Handbook Table 36 (pp. 132-133)
20 ’ 2160 Notes:

Source: R-H Grade Crc‘assing Handbook Table 36 (pp. 132-133)
Notes:

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

Distances indicated are for 63-ft double battom semi-tractor
trailers and level single track 90 degree crossings; and may
need to be adjusted for multiple tracks, skewed crossings or
approaches on grades.

Clearing Sight Distance is to be measured in each vehicle
travel direction at nop-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 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 (10/2011)




Ohio Rail Development Commission
1980 W. Broad 5treet, 2nd Floor
Columbus, OH 43223

Diagnostic Review Team Survey

Staddens Bridar Pl N
e S e U (nclude SLM f Swwear Us o)~ 3 [ M'D?%‘: 1s| 1894 VW 4
County: ;| Township; Clry:
Llﬂkim} Macslze o {In or Near) cwarK
Raiircad - Railroad . '
Name Cglum b-JS ﬁOl’jﬁ) ?fUC’l’ Di\'ir:i:m Lo v\ ) ‘e Namee
Tebesaien_Wejaat S 006

T relie C»./d\o»bk?jf'\ L v Ao tmerm

Juo-3¢9- B8 ¢

ACE

{Tnclude: Name - Organization ~ Phoge Number ~ Ernail)

. Ted Dagetes ORI L1y - 214 -G2G8
2 Sucmi Favwgnr  ORDC /Y- 6440347
s NEEFE L4570 PUCD I~ FI- 5D
o Dav BIRRELL OHcr YO zZza< Y2z
5. Stie MHann] SHz L~ 740 22 4418

6. (tafbl WMETie) TUCH (TS D~ G2

-7. 'OéuE Hol+en W d STREA g - 3t €l

8

9

J4o—470-5A8 G

T YoHe ”

Advance Warning Signs (condition?) [AYes [INo 2 Gpodd

*Stop’ Signs [1Yes [4No

‘Stop Ahead' Signs ] Yes A No

Pavement Markings (condition?) [res [INo i T e Pome

Crossbucks [res [INo -

Number of Tracks Signs [ Yes o

Inventory Tags [AVes [ No 2

Interconnected Highway Traffic Signal [ Yes [4Ne

Mast-Mounted Flashing Lights [J Yes ANo

Cantilever Flashing Lights [ Yes [TNo Number: Length:

Side Lights [ Yes [No

Automatic Gates [] Yes FTNo Number: Length:
"Bells []Yes No Number:

Sidewalk Gate Arms [7] Yes A No

‘No Turn' Signs [] Yes [} No

Illurnination (A Yes [INo €) Oross g

Is crossing flagged by train crew? [ Yes f#TNo

Other [] Yes ANo

UPDATED (101201 1)



Nurmber & dates of ¢crashes
in previous 5 years

| Hazard Ranking _
jeRallroad J_Jata"

Date Run:

B Iltla! Infatlon T

Railroad Characternstlcs Revised .
Total trains per day S Loer ) Fay
< | per day 2 o veutta S Lest =
Day thru trains 3
Night thru trains ]
Baytime switching movements &
Nighttime switching movements o
Total nhumber of tracks /
Number of main tracks /
Number of other tracks g
Maximum train speed 25
Typical train speed /25 Db
Amcrak No NG
if non-gated crossing, is clearing sight distance adequate in all quadrants? (See Table 1) [JYes [} No’{' SE M 0&7
o

| If multiple tracks, can two trains occupy crossing at the same time? [ ] Yes

Can one train block the motorists’ view of

Can one or more tracks be eliminated through the crossing? [ ] Yes

EFre
another train at crossing? [ | Es‘?ldn below) o
[+

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

If yes, Crossing DOT #(if different)
. If yes, distance

Local Highway Authority:

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

E’No

Roadway Characteristics Initial Information (from database) Revised
Average daily traffic 17106 (‘ 2005 ) _ { b_‘i,‘?
Highway paved ) EYes [INo [ Yes [No
Roadway Surface: |Zblacktop {71 Gravel [] Concrete [ JOther
Roadway width: __ 2 ft. X0
Number of highway lanes -

Urban or Rural Borel Locodl
Vehicle Speed: ;E:S_‘ MPH )
Schoaf Bus Operation: [ ] No Wes S Amount  Fy fa / & (“K

Hazardous Materials Trucks: [] No

E'/Yes

_7; Amount

Shoulders: [] No IZ”Y_es__

Is the shoulder surfaced? No

O

Yes

Is there existing guardrail atong roadway in crossing vicinity? [4'No

[ Yes

Is stopping site distance adequate! (See Table 2) Yes

[T Neo

if no, deficient approachf{es)

J{ }-‘h“f 5’91*‘

UPDATED (10/201 1)
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Quadrant Curb and Gutter: Quadrant Curb and Gutter:
[[] Functional (Curb height = 4” or more) {77 Functional (Curb height = 4” or more)
[T] Non-functional {Curb height = Less than 4") [ Non-functional (Curb height = Less than 47)
1 None BT None

Pedestrians: Ete ] Yes

Is sidewalk presentTB’No [ Yes ,

Is there a nearby intersection that could cause queuing over the crossing? AN ] Yes
If yes,
Distance
Is this intersection signalized? Eﬁo []Yes
Are the signals currently interconnected with the existing crossing warning devices? [ No [ Ves

Is there a ‘Do not Stop on Track’ sign? [ No [ Yes

Is a roadway improvement project (e.g, widening, turn lanes, nearby new or upgraded traffic signal, sidewall) planned at or near this
location in the foreseeable future? [ANo [ Yes

If yes,
Improvesment type Lead Agency Timeline/completion
is it the consensus of the Diagnostic Review Team that this is a potential closure project: T No [] Yes

Explain reasons:

[ Industrial
| ] Residential

Is commercial power available? [] No |Z/Yes
Utilicy Provider (Company Name) AEP Phone Number

Nearest Available Power Source (Q (r)’b!i'ﬁ ng

What other utilities are present? 42 $ brecm,
{add locations 1o sketch)

Is{are) there potentiat utility conflice(s) [JYes [JNo Eﬁnknown
Comments:

UPDATED (10/201 1)



No7/ APD

Craossing Consolidation or Closure:

Ae7/f APP
Real Estate or ROW,;

Oendv Rowse 0 [foeee Zow- L' 50 each

Culverts / Drainage / Ballast Conditions:

N Tssue
{ Roadway and/or Sidewalks:
N0 T usue

Circuitry (e.g. reaches out to other crossings, specific needs, etc)):

AN

Environmental;

T [ Ase

Other:

Boney oo Ao be placect T Mbwhe west Goad

~ UPDATED (10201 1)



Quadrants Needed

[ Installfupgrade active devices

[0 Automatic Flashing Lights {AFLS)

[3 AFLS /Cants

PZCAFLS [ Gates

[ AFLS/ Gates / Cants

[ Beils / number

{1 Upgrade circuitry / type

[} Sidelights

[} Guardrail Needed

] Install/Replace curb

] Bungalow placement & offset from rail & highway

[[] Other (define)

Comments:

’5&)/‘64‘;{0“}’\ ten MW Quad

[J Installfupgrade traffic signal preemption

[ No improvements needed

[1 Other (define)

acknowledgement);

Acknowledgement of Recommendations (each entity represented at the diagnostic must have at least one signature

UPDATED {10/2011)




Sidewalk

= ML E T 3

Parkway

Roadway

|

-
CITREE Y L Ty =

[ AR

-

i

-‘-—- LT T

el

Roadway

Show North
Direction

: Parkway
Y
A :
1
5 Sidewalk
Y
Crossing Aﬁgle E] 0-29° D 30-59° D 60-90° Measured in Quadrant?

Measurements by:

UPDATED (10/2011)



TABLE | Table 2
Clearing Sight Distances Stopping Sight Distances
e e " | R o ey || Py vendespeed | P
(1-16- ) 280 0 nfa
45— 360 5 50
20 480 10 70
25 600 15 105
30 720 20 |35
35 840 25 180
40 960 30 225
45 1080 35 280
50 1200 40 340
55 1320 45 410
60 1440 0 s
65 1560 /552 T
70 1680 =60 660
75 1800 ﬁ65 760
80 1920 70 865
85 2040 Source: R-H Grade Crossing Handbook Table 36 (pp. 132-133)
90 2160 Notes:

Source: R-H Grade Crossing Handbook Table 36 {pp. 132-133)
Notes:

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

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

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

All calculated distances are rounded up to the next higher 3-
foot increment,

Distances indicated are for 65-ft double bottom semi-uractor
trailers on dry level pavements,

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

UPDATED (10/2011)




Ohia Rait Development Commissior
1980 W. Broad Street, 2nd Floa
Columbus, OH 4322:

Diagnostic Review Team Survey
Date:  12/9/2011

Street or Road Name:

Kellerd&a® '} cye_

Route/Road Number US DOT No.
(i.e. Twp., Co., SR or US) 151800C
County: . 4 T hip: City:
> Licking (LIC) " e T3 (norNeay  Heath
Railroad . ) i BranchiLs
Name.  Columbus & Ohio River Railroad | prme  ee®e S fhonn ronelie Apo Gud

MNearest RR. RR Mil ¢
Timetsble Stacion:  Heath P

108.06

(Include: Name — Organization - Phone Number - Email)

1. Tod Darfus - ORDC — 614.374.9298 — tod.darfus@dot state oh.us

2 b BIERELL T7H0 290 (22 D 2irRrELLLDEWRR, COA

5. GEREC piarny  FUCD  pI4-752- GIOT7 LORGEMAMDIDIRLC Siest. oF. U'S
L BN GROFF-  HEATH H~523-13p o 9ro$eERQich 0,900

5. Foie Muar - Heam ~ o)) - Saa-146 2 ZI0 — eluat@ Mu&kah{o.jav
e 1

6. _ Zeaaven ~H MLCPA - @ - 222 - e nlepan cor
7' C“#’[— Mq"ﬁ-‘d jabcs #M("—SG-’I’*ASSQC_. -(7‘/0)-‘9"{’5‘(3" '&Aq,'atﬁe&%'ﬁ%@fa

Type of Warnng Devices " Installed? 7 Quantil(_:oments
— L

Advance Warning Signs (condition?) ] Yes [ANo ,‘bﬂﬁ £ g

‘Stop’ Signs [ Yes Ao '

*Stop Ahead’ Signs [ Yes TN

Pavement Markings (condition?) [¥fes [T Neo v ol ¥

Crossbucks A Yes []No )

Number of Tracks Signs [] Yes [0

Inventory Tags [A*res ] Ne Ty iy

Interconnected Highway Traffic Signal [ Yes [4No '

Mast-Mounted Fiashing Lights [ Tes . [[]Neo z ,

Cantilever Flashing Lights [] Yes [ANo Number: Length:
Side Lights O Yes [ANo

Automatic Gates [ Yes 2 No Number: Length:
Bells [3 Yes PINo Number:

Sidewalk Gate Arms ] Yes e

‘No Turn’ Signs _ [ Yes [FNo

NNumination ‘ [ Yes [ANo

Is crossing flagged by train crew? Yes  [ANo

Other [ Yes 1 No



mailto:tod.darfus@dot.state.Qh.us

Initial Information (from database) ‘ Revised
" Number & dates of crashes 0
in previous 5 years

_Hazard Ranking 380 Date Run: 12/1/2011
_Railroad Data R
Railroad Characteristics Initial Information (from database) Revised

Tota! trains per day 18 L

< | per day

Day dhru trains

Night thru trains

8

2
Daytime switching movements 6 -
Nighttime switching movements 2

Total number of tracks

Number of main tracks 1

Number of other tracks ]
Maximum train speed 40 22
Typical train speed
Amtrak ~o

If non-gated crossing, is clearing sight distance adequate in all quadrants? (See Table 1) [JYes [ANo Fee Comn %

If multiple tracks, can two trains occupy crossing at the same time? [ ]Yes [}f¥o
Can one train block the motorists’ view of another train at crossing? [} Yes (Explain below) Z No
Can one or more tracks be eliminated through the crossing? [ ] Yes EfNG

Are there other track(s) crossing this same roadway within [00 ft of this crossing? [] Yes [JNo
if yes, Crossing DOT #(if different)
if yes, distance (take measurement between track centerlines at closest point along roadway)

| Local Highway Authority: City of Heath

Roadway Characteristics Initial Information (from database) Revised
Average daily traffic 3134 (2005) 2YS
Highway paved B Yes ] No ] Yes O No

Roadway Surface: [ Blacktop [] Gravel [] Concrete []Other

Roadway width: _ LT fe

Number of highway lanes e
Urban or Rural Urban Ol oo
Vehicle Speed: MPH | 35mph =<,
School Bus Operation: No mes ___Amount N
_Hazardous Materials Trucks: [[] No [fes 2 Amount

Shouiders: [] No [AYes N 4

Is the shoulder surfaced? [No [ Yes

Is there existing guardrail along roadway in crossing vicinjey? D’f\lo [ Yes

Is stopping site distance adequate? (See Table 2) mes CINo  If no, deficient appreach(es)




Quadrant Curb and Gutter: Quadrant Curb and Gutter:
[] Punctional (Curb height = 4" or more) [] Functional (Curb height = 4" or more)
] Non-functional {Curb height = Less than 4") ] Nen-functional (Curb height = Less than 4)

Mé ¥ None

Pedestrians: 7T No )~ []Yes

Is sidewalk present? {7] No [] Yes

Is there a nearby intersection that could cause queuing over the crossing? [ }No [3 Yes

If yes,
Distance

Is this intersection signalized? Q'( [ Yes

Are the signals currently interconnected with thé existing crossing warning devices!? G’N/o (] Yes
Is there a ‘Do not Stop on Track’ sign? A No [ Yes

Is 2 roadway improvement project (e.g. widening, turn lanes, nearby new or upgraded traffic signal, sidewalk} planned at or near this
location in the foreseeable future? [No [ Yes

If yes,
Improvement type Lead Agency Timeline/completion
Is it the consensus of the Diagnostic Review Team that this is a potential closure project: |Z'No [] Yes

Explain reasons:

" Open Space ' rjoal Location of schools:

E’Gustrial [[] Commercial

[:| ReSIdentlaI

Is commercial power available? [} No IZﬁ'es
Utiity Provider (Company Name) __ AEP Phorie Number

Nearest Available Power Source ") (ress v

What other utilities are present! r@'cg Ven L T.'kes ‘—\-*’—‘_" {' ber ( ol e So o‘{'}l Oy

{add locations to sketch) Feocks Panr el
L

Is(are) there potential utility conflict(s) [JYes [[JNo Unknown

Comments:




Traffic Signal Preemption (include traffic signal intersection name and LHA with jurisdiction over traffic signal, if known}:

N &

: e
Crossing Consolidation or Closure:

N &

Real Estate or ROW:

H?&‘H\ v [}~ South Stcde

Culverts / Drainage / Ballast Conditions:

/C’u lv e(‘;?“ Ceo \«sdﬂhu%‘(

GUMML - Ne Foddiad  pupnalle o drack .~ Dphetton problent iw iy e
Roadway and/or Sidewalks: ' l ' .

#/ &

Circuitry {e.g. reaches out to other crossings, specific needs, etc.):

OVerlapping Cisew ideny — Dacr Jore

Environmental:

Mo

Other:




Quadrants Needed

) _ | 1 !nstalllupgrade active devices

[C}-Automatic Flashing Lights (AFLS)
[] AFLS /[Cants
AFLS | Gates

[[] AFLS/ Gates / Cants

[ & Bells / number }

[] Upgrade circuitry / type

[] Sidelights

[7] Guardrail Needed

[] Install/Replace curb

[ Bungalow placement & offset from rail & highway 3G 8 28 - Saw Aved ag exitdi .

[0 Other (define) - N
Comments:

[ install/upgrade traffic signal preemption
O Mo improvements needed
[J Other (define)

Acknowledgement of Recommendations (each entity represented at the diagnostii: must have at |east one signature
acknowledgement):

\ A Ve B YA
d J%U %;f%‘ 8

i




Sidewalk

S

Parkway

Roadway

--___------,..'

maaseasasen v

e ST PR TR S

[

Show North
Direction

Roadway
Y
4
E ‘ | |
; Parkway
i
A ,
; Sidewalk
Y
Crossing Angle [_]0-29° [] 30-59° [16090° Measuredin Quadrant?

Measurements by:




Include uriities as marked by OUPS and LHA; include ROWY boundaries as indicated by railroad and LHA.

Crossing Angle D 029" [] 30-59° [J60-90" Measuredin Quadrant?

Sketch by:




TABLE |
Clearing Sight Distances

Table 2
Stopping Sight Distances

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

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

Distances indicated are for 65-ft double bottom semi-tractor
trailers and level single track 90 degree crossings; and may
need to be adjusted for muitiple tracks, skewed crossings or
approaches on grades.

Clearing Sight Distance is to be measured in each vehicle
travel direction at non-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.

T e | | Raitond from Chosame () Fighvay Vehide Speed | P12 11} JL0TE
1-10 240 0 nia
15 360 5 50
20 480 o 70
25 600 15 105
@67 7750 % E
35 840 25 180
0 %60 = ey
e 1080 (35) 28
50 1200 40 340
55 1320 45 410
60 1440 50 490
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)
20 2160 Notes:

All 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 te crossing from stop bar.,




Ohio Rail Devalopment Commissior
1980 W. Broad Street, 2nd Flooi
Columbus, OH 4322

Diagnostic Review Team Survey
Date:  12/9/2011

B Read N
rreeor ame Connors Ave SW (Adams Lane}

o T Cow S on US) USDOTNe: 1 51817F

County: 1 jcking (LIC) T [ TIOP M e | (worNeay  SummitSmtion T2yl [ 7
| Redroad . lumbus & Ohio River Railroad | 0™ _Lontsvitie Sthea N | rme ™ NS Qb"

Tiweabla Setion:  Stmit RRMipost 171 53

(Include: Name — Organization — Phone Number — Email)

1. Tod Darfus — QRDC — 614.374.9298 — tod.darfus@dot.state.oh.us

2 GoRGE MMIny  PYCD  LI¥T787 -G08 [akbl MTRNEDL. Sis . oH U5
3. TN BIRRELL — ¥l 740 29 4122 DRIpectll® bt .com

o B3 Kb Ly of Basium  TY0-92F 0153 L’(muﬁm patesiele. Dhoss

5. Aroa fopant) C(%dfﬂ?-‘%.{ﬁ%f. Y(o~SeU 216 ‘1‘@7’(#—7,6@5; gf"‘—‘ﬂa&
6. O ey
7

8.

9

_Existing Traffic Control Devices L
Quantity/Comments

] qu-

Type of Warning Devices
Advance Warning Signs (condition?)
‘Stop’ Signs
‘Stop Ahead’ Signs
Pavement Markings (condition?)
Crossbucks '

Number of Tracks Signs
Inventory Tags

Interconnected Highway Traffic Signal
Mast-Mounted Flashing Lights
Cantilever Flashing Ligg_
Side Lights

Automatic Gates

Bells

Sidewalk Gate Arms

‘No Turn’ Signs

[fumination

Is crossing flagged by train crew?
Other

Number: Length:

Number: Length:
Number:



mailto:tod.darfus@dot.state.oh.us

£ ord 3.

Initial lrmation (ase)

=520

Number & dates of crashes 1)
in previous 5 years

Date Run: 127112011

Initial Information (from database)

Total trains per day

10

< | per day

Day thru trains

Night thru trains

Daytime switching movements

Nighttime switching movements

(=3 =-R1V BR¥

Total;umber of tracks

Number of main tracks

Number of other tracks

Maximum train speed

30

Typical train speed

0

Amtrak

N

If non-gated crossing, is clearing sight distance adequate in all quadrants? (See Table 1} [AYes

O 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)
Can one or more tracks be eliminated through the crossing? [] Yes

o
[Z’No

HNO

if yes, distance

Are there other track(s) crossing this same roadway within 100 ft of this crossing? [ ] Yes
If yes, Crossing DOT #{(if different)
(take measure

nt between track centerlines at clo:

y Data . e
| Locat Highway Authority: City of Pataskala
Roadway Characteristics Initial Information (from database) Revised

Average dally traffic 512 (2005) =)L
Highway paved B Yes [N A Yes [0 Neo
Roadway Surface: [ABlackiop [] Gravel [] Concrete [[JOther
Roadway width: __ }§3 f.
Number of highway lanes r
Urban or Rural Rural ruerel
Vehicle Speed: ____ MPH 35emph Z5
School Bus Operation: [{] No [Jres ____ Amount 4 busse gddaw
Hazardous Materials Trucks: [4No OYes __ Amount 3
Shoulders: [¥'No [ Yes '
Is the shoulder surfaced? [T No ] Yes

Is there existing guardrail along roadway in crossing vicinity? B’No

[[] Yes

Is stopping site distance adequate? (See Table 2) L7 Yes

{1No

if no, deficient approach(es)




Quadrant |\ Curb and Gutter: Quadrant S/~ Curb and Gutter:
[] Functional (Curb height = 4” or more) V [] Functional (Curb height = 4” or more)
[0 Non-functional (Curb height = Less than 4™) [ Non-functional (Curb height = Less than 4™)

. None None
& =g

Pedestrians: ANo [ Yes
Is sidewalk present! [4No [ Yes

Is there a nearby intersection that could cause queuing over the crossing? [T No [ Yes
if yes,
Distance
Is this intersection signalized? E/No [ Yes
Are the signals currently interconnected with the existing crossing warning devices! Bﬁo [ Yes

Is there a ‘Do not Stop on Track’ sign? [ No [ Yes

Is a roadway improvement project (e.g. widening, turn lanes, nearby new or upgraded traffic signal, sidewalk) planned at or near this
location in the foreseeable future? A No [] Yes

If yes,
Improvement type Lead Agency Timelinefcompletion
Is it the consensus of the Diagnostic Review Team that this is a potential closure project: T No [ Yes

Exphain reasons:

- Type of Developme
] Open Space ] Institutionat
[} industrial ] Commercial

mesidem:ial

“Utility Information

Locat.ioonearbyschools: T

Is commercial power available? [] No mes
Litllity Provider {Company Name) AEP Phone Number
Nearest Available Power Source © (033 LN (}Olu wbre Qarp o¥ O"\f'

) &)
What other utilities are present? Fober Ostec Parr +o Sauth S:de ot Tmaeks
(add locations to sketch)

i-s(are) there potential utility conflict(s) [ |Yes [ JNo B’ﬁnown

Comments:

S Licking Sewer 4 (e te




W /B

Crossing Consolidation or Closure:

NO

Real Estate or ROWY:

Ciy = 30

RR -

Culverts / Drainage / Ballast Conditions:

S e peecls v e re

No Pmb‘omj‘ -

Roadway andfor Sidewalks:

No Droblenis

Circuitry (e.g. reaches out to other crossings, specific needs, etc.):

E&r‘( ’IPN‘? im“l/

Environmental: 4

— ues ngr)alp at M;[ﬁ'K Poncs

N /A

Other:

37 % o Systh 25 N



Eaono 63 Reco eAdatio

Quadrants Needed

ﬁ Install/upgrade active devices

¥ Automatic Flashing Lights (AFLS)

[] AFLS /Cants

[ AFLS / Gates

—

[[] AFLS/ Gates/ Cants

E’ Bells / number

[[] Upgrade circuitry { type

[A Sidelights

aite € T lapersection

[[] Guardraif Needed

install/Replace curb

ABungalow placement & offset from rail & highway

s k323

[7] Other (define)

Comments:

[ Install/upgrade traffic signal preemption

[ No improvements needed

[ Other (define)

acknowledgement);

Acknowledgement of Recommendations (each entity represented at the diagnostic must have at least one signature




* Show North
Sidewalk ‘ : Direction
;
H
Parkway i
M.
A
Roadway ‘3
— T — — — sma— M Y ——— -
; :
5 Roadway
y
4
Parkway
Y
A ‘
5 Sidewalk
Y
Crossing Angle [ ]0-29° [] 30-59° [[]60-90° Measured in Quadrant?

Measurements by:




i Include utilities as marked by OUPS and LHA; include ROW boundaries as indicated by railroad and LHA.

Crossing Angle D0-29° D 30-59° |:| 60-90°  Measured In Quadrant?

Sketch by:




TABLE | Table 2
Clearing Sight Distances Stopping Sight Distances
il P I e R
1-10 240 0 nfa
15 360 5 50
20 480 ¢ - 70
25 600 15 105
T, @ED) g TE
35 840 &> 180/
40 %60 30 225
45 1080 35 280
50 1200 40 340
55 1320 45 410
60 1440 50 4%0
65 1560 55 570
70 1680 60 660
75 1800 65 760
80 1920 70 865
85 2040 Saurce: R-H Grade Crossing Handbook Tabie 36 (pp. 132-133)
90 2160 Notes:

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

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

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

Clearing Sight Distance is to be measured in each vehicle
travel direction at non-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 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,




