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To:  Docketing Division A S,

From: George Martin, Grade Crossing Planner, Rail Division O :
Re: In the matter of the authorization of Norfolk Scuthern Railway to install an active grade cros%ig

warning devices in Ashtabula and Stark Counties
Date: June 19, 2015

The Ohio Rail Development Commission {ORDC) has authorized funding for Norfolk Southemn Railway
(NS) to install mast-mounted flashing lights and roadway gates at the following locations:

Ashtabula County, Denmark Township, Netcher Rd/TR 292, DOT# S503115K, approved cost

$324,631.00. This crossing was surveyed on May 12, 2014 due fo its hazard ranking and was found to
warrant the upgrade.

Stark County, Washington Township, Parks Ave/TR 96, DOT# 5027408, approved cost $345,724.00.
This crossing was surveyed October 27, 2014 due to its hazard ranking and was found to warrant the
upgrade.

The projects will be paid for with federal funds, and are actual cost. As the plans and estimates in the
above referenced amounts have already been approved, staff requests a Finding & Order with

completion in nine months. Construction may commence at once. Staff requests that the following
language be incorporated 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 warning 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. 15- l,\ 5 \ -RR-FED In the matter of the authorization of Norfolk Southern
Railway to install an active grade crossing warning devices in Ashtabula and Stark Counties

C: Legal Department

Please serve the foliowing parties of record

Thia is to certify that the images appeari:ni a.fr‘e:L ean
® Page 1 accurate and complete reproduction ef a cas2 il
document delivered in the regular course of buslnees.
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Ms Cathy Stout
Ohio Rail Development Commission
1980 West Broad St, Mailstop #3140

Columbus, Oh 43223

Mr Stephen Klinger
Norfolk Southern Railway
1200 Peachiree St, Box 123

Atlanta, Ga 30309

Mr D Casey Talbot
Eastman & Smith Lid
One Seagate, 24th Floor
PO Box 10032

Toledo, Oh 43699-0032

Ohio Power Company

Cleveland Electric lluminating (The llluminating Company)

Washington Township Trustees
5843 Beechwood Ave

Alliance, Oh 44601

Denmark Township Trustees

1209 SR 183N

Jefferson, Oh 44047
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OHIO RAIL DPEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

TO: George Martin, Rail Division, PUCO
FROM: Cathy Stout, Manager, Safety Seetion, ORDC

BY: Joe Reinhardt, Project Manager;
SUBJECT: Stark County, Park Avenue, DOT 5627408
Norfolk Southern, PID 99461

DATE: June 17, 2015

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio {(PUCQ) established a diagnostic survey at the subject
location on Park Avenue. The Ohio Rail Development Commission {ORDC) attended the
review. The Diagnostic Team recommended the improvement of warning devices to flashing

lights and roadway gates. Copies of the diagnostic review form and the plan and estimate are
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 FHW A 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 lmited 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
ORDC Project Manager (file)



% OHIO RAIL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

Mait Stop #3140, 1980 West Broad Street, Columbus OH 43223
@ John R. Kasich, Governor » Mark Policinski, ORDC Chairman

June 17, 2015

Mr, Stephen Klinger

Public Projects Engineer

1200 Peach Street NE, Box 123
Atlanta, Ga. 30309

RE: . Stark County, Park Avenue, DOT 5027408
PID# 99461, NS Project 10.0670

Dear Mr. Klinger:

The plan and estimate dated May 20, 2015, for the referenced project has been reviewed and is

-acceptable. NS may proceed with the construction of the proposed grade crossing warning
system in accordance with the abbreviated plan. This authorization is made with the stipulation

. and understanding that the 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.
Reimbursement of eligible actual cost is limited to $345,724.00. Additional costs must be
approved in writing by the Ohio Rail Development Commission (ORDC}) prior to being incurred.
Emergency verbal authorizations by ORDC may be permitted and will be confumed by ORDC
in writing within ten (10} business days of the verbal approval.

This authorization is contingent upon NS accepting the following instructions:

1. N§’s project foreman will fumish written notification five (5) working days prior to the
date work will start at the project site to Joe Reinhardt, ORDC, email
joe.reinhardt@dot.state.oh.us and to the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio at
George.martin@puc.state.oh.us, NS’s project foreman will also notify the same of any
stops and re-starts of the work activity and of the date work was completed for the
project.

2. NS will arrange for utilities to be located at the project site by the Ohio Utilities
Protection Service (OUPS) prior to any construction activities at the site. Utilities that
are not participating members of the service must be contacted directly by NS.

3. NS’s project foremen will notify Joe Reinhardt at 614-580-7728 (telephone) or
joe.reinhardt@dot.state.oh.us (email) of any changes in the scope of work, cost overruns,
material changes, etc. which are not included in the approved plan and estimate and
secure approval of same before the work is performed.

4. Open cut of roadways is not permitted except in unusual circumstances and must be
coordinated with the local highway authority and preapproved by ORDC.

5. NS will furnish two (2) copies of each partial bill to ORDC. Please find the enclosed
ODOT Purchase Order to reference when billing.

) www.rail.ohic.gov phone: 614.644.0306
O ' IMPROVING RAIL TODAY FOR TOMORROW'S ECONOMY


http://www.rail.ohio.gov

6. NS will furnish two (2) copies of the final all-inclusive bill to ORDC stating the exact
- dates of starting and completing work, the initial and final dates of construction and
location where the accounts may be audited.

7. This installation will include any ancillary work to make the warning devices function as
designed and meet MUTCD.

Thank you for your assistance with these matters,

incerely,
seph Reinhardt
Project Manager

C: Randall Schumacher, Rail Division Supervisor, PUCO
George Martin, Grade Crossing Planner, PUCO
Susan Arduini, ORDC
ORDC (file)



OHIO RAIL DEVELOPMENT - Ml Seop 3140, 1990 1. Brosd Seont
COMMISSION @@ Columbus, OH 43223

e

Diagnostic Review Team Survey
Date:  10/27/2014

Reason for Survey:

: . Formula
{e-g- formula, accident, constituent, eic.)

] t:eet or Road Mame;

Parks Avenue
T Corsharyy TR . USDOTNo: 5657405
?oumy: STA Township: Washington El::’;,. Near) Near Louisville
?ﬁm;;?d Norfolk Southern RDIai[{:::, Pittsburgh Eqr:;:n_ine Fort Wayne LI
_gena;;;:?\ Swation: A"'ance | RR Milepost 90,83

_On-Site Review Team .

(Include: Name%Orgamzauon FPhone Number — Email)

1. FORTE OEDC G4 - 374.9287

2 /dm P Llis Jﬁéd Zop 330 ~B2r-2/72
1a GZoRl madiiau Vo , Liv- 752 - 90>

4. gfgn Miche WAa%x-a%m _I

5. el Do/ 2 py Loy o2

6. _DAVE M Larie NS coblp,” 336-721- 641

7. BNty ToHL Fecl - P35 A0

. _[Nac¥ Ty Hotl Woshh T Ut~ 27023~ (45

0. k- V. S ein = 2 25— 705-els7

affic Control Devices

Type of Warmng Devices installed? - Quantity/Comments
Advance Warning Signs {condition?) [ Yes MNe
‘Stop' Signs [ Yes Y] No
‘Stop Ahead’ Signs [] Yes M No
Pavement Markings (condition?) [V Yes [ Ne "z GEOD
Crossbucks Yes  [JNo Z- wiyifio
Number of Tracks Signs ¥ Yes TN 2
Inventory Tags [ ] Yes No \
Interconnected Highway Traffic Signal [] Yes No
Mast-Mounted Flashing Lights [} Yes [/ No
Cantilever Flashing Lights [ Yes [?} No Number: Length:
Side Lights [ 1Yes {v] No
Automatic Gates [] Yes [V No Number: Length:
Bells (] Yes [ No Number:
Sidewalk Gate Arms {] Yes V] No
‘No Turn’ Signs {7 Yes 1 No
Hiumination [ Yes [¥] No
Is crossing flagged by train crew? ] Yes No
Other [ Yes [ No

UPDATED (04/2013)



afety ;Data' (Obtam crash lepOl"tS A

Enitial Information (from database) Revised
Number & dates of crashes 0 (2/5/96)
In previous 5 years
Ha.zard Rankmg _ | _ _ ‘ Date Run: 9/5/2014
Ra:lroad Characterlstlcs Initial Information (from database) _,  Revised
Total trains per day 10 { &~
< | per day
Day thru trains 3
Night thru trains 7
Daytime switching movements 2
Nighttime switching movements
Total number of aracks 2
Number of main tracks 2
Number of other tracks
Maximum train speed 60
Typical train speed 60
Amtrak ' N

If non-gated crossing, is clearing sight distance adequate in all quadrants? (See Table 1) ﬁ Yes []No
- i

If multiple tracks, can two trains occupy crossing at the same time? Ef] es [INeo
Can one train block the motorists’ view of another train at crossing? [} Yes (Explain below) [TNo
Can one or more tracks be eliminated through the crossing? [ ] Yes |£ No

Fd
| Are there other track(s) crossing this same roadway within 100 ft of this crossing? @'Yes ] No
If yes, Crossing DOT #(if different)

If yes, distance : {take measurement between track centerlines at closest point along roadway)
Local nghway Authonl:y' Washington Township
Roadway Characteristics Initial Information {from database) Revised \?//
Average daily traffic 200 {2009) [ W TOTAL & 4 6@, 4)33 1/?
Highway paved y V1 Yes [(JNo [ Yes ] Ne

Roadway Surface: @Blacktop (] Gravel [] Concrete [JOther

Roadway width: _]_‘b__fc -

Number of highway lanes /-

Urban q{'_g\uray .

Vehicle Speed: 62 MPH

!
School Bus Operation: [ | No X Yes kl Amount

Hazardous Magérials Trucks: [ ] No [ }Yes Amount
Shoulders: [ No [ Yes i
Is the shoulder surfaced? (7] No O Yes /

Is there existing guardrail along roadway in crossing vicinity? m Ne [ Yes
Is stopping site distance adequate? (See Table 2) m Yes [TJNe If no, deficient approach(es)

UPDATED {04/2013)




Quadrant Curb and Gutter; ' Quadrant Curb and Gutrer:
[[] Functional (Curb height = 4” or more) [C] Functional (Curb height = 4" or more)

{7 Non-functional (Curb height = Less than 47) Nen-functional (Curb height = Less than 4")
ﬁone \g None

Pedestrians: QKo ; [Yes
Is sidewalk present? [ plo ] Yes

4
Is there a nearby intersection that could cause queuing over the crossing!? @ No i1 Yes
if yes,
Distance
is this intersection signalized? [ ] No {7 Yes
Are the signals currently interconnected with the existing crossing warning devices? [ No ] Yes

s there 2 ‘Do not Stop on Track signl [} No {1 Yes

Is a roadway improvement project (e. { widening, turn fanes, nearby new or upgraded traffic signal, 51dewalk) planned at or near this
location in the foreseeable future? [/] No ] Yes

1 yes,

Improvement type Lead Agency Timeline/completion
Is it the consensus of the Diagnostic Review Team that this is a potential closure project: [_] No [ Yes
Explain reasons;

Location of earby schools:

me\v\fﬁmﬂ A M

: “ Open Space eopieh -
(] Industrial ] Commercial
(] Residential

2 M.

Is commercial power available? E{No ] Yes
Utlity Provider (Company Name) J il 6)‘[ fﬂl\{ﬂl Phone Mumber
Nearest Available Power Source _ “DOUY ” AT b IUU‘jg KK@U MOAL \
What other utilities are present? 7] Gas ] Cable ] Telephone [} Fiber Optic Cable
(add locations to sketch) ] Petroleum  [] Water [ Sanitary Sewer
[[] Other

Is{are) there potential udllity conflict(s) [ ] Yes IﬁNo 1 Unknown
Comments:

UPDATED {04/2013)
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Crossing Consolidation or Closure:

T ial Pren (inlde fﬁ sina irci e ad LH with n ve siif own: S

Real Estate or ROWY:

Tl

Culverts / Drainage / Ballast Conditions:

Roadway andf/or Sidewalks:

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

Environmentak

Other:

UPDATED (04/2013)



Quadrants Needed

[[] Install/upgrade active devices

3 Automatic Flashing Lights (AFLS)

[7] AFLS [Cants

hA AFLS/ Gates NW :_S'[Z

[[] AFLS/ Gates / Cants

[xJ/ Belis / number [

] Upgrade cireuitry { type

[] Sidelights

[[] Guardrail Needed

[ lnstall/Replace curb

[] Bungalow placement & offset from rail & highway

[7] Other (define)

Comments:

O Installfupgrade traffic signal preemption

3 No improvements needed

(1 Other (define)

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

T 0 4] oo v 32

UPDATED (04/2013)



A
Sidewalk % ‘i
— i
%
Parkway / .
H
Roadway Cf ,
H
1 Roadway
i

= = =
b

Parkway

ol = 10 = e o P

AN

Sidewalk

P

Show North
Direction

/
Crossing Angle m 0-29° @[30-59’ [7]60-90° Measured in = mz Quadrant?

Measurements by; MHE

UPDATED (04/2013)




F;el dS tc

| Include utilities as by OUPS and LHA; include ROW boundaries as indicated by railroad and LHA.
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Measured in 5 W Quadrant?

Sketch by: 0

UPDATED (04/2013)




TABLE | Table 2
Clearing Sight Distances Stopping Sight Distances
T g " | Ralloud from Crossng () Highway Veticle Speed | 0702 ) 2008 sy
1-10 240 0 nfa
15 360 5 50
20 480 10 0
25 600 15 105
30 720 20 135
35 840 25 180
40 560 30 25
45 1080 35 280
50 1200 40 340
55 1 _———a%0 45 410
s . 0 ) R .
S5 1560 55 570 )
70 1680 \_v 6 60
75 1800 65 760
80 1920 70 865
85 2040 Source; R-H Grade Crossing Handbook Table 36 (pp. 132-133)
) 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 leve! 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.

Al calculated distances are reunded 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 (04/2013)




OHIO RAJIL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION
TO: George Martin, Rail Division, PUCQ

FROM: Cathy Stout, Manager, Safety ion, ORDC

BY: Joe Reinhardt, Project Manag

SUBJECT: Ashtabula County, Netcher Road, DOT 503115K
Norfolk Southern, PID 98264

DATE: June 17, 2015

- The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCQ) established a diagnostic survey at the subject
location on Netcher Road. The Ohio Rail Development Commission (ORDC) attended the

‘review. The Diagnostic Team recommended the improvement of waming devices to flashing
lights and roadway gates. Copies of the diagnostic review form and the plan and estimate are
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
¢ 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
ORDC Project Manager (file)



@] OHIO RAIL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

Mail Stop #3140, 1980 West Broad Street, Columbus OH 43223
@ : John R. Kasich, Governor * Mark Policinski, ORDC Chairman

June 17, 2015

Mr. Stephen Klinger

Public Projects Engineer

1200 Peach Street NE, Box 123
Atlanta, Ga. 30309

RE: Ashtabula County, Netcher Road, DOT 503115K
PID# 98264, NS Project 10.2128

Dear Mr. Klinger:

The plan and estimate dated July 9, 2015, for the referenced project has been reviewed and is
acceptable. NS may proceed with the construction of the proposed grade crossing warning
system in accordance with the abbreviated plan. This authorization is made with the stipulation
and understanding that the 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.
Reimbursement of eligible actual cost is limited to $324,631.00. Additional costs must be
approved in writing by the Ohio Rail Development Commission (ORDC) prior to being incurred.
Emetgency verbal authorizations by ORDC may be permitted and will be confirmed by ORDC
in writing within ten (10} business days of the verbal approval.

This authorization is contingent upon NS accepting the following instructions:

1. NS’s project foreman will furnish written notification five (5) working days prior to the
date work will start at the project site to Joe Reinhardt, ORDC, email
joe.reinhardt@dot.state.oh.us and to the Public Utilities Commission of Ohio at
George.martin@puc.state.oh.us. NS’s project foreman will also notify the same of any
stops and re-starts of the work activity and of the date work was completed for the
project.

2. NS will arrange for utilities to be located at the project site by the Ohio Utilities
Protection Service (OUPS) prior to any construction activities at the site. Utilities that
are not participating members of the service must be contacted directly by NS.

3. NS’s project foremen will notify Joe Reinhardt at 614-580-7728 (telephone) or
joe.reinhardt(@dot.state.oh.us (email) of any changes in the scope of work, cost overruns,
material changes, etc. which are not included in the approved plan and estimate and
secure approval of same before the work is performed.

4. Open cut of roadways 18 not permitted except in nnusual circumstances and must be
coordinated with the local highway authority and preapproved by ORDC.

5. NS will furnish two (2) copies of each partial bill to ORDC. Please find the enclosed
ODOT Purchase Order to reference when billing,

www.rail.ohio.gov phone: 614.644.0306
0 IMPROVING RAIL TODAY FOR TOMORROW'S ECONOMY


http://www.rail.ohio.gov

6. - NS will furnish two (2) copies of the final all-inclusive bill to ORDC stating the exact
. dates of starting and completing work, the initial and final dates of construction and
location where the accounts may be audited.

7. This installation will include any ancillary work to make the warning devices function as
designed and meet MUTCD.

Thank you for your assistance with these matters.

cerely,

O RS
seph Reinhardt
Project Manager

C: Randall Schumacher, Rail Division Supervisor, PUCO
George Martin, Grade Crossing Planner, PUCO
Susan Arduini, ORDC
ORDC (file)



OHIO RAIL DEVELOPMENT
commission Q@O

Reason for Survey:

Formula Pick
{e.g. formulz, accident, constituent, etc.) ula Pi

Street or Road Name: Netcher Road

Diagnostic Review Team Survey

Ohio Rajt Development Comimission -
~ Mail: Stop 3140, 1980 W. Broad Stregt,.
Columbus, OFf 43223 .

Date: 5/12/2014

.1 Timetable Station:

| oy TR22 : USDOTNo:  go3115K
Count:  ATB Township: Denmark (?,%w)) MNear Jefferson
m:;fd Norfolk Southern. D Pittsburgh T zr:;:\':anne Youngstown LI
Nearest RR . DENMA % N RR Milepost. | 1 41

{Include:, Name — Organization — Phone Number — Email)

.M Fore ORDC c\-274-9287

2. DAVE MICLETS - MoRFsLK SG- (NS T30-83)-71Y[p

3. Chad Fe%&erm\kr NorCallle S —Cus 330~ 719 —125%

o (FollA Mttn)  PUlo [q-752- 2107
s DAVE MeTiyyeel  N& z0.22( ~§8(/
6 Doa _Dlan. NS 330~ 31y - 4433
l7. _pe D’ oo w5 23 5FAE

8. / VPP PN i 2T wr s APk QE/O—JPJ/(F’L/?*?/(F’
9. /iu <(3) _

Existing Traffic Control Devices .~ =~
Anstalled?

Bo ~ 858 ~71179
D A

Type of Warning Devices Quantity/Comments

1 Advance Warning Signs {condition?) (oA Yes [ I No - “'

‘Stop’ Signs [] Yes [ No

‘Stop Ahead’ Signs [] Yes M No .

Pavement Markings (condition?) 7 Yes ONo NA AGLH EGATE

Crossbucks R Yes [ No 2 W/ YIELD

Number of Tracks Signs [] Yes {UNo A

Inventory Tags (W Yes 1 No L

Interconnected Highway Traffic Signal [ ]Yes 'No

Mast-Mounted Flashing Lights [ Yes [V No .

Candlever Flashing Lighes [1Yes i No Number: Length:

Side Lights (] Yes No

Automatic Gates (] Yes No Number: Length:

Bells [J Yes [ No Number:

Sidewalk Gate Arms [ ] Yes No

‘No Turn’ Signs (] Yes [l No

llumination [Yes . [ANo

Is crossing flagged by train crew? [ Yes Y No

Other ] Yes [ No

UPDATED {04/2013)
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¢ ash reports lf poss;ble,"::' ',-”__'_to rewew) L A e
Initial Information (from database) Revised

Nurmber & dates of crashes 1 (12142013)
in previous 5 years

Hazard Ranking 23 ‘_7”_7 Dateu:4l9fl4 - S

‘.E-Raliroad Data.

Railroad Characterlstlcs Initial Information (from database) Revised
Total trains per day 21 12 1%
‘< | per day .
Day thru traing 10 2
Night thru trains 9 (D
Daytime switching movements 2 7
Nighttime switching movements <o
Total number of tracks 1
Number of main tracks 1
Number of other tracks 0
Maximum train speed 40 Y=
Typical train speed ‘ L,
Amtrak "~ NU

If non-gated crossing, is clearing sight distance adequate in all quadrants? (See Table 1) E’Yes |:] No

If multiple tracks, can two trains occupy crossing at the sam}f»m’ef [JYes [INo
Can one train block the motorists’ view of another train at crossing? [ ] Yes (Explain below) I No
Can one or more tracks be eliminated through the cressing? []Yes [ No

Are there other track{s) crossing this same roadway within 100 ft of this crossing? [[] Ye.s ﬂNo
if yes, Crassing DOT #(if different)

If yes, distance {take measurement between track centerlines at closest point atong roadway)
..RoadwaY Data ‘ L B L T PR R UL Nk Tt R P

Local Highway Authorlcy- B o Denmark Tp.

Roadway Characteristics Initial Information (from database) Revised
Average daily traffic 9%  (2005) /
Highway paved | (0 Yes O No (] Yes ¥] No

Roadway Surface:  Blackeop tl Gravel/ﬁZConcrete [JOther
N

Roadway width: _@&.

Number,’e@ay fanes z

Urban of P&tW

Vehicle Speed: __ MPH ., 20
School Bus Operation: [} No (@ _[_Q’_Amount
Hazardous Materials Trucks: [[] No ]B/Yes —_Amount
Shoulders: = No [ Yes Y,
-Is the shoulder surfaced? [ ] No [ Yes ; /

Is there existing guardrail along roadway in crossing \ﬁcinity? D No [[]Yes

Is stapping site distance adequate? (See Table 2) m Yes [JNo [fno, deficient approach{es)

UPDATED (04/2013)




Quadrant ____ Curb and Gutter: Quadrant Curb and Gutter: _
] Functdonat {Curb height = 4" or more) ) Functional {Curb height = 4" or more)
{1 blon-functional {(Curb height = Less than 4”) 1 [0 Non-functional (Curb height = Less than 4”)
None Y, one
Pedestrians: . [ No 7 [ Yes
Is sidewalk present? [o [ Yes /
is there a nearby intersection that could cause queuing over the crossing? EZ No [Yes
If yes,
Distance

Is this intersection signalized? [] No [T Yes

Are the signals currently interconnected with the existing crossing warning devices? ] No [ Yes
Is there a ‘Do not Stop on Track’ sign? ] No [ Yes

is 2 roadvway improvement project {e.g. widening, turn fanes, nearby naw or upgraded traffic signal, sidewalk) planned at or near this

location in the foreseeable future? [7] 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: [/] No ] Yes

Explain reasons:

“Type of Development

Location of nearby schools:

D d Mies

[Vl Open Space 3 Institational |
(1 Industrial (] Commercial
[ Residential
“Utifty Information

Is commercial power available! (] No I'_VKres

Utility Provider (Company Name) L 1T 6@1‘9\{, _{[ Ce [ | Phone Number

Nearest Available Power Source

What other utilities are present? [[] Gas [] Cable [] Telephone "] Fiber Optic Cable
(add locations to sketch) (] Petroleum  [] Water (] Sanitary Sewer
[1Other

Is(are} there potential utlity conflice(s) [1Yes [}No [T Unknown
Comments: :

UPDATED {04/2013)




':..POtentiai Red Flags 1 Pro;ect Chailenges

rafﬁc Sngnal Preemptuon (mdude trafﬁc sngnal mr,ersecuon name and LHA wuth;unsducuon over traFf'c srgnal |f known)

N7

-] Crossing Consolidation or Closure;

Joureet?

Real Estate or ROW:

O Hwy KL 2

Culverts / Drainage / Ballast Conditions:

NQ

Roadway andfor Sidewalks:

NO

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

N

Environmental:

NJ

Other:

UPDATED (04/2013)




Dlagnostlc Team Recommendatlons R T R e e e
Quadrants Needed

] Installfupgrade active devices
] Automatic Flashing Lights (AFLS)
{1 AFLS /Cants o
[ AFLS/ Gates _ NE . S/
[] AFLS/ Gates/ Cants _ '
f& Bells / number ]

[] Upgrade circuitry / type

[ Sidelights

[ ] Guardrail Needed

[] install/Replace curb

[[] Bungalow placement & offset from rail & highway

[ ] Other (define)

Comments:
G LED

(] Install/upgrade traffic signal preemption
[[1 No improvements needed

[ Other (define) #qugg COWCRTT 1N SE QUAD

pD ROCK FLL ABGove 7o

Acknowledgement of Recommendations (each entity represented at the diagnostic must have at [east one signature 51.{0\) UK @lf
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F:eld Sketch
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TABLE | Table 2
Clearing Sight Distances Stopping Sight Distances
Maximum ?;S;:nzed Train Raiigﬁ‘fl:s n(xd(?» ;:!g:gg(&) Highway Vehicle Speed Dlstanft.:) Slglﬁ::g ?fsadway
1-10 240 0 nfa

15 360 5 | 50

20 480 10 ~ 70

25 600 i5 105

30 720 20 135

35 840 25 180

40 960 0

45 ' 1080 (WS _ 280 )
= 1200 ) | 340
RS 1320 45 410

60 1440 50 , 490

65 1560° 55 570

70 1680 60 660

75 1800 65 760

80 1920 70 865

85 20 Source: R-H Grade Crssing Handbaok Table 36 {pp. (32-133)

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 leve! 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 pon-gated crossings as viewed from z point
25 feet from centerline of nearest track in the center of
whichever travel lane is nearest the direction along track
being measured.

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

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

Stopping Sight Distance Is 10 be measured on each roadway
approach to crossing from stop bar.
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