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To: Docketing Division

From: Jill Henry, Rail Specialist, Rail Divisio -
Cc: PUCO Legal Department
Date: 11/21/16

Re: PUCO Case No. 16- 2203-RR-FED- In the Matter of a Request for the Installation of
Active Waming Devices at the RJ Corman Railroad Crossings, Zeltman Avenue NE
DOT# 142-584M & 12 Street NE DOT#142-583F, in Tuscarawas County, Ohio.

On November 3, 2016, the Ohio Rail Development Commission (ORDC) authorized
funding for RJ Corman Railroad to install lights and gates at Zeltman Avenue NE

DOT# 142-584M & 12t Street NE DOT#142-583F, in Tuscarawas County, Ohio.

The crossings were surveyed on October 19, 2015 and were found to warrant the
upgrades. The electric utility provider for these crossings is American Electric Power-Ohio
Power.

The projects will be paid for with federal funds and are actual cost. The plans and
estimates for the projects in the amount of $124,360.52 for Zeltman Avenue NE and
$121,516.87 for 12th Street NE have been approved. Construction may commence at
once. Staff requests a Finding & Order with completion of the projects in nine
months. Staff requests that the following language be incorporated in the Finding & Order:

It is expected that all work necessary for FHWA acceptance of the waming 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.
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Please serve the following parties of record:

RJ Corman Railroad

James Kelley

Funded Projects Coordinator
P.O. Box 788

101 RJ Corman Drive
Nicholasville, KY 40356

RJ Corman Railroad
Deborah Hawley

Funded Projects Coordinator
P.O. Box 788

101 RJ Corman Drive
Nicholasville, KY 40356

Ohio Rail Development Commission
Cathy Stout

Safety Manager

1980 West Broad Street

Mail Stop #3140

Columbus, Ohio 43223

Village of Strasburg
Ron Lambert
Administrator

358 5 Street SW
Strasburg, Ohio 44680

American Electric Power- Ohio Power



OHIO RAIL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

TO: Randall Schumacher, Supervisor, Rail Division, PUCO
FROM: Cathy Stout, Manager, Safety Section, ORDC
BY: James Tucker, Project Manager, ORDC

SUBJECT: Tuscarawas County, 121" St. NE. DOT#142583F, PID#101962.

DATE: November 3, 2016

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO) established a diagnostic survey at the subject
location on October 19, 2015. 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
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 Jill Henry, PUCO
ORDC Project Manager (file)
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@ OHIO HAIL PEVELOPMEN | CONMMISSION
Mail Stop #3140, 1980 West Broad Street, Columbus OH 43223
@ John R. Kasich, Governor = Mark Policinski, ORDC Chairman

June 17,2016

Ms. Deborah J. Hawley

RJ Corman Railroad Group LLC
101 RJ Corman Dr.

PO Box 788

Nicholasville, Ky 40356

RE: Tuscarawas County, 12 St NE, DOT#142583F, PID#101962
Dear Ms. Hawley:

The plan and estimate transmitted March 15™ 2016, for the referenced project has been reviewed
and is acceptable, RJ Corman may proceed with soliciting bids for 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.

A construction authorization will be sent once the bid documents have been received.and
approved. No field work may be started without a construction authorization from this office.

Sincerely,

A v |

James Tucker, Project Manager
Ohio Railroad Development Commission

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

_: www.rail.ohio.gov phone: 614.644.0306
O IMPROVING RAIL TODAY FOR TOMORROW'S ECONOMY
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” OHIO RAIL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

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

January 11, 2016

Ms. Deborah J. Hawley

RJ Corman Railroad Group LL.C
101 RY Corman Dr

PO Box 788

Nicholasville, Ky 40356

RE: Tuscarawas County, 12 St NE, DOT# 142583F

Dear Ms. Hawley:

A diagnostic review was held at the above grade crossing on October 19" 2015. The crossing has been
recommended for the installation of lights and gates.

RJ Corman is authorized to proceed with the site plans and cost estimates (PE) or bid package for this
project. This authorization is made with the stipulation and understanding that any field work needs prior
approval before 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 parficipation during the project audit.

The diagnostic review form is attached. Please note any recommendations (page 5), if any, made by the
team with regard to requirements for this location. Any minor roadway work necessary for MUTCD
compliance should be incorporated into the PE and such costs will flow through the railroad
reimbursement process.

The Project Manager for this project is James Tucker. James can be reached at (614) 398-6897, or
Jjames.tucker@dot.ohio.gov, if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

- M‘-\

Project Manager

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

Attachment: 1 (diagnostic review form)

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



Ohio Rail Development Commission

OHIO RAIL DEVELOPMENT : Mail Stop 3140, 1980 W. Broad Street,

commission @O Columbus, OH 43223
Diagnostic Review Team Survey

R for S : : Date:

(e:.a;z:-)r:l'uI::ccid:g(cagnsﬁtuent, ete) Constituent *, O - l (—‘T S—

Na

12" Street NE

Route/Road Number US DOT No.:
(i.e. Twp., Co., SR or US) 142583F
County: : Township: . Cigr

TUS Vil. Of Strasburg (In or Near) Sheadouty
Railroad Railroad Branch/Line
Name: R'J' Corman Division: AK Name:
Nearest RR RR Milepost: 80.2

Justus

table

(Include: Name — Qrganization — Phone Number — Email}

Jomes  Tocker  PRDC Lid - 35Y- LIT7

Shru+ 7 umFen AUty £/ YL S/
GEOLE M) Pulo G!4-752- GtsTF-
BOZ oo B cowmmd  Rsa- 220~ 1%

A5bura AN -5 A% Clapbe e

1.
2.
3.
+ {
5.]
6.
7.
8.
9.

Type of Warning Devices Instafled? Quantity/Comments
Advance Warning Signs (condition?) {1 Yes > No Gowe. LS, Bucn PadeRr
‘Stop’ Signs {]Yes 7t No
‘Stop Ahead’ Signs {1Yes . No
Pavement Markings (condition?) ]E Yes [ No
Crossbucks {X Yes [ ] No
Number of Tracks Signs {]Yes P No
Inventory Tags A Yes i ]No
Interconnected Highway Traffic Signal {]Yes No
Mast-Mounted Flashing Lights ] Yes | No
Cantilever Flashing Lights {1 Yes A No Number: Length:
Side Lights ] Yes No
Automatic Gates [ Yes P No Number: Length:
Bells ] Yes No Number:

Sidewalk Gate Arms {1Yes No
‘No Turn’ Signs { 1Yes ' No
Ilumination {7 Yes X No
Is crossing flagged by train crew? {1 Yes P9 No
Other []Yes M.No

UPDATED (04/2013)



Railroad Characteristics Initial Information (from database)

Initial Information (from database) Revised
Number & dates of crashes 0
in previous 5 years J 7
Hazard Ranki 3488 (f

Revised

Total trains per day 4

< | per day

Day thru trains 4

Night thru trains

Daytime switching movements

Nighttime switching movements

Total number of tracks 1

Number of main tracks

Number of other tracks |

Maximum train speed 25

Typical train speed 25

Amtrak

If non-gated crossing, is clearing sight distance adequate in all quadrants? (See Table 1) [ ] Yes [APNo

S Gued
Vegekfen

If multiple tracks, can two trains occupy crossing at the same time! [_] Yes E No
Can one train block the motorists’ view of another train at crossing? [ | Yes (Explain below) IENO

Can one or more tracks be eliminated through the crossing? [ ]Yes [ No

Are there other track(s) crossing this same roadway within |00 f of this crossing? [] Yes [ No
If yes, Crossing DOT #(if different)
If yes, distance (take measurement between track centerlines at closest point along roadway)

1 Local Highway Authority: Village of Strasburg
Roadway Characteristics Initial Information (from database) Revised
Average daily traffic 528 (2010) 1000 +
Highway paved Yes ﬂ No ﬁYes (] No

Roadway Surface: EBlacktop [] Grave! [ ] Concrete [ |Cther

Roadway width: 25 fe.

Number of highway lanes

2
=N (1]
Urban or Rural (KUV‘\C\U

Vehicle Speed: %MPH 5 ' 25

School Bus Operation: [ | No Iﬁ Yes _ZAmclunt |

Hazardous Materials Trucks: [ ] No EYes 05 Amount

Shoulders: [ ] No 4 Yes

Is the shoulder surfaced? B No (] Yes

Is there existing guardrail along roadway in crossing vicinity? pNo  [] Yes

Is stopping site distance adequate? (See Table 2) ﬂYes [JNo  if no, deficient approach(es)




Quadrant QE Curb and Gutter:
[] Functional (Curb height = 4” or more)

[] Non-functional (Curb height = Less than 4

Quadrant Sio
[ Functional (Curb height = 4” or more}
[] Non-functional (Curb height = Less than 47)

Curb and Gutter:

/E\None A None

Pedestrians: K No [] Yes

Is sidewalk present? FL:No [ Yes

[] Yes

Is there a nearby intersection that could cause queuing over the crossing? 'ﬁ‘No

i yes,
Distance

[] Yes

Are the signals currently interconnected with the existing crossing warning devices? IE:NO

[] Yes

Is this intersection signalized? {Z] No

[] Yes

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

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? No [] Yes
If yes,

Lead Agency

Improvement type Timeline/completion -

Is it the consensus of the Diagnostic Review Team that this is a potential closure project:
Explain reasons:

ﬁNo [ Yes

[] Open Space
E. Industrial
] Residential

[_] Institutional
Commerdial

Location of nearby schools:
aperos \ anile

Is commercial power available? [ ] No

f\Yes
AE

Utility Provider (Company Name) Phone Number

Nearest Available Power Source \weSh o8k dracks {eom Poer  ©0le
What other utilities are present? [NGas [ Cable (] Telephone [] Fiber Optic Cable
(add locations to sketch) Petroleum (] water [] Sanitary Sewer
[] Other

[] Yes

Is(are) there potential utility conflict(s)

] No \gUnknown

Comments:




Traffic Signal Preemption (include traffic signal intersection name and LHA with jurisdiction over traffic signal,

VA

if known):

Crossing Consolidation or Closure:

ViR

Real Estate or ROW:

NiA

Culverts / Drainage / Ballast Conditions:

A

Roadway and/or Sidewalks:

NAA

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

Z@\-\-Mﬁn S C,‘l-(‘cu-\"r&—\ Lo ouneh ‘ve ;W*ﬁrcanﬂﬂd@)

Environmental:

Vi

Other:

A

jo- 19775




Quadrant?

din __Sw2

Crossing Angle |:|O-?_9° D 30-59° @60—90" Measure

Sketch by: T




Quadrants Needed

-~ Installfupgrade active devices

{ ] Automatic Flashing Lights (AFLS)
g

[] AFLS /Cants

AFLS / Gates e VE Quad
[ ] AFLS/ Gates/ Cants .
X, Bells / number \
[ 1 Upgrade circuitry / type
(] Sidelights

[ ] Guardrail Needed

[] Install/Replace curb

[] Bungalow placement & offset from rail & highway S Quach

[] Other (define)

Comments: pre fab wean w | stene Back Gl vvi vEe Qoad.

{1 Install/upgrade traffic signal preemption

[J No improvements needed

[] Other {define)

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

acknowledgement): .
PR =l
A AL j

i Show North

N Ipt : Direction

Parkway Mﬂ -

Sidewalk

Roadway
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TABLE | Table 2

Clearing Sight Distances Stopping Sight Distances

T e 1" | Ratirond from Crossne (9 Highway Vehicle Speed | D127 (1D Zone foadway

1-10 240 0 n/a

15 360 5 50
20 480 i0 70

K %5 500 ) 15 105
30 770 20 135
35 840 5 K
40 960 30 225
45 1080 35 280
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)
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 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.




OHIO RAIL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION
INTER-OFFICE COMMUNICATION

TO: Randall Schumacher, Supervisor, Rail Division, PUCO
FROM: Cathy Stout, Manager, Safety Section, ORDC
BY: James Tucker, Project Manager, ORDC

SUBJECT: Tuscarawas County, Zeltman Ave, DOT#142584M, PID#101957

DATE: November 3, 2016

The Public Utilities Commission of Ohio (PUCO) established a diagnostic survey at the subject
location on October 19, 2015. 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
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 Jill Henry, PUCO
ORDC Project Manager (file)
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@ OHIO RKAIL DEVELOPMEN | COMMISSION
Mail Stop #3140, 1980 West Broad Street, Columbus OH 43223
e John R. Kasich, Governor * Mark Policinski, ORDC Chairman

June 17,2016

Ms. Deborah J. Hawley

RJ Corman Railroad Group LLC
101 RJ Corman Dr.

PO Box 788

Nicholasvilie, Ky 40356

RE: Tuscarawas County, Zeltman Ave, DOT#142584M, PID#101957
Dear Ms. Hawley:

The plan and estimate transmitted March 15, 2016, for the referenced project has been reviewed
and is acceptable. RJ Corman may proceed with soliciting bids for the proposed grade crossing
warning system in accordance with the abbreviaied 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.

A construction authorization will be sent once the bid documents have been received and
approved. No field work may be started without a construction authorization from this office.

Sincerely,

James Tucker, Project Manager
Ohio Railroad Development Commission

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

www.rail.ohio.gov phone: 614.644.0306
O IMPROVING RAIL TODAY FOR TOMORROW’S ECONOMY



OHIO RAIL DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION

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

January 11, 2016

Ms. Deborah J. Hawley

RJ Comman Railroad Group LLC
101 RJ Corman dr.

PO Box 788

Nicholasville, KY 40356

RE: Tuscarawas County, Zeltman Ave NE, DOT# 142584M

Dear Ms. Hawley:

A diagnostic review was held at the above grade crossing on October 19™ 2015: The crossing has been
recommended for the installation of lights and gates.

RJ Corman is authorized to proceed with the site plans and cost estimates (PE) or bid package for this
project. This authorization is made with the stipulation and understanding that any field work needs prior
approval before 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.

The diagnostic review form is attached. Please note any recommendations {page 5), if any, made by the
team with regard to requirements for this location. Any minor roadway work necessary for MUTCD
compliance should be incorporated into the PE and such costs will flow through the railroad
reimbursement process.

The Project Manager for this project is James Tucker. James can be reached at (614) 398-6897, or
james.tucker@dot.ohio.gov, if you have any questions.

Sincerely,

Project Manager

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

Attachment: 1 (diagnostic review form)

www.rail.chio.gov phone: 614.644.0306
o IMPROVING RAIL TODAY FOR TOMORROW’S ECONOMY



Ohio Rail Development Commission

OHIO RAIL DEVELOPMENT Mail Stop 3140, 1980 W. Broad Street,
COMMISSION 06 Columbus, OH 43223

Diagnostic Review Team Survey

Reason for Survey: Date;

Formula

(e.g. formula, accident, constituent, etc.) / 0 - / 9 - / S_

Street or Road Name:

Zeltman Ave NE

o o US) USDOTNo: | 13584M
County: g Township:  vil. Of Strasburg o ear S rasloora

Name_RJ- Corman Swon._ AK [ Rame "
Tinousle Sagon:  JUstus RR Miepost: 7 g

| {Include: Name - Organization — Phone Number — Email)

Sames Tucxee ORDC _ (p]4- 399 - 4397 Dames Tuker @ dot, Otio. 5¢
,"//44»\/ édﬂ/‘/c»/ /O(JCM /(’/’ 96( //f()

Gmma, (V\anu %co (a“—l-’757— ‘1‘10’#

-y

1
2
3
4
5. 1)
6
7
8
9

. Wa nmg e Quantity/Comments

b

nﬂfj

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 Lights Number: Length:

Side Lights

Automatic Gates Number: Length:

Bells Number:

Sidewallk Gate Arms

‘No Turn’ Signs

{llumination

Is crossing flagged by train crew?

Other

UPDATED (04/2013)



Initial Information (rom database) _ Revised

Number & dates of crashes 0
in previous 5 years

Date Run: 8/18/15

Hazard Ranking

haracteristics

ailroa Initial Information (from database) Revised
Total trains per day 4
< | per day
Day thru trains 4

Night thru trains

Daytime switching movements

Nighttime switching movements

Total number of tracks 1
Number of main tracks 1
Number of other tracks

Maximum train speed 25

Typical train speed 25

Amtrak

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

if multiple tracks, can two trains occupy crossing at the same time? [ | Yes E No NIk
Can one train block the motorists’ view of another train at crossing? [[] Yes (Explain below) 4 Ne
Can one or more tracks be eliminated through the crossing? [] Yes  [X] No

Are there other tradk(s) crossing this same roadway within 100 ft of this crossing? [] Yes g No
If yes, Crossing DOT #{if different)
if yes, distance {take measurem

t betw

rlines at closest point along roadway)

Local Highway Authority: Village of Strasburg

Roadway Characteristics Initial Information (from database) Revised
Average daily traffic 779 (2010)
Highway paved m Yes O No ] Yes [ No

Roadway Surface: [ Blacktop [] Grave! [ ] Concrete [ jOther

Roadway width: _ O ft.

Number of highway lanes

2
Urban or Rural &M
¥ N

Vehicle Speed: )._/9 MPH

E]
School Bus Operation: [] No ﬂYes I Amount

Hazardous Materials Trucks: [] No X Yes 107} Amount

Shoulders: [] No Yes

s the shoulder surfaced? f No [ Yes

Is there existing guardrail along roadway in crossing vidinity? No []Yes

Is stopping site distance adequate? (See Table 2) K] Yes [ JNo If no, deficient approach{es)




Quadrant Y\ Curb and Gutter: Quadrant O (& Curb and Gutter:
[] Functional {Curb height = 4” or more) [ Functional (Curb height = 4" or more)
[] MNon-functional {(Curb height = Less than 4”) [ Non-functional (Curb height = Less than 4")

‘@ None ‘@ None

Pedestrians: I No E’Yes

Is sidewalk present? B<'No [ Yes
Is there a nearby intersection that could cause queuing over the crossing? E'NO [ Yes
if yes,
Distance
Is this intersection signalized? g No [ Yes
Avre the signals currently interconnected with the existing crossing warning devices? E:No [ 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? I;kNo [ Yes
If yes,

Improvement type Lead Agency Timelinefcompletion -
Is it the consensus of the Diagnostic Review Team that this is a potential closure project:g’No [ Yes
Explain reasons:

D
[[] Open Space [] Institutional
FQ Industrial @ Commercial
(A} Residential
Utilit

Location of nearby schools:

SArasloor 5 Sevrenll™

\ Mo\ \-—e’

Is commercial power avaifable? [ ] No &Yes
Utility Provider (Company Name) QE_‘\ED Phone Number
Nearest Available Power Source
What other utilities are present? Gas P Cable [} Telephone [] Fiber Optic Cable
(add locations to sketch) Petroleum ﬂWater [] Sanitary Sewer
[] Other

Is(are) there potential utility conflict(s) [JYes []No ﬂUnknown

Comiments:




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

V1A

Crossing Consolidation or Closure:

N A

Real Estate or ROW:

oA

Culverts / Drainage / Ballast Conditions:

N A

Roadway and/or Sidewalks:

oA

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

12% ‘S"\f‘& YA wou\o‘ \oua Tn-\{,rcc:nn-er_:\-«;:_c,»[

Environmental:

AT

Other:




Crossing Angle/lﬁ\ﬂ-?.q’ I:l 30-59° |:|60-90° Measuredin_ S E

Sketch by: .5 %~




Quadrants Needed

K] Installiupgrade active devices

[[] Automatic Flashing Lights (AFLS)

[] AFLS /Cants

" AFLS / Gates

&

| | AFLS/ Gates / Cants

Mw 4 DE  (Quad. _

[, Bells / number

l

|:| Upgrade circuitry / type

{71 Sidelights

{1 Guardrail Needed

[] Install/Replace curb

[] Bungalow placement & offset from rail & highway

[] Other (define)

SF Quad £ Row» gecmias

Comments:

[] Instailfupgrade traffic signal preemption

{1 No improvements needed

[] Other (define)

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

acknowledgement):

T

A

o

714
NS

Ebar/llLY

i 4 Show North
Sidewalk W & é Disection
¥
*
Parkwa i
y VA :
b y L
Roadway :
10
R v U S
i
| \0 Roadway
¥
L)
i !;ﬂ ) Parkway
|3
PN Sidewalk
¥




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-
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,

T et T | Railond e Ghostme ) Highway Vehice Speed | D" TED ZLcme fomnar
1-10 240 0 nfa
15 360 5 50
20 480 10 70
/ 25 600 /) I5 105
77 7204—‘” 20 135
35 840 / 25 _ 180 )
40 960 30 —15
45 1080 35 280
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)
90 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 to crossing from stop bar.




This foregoing document was electronically filed with the Public Utilities

Commission of Ohio Docketing Information System on

11/21/2016 11:55:35 AM

Case No(s). 16-2203-RR-FED

Summary: Application In the Matter of a Request for the Installation of Active Warning Devices
at the RJ Corman Railroad Crossings, Zeltman Avenue NE DOT#142-584M and 12th Street
NE DOT#142-583F in Tuscarawas County, Ohio. electronically filed by Mrs. Jill A Henry on
behalf of PUCO/Rail Division
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