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Reha Deal, #8487 .
Union Pacifi¢ Railroad ‘¢ 6mpany
280 South 400 West, Suite 250
Salt Lake City, UT 84101
Telephone: (801) 212-3985
Facsimile: (801)212-3978

Attorneys for Union Pacific Railroad Company

211917

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

In the matter of Union Pacific Railroad’s
Petition for Relief against the Utah Department
of Transportation

Union Pacific’s Answer to Counter-petition

Docket No. 09-888-01

Defendant Union Pacific Railroad Company (“Union Pacific™) submits this Answer to

the Counter-petition and Third-party Petition of the “Vineyard Parties” in the above-entitled

action.

1. Union Pacific admits the allegations of paragraph 1.

2. Union Pacific admits the allegations of paragraph 2.

3. Union Pacific admits that UTA has acquired certain rights from UP wherein UTA

may construct additional rail facilities at the Crossing. Except as so expressly

admitted, Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief

as to the truth of the allegations of paragraph 3 and therefore denies them.

4. Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the

truth of the allegations of paragraph 4 and therefore denies them.

5. Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the

truth of the allegations of paragraph 5 and therefore denies them.




6. Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 6 and therefore denies them.

7. Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 7 and therefore denies them.

8. Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 8 and therefore denies them.

9. Union Pacific denies that a public road extends over the Crossing. Unjon Pacific
lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the
remaining allegations of paragraph 9 and therefore denies them.

10.  Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
ownership of the property east of the public road. Union Pacific denies that a
public road extends over the Crossing. Union Pacific further denies that prior
owners of the Geneva Property and the general public have continuously used the
Crossing as a public at grade crossing without obstruction or hindrance for more
than 90 years.

11. Union Pacific denies the allegations of paragraph 11.

12.  Union Pacific admits, on information and belief, that the Crossing was used as a
public at grade crossing at some point prior to the 1942 Resolution and Order that
quitclaimed the property on the east side the Crossing to Defense Plant Corp.
Except as so expressly admitted, Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information
sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the allegations of paragraph 12 and

therefore denies them.
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13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

Union Pacific denies the allegations of paragraph 13.

Union Pacific denies the allegations of paragraph 14.

Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 15 and therefore denies them.

Union Pacific denies the allegations of paragraph 16.

Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of sentence one of paragraph 17 and therefore denies them.
Union Pacific denies the remaining allegations of paragraph 17.

Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 18 and therefore denies them.

Union Pacific admits that the Crossing has been categorized as a public crossing
in the database maintained by the Federal Railroad Administration. Except as so
expressly admitted, Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to
form a belief as to the truth of the allegations of paragraph 19 and therefore denies
them.

Union Pacific admits the allegations of paragraph 20.

Union Pacific admits that allegations of paragraph 20 and affirmatively avers that
the west side of the Crossing is barricaded pursuant to UDOT’s order for a
temporary closure of the Crossing,

Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the

truth of the allegations of paragraph 22 and therefore denies them.
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23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31.

32,

33,

Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 23 and therefore denies them.
Union Pacific admits that UDOT ordered a temporary closure of the Crossing.

Except as so expressly admitted, Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information

sufficient to form a belief as to the truth of the remaining allegations of paragraph

24 and therefore denies them.

Paragraph 25 does not state factual allegations but legal conclusions to which
Union is not required to respond. If a response is required, Union Pacific denies
the allegations of paragraph 25.

Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 26 and therefore denies them.

Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 27 and therefore denies them.

Union Pacific lacks knowledge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 28 and therefore denies them.

Union Pacific lacks knowlédge or information sufficient to form a belief as to the
truth of the allegations of paragraph 29 and therefore denies them.

Union Pacific denics the allegations of paragraph 30.

Union Pacific admits the allegations of paragraph 24 [sic].

Union Pacific denies the allegations of paragraph 25 [sic].

Union Pacific denies the allegations of paragraph 26 [sic].
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WHEREFORE, Union Pacific prays for the Commission to grant relief in the form of an
order that the Crossing is a private crossing, and for such other and further relief as the
Commission deems just and proper.

DATED this 4th day of January, 2010.

sl

Reha Deal
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Certificate of Service

I hereby certify that on the | o day of January, 2010, a true, correct and complete

copy of the foregoing was served upon the following attorneys in the manner indicated below:

/ U.S. Mail

Dennis M. Astill Hand Delivered
Dennis M, Astill, PC Overnight
9533 South 700 East, Suite 103 Facsimile
Sandy, UT 84070 No Service
David L. Church _ 7 US. Mail
. Hand Delivered
Blaisdell and Church T Ovemi oht
5995 Redwood Road T Facsimile
Salt Lake City, UT 84123 — .
: No Service
Bruce Jones US. Maﬂ.
Hand Delivered
UTA Overnight
3600 South 700 West T Facsimile
Salt Lake City, UT 84119-4122 No Service
Counsel for UTA —_—
Renee Spooner, Assistant General Attorney —4 Eai dl\llll)aéllivere d
4501 South 2700 West —_— Overnight
Box 148455 T Facsimile
Salt Lake City, UT 84114 .
No Service

Counsel for UDOT

At
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Reha Deal, #8487

Union Pacific Railroad Company, , , - vy
280 South 400 West, Suite250—~ ¢ it~
Salt Lake City, UT 84101

Telephone: (801) 212-3985

Facsimile: (801)212-3978

Attorneys for Union Pacific Railroad Company

211913

BEFORE THE PUBLIC SERVICE COMMISSION OF UTAH

In the matter of Union Pacific Railroad’s

Petition for Relief against the Utah Department

of Transportation

Union Pacific’s Documents Relevant to
Decision

Docket No. 09-888-01

Defendant Union Pacific Railroad Company (“Union Pacific”) submits this preliminary

list of documents relevant to the Commission’s decision. Union Pacific reserve the right to

supplement this list after the close of discovery.

1. 1942 Resolution and Order quitclaiming property on the east side of the Crossing

to Defense Plant Corp.

2. Excerpt from Railway-Highway Grade Crossing Handbook.

DATED this 4th day of January, 2010.

%I\/U\/Q/

Reha Deal




Certificate of Service

I hereby certify that on the L;[ he day of January, 2010, a true, correct and complete

copy of the foregoing was served upon the following attorneys in the manner indicated below:

/" US. Mail
Dennis M., Astill Hand Delivered
Dennis M. Astill, PC Overnight
9533 South 700 East, Suite 103 Facsimile
Sandy, UT 84070 No Service
yd .
David L. Church - gidl\ld)tllivered
Blaisdell and Church T Overnicht
5995 Redwood Road E— Facsim%le
Salt Lake City, UT 84123 : — .
No Service
Bruce Jones L US. Mail
Hand Delivered
UTA Overnight
3600 South 700 West T Facsimile
Salt Lake City, UT 84119-4122 T No Service
Counsel for UTA 7
Renee Spooner, Assistant General Attorney —— Eai dh]/:I)azllivere d
4501 South 2700 West T Overni ght
Box 148455 T Facsimile
Salt Lake City, UT 84114 .
No Service

Counsel for UDOT

ot
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PR On motion of Commission Jolmson, seconded by Commissloner Clark, #id passed, the following Resolution

- pertaining to roads within the Geneve Works arse wan pul.lds.

EESOLUTI ONand
GROER

1t sppeering %o the Hoard of Coumty Commlesioners of Utsh Gounty, Tah,
that Defsnss Plant Cocporation, m sorporation ¢routed by Reconstruction Plumoce
Qorporstion purbuant to Beotlon 51 of the Recomstrustion Finance Gorporation
Aot, s wmended, hes acquired near Vineyard and within the limtts of Tish
County, Utah, the ccnveysuce to it of an ares scotaining approximately fifteem
hundrsd {1500) meros of lsid mnd certsin relictica lsnds adjmosnt thersio for
the purposs of srsoting blast furnsces, scks ovens, .open hearth furnsces, snd
other facilities [or the production of plg iromm. and stéel, which tracts are

. gommenly onlled the Geneva Plent Site, Plancor ¥01; wnd

Tt fwther agpesring that there are olouds upon the title %o said lauds
resulting .from improper redemption certificates or the nonpaytent of taxes
or sonveyances to Utah Gounty for romd purposea, snd for other reasons; mdé

. I further apposring thet oertain county roads traverse ssid plent site,
whidi Toads are no longer nesded for use by the peosrel puslie or frechclders
13 ¥ing WIEkn the vicinlty of ¢ ald plant site, and thet it ix wivisabie ifiat

sush_oounty roids be veseted ang atolished, &nd thet Utsh Comty quiZoleim -
gald plant site to aaid Dofense Plent Corporaiiom; :

NN, oo spplication of Delenss Plart Corpormtion, good cause sppearing
therafor, snd in comsideration of the aid that has besa sxtendsd by sald
Dafenne Plant Corporation in the coustruction of that osrtain road beginning
st the southerly scorner. of said plant 3ite sxd extooding sorthwesterly slong
the west side of right of way of tha Deuver & Rio Grande Western Eallroed to
the southern boundary of Seatlon 8, Towmship & South, Renge 2 Eagt, Salt
Iake MNeridisn, 1% is hershy ordered: .

1. That all county highwmys (exoept ths county read bordering the lake
and hersinefter ref'srred to) sad sasmemts located within the Ienda herein-
after desoribed be and the sumo are hercby deslared te bs abolished, and
sny order, ordinasce or other setiou designating say such roads or easemsaty
a3 county highways bo mod the swme iz hersby vecsted and repenled, -snd the
‘Gounty Clerk of Utsh County is hecaby suthorlsed and directed tomcord o
osrtified sopy of this resolutdon sud order in the offioe of the County.
Revorder of Utah County, Teahs ’ :

2. That Uhsh Cowty, @ body corporate and politie of the Stute of Utah,

ultolainm to gald Dofense Plant Corporatlon all of the right, t1i{le amd
gnttrut of Ubah Cownty in and Yo the Iande hereinafier deszeribed, whether such
Interest was wequirsd for rosd purposes, by resson of noupaymemt of texes,

or otherwiss, reserving, however, to Uish Toumty its 1ien upon said lands for
gemeral taxes for the yesr 1942, and the County Clork of Uteh County, Utah, is
hersby suthorized and directed to exsouts snd deliver, on behalf &f Uiak
Cpunty, Ttah, such guitcleix desd to said.Delsnse Plant Corporaticn.

The lurds hereinsbove referred to ars losated in Viah Comnty, Utsh, md
are partioularly desocribad as follows, Hto-wit:

Beginning at n polnt on the West right of way line of the
Yaion Psoific Ruilroad, said polnt being alwo on the Emst-
Weat aenter swotlon line of Sectiont G, and from which poiat
the guarter corpsr baiween Seotlcns 4 and 5, Tomnahip 6
_8outh, Range 2 East, Suilt Lake Base and Meridisn, bears
North 89° 321 30" Esst 9308.64 feet; thwnce South 33* 32¢ .
50" Want G831.55 feot to the point of intersention of :
the said senter sevtion line produced with the sh Lake
neander 1ine; thence along ssid meangder line ss follows:
ZSouth 4 41' 50" Bast $59.17 fest; thence Scuth 11° 267

40" Weat 1755.5T7 feet; thence South 8" 54* 40" West 350.10
fest} thence South B® G2' 0" East 1039.29 feetl; thence
South 4" 46! GO West 1437.45 feot; thenoe South 7* 1Bt 1o%
Baat 1177.92 feet; thence South 5% 13" 10" Zaet 765.50 fewt
¢ the lntersecstion of the ssid mesuder 1ine with the East
lifte of County Road, Deed Ko. §) thenmce South 26° 19' Eaxt
26.94 Teot; thenoe South 5 08F Fest €00.59 feot % the
North liné of sald County Road; thenmce South 89° S9 38"
Eant 2079.,00 feat along s=id Forth line of Counmty Roed;
thence North 68% 49 Ewst 372,20 feet to tho section line
batween Sections 7 sud B, wbove Toemship and Esnge; thenoe
Houth 0% 16" 10" East 27.72 fest to the tomer common 4o
Sections 7,8,17, and 18, abore Tomship and Rauge; theaoe
Worth B89* 20¢ 05" East 2768.11 feat wiong said Section line
to the Esst right of way of the Denver and Rio Grapde Reil-
rosd; thence South 30° 10' 10" East 526,00 foot alung smid
East railroad right of wxy to the intersection with the
Weat right of way of Highway Ro. 114: thenos North

Q* 20" 40" West 4567.79 aleng the ssid West right of wey
of Highway 114, which right of way iz parallel to snd 33
oot Went of the Ceater line of sald hiprhway, to the seotion
line between Sevtions 5 smd 17, above Tomnship snd Renge)
thenee North 89° Z0' O5" Emst 105.04 feeadt along said
Seotion line to the West right of way femcs of the Unlon
Paciflc Hallroand, said right of way fecce being parsllel

to snd 33 feet Westerly of the Center line of ssid railroad
track; thenoe North 7° 54* TWest 8037.12 feot mlong said
West railrosd right of way to the point of beginning, con-

taining 1523.66) mores.
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"l ) Also:

; - ’ Beginning et m point ‘ou the Utsh Lake Meander Line, said

! point being at tha Intersestion of tho Esst«-¥ost center ssotion line
of Bection 6, Township & South, Runge 2 Bast, Salt Lake Base and
Moridisn, and said Meander Line, from which point of interasotion the
East guarter corner of sald Section 8 beers Forth 83* 32+ 30% Esst

. 245%5.29 feet; thance along snid Uhali Lake Meandsr Line ss follows:
South 4* 41 GO Eaxt 953.17 fest; thenoe South 11° 26¢ 40% Weat 1755.57
feet; thence South B® 34' 40™ West 360.10 feet; theice South B* 52° OQ*
East 1039.29 {eet) thenoe Santh 4° 45" 60" Wext 1487.45 Peot; thence
South 7* 18* 10" Zast 1177.92 foet; thence South 5° 13% 10" Past
T86.50 fant to the intersestion of amid Mesnder Line with tha Esst
line of County Road, Deed No. 5) thenoe South 25° 199 Eash 25.04
foet along suid Zast line of County Rosd; thenoce South 9* 05 East
BD0.69 feet to the North line of said County Road; thenas due West
to the water*s wdge 860 leet, more or less; thence ¥ortherly mlong
sl waterts’ odge BI0O feat, more or less, to a point which lies
dus west of the polint of begimning; thence dus Esst from swid
water's edge 1450 Test, more or less, to the point of beginning;
it being inteaded by this instrument o ivolude within the forsgoig
dezoripticn all reliation lands Weat of seld mesnder Yine sz shove
deseribed snd the water's edge of Utsh Lake, inaluding or sxeluding,
2t the cxso zay bs, the area cotasionsd by tha rise or fall of the
Lake.

T e

P e it TRPEY

. ' Exoepting, howsver, from the above desoribed lands that
oeTtaln county road rumning in a northerly and -southerly dirsoticn
4 and loosted west of 4aid mownder line, and which road baglns at the
3 Sauthwast corner and terxinates at the !{nrﬂ:wut cornet of the

H property Tirst sbove descrived.

I TASSED by the Board of Utah County Commissionsrs this 5
i day of August, A.De 1942.

_RuJs Murdock
i . William J« Johnson
‘ : . . . - Sylvin Clark

ATTEST:  Cade Grand : COMMISSIONERS

X ;; County Clerk

(Seal}

on motion of. the Comty Yhariff, Wayne 3offe md Louls Petro, spacial deputy shoriff's st Genava Works,

! ware relossed, snd Freaok Mitchell, s spolal deputy at Ironton, was also relessed.

1]
v

On motien of Commissioner Clark, ssoonded by Comaissioner Johnsosn, and passed, the Comty Fair for 1942

§ wen emcalled in keeping with the Cedersl rtﬁmenﬂatlm.

In recogniticn of the work dops by the £-H Clubs {n connestion with the enuual County Mr(cmconod for

. this year} the Commissioners sgread to approprints §349.00 for the uwse of the clubs in their work projscts.

Cleizs wers prensnted and approved for. payment s per certified lists an file with the Comty Clerk,

|,. /f:/ o o
'; ATTESTs % '

1 ‘ [ arke

. . Avgust 10, 1942.
i The Board of Utah County Coamissloners wet in reguler session in thefr place of mesting in the c.if:.v ad

{ County Building at Provo, Utah, on Moudsy, August 10, 1942,

On roll call the following wers prossnts

Chairnen R.J« Rurdook, Cemmizsionsr
. J. Johnaon, Comnlazioner
Sylven Clark, Commizwslcnor
Cehe Grant, County Clerks

The Cheirmanwaa authorized to aign the following Correstion Letters, Noe.: 10680, 10584, 10565, 105686,

10687, 10668, 10669, 10570.

The following hospitel bill was approved snd ordered palds

140.00 t0 Dre WeHs Groves of the L.DeS. Hospltal for servioea
. for ¥re. Bontrica Fox.

The following spacial-deputy sheriffs without pay wore appointeds Clinton H. Roberts, J.F. Johasen, to
. serve al Denova Works; Wi . Brewn ot Treaton; Silas V. Pocd, D.& R.G..R.B. &t Thistle.

v e e e L
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IX. SPECTAL ISSUES -

There are several issues that
are important to rallroad - highway

grade crossing safety and operations‘

that either were not spec*fically

covered in previous chapters or, that.
warrant special consideration. These

include private crossings, short 1 ne
railroads, high speed rail corrido S,

pedestrians, bileycles and motor-'

-cycles, and special vehicles.

e

A. Private Crossings

“ Private railroad-highway grade
crossings are those that are on road-
ways not open to use by the public
nor are they maintained by a public
authority. ' According to the U.S.
DOT/AAR National Rail-Highway Cross—
ing Inventory, in 1983 there were
133,011 private crossings in the
United States. Usually, an agreement

between the land owner and the rall- "'

road governs the use of the private
cressing.

Typical types of private cross-
ings are as follows.

o Farm crossings that provide access
between tracts of land lying on
both sides of the railroad

o Industrial plant crossings that

provide access between plant
facilities on both sides of the

railroad

0 Residential access crossings over
which the occupants and their
invitees reach private residences
from ancther road, frequently a

- public road paralleling and adja-
cent to the railroad pight-of-way

o Temporary crossings established
for the duration of a private

construction proaeet or other sea-
sonal activity -

In some instances, changes .in
land use have resulted in an expan-
sion..of a crossing's use to the
extent that it  has become a public
crossing as evidenced by frequent use.
of the general public. This may oceur
whether or not any public agéncy has
accepted responsibility for - mainte-
nanse ép eontrol of the  use of the.
traveled way over the crossing. The'

railroad and h*ghway ageney should
continually review the use of privatel
obtained on *ts appropriate elassif*-.
cation. If the general . -public '
making use of the croes*ng, DPro=
priate traffic control d 'iees should[
be installed for their warn*ng and
guidance._ Usually, State and Federal
funds areé not available for use at
private crossings.f

The number of accidents at pri-
vate corossingsg . represent a  small
portion of 'all c¢rossing accidents;
however, safe design and operation at
private crossings should not be over-
looked. Very few private erossings
have active traffic control devices
and many do not have signs. Typical-
ly, they “are on narrow gravel roads
often with poor roadway approaches.

In 1983, +there were 599 acci-
dents, 33 fatallties, and 156 in-
Jjuries at private crossings. These
represent reductions, since 1979, of
37.4% in accidents, 32.7% in fatal-
ittes, and 24.3% in injuries as shown
in Table 47.

As with accidents at publie
crossings, the majority of acecldents
at private crossings involved automo-
bilegs. Table 48 gives the number of
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Chapter IX  Special Issues

Table 47. Accidents at Private
" Crossings, 1979 - 19383

Year Accidents PFatalities Injuries
1979 957 49 206
1980 8/8 45 228
1981 749 A 172
1982 590 27 129
1983 599 33 156
Source: Ref, 3

accidents and casualties by roadway

user fd; 1983.

At private cr0351ngs, the major-
ity of motor vehicle accidents, 345

or 61.4%, ‘occurred during daylight,
while 185, or 32 97,' occurred durlng_
darkness. ‘The remaining 32 ‘accidents”

occurred durlng either dusk or dawn.
Most of the accidents 1nvolv1ng motor
vehlcles, R4 or 43. 4%y
cr0331ngs w1thout signs or 51gnals as
shown "in  Table 49, Accldent rates
(number of accidents gt crossings

© ' Table 48.

- LType of Accldents

' ”fVehlcle N No. _Z
*‘Automobile 261 43.57
Truck 189 31.55
“Tractor—trailer “M11 18.53
. Bus _ - m——
- School bus | —em ——
 Motorcycle B 0.17
" Pedestrian 2 0434
'_Other* | 35 5484
Total 599 100.00

occurred at'

Table 49. Motor Vehicle Accidents
at Private Crossings by
Traffic Control Device, 1983

Traffic _ _
Control Device Accidents Percent
Automatic gates 7 1.24
Flashing lights 26 4,63
Highway signals,

wigwags or bells 13 2.31
Special® 37 6.58
Crossbucks 162 28.83
Stop signs 52 9.25
Other signs 21 3474
No signs or B

signals 244 43.42
Total 562 . 100.00

*iSpecial® are traffic control sys—
tems that are not traln ‘activated,
such as a cros51ng being flagged by a
member of the train crew. ~

Sourge: Ref. 3 .

“Accidents at Private Crossings by Roadyay User, 1983

Fatalities .  Injuries
No. _Z ; No. 7.
17 5152 76 48.72
1 33.33. . 50 32,05
N '3.03 20 . 12.82
-
2. 6.06 10 6.4t
33 100.00 156 100,00

*10ther! usually refers td.férm:equipment.

Source:

Ref. 3 -
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with each tyfe of traffic control

device divided by number of ‘erossings

with that type 'of traffic
device) canriot beé determined for
private crossings since no national
statistics are kept on the type -of
" traffic control devices at private
cross*ngs. oo o

control

Some States

ly, these signs consist of 'd cross-
buck, stop ‘sign, and/or ‘a warhing
against trespassing. California and
Oregon public utility commissioneérs
use a standard highway stop  sSign
together with a sign indicating that
the crossing is a private crossing.
A typical configuratlon is shown in
Figuv-e 104. T ' :

- As with: public ercssings; the
first consideration for improv*ng
private crossings is closure. Adja-
cent crossings should be evaluated to
determine if they can be used instead

24" M f—

241 min

PRIVATE

R R

CROBSING
O TRESSPASING |
¢ Optional
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Figure 104. Typical Private
Crossing Sign

Source: Ref. 1

: ‘ and railroads have
established minimum signing require-
ments for private crossings. Typieal-

. fic control improvements

Chapter IX Specidl Issues

of the private crossing. Every effort
to. elose the crossing Should be made.

If the - private ‘erosst ing --is. de-:
termined to be essential to.the pri-
vate landowner; then the ‘crossing
should ' be marked with soiie type -of «
sign;  Controversy exists- over wheth-
er the marking should be identical to
public crossings so that theé ‘motorist

‘1§ -presented with uniform traffic

control dev*ces, or whether the mark- -
ing should be distiriet to notify the
motorist that the ‘erossing is private.-
and * that use withoui: permission ig-
trespassing. No national = guidelines:
éxist; however, 1t seems redsonable’
that the crossing should be marked so
that it is identified . as ‘a ‘private
erogsing. Supplemental erossbucks or
stop signs might also be 1nstalled.»‘*

Some prfvate crossings have suf-f
ficient ‘train and’ Poadway ‘traffic¢”
volume that they réquire activeé traf-
fi¢ control ‘devices, Considerations
for the installation-of these'devices -
are the same as for public crossings,
as discussed in Chapter IV,  Federal
funds, and often State funds, cannot
be used for the installation of traf-
at private
crossings. The railroad and the land-
owner usually come to an agreement
regarding- the financing of the de-
vices. In dSome cases, if the land-
owner 1is required to pay for the:
installation ‘of the crossing and its
traffiec control devices, the land-
owner might reevaluate the need for
the crossing.

' B. Short Line Railroads

There are numercus short line
railroads and the number 1s growing
due to Federal deregulation. Short
line railroads are typically Class
III ratlroads, as defined by the
Interstate Commerce Commission (ICC).
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