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I N THE MATTER OF:

CITY OF CRYSTAL LAKE, an
II11inois municipal
cor poration,

VS.

UNI ON PACI FI C RAI LROAD

COMPANY,

Petition for an Order to

construct

pedestrian crossing on the

west side

AAR/ DOT #176 969Y, railroad
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County, Illinois.
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MR. MACK H. SHUMATE, JR.
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JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: By the power vested
in me by the State of Illinois and the Illinois
Commerce Comm ssion, | now call Docket No. T10-0080.
This is in the matter of the City of Crystal Lake, as
petitioner versus the Union Pacific Railroad Conpany.
And they have filed a petition seeking authority to
modi fy a vehicul ar crossing at the Pingree Road
crossing in Crystal Lake, Illinois.

May | have appearances, please,
starting with the petitioner.

MR. COWLI N: John Cowlin, the attorney for the
City of Crystal Lake.

JUDGE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Can you spell vyour

name and give us your address and phone nunber,

pl ease.
MR. COWLI N: It's C-o0-w-l-i-n. The address is
20 Grant Street, Crystal Lake, Illinois 60014.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. Uni on Pacific.

MR. SHUMATE: Thank you, your Honor. My name
is Mack Shumate, M-a-c-k S-h-u-ma-t-e. [|'m an
attorney for the Union Pacific Railroad Conpany.
We're at 101 North Wacker Drive, Suite 1920, Chicago,

4
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Il'l1inois 60606, respondent.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay.
M. Vercruysse.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: Thanks, your Honor. Bri an
Vercruysse, V-e-r-c-r-u-y-s-s-e, representing Staff
of the Illinois Commerce Comm ssion at address 527
East Capitol Avenue, Springfield, Illinois 62701.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. Bef ore we get
started could we have all the w tnesses who wil
testify today stand and raise your right hand.

(Wtnesses sworn.)

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: | will give the floor
to M. Cowlin to present the petition.

MR. COWLIN: Thank you, your Honor.

Before | begin I do have several
exhi bits. My question is would you |like me to hold
t hem and present them at the end?

JUDGE K| RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Are you going to use
t hem during the presentation?

MR. COWLI N: Yes.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Why don't we take a

second and we can mark them now.
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MR. COWLIN: They are marked. | did premark

t hem

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE:

fine. Well, just hold on to them until

MR. COWLI N: Thank you

| would call

Vi ct or

Oh, okay.

witness for the City of Crystal Lake.

VI CTOR C. RAM REZ,

called as a witness herein,

That's

havi ng been first

sworn, was exam ned and testified as follows:

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY

MR. COWLI N:

Q Woul d you state your name, please.

A My name is Victor,

Ramrez.

m ddl e initial

Ca

you're ready.

Ram rez as the

duly

Q What is your position with the City of

Crystal Lake?
A ' mthe director
buil ding and al so the city
Q Are you famli ar

Pi ngree Road and the wi dth

of engi neering and

p

with the train crossing at

of

anner.

t he pavement

at

t hat
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Ccrossing?

A Yes.

Q Are you famliar with the Pingree Road
reconstruction projects that were undertaken by the
City of Crystal Lake?

A Yes.

Q Woul d you give a brief description of those
projects and who participated financially with the
City in paying for those projects.

A The origin of a lot of construction in the
Pi ngree Road corridor, which essentially for
purposes -- the purpose we're tal king about today
runs from Crystal Lake Avenue on the north side to
Route 14 on the south side.

There was a capacity issue with Route
14 and Pingree Road identified a number of years ago
whi ch prompted consi deration for a project there,
whi ch inevitably was constructed at Route 14 and
Pingree. At a point in time of the prelimnary
engi neering for that project Metra came in with a
proposal for a station at Pingree Road call ed Pingree

Road Station, which is really actually off of
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Congress Parkway which connects to Pingree Road.

That traffic impact analysis dictated
some additional inprovements that would be required
on Pingree Road to accompodate commuter traffic. And
the Route 14 and Pingree project was then extended
north to just past the railroad tracks to include
i mprovements to the Metra -- demand was going to
cause. So that is the origin of how the Pingree Road
i mprovements were required.

Q Have those projects been conplete with the
exception of the petition before the Commerce
Comm ssion today?

A Yes.

Q Those projects did enconpass the railroad
crossing at Pingree Road; is that correct?

A The one that is yet to be conpleted is this
project we're tal king about. The other two projects
were conmpl eted previously.

(Wher eupon, Petitioner Exhibit
No. 1 was marked for

identification.)



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

BY MR. COWLI N:
Q | would show you the City's Exhibit No. 1
which is designated as a |ocation map and ask if you
can identify that?
A Yes.
Q What does it portray?
A It indicates the road network in the
vicinity of the crossing.
MR. COWLIN: | believe these are in the record.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay.
MR. SHUMATE: Counsel, | have a copy of your --
that was filed with the petition. You're welcome to
use this if it's identical
(Wher eupon, Petitioner Exhibit
No. 2 was marked for
identification.)

BY MR. COWLI N:

Q | woul d al so show you Exhibit No. 2, the
City's exhibit, and ask you if you could identify
t hat .

A Exhi bit No. 2 indicates the proposed

sidewal k crossing the Union Pacific Railroad on the
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west side of the tracks -- | mean, the west side of
Pi ngree Road.
Q Coul d you describe the configuration of the
crossing and Pingree Road at the point where the
tracks are crossed by Pingree Road?
A The configuration is a -- an askewed
crossing of Pingree Road with the railroad tracks.
The roadway wi dth is approximtely 24 feet. And t he
proposed i mprovement provides for no expansion of the
roadway in that area, only a pedestrian crossing.
Q Does the roadway wi den beyond the area of
tracks in what direction?
A The wi dening project in conjunction with
Metra and Congress Parkway i nmprovenents is south of
the tracks. Pedestrian path is the only thing that
goes north of the tracks.
(Wher eupon, Petitioner Exhibit
No. 3 was marked for
identification.)

BY MR. COWLI N:

Q Show you Exhibit -- City's Exhibit 3 for
identification. Woul d you identify that, please.

10
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JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Exhi bit 3, you said?

MR. COWLI N: Exhibit 3. Correct.

THE W TNESS: Exhibit 3 is the engineering
depiction of the existing conditions at the crossing
of Pingree Road and the railroad.

MR. SHUMATE: | may have that.

BY MR. COWLI N:

Q |s there a pedestrian crosswalk in that
particul ar area?

A No.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: " m sorry. | didn't
hear your answer.

THE W TNESS: No, there is not.

(Wher eupon, Petitioner Exhibit
No. 4 was marked for
identification.)

BY MR. COWLI N:

Q | would show you City's Exhibit No. 4 for
identification. Wuld you identify what that exhibit
i'S.

A Exhibit 4 is the proposed sidewal k crossing
at the location.

11
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Q Coul d you describe where the term nus is of
the existing sidewal ks that you've been referring to.

A There is an existing sidewal k north of the
railroad tracks that ends approxi mately maybe 50 --
maybe 50 feet north of the railroad crossing and to
the south side about the same distance. So there's a
sidewal k term nus on both sides with no connecting
l'ink.

Q Do the plans as shown on Exhibits 3 and 4
accurately depict the area where the pedestrian
crossing would be installed?

A They do.

Q What type of surface would be used?

A This would be a concrete sidewal k.

Q And as far as the sidewalk itself, how
would it merge in with the existing sidewalk as far
as size?

A It would meet the existing sidewal ks there
that are 8 feet already.

Q Woul d those be in keeping with the
regul ati ons and ordi nances of the City of Crystal
Lake?

12
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A Yes.
Q The City is
install a sidewal k at

brief maybe descri pti

exi st on both sides of

requesting permssion to

Pi ngree Road.

Coul d you give a

on of the sidewal ks as they

to -- particularly to the east

si dewal k ends.

A On the east

side there's

coupl e of segmented pieces of

front of a kind of I|i

ght i ndustri al

ar ea. It's not really -- it

real use. After that

pi eces on the east si

conti nuous sidewal k network on that

the road and with respect

side where the

-- there are a

si dewal k.

One's in

really doesn't

there's some ot her

de. There's not

sense to try to enhance it at

just keeping the west

all.

manuf acturing

have any

bits and

a real

side that makes

So we consi dered

side as the primary pedestrian

route -- west side Pingree Road.

Q Do you know -- or if you know, does the

City have any intenti
Commerce Conmm ssion f
si dewal k on the west

side?

on of it

com ng before the

or a petition to extend the

side - -

or

m sorry

t he east

13
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A No. The original prelimnary engi neering
did indicate a preference to try to accommodate a
crossing on -- a pedestrian crossing on both sides of
Pi ngree Road. But because of the nature of the
terrain, the site distance and the other segmented
di sconnected fashion of sidewalk on the east side
anyway, it was deemed that that would be sonmething
not prudent to proceed with. So we concentrated on
t he west side.

Q As a part of the construction -- the
i mprovenents on Pingree Road, was that taken into
consideration as far as the location of the sidewal k
on the east side only?

A Yes.

Q And how was that taken into consideration?

A In regards to...?

Q As far as having the sidewal k on the east

side only.
A It really -- consideration didn't really --
well, we have -- we've proposed to provide for a

crossing from west to east at Congress Parkway. That

way you can consolidate the pedestrian movements and

14
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it would be -- there would be regular signalization
and pedestrian crossing elements there to provide the
safe crossing there.

Q W Il the proposed crossing have the effect
of separating pedestrian from vehicular traffic on
Pi ngree Road?

A Yes.

Q W Il the crossing have the effect of
providing a connection of business and residenti al
service users in the area? And maybe you could
embellish that a little bit.

A Ri ght now they're actually using the
roadway to cross the tracks which is the whole point
of why we feel a separated facility would be in
order. There's a nunber of destination points south

of the tracks, a Culver's, there's a novie theater,

Portillo's. There are places that people sonetimes
have a tendency to use -- to walk to rather than
drive to.

Q Is the property that is north of the tracks

primary residential?
A North is primary residential, yes.

15
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Q And woul d you characterize the property

south of the track as nmore in nature of commercial --

A Yes.
Q -- businesses that you referred to?
A Yes.

Q W Il the crossing be signalized with
war ni ng devi ces?

A Yes.

Q What type?

A St andard gates and associated |ight,
audi ovi sual .

Q Are pavenent markings and signs also
cont empl at ed?

A There's -- whatever signage and marKki ngs
woul d be necessary by the Union Pacific standards, we
woul d certain include.

Q Who will be responsible for the costs
associ ated with the construction of the path and
associ ated warni ng devices?

A The City woul d be.

Q And if it's determ ned by the Conm ssion
t hat additional crossing warning devices are required

16
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and Union Pacific and required to provided them who
woul d pay for the cost of those devices?

A That woul d be the City al so.

Q When woul d the construction of the path
start in your estimation?

A The time frame for construction is
schedul ed for year 2011

Q What would be the |likely conpletion time?

A It would be the end of year in 2011

Q Woul d the construction of the path
i ndependently necessitate the closure of the Union
Pacific track to the roadway?

A | don't think so.

Q Who, in fact, would do the construction
within the Union Pacific?

A It would be my understanding that through
an arrangenment between the City and the Union Pacific
the Union Pacific would performthe work at the
City's expense.

Q Is the City or has the City been working
with Union Pacific with respect to the engi neering of
the project?

17
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A Yes.

Q What is the contenmpl ated di stance fromthe
end of the gate in the down position fromthe south
rail?

A | believe it's 12 feet, 3 inches. It's
anot her standard.

Q Wuld it be the same on the other side?

A | believe so, yes.

Q What is the crossing distance, do you know,

if -- or | should say, in regard to the Union Pacific
tracks?

A | believe it's about 30 feet from
the either -- edge of rail to edge of rail, if I'm

not m st aken.

Q Has the City had any communications with
Uni on Pacific regarding the pedestrian path?

A Yes.

Q What were those briefly?

A Original tel ephone discussions and then
were followed by face-to-face neetings and included a
field visit also.

Q Have the plan details that you've described

18
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been presented to the Union Pacific?

A

Q

Yes.

Do you know when that was? |f you don't,

t hat' s okay.

A

| want to say about eight months

to eight nonths ago.

(Wher eupon, Petitioner

ago -- six

Exhi bi t

Nos. 5-7 were mar ked for

identification.)

BY MR. COWLI N:

Q

' m going to show you Exhibit 5,

6 and 7.

Woul d you identify them for the record, please.

A

Okay. Exhibit 5 are a certified

copy of

m nutes from a Plan Conmm ssion Meeting dated

Wednesday, October 9th, 2002, regarding the Metra

station proposal at Pingree and Congress Parkway.

That's No. 5.

No. 6 is a -- certified mnutes from

the City Council proceedi ngs of December 3r

d, 2002,

which relate to the approval of the final planning

and devel opnment and pl anned subdi vi sion for

Metr a,

petitioner.

the

19
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And No. 7 -- Exhibit 7 is a certified
copy of an ordinance that granted the final planning
devel opment to 570 Congress Parkway, which is the
address for the Metra station.

Q And did the approval of the Planning
Comm ssion, the final approval of the City Counci l
include the crossing inmprovement as discussed today?

A It did. It did, yes.

Q Do you know if the Union Pacific has
i ndi cated any objection to the proposed pedestrian?

A Not that |'m aware of.

Q One final question.

Once it's installed, who would have
t he mai ntenance responsibility for the path?

A My understanding is that the City would
have the financial obligation. However, the Union
Pacific personnel would go do the actual physical
mai nt enance.

MR. COWLI N: | have no further questions at
this time.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: M. Shumate, do you

have questions for the w tness?

20
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MR. SHUMATE: Thank you, your Honor. Just a
coupl e.
(Wher eupon, Respondent Group
Exhi bit No. 1 was marked for
identification.)
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY
MR. SHUMATE
Q M. Ramrez, does the Village of Crysta
Lake have a five-year plan or a three-year plan or

something |ike that for devel opment?

A There's a comprehensi ve pl an.
Q Okay.
A | " m not sure of the date on it. ' m not

even sure of the magnitude of it because do much of
t he planni ng worKks.
Q Al'l right. And is the proposed project
i ncorporated, to your know edge, in any of the
conprehensive plans that the Municipality has now?
A | don't think it's -- | don't think the

comprehensi ve plan addresses transportation

i mprovements typically. So | don't think it would be

21
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identified as such.

Q So this is covered under the agreement that
you had with Metra?

A That's -- yes.

Q For the station upgrade --

A Correct.

Q -- and parking?

And with regard to the crossing as it
is today, is there any plan by the Municipality, to
your know edge, to wi den Pingree Road to the north?

A There is not. The inprovements to the
north, which provide for a three-|lane section of
roadway to allow for some left turning -- segregated
left turning movements, that work has been compl et ed
as well as the work at the intersection and -- which
provide -- the capacity issues and signalization at
Crystal Lake Avenue and Pingree, that work was
compl eted | ast year. So that's really the end of the
i mprovenments contenpl ated on Pingree Road.

It would still remain one |ane north,
one | ane south at the crossing.

Q So it would remain a two-way highway as far

22
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as the Municipality's concerns within its plans?
A Yes.
Q Do you know what the average vehicle count

is on the road or approximtely?

A | did not |ook that up. | want to say --
mean, | can speculate a little bit about --
Q Well, is it a crossing area that has a | ot

of traffic relative to others in the town or is it
just used during rush hour? 1Is it a local road that

is not used much?

A It's a -- probably would be classified as
a -- it's not an arterial. It's not -- it's maybe a
m nor coll ector. | woul d describe it as a m nor
collector. The actual road volunme that is on it is

only adversely affected by the | ack of intersection
i mprovements to those locations. Although two of

t hose have been addressed, Congress Parkway being
part of this project, is the |ast el ement.

Q ' m going to show you what was previously
mar ked as the Petitioner's Exhibit -- | believe --
No. 2. And it's a -- so this is an aerial view of
Pi ngree Road and al so showing a depiction of where

23
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t he proposed sidewal k would go; is that correct?

A Yes.

Q And these intersection improvenents to the
north, it says, Oak Holl ow Road and Grandview Drive,
so there are extra turn | anes that have been added to
this two-|ane highway; is that correct?

A Yes.

Q And then to the south, what has occurred or
what is planned to occur?

A To the south at the next significant
intersection, which is Congress Parkway, which is the
roadway that connects to the driveway for the Metra
station is on, provides for dual left turn |anes
north to westbound and a wi dening to provide for the
ot her turn | ane novements on Congress Parkway to
Pi ngree Road.

Q Do you know if the Village has any proposal
before it to establish an underpass at this
particul ar | ocation?

A Yeah, there is -- there's discussion within
t he Phase One Report regarding that for the Pingree

Road project as well as some of the nmeeting m nutes

24
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reference Metra's responsibility to still pursue a
grade separation -- feasible in the future at this
| ocation. And, actually, the area just north to the
north- -- in the northwest quadrant of the crossing
there was right of way set aside as part of Metra
approval to provide for a future potential grade
separ ati on.
Q Okay. Thank you

You i ndicated that the construction of
t he proposed sidewal k would be built by a contractor.
Woul d that be a contractor that would be hired by the

Muni ci pality?

A The crossing itself?
Q No, sir. The approaching -- the sidewalKk.
A Yes, that would be by the contractor.

Q And then the crossing itself, that would be
installed by the Railroad. I s that your
under st andi ng?

A That's my understandi ng, yes.

Q And for work that would be done and
performed by the Municipality, would that be done
t hrough a public bidding process?

25
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A Yes.
Q Based on what's been marked as Petitioner's
Exhibit -- | believe -- 6, this is the plan for the

si dewal k; correct?

A Yes.

Q Okay. Based on this exhibit, does it
appear to you, as an engineer for the Municipality,
that the right of way that would be necessary in
order to construct this sidewalk is already within
the right of way which the roadway authority or the
City of Crystal Lake has the right to use?

A Yes.

Q Thank you

Wth regard to the construction, if
it's approved by the Illinois Conmerce Comm ssion, is
it the expectation of the Municipality that it would
enter into a standard railroad construction agreement

for the construction of the inmprovement?

A Yes.

Q ' m going to show you an exhibit that has
not been presented yet. This is currently marked as
Uni on Pacific Exhibit No. 5. | have to scroll to it.

26
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| apol ogi ze.

Okay. Let me ask this question: Had
you had an opportunity to visit the site where the
proposed pedestrian path will go?

A Yes.

Q This indicates that it's a photograph
| ooki ng north where the sidewalk will be extended
across Harvard subdi vision. Based on your field
observations, does this accurately reflect what the
crossing and the existing sidewal k | ooks |ike today

on the southwest quadrant?

A Yes.
Q Now, on this, | want to circle an area here
in red. And you'll notice that there's a yell ow pipe

here, and then also it | ooks |ike sonme type of valve
system Do you know what this is?

A | do not.

Q Okay.

A Maybe a gas valve. They're typically
yel | ow.

Q Okay. Wuld the Municipality deal with
what ever utility that is to make sure that that is

27
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properly -- appropriately relocated to accompdate
t he sidewal k?

A We woul d.

Q Now, |'m going to show this area here where
t he sidewal k would come. And this is -- appears from
this photograph to be a depressed area, nmeaning at a
| ower el evation than the existing sidewal k; is that
correct?

A That's correct.

Q Would this be filled in to bring the
sidewal k to an eyeball level -- strike that.

Would this be filled in to bring it up
to a level that would closely approximte the contour
of Pingree Road with fill?

A Yes.

Q And to the extent drainage would be needed
woul d some form of pipe or something be placed under
this to make sure that pondi ng does not occur?

A Drai nage will be accomodated as necessary,
yes.

Q Now, |'m going to show you what's been
mar ked as Union Pacific Railroad No. 6. This says --
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| ooki ng south where the sidewal k woul d be extended
across the Harvard subdi vi sion. Based on your field
observations, does this generally show what the
condition is of the existing sidewal k | ooking south?

A Yes.

Q So we're on the north side of the crossing
now, correct?

A We are, yes.

Q There is a fence here that 1'I11l highlight.
Was that part of the Metra project, do you know?

A | believe, yes.

Q Okay. So a part of this fence will have to
be removed to accommodate the extension of sidewalk;
is that correct?

A Yes.

Q And will the Municipality take care of that
wi th whatever is necessary with Metra?

A Yes.

Q And then this area here that -- 1"l draw
it again. This square here, do you know why that
part of the -- why that fence is needed there? |Is

there a viaduct or something in the area there that
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t hat woul d have been installed?

A | think there is some depression there that
al so would require sonme fill. And | think the fact
t hat the sidewal k just ended it was better to
probably provide sonme deterrent fromtrying to
continue south --

Q | see.

A -- wi thout any real wal king surface.

Q And, again, as the sidewalk is constructed,
woul d the contour be raised to a |level that would
approxi mate the existing road surface?

A Yes.

Q And i f drainage protection was necessary,

t hat would al so be addressed?

A Yes.

Q If the project is approved by the Illinois
Commerce Comm ssion, do you have an estimte of the
time when the final plans would be avail able for
review by the Railroad? As the plans for the
si dewal k?

A | believe by the end of August they will be
ready.
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Q And are those plans being prepared by the
same engineering firmthat's been -- that prepared
the existing site plans or is it a different
contractor?

A The -- no, the engineer that is doing the
design for the inprovement will be doing -- is also
doi ng the sidewal k i nprovement also. There's a
little bit of an oddness to the arrangenment because
Metra -- by the approval process with the City Metra
was responsi ble for the engineering of the project.
So they technically are the client, not the City,
which is a little unusual but it's worKking.

So there is an obligation between the
engi neer and Metra first because that's where the
contractual relationship is, but there's also a

relati onship between us and Metra and the engi neer

and us. So -- as the City. So that responsibility
lies with that engineer. That is part of the
proj ect.

MR. SHUMATE: Okay. Thank you
No further questions.
JUDGE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Any foll ow-up,
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M. Cow in?
REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY
MR. COWLI N:

Q The only question | have is could you
i ndi cate what the parking situation is, number of
spaces at the Metra station there.

A The Metra station -- there's kind of a
phasi ng schedul e for parking based on demand and
growth. And the original station contenplated around
400 spaces, which the original construction entail ed.

There's been a recent expansion of
about another -- | want to say about 380 spaces or
so, which was their Phase Two expansi on. There's
actually two nore future phases that they will -- you
know, initiate when the time comes or when the demand
di ct at es.

Q Wuld it be a fair statenment to make t hat
the traffic to that station does conme fromthe three
directions as indicated on the drawing from Congress
and fromthe east and west -- |I'msorry -- north and
south -- 1've got nmy directions m xed up -- on
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Pi ngree?
A Yes.
MR. COWLI N: | have no further questions.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: M. Vercruysse, any
gquestions?
MR. VERCRUYSSE: Your Honor, | just have a few
guestions, if | may.
CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY
MR. VERCRUYSSE
Q M. Ramrez, followi ng along the lines as
far as Metra being responsibile for the engineering,
who will et the actual construction contract and
oversee the contract?
A The City will.
Q The City will. Okay. Thank you
Have you received cost estimtes for
the work fromthe Union Pacific Railroad?
A Not in detail.
Q Have you received a ball park estimte or
somet hing as far as that portion of your project
costs for the crossing surface or the pedestrian
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gates that you testified to?

A Yes. Yes.

Q Can you share your ball park estimates.

A | believe the ball park estimate that | was
wor ki ng with was about 250, 000.

Q And that would be for the crossing surface
and the warning devices?

A Yes.

Q At the station itself, what sort of
pedestrian acconmmodati ons are there?

A At the Metra station itself?

Q Yes.

A | know that it's all accessible because it
is ramped on the south side. Yeah, pedestrian access
is fromthe south side of the station both with
meeting all accessibility standards.

Q There's a pedestrian tunnel there?

A There is also a pedestrian tunnel, yes.

Q Okay. But in ternms of your proposed
project, it's to link the north and south sides of
the residential to the business and conmmerci al

devel opment ?
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A Yes.
MR. VERCRUYSSE: Thank you very nuch,
M. Ramrez.
No further questions, your Honor.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: M. Cowlin, is there
anything further fromthe Vill age?
MR. COWLI N: Not hi ng further.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Sorry. The City.
Okay. M. Shumate, you have a witness
you' d like to put on?
MR. SHUMATE: Thank you, your Honor.
l'd like to call Thomas Andryuk
THOMAS ANDRYUK
called as a witness herein, having been previously
duly sworn, was exam ned and testified as foll ows:
DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY
MR. SHUMATE
Q Woul d you state your name for the record,
pl ease.
A Thomas Andryuk, A-n-d-r-y-u-k.
Q M. Andryuk, by whom are you currently
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empl oyed?

A Uni on Pacific Railroad.

Q And how | ong have you worked for the Union
Pacific Railroad and/or its predecessor?

A 30 years.

Q And what departnment are you in right now?
A Engi neering Department.

Q And what is your title?

A Manager of field engineering.

Q As a manager of field engineering, are your

duties to oversee projects such as the one that's

before the Illinois Commerce Comm ssion today?
A Yes.
Q Have you had an opportunity to visit the

site where the proposed sidewal k would be installed?

A Yes.

Q And did you take any photographs in the
area for the railroad file regarding this matter?

A | did.

Q Now -- right now | have to show you a
document that's referenced as Union Pacific Railroad
Exhi bit No. 1. It's also attached to the petition.
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Does this generally show the DOT number of this
particul ar crossing?

A It does.

Q And it's DOT No. 176 969Y; is that correct?

A Correct.

Q And at what m | epost on the Union Pacific
Rai |l road systemis this?

A 41. 59.

Q And it says, Harvard sub. What does that
mean?

A The various |legs of railroad track are

gi ven designations throughout the Union Pacific

system This one -- usually it's from a point of
origin to a point of term nation. So in -- this
particular line originates in Chicago and at one time
probably -- or at |least for commuter operation

purposes term nates in Harvard.

Q So the Harvard subdivision, does it go from
Chicago in basically a northwest direction?

A Correct.

Q And is it sometimes referred to as the
Nort hwest Line?
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A Correct.

Q Does the Union Pacific have other comuter
lines that it operates in the Chicago area?

A It does.

Q And what are they?

A They have two ot her subdivisions associ ated
with Metra's comuter operation. They are the
Kenosha subdi vi si on, which operates from Chicago to
Kenosha, W sconsin, and the Geneva subdivision, which
operates from Chi cago out to El mwood.

Q Wth regard to the line that we're tal king
about today, the Harvard sub, is it exclusively Metra
commuter traffic on it?

A No.

Q What are other type of traffic moves on
that |line?

A There's also freight traffic.

Q What is the track's speed in this
particular line of road?

A This is 70 m |l es an hour for passenger
trains. 60 mles an hour for freight trains.

Q How many freight trains use this particular
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line on a daily basis?

A Approxi mately 4.

Q And approxi mately how many comuter trains
use this line on a daily basis?

A 56.

Q Do you know what the accident history is at
this particular crossing, which we refer to as the
Pi ngree Road crossing?

A The Federal Railroad Adm nistration's
dat abase indicates that there were approxi mtely
three accidents at this crossing since 1979, the | ast
one being in 1994.

Q Have there been any fatalities at this
particul ar crossing?

A Yeah, the records indicate that the
accident in 1994 was a fatality.

Q And was that a pedestrian or was that --
did it involve a vehicle at the crossing?

A Vehi cul ar acci dent.

Q ' m going to show you an exhibit which has
been marked as Union Pacific Railroad Exhibit No. 2.

Can you descri be what that exhibit is.
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A This is the aerial of the crossing area
showi ng Pingree Road in a north-south direction, the
railroad tracks intersecting it at -- whatever angle
that is. | think it's approximtely 55 degrees. And
then the proposed extension or connection of the
sidewalk to the north and to the south across the
Uni on Pacific tracks.

Q Now, M. Andryuk, where did you get this
exhi bit?

A This was provided by -- as part of the
City's petition.

Q Now, based on your observations at the
site, does this accurately portray what is currently
at the crossing in the vicinity of the Metra station?

A Yes.

Q Now, |'m going to show you what's been
mar ked as Union Pacific Exhibit No. 3. Did you take
t his photograph?

A Yes, | did.

Q Approxi mately how | ong ago?

A Three, four nonths.

Q And what does this show?
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A This is standing in a northwest --

nort heast quadrant, rather, just |ooking towards the

west. This is actually froma little bit of an
el evated site -- but it doesn't represent it very
well -- overlooking the crossing just showi ng the

general | ayout of the crossing, the surface, the
general openness of the area, any obstructions, its
relationship to the Pingree Road comuter station,
the two track main |line and the signal warning
system

Q Al'l right. M. Andryuk, currently what is
the type of signalization that is at this particul ar

crossing based on this photograph?

A Automatic gates and fl ashers.
Q And 1'I1l depict something here, if | can
|'"mcircling it in red right now. s that the

| ocation of the Metra station?

A Correct.

Q And this box right here, what is that?

A That's the railroad signal bungal ow t hat
operates the warning system

Q Okay. And how many tracks are -- make up
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this crossing as it's currently configured?

A Two main tracks.

Q Two main tracks?

A Yes.

Q Do you know of any plans to put a third
track in this location in the near future?

A No.

Q ' m going to show you now what's been
mar ked as Union Pacific Railroad Exhibit No. 4. Did
you take this photograph?

A | did.

Q Was it taken approximately at the same time
as the other photograph?

A Yes.

Q What does this show?

A This is just standing on the other side of
the tracks a little bit closer to the crossing
showi ng the signals govern -- the signal warning
system the crossing surface at the railroad tracks
t henmsel ves, the back Iights on the warning mast
war ni ng notorists in both directions of an oncom ng
train.
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Q ' m going to circle -- is this a backlight
on the south side of the crossing?

A Correct.

Q And that would flash to the people in --
that are comng fromthe north; is that correct?

A That's correct.

Q And then they have backlights on the gates
that are on the north side and they would flash to
t he people comng fromthe south; is that correct?

A That's correct.

Q Now, |'m going to show you what's been
mar ked as Union Pacific Exhibit No. 5. Did you take
t his photograph?

A | did.

Q Okay. | had previously marked on this what
| ooked |i ke a yell ow pipe and then said that may
appear to be a gas line. Are you famliar with this
utility use or device that's at the edge of the
existing sidewal k on the south side of the crossing?

A | know it's there. | don't know exactly
what it is. | think M. Ramrez surm sed that it may
be a gas line and | think he's correct.
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Q Okay. In order to acconmpdate the crossing
that's proposed, that would have to be relocated; is

that correct?

A Correct.
Q Now, to the left on this picture there is a
bl ack fence, which I'"ll highlight in red right here.

Do you know what the nature of that fence is and why

it's there?

A | believe it was installed as part of
commut er station project. ' m not sure. The --
Q Let nme ask anot her question.

In the commuter territory, is there a
program that's underway called 6DOT30, it's an
acronym for?

A Yes.

Q Okay. s this a general systemto put in
at some | ocation fences to try to protect individuals
fromcrossing the railroad tracks in other than
public crossings?

A Not specifically fences but pedestrian
di versions that may entail a fence, that is correct.

Q So if this proposed sidewal k was installed
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and this fence as it's configured remained, this
woul d be a deterrent for people from crossing the

railroad tracks at other than the sidewal k; is that

correct?
A Yes.
Q Now, | mentioned earlier that there was a

depression at this location. What would be the
Rai l road's recommendation as to the contour of the
sidewal k relative to the surface at Pingree Road?

A Well, it should follow -- it should be
brought up to the grade of the existing grade of the
railroad tracks and approach it from as |l evel a grade
as possible for zoning distance as possi bl e.

Q Are you generally famliar with sight |ines

at railroad crossings?

A Yes.
Q By raising the sidewal k as you proposed,
woul d that affect the sight line at all for any

pedestrian or anybody el se that would be using the
si dewal k?

A Yes, its purpose is to maxim ze the
visibility of a pedestrian's visibility to see trains
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in either direction.

Q And would trains come fromeither direction
at this particular crosswal k?

A Yes.

Q Now I'Il show you what's been marked as
Union Pacific Railroad Exhibit No. 6. Did you take
t his photograph?

A | did.

Q Was it taken at the approximte sanme time
as the other photographs?

A It was.

Q What does this show?

A This is the north side sidewal k area
basically right just before it term nates | ooking
south in the area where the sidewal k would be
ext ended across the railroad.

Q Then the same question with regard to the
contour or the level of the sidewal k, what would you
suggest should be done to that when it's constructed?

A Wel |, obviously it needs to be designed and
constructed to make it as pedestrian-friendly as
possi bl e. | believe M. Ramrez's comments that it
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was a -- just a protective element to not have people
wal k through a fairly rugged piece of terrain and
deter them from-- you know, to take a safer course
and use the roadway.

Q On this photograph there appears to be
several either telephone or power |ines along the
northern edge of the Pingree Road. To your
knowl edge, will those be relocated or renoved as part
of this project?

A | don't know.

Q Now, |'m going to show you what's been
mar ked as Union Pacific Railroad Exhibit No. 7. Di d
you take this photograph al so?

A | did.

Q And what does this purport to show?

A This is in the track area on the west side
of the crossing |ooking eastward towards Chicago.
And this berm that we've referred to on occasion,
just to show it froma point up in the northeastern
guadrant there, that it's a raised area.

Q |"mcircling this is red right now. I's
that the berm area you're tal king about?
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A Yes. Yes.

Q And when you the took the very first
picture that we showed, you were standing on that to
t ake the photograph?

A That's correct.

Q Now, from this photograph from where you're
standing this is the site of Pingree Road at the
actual sidewal k and the extension of crossing would
be installed; is that correct?

A Correct.

Q Woul d the additional crossing material that
woul d be installed by the Railroad, would it come as
far as that black fence on the right-hand side?

A No.

Q Now, I'll show you what's been marked as
Union Pacific Railroad Exhibit No. 8. Did you take
t his photograph?

A | did.

Q Was it taken around the same tinme?

A It was.
Q What does this show?
A This one we just marked the potenti al
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per manent obstructions that may exist at the crossing
once the project is finalized. The various power

pol es, the signal -- the railroad signal bungal ow,
Item C, which is the, | think, power drop pole from
ComEd t hat powers up the Railroad's signal bungal ow.

Q " m sorry. To be nore specific, | want to
circle what's been marked as D on this particular
exhi bit. s that the -- what is that?

A It's the railroad signal bungal ow.

Q Okay. And would that be what is termed a
necessary obstruction because it's required to
operate the signal systenf?

A Correct.

Q And then you also indicate that there's a
power pole I'm going to circle. lt's lettered C. | s
t hat the power pole you're referring to?

A Correct.

Q So in any event, those two devices would be

necessary in order -- to remain at this crossing in
order to active -- run the signal system is that
correct?

A Unl ess they went underground.
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Q Unl ess underground. Okay.
Wth regard to A, B and E, are those
within the control of Union Pacific Railroad?
A No.

Q And they appear to be there as public

utility use?
A Correct.
Q Now, |'m going to show you what has been

mar ked as Union Pacific Railroad Exhibit No. 9, which
| think was Exhibit No. 5 fromthe petitioner. | s
this the current condition of the signalization
system and crossing at this |ocation?

A Yes, it is.

Q Now, what is the approxi mte angle of the
railroad tracks to Pingree Road?

A Approxi mately 55 degrees.

Q This is not a 90-degree intersection; is
t hat correct?

A Correct.

Q Why is it preferred -- well, excuse nme. s
it preferable to have this type of an intersection or
one that's at 90 degrees?
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Q

A

li nes for

90 degrees is preferable.

And why is that?

90 degrees provides, again, maxi mum sight

approaching motorists and/ or pedestrians to

a railroad crossing.

Q

Okay. Now I ' m going to show you what's

been marked as Union Pacific Railroad Exhibit

No.

10,

which | think is the same as the Petitioner's Exhibit

No. 6. Are you famliar with this?

A

Q
Muni ci pal

A

Q

A
Q
A
Q
t he angl e

because of

A

Q

Yes.

And was this supplied to you by the

ty?

By their consultant, yes.
By their consultant?
That's correct.

Is that the engineer firn?

Yes. Bol I i nger & Lach.

Now, I'd like you to tell me whether

or

of the crossing will change in any way

t he proposed i nmprovenent.
No, it will not.

And as currently configured will

the

not
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sidewal k be at the same angle as Pingree Road at the
intersection with the railroad tracks?

A Yes, it wll.

Q Now, we saw a photograph earlier of the
existing surface of the crossing and |'m going to
show you what -- okay. This is, again, referring to
Exhi bit -- Union Pacific Railroad Exhibit No. 4.

What type of crossing surface is there now?

A That's a concrete crossing surface.

Q When you say concrete surface, does that
mean it's poured there or is it in panels that are
prefabbed? What does that mean?

A They are prefabricated concrete panels that
are set in place.

Q Okay. And in order to acconmodate the
proposed sidewal k, will additional panels be
necessary?

A Yes, they will.

Q A bit | ouder.

A Yes, additional panels will be necessary.
Q How many?
A Our current standard panel is approxi mately
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8 feet, 1 inch. So in order to accommodate the new
si dewal k, we would need to extend the existing

crossing by 3 panels, 24 feet.

Q So there will be 3 panels installed at each
track?
A On each track, correct, with new ties.

Q So that would be six concrete panels will
be required?

A Correct.

Q And the | ast of the three on each track
going in a westerly direction toward Harvard, would
t hat then extend beyond the proposed sidewal k?

A Yes.

Q Approxi mately how many feet?

A At | east 3 feet. However, the Union
Pacific standard is to extend the crossing surface
for a mnimum of 3 feet beyond the travel roadway for
t he sidewal k.

Q And based on this plan -- and you can | ook
at it closer if it's necessary -- can you tell wus
what is the approximte di stance fromthe north --

excuse me -- the western edge of Pingree Road and,
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let's say, the eastern edge of the proposed sidewal k?
A | believe -- at the crossing, | believe --
| eading up to the crossing it's about a 12-foot gap,
something |ike that.
Q So there would be crossing surface of
approximately 12 foot that would be visible before

you would come to where the sidewalk is; is that

correct?
A "' m sorry. Coul d you repeat that.
Q Yes.

There would be approximately 12 foot
of crossing surface starting fromthe edge of Pingree
Road on the western side until you canme to the
eastern edge of the sidewal k. So there would be
12 feet of open space that would be covered with a
crossing panel ?

A We will install 24 feet of panel. The
City's proposal -- there is an open space of
approximately 12 feet between the western edge of the
road and the beginning of the sidewal k. The sidewalk
is designed to be 8 feet wi de, which means that we
need to provide a crossing surface for that 20 feet
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pl us an additional 3 feet, which -- and based on a
standard panel, so install 24 feet of concrete within
the railroad track area that will be the actua
sidewal k -- you know, accommodate the pedestrians
across the railroad area.

Q So the railroad -- excuse me -- the
proposed sidewalk will be 12 -- will be 12 feet from
t he road?

A Correct.

Q Okay. And are you famliar with the Manua
of Uniform Traffic Control Devices?

A Yes.

Q s it commonly referred to as the MUTCD?

A Yes, it is.

Q Based on these nmeasurenents that you refer
to, would this crossing and the signalization at this
crossing be considered one crossing for purposes of
t hat docunent ?

A Yes, there's -- unless they've adopted a
new policy regarding pedestrian paths or bike paths,
which |I'm not sure they have. There's -- right now
there's nothing in the MUTCD that gives gui dance as
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to whether -- that the State issue this as two
separate crossings.

Q Under the proposed guidelines, do you know
what the extreme di stance would before the MUTCD
would say it's two crossings?

A What's been proposed is if there's a
separation of 25 feet, that would be considered a
st and- al one crossi ng.

Q So at the location as proposed under the
design, this would not exceed the proposed limts
under the MUTCD?

A That's correct.

Q Okay. WIIl there be railroad gates on the
pedestrian crossing?

A Yes.

Q Okay. Where would they be | ocated at?

A They will be |ocated on the west side or
t he Pingree Road station side of the sidewal k.

Q Can you take this marker and indicate where
that is on this draw ng. For purposes of the record
we're referring to Union Pacific Railroad Exhibit
No. 10. It's the proposed plans for the sidewal k.
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You can indicate it on the map.

A Here is one and there is the other.

Q And so both of these signal systenms will be
on the west side of the sidewalk; is that correct?

A Correct.

Q And that's for both sides of the crossing?

A Yes.

Q And it will be a gate; is that correct?

A Yes.

Q To your know edge, will there be any lights

on the gate?

A No.

Q And with regard to the railroad signals
that are already |located at this crossing, will the
backlights and front |lights on those crossings be the
war ni ng device for sight purposes for any individual
that's wal king on the crossing or using the crossing?

A That's our expectation.

Q If this project is approved by the Illinois
Commerce Comm ssion, would you expect to receive
final plans fromthe Municipality or Metra or a
conmbi nati on of the two for this particular crossing?
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A Yes, we still need to see the 100 percent
pl ans and approve those before any formal

constructi on and mai ntenance would be entered into.

Q And once those plans are approved, then the

Uni on Pacific would enter into a contract for a
construction with whon? The Municipality?

A The City of Crystal Lake.

Q The City of Crystal Lake.

And approxi mately how | ong does it

take Pacific to review the plans?

A Three to four weeks.

Q Woul d you say that again.

A Three to four weeks.

Q And based on the testinony that's been
gi ven here on both sides today, will any additional
ri ght of way be needed to install the sidewal k that
woul d be required fromthe Union Pacific Railroad?

A No, it does not appear so.

Q Who will install the crossing surface on
the railroad tracks in the vicinity of the proposed
si dewal k?

A The Union Pacific Railroad forces.
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Q So that will be done by the Union Pacific
enpl oyees that work on track gangs; is that correct?

A Yes.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: M. Andryuk, would
you speak up, please
BY MR. SHUMATE:

Q In addition to installing the crossing
panel s, the area between the railroad tracks, would
that be installed by the Union Pacific Railroad
forces?

A Repeat that, please.

Q There are two tracks in this crossing;

correct?
A Correct.
Q And you testified that there will be three

crossing panels for each track?

A Correct.
Q If there's a space in between the two
tracks, will that also be constructed by the Union

Pacific Railroad?
A Well, typically we'd |like to coordinate
that with the City's contractor and have them do it
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if that works out. Ot herwi se, we would contract that
wor k out ourselves.

Q Now, on the edge of the crossing, on the
outside leading rail of both of these tracks, how far
out would the Union Pacific or its contractor
actually build the proposed si dewal k?

A ' m sorry. Repeat that question.

Q Okay. After you install the crossing
panel s, would the Union Pacific Railroad undertake to
install any of the sidewal k on either side of the
Ccrossing?

A | believe it's the City's intention to
reconstruct the roadway all the way up to the
concrete crossing panels. The |ast set of plans that
we received did not indicate that. They were going
to start a little bit further back. But in
subsequent discussions they had asked to continue --
to repave and reconstruct the roadway all the way up
to the crossing paths --

Q Now, when you say "roadway," do you mean
t he sidewal k?

A The sidewal k as well, yes, as well as the
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street area.

Q So as part of this entire program the

entire crossing is going to be rebuilt; is that
correct?
A No.

Q What part of the roadway is going to be
rebuilt?

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: " m sorry. | didn't
hear the |l ast part, M. Shumate.

MR. SHUMATE: Well, I'"'mtrying to -- one
second.

(Wher eupon, a discussion was had
off the record.)

MR. SHUMATE: If I can go back on.

BY MR. SHUMATE

Q s the -- part of the Pingree Road al so
going to be rebuilt as part of this project?

A Yes. My recollection is that the entire
south -- south of the railroad track | eg of Pingree
Road all the way down to Congress Parkway, that
intersection is going to be reconstructed as part of
this -- and the sidewal k extension as part of that
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proj ect.

Q Al'l right. How about on the north side?

A No, the original plan was to do sonme
roadway work on the north side, but | believe that
portion -- that scope of work was renoved.

Q Okay. So now after this sidewalk is
installed, if it's approved by the Illinois Comrerce
Comm ssion, what portion of that crossing area with
regard to the sidewal k woul d you expect the Union
Pacific would be responsible to maintain in the
future?

A Typically we only maintain -- | believe,
it's 3 feet outside the edge of the rail.

Q So that's the area that's very close to the
track?

A Yes.

Q And then you woul d expect the Municipality
to maintain the sidewal k beyond that?

A Correct.

Q Woul d that also be the case with regard to
the road surface itself?

A Correct.
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Q M. Andryuk, is there anything that
failed to ask you here today that you think would be
hel pful to the hearing officer in this case to make a
deci sion?

A No, | don't think so.

MR. SHUMATE: No, further questions.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Thank you

M. Cow in, do you have questions for

M. Andryuk?

MR. COWLIN: Just a couple.

CROSS- EXAM NATI ON

BY
MR. COWLI N:
Q | believe you indicated there's 56 comuter

trains that pass over that crossing; is that correct?

A Yes, sir.

Q How many of those stop at the Pingree Road
station, do you know?

A | don't know, sSir.

Q Woul d you say that it's a vast majority of
them -- since | travel --

A | woul d think so.
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Q If I could just refer to the Exhibits 4 and
7, which you have presented. Once the sidewalk is

compl eted as this has been di scussed, would you say

t hat the sight lines would be nore than adequate at

the crossing -- the railroad crossing for 4 and 77
A Yeah, | think for the most part. The only

issue that | could ever foresee would be for people

wal ki ng south in that area in the northeast quadrant
of -- the bermarea is the way | referred to it.

That could be the only real obstruction |I could ever

see. But | think right -- once you get near the
crossing, the sight lines are pretty good.
Q |*'m not sure if | understood your

di scussion as far as that |ast question on the
mai nt enance of the sidewal k.

Woul d you repeat what you said. [''m
not sure who is responsible and what you testified to
as to the actual maintenance of the sidewal k or what
t hat constituted.

A My understandi ng has al ways been that the
Railroad is responsible to maintain 3 feet outside of
the nearest rail, which essentially enconpasses the
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crossing -- the -- what we refer to as the field side
crossi ng panel. So where this concrete panel ends is
the term nation point of our maintenance. Pretty
much it corresponds to the -- alnost the edge of tie.
I|f you |l ook at this particular exhibit, Exhibit

No. 4. And that's ny understanding and that's what
l'"'mreferring to.

Q The only reason | asked that was | was nore
interested as the sidewal k crossing, but I -- it's ny
understanding | think it's going to be with those
panel s being extended; is that correct?

A Ri ght. As we extend our panels to
accommodate the sidewalk, we'll maintain the panels
and the track el ements under the panels. And it's ny
understanding that the City would be responsible for
the sidewalk up to the crossing panels.

MR. COWLI N: Thank you. | have no further
guesti ons.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: M. Vercruysse.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: Your Honor, just a few.
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CROSS- EXAM NATI ON
BY
MR. VERCRUYSSE
Q M. Andryuk, in terms of the existing
war ni ng devices, referring to your exhibit on the

screen right now, are there bells currently in

pl ace -- audible bells?
A Yes.
Q In the northwest quadrant? The one cl osest

to the station that you can see near the red vehicle

traveling south?

A It looks -- | can see the one in the
sout heast quadr ant. It looks as if there's one in
t he sout hwest as wel | . ' m | ooking at the FRA
i nventory sheet. It just -- | believe one bell is

all that exists.
MR. VERCRUYSSE: M. Shumate, Exhibit No. 7

m ght give a better view for your witness, just to

clarify.
MR. SHUMATE: | can also -- when | put on ny
wi t ness, which won't be very long at all, he m ght be

able to testify better.
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MR. VERCRUYSSE: Thank you. "1l defer the
guestion then to M. Corcoran.
BY MR. VERCRUYSSE:

Q In terms of the estimtes that have been
provided to the City so far, can you give an
under st andi ng?

A Wel |, whatever discussions we had they were
really, very |l oose ball park thing. Based on the
proposed | ayout, we have initiated signal design
and |'ve requested track design and estimates for
both -- for both the track and the signal portions of
our work. | have not received them back.

That was just -- we received those
proposed | ayouts sonmetime in June and our -- or May,
per haps, and our signal design was initiated -- we
did our field diagnostic and it went in to our Omaha
design back in June. So it's in the design proces as
we speak.

| don't know exactly where those
numbers will fall.

Q Okay. But the 250,000 ballpark is what you
were aware of as an initial nunber pending this
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design and your cost estimate to take place?

A | don't recall that.

Q Okay. In terms of the estimate to the
City, then, you anticipate, would that be avail able
sometime in August or September?

A | would think closer towards the end of the
year. Typically our designs are running four to six
mont hs for a signal design.

The track estimte should be avail able
wi thin a month. | would say the end of August. | t
woul d definitely have a much better idea of what our
track work will cost. The signal work, probably not
until, | think, November, December, but possibly
earlier. But we have been seeing the design com ng
in as soon as four months, but | would think six
mont hs for the estimate.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: Okay. Thank you very much.

No further questions.
Thank you, your Honor.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Any foll ow up,
M. Shumate?

MR. SHUMATE: No, your Honor.
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JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: You may be excused,
M. Andryuk, if you'd like.
MR. SHUMATE: | just have a few questions for
M. Dan Corcoran, if | can call hinf
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Sur e.
DANI EL CORCORAN,
called as a witness herein, having been previously

duly sworn, was exam ned and testified as foll ows:
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DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY
MR. SHUMATE

Q Woul d you state your name for the record,

pl ease.

A Dan Cor cor an.
Q And woul d you spell that.
A C-o0-r-c-o0-r-a-n.

Q And, M. Corcoran, by whom are you

currently enpl oyed?

A Uni on Pacific Railroad.

Q And how | ong have you worked for the Union

Pacific Railroad and/or its railroad predecessors?

A 35 years.
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Q And what departnment are you in?

A The Signal Department of Engineering.
Q And what's your current position?

A Manager of signal projects.

Q And are you famliar with the crossing
which is the subject matter of today's hearing?

A Yes, | am

Q Are you famliar with the railroad signa

system for traffic warning devices at this location?

A Yes, | am

Q Have you had an opportunity to visit this
site?

A Yes.

Q When's the last time you were there?

A Approxi mately two weeks ago.

Q There was a question asked earlier on
the -- let's call it the northwest quadrant. | s
there a bell at that particular railroad warning gate
and |ight system do you know?

A | can't be for certain. | know there's one
on the southeast, but not for sure on the north.

Q Okay. Can one be installed on the other
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side, if necessary?

A Yes.

Q As proposed for this sidewalk, will either
of the existing flashing gates and |ights have to be
rel ocated as part of this project?

A No.

Q Wil the ones that are currently there
remain in place?

A Yes.

Q W Il any modifications to the signaling
system be necessary in order to install the gates
t hat are proposed for the sidewal k?

A No.

Q Can they be integrated into the existing

syst ent?
A Yes.
Q Do you have a rough estimte of what it

m ght cost to put in the gates as proposed based on
your experience?

A Bal | park woul d probably be about 80 to
90, 000.

Q And are there -- is there any proposal to
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put any lights on the gates as currently configured?

A No, there's not.

Q And what would serve as the |ight warning
system at the crossing for people using the sidewalk
if it's approved?

A The existing roadway -- gate | anmp roadway
lights and bell.

Q And that would not only be the ones on the
front but that would be the ones that are the back of

t hose stantions al so?

A Correct.
Q Based on the angle of this particular
intersection, will people that are riding on the

si dewal k, whether on a bicycle or if they're wal king,
will they be able to see the lights that are on the
exi sting stantions?

A | believe they will

Q And what type of lights are on the
stantions now?

A There are 12-inch LED lights.

Q And when you say "LED light," is there a
different kind of Iight that could be installed?
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A There -- yeah, incandescent. W used to
have i ncandescent |ights.

Q And is there a preference for LED lights
t oday?

A Yes.

Q And why is that?

A Much better Iight, much broader angle.

Q W Il any other crossings in the vicinity
have to be modified in any way to accommodate the
signalization that's proposed at this Pingree
Ccrossing?

A No, they will not.

Q What will be the time frame for the gates
to be fully |l owered before a train would enter this
particular intersection fromeither direction?

A 15 seconds, | believe. l'"'mtrying to
remenmber now exactly.

Q Okay.

A Oh, | know. You're asking me the warning

Q Yes, sir.

A 25 seconds.
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Q Okay. So it would be 25 seconds -- the
gates woul d be down 25 seconds before the train would
enter the intersection?

A Correct.

Q And is that in accordance with an Illinois
Comerce Comm ssion order that covers this crossing
currently, do you know?

A | don't know for sure.

Q But that is what's there now?

A Correct.

Q Now, Mr. Andryuk indicated that both of the
new installations for the pedestrian gates will be on
the western side of the sidewalk; is that correct?

A Correct.

Q Is that typical for this type of an
installation?

A Well, it's a standard we're trying to go
to.

Q Okay. And I'Ill ask this question: | s
there anything |I've failed to ask you that you feel
shoul d be brought to the attention of the hearing

officer in this particular matter with regard to the
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petition?
A | don't believe so.
MR. SHUMATE: No further questions.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: M. Cowlin?
MR. COWLI N: | have no questions.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: M. Vercruysse?

MR. VERCRUYSSE: | have no questions, your
Honor. Thank you.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. | just have
one question then for M. Vercruysse on the -- kind

of a general statement on Staff's position on the
proposed pedestrian crossing, if you can give us
t hat .

MR. VERCRUYSSE: Sur e.

Staff has no objection to the petition
provi ded or presented fromthe City. W concur with
the use of the pedestrian gates at this |ocation.

In the northwest quadrant on the
exi sting roadway gate a pedestrian bell should be
added if one is not already present. That will take
care of the requirements of the Adm nistrative Code.

And ot her than that, Staff is willing
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to draft an agreed order anmpongst the parties and
coordinate that for submttal in filing on e-Docket
to your Honor.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Gr eat . Thank you.

| know your exhibits were part of your

petition; but for the sake of conpleteness, why don't
you nmove to have them admtted into the record --
petitioner's exhibits.

MR. COWLI N: It's acceptable, your Honor.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: And can you just
briefly -- | know you have 1 through 4. How many
were there in total, 8 or 77

MR. COWLIN: There was -- or were, | should
say, 3 additional exhibits. So there was a total of
7.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: 7. Thank you.

So petitioner noves to admt --

MR. COWLI N: Yes, we nove.

MR. SHUMATE: No obj ecti on.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: No obj ection, your Honor.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Petitioner's
Exhibits 1 through 7 are admtted into evidence.
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(Wher eupon, Petitioner's

Exhi bits No. 1-7 were admtted

into evidence.)
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: And what about you,

M. Shumate?

MR. SHUMATE: Yes, your Honor, on behalf of the

Union Pacific Railroad I would like to move into the

record what has been presented here as Union Pacific

Rai |l road Exhibits 1 through and including 10, all
i nclusive.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Any obj ection?

MR. COWLI N: No obj ecti on.

MR. VERCRUYSSE: No obj ecti on.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. Uni on
Pacific's -- Respondent's Exhibits 1 through 10 are
al so adm tted.

(Wher eupon, Respondent Exhi bit
Nos. 1-10 (Group 1) were
admtted into evidence.)

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: And | think that
woul d conpl ete our hearing today.

|s there anything further?
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MR. SHUMATE: Yes, |'m going to mention one
ot her thing, your Honor.

As the Illinois Commerce Comm ssion
reviews the plans as they're finalized, we indicated
that this particular crossing is at an angle --
although it's a relatively small angle -- and to | ook
at two things: One, the distance between the
si dewal k and Pingree Road because it will be covered
with an at-grade crossing made of concrete to see
whet her or not that poses any problem and should be
addressed with either a Jersey barrier or any other
type of device to prevent people fromtrying to drive
in that area or to ride their bicycles or walk in
t hat area. And also whether or not this particular
crossing should be reconfigured in any way to make it
a 90-degree crossing.

lt's not something that we're
suggesting. We would just like themto take a | ook
at the particular configuration so that it's
acceptable to the Illinois Commerce Conm ssion. From
our perspective, as already been testified to, it is.
And the only reason we raise it i s because it's not
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technically a 90-degree crossing.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: M. Vercruysse.
MR. VERCRUYSSE: Your Honor, | can speak to

t hat .

In terms of the current design
gui delines and different materials that are present
for situations where you have pedestrians at hi ghway
rail crossings.

AASHTO, the American Association of
State Hi ghway Transportation Officials, notes that a
m ni mum crossi ng angle of 45 degrees is acceptable.
When you start getting into things or areas of a skew
of 15 degrees or 30 degrees, you do need to try and
accommodat e t hrough di fferent measures, whether it's
relining the sidewalk to provide closer to 90 degrees
or in certain instances you can actually wi den the
sidewal k width at that area. That allows a person in
a wheel chair or cyclist to negotiate the crossing,
which is actually done in this example with Pingree
Road because of that extra width that M. Shumate was
representing.

So we have no objection to the design
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as it stands with a 55-degree skew angle in a wi dened
area. It accompodates cyclists and wheel chair users
to the extent of the geometric alignment. Ot herwi se
there's al ways been the issue present as far as the
gap between flangeway and the rail, and there hasn't
been a wi dely accepted solution to that, so there's
al ready i nherent dangers. But in terms of the
geometric | ayout we have reviewed it and are -- have
no objection or exception to it.
MR. SHUMATE: And we appreciate that. Thank
you.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Thank you very much.
And | will take you up on your offer
to draft a draft order on behalf of all the parties,
somet hing that everybody's in agreement with,
obvi ously.
So with that, I will mark the record
heard and taken. And thank you very nmuch.

(Heard and taken.)
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