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I N THE MATTER OF:

STATE OF | LLI NO S,
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATI ON,

V.

CANADI AN PACI FI C RAI LWAY

COMPANY,

Petition for

Yor k Road.

aut hori zation to
replace the existing Illinois

Route 19 (Irving Park Road)

at-grade crossing with the

Canadi an Pacific Rail way

Conpany's tracks, with a bridge
carrying the tracks over Illinois
Route 19 (Irving Park Road). The
crossing is designated as AAR/ DOT
No. 372 159V, Railroad M | epost O. 45
in the City of Chicago, Cook County,
approximately 50 feet east of

BEFORE THE

| LLI NO S COMMERCE COMM SSI ON

Petiti oner

Respondent .

N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N N

No.

T11-0009

Chi cago, Illinois

February 23, 2011

Met, pursuant to notice, at

10 o' clock a. m

BEFORE:

MS.

LATRI CE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE,

Adm ni strative Law Judge
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APPEARANCES:

MS. GLORI A M. CAMARENA
100 West Randol ph, Suite 6600
Chi cago, Illinois
appearing for the Illinois
Department of Transportation

MR. BRI AN VERACRUYSEE

527 East Capitol Avenue

Springfield, Illinois 62701
appearing for staff of the
II11inois Commerce Conm ssion

MR. JACK PACE

30 North La Salle Street

Chi cago, Illinois
appearing for City of Chicago
Department of Law.

MR. MACK SHUMATE

101 North Wacker Drive, Suite 1920

Chi cago, Illinois
appearing for Union Pacific
Rai | road
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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. T11-0008
and T11-0009 for hearing.

These matters have been consoli dated
with T11-0008 in the State of Illinois, Departnment
of Transportation, and the City of Chicago as
Petitioners vs. The Union Pacific Railroad Conmpany,
and that petition is regarding a request for
aut hori zation to relocate the Union Pacific Railroad
over Illinois Route 19 -- excuse me -- which is
lrving Park Road grade separation in the City of
Chicago from approximately 1.2 m | es east of York
Road to approximately 400 feet east of York Road.

And the second petition, T11-0009, is
the Illinois Department of Transportation as
petitioner vs. The Canadi an Pacific Railroad Company
and their request is for authorization to replace
the existing Illinois Route 19 Irving Park Road
at grade crossing with the Canadi an Pacific Railroad
Conmpany's tracks with a bridge carrying the tracks

over -- |I'msorry -- over Ilrving Park Road.
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And with that, why don't we get our
appearances, starting with |DOT.
MS. CAMARENA: Good norni ng, your Honor. Gl oria
M. Camarena, C-a-ma-r-e-n-a. " m here on behal f of
The Il1inois Department of Transportation. Cur
office is 100 West Randol ph, Suite 6600. My office
number is 312-793-2965.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. Why don't we
just go down to the next --

MR. VERACRUYSEE: Illinois Conmerce Comm ssion,
Brian Veracryusse, V-e-r-a-c-r-u-y-s-e-e, address
527 East Capitol Avenue, Springfield, Illinois,
62701. Thank you

MR. PACE: On behalf of the City of Chicago, Jack
Pace. My | ast nane is spelled P-a-c-e, senior
counsel, City of Chicago, Department of Law, 30
North La Salle Street, Suite 1400, Chicago,

I1linois, 60602, Phone No. 312-744-6997.

MR. SHUMATE: On behalf of the Union Pacific
Rai |l road Company, my name is Mack Shumat e,
S-h-u-ma-t-e. ' m an attorney for the Union

Paci fic Railroad. Our offices are | ocated at
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101 North Wacker Drive, Suite 1920, Chicago,
Il1'linois, 60606.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Do we have any ot her
attorneys here represented or staff?

(No response.)
Okay. | assunme you are having
wi t nesses presenting testinmny today.

MR. PACE: Yes, your Honor. First the
motion --

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: The motion to
consol i date?

MR. PACE: Yes.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: | actually granted that
via notice. Apparently it hasn't gotten to e-docket
yet. | will, for the record, state that | have
granted that notion to consolidate the matters.

| understand, M. Veracruysse conpl ai ned
t hat you all had not gotten a copy of that notice.

MS. CAMARENA: Thank you

MR. SHUMATE: Your Honor, for purposes of the
record, the Union Pacific Railroad has no objection

to consolidation of the matter.
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MR. PACE: On behalf of the City of Chicago, we
have no objection. W have been in discussions with
the Illinois Commerce Conm ssion staff and | DOT for
many mont hs di scussing the coordination of the two
projects, and we agree coordination is necessary. I
just wanted to add that the City of Chicago probably
will be going first and with a conclusion date by

the end of this year.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. " m sorry. Di d
| mss -- was there a representative from Canadi an
Pacific?

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Your Honor, if | mght, for the
record, | spoke with their public projects manager
yest erday and Canadi an Pacific has a shortage of

staff. They're currently | ooking for a project
manager in the area. One of the specific tasks wil
be the coordination of the projects that you'll hear
t oday.

The Canadi an Pacific has provided
| anguage for an agreed order that we have drafted
anongst the parties and we have been working on.

They have al so been part of the process to devel op
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t he petition. They were provided a draft of that
also to get an understanding.

We will ask that they file a letter of
concurrence with the agreed order so that that would
fill the record, and if that pleases you, otherw se,
t hey have noted, because of staffing and his need to
be in M| waukee for other hearings that were
schedul ed first, he wasn't able to make it here.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. Just as | ong as
we get their position on the record via a filing,

t hat would be all we need.

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Excel | ent. Thank you, your
Honor .

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. So with that,
we have no objections to the nmotion to consolidate.
And as | stated, | will grant that notion.

Obvi ously, we're all here.

And so how should we proceed today? Do
you have a game plan in how you want to present
t hi ngs today?

MR. PACE: Yes, your Honor. City of Chicago will

go first, and we'll start with Petition T11-0008.
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MR. SHUMATE: Your Honor, we will have one
wi t ness on behalf of the Union Pacific Railroad, and
| believe the petitioners have sone. If you want to
swear themin or how ever you want to handle it.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. Anyone who's
testifying -- I'msorry. Go ahead.

MR. PACE: The City of Chicago has three people
here. One will be the primary witness. | recommend
t hat we swear in both, the other two individuals in
case there are additional questions that they're,
you know, better able to answer.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: | under st and. Thank
you.

So all people who may testify today,
rai se your -- stand up please and raise your right
hand.

(W tnesses sworn.)

You may all be seated. And why don't
we have our witnesses cone take a seat up here to be
exam ned.

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Your Honor, if you would like

the full game plan, so you'll know, it will be the
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City of

Chi cago going first

to discuss the UP,

T11-0008, M. Pace's witnesses first, and then we

feel t

make t

their

hat the UP with their

he npst sense,

wi t nesses and shift

wi t ness woul d probably

and then I DOT can finish with

is located in close proximty.

JUDGE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay.

MR.

JUDGE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE:

MR.

called as a witness herein,

SWOor n,

Q
spel |

A.

Q
behal f

A

VERACRUYSSE

Thank you

to the CP structure that

Thank you

You may proceed.

PACE: Thank you, your Honor.

MARTI N RCSS,

havi ng been first duly

was exam ned and testified as foll ows:

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY

MR.

Pl ease state
your | ast nane.

Martin Ross,

PACE:

your name for

R- 0-s-s.

the record and

M . Ross, are you here today to testify on

of the City of

Correct.

Chi cago - -

10
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Q -- regarding its petition that it filed with
the State of Illinois, Department of Transportation,
that's docketed as T11-0008?

A Yes.

Q M. Ross, can you tell us who you work for,
your title, and your role in this project?

A | am a civil engineer with a master's and
bachelor's fromthe University of Illinois with
approximately 25 years of experience.

| work for Trans Systems Corporation
at 1475 East Wodfield Road in Schaumburg.
Trans Systems is under contract to the City of
Chi cago O Hare Moderni zation Program for the design
of the Union Pacific Rail Relocation Project for the
O Hare expansi on.

Q And, M. Ross, | see that you have placed on
t he easel an aerial photograph of the entire
sout hern sout hwest portion of the airport, and on
that is several color-coded |Iines depicting
different railroad pathways, and so forth.

MR. PACE: Could you -- and | think what we'll do

is, your Honor, I'Il identify this as City of

11
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Chi cago Exhibit 1 just for identification purposes,
and if, your Honor, you know, chooses not to have
t hat be part of the record, we do have that |
believe on a disk that could be filed into the
record.
(Wher eupon, City of
Chi cago Exhibit No. 1
was mar ked for
identification.)
MR. PACE: Q. And, M. Ross, can | ask you
to -- that will be City of Chicago Exhibit 1. Maybe
we could move this a little bit closer to the judge
and if you could stand up and - -

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: That's fine.

MR. PACE: My eyes are pretty bad.

MR. PACE: Q. First of all, before we get into
the specifics of the photograph, can you pl ease
state the primary rationale for the railroad work
that's the subject of the petition?

A. The whol e purpose of this project is it's
part of the O Hare Modernization Programthat's been

going on for the past ten years that the city has

12
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embar ked on

One of the primary features is adding
additi onal runways on the south air field area.

What we are |ooking at in the overall exhibit is the
sout hwest corner of O Hare.

At the top part of the exhibit, you can
see the existing termnals, and the ultimate plan
for OHare is to have three parallel runways at the
south end, and you can see themin white and bl ue
ri ght over here (indicating). You have 10L to the
north, you have 10 center, and you have 10 right at
the very bottom half (indicating).

One of the biggest problems with this --
with the runway expansi on was the existing Union
Pacific line was in the way of construction of the
runways.

The existing Union Pacific line is
currently -- is shown in the red maroon |ine com ng
in down here (indicating), and so the existing rail
physically impact -- physically interfered with the
runway extensions through here (indicating) and the

runway expansi on.

13
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So the whole point of this project is to
rel ocate the Union Pacific fromits current |ocation
out away -- to get out of the way of the O Hare
expansi on. And the proposed line for the Union
Pacific is shown in yellow comng in through here
(i ndicating) and com ng along the sout hwest side of
that air field (indicating).

Q And, M. Ross, can you point out existing
lrving Park Road and where the current UP bridge is
t hat goes over Irving Park Road?

A. Exi sting Irving Park Road runs along the
south side of the airport. It's shown on the map
ri ght along here (indicating) and cones in and
ext ends and goes generally in an east/west
direction.

For your reference, York Road runs
along the west side of the airport in a north/south
direction over here (indicating).

The existing grade separation for the
Union Pacific that we're here today to discuss is
currently at the intersection of the orange |line and

lrving Park Road and it also intersects this future

14
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runway in through there (indicating). So that's the
grade separation we're petitioning to relocate.

Q And where woul d the new bridge that we plan
to build occur on the map there?

A. Currently the existing bridge is about 1.2
ml|les away from York Road, so that's about 1.2
mles. W are going to relocate the grade
separation onto the yellow alignment and so it's
going to be -- it's going to be relocated from
1.2 mles east of York Road to about 400 feet east
of York Road shown at the intersection of orange and
yell ow | i nes.

MR. PACE: Your Honor, before | proceed, did you
have any other questions specifically on this aerial
phot ograph that | can clarify at this point?

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: No.

MR. PACE: Q. Bring this back just a little bit.
M. Ross, was it your conpany that was responsible
for the design of the relocated bridge?

A Yes.

Q Coul d you describe the current bridge

formati on, how many tracks go over it, the vertical

15
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cl earance, and so on, and then describe the new
bridge.

A. Yes. The existing grade separation carries
two Union Pacific main |[ine rails over Irving Park
Road. Irving Park Road carries two thru lines in
each direction and a 28-foot median. The bridge
type is a single span thru plate girder. It was
built during the |late 1950s, so it's about 50-years
old right now.

Did you ask about the proposed
structure, too?

Q Are you aware of the current vertical
cl earance of the current bridge?

A The current vertical clearance at the
exi sting grade separation is 14 foot, 3 inches.

Q Thank you

M. Ross, can you now descri be the new

bridge?

A. The rel ocated bridge separation will be
quite simlar to the existing grade separation. | t
will carry two thru -- two main |line tracks over

Il rving Park Road. The new bridge is a single-span
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thru plate girder approximately 137 feet | ong. |t
wi || accompobdate two thru | anes on Irving Park Road
along with a future right turn | ane that's needed
for some I DOT future western bypass plans that they
have, and it also accommodates a 28-foot medi an

t hrough there.

Q So when the project is conpleted, the
vertical clearance over the UP bridge will increase,
correct?

A. Yes. The vertical clearance -- when the

city is done with construction of their project, the

vertical clearance will be 14 feet, 9 inch,

When | DOT gets done with the grade
separation of the CP, that vertical clearance is
going to increase further to 16 foot, 3 inches.

Q M. Ross, has the City of Chicago entered
into a project agreement with the UP?

A Yes.

Q And can you please describe the main points
of that project agreement that have been executed
al ready?

A The project agreement between the city and

17
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Uni on Pacific is basically an agreement saying that
the city will relocate their main line tracks per
the plan that was presented. The city is generally
picking up all the costs and it sets out all the
paranmeters that have to do with that relocation.

Q. And t hat includes coordination with the

rail road?

A Yes.

Q Rei mbur sement of its costs?

A Yes.

Q And what is the total cost of this

rel ocation project?

A. The total cost of the relocation project is
somewhere in the neighborhood $120 m | 1li on.

Q Okay. And now that is the cost of the new
bridge?

A. No. That is the cost of conpletely

rel ocating the Union Pacific fromthe orange |ine
fromits existing |location to the yellow line. The
bridge itself is part of a series of contracts. So
the bridge itself is a small portion of that cost

somewhere in the neighborhood of 13 or $14 mlli on.

18
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Q And what is the funding source for the cost
of the project?

A. | mean, | don't know the specifics.

Q But it's being paid for by the O Hare

Moder ni zati on Progranf?

A. Yes.
Q And at the conclusion of the relocation of
the bridge, who will own the bridge and who will be

responsi ble for the maintenance of the bridge?

A The bridge will be owned and mai ntained by
t he Union Pacific Railroad.

Q | would Iike to now just explore sonme of the
staging process and time line for the project in
terms of our project and also the coordination of
the other project which is the subject matter of
this consolidated hearing.

A. Yes. It's a fairly complicated staging
process, involves two basic construction contracts,
one by the City of Chicago, the O Hare Moderni zati on
Program  The second project is being led by the
Il 1inois Department of Transportation. The first

project is what I'mtestifying about is for the

19
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grade separation of the Union Pacific over Irving
Par k Road.

What has to happen with that project is
we -- can | get up again?

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Sur e.
THE W TNESS: We have to -- we're building the

grade separation over lrving Park Road. The
exi sting abutnments north and south of Irving Park
Road can basically be built w thout any impacts to
existing traffic along Irving Park Road. There's no
i mpacts to the Union Pacific rail line during this
project either, because they're operating on their
existing tracks to the north.

One of the things that needs to happen
on this is, because of the future grades of the
Uni on Pacific Railroad when we get done with the
project, in order to get our clearance that we need,
that 14 foot, 3 inches, we have to |ower Irving Park
Road on a tenporary basis.

So our project is really doing two
t hi ngs: One, it's building a bridge and the

abut ments on either side, and then the second part

20
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of that is lowering Irving Park Road so we can get
our required vertical clearance, then, finally,
after Irving Park Road is done, then the bridge
super structure of the top of the bridge will be put
in place, and we'll basically be done with the
construction of the bridge.

Q And can you describe the efforts that we are
going to undertaking to coordinate our project with
the I DOT project with the CP?

A. Yes. The CP project the -- of course, we'll
t ake the Canadi an Pacific over Irving Park Road
simlar to what we are doing with the Union Pacific
Rai | road.

We have coordinated with | DOT
extensively on the project, both in terms of staging
and maintaining traffic and safety along Irving Park
Road and in terms of making sure that all of the
| DOT requirements are met for the grade separation.

In terms of construction, there's a
stage construction approach to this. Qur -- the
city construction contract is currently under

process right now.

21
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What we are expecting is that Irving

Park Road will be |l owered by our contractor this
spring. The bridge will be conpleted and basically
be sitting there by Decenber of 2011, and then
because of some fairly conplicated staging that has
to occur el sewhere on the -- elsewhere on the rai
relocation, the Union Pacific Railroad won't
rel ocate to that new bridge for approximtely one
year after that until about Decenber of 2012.

Q Not wi t hst andi ng that the operations of the
UP will not nove over about a year after
construction, would you describe why it's inportant
that the relocation occur right now, this year?

A. This is all part -- even though it's a year
bet ween the bridge construction and the actual
comm ssioning of the rail on the new tracks, there
are just a series of construction events that have
to go in place prior to that.

One of the main things is after this

bridge is conpleted, they have to finish all the
embankment work on either side of it. There's some

retaining walls down here (indicating) along the
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Metra |lines that need to be conpleted -- and I'm
trying to think of what else -- along with some
embankment work down in here (indicating), so
basically about a year between the finish of the
bridge and the rail comm ssioning.
Q Thank you, M. Ross.
And, to your know edge, has the city

ordered a contract for construction of the bridge?

A Yes.

Q And who is that contract awarded to?

A. The contract is awarded to F. H. Passion.

Q So, as soon as we receive a Conm ssion order
in this proceeding, the construction will commence?

A Yes. The construction of the abutments,

which are outside of the IDOT right-of-way, have
commenced already, and then the Illinois Department
of Transportation still has to issue a permt for
t he work along Irving Park Road, and then the rest
of the bridge construction can conmence.

Q M. Ross, is there anything else you would
like to add that you think the Comm ssion would

benefit fromin terms of this project?

23



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

A The only thing | would |ike to add is that
there has been extensive coordination with the
II'l1inois Department of Transportation. They have --
t hey have agreed to, you know, the scope of the work
and how we are staging this project in relationship
to their improvenents at York Road and the CP grade
separ ati on.

Q Thank you, M. Ross.

MR. PACE: | make Mr. Ross avail able for any
Cross-exam nation.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. You can have a
seat, M. Ross. There may be questions from
M. Shumat e.

MR. SHUMATE: Thank you, your Honor.

CROSS EXAM NATI ON
BY
MR. SHUMATE

Q | have a couple of clarification questions
for purposes of the record. On the print here,
which is marked as the City's Exhibit No. 1, the red
line has been referenced as the existing -- excuse

me -- as the existing alignment for the railroad --

24
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A Yes.
Q -- where it was before -- |I'm asking this
guestion -- where the railroad was operating before

this project began.

A. Correct.
Q Now there's a blue line on here, which was
not tal ked about, | don't believe. | s that an

interimalignment that the Union Pacific is
currently operating on to your know edge?

A. Yes. Bl ue alignment is an interim alignment
that the city elected to place the Union Pacific
Railroad on in order to keep construction over
runways and the program progressing.

Q Okay. And do you know whet her or not that
permtted construction of a couple of runways to
proceed?

A The whol e reason behind relocating the Union
Pacific to the interimalignment or the blue Iine
shown on Exhibit 1 is to allow construction of
runway 10C which intersects the original orange
line -- maroon line in there.

Q So on the exhibit this would be the runway

25
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A Yes
Q -- in the mddle of the page?
A Correct. So this runway was not there

before. So, in order for construction to progress
on 10C, the city elected to take the existing Union
Pacific line, relocate it to the blue line, so this
construction can begin. So currently the Union

Pacific is operating on the blue l|ine.

Q So is this runway now i n operation at
O Har e?

A. No. No. There's still construction going
on.

Q Then there's the yellow line, and |I'm going

to refer to that as the final alignment, and that's

the alignment that Union Pacific will eventually be
on?

A Correct.

Q For purposes of the record, the references

under the project agreement would be the existing
alignment, is that correct --

A. Correct.

26
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Q

-- for the red line, interimalignment for

the blue --

A. Correct.

Q -- and final alignment for the yell ow?

A. Correct.

Q Then with regard to today's hearing, we are
tal ki ng about a grade separation will be required to
be installed for the utilization of the final

al i gnment ?

A

Q

Correct.

And, to your knowl edge, is there another

grade separation on the final alignment that's

referred to as the Franklin Park or bridge --

A. Yes.

Q -- at Franklin Avenue?

A. Yes. There's a total of four grade
separations on the project. Two of them go over
road- -- two of them go over roadways, the one to

the north of Irving Park Road and the one at the

south end of the final alignment. The Union Pacific

goes over Franklin Avenue in there, and that's the

ot her

rail road grade separation on the project.
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Q Can you show the adm nistrative | aw judge
here the | ocation of the Franklin Avenue bridge?

A. Yes. Down at the very south end of the
project, Franklin Avenue, which is also called Green
Street in the area, parallels Irving Park Road to
the south of there, and currently -- or currently
there's an existing grade separation of the Union
Pacific over Franklin Avenue. Because of -- of
cl earance consi derations and construction

consi derations, the existing grade separation of

Franklin Avenue will be replaced as part of this
project.
Q So the bridge, which is -- or the grade

separation, which is the subject of today's hearing,
is just one of several grade separations that are

required to conplete the entire O Hare Moderni zati on

Progr am?
A. Correct.
Q Thank you. | don't know if you -- have you

seen this draft agreed order --
A. Yes.

Q -- at all?
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There's a couple of phrases in here
that | want to make sure that we are consistent on
the record. The Union Pacific operation and the
CP's operation on this final alignment to the north
up here, but the yellow line, which is what | refer
to as "the final alignment,” in the order, this is

referred to as the M | waukee district track; is that

correct?
A. Yes.
Q And you were able to show what is referred

to on Irving Park Road as the existing grade

separation as a defined tern?

A Yes.
Q Where exactly is that? Wuld you show that?
A The existing grade separation is at the

intersection of Irving Park Road and the orange |ine

down there it also intersects future runway 10R. I

will put a circle by it.
(Wtness so indicated.)
Q You said orange. That's red there.
A Yes.
Q Okay. And then where will the relocated
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grade separation be?

A. The rel ocated grade separation will be
| ocat ed about 400 feet east of York Road at the
intersection of the yellow |line and the orange |ine.

Q And that's referred to in the draft agreed
order as the relocated grade separation?

A Correct.

Q Are you famliar with a public at grade
crossing within the entire project that's referred
to as "Division Street?"

A Yes.

Q To your know edge, will that be able to be

totally removed as a result of the entire project?

A. Yes. The grade or the grade crossing at
Division will be renoved.
Q And | refer to it as Division Street. I's

that the Division Street that nost people know of in
the City of Chicago or is that a different Division
Street?

A. That's a different Division Street.

Q And it's within the O Hare conpl ex?

A. Wthin the O Hare conpl ex.
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Q But it is a City of Chicago road? Do you
know t hat ?

A Yes.

MR. SHUMATE: Thank you very nuch.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. Wait a m nute.
We are not done yet. Sorry.

M. Veracruysse, do you have questions
for the witness?

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Yes, | do. Thank you, your
Honor .

CROSS EXAM NATI ON
BY
MR. VERACRUYSSE

Q M. Ross, sticking with the at grade
crossings, can you explain your western |limt inits
proximty to the CP rail crossing?

A. Yes. Our western Iimt, the proposed grade
separation is about 400 feet fromthe intersection
of Irving Park Road and York Road.

The i nprovements on Irving Park Road
are limted because we are -- we are not touching

t he existing grade crossing of the Canadi an Pacific,
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which is |ocated about 50 feet west of York Road.
So the improvement limts for our project begin

i mmedi ately west of the existing grade crossing of
t he CP.

Q Woul d it have any inpact to the existing at
grade crossing of the Canadi an Pacific Railway?

A. No i npacts to the crossing itself. There
are |l oop detectors that are located in the pavenment
of Irving Park Road that control the signals at York
and Irving. Those will be because of sonme tenporary
pavement consi derations and some mai ntenance of
traffic considerations. Those will be removed and
repl aced during construction.

Q So the loops for the traffic signals wil
just need a nodification?

A No.

Q Not hing is planned for warning devices at
the CP crossing?

A Correct.

Q In terms of your staging and trying to avoid
traffic backing up onto the CP at grade crossing,

can you expl ain what provisions you have in place
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with your contract?

A. Yes, | can. W are currently -- Ilrving Park
Road is two | anes in each direction at this
| ocation. We are maintaining the basic two |anes in
each direction during construction.

One of the things we -- one of the
engi neering designs that we considered during the
construction is we wanted to make sure that any
i mpacts to our construction didn't cause any backups
onto the CP tracks and that the concern with that
woul d be mainly in the eastbound direction on Irving
Par k Road, because all our construction is towards
the west, and so one of the provisions we have in
the contract and that we are monitoring very closely
IS any staging or any construction activities that
could impact the eastbound traffic on Irving Park
Road just cannot happen. So any stage activities --
any access to the site is going to occur along the
west bound | anes.
So if the contractor has to

temporarily, you know, block any |anes on Irving

Park for whatever reason, they would be in the
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west bound | anes and the backup would occur prior to
t he grade separation.

Q Thank you, M. Ross.

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Your Honor, | have no further
guestions. Thank you.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. M. Pace, do you
have any redirect?

MR. PACE: Your Honor, | just wanted to identify
a couple of exhibits for the record.

REDI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY
MR. PACE:
Q M. Ross, you have been referring to what's

been identified as City of Chicago Exhibit 1. And
did you bring today an el ectronic disk that contains
basically what's been identified as City's Exhibit
No. 1.

A. Yes.

Q And can you describe -- | believe you have a
list of other documents that are on this disk.

A Yes. On the disk there's a text file that

descri bes the docunents, but the docunents that are
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placed in the disk are the overall Exhibit 1. W
have a set of construction plans for the city's
grade separation over lrving Park Road, and then we
have some m scel |l aneous site photos of the existing
bridge and the proposed |ocation for the grade
separ ati on.

Q And you refer to the construction pl ans.
These are plans that have already been approved by
who?

A. The plans have been approved by the City of
Chi cago.

Q And have they been reviewed by the
railroad --

A. Yes. Yes.

Q -- and approved?

And the design plans are also on the

di sk?
A. Yes, the design plans are on the disk.
Q And those are consistent with the design

pl ans that are attached to the petition?
A. Yes. The petition contains -- just the

entire set of construction plans is a few hundred
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1 pages, so the petition contains just portions of

2 those design plans.

3 Q M. Ross, do you have the disk with you?

4 A. Yes.

5 Q And you have three copies of the disk?

6 A Yes.

7 MR. PACE: | would |ike to identify that disk as

8 City of Chicago Exhibit 2 and move for its adm ssion

9 into the record, your Honor.

10 JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Any objection?

11 MR. SHUMATE: No, your Honor.

12 MR. VERACRUYSSE: No objection fromstaff, your
13 Honor.

14 JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: City of Chicago Exhibit

15 2 will be admtted.

16 (Wher eupon, City of
17 Chi cago Exhibit No. 2
18 was previously marked
19 for identification.)
20

21

22
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(Wher eupon, City of
Chi cago Exhibit No. 2
was received in
evi dence.)
MR. PACE: Q. These are the photographs that are
on City of Chicago Exhibit 2.
MR. PACE: Off the record for a second. There's

a copy for you.

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Thank you very much.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Thank you
MR. PACE: | have no additional redirect, your
Honor .
EXAM NATI ON
BY
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE:
Q Okay. | just had one question. | just want
to make sure | understood what you are saying.

Regardi ng the vertical clearance of the

rel ocated bridge, did you say that ultimately or

initially it will be 14 feet, 3 inches?
A. Let me correct nyself. | think I did say
t hat . Initially it will be 14 feet, 9 inches.
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Q And then did you say that after the second
phase it would be increased to 167

A Yes. After I DOT is done with their grade
separation of the CP, it will be increased to 16
foot, 3 inches.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. | just want to
make sure.

Anyt hi ng, M.

Shumat e?

MR. SHUMATE: Yes. One clarification question.

Q

and the

RECROSS EXAM NATI ON

BY

MR. SHUMATE

Then when both the CP bridge is conpleted

-- I"1l call it the Union Pacific bridge is

compl eted, the vertical clearance for both

structur

A

what the vertica

Q

cl earance for

A

16 foot,

es will be substantially equival ent?

| "' m not sure what

VWhat will be the

The cl earance for

3 inches.

t he grade separation --

final grade -- the

the UP bridge?

the UP bridge wll

cl earance at the CP will be.

be
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Q And that's after the road work is done
under neat h?

A Yes.

Q So the road, | take it then, will be | owered
to where it is now?

A Yes. Yes.

JUDGE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Anything further for
this witness?

MS. CAMARENA: Your Honor, |IDOT just has a
clarification.

CROSS EXAM NATI ON
BY
MS. CAMARENA:

Q | know you mentioned the city would be
responsi ble for the cost of the bridge and the
mai nt enance, correct?

A No. The city is responsible for the cost of
the bridge, and then Union Pacific is assum ng
mai nt enance.

Q Okay. | just needed clarification.

And then the Department of

Transportation will be just responsible for Irving
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Par k Road, correct?
A. Correct.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. |s there

anything further, M. Pace?

MR. PACE: Well, your Honor, the witness did
refer to the project -- agreement that's been
executed with UP. | was not planning on introducing
it as an exhibit. | was just wondering if that's

acceptable so long as it's fully executed and agreed
by the parties.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: No, | don't think you
have to admt is as an exhibit. So long if you
reference it in the draft and it's an agreed and
executed docunent, | don't think you need it.

MR. PACE: Thank you, your Honor.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. So that's it.
Thank you, M. Ross.

THE W TNESS: Thank you.

MS. CAMARENA: We will get a copy of the executed
agreenment ?

MR. VERACRUYSSE: | would assume you woul d have

it.
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MR. PACE: | would assume, yes.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: M. Shumate, did you
want to present a witness on this project?

MR. PACE: Yes.

MR. SHUMATE: Yes. | would like to call John
Venice if | could, please.

JOHN NI CHOLAS VENI CE,

called as a witness herein, having been first

previously 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 John Ni chol as Venice.
Q And spell your | ast nane.
A. V-e-n-i-c-e.
Q M. Venice, by whom are you currently
empl oyed?
A Uni on Pacific Railroad.
Q And in which departnment?
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A. Engi neering department.

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

A. Just over 12 years.

Q And are you generally famliar with the

O Hare Moderni zation Program?

A. Yes.

Q And have you worked on this project --
A Yes, | have.

Q -- with the railroad?

A Yes, | have.

Q And have you had an opportunity to ever

physically go to the site where the existing bridge

and the relocated bridge are?

A. Yes, | have been there.
Q Okay. | made a reference earlier to the
Di vision Street at grade crossing. | s that part of

this entire project?

A Yes. The existing Division Street at grade
crossing is on the interimalignment right now.

Q When the -- well, strike that.

It's on the interimalignment, correct
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now?

A. Yes.

Q To your knowl edge,

of Division Street

A. To my knowl

utilization of the existing Division Street

Crossing.

is there any utilization

as an at grade crossing today?

edge, no. There is no

Q So is it being used by the public at all to

your knowl edge?

A. No, it is not. In fact,

|l ast time

there, the crossing was inaccessible.

Q | naccessi ble by the public?

A. Yes.

Q And, to your know edge,

public road in the

| was

Division Street is

City of Chicago?

A That's correct, yes.

Q And, to your know edge,

foresee using that

knowl edge?

A. No, sir, they're not

do any contractors

particul ar crossing to your

to my knowl edge.

Q Okay. Have you had any discussions with

anybody wor ki ng for

the City of

Chi cago or

t he OMP

a

43



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

Program with regard to the renoval of this
particul ar at grade crossing?

A. Yes. | suggested it would probably be a
good idea to renmove it probably just |ast week.

Q Okay. s the Union Pacific in favor of
removi ng that particular at grade crossing if it is
ordered to be renoved by the Illinois Commerce
Comm ssion?

A Yes.

Q | need to confirmthat the ownership of the

rel ocated Irving Park Road bridge, which is the

subject of today's hearing, that will -- that bridge
after it's conpleted will be owned by the Union
Pacific Railroad?

A Yes, it wll.

Q And it will be maintained by the Union
Pacific Railroad?

A. Yes. Correct.

Q s there anything | failed to ask you that
you believe would be helpful to the hearing officer
in this case?

A. No, sir.
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MR. SHUMATE: Okay. No further questions.

JUDGE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Are there any

cross-exam nati on of
M. Pace?

MR. PACE: No que

this witness? Any questions,

stions.

JUDGE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE: M. Veracruysse?

MR. VERACRUYSSE
clarification points
CR
BY
MR
Q M. Veni ce,
t hat approximately 2
the freight corridor
is that correct?

A. Assum ng bus

Your Honor, | just have a few

OSS EXAM NATI ON

. VERACRUYSSE
in the petition it was noted
5 trains per day will utilize

on the M | waukee subdi vi si on;

i ness stays at current |evels,

we hope it does, yes.

Q That's fine.
anticipate will be r

A. Yes. Ti met a

Do you have a speed that you
un through this corridor?

ble speed will be 50 mles an

hour when it's conpl et ed.

MR. VERACRUYSSE

Thank you very much.
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Thank you, your Honor.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. Anything further
for this witness?
(No verbal response.)
No? Okay. You may be excused.
THE W TNESS: Thank you.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: " m sorry.
MS. CAMARENA: Your Honor, we have a question.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Coul d you state your
name, pl ease.
MR. RABADI : Okay. Andy Rabadi . ' m the
rail road engineer with the Illinois Department of
Transportation.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: You can
MR. RABADI : Just one question, your Honor.
Has the UP received a lump sum figure
fromthe city for the future and perpetual
mai nt enance of the bridge?
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: s that for the
wi tness?
MR. RABADI : Yes.

THE W TNESS: Yes. We will receive a lunp sum
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payment when the transaction closes and we are

running on the final alignment. After we accept

what they are building for us, we'll receive a |unp

sum payment for maintenance.
MR. RABADI : | s that number stated in the
execut ed agreenent?

THE W TNESS: That number is in the project

agreement which the Union Pacific executed with the

O Hare Modernization Programin July of 2007.
MR. RABADI: Thank you.
JUDGE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. Anyt hing

further, M. Shumate?

MR. SHUMATE: No further questions, your Honor.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. You may be

excused.
|s there anything further on this

project, M. Pace?

MR. PACE: Not fromthe City of Chicago, your
Honor .

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Staff?

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Not hi ng, your Honor. Thank

you.
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MS. CAMARENA: No.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. Well, is that
all the evidence then we are going to hear on this
particul ar project, T11-00087?

MR. PACE: Yes, your Honor.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: And so what -- tell ne
what's the plan of action after this. You' |
prepare a draft order on this matter with the -- go
ahead.

MR. VERACRUYSSE: There m ght be some overlap in
the testinmony, because |IDOT now that they'll discuss
the CP structure, their lowering of the profile in
IllTinois 19 that then inpacts or |lowers the profile
under the UP structure to the 16 feet that M. Ross
had identified.

So | believe IDOT has a wi tness who
will discuss a little bit nore of the interaction of
the two projects, so you m ght hear some overl ap
t here. Ot herwi se, yesterday staff had prepared a
draft agreed order that was sent to all the parties
just as kind of a tenmplate for today.

We will, after the hearing, reviewit
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together, fill in any details with the testinony
that's been heard today, and then hopefully be in a
position to file it as soon as possible. So that is
the intent, and that will also go to the CP as first
not ed.

Thank you, your Honor.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: "1l give the floor to
| DOT.

MS. CAMARENA: Okay. Your Honor, we would |ike
to go ahead and have Andy be sworn in.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: You can have a seat
here, M. Rabadi.

MS. CAMARENA: Your Honor, as Brian had st ated,
t he departnment is seeking authority to construct a
bridge carrying the CP over Route 19, otherw se
known as Irving Park Road as well.

Upon conpl etion of the structure, the
exi sting at grade crossing will be removed, and, as
you may be aware, the department and CP have al so
agreed upon the design for the structure and will
al so, as Brian mentioned, will be in close proximty

to the UP relocated grade structure, so there wl
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be some repetitiveness.

ANDY RABADI
called as a witness herein, having been first duly
sworn, was exam ned and testified as follows:

DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY

MS. CAMARENA:

Q Andy, could you please give us sone
informati on regarding the 12.5 vertical clearance of
the structure?

A Yes. During one of the stages --
construction stages, as part of our project, once

the beams for the proposed bridge are erected over

the existing Illinois 19, the m ninmum vertical
cl earance will be at a substandard cl earance, and
t hat cl earance will be around 12 feet, 5 inches.

The duration for this m nimum vertical
cl earance during one of the stages will be about
three months at which the construction of that stage
will be, you know, under construction.

The | DOT has taken provisions in the

pl ans to provide advanced warning signs to warn
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vehicles or trucks actually of this substandard
cl earance.

Q Andy, how many of those advanced notice
warnings will there be?

A. The plans show -- if you will bear with me
for one second. I DOT will -- first of all, |DOT
wi Il have actually a specified detour for the trucks
for the duration of the Stage 1-A where the

subst andard cl earance is in effect.

Q And what will that detour be?
A. Trucks that are traveling westbound on
lrving Park Road Illinois 19 will be detoured

nort hbound on Mannhei m Road onto Higgins Road to
Touhy Avenue, still going westbound to York Road,
t hen York Road sout hbound on York Road back to

I rving Park Road.

So the detour will basically take the
trucks on Mannhei m Road north, Tuohy Avenue west to
Yor k Road, then York Road south back to Illinois 19,
and for the trucks going eastbound on Irving Park
Road, the reverse detour will be in effect.

To answer your question, counsel, we
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have 16 -- a total of 16 stationary signs. These
signs are rather large. They're 4 1/2-feet w de by
13-feet long. These are stationary signs that wil
be placed on Irving Park Road, on Mannhei m Road, on
Yor k Road, and on the expressways 294 and |1-290 to
notify trucks of the substandard cl earance.

The sign will read "No trucks all owed

on Irving Park Road between York and O Hare Cargo

Area Road." There's a little road called "O Hare
Cargo Area." It's a little bit east of York Road
and that road is basically used for the -- for

O Hare cargo traffic.
And, in addition to these signs, we --
| DOT is proposing to install five changeabl e nmessage
signs in the vicinity of the intersection to al so
notify truck traffic of the substandard cl earance.
And, in addition to that, during one of
the stages when we are erecting the beans over the
roadway, in the plans it also shows a note that the
contractor shall hire two flaggers, one on each side
of the structure, to make sure that no trucks are

goi ng through under the bridge.
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Q Andy, can you give us a little bit of a
clarification of the scheduling for this project and
antici pated start and possibly finish dates if
possi bl e?

A. Yes. | DOT right now has two projects. One
is called the "Advanced Contract." This advanced
contract is right now placed on the June 2011
letting. The advanced contract is basically to
allow I DOT or allow IDOT contractors to build the
embankment south of Irving Park Road to provide, you
know, the grade necessary to put the realigned CP
rail tracks on that enmbankment to allow the tracks
to basically go over -- span over Irving Park once
the grade -- once the structure is built.

So this advanced contract is basically
is dirt work for preparing the enbankment ahead of
time. This is done to expedite the project.

The main contract, however, is right
now schedul ed on the August 2011 letting. This
contract -- this letting is actually subject to | and
acqui sition. There is a very conplex | and

acquisition that's being in the works between the
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City of Chicago, IDOT, and eventually the Canadi an
Paci fic Rail way.

Q And with this |land acquisition, is there a
probabl e chance then that the expected start as well
as end date of the project may be del ayed?

A Yes. It's a very complex | and acqui sition.

There are many, many properties that the city has

acquired, and these properties will -- some of them
wi Il be dedicated to I DOT, and then IDOT will in
turn dedicate sonme of that right-of-way to the

Canadi an Pacific Rail way.
Q And, Andy, then when will the main project

be scheduled to go?

A. If the project is let on the August letting,
we anticipate that the construction will start
probably Septenber or October of 2011.

Q And the conpletion then would be expected if
all goes well ?

A. By the end of 2012.

Q And then, Andy, can you please tell us who
woul d be responsi ble for the construction costs

associated with this project?
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A. The funding for this project is through the
Create Program Just for clarification, Create
stands for Chicago Regi onal Environmental and

Transportation Efficiency Program

| know that there have been sonme doll ar

amounts earmarked for this project, and | believe

the funding is there.

Q And upon conmpl etion of the project, the
departnment will be responsible for the continued
mai nt enance of Illinois 19?

A Correct.

Q And then the departnment and CP will then
wi Il have specific terms in regard to the
mai nt enance?

A Because this is an IDOT-initiated project,
our policies and guidelines basically say that if
there's an existing at grade crossing and we grade
separated, IDOT will own and maintain the railroad
structure with the exception of tracks, and
bal | asts, and railroad facilities.

So, yes, IDOT will maintain the

structure. However, we are still in the
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negotiations with the CP rail for the maintenance of
the retaining walls that would be holding up the
embankment north and south of Irving Park Road.

MS. CAMARENA: And we expect, your Honor, to
hopefully have a fully executed agreement for that
construction mai ntenance, and that will also then be
submtted to the ICC once it's coordinated with the
Canadi an Pacific.

MS. CAMARENA: Q. |s there anything el se, Andy,
that | may have left out that you would like to
clarify for the adm nistrative | aw judge?

A You know, there's -- where the CP tracks
cross the Metra tracks on the south side there,
there is an interlock called B17 Interlock. This is
where the CP tracks cross over the Metra tracks. So
there will be also quite a bit of coordination with
Metra to upgrade sonme of the crossovers between the
CP tracks and the Metra tracks, and there will be
al so some track -- Metra track realignment and some
si gnal work

So we will be also executing an

agreement Metra to reimburse them for their cost.
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Q And will the coordination of that part of it
will also coincide with the dates you have j ust
given us for letting and expected conmpl etion?

A. We hope so.

MS. CAMARENA: That is it, unless you have any
gquesti ons, your Honor.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Any questions for this
witness fromthe other parties? M. Veracruysse?

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Yes, your Honor.

CROSS EXAM NATI ON
BY
MR. VERACRUYSSE

Q Thank you, M. Rabadi.

Foll owi ng simlar cross-exam nation,
can you identify the |ocation of the existing at

grade crossing in relation to the new structure for

the CP? Go from west to east and how it |ines up,
pl ease.

A. Yes. The existing at grade crossing is
about, | would say, 30 feet east of the intersection

of York Road and Irving Park Road, and the CP tracks

will be realigned to the east, and the proposed CP
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structure over CP will be approximately 80 feet east
of the intersection, and the proposed UP tracks --
UP structure is approximately 200 feet east of the
proposed CP structure.

Q In terms of the at grade crossing with the
CP and Illinois Route 19, can you give an
under standi ng of the work that's necessary at the
crossing itself during construction in the different

phases, pl ease?

A. There will be seven stages for Irving Park
Road during construction. In the pre-stage, Ilrving
Park or -- yes, lrving Park Road will be wi dened to

the north and to the south, and a tenporary pavenent
will be placed there to shift basically the traffic
fromthe existing alignment fromthe existing lrving
Park Road onto the tenmporary pavenment. Thi s woul d
allow us to build the pier -- the center pier in the
m ddl e of Irving Park. And al so during this stage,
t he abutnments for the CP -- proposed CP bridge wil
al so be built.

During Stage 1, the Irving Park traffic

will be shifted to the tenporary pavenent, and after
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that is Stage 1-A During Stage 1-A, the bridge

super structure will be erected, which means that
t he beams going over lIrving Park will be erected
t here, and that's when the existing -- the proposed

m ni mum vertical clearance substandard cl earance
will be in effect during Stage 1-A.
Q Okay. The staging plans were included with

the petition; is that correct?

A | believe so.
Q Specific to the at grade crossing will it
need to be widened? WII| the CP have to perform

wor k during these different stages?

A Yes. During Stage 1, to accommodate the
roadway wi deni ng, the tenporary pavenent there that
we are placing on Irving Park Road, the existing at
grade crossing -- crossing surface will be also
wi dened, and that work will be done by the CP
forces, and that would al so necessitate the
rel ocation of the existing at grade -- the railroad
war ni ng devi ces.

Q The warning devices and then the traffic

signals also for the intersection of York and Irving
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Park Road will need to be nmodified according to your
st ages al so?

A. That's correct. Ri ght now t he existing
railroad warni ng devices are interconnected with the
traffic signals at that intersection. And during
each stage, while the at grade crossing is in
exi stence, the tenporary traffic signals will also
be interconnected with the railroad warni ng devices
as wel .

Q During your testimny, we heard as far as
the truck detour route and trying to insure that a
truck doesn't go through during that three-nmonth
period when they're 12 foot, 5 inches.

What else is being contenpl ated for
mnimzing traffic backups onto the at grade
crossing with the CP? Do you have that information?

A. In addition to all of the advanced warning
signs that we are going to be placing there, |DOT
will include in our plans special provisions. I n
accordance with the guidance, based on the MUTCD, we
wi || have a roadway fl agger present at the crossing

to make sure that trucks that don't heed to the
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war ni ng sign devices will be stopped.

Q Thank you. In terms of the projects
schedul ed, just for clarification, if all goes well
with your | and swaps and conpl ex | and agreements,
you noted completion of the bridge at the end of

2012; is that correct?

A. Yes.
Q WIIl there be further work then at the
intersection of York and Illinois 19 that will take

pl ace after that?

A. Well, we are hoping that the entire project
is completed by then.

Q Okay.

A. But this is -- again, this is a very
complicated project. The whole intersection of
lrving Park and York Road is | owered by about two
feet --

Q Ri ght .

A. -- in addition to raising the CP tracks to
provi de about 16 feet proposed vertical clearance

once the bridge is finalized and constructed.

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Thank you, M. Rabadi.
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No further questions, your Honor.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Questions from anyone
el se?
MR. PACE: No questions, your Honor.
MR. SHUMATE: Yes.
CROSS EXAM NATI ON
BY
MR. SHUMATE
Q Just a couple of clarification questions,
M. Rabadi . First, at the conclusion of the project
for the CP bridge and the related project that's
consolidated with the Union Pacific bridge that the
City of Chicago is building, will there be the same
cl earance or approximtely the same cl earance at
both bridge |ocations for traffic going underneath
t hese railroad bridges?
A The proposed vertical clearance under the CP

bridge is 16 feet, zero inches.

Q So it would be approximately the same --
A Approxi mately the sanme.

Q -- for both structures?

A Correct.
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Q Do you know when the schedul ed conpl eti on
date or what the schedul ed conpl etion date is for
the CP bridge?

A. As it relates to the final conpletion date
of the whole project?

Q Yes, sir.

MS. CAMARENA: Your Honor --

THE W TNESS: ' m not real sure.
MS. CAMARENA: Your Honor, |'m sorry to
interrupt. We also have here another -- an expert

wi t ness that we would |ike to call that would be
able to address nore of the technical --

MR. SHUMATE: Let's see. Then there's one other
gquesti on. | f your expert is the one who should
answer this, then I'lIl ask him

MR. SHUMATE: Q This is an overall program
The Union Pacific has nmoved its alignment fromthe
existing alignment to the interim alignment, and
then eventually it will go to what's been marked as
City of Chicago Exhibit A to the yellow alignment.

The Union Pacific can't do that until

all the bridges on the Union Pacific system are
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conpl eted. That does not include the CP bridge.
To your knowl edge, if the City of
Chi cago has conpleted all of its work and the
interimalignment is open and ready to be utilized,
if the CP bridge is not conmpleted, will the UP be
able to close the project agreement with the City of
Chi cago and nmove its operation fromthe interim
alignment to the final alignment?
A | believe so. | don't think our project
i mpacts the UP project.
Q Thank you
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Anyt hing further?
MR. VERACRUYSSE: Not hi ng, your Honor, from
staff.
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: You may be excused.
MS. CAMARENA: Your Honor, at this time we would
like to call M. Kelly.
M CHAEL KELLY,
called as a witness herein, having been first duly

sworn, was exam ned and testified as foll ows:
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DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
BY
MS. CAMARENA:
Q Coul d you please state your name and your

title, please, for us.

A. M chael Kelly, project engineer with HDR
Engi neeri ng. HDR is a consultant to the Illinois
Department of Transportation for designing Illinois

19 at the York Road project including the grade
separation of the Canadian Pacific over Illinois 19.
Q M. Kelly, can you tell us what your role is

in this project?

A. | am the project engineer for HDR for the
proj ect.
Q Let's see. Can you please give us some

clarification on the vertical clearance?

A The temporary vertical clearance is for the
Canadi an Pacific over Illinois 19 is 12 feet,
6 inches, just to clarify that.

Q So it's not going to be 12 --

A. 12, 5.

Q 12, 57
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A 12 foot, 5 inches.

Q Okay.

A. | think there was sonme confusion, just
12-1/2 feet but 12 feet, 6 inches.

Q Is there anything that you would Iike to go
ahead and explain that we may have m ssed out or
t hat need some clarification in regard to the

project's technical aspects of it?

A. On Irving Park Road east of the intersection

of York Road there's approxi mately about a 600-f oot
overl ap between the OMP project and I DOT's project
for the Illinois 19 York Road intersection, so
there's -- let's see.

Al so, the Canadian Pacific bridge is
about 200 feet -- or the proposed Canadi an Pacific
bridge will be 200 feet to the west of the proposed
Uni on Pacific bridge over Irving Park.

MS. CAMARENA: | think that's all | have for now,
your Honor. | don't know if staff --
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: M . Veracruysse.

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Yes, your Honor.
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CROSS EXAM NATI ON
BY
MR. VERACRUYSSE

Q In terms of your coordination with the
consultant for the O Hare Modernization Project, can
you go through some of your |atest discussions
relative to the staging and | guess the final
product ?

A. We have been coordinating with OMP regarding
the final profile of Illinois 19 both under Canadi an
Pacific Railroad and the Union Pacific Railroad
Crossings.

In terms of the staging, our pre-stage,
according to the current design plans, is
anticipated to take about one nmonth of duration, and
then Stage 1 itself is anticipated to take roughly
Si X mont hs.

The Stage 1-A condition will be
approximately four months in duration, so fromthe
pre-stage to the end of Stage 1-A would be
approximately a year in duration.

That being the case, in the 1-A
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condition, assum ng that the -- that OMP's work and
Irving Park work is done at the end of this year,
basically the final condition when we start work on
Stage 1 for the tenporary clearance.

Q But, as far as the OMP work, they will
re-establish Illinois Route 19 in its current
| ocation but with a |ower profile through their

structure?

A. Correct.
Q Ri ght ?
A And then for our temporary profile that's

needed in Stage 1-A to provide the 12-foot, 6
cl earance, we would have to cut their profile
approximately 2, 2 1/2 feet to get to the clearance
that's needed under the proposed CP bridge, and then
the way the current design plans are we would be
tying in just to the west of the proposed UP bridge.
Q Because of these time frames and then the
modi fications of the profile, there was no way to
consolidate between the two projects to save any
portion of this pavement or any sort of rework that

woul d happen. New pavements are going to be put in
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by O Hare in 2011, and then potentially the CP

project and Create Project will be taking that out
ri ght away in 2012. s that a fair statement?
A From the plans that | have seen and that we

have been coordinating with OWP, their
reconstruction -- basically their full PCC (sic)
pavement stops roughly about 600 feet to the east of
the York Road intersection. And then fromthere,
it's basically wi dening and resurfacing. So the
area that would be underneath the UP and the CP is
wi dened and resurfaced. So that would be what we
woul d be turning out, not the full depth PCC.

Q So you are mnim zing any potential for
wast e?

A. Ri ght . Ri ght .

Q In terms of the structure itself, | believe
M. Rabadi had testified to a center pier.

A Correct.

Q Can you explain the differences between the
two structures as they stand, please?

A Yes. The structure referred to as "the

Uni on Pacific" was referred to as a one-span
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structure. That would mean with our center pier,
ours would be a two-span structure.
Let's see. In terms of the length --
bear with ne. | just need to | ook up the actual
| ength of the structure.
(a brief pause.)

Let's see. The structure would be
overall a hundred and -- alnmost 168-feet | ong. One
span would be al nost 75-feet |ong and the second
span would be 93-feet |ong.

Q Wthin the center pier is there protection
provided or is the median of a sufficient w dth?
Can you expl ain?

A. The medi an that is being provided is a
sufficient width to protect the pier. Also, we are
providing barrier curb on the mediumto prevent
vehicles from striking the pier.

Q Bet ween then for notorists traveling on
II'linois Route 19, they're not going to see any
shift between the structures? The curb line will be
straight? There's no kink or reduction in width as

you come to the new CP structure, correct?
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A Correct.

Q Thank you

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Your Honor, | have no further
guesti ons.

Thank you, M. Kelly.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Any ot her questions for

this witness?

MR. PACE: No questions, your Honor.

MR. SHUMATE: | just have one question.

CROSS EXAM NATI ON

BY

MR. SHUMATE

Q On the IDOT structure for the Create Project
for CP, do you know whet her or not that plan
contenpl ates utilizing any sacrificial beams for

war ni ngs?

been --

A

To my know edge, | know there have

| know there's been di scussions with the CP

regardi ng that.

Q

Are you aware of whether or not the Union

Pacific bridge will have sacrificial beans and

pl acements --
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Okay.

MR. VERACRUYSSE

guestion --

JUDGE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE:

(No verbal response.)

You may be excused.

The sacrificial beam

Is there someone who

could answer that?
MR. PACE: | would like to recall Martin Ross
just for that question.

called as a witness herein,

duly sworn,

as follows:

resumed the stand and testified further

MARTI N RCSS,

havi ng been previously

FURTHER DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY
MR. PACE:

Q On that bridge that will be built by the
City of Chicago, will that have a sacrificial beam
on it?

A Yes, it wll.
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Q Do you know whet her or not when it's
contempl ated for CP?

A. | don't know.

MR. PACE: Your Honor, for purposes of the
record, let me ask M. Ross can you explain the
pur pose of a sacrificial beant

THE W TNESS: The sacrificial beam serves as a
first impediment to a truck or other vehicle
striking the bridge so that it will hit that beam
first and avoid any inmpact to the bridge -- to the
structure of that is actually carrying the railroad,
so it will avoid impact to the main structure
itself.

MR. PACE: Q. So one of the purposes of a

sacrificial beam would be to protect the bridge

itsel f?
A. Correct.
Q And al so the potential for not knocking the

bridge and the tracks out of alignment so the train
went over it would be a |less chance of derailing?
A. Yes.

MR. PACE: Thank you.
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JUDGE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE:

anyone?

MR. SHUMATE: Yes,

clarification for the

would Iike to ask anot her

| can.

JUDGE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE:

called as a witness herein,

Anyt hing further

Your Honor. | have one

record here, and

You may.

JOHN NI CHOLAS VENI CE,

t hat

i's

havi ng been first

sworn, was exam ned and testified as foll ows:

Q M .

with engineering firnms at

hearing, one M. Martin Ross,

Veni ce,

System Cor p.
name - -
MR. KELLY:

FURTHER DI RECT EXAM NATI ON

BY

MR.

and t he

M chael

MR. SHUMATE: Q --

used either

To your

or

bot h of

knowl edge,

SHUMATE:

other -- | forgot

Kelly with HDR.

your

t oday's consol i dated

who's with Trans

M chael Kelly wi th HDR.

these firms for

its

from

duly

we have had two experts testify

has the Union Pacific

question of John Venice if
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engi neering work as outside consultants fromtime to
time?
A. That's a possibility. W my have used those

firms in other areas for other projects.

Q Have we ever used HDR to your know edge?
A. No, | cannot say that we have.

Q And how about Trans Systens?

A. | believe we have used Trans Systems in

ot her areas. They're a fairly big firm

Q Okay. Okay. To your knowl edge, have either
of these firms been hired by the Union Pacific
Railroad with regard to the O Hare project?

A To my know edge, no.

MR. SHUMATE: We have used these firms in the
past, and | just want to make sure it's clear on the
record we did not use them for this project.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Thank you

M. Veracruysse, did you have somet hi ng?

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Yes, your Honor, if | m ght put
staff's position on the record.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Pl ease.

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Thank you
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Staff has no objection to the petitions
or the relief sought today by either party. Duri ng
construction, staff will require that all stages
where we modify traffic flow, traffic signals or
war ni ng devi ces through the Canadi an Pacific at
grade crossing with Illinois Route 19, those pl ans
must be submtted to staff and the Comm ssion for
approval prior to inplementation.

We will be involved in the up front
coordi nation and construction when Illinois Route 19
is modified and then when any of these stage changes
happen to the existing at grade crossing.

As we noted through the hearing, we are
concerned as far as traffic potentially backing up
on to that existing at grade crossing.

We will request and include in the agreed
order specific |language from the manual on uniform
traffic control devices that addresses work in the
vicinity of a rail crossing.

And then aside fromthat, we'll be
present for the pre-construction meetings, and then

the CP in our discussions they had requested a
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separate rail staging meeting be held with the | DOT
Create Project.

Once the contractor is known and awar ded
there will be a pre-construction meeting. After
t hat pre-construction nmeeting, the CP would like to
have a separate neeting to determ ne exactly what
stages they will be required to modify the crossing
and how | ong and what duration.

So those are the positions. We will
finalize the agreed order that we've referenced
earlier in the proceeding today and work with the
parties to provide concurrences and a filing from
t he CP.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Thank you

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Thank you

JUDGE Kl RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Anything further from
anyone el se?

MR. SHUMATE: No, your Honor.

MR. PACE: No, your Honor.

MS. CAMARENA: No.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: In the draft order | am

trying to i magine what it would Iike |ook. W]
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t here be separate conpletion dates for both projects

do you think?

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Ri ght now, because of the
operations, the |land swap and the conmpl ex agreenment
that I DOT has with the CP and the city, that m ght
push the conpletion date out, as my understandi ng,
past the December 31, 2012, so we may put two
separate conpl etion dates. Ot herwi se, for the
O Hare Modernization Project, we were putting a
conpl etion date that actually aligns with the shift
of rail operations. Ot herwi se, it's really not
complete until the rail shifts in staff's view.

JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: | see.

MR. VERACRUYSSE: It m ght be two different

ones -- I'msorry -- to make it easier
JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Okay. If that is all,
then we can mark this heard and taken and I'l1l | ook

forward to getting the draft order, and as |ong as
we have all the parties' views on record,
specifically the Canadian Pacific, we can go from
t here.

MR. VERACRUYSSE: Thank you, your Honor.
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1 JUDGE KI RKLAND- MONTAQUE: Al'l right.
2 all. W are done.

3 MS. CAMARENA: Thank you

4 MR. PACE: Thank you, your Honor.

5 HEARD AND TAKEN
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Thank you
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