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I. BY THE COMMISSION

A. Statement
1. By this Decision, the Commission: (1) approves the Regional Transportation District (RTD) filing that certifies the Lamar Street crossing meets appropriate standards; and (2) releases RTD from its obligation to post crossing personnel 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, at the Lamar Street crossing.

B. Background

In March of 2016, we determined that frequent safety issues continued to occur with the University of Colorado A-Line (A-Line). We ordered that, at any crossing on the corridor not certified by RTD as operation-ready by April 8, 2016, personnel must be posted 24 hours a day, 7 days a week, to handle safety issues.
 These personnel include flaggers on both sides of the crossing to flag vehicles and pedestrians through the crossing, along with railroad 

2. signal and traffic signal technicians to address crossing and traffic signal operations. We stated these personnel must remain posted until RTD: (1) certifies in writing that the crossing is complete, operational, and in conformance with the approved design and operational parameters of the crossing; and (2) field-demonstrates the proper completion and operation of the crossing to Commission Staff. We stated that, upon approval of RTD’s filing that certifies a crossing meets appropriate standards, we will issue a Decision releasing RTD from its obligation to employ these crossing personnel.
3. Because the A-Line and Gold Line (G-Line) use the same technology, the Commission was concerned that the G-Line would suffer from the same warning time issues as the A-Line.
 Not long after requiring crossing personnel at A-Line crossings, the Commission ordered crossing personnel at G-Line crossings.
 By Decision No. C18-0281 in Consolidated Proceedings No. 12A-900R et al., issued April 25, 2018, we ordered that we would release RTD of its obligation to post G-Line crossing personnel upon completion of Commission Staff field verification of each G-Line crossing and RTD filing with the Commission a certification of correct operation. We also ordered RTD to file with the Commission the final crossing attendant demobilization plan approved by the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA).

C. Findings and Conclusions

4. On March 19, 2019, Dr. Pamela Fischhaber, Section Chief for Rail and Transit Safety of the Public Utilities Commission, filed a memorandum in this proceeding summarizing her field verification of the Lamar Street crossing.  The field verification took place on May 30, August 21, and September 24, 2018, and February 5, 2019.
5. In her memorandum, Dr. Fischhaber reports that all civil engineering, signing, and striping is complete as shown on the approved plans. She notes that exit gate descents are delayed the approved period of time and that she witnessed the traffic signals and “Another Train Coming” signs operate as designed and approved. She also states that BNSF Railway Company through-train movement warning times may be longer as train speeds vary from a constant speed, but are at or near the programmed warning time when train speeds are consistent at the crossing. 

6. Dr. Fischhaber explains that as part of her verification, she witnessed wireless crossing activation times and conventional crossing activation times at the crossing. The programmed warning time is 28 seconds. Per the FRA waiver granted February 6, 2019, the wireless crossing activation system requirements are -5/+15 seconds from programmed warning time, and the conventional track circuit warning system requirements are no more than 
+15 seconds from programmed warning time. The following is a summary of the warning times witnessed by Dr. Fischhaber:

	Wireless Crossing Activation Times
	
	Conventional Warning System Activation Times

	Date – Time
	Warning Time (sec)
	
	Time of Day
	Warning Time (sec)

	9/24/18 – 9:43 a.m.
	33.88
	
	5/30/18 – 7:52 a.m.
	33.90

	9/24/18 – 9:47 a.m.
	49.83
	
	5/30/18 – 7:58 a.m.
	1:39

	9/24/18 – 10:03 a.m.
	52.65
	
	5/30/18 – 8:31 a.m.
	36.65

	9/24/18 – 10:10 a.m.
	30.03
	
	
	

	2/5/19 – 9:16 a.m.
	42.05
	
	
	

	2/5/19 – 9:19 a.m.
	42.58
	
	
	

	2/5/19 – 9:31 a.m.
	42.96
	
	
	

	2/5/19 – 9:34 a.m.
	41.60
	
	
	


7. Dr. Fischhaber notes that the 7:58 a.m. crossing on May 30, 2018, was long because the train turned around and activated the crossing during the turnaround process.

8. Dr. Fischhaber concludes that based on her field review, the crossing meets the plans and specifications approved by the Commission, flaggers can be removed, and the crossing can be put into revenue service. 

9. On March 20, 2019, RTD filed a certification that the crossing is complete and operating in a correct and safe manner in accordance with the approved design and operational parameters.

10. We conclude that based on the successful field verification performed by Dr. Fischhaber, RTD’s filing certifying that the Lamar Street crossing meets appropriate standards should be approved. We further find it is in the public interest to release RTD from its obligation to continue to post crossing personnel at this crossing and that the crossing may enter revenue service.

11. We find good cause to amend Decision No. C18-0281 to remove the precondition that RTD file with the Commission the FRA-approved crossing attendant demobilization plan before we issue our order approving RTD’s certification.
 The flaggers have been ordered by both the Commission and FRA; accordingly, they will remain in place by separate FRA order until such time as FRA approves their removal pursuant to a final, approved demobilization plan. We retain the requirement, however, that RTD file in this proceeding the final, approved demobilization plan once it is ultimately approved by FRA.
12. The Commission commends RTD for the recent progress it has made on the 
G-Line.  This proceeding will be closed when RTD files its FRA-approved crossing attendant demobilization plan.  
II. ORDER

A. The Commission Orders That:

1. The Certification that Crossing is Complete and Operational filed by the Regional Transportation District (RTD) on March 20, 2019, is approved.

2. Consistent with the discussion above, RTD is released from its obligation to continue to post crossing personnel at the Lamar Street crossing and the crossing may enter revenue service.

3. This proceeding will be closed when RTD files its Federal Railroad Administration-approved crossing attendant demobilization plan. 
4. The 20-day period provided for in § 40-6-114, C.R.S., within which to file applications for rehearing, reargument, or reconsideration, begins on the first day following the effective date of this Decision.

5. This Decision is effective on its Mailed Date.
B. ADOPTED IN COMMISSIONERS’ WEEKLY MEETING
March 27, 2019.
	 (S E A L)
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Doug Dean, 
Director
	THE PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
OF THE STATE OF COLORADO


JEFFREY P. ACKERMANN 
________________________________


FRANCES A. KONCILJA
________________________________


JOHN GAVAN
________________________________
                                        Commissioners




� See, e.g., Decision No. C16-0277 in Proceeding No. 12A-900R issued April 1, 2016.


� See, e.g., Decision No. C17-0856 in Proceeding No. 13A-0810R issued October 25, 2017.


� See, e.g., Decision No. C16-0530 in Proceeding No. 13A-0810R issued June 16, 2016.


 	� Under § 40-6-112(1), C.R.S., “[t]he commission, at any time upon notice to the public utility affected … may rescind, alter, or amend any decision made by it. Any decision rescinding, altering, or amending a prior decision, when served upon the public utility affected, shall have the same effect as original decisions.”
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