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INTRODUCTION S \)Q

This document serves as guidance on the reporting requirements ﬁ:u@s using title 23, Urt
States Code (U.S.C.), section 130 (hereafter referred to as “Secti " funds. Th annua] Q
reports will assess the progress and effectiveness being made I emem the raila&highway %0

crossings program, as required by Section 130(g). The rep 111 be used to e Safe,

Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transporiation Eqmtx Legacy for U AFETEA-

LU) requirement for the Secretary to submit a b1mm1@ It to Ccrnm.ss@ Sec:ncm 130 ¢ ‘
program. This guidance will help ensure reporting consistency, nmehn% d comphan%@ %\

the statutory requirements for the State ev a]uah&repﬂns

N
STATUTORY REQUIREMENTS 66 %

@ S
Section 130(g) requires each State t é%mt an annual @ to the USDOT@[M}' on the @6
ff

progress being made to implement ilway-highwv @'Dssings pro effectiveness K@

such improvements, an asses of the costs of rious treatments employed, and %
subsequent crash experie %n roved locati AFETEA-LUNXdded Section 148( rhich
requires States to submit to ##€ Secretaryar at describes tpgYlient to which 6
improvements contribute to the goals of rggwMhg the occurren crashes at railwawfhighway

crossings. In general, States are requy (1) provide a i@lssicm of their gverall
implemamatinn& effectiveness 0@ ection 130 pr : and (2) submi assessment of
the costs of' t lous treatments emploved and subs t crash expe at each project that
used Secti 20 funds. This information is used i preparation of eport that the
Secretar@ Tequired to s%mit to various Con . tion 1401(d)3) of

SAF %A LU amended &¥tion 130(g) to requeet the submissi is report to Congress “on
or re Aprl 1, 20 every 2 years thereafter.” Q

% he Secretary’s o Cnngmss to provide mfbrma% on the progress being made by the
States in im ting projects t rove safety at railway-highway crossings. The report is
also to in e number of ts undertaken, their distribution by cost range, road system,
6 natur tment, and su ent crash expgrience at improved locations. In addition, the
@ re]:m%a 1 analyze m&me each State pCOyram, identify any State found not to be in

compliance with the g ule of improvexf&@ts, and include recommendations for future
ynplementation of ection 130 progys

Section 1401 of WAFETEA-LU Section 130(k) to limit the expenditure of funds for the
@ compilagon and analysis of d support of the above-mentioned reporting activities to not
K% more thfg)wo percent of, s apportioned to a State to carry out Section 130.


http://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/legislationandpolicy/fast/shsp_guidance.cfm

MINIMUM REPORTING INFORMATION K% bgb
As previously mentioned, Section 130(g) requires each State to submit to the Sec, I@Ql annual @
report. States should submit their Section 130 reports to the FHWA Division O on or

before August 31. The next report is due on or before August 31, 2006, and will cover the period é

from July 1, 2005 to June 30, 2006, as required by 23 CFR 924.15. FHW A\ considering Q (
proposing an amendment to 23 CFR 924,15 that would provide States we e flexibility 1@0 %
report based on calendar year, state fiscal year or federal fiscal vear. e Section 148(g) K

includes a requirement to address how improvements contribute %@umnﬂ the ncc§€mce of OQQ

crashes at railway-highway crossings, FHWA recommends Iha information sh be
included as part of the Section 130 report [see guidance on eral] highway 6 )/
improvement program (HSIP) report distributed on Apn 06]. @

The FHWA Division Offices should forward the repﬂ%a the FHWA @ce of Safety by 6 %\
September 30 each year, preferably electronicaly. These due dates ag de with the oth
HSIP-related reports required under SAF ET]&U (e.g., there l@ ribing at leas
percent of the locations exhibiting the mnsé re safety needs the highway ::B.K
improvement program report). @

The sections below provide info &n that should ided by the S 0 &66
e General Program ( Il'lﬁ::r can related m th all Section 130 program) @
e Project Metrics (p pecific Infoml elated to Sectiyn 130) OQ
General Program 66 %

This section of the report should proy] rmation of the @ra!l Section 130 program. Ata
minimum, the E& s Section 130 should prov ldc:{@cussmn of the r$n ing:
. Dw er orts funded by Section 130;
. 1 data acquisition and analysis effo
c@r efforts utiliz{ng the two percent allowance);
%DT.E] number of fdects and costs (inclting Federal sh; v functional classification';
Tatai numbe blic crossings within the State, 115 ng type of crossing protection

%oQ . (i.e, Iai:tiv ive, grade separated); %

Specifi @gmm emphasis g\as, and if necessary

d expenditure uding inventory and

iscussion of significant variations

from 10US reports; @
. @ﬁnem of m-‘ara@!inn 130 program effectiveness.
Project Metrics @ 0

his section of ih@n should inclu discussion and listing of project-specific metrics that
b@ support the eﬂ% ness of the fi projects. At a minimum, the State’s Section 130 report
shuuid provide a discussion of't llowing:

@ cation of projects; Q
Q oT craﬁsm@&ars:
HWA roadway feictional classification;

®<?ce FHWA Funcr@ lassification Guidelines at hrp://www.fhwa.dot.gov/planning/fcsec2 1.hm
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Specific project type and description (see project groupings below); @ @
Crossing protection (i.c., active, passive); Q 6
Crossing type (e.g., vehicle, pedestrian, etc.); %0 @

Cost of project;

Funding types (Section 130 or other); Q

Crash data (specifically, a minimum of 3 years “before™ and 3 v@ﬂner crash d@ 01
and o

Effectiveness of prior year projects. Q®

All Section 130 projects within the evaluation period should @cludeﬂ in the bﬂpﬂﬂ A
suggested grouping by project types is listed below.

Crossing Approach Improvements - - Projects Qharmehzaim s or upgraded
traffic signals and pre- swnals guardrail, ped fbicyele pat ovements nea@
crossing, and illumination

Crossing Warning Sign and Pavement |
pavement markings and/or delineaty
safety improvements
Active Grade Crossing Equi
additions of flashing light
railway-highway signal §

>

king Improv em Projects sul.h
‘here these pmjgegctn ities are theK%ommam 6

'Upaade — Projects suc Qupgrade and-"m‘@b
y: signal-relat vements mli%
Visibility Improve

i mption); and way=fle homn syste
Projects such uht distance ingprovements and ueg&
clearance

Roadwav Geometry Improvement
alignment, sight distance, and eli tion of high-pr { humped ) crossings
Grade (Nossing Elimination ects such as cr;@;g elimination t ¢h closure,

reloc '@'ar construction/reconstruction of a

s & Inventorv Update — Projects such orts to update
/ay grade crgsnu inventory, an ment of a w
T Slsi with the d 'e@mant of the Section 130 report, zmd ist with reporting information
umform m \ following documents have bee to this guidance:
%0 e Section eport checklisfNAttachment 1), an
Rail 1ghway Crogsi roject Metrics (Attachment 2)

QF SECTI{J@ UNDS FORDATA COMPILATION AND ANALYSIS

As mentioned earlier, @nw 23US.CH @U(LJ allows the States to use not more than 2 percent

&

highway crossing
etc.).
obtain

plemental highw
position that co

section 130 for related data compilation and analysis.

at will allow informed decisions to prioritize railway-
< Improvement ., crash data, traffic volume and mix, roadway inventory,

;ﬁ are strongly enc @3{1 to evaluate their database systems to ensure that the data

analvzed in hensive and efficient manner. FHWA also encourages States to

ffic signal faces operated as part of the hishway intersection traffic signals, o»ared ina
iic approaching the highway-rail grade crossing in advance of the intersection.”

ording to Sec I:D; 8A.01 of the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices, pre-signals are defined as



consider utilizing this data to update the Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) Grade C&%g 6

e e@
Inventory.
; %)

There are some States that utilize a third-party to collect, operate, and/or maintai@:r crash K%
data, inventory and archiving systems. States should be aware that they are responsible for the @
submission of the reports in accordance with Section 130. 6
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O
ADDITIONAL INFORMATION @60 %

Some of the information provided within this guidance 1s based recommenda é@ and/or
discussions from the following:

e National Transportation Safety Board (NTSB @mmmdaﬂml 42 \
e The Secretary s Action Plan for Highway-Rail Grade Crossing v Plan and T3 %
Prevention (located on the Federal Railsgad Administ mtmn site at 6

http://www.fra.dot.gov/downloads/sa tion_plan 2 ? 6
e Audit of the Highway-Rail Grade ing Program Rep '\umber MH- 2063, (by Q)
the USDOT Office of Inspector cral; located

http://www.oig.dot.gov '5Uea@le'.’ﬁlc=.-"data- pd%ﬁs mh2004065 %Q
QO S 2

Protection of Data from Disco % & Admission iy
U é s 1sts, or data ccmp\ﬁ%
 or admitted ence

Section 409 of title 23 that repoﬁi
ses in an action fa®damages

collected pursuant to Secl ..shall
in a Federal or State court proceedlnﬂ or rdered for other
tified or add% in such repog surveys,

arising from any occurrence at a loc
KEJ' List R&ce‘i Related to Section 130 ? @
'@e 23, United Séims Code, Sectians@g 30, and 148

idence
evs, schedule
€ subject to disc

schedules, !15156&&13
TEA-LU

=

Tnle 23, Cod ederal Regulations (CFR), Parts %& part I), 646 and 924
OQ Federal-ai cy Guide

FHW.: ce of Safety We@N\site
. Raih@-— ighway Gra @pssing Handbook

e nce on Traffic 1 Devices at Highway-Rail Grade Crossings (also known as

‘G R@ﬂﬂ}\@ 6
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Section 130 Report Checklist Q}q"

State:

YEAR:

REPORT ITEMS
General Program

— Qverall Section 130 efforts

— Data Acquisition and
Expenditures

— Total Pregram Costs/Numbers
of Projects by Roadway
Classification

— Total Number of Public
Crossings within State

— Anticipated Program Emphasis

- Overall Section 130
effectiveness

Project Metrics
- Location of project

o>

- USDOT crossing numb

- FHWA Roadway Functional
Classification

— Specific project type and

S GQEports shm@gsubm]ﬁed by the State to the FHWA Division Office by
August 31.

? « Reportafrom Division Offices are due to Headquarters by September 30.
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Railway-Highway Crossings Project Metrics %) b@
23 USC 130 \)Q %8
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MNotes: 6

1. See FHWA Functio ssmcalu::-n Guqde@t hitp:/fwww. Thwa.dot gov/planning/fcse 1rr1

2. Show wheather Ir@acl achieved its p using benefit-cost or other methodolg & ed by
the Statle. The s may include hBS. or targeted Wash types, dapmnding%u nalure of
the impruveme | was ImplnmenlL 06
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