


www.railstotrails.org

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Introduce RTC 



Tom Sexton, Director
Northeast Regional Office

tom@railstotrails.org



Rails-with-Trails 
Safe, Common and Growing



Three Rivers Heritage Trail, Pittsburgh 

• 167 RWT - 10% of 
rail-trails

• 1,437 miles 

• 41 states

2013 Rail-with-Trail Report

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Beginning in 2011, with funding provided by the Pa Dept of conservation and Natural Resources we began a research project on the existing rail-with trails throughout the country. We have compiled and analyzed the data on 88 active rails-with-trails . The report is now in its final draft stage and we expect to release the final product in August. Our 2013 report  is documentation of their safety record and growth across the US.



• 89 Trail Managers 

• 33 States 

• On-line resource  
for trail managers 
and railroad Madison, WI

Schuylkill River Trail, PA

Participants



Cedar Lake Trail, MN 

RWT = shared-use path directly 
adjacent to active rail corridor



Presenter
Presentation Notes
The 2013 report improves upon RTC’s past RWT studies by examining RWTs within or alongside active corridors that currently receive rail service. Past studies included RWTs that may still have retained the designation of “active” because they were not officially abandoned through STB, but they did not all have active rail service operating. Past reports:RTC’s Rails-with-Trails  (2000) – report added several “new” RWTs to the inventory and produced findings from interviews with 61 trail managers. US DOT’s Rails-with-Trails: Lessons Learned (2002) – focused on the types of design being used and remains the most comprehensive review of design practices and RWT development process. 



Railroads

• CSX, BNSF and UP have public policy 
that prohibits new RWT development. 

• Most railroads with trails located within
their rights-of-way are publicly owned. 

• majority are freight service on a daily basis 
with at 30-40 mph

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Understandably, railroad companies are often cautious of rail-with-trails projects. Since the publication of RTC and U.S. DOT reports more than ten years ago, some Class I railroads have released public policy stating their unwillingness to consider trail development within their corridors. However, many smaller private railroad companies and public rail authorities are amenable to rail-with-trail development. A majority of trail managers interviewed for this study indicated that the railroads were not opposed to trail development and 44% of trail managers describe the current attitude of the railroad as positive (i.e., cooperative, supportive or favorable). Some railroads realize that rails-with-trails can be beneficial to them by reducing liability responsibility, providing barriers to prevent trespassing and sometimes offering corridor improvements like access for maintenance vehicles or enhanced crossings.*See page 20 of CSX’s Public Project Information http://www.csx.com/share/wwwcsx_mura/assets/File/Community/CSXPublicPolicyManual_3.24.11.pdf �and Section 7.2 of BNSF Railway and Union Pacific Railroad: Guidelines for Railroad Grade Separation Projects http://www.uprr.com/aboutup/operations/specs/attachments/grade_separation.pdfWe also have a memo from Norfolk Southern’s Public Relations Director (addressed to RWT project stakeholders in Carlisle, PA) that says NS will not support RWT projects. No public document is known.The Silver Comet Trail in Georgia is an example of a very popular trail that was forced to acquire property from landowners adjacent to the railroad corridor b/c CSX refused to negotiate with them



Fatality

• South Bay Trail, WA

• 2008

• Cyclist w\headphones

• No one found liable 



Rail-with-Trail Growth

Date Number of Trails Total Trail 
Length (in 

miles)

# of states 
with existing 

RWTs
1996 37 299 N/A

2000 61 523 20

2013 total 167 1,437 41

RWTs represent approximately 10% of the total number of rail-trails in the United States

Presenter
Presentation Notes
The growth and popularity of rails-with-trails is similar to the growth of traditional rail-trails. There are currently 1,785 open rail-trails in the U.S. for a total of 21,239 miles; rail-trails exist in all 50 states. RTC’s trails database indicates that there are as many as 167 rails-with-trails in 41 states, representing 10% of the total number of rail-trails in the United States. It’s important to know that the full list of 167 are not all RWTs along active service corridors, though the majority are. We also don’t consider that number to be conclusive…we are still “discovering” new RWTs all the time***



Range of Designs

• AASHTO now provides guidance on 
“Railroad Grade Crossing” in the 2012 Guide 
for the Development of Bicycle Facilities.

• The 2009 edition of the MUTCD also includes 
guidance for shared use paths that cross 
railroad corridors at grade.

• US DOT’s “RWT: Lessons-Learned” report 
remains the most comprehensive design 
guidance available.

Presenter
Presentation Notes
RANGE OF DESIGNS: RTC’s 2000 report demonstrated that rails-with-trails operate successfully under a wide variety of conditions with regard to design. Rail-with-Trails: Lessons Learned, a comprehensive report commissioned by the U.S. Department of Transportation (U.S. DOT) in 2002, remains the authoritative resources on design guidance and recommendations for developing safe, accessible rails-with-trails. Manual of Uniform Traffic Control  Devices



Green Bush Link, WI 

Crossings

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Rails-With-Trails may or may not involve crossings. 



Walnut Trail, CA



*Multiple crossing types were reported for some trails

Presenter
Presentation Notes
30% of respondents reported having no crossings.50% of respondents reported having one or more crossings. Of those – the majority (70%) are at-grade.  



Separation 
(Barriers)

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Rail-with-trail design  will continue to vary widely, depending on factors like proximity to trains, frequency and speed of rail service and presence of at-grade crossings. 



Allegheny Highlands Trail, MD



Delaware River Heritage Trail, NJ



*Several trails reported multiple barrier types

Presenter
Presentation Notes
A majority of rails-with-trails in this report have segments of trail that are within 30 feet of active railroad tracks and 70% of the trails surveyed have a barrier (fence, vegetation, grade separation, e.g.) between the trail and tracks. These findings are similar to characteristics reported in 2000.



Montour Trail - Westland Branch, PA

SETBACK

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Setback is the distance between the trail and active track and is normally measured from the center line of the track to the edge of the trail.



Camp Chase Rail-Trail, OH



SETBACK



*Multiple types of service exist along many RWTs

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Railroad corridor ownership only indicates who owns the railroad corridor, not the trail corridor.  Multiple types of service exist along many RWTs (e.g., the MBT is along CSX owned track that serves Amtrak and MARC, and a portion of the MBT is along WMATA



Springfield River Walk, MA



San Clemente Beach Trail, CA



Presenter
Presentation Notes
RWTs located completely or partially within the railroad corridor generally acquire rights to develop a trail through a lease, license or easement agreement. Many of the agreements include requirements like: indemnification, fencing, construction guidelines and insurance coverage. Several of the dozen example agreements that we collected include requirement to carry a comprehensive general liability insurance policy for the trail. Required coverage for these policies ranged from $2M - $10M. RWTs that are located adjacent – but completely outside – the railroad right-of-way generally acquire trail corridor property using a combination of methods (piecemeal fee purchase from private property owners, lease or easement from property owners, private or public, etc.).In Pennsylvania while the majority of the rails-with-trails appear to be located in the RR ROW they are actually built on parcels that were seperated from the active line and sold to the municipality by Conrail.



Clarion-Little Toby Creek Trail, PA 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Clarion-Little Toby Trail in Pa. Trail built at 12’ from center line without consultation with RR. RR did not own adjacent corridor.



Liability
Liability

Presenter
Presentation Notes
LIABILITY: A vast majority of the trails included in this report are insured by an existing local umbrella policy, similar to most other rail-trails and greenways. Nearly a third of trails surveyed reported that indemnification was required by the railroad and/or was included in the easement or license agreement. Responses indicated that there were no known claims made against the railroad, and no new claims made against the trail manager due to train and trail related incidents. Each state’s Recreational Use Statute (RUS) also provides a measure of protection to the railroad and trail manager. FROM ANDREA’S SUMMARY: “Building a trail along an active railroad does not, in itself, expose the trail manager to liability.  Adherence to generally accepted design standards and/or best practices in designing the trail will generally protect the trail manager from a finding of negligent design.  Instead, trail manager and railroad liability is governed by general legal principles defining the legal responsibilities of owners and occupiers of land (“land managers”) to persons who enter their property.  In other words, rails-with trails are no more likely to expose landowners to legal liability than stand-alone trails.”   A number of states have enacted legislation authorizing the creation of state owned railroad corporations or authorizing state agencies to acquire railroad corridors for public transportation use.  Several of these statutes have enacted specific policies permitting or directing that corporations or agencies to authorize use of portions of a rail corridor for trail use if the use does not restrict or interfere with rail uses.   For example, Alaska law requires the state railroad corporation to “authorize a walkway or a trail if the board first finds in writing that the proposed walkway or trail will not create a safety hazard and will not unreasonably interfere with continued or expanded operations in the utility corridor,” provided that specified conditions (including indemnification and defense of the railroad) are met. Alaska Statutes, § 42.40.420. (Andrea is also developing a “Model State Rails-with-Trails Statute” that we will include in the appendices as a suggested state policy measure to encourage RWT development.)INSURANCE - In addition to indemnification, some trail managers stated that the railroad required their agencies to carry supplemental insurance policies (e.g., comprehensive general liability insurance specifically for the trail, ranging from $2M - $10M policies).EASEMENT/LEASE – We have 12 example agreements that will be included in the appendices and online resources. Many include language that indemnifies the railroad, specifies the insurance coverage type and amount required, and includes fencing or setback requirements.



Policies & Encouragement

• Recreational use Statutes 
(VA, ME)

• State agency policies 
(MassDOT) 

• Design standards (SEDA-
COG, PA)

Eastern Promenade Trail, ME

Presenter
Presentation Notes
RECREATIONAL USE STATUTES - The most important legal protections available to trails, including RWTs, are the Recreational Use Statutes (RUS) enacted in some form by all 50 states. RUSs provide protection to landowners who allow the public to use their land for recreational purposes. States created these statutes to encourage landowners to make their land available for public recreation by limiting their liability provided they do not charge a fee. In PA, the Susquehanna Economic Development Association-Council of Governments (SEDA-COG) Joint Rail Authority has a RWT standards policy that was created in 2001 and amended in 2008. Although SEDA-COG is generally opposed to RWT development, they will consider projects on a case-by-case basis if design standards can be met (setback and fencing requirements, no new at grade crossings permitted)



Presenter
Presentation Notes
Maine amended its Recreational Use Statutes specifically to include “railroad property, railroad rights-of-way and utility corridors to which public access is permitted” in the definition of “premises” that are  subject to RUS protections.  14 Maine Revised Statutes Annotated § 159-A. 



…“MassDOT will as a matter of policy 
permit the construction of shared-use 
paths along active or planned railroad 
rights-of-way provided appropriate 
fencing separates the two uses. 
Further, the design and construction of 
such fencing is an eligible project cost 
for such projects”…

Presenter
Presentation Notes
April 2013**MassDOT policy supports trail development within their rail rights-of-way (formerly permitted on a case-by-case basis, now a blanket policy to consider in all MassDOT ROWs as long as fencing requirement is met). Trail advocates for the South Coast Bikeway in the southeastern part of the state pushed to get this policy statement released from Mass DOT. 



Presenter
Presentation Notes
SEDA-COG Joint Railroad AuthorityClass II Shortline developed a specific RWT Policy. Though the policy begins with a statement of opposition, they go on to diagram specific conditions and recommended setback for a rail-with-trail.The SEDA-COG Joint Rail Authority opened its first section of Rail-With-Trail last fall (2012) 



Pine Creek Trail. PA 



Presenter
Presentation Notes
In 2009 Virginia also changed their RUS, amending it to define “premises” as including railroad property. Virginia also released a report citing the design standards recommended by US DOT for Rail-With-Trails.In 2012, NJDOT and NJ TRANSIT adopted a “Short Term Action Plan” that addresses safety along railroad corridors. Recommended actions included: pilot program of enhanced engineering safety treatments at grade crossings, expanding resources for existing rail safety diagnostics, and additional consideration to SRTS grant applications near rail crossings and rail lines.



Rails-with-Trails are Safe

Traction Line Recreation Trail, NJ

Presenter
Presentation Notes
Safety is probably the biggest concern when considering a rail-with-trail project. Both railroads and potential trail managers may be apprehensive about placing a public trail close to an active railroad track, fearing an increased risk of accidents along the corridor. However, many successful rails-with-trails across the country stand as a testament to the ability of trains and trails to coexist. Rails-with-trails can provide a solution for rail companies and local governments concerned about safety risks posed by those who illegally cross rail lines. By providing a safe, attractive alternative for cyclists and pedestrians, often with fencing between the pathway and the railway, rails-with-trails can eliminate the previous incentive to use the tracks as a shortcut. 



Rails-with-Trails are Common

California

Wisconsin 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
 We have now documented 167 rails-with-trails in communities across the country. This is by no means a static number as more segments are continually added.  We categorize a trail as being a rail-with-trail if any one section of the trail runs parallel to an active service line. For example, a twenty mile trail may parallel an active line for just a half-mile or less but will still be categorized as a rail-with-trail. 



Rails-with-Trails are Growing

60+ rails-with-trails are in development

McClintock Trail, PA 

Presenter
Presentation Notes
During our research we documented an additional 60 rail-with-trail projects in various stages of development. 



Next Steps

• Report is online
• Convene advocates, 

agencies & railroads
• Encourage collection 

of detailed metrics 
• Common Ground

Cedar Lake Trail, MN

Presenter
Presentation Notes
RTC is planning the continue are work on this important topic by convening forums between Railroads and Transportation planners, seeking common ground in order to modernize transportation corridors in our communities. Identify common groundPrivate agreements that workPolicies that address liability concerns
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