
PUBLIC MEETING: Port Commission Business Meeting   

DATE: Tuesday February 6, 2024, 6 PM 

LOCATION: Cascade Locks City Hall 140 Wa Na Pa St, Cascade Locks, OR 97014 

https://us02web.zoom.us/j/85806615790  

AGENDA 

1) Commission meeting called to order
a. Pledge of Allegiance
b. Roll Call
c. Modifications, Additions and Changes to the Agenda

2) Special Presentation and Reports by outside resources, staff, and Government Officials
a. Thunder Island Pedestrian Bridge Update – David McCurry; Page 2
b. Legislative Update – Dan Mahr; Page 4

3) Discussions
a. Railroad Quiet Zone Improvement Project Discussion; Page 6

4) Executive Director Report
5) Commission Comments
6) Executive Session under ORS 192.660 (2)(h) Legal Counsel regarding Litigation or likely Litigation 

to be Filed
7) Adjournment

IMPORTANT DATES 

February 8–11, 2024 
Special Districts of Oregon Annual (SDAO) Conference 
February 19, 2024 
Port Office closed in observation of Presidents’ Day 
February 20, 2024 
Port of Cascade Locks Commission Meeting 
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1Thunder Island Pedestrian Bridge – Assessment & Repair      
 

TECHNICAL MEMORANDUM 

Summary 
This technical memo provides a brief overview of the damage assessment and repair options for the Thunder Island 

Pedestrian Bridge (bridge). The bridge recently experienced structural damage on January 13, 2024, during a storm in 

which the sternwheeler (vessel) came loose in high winds and impacted the bridge. The direct impact from the vessel and 

interaction between bridge and vessel during the storm resulted in damage to the concrete structure and caused the 

bridge to move off the bearings on the southeast side. Port staff eyewitness accounts describe the interaction between 

the bridge and vessel, which occurred for less than 1 hour. 

The overall assessment at the time of this memo is that the bridge can be repaired and does not need to be replaced. 

The bridge should be repaired before allowing any public access or any vehicles on the bridge because of the recent 

storm-induced structural and railing damage. An action plan is in place to restore the bridge to its original condition prior 

to the incident. The plan is intended get the bridge fully reopen by April 15, 2024 –recognizing the important uses of 

Thunder Island that typically ramp up in May. The Port staff and anyone allowed access to the bridge should follow 

appropriate safety measures to avoid any safety issues when accessing the bridge on foot. Barriers should be in place to 

prevent public access. 

Bridge Background 
Built circa 1970, the bridge is 54 years old and was generally in good structural condition prior to the incident. The 

original engineering drawings for the bridge were found and are being relied upon for the assessment of the condition, 

structural integrity, and necessary remediation of the bridge. Pre-incident inspection reports are not available, but review 

of photos of the bridge prior to the incident did not appear to have any structural issues or damage prior to the incident. 

The bridge can be described as a single precast concrete girder bridge, with only the concrete curb on both sides and 

steel railing installed after the bridge was place in location. The structure is a precast prestressed concrete double-tee 

section with standard detailing, standard materials for the time it was built, and fabricated by a now closed Portland 

business called Empire Prestress, Inc. the bridge is reported to be designed for 100 pounds per square foot of pedestrian 

load and a 5-ton vehicle. Parsons is performing engineering calculations to review the structural integrity. 

Damage Assessment & Repair 
Based on all available evidence, the bridge is reparable, but has exhibited enough damage to require engineering and 

careful repair procedures. The current plan is to repair, considering safety, cost, and the schedule as key evaluation 

To:  Jeremiah Blue, Executive Director 

Port of Cascade Locks 

Date:  February 2, 2024 

From:  David McCurry, PE, Bridge Engineer 

Parsons Transportation Group 

Phone:  (503) 314-0039 

Subject:  Technical Memorandum - Thunder Island Pedestrian Bridge 
Damage Assessment and Repair Update 

Revision: 1.0 

2



2Thunder Island Pedestrian Bridge – Assessment & Repair 

criteria. It is recommended that the Port keep the bridge closed to the public until the bridge is reset into position and the 

damage to the pedestrian handrailing and deck is completed. 

The recently acquired available plans were reviewed, the bridge was inspected on site on January 15, still during the 

storm. A more in-depth observations and detailed measurements were taken on January 30. The available photos and 

drone video were reviewed and proved to be useful in determining the extent of damage and as a communication tool for 

discussing with specialty contractors to repair the bridge. Specialty contractors were contacted and consulted to 

determine the timing and cost of various repairs, including moving the bridge back into the original position. 

The repair plan includes: 

• Lifting, moving, and resetting the bridge onto new replacement bearings on the south side,

• Patching the missing and damaged concrete and steel reinforcing on the beam and deck,

• Restoring utilities supported by the bridge,

• Replacing the damaged pedestrian railing “in-kind”, and

• Strengthening the bridge (if needed) to make up for any loss of strength due to the vessel collision damage.

The evaluation of the repair also included consideration of replacement. Replacement in kind would cost double the cost 

of repair and take much longer to construct—impacting the scheduled events in May 2024. An entirely new bridge, 

different than the existing, would trigger new code compliances, external agency consultation, further project scope 

increases, and close the bridge for longer than desired at this time. 

Cost & Timing of Repair 
The cost is estimated to be up to $175,000. The Port and Parsons are working to obtain detailed quotes and estimates 

for all the work required to restore the bridge. Currently, the estimate covers all the work to restore the bridge with some 

contingency and engineering. As additional information is obtained, costs may change and will be monitored and 

managed closely. The intent of the repair process is to reset the bridge into position by end of February and reopen for 

business by April 15. The timing will be contingent on subcontractor availability.  
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Dan Mahr 
Mahr Strategies 

541-978-9000
Government Affairs Report 

January, 2024 

This month’s priority was POCL’s bridge funding asks and aligning strategy ahead of the short 
legisla�ve sessions in Oregon and Washington. A number of other state and federal efforts were 
addressed as well.  

On the Oregon side, outreach to legislators, agencies, and other relevant stakeholders was 
aimed at refreshing folks’ memories on our ask from the 2023 session and sharing updated 
strategy and the new bridge 1-pager. Individual mee�ngs/conversa�ons were held with local 
legislators Rep Helfrich and Sen Bonham, leadership and staff from the Joint Transporta�on 
Commitee (JTC) and Ways and Means, ODOT, the Oregon Building Trades union, the City of 
Cascade Locks, Hood River County, Governor Kotek’s Mid-Columbia staff. I also assisted in 
wri�ng a press release laying out POCL’s legisla�ve strategy and appeared on local radio to talk 
about the bridge project in late January.  

A mee�ng of the Joint Transporta�on Commitee scheduled for January 12th was moved online 
due to weather, and I virtually atended that hearing where our bill number was assigned a 
number: HB 4110. A number of mee�ngs/conversa�on requests are yet outstanding and remain 
priori�es for February including: ODOT Region 1 leadership, ODOT state affairs, Oregon Trucking 
Associa�on, Governor Kotek’s transporta�on advisor.  

Overall, our ask to the Oregon Legislature feels well situated heading into the Oregon short 
session and will require monitoring and ac�ve lobbying once session begins. I plan to atend the 
first JTC mee�ng in Salem on Tuesday, February 6th and others as needed. JTC mee�ngs are 
scheduled for each Tuesday/Thursday of session from 5pm – 6:30pm. With the excep�on of the 
mee�ng on Tuesday, Feb 13th I’m currently available to atend them all.  

At some point, given a normal process, POCL will be invited to tes�fy to the JTC. Ideally this 
would include David McCurry and me, with op�ons for POCL Commission representa�on. Final 
decisions will be made once we have a sense of �ming. We would link up that tes�mony with a 
round of office visits. Mark Larabee from PCTA is available to tes�fy virtually if available and has 
been ac�vely reaching out to offices expressing support.  

On the Washington side, POCL decided to not pursue funding from the Washington Legislature 
in this short session. In consult with Rep Kevin Waters, the decision was made to table the ask 
for the year and spend the months a�er legisla�ve session building up to an ask in the 2025 
long session. A number of mee�ngs/conversa�ons happened during the buildup to that 
decision including with Rep Waters and his team, staff in Transporta�on Commitee Chair Jake 
Fey’s office, lobbyists represen�ng Skamania County, & the SW Washington RTC. 
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The decision to not pursue Washington State funding allows POCL to wait out the headwinds 
facing new transporta�on funding in the state, and gives the port �me to consider a structure 
for local input on the bridge and hammer out an agreement for how the Washington money 
would flow. Addi�onally, any studies completed or underway by the 2025 session can give a 
beter picture of what projects a Washington investment would fund. 

Other �me in January was spent on engagement with state agencies to help land an Oregon 
Parks LGGP award to fund the restroom/shower facility at the new PCT trailhead parking lot. 
This included consulta�on with Oregon Department of State Lands, Oregon Department of Fish 
& Wildlife, Oregon Department of Environmental Quality, and Oregon State Parks. Once agency 
reviews were finished this was handed off to Genevieve.  

Other efforts included atending EcoTrust mee�ng to discuss viability of a local shad industry & 
scheduling a mee�ng with WA Congressional staff.  

February priori�es will center on legisla�ve session in Oregon. Also plan to outreach to a 
number of federal partners in Oregon and Washington and schedule staff visits to POCL to 
discuss priori�es and federal opportuni�es. A round of agency outreach would include USDA 
Rural Development, EPA, EDA, and other agencies that may offer funding for elements of POCL’s 
business plan.  
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PORT COMMISSION REPORT 

TO: PORT COMMISSION 

FROM: GENEVIEVE SCHOLL, DEPUTY EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR 

SUBJECT: RAILROAD QUIET ZONE IMPROVEMENT PROJECT DISCUSSION 

DATE: FEBRUARY 6, 2024 

Introduction:  

During the January 27 Commission work session, the Commission requested a 
discussion of a Railroad Quiet Zone application/implementation be added to the 
agenda for tonight’s meeting. Staff has collected the attached materials for your 
reference for the discussion. Included are two sets of engineering drawings 
completed in 2019 by Tennison Engineering for the City of Cascade Locks that 
appear to address required improvements at two at-grade crossings within the 
City limits.  

Staff hasn’t yet had a chance to understand fully the progress that has already 
been made toward Federal Railroad Administration (FRA) approval of a quiet 
zone in Cascade Locks but would like to have preliminary discussion with the 
Commission on the Port’s role in such a project.  

FRA’s general information brochure on the quiet zone establishment process is 
attached, along with a citizen letter received in support of the effort.  

Recommendation: 

Commission direction is sought on the prioritization of this project in the next 
year and the overall role of the Port in the effort to establish a railroad quiet zone 
within the Cascade Locks city limits.  
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GUIDE	TO	THE	QUIET	ZONE	
ESTABLISHMENT	PROCESS		

  

Federal Railroad Administra on  

Highway‐Rail Crossing and Trespasser Programs Division 

Follow FRA on Facebook and Twi er 

Federal Railroad Administra on  

1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. 

Washington, DC 20590 

Telephone: 202‐493‐6299 

www.fra.dot.gov 7

http://www.facebook.com/USDOTFRA/�
http://www.twitter.com/usdotfra�
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Purpose of the Guide 

This  brochure was  developed  to  serve  as  a  guide  for  local  decision makers  seeking  a   

greater  understanding  of  train  horn  sounding  requirements  and  how  to  establish  quiet 

zones. Its purpose is to provide a general overview and thus does not contain every detail 

about  the  quiet  zone  establishment  process.    For  more  detailed  and  authorita ve            

informa on, the reader is encouraged to review the official regula ons governing the use 

of locomo ve horns at public highway‐rail grade crossings and  the  establishment of quiet 

zones  that are contained  in 49 CFR Part 222.   A copy of  the  rule can be downloaded or 

printed at h p://www.fra.dot.gov/eLib/Details/L02809.  

FRA  is  commi ed  to  reducing  the number of  collisions  at 

highway‐rail  grade  crossings,  while  establishing  a  

consistent  standard  for  communi es who opt  to preserve 

or enhance quality of life for their residents by establishing 

quiet  zones  within  which  rou ne  use  of  train  horns  at  

crossings is prohibited. 

Federal regula on requires that locomo ve horns begin sounding 15–20 seconds before 

entering public highway‐rail grade crossings, no more than one‐quarter mile in advance. 

Only a public authority, the governmental en ty responsible for traffic control or law en‐

forcement at the crossings, is permi ed to create quiet zones. 

 A quiet zone is a sec on of a rail line at least one‐half mile in length that contains one or 

more consecu ve public highway‐rail grade crossings at which locomo ve horns are not 

rou nely sounded when trains are approaching the crossings.  The prohibited use of train 

horns at quiet zones only applies to trains when approaching and entering crossings and 

does not            include train horn use within passenger sta ons or rail yards.   Train horns 

may be    sounded in emergency situa ons or to comply with other railroad or FRA rules 

even   within  a  quiet  zone.   Quiet  zone  regula ons  also  do  not  eliminate  the  use  of               

locomo ve bells at crossings. Therefore, a more appropriate descrip on of a designated 

quiet zone would be a “reduced train horn area.”  

Communi es wishing to establish quiet zones must  work through the appropriate public 

authority that is responsible  for traffic control or law enforcement at the crossings.   

About Quiet Zones  

Guide to the Quiet Zone Establishment Process  
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Historically,  railroads have  sounded  locomo ve horns or whistles  in  advance of  grade 

crossings and under other circumstances as a universal safety precau on. Some States 

allowed local communi es to create whistle bans where the train horn was not rou nely 

sounded.    In  other  States,  communi es  created  whistle  bans  through  informal          

agreements with railroads.  

In the  late   1980’s, FRA observed a significant 

increase in nigh me train‐vehicle collisions at 

certain  gated  highway‐rail  grade  crossings  on 

the Florida East Coast Railway  (FEC) at which 

nigh me whistle  bans  had  been  established 

in accordance with State statute  In 1991, FRA 

issued  Emergency Order  #15  requiring  trains 

on  the  FEC  to  sound  their  horns  again.  The 

number  and  rate  of  collisions  at  affected  

crossings returned to pre‐whistle ban levels. 

In 1994, Congress enacted a law that required 

FRA to  issue a Federal regula on requiring the sounding of  locomo ve horns at public 

highway‐rail grade crossings.  It also gave FRA the ability to provide for excep ons to that 

requirement  by  allowing  communi es  under  some  circumstances  to  establish  "quiet 

zones."  

The  Train  Horn  Rule  became  effec ve  on  June  24,  2005.  The  rule  set  na onwide        

standards for the sounding of train horns at public highway‐rail grade crossings. This rule 

changed the criteria  for sounding the horn  from distance‐based to  me‐based.    It also 

set  limits  on  the  volume  of  a  train  horn.    The  rule  also  established  a  process  for            

communi es  to  obtain  relief  from  the  rou ne  sounding  of  train  horns  by  providing       

criteria for the establishment of quiet zones. Locomo ve horns may s ll be used  in the 

case of an emergency and to comply with Federal regula ons or certain railroad rules.  

Historical Context  

Guide to the Quiet Zone Establishment Process  
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Guide to the Quiet Zone Establishment Process  

Public Safety Considera ons  

4

Because the absence of rou ne horn sounding  increases the risk of a crossing collision, a 

public authority that desires to establish a quiet zone usually will be required to mi gate 

this addi onal risk. At a minimum, each public highway–rail crossing within a quiet zone 

must be equipped with ac ve warning devices:   flashing  lights, gates,  constant warning 

me devices (except in rare circumstances) and power out indicators.   

In order to create a quiet zone, one of the following condi ons must be met  

1.  The Quiet Zone Risk  Index  (QZRI) is less than or equal to the Na onwide Significant 

Risk  Threshold  (NSRT)  with  or  without  addi onal  safety  measures  such  as                

Supplementary  Safety  Measures  (SSMs)  or  Alterna ve  Safety  Measures  (ASMs)          

described below.  The QZRI is the average risk for all public highway‐rail crossings in the 

quiet zone, including the addi onal risk for absence of train horns and any reduc on in 

risk due to the risk mi ga on measures.  The NSRT is the level of risk calculated annual‐

ly  by  averaging  the  risk  at  all  of  the  Na on’s  public  highway‐rail  grade  crossings 

equipped with flashing lights and gates where train horns are rou nely sounded.  

2.  The Quiet Zone Risk  Index  (QZRI)  is  less  than or equal  to  the Risk  Index With Horns 

(RIWH)  with  addi onal  safety measures  such  as  SSMs  or  ASMs.    The  RIWH  is  the        

average risk for all public highway‐rail crossings in the proposed quiet zone when loco‐

mo ve horns are rou nely sounded.  

3.  Install SSMs at every public highway‐rail crossing. This is the best method to reduce to 

reduce risks in a proposed quiet zone and to enhance safety.   

SSMs are pre‐approved  risk  reduc on engineering  treatments  installed at  certain public 

highway‐rail  crossings within  the quiet  zone and  can help maximize  safety benefits and 

minimize  risk.    SSMs  include:   medians or  channeliza on devices, one‐way  streets with 

gates, four quadrant gate systems, and temporary or permanent crossing closures.  Exam‐

ples of SSMs are shown on the next page.  

ASMs are safety systems, other  than SSMs,  that are used  to  reduce  risk  in a quiet zone.  

ASMs typically are improvements that do not fully meet the requirements to be SSMs and 

their risk reduc on effec veness must be submi ed in wri ng and approved by FRA.  

FRA strongly recommends that all crossings in the quiet zone be reviewed by a diagnos c 

team.   A diagnos c  team  typically  consists of  representa ves  from  the public authority, 

railroad,  and  State  agency  responsible  for  crossing  safety  and  FRA  grade  crossing  

managers.   10



Cost Considera ons  

The enabling Federal statute did not provide funding  for the establishment of quiet zones. 

Public  authori es  seeking  to  establish  quiet  zones  should  be  prepared  to  finance  the       

installa on of SSMs and ASMs used.   Costs can vary  from $30,000 per crossing  to more 

than  $1  million  depending  on  the  number  of  crossings  and  the  types  of  safety  

improvements required. 
Legal  Considera ons  

5

The courts will ul mately determine who will be held liable if a collision occurs at a grade 

crossing located within a quiet zone, based upon the facts of each case, as a collision may 

have been caused by factors other than the absence of an audible warning.  FRA’s rule is 

intended  to  remove  failure  to sound  the horn as a cause of ac on  in  lawsuits  involving 

collisions that have occurred at grade crossings within duly established quiet zones.    

Examples of SSMs 

 

 

 

 

 

Guide to the Quiet Zone Establishment Process  

Public Safety Considera ons con nued  

Wayside Horns The train horn rule also provides another method  for 

reducing the  impact of rou ne  locomo ve horn sounding when trains 

approach public highway‐rail grade crossings.   A wayside horn may be 

installed at highway‐rail grade crossings that have flashing lights, gates, 

constant warning  me devices  (except  in  rare circumstances), and   power out  indicators.  

The wayside horn  is posi oned at  the crossing and will sound when  the warning devices 

are ac vated.   The sound  is directed down the roadway, which greatly reduces the noise 

footprint of the audible warning.   Use of wayside horns  is not the same as establishing a 

quiet zone although they may be used within quiet zones.   

Crossing Closure  

Gates with Channelization Devices  

Four Quadrant Gate System 

Gates with Medians  
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6

Under the Train Horn Rule, only public authori es are permi ed to establish quiet zones.  
Ci zens who wish  to have a quiet zone  in  their neighborhood should contact  their  local 
government  to  pursue  the  establishment  of  a  quiet  zone.  The  following  is  a  typical           
example of the steps taken to establish a quiet zone: 
 
1.  Determine which crossings will be included in the quiet zone.  All public highway‐rail 

crossings in the quiet zone must have, at a minimum, an automa c warning system 
consis ng of     flashing lights and gates. The warning systems must be equipped with 
constant warning  me devices (except in rare circumstances) and power out indicators.  
The length of the quiet zone must be at least one‐half mile in length. 
 

2.  Iden fy any private highway‐rail grade crossings within the proposed quiet zone. If they 
allow access to the public or provide access to ac ve industrial or commercial sites, a 
diagnos c review must be conducted and the crossing(s) treated in accordance with 
the recommenda ons of the diagnos c team.   
 

3.  Iden fy any pedestrian crossings within the proposed quiet zone and conduct a diag‐
nos c review of those crossings too.  They also must be treated in accordance with the 
diagnos c team’s recommenda ons.  NOTE:  While it is not required by the regula ons, 
FRA recommends that every crossing within a proposed quiet zone be reviewed for 
safety concerns. 
 

4.  Update the U.S. DOT Crossing Inventory Form to reflect current physical and opera ng 
condi ons at each public,  private, and pedestrian crossing located within a proposed 
quiet zone. 
 

5.  Provide a No ce of Intent (NOI) to all of the railroads that operate over crossings in the 
proposed quiet zone, the State agency responsible for highway safety and the State 
agency responsible for crossing safety.  The NOI must list all of the crossings in the    
proposed quiet zone and give a brief explana on of the tenta ve plans for                   
implemen ng improvements within the quiet zone.  Addi onal required elements of 
the NOI can be found in 49 CFR 222.43(b).  The railroads and State agencies have 60 
days in which to provide comments to the public authority on the proposed plan. 
 

6.  Alterna ve Safety Measures – If ASMs are going to be used to reduce risk, an             
applica on to FRA must be made.  The applica on must include all of the elements  
provided in 49 CFR 222.39(b)(1) and copies of the applica on must be sent to the      
en es listed in 49 CFR 222.39(b)(3).  They will have 60 days to provide comments to 
FRA on the applica on.  FRA will provide a wri en decision on the applica on typically 
within three to four months a er it is received. 
 

The Quiet Zone Establishment Process  

Guide to the Quiet Zone Establishment Process  
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7

7.  Determine  how the quiet zone will be established using one of the following criteria:  
(Note that Op ons 2 through 4 will require the use of the FRA Quiet Zone Calculator 
available at h p://safetydata.fra.dot.gov/quiet/.) 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

8.  Complete  the  installa on  of  SSMs  and  ASMs  and  any  other  required  improvements      
determined by  the diagnos c  team at all public, private, and pedestrian crossings within 
the proposed quiet zone. 
 
9.  Ensure  that  the  required  signage  at  each  public,  private,  and  pedestrian  crossing  is       
installed in accordance with 49 CFR Sec ons 222.25, 222.27, and 222.35, and the standards 
outlined  in  the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control Devices.   These signs may need  to be 
covered un l the quiet zone is in effect.     
 
10. Establish the quiet zone by providing a No ce of Quiet Zone Establishment to all of the 
par es that are listed in 49 CFR Sec on 222.43(a)(3).  Be sure to include all of the required         
contents in the no ce as listed in 49 CFR Sec on 222.43(d). The quiet zone can take effect 
no earlier  than 21 days a er the date on which the No ce of Quiet Zone Establishment is 
mailed. 
  
***Appendix C to the Train Horn Rule provides detailed, step by step guidance on how to 

create a quiet zone.*** 

Guide to the Quiet Zone Establishment Process  

The Quiet Zone Establishment Process con nued 

1.  Every public highway‐rail crossing in the proposed quiet zone is equipped with one 
or more SSMs. 

 The Quiet Zone Risk Index (QZRI) of the proposed quiet zone is less than or equal 
to  the  Na onwide  Significant  Risk  Threshold  (NSRT) without  installing  SSMs  or 
ASMs.   

 The  QZRI  of  the  proposed  quiet  zone  is  less  than  or  equal  to  the  Na onwide  
Significant Risk Threshold (NSRT) a er the installa on of SSMs or ASMs. 

 The QZRI of the proposed quiet zone  is  less than or equal to the Risk  Index with 
Horns (RIWH) a er the installa on of SSMs or ASMs. 
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Guide to the Quiet Zone Establishment Process  

BNSF Railway (BNSF)  Canadian Pacific (CP) 

CSX Transporta on (CSX)  Norfolk Southern (NS)  

Canadian Na onal (CN)  Union Pacific (UP)  

Kansas City Southern (KCS)  Amtrak (ATK)  

Role of Railroads  

Communi es seeking to establish a quiet zone are required to send a No ce of Intent and 

a No ce of Quiet Zone Establishment to railroads opera ng over the public highway‐rail 

grade  crossings within  the  proposed  quiet  zone.  Railroad  officials  can  provide  valuable   

input  during  the  quiet  zone  establishment  process  and  should  be  included  on  all             

diagnos c teams.  Listed below are links to the Class I Railroads and Amtrak.  

The information contained in this brochure is provided as general guidance related to the 

Quiet Zone Establishment Process and should not be considered as a definitive resource.   

FRA strongly recommends that any public authority desiring to establish quiet zones take 

the opportunity to review all aspects of safety along  its rail corridor.   Particular attention 

should be given to measures that prevent trespassing on railroad tracks since investments 

made to establish a quiet zone may be negated if the horn has to be routinely sounded to 

warn trespassers. 

FINAL NOTE  

Public authori es  interested  in establishing a quiet  zone are  required  to  submit  certain 

documenta on  during  the  establishment  process.    FRA  has  provided  checklists  for  the   

various documents that can be found at h p://www.fra.dot.gov/Elib/Details/L03055.  

FRA’s  Regional  Grade  Crossing Managers  are  available  to  provide  technical  assistance.       

A  State’s  department  of  transporta on  or  rail  regulatory  agency  also may  be  able  to     

provide assistance to communi es pursuing quiet zones.  

Public  authori es  are encouraged  to  consult with  the  agencies  in  their  State  that have    

responsibility for crossing safety.  Some States may have addi onal administra ve or legal 

requirements that must be met in order to modify a public highway‐rail grade crossing.   

Required Documenta on  
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POINTS OF CONTACT  
 

General Ques ons:  

Inga Toye, 202‐493‐6305 

Debra Chappell,  202‐493‐6018 

Ron Ries, 202‐493‐6285  

 

Regional Contacts  

 

Region 1 Connec cut, Maine, Massachuse s, New Hampshire, New Jersey,  

New York, Rhode Island, and Vermont  

 1‐800‐724‐5991  

 

Region 2 Delaware, Maryland, Ohio, Pennsylvania, Virginia, West Virginia , 

and Washington, D.C.  

1‐800‐724‐5992 

 

Region 3 Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, North Carolina,  

South Carolina, and Tennessee  

1‐800‐724‐5993 

 

Region 4 Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, and Wisconsin  

1‐800‐724‐5040 

 

Region 5 Arkansas, Louisiana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, and Texas  

1‐800‐724‐5995 

 

Region 6 Colorado, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, and Nebraska  

1‐800‐724‐5996 

 

Region 7 Arizona, California, Nevada, and Utah  

1‐800‐724‐5997 

 

Region 8 Alaska, Idaho, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Oregon,  

Washington, and Wyoming  

1‐800‐724‐5998 
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U.S. Department of Transporta on  

Federal Railroad Administra on 

1200 New Jersey Avenue S.E. 

Washington, DC 20590 

Telephone: 202‐493‐6299 

www.fra.dot.gov 

 

 

 

 

Follow FRA on Facebook and Twi er 

September 2013 

The mission of the Federal Railroad Administra on is to enable the safe, 

reliable, and efficient movement of people and goods for a strong America, 

now and in the future. 

Rail – Moving America Forward 
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Dear Cascade Locks City Council and Port Commission,     Dec. 5, 2023 

 

I am wri�ng to express the importance and poten�al benefits of securing a quiet zone designa�on in 
rela�on to train horns for our town of Cascade Locks. Implemen�ng such a designa�on would not only 
enhance the overall quality of life for our residents but also contribute to the town's economic and social 
well-being. I would like to request the council and commission jointly pursue a quiet zone designa�on so 
that the work and expense can be shared. Obtaining this designa�on should be a joint effort between 
the port and city as both would share the benefits. 

While implemen�ng a quiet zone may involve ini�al expenses, the long-term gains in terms of improved 
resident sa�sfac�on, economic growth, and enhanced community appeal jus�fy this investment. I 
believe that obtaining such a designa�on would be a strategic move for our town's future prosperity. 

Frequent, loud train whistles day and night affect both resident and visitor quality of life. As Cascade 
Locks atempts to atract new (and keep exis�ng) residents, businesses and tourists, the effect of the 
train whistles should be seriously considered. We cannot leave this on the backburner any longer. 

I encourage the City Council and Port Commissioners to step-up as community leaders and take on the 
challenge of successfully implemen�ng a quite-zone. Recruit assistance from community members and 
local businesses if needed as we will all benefit from this posi�ve change. A quieter and more serene 
town atracts new residents and businesses, contribu�ng to property value apprecia�on and increased 
local commerce. Addi�onally, the improved quality of life may encourage tourism, as visitors are likely to 
be drawn to a town that priori�zes a peaceful atmosphere. 

The City of Stevenson would be a great resource for ques�ons and guidance as they have successfully 
implemented a quite zone. 

 

Sincerely, 

 

Heather Weaver, MPA 

 

 

 

 

 

CC:  Jordan Bennet, City Administrator 

        Jeremiah Blue, Execu�ve Director 
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