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Regulatory Analysis

Notice of Intended Action to be published: 761—Chapter 811
“Highway-Railroad Grade Crossing Warning Devices”

Iowa Code section(s) or chapter(s) authorizing rulemaking: 307.12(1)*”

State or federal law(s) implemented by the rulemaking: Iowa Code sections 307.26, 321.252 and
327G.2

Public Hearing

A public hearing at which persons may present their views orally or in writing will be held as
follows:

October 30, 2025 Microsoft Teams
910 9:30 a.m. Or dial: 515.817.6093
Conference ID: 589 425 80#

Public Comment

Any interested person may submit written or oral comments concerning this Regulatory Analysis,
which must be received by the Department of Transportation no later than 4:30 p.m. on the date of the
public hearing. Comments should be directed to:

Maria Hobbs

800 Lincoln Way

Ames, Towa 50010

Phone: 515.239.1088

Email: maria.hobbs@iowadot.us

Purpose and Summary

The Department proposes to rescind Chapter 811 because this chapter is unnecessary. The
Department already adopted the Manual on Traffic Control Devices (MUTCD) within 761—Chapter
130. Information concerning the standards for highway-railroad grade crossing warning devices is
already available on the Department’s website: Federal Aid Crossing Safety Program.

Analysis of Impact

1. Persons affected by the proposed rulemaking:

® C(lasses of persons that will bear the costs of the proposed rulemaking:

Railroad operators will bear the cost of complying with the appropriate part of the MUTCD
concerning the standards for highway-railroad grade crossing warning devices. The rescission of this
chapter does not affect the costs.

® C(lasses of persons that will benefit from the proposed rulemaking:

The public will continue to benefit from consistent highway-railroad grade crossing standards.

2. Impact of the proposed rulemaking, economic or otherwise, including the nature and
amount of all the different kinds of costs that would be incurred:

e Quantitative description of impact:

Rescinding this chapter does not have a quantitative impact.

® Qualitative description of impact:

Rescinding this chapter does not have a qualitative impact.

3. Costs to the State:


https://teams.microsoft.com/l/meetup-join/19%3ameeting_MTlkYzQ2MzYtZjlhYy00M2IwLTllYWMtNDQ2ZWFjMTJhYTdh%40thread.v2/0?context=%7b%22Tid%22%3a%22a1e65fcc-32fa-4fdd-8692-0cc2eb06676e%22%2c%22Oid%22%3a%220dd56f0e-3d97-4b34-94fe-43f05eb9b0da%22%7d
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https://iowadot.gov/transportation-development/rail/programs-financial-assistance/federal-aid-crossing-safety-program
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o Implementation and enforcement costs borne by the agency or any other agency:
There are no costs to the Department or other agencies due to rescinding this chapter.

e Anticipated effect on State revenues:

There is no effect on State revenues due to rescinding this chapter.

4. Comparison of the costs and benefits of the proposed rulemaking to the costs and
benefits of inaction:

There are no costs due to rescinding the chapter. The benefits include the reduction of one chapter
and the continual availability of standards on the Department’s website and in 761—Chapter 130.

5. Determination whether less costly methods or less intrusive methods exist for achieving
the purpose of the proposed rulemaking:
There are no less costly or less intrusive methods to achieve the purpose of rescinding the chapter.

6. Alternative methods considered by the agency:

e Description of any alternative methods that were seriously considered by the agency:

The Department decided Chapter 811 was unnecessary and proposes to rescind the chapter.
Information on the standards for highway-railroad grade crossing warning devices is available on the
Department’s website: Federal Aid Crossing Safety Program.

e Reasons why alternative methods were rejected in favor of the proposed rulemaking:

Not applicable.

Small Business Impact

If the rulemaking will have a substantial impact on small business, include a discussion of
whether it would be feasible and practicable to do any of the following to reduce the impact of
the rulemaking on small business:

e [FEstablish less stringent compliance or reporting requirements in the rulemaking for small
business.

e [FEstablish less stringent schedules or deadlines in the rulemaking for compliance or reporting
requirements for small business.

e (onsolidate or simplify the rulemaking’s compliance or reporting requirements for small
business.

e [FEstablish performance standards to replace design or operational standards in the rulemaking
for small business.

e Exempt small business from any or all requirements of the rulemaking.

If legal and feasible, how does the rulemaking use a method discussed above to reduce the
substantial impact on small business?
There is no impact on small business due to rescinding the chapter.

Text of Proposed Rulemaking
ITEm 1. Rescind and reserve 761—Chapter 811.
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