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1. The K4+304 Chencang District Wei Jiaye Railway Crossing was officially retired from service after 28 years.
2. The crossing was guarded by the Chencang District Emergency Management Bureau and the Baoji Work Section of China Railway Xi'an Group Corporation on a daily basis, with over 20,000 vehicles passing through it each day.
3. To ensure public safety and railway transportation safety, the Baoji Work Section coordinated with the municipal government, traffic bureau, and emergency management bureau to upgrade the crossing with a new underground passage that is 5 meters wide and equipped with lighting.
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Appears moderately imbalanced: The article provides some useful information, but is missing several important points or pieces of evidence that would be required to present the discussed topics in a balanced and reliable way. You are encouraged to seek a more balanced perspective on the presented issues by exploring the provided research topics and looking at different information sources.
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The article is generally reliable in terms of its content as it provides factual information about the closure of the K4+304 Chencang District Wei Jiaye Railway Crossing after 28 years of service. It also provides details about how it was guarded by personnel from the Chencang District Emergency Management Bureau and Baoji Work Section of China Railway Xi'an Group Corporation on a daily basis, as well as how they coordinated with other government agencies to upgrade the crossing with an underground passage for public safety. 
However, there are some potential biases in this article that should be noted. Firstly, there is no mention of any potential risks associated with closing this railway crossing or constructing an underground passage in its place. Secondly, there is no exploration of any counterarguments or alternative solutions that could have been considered instead of closing this railway crossing and constructing an underground passage in its place. Thirdly, there is no mention of any potential costs associated with these changes or who will bear them. Finally, while the article does provide factual information about the closure of this railway crossing and its replacement by an underground passage for public safety purposes, it does not present both sides equally as it does not explore any potential drawbacks or risks associated with these changes.
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· Potential risks of closing railway crossings
· Alternative solutions to closing railway crossings
· Costs associated with closing railway crossings
· Who bears the costs of closing railway crossings
· Drawbacks of constructing underground passages
· Risks associated with constructing underground passages
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