COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
DATE:
August 14, 2013
SUBJECT:
M-2013-2364201
TO:

Paul T. Diskin 


Director
FROM:
Rodney D. Bender, P. E., Manager



Transportation Division


Bureau of Technical Utility Services
In re:   Bridge Structure where State Route 1025, crosses over a single track of Canadian Pacific Railroad (264 293 K) in Nicholson Borough, Wyoming County.

In accordance with Numbered Paragraph 11 of the Commission’s Order entered May 23, 2013, a hearing is to be scheduled to receive evidence relative to the matters involved in the above-captioned proceeding.

It is requested that the proceeding be reassigned to the Office of Administrative Law Judge to schedule a hearing as soon as possible and the following parties be served notice of the hearing when scheduled:


Pennsylvania Department of Transportation


Canadian Pacific Railroad

Nicholson Borough


Wyoming County



We are in the process of determining the non-carrier utilities that may be involved in the subject proceeding.  Upon receipt of this information, we will forward the names and addresses of the additional parties to be included. 



In addition to any relevant information, it is suggested that testimony be adduced at the hearing upon the appended list of Questions and Procedure, and that appropriate action be taken at the hearing to incorporate the Questions and Procedure into the record of this proceeding.

Attachment

cc:
Office of Administrative Law Judge


Wayne Scott, Bureau of Investigations and Enforcement
QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE

M-2013-2364201






                     August 14, 2013
1.
Canadian Pacific Railroad (CP) submit testimony as to the exact corporate name of the owner or operator of the line of railroad involved at the subject rail-highway crossing.

2.
CP submit a plan or map of the general area of the involved crossing showing, among other things, the location of the existing rail-highway crossing, the highway involved, adjacent highways and streets, other public rail-highway crossings along the involved rail line and any facilities such as rail passenger stations, residences or business enterprises affected by the involved rail-highway crossing; and present testimony describing the submitted plan or maps.

3.
CP submit testimony describing the general type of the crossing structure and approach roadways, including number of spans, principal dimensions, roadway width, number and width of traffic lanes and highways, and horizontal and vertical clearance of the structure with respect to the railroad tracks, identifying the date the crossing was constructed, the purpose of its construction and who constructed it.

4.
CP submit testimony indicating the number of tracks presently located at the crossing site and state whether any track is electrified; state the volume, class and approximate speed of all trains operated daily over these tracks; and state whether any changes in such operations are contemplated in the foreseeable future.

5.
CP state how the railroad company benefits from the existence of the above-grade crossing.

6.
CP submit testimony describing in detail the conditions, if any, presently existing at the crossing structure and in the vicinity thereof, which, in its opinion, render the crossing dangerous or inadequate for the safety, accommodation or convenience of the highway, pedestrian or rail users currently traversing the crossing area.
7.
CP submit testimony describing the general nature, extent and estimated cost of any repair work or changes which it deems necessary or advisable at the subject crossing.
8.
CP state whether it will agree to perform the actual work, including plan preparation, if required, and assume the cost for any repairs to the existing crossing found necessary and ordered by the Commission and, if not, which party or parties, in its opinion, should be required to perform such work and assume the cost thereof, and state its reasons therefore.

9.
CP state what maintenance and/or improvement it, or any predecessor railroad, has performed at the crossing, if any, together with approximate date and cost of such work; and state what obligation it has been assigned or has assumed with respect to maintenance of the subject crossing.
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10.
CP state what portions of the involved crossing it will agree to maintain in the future and what maintenance costs it will agree to assume; and state which party or parties should, in its opinion, be required to perform and assume the cost of maintenance of the remaining portions, if any, and state its reasons therefore.

11.
Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (Department) submit testimony regarding the highway at the involved crossing, indicating a name, route number and termini thereof, and explaining its relationship to other existing highways and streets in the area.

12.
Department submit testimony indicating the daily volume of vehicular and pedestrian traffic that is using the existing crossing, including a breakdown of type of vehicles, and also estimate the volume of vehicular and pedestrian traffic that will use it in the future, including a breakdown by type of vehicle.

13.
Department state how the Commonwealth’s transportation system benefits as a result of the existence of the subject above-grade crossing.

14.
Department state whether the existing crossing is included in any highway improvement plan or is currently programmed for replacement or removal.

15.
Department submit into record copies of any past orders for action of this Commission, or its predecessor, which may have dealt with the construction, alteration, reconstruction or maintenance of the crossing involved herein.

16.
Department submit into record copies of the most recent bridge inspection report for the existing crossing structure and submit testimony explaining the conclusions and recommendations in that report.
17.
Department submit testimony describing in detail the conditions, if any, presently existing at the subject crossing and in the vicinity thereof, which, in its opinion, render the crossing dangerous or inadequate for the safety, accommodation, or convenience of the highway, pedestrian or rail users currently traversing the crossing area.

18.
Department submit testimony describing the general nature, extent and estimated cost of any repair work or changes which it deems necessary or advisable at the subject crossing.
19.
Department state whether it will agree to perform the actual work, including plan preparation, if required, and assume the cost for any repairs to the existing crossing found necessary and ordered by the Commission and, if not, which party or parties, in its opinion, should be required to perform such work and assume the cost thereof, and state its reasons therefore.

20.
Department state whether the facilities of any non-carrier public utility company will be affected by its recommended repair work and explain the extent of the involvement.
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21.
Department state whether any federal or state funds are available for any improvements ordered by the Commission.

22.
Department state what maintenance and/or improvements it has performed at the existing crossing, if any, together with approximate date and cost of such work; and state what its past and present obligations are with respect to maintenance of the structure and the highway approaches thereto.

23.
Department state what portions of the involved crossing it will agree to maintain in the future and what maintenance cost it will agree to assume and state which party or parties should, in its opinion, be required to perform and assume the cost of maintenance of the remaining portions, if any, and state its reasons therefore.

24.
Nicholson Borough state how its residents benefit from the existence of the subject above-grade crossing.

25.
Nicholson Borough submit answers to Questions Nos. 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22 and 23 as if same were directed to it.

26.
Wyoming County state how the County’s transportation system benefits from the existence of the subject above-grade crossing.

27.
Wyoming County submit answers to Questions Nos. 15, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22 and 23 as if same were directed to it.

28.
Non-carrier public utility companies each submit testimony and exhibits in regard to the location of its facilities, in public and private right-of-way, at or adjacent to the involved crossing. This testimony shall include whether said utilities agree to assume the cost and expense of altering, relocating or reconstructing their facilities in the event the Commission directs any work be done at that crossing and approaches thereto.

29.
Query whether any party is aware of the involvement of any non-carrier public utility company other than those listed as parties in interest to this proceeding.

30.
Query whether any party in interest, or any other party, has any additional relevant testimony to offer.
