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I. RECOMMENDATION SUMMARY

Currently, pending befcore the Commission are two
extensive partial stipulations of settlement (settlements) which
resolve all issues regarding the aboliticn and alteration of the 25
crossings (as well as the sale of the entire rail line) involved in
these cases. The first settlement (Conrail Ex. No. 6A) is among
Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail) and seven townships (West
Sadsbury, Sadsbury, Eden, Bart, Providence, Martic and
Conestoga) (Townships). The second (Conrail Ex. No. 6B) “is between
Conrail and the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation
(PennDOT) . After reviewing these settlements, 1 have concluded
that they are in the public interest and recommend their approval
with some limited changes.

While these settlements were signed by the majority of
the active parties, the remaining active parties did not
unanimously support the agreements. O0f the remaining non-
signatories, only the Friends of the Atglen-Susquehanna Trail

(FAST) and the Historic Preservation Trust Of Lancaster County,

Inc. {HPT) actively opposed the settlements. The Pennsylvania
Department o©of Conservation of Natural Resources {DCNR} and
Lancaster County supported the settlements. The Commission's

Bureau of Transportation and Safety (Staff) supported the
settlements with modifications.
Any argument not reviewed in this decision has been

rejected.



II. PROCEDURAL HISTORY

A. Docket No. C-00913256

As noted in the caption, this Recommended Decision
concerns two consolidated cases: The "smaller" case started on
February 25, 1991, when the Commission received the complaint of
the Board of Supervisors of Bart Township versus Conrail, PennDQOT
and Lancaster County. It was docketed at number C-00913256. The
complaint alleged an unsafe condition at the crossing where
Lamparter Road (T-774) crossed above Conrail tracks 1n Bart
Township, Lancaster County. The parties (which also included FAST
and DCNR) entered into a settlement agreement which required the
highway bridge to be replaced with a roadway over £ill and a
culvert.

The Commission approved the settlement by a Tentative
Decision, entered June 22, 1993. The Tentative Decision was
finalized by an Opinion and Order, entered October 25, 1993.

Thereafter, Bart Township submitted a Petition For
Amendment Or Rescission by letter dated May 5, 18995. The petition
alleged 1) that a related project (Mount Pleasant Road at Docket
No. C-00913258} on the same rail line had undermined the Township's
financial ability to complete the Lamparter Road project, 2) that
the original settlement upon which the Commission Order was based
required the installation of a culvert under Lamparter Road to

insure the continuity of a trail without intersecting the highway,



3) that the trail design as advocated by FAST already included
removal of two grade separated crossings, 4) that elimination of
the culvert concept from the Lamparter Road project would result in
a pedestrian accessible grade for the proposed trail, 5) that the
Township had concerns about FAST's ability to implement a trail on
the existing line and 6} that the existing culvert installed at
Mount Pleasant Road had become an attractive nuisance.

By letter dated April 9, 1995, the Township moved to
consolidate its pending petition with the Application of Conrail at
Docket No. A-00111016. The motion was granted by-Prehearing Order
No. 2, dated September 14, 1895,

During the subsequent settlement discussions, the
Lamparter Road crossing was designated crossing No. 7TA. That
reference number was alsoc used in the subsequent settlement
documents.

B. Docket No. A-00111016

The Commission's Staff submitted a brief from which the
following procedural history (Id. at 1-3) was taken with minor
editing from the undersigned.

This matter began when Conrail filed an application on
September 29, 1993, with the Ccmmission for approval of the

abolition of 31 rail-highway crossings along its Enola Branch'

1the parties sometimes refer to the line in question as the
Enola Line, Encla Low Grade Line or the Atglen to Susquehanna Line.

3



located 1in Lancaster County. The Commission docketed the
proceeding at number A-00111016.

An engineer from the Commission's Bureau of
Transportation and Safety conducted a field meeting at the sites of
the various crossings on April 19, 20 and 21, 1994. On May 2,
1994, FAST filed a petition to intervene in the proceeding. FAST’s
petition alleged that it wished to convert Conrail's Enola Branch
into a recreational trail and requested leave to intervene in order
to bring before the Commission information regarding the impact of
the Commission's action upon the proposed trail. The Commission
issued an Order on August 31, 1994, granting FAST's petition.

On March 7, 1985, the Commission issued an order
abolishing six of the crossings in Conrail's application. Ordering
Paragraph No. 5 directed that twenty-four of the crossings be
scheduled for Thearing on their disposition. Specifically,
Paragraph No. 5 of the Commission's March 7, 1995 Order directed
that Crossing Nos. 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 1s,
17, 18, 19, 21, 23, 24, 26, 27, 28 and 31 be scheduled for hearing.
The Commission's Order also stated that one of the «crossings
contained 1in Conrail's application had .been abolished in a
proceeding at Docket No. C-00913255.

By letter dated August 21, 1995, Conrail requested that
the matter be submitted to the Commission's alternative dispute

resolution process. By letter dated August 23, 1995, FAST joined



in Cecnrail's request. By Prehearing Order No. 2, dated September
14, 1995, the undersigned granted the request and referred the
consolidated cases to mediation. The COrder also required that the
parties file written direct testimony in the proceeding on or
before October 13, 19295, and scheduled hearings for November 6, 8
and 9, 1995.

The Commission mediators were not successful within the
allotted time period. However, the parties continued to negotiate,
and two days of hearings in November were canceled to allow the
process to continue. Informal status conferences were held
periodically to ensure that the parties were making progress.

After protracted negotiations, Conrail reached a
settlement with the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation
(PennDOT) regarding the disposition of the structures involving
staté highways and an agreement with the various municipalities
regarding the disposition of structures and the rail line. FAST
objected to the stipulations, and the undersigned held hearings on
June 11 and 12, 1997, regarding the settlements and any objections
to them. At the conclusion of the hearings; I directed the parties
to file only one brief per party. Reply briefs were not permitted.

Briefs were filed by Conrail, PennDQT, Lancaster County,
FAST, the Townships and Staff. By letter dated June 24, 1997, the
HPT joined the brief of FAST and requested the opportunity to file

a reply brief. Consistent with my directions at the close of the



hearings, the request to file a reply brief was refused. ©On June
27, 1997, the Commissicn received the Motion Of Consolidated Rail
Corporation For Leave To File A Reply Brief. Consistent with my
directions at the close ¢of the hearings, the motion will be denied
below.

ITI. FINDINGS OF FACT

Conrail

1. Conrail Exhibit " No. 6A is a copy of the
"Stipulation of Settlement" dated February 25, 1997, among Conrail
and West Sadsbury, Sadsbury, Eden, Bart, Providence, Martic and
Conestoga Townships, (A copy 1s attached.)

2. Conrail Exhibit No. 6B 1s a caopy of the
"Stipulation of Settlement" dated February 21, 19927, between
Conrail and the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation. (A copy
is attached.)

3. Conscolidated Rail Corporation, a Pennsylvania
corporation, ({scmetimes known as Conrail, Inc.), is the owner of
the former rail line which lies generally within Lancaster County,
and partly within West Sadsbury Township, Chester County, known at
one time as the Susquehanna (A&S) Branch and mcore recently as the
Enola Branch.

4, Conrail was the operator of the rail line prior to
the termination of rail service. Conrail, Inc., the publicly owned
parent corporation of Consolidated Rail Corporation, has agreed to

be acquired and to be merged into a wholly-owned subsidiary of CSX



Corporation. The merger of Conrail's railroad operations into CSX
awaits review and approval of the Surface Transportation Board
(STB) . Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 1, 91.7

5. Conrail management decided to discontinue rail
service cn the Enola Branch and to seek abandonment authorization
before the ICC.

6. The name of the former rail line is the Enola
Branch, and scmetimes the Susquehanna (A & S) Branch. Conrail gave
notice of its intention to abandon service on the line by filing
notice with the Interstate Commerce Commission (ICC) in October,
1989, docketed at No. AB-167 (Sub-No., 1095X). No objection or
exception to abandonment was thereafter filed, and the line was
approved for abandonment February 22, 1880,

7. Cn or about December 28, 1992, Lancaster County
received an extension of the negotiating period within which to
reach an agreement with Consolidated Rail Corporation pursuant to
the February 22, 1990 Notice of Interim Trail Use or Abandonment.
Lancaster County was to conclude negotiations and reach a sale

agreement by April 15, 1993, On March 26, 1993, Lancaster

2conrail Statement No. 1 contains excellent descriptions of the
crossings and will be referenced many times. Unfortunately, the
statement consists of 111 pages of testimony {(ncone of which are
numbered) and 6 exhibits. Although the lack of page numbers is
awkward, it is not fatal. The testimony clearly is set forth in
numerical sections (consisting of 2-4 pages with numbered
paragraphs) which are in sequence and correspond to the crossing
numbers. As a result, the testimony will be referenced by crossing
number and paragraph number.




requested an extension of time within which to negotiate the
agreement with Conrail which was opposed by Conrail. Lancaster
County's request for extension was denied by the ICC, the trail use
condition imposed in the February 22, 1990, decision was vacated,
and Conrail was given permission to abandon the line effective on
the service date of April 19, 1993. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 1, 92.

8. The 1ICC Decision confirming abandonment directed
that no steps be taken to alter the. historic integrity of the
bridges on the line until completicn of the Section 106 process of
the National Historic Preservation Act, 16 U.5.C. § 470.
Cenrail St. No. 1, Xing 1, 912.

9. In its Decision, at Consolidated Rail Corporation--

Abandonment Exemption--Lancaster and Chester Counties, PA, at

Docket No. AB-167 (Sub-No. 1095X) (Slip Op., decided February 14,
1990) (See, Attachment A to Conrail Brief.), the ICC imposed a
historic use condition which required Conrail to complete the 106
process. The basis for the condition was that the Pennsylvania
Historical and Museum Commission had not completed its review of
the 83 bridges on the line. Slip op. at 4. The abandonment was
also conditiocned in part on a trail use provision depending on the
outcome of negotiations with Lancaster County. Id. at 2-5.

10. After the expiration of certain extensions for
negetiations Qranted to Lancaster County, the ICC issued a decision

order at the same docket number which specified that the trail use



condition, imposed on February 22, 1990, was vacated, and Conrail
was permitted to abandon the line. ICC Decision, dated April 14,
1993 (Slip Op.}). See, Attachment C to Conrail Brief.

11. Conrail has remcved the rail equipment (e.g. rails,
ties, etc.) from the line.

Lancaster County

12. Lancaster County supports the two "Settlements",
Conrail Exhibits 6A and 6éB. Lanc. Cec. 5t. No. 1, p. 3.

13. Lancaster County will implement an Intermunicipal
Agreement with the Townships along the rail line to preserve the
entire length of the rail corridor in one continucus parcel of
land. Lanc. Co. St. No. 1, p. 3.

City of Coatesville Authority

14, The City of Ccatesville Authority (CCA) has a water
line within the Conrail right-of-way. The water line is located
along Conrail's scuthern right-of-way line from Crossing Nos. 1
through 12. The water line was installed in 1803. The current
authority for placement and existence of the 1line within the
Conrail right-of-way 1is pursuant to agreement dated February 9,
1973. This agreement 1is between the Octoraro Water Company (CCA
predecessor) and Penn Central Transportation Company (Conrail
predecessor). CCA St. No. 1, p. 2.

15, The water line consist of a 24 inch cast iron pipe

running from Crossing No. 1 through Crossing No. 8. At Crossing No.



8 the pipe size changes to 10 inch for the rest of the line. CCA
St. No. 1, Ex. B through M.

16. CCA does not anticipate any relocation of its line
based on the preliminary plans. Should relocation or protection of
its line be required, CCA would lcok to Conrail for reimbursement
of any expenses pursuant to Paragraph 7 of their agreement. CCA St.
No. 1, p. 2.

17. CCA requires that, if construction 1is performed
near its water liné, the line be protected from vibration impact,
weight of construction equipment and placement of fill material in
the wvicinity of the water line. CCA also requires that erosion
control and slope stabilization devices be used to prevent erosion
and exposure of its line due to storm water runoff. CCA St. No. 2,

p. 2.

Pennsylvania Power & Light Company

18. At Crossing No. 16, Pennsyslvania Power & Light
Company (PP&L) has an underground three-phase line located within
public right-of-way on the west side of the crossing. The line is
approximately three feet underground. If the line must be relocated
to accommodate removal of the bridge footing, it will cost about
54,500, Testimony of Sarah A, McGill, pp. 2-3.

19. At Crossing No. 27, PP&L has two three-phase lines.
One line parallels Pa. Route 324 on the north side and crosses the

highway at the railroad crossing. This 1line 1is located within

10



Conrail right-of-way. The second line parallels the railrcad along
the north side of S.R. 3019. This line is located within PennDOT’s
right-of-way. If these lines mnust be relocated to accommodate
removal of the bridge, it will cost about $9,000. 1Id. at 3-4.

20. PP&L does not seek reimbursement for <cost to
relocate its facilities at Crossing Nos. 16 and 27. Id. at 3-4.

Amtrak

21. Amtrak has certain rights in the Conraii right-of-
way pursuant to a deed from Conrail. Amtrak Ex. A. Amtrak has an
easement and rights relating to electric power transmission
facilities. These facilities are wvital to Amtrak's operations in
that they provide power to Amtrak's Northeast Corridor operations
and between Philadelphia and Harrisburg. Amtrak St. No. 1, p. 2.

22. Amtrak's facilities consist of metal poles, on
Conrail's right-of-way, supporting an electric transmission line.
Amtrak's Exhibit B depicts the location of these facilities.
Amtrak St. No. 1, p. 3.

23. Amtrak has the right o¢f "reasonable access" in
order to maintain the electric transmission facilities. Amtrak must
have adequate access to permit repair and consiruction equipment to
reach the utility pcles and wires. Amtrak St. No. 1, p. 4.

24. Amtrak will maintain its own facilities in their
present locations. Amtrak will not agree to bear the cost of

performing any work, even to its own facilities, necessitated by or

11



required by the Commission and/or the new Enola Line property
owners. Amtrak St. No. 1, p. 4 and 5.
FAST

25. According to FAST witness, Mr. Wilson: The need
for future fehabilitation and/or replacement (for the structures
involved in this proceeding) will be highly dependent on the amount
of maintenance performed on each of the bridges. A well run regular
maintenance program may forestall major rehabilitation and
replacement indefinitely. Generally, the following life cycle can
be assumed for the bridge structures involved: steel bridges 50
years-superstructure replacement and 100 vyears-total structure
replacement, bridge or stone arch. Wilson Ex. B,.p. 5.

26, The condition of the Sigman Road bridge is listed
as poor in Wilscn Ex. B, p. 2, Bridge Inventory; but is also listed
as marginal in FAST Ex. B, p. 9, Master Park Plan, December 19924.

27. The FAST's cost summary of initial bridge related

trail imprcovements for 14 structures is as follows:

construction (see note below) $392,050.00
construction inspection 45,000.00
contingencies 55, 000.00
yearly maintenance 20,200.00
bi-annual inspection 14,000.00

superstructure jacking per bridge 16,000.,00

12



Note: Superstructure Jjacking of single span steel

bridges is not included in this estimate. If additional

underclearance 1s required at any of these bridges the
cost of replacement versus Jjacking will be studied to
determine the most cost effective solution.

Wilson Ex. B, p. 4.

28, FAST's cost estimate of initial construction
improvements for Crossing No. 4 is $14,380, for Crossing No. 10 1is
$15,908 and for Crossing No. 26 is $18,158. Wilson Ex. B, Bridge
Related Trail Improvement Summary.

Bureau of Transportation and Safety

29, The Bureau 1is o©of the opinion that, if the
structures at Crossing Nos. 3, 5, 6 and 9 are left in place, then
vertical clearance warning signs should be installed to warn the
traveling public of the low clearance at the structure. PUC Staff
St. No. 1, pp. 14, 22, 25, and 32. PUC Staff Ex. Nos. 6, 7, 10,
11, 12, 15 and 16.

PennDOT

30. It is PennDOT's opinion that the Stipulation of
Settlement adequately addresses PennDOT's safety concerns at the
crossings of Conrail with state highways and is consistent with the

Governor's Policy on structure preservation.

13



31. PennDOT's minimum clearance on highways is 14' 6"
for collector and local roads, and 16' 6" for arterial and limited
access freeways. PennDOT Ex. No. 2.

‘Crossing No. 1

32. The bridge at Crossing No. 1 is designated OH 4.03,
situate partly in Sadsbury Township, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania
and partly in West Sadsbury Township, Chester County, Pennsylvania,
and identified as Bridge No. 1 (Noble Road, AAR/DOT #518 184M).
Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 1.

33. The bridge at Crossing No. 1 1is a 60 foot stone
arch bridge with a width of 29%' 0". There is 40" of ballast depth
at the bottom curb. The span length is 64’'0", running over a two
lane macadam roadway and Pine Creek, which runs adjacent to the
roadway. Clear roadway width beneath the stone arch 1is 38'0".
Construction of the bridge was accomplished by the Pennsylvania
Railroad during the year 1905. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 1, 14.

34. The bridge carries the abandoned Enola Branch of
Conrail over the East Branch of the Octorara Creek and State Route
(5. R.) 2009, locally known as Noble Road. ‘The subject crossing 1is
located at Segment 0300 and COffset 0618. The highway was formerly
identified as Legislative Route (L.R.) 36003 and the crossing was
at Station 689+06. The creek is the boundary between West Sadsbury
Township 1in Chester County and Sadsbury Township in Lancaster

County. S. R. 2009 runs from the village of Fairmount in Little

14




Brittain Township through Colerain, Bart and Sadsbury Townships to
S. R. 0372 in Christiana Borough. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 4.

35, There 1s no assigned responsibility for maintenance
of this crossing by order of this Commission or any other agency.
Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 1, 193 and 6.

36. PennDOT has agreed to undertake, at its sole cost
and expense, any alterations needed immediately at the site
(guiderail and sign installation, paving, painting, minor
structural repairs) as determined by PennDOT. The estimated cost
to perform the safety related modifications is $20,000.00. Conrail
St. No. 1, Xing 1, 913 and 8. Conrail Ex. No. 6A, p. 3, 9 2.5.

Conrail Ex. No. 6B, p. 4, T{(a). PennDQT St. ﬁo. 1, p. 6.

37. Conrail has agreed to install parapet fencing at
its sole expense. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 1, 993 and 8. Conrail
Ex. No. 6A, p. 3, 92.4.

38. In Conrail's opinion this bridge 1is 1in good
condition. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 1, 917.

39, S. R, 2009 is a two lane asphalt paved highway
through and adjacent to the subject crossing. The roadway width is
16 feet. The horizontal alignment through the crossing is on a
tangent, and the vertical alignment is mostly flat. The general

physical condition of the approach roadways is fair. PennDOT St.

15



40. The maintenance function code for 5. R. 2009 1is
identified as a “D" which is a collector highway with an avérage
daily traffic (ADT) of 730 wvehicles of which 8% are trucks. The
projected future ADT for the year 2015 is 1,100 vehicles. PennDOT
does not have any records pertalning to pedestrian traffic at this
structure. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 5

41. PennDOT's accildent records dco not indicate any
reportable accidents at this crossing. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 6.

42. S. R. 2009 at the subject crcssing has a horizental
clearance of 27.7 feet between the face of the existing arch and
the guiderail on the eastern side of the roadway and a minimum
vertical clearance of 21'6”, at the edge of the paved roadway.
PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 6.

43. The crossing is adeguate to safely accommodate the
traffic at this location. PennDOT St. No. 1,p. ©.

Crossing No. 2

44, The bridge at Crossing No. 2 is desigﬁated OH 4.07,
situated in Sadsbury Township, Lancaster County and identified as
Bridge No. 2 (Orchard Buck Road, AAR/DOT #518 185U). Conrail St.
No. 1, Xing 2.

45, The bridge at Crossing No. 2 1is a single span
riveted steel half-through truss founded on stone masonry abutments
constructed in 1904. Abutments are constructed at 90 degrees to the

roadway centerline. Span Jlength center-to-center of bearings 1is
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91'0". The floor system consists of a timber deck supported by
timber stringers, in turn supported by built-up steel floorbeams.
Clear roadway width between timber curbs is 12'3"., Clear height
above the railroad bed is approximately 23 feet. Currently the
bridge carries a posted maximum weight limit of 10 tons.
Construction of the bridge was accomplished by the Pennsylvania
Railroad during the year 1904. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 2, 1 4.

46. The bridge carries T-974 (Orchard Buck Road), a
two-lane macadam road, over the abandoned Enola Branch of Conrail.
Conrail St. No., 1, Xing 2, 1 5.

47 . Sadsbury Township.currently maintains this crossing
under a Commission Order docketed at No. C-80021865 and entered on
April 30, 1981. Conrail reimbursed the Township in the amount of
approximately $16,000.00 in connection with maintenance performed
at that time. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 2, 99 3 and 6.

48, This bridge is designed to carry a weight limit of
10 tons. The structure has outlived its useful life and remains
obsolete and deficient in load-carrying capacity, clear width, and
safety features. Deterioration of the steel continues, and it is
believed that this structure should be replaced in the near future
or removed. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 2, 1 7; Staff St. No. 1, pp. 8-

10.
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Crossing No. 3

49. The bridge at Crossing No. 3 is designated OH 5.77,
situated in Sadsbury Township, Lancaster County and ildentified as
Bridge No. 3 (Brick Mill Road, AAR/DOT #518 187H). Conrail St. No.
1, Xing 3.

50. - The bridge is a single span riveted steel girder
bridge, consisting of three half-through girders spaced at 13'0"
center-to-center, with a stringer-flocrbeam system. Transverse
timber ties across the stringers support the ballast material.
Abutments are constructed at 9C degrees tc the railroad centerline.
Clear span between abutments is 29'0", and girder length ocut-to-out
is 34'0". Minimum clearance above the roadway to the bottom of the
girders 1s 11'0". Abutments are stone masonry with concrete caps,
pedestals, and backwalls. Wingwalls are alsc stone masonry with
concrete caps. The bridge was constructed 1in 1904 by the
Pennsylvania Raillrcad. Conraill St. No. 1, Xing 3, 1 4.

51. The bridge carries the abandoned Encla Branch of
Conrail over T-970 {(Brick Mill Road), a two-lane macadam highway.
Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 3, 1 5.

52. There 1s currently no agreement or no order
concerning its maintenance issued by the Commission or any other
authority. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 3, 91 3 and 6.

53, The structure 1s in generally fair condition.

Corrosion does appear heavy at some areas, but deterioration 1is
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generally minor. Conrail proposes no work to be done to this
structure to provide for a safe highway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 3,
T 7.

54, Settlements have been entered into between Conrail
and PennDOT and among Conrail and various municipalities, including
Sadsbury Township, related tc the disposition of the crossing
structure which, 1if approved, would impose upon Sadsbury Township
maintenance or demolition costs for the structure and cost of
maintenance of the roadway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 3, 9 8; Conrail
Ex. No. 6A and 6B.

55.. There are no low clearance warning signs posted at
or near the crossing. Staff Ex. Nos. 6 and 7.

Crossing No. 4

56. The bridge at Crossing No. 4 is designated OH 6.35,
situated in Sadsbury Township, Lancaster County and identified as
Bridge No. 4 (White Oak Road, AAR/DOT #518 188P). Conrail St. No.
L, Xing 4.

57. The bridge is a single span riveted steel girder
bridge, consisting of three half-through girders spaced at 13'0"
center-to-center, with a stringer-floorbeam systen. Transverse
timber ties across the stringers support the ballast material. The
bridge is constructed on an approximate skew of 63 degrees. Clear
span between abutments is 34'6", and girder length cut-to-out 1is

40'0"., Minimum clearance above the roadway to the bottom of the
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girders is 14'0"., Abutments are stone masonry with concrete
pedestals supporting girders and stringers. Wingwalls are also
stone masonry with concrete caps. The bridge was constructed in

1904 by the Pennsylvania Railroad. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 4, 1 4.

58. The bridge carries the abandoned Enola Branch of
Conrail over S.R. 2021 (White ©Qak Road), a two-lane macadam
roadway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 4, 1 5.

58. There 1is currently no agreement with regard to
maintenance of this bridge and no orders congcerning its maintenance
issued by the Commission or any other authority. Conrail St. No.
1, Xing 4, 99 3 and 6.

60. The Dbridge 1is a riveted steel structure in
generally fair condition crossing a twoc-lane macadam roadway.
Corrosion appears heavy at some areas. Deterioration noted is
generally minor and sufficient section remains. Xing 4, 9 7.

6l. Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements that have been entered intc between Conrail and PennDOT
and among Conrail and various municipalities, including Sadsbury
Township, relative to the disposition of the crossing structures.
If the settlements are approved, Conrail has agreed, within two
years after entry of a final order, at its sole cost and expense,
to remove the structure over White Oak Road, remove the abutments
to a point two feet below finished ground level, slope embankments

to a two-to-one slope and make any necessary provisions for
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protection and stability of the Amtrak electrical system poles and
for facilities of any other public utility whose transmission or
pipe lines are present within the crossing. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 4, 9 8.

62. PennDOT agrees to continue to maintain the roadway
at‘the subject c¢rossing and the highway approaches. PennDOT St. No.
1, p. 11. |

63. Crossing No, 4 is a steel girder bridge over 5. R.
2021, locally known as White Oak Road. The highway was formerly
identified as L. R. 36079 and the crossing was at Station 41+70. S.
R. 2021 in Lancaster County extends from S. R. 2009 in Sadsbury
Township, to 5. R. 0372 at the Village of Smyrna. PennDOT St. No.
1L, p. 8.

64. S. R. 2021 is a two lane asphalt paved highway
through and adjacent to the subject crossing. The roadway width is
16 feet. The horizontal alignment through the crossing is on a
tangent, and the vertical alignment is mostly flat. The general
physical condition of the approach roadways is fair to poor.
PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 9.

65. S. R. 2001 1is a local access highway with an
average daily traffic (ADT) of 589 vehicles of which 29% are
trucks. The projected future ADT for the year 2015 is 890 vehicles.

PennDOT does not have any records pertaining to pedestrian traffic

at this structure. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 2.
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66. PennDOT's accident records do not indicate any
reportable accidents at this crossing. PennDOT ST. No. 1, p. 10.

67. According to PennDOT, the crossing is not adequate
to accommodate the highway traffic. S. R. 2021 at the subject
crossing has a horizontal clearance of 30.2 feet between the front
faces of existing abutments and a minimum vertical clearapce of
13'11" at the edge of the paved roadway. PennDOT agrees to the
demolition of the existing structure in accordance with Conrail
Exhibit 6B. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 10.

68. PennDOT has no present maintenance responsibilities
with respect to the existing railroad over highway bridge. It does
not have any record of any prior Commission orders. PennDOT St. No.
1, p. 11.

Crossing No. 5

69, The bridge at Crossing No. 5 is designated UG 7.20,
situated in Bart Township, Lancaster County and identified as
Bridge No. 5 (Quaker Church Road, AAR/DOT #518 18%W). Conrail St.
No. 1, Xing 5.

70, The bridge is a single span riveted steel girder
bridge, consisting of three half-through girders spaced at 1370"
center-to-center, with a stringer-floorbeam system. Transverse
timber ties across the stringers support the ballast material. The
bridge is constructed on an approximate skew of 72 degree. Clear

span between abutments is 29'2", and girder length out-to-out is
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35'4", Minimum clearance above the roadway to the bottom of the
girders is 13'1". Abutments are stone masonry with concrete caps
and pedestals. Conrall St. No. 1, Xing 5, 1 4.

71. The bridge carries the abandoned Encla Branch of
Conrail over T-778 (Quaker Church Rocad), a two-lane macadam
roadway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 5, 1 5.

2. There 1s currently no agreement with regard to
maintenance of this bridge and no orders concerning its maintenance
issued by the Commission or any other authority. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 5, 1 3 and 6.

3. This bridge remains in fairly good condition.
Deterioration noted 1s generally minor and sufficient section
remains. Conrail proposes no work to be done to this structure to
provide for a safe highway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 5, 1 7.

74, Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements entered into between Conrail and PennDOT and among
Conrail and variocus municipalities, including Bart Township,
relative to the disposition of the crossing structures. Conrail
St. No. 1, Xing 5, 9 8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A and 6B.

75. Quaker Church Road (T-778) is a local ccllector
road. Quaker Church Road is paved, is 15.5 feet in width, is fairly
level and is angled approximately 19.5 degrees with respect to the
crossing structure. Bart Township currently maintains the roadway

at Crossing No. 5. Bart Township has no maintenance responsibility
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with respect to the crossing structure. Bart Twp. St. No. 1, p. 3
and 4.

16, If the Stipulation of Settlement is approved, Bart
Township will agree to assume maintenance responsibility of the
roadway and crossing structure at Crossing No. 5, consistent with
Paragraph 3.3 of the Stipulation of Settlement. Bart Twp. St. No.
1, p. 4.

77, There are no low clearance warning signs posted at
or near the crossing. Staff Ex. Nos. 10 and 11.

Crossing No. 6

78. The bridge at Crossing No. 6 is designated UG 7.61,
situated .in Bart Township, Lancaster County and identified as
Bridge No. 6 (Vintage Road, AAR/DOT #518 190R). Conrail St. No. 1,
Aing 6.

79. The bridge 1s a stone masonry arch structure
located very near to the railroad grade. Culvert length out-to-out
is 31'7". Clear span is 31'0", and the arch rise is 7'e". Total
clear height above the roadway is approximately 14'0" at the center
of the arch. Spandrel walls, wingwalls, abutments.walls, and ring
stones also consist of cut stone masonry. Each spandrel wall 1is
capped with a concrete parapet wall, topped with steel pipe
railing. Wingwalls at the south side are capped and extended with
concrete. Tie-backs have been installed on the south spandrel wall.

A bridge plaque in place on the bridge indicates that it was
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constructed in 1903 by the Pennsylvania Railroad, although Conrail
records indicated construction occurred in 1904. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 6, 1 4.

80. The bridge carries the abandoned Enola Branch of
Conrail over T-766 (Vintage Road), a two-lane macadam highway.
Conrail st. No. 1, Xing 6, 9 5.

81. There 1s currently no agreement with regard to
maintenance of this bridge and no orders concerning its maintenance
issued by the Commission or any other authority. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 6, 99 3 and 6.

g2. The structure has served its intended use for the
past 88 years without sustaining major problems. The movement of
water through the arch structure has resulted in leaching of joint
mortar. Conrail proposes no work to be done to this structure to
provide for a safe highway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 6, 1 7.

83. Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements entered into between Conrail and PennDOT and among
Conrail and various municipalities, including Bart Township,
relative to the disposition of the crossing structures. Conrail St.
No. 1, Xing 6, 9 8; Conrail Ex. Nos. 6A and 6B.

84. Vintage Road (T-766) 1s a local collecter road
which is paved, flat and 17 feet wide. The road is in fair
condition and is aligned 28 degrees with respect to the crossing

structure. Bart Township currently maintains the roadway at
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Crossing No. 6. Bart Township has no maintenance responsibility
with respect to the crossing structure at Crossing No. 6. Bart
Twp. St. No. 1, p. 5 and 6.

85. If the Stipulation of Settlement is approved, Bart
Township will agree to assume maintenance responsibility of the
roadway and crossing structure at Crossing No. 6, consistent with
Paragraph 3.4 of the Stipulation of Settlement. Bart Twp. St. No.
1, p. 6,

86. There are no low clearance warning signs posted at
or near the crossing. Staff Ex. No. 12.

Crossing No. 7

87. The bridge at Crossing No. 7 is designated OH 8.22,
situated in Bart Township, Lancaster County and identified as
Bridge No. 7 (Georgetown Road, AAR/DOT #518 191X). Conrail St. No.
1, Xing 7.

88. This 1is a new concrete structure carrying A-312,
Georgetown Road, a two lane macadam roadway, across the abandoned
Enola Branch line. Conrail St. Neo. 1, Xing 7, 991 4 and 5.

89. Commission OQOrder at Docket No. A-105671, entered
May 16, 1985, ordered 50% of maintenance to Conrail and 50% of
maintenance to PennDOT. By letter agreement dated April 9, 1990,
PennDOT agreed to assume 100% of the maintenance of this new

structure with Conrail paying to PennDOT the sum of $8,768.00 or
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7.5% of the construction cost of a new bridge. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 7, 91 3 and 6.

90. This is a new concrete structure and is currently
not in need of any repair or reconstruction. It is sufficient for
its intended use of vehicular traffic. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 7, 1
7.

91. Maintenance responsibility has been assumed by
PennDOT by letter agreement of April 9, 1990. Conrail reguests that
the Commission approve settlements that have been entered into
between Conrail and PennDOT and between Conrail and various
municipalities, including Bart Township, relative to said crossing.

92. Crossing No. 7 is a new bridge, built in 1985, to
carry S. R. 0896, locally known as Georgetown Road, over Conrail's
tracks. The highway was formerly identified as L. R. 36081 and the
crossing was at Station 266+48. S. R. 0896 in Lancaster County
extends in an northerly direction from the Village of Octorara near
the Lancaster/Chester County line to S. R. 0340 in the Village of
Smoketown in East Lamparter Township. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 12.

93. S. R. 0896 is a two lane asphalt paved highway over
and adjacent to the subject crossing. The roadway width is 20 feet.
The horizontal alignment through the crossing is on a tangent, and
the wvertical alignment is on a relatively flat crest vertical
curve. The general physical condition of thé approach is very good.

PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 13.
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94 . S. R. 0896 is a cecllector highway with an average
daily traffic (ADT) of 2,815 wvehicles of which 8% are trucks. The
projected future ADT for the year 2015 is 4,230 vehicles. PennDOT
does not have any records pertaining to pedestrian traffic at this
structure. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 13.

85. PennDOT's accident records indicate that four (4)
reportable accidents occurred at this crossing area. Of these four
accidents, one involved a fixed object. The remaining accidents
involved vehicles only. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 14.

896. According to PennDQT, the crossing is adequate 'to
accommodate the highway traffic. S. R. 0896 is a new structure over
the former railroad and has a clear distance between curb lines of
30.0 feet. The crossing is adequate to safely accommodate vehicular
traffic now and in the foreseeable future. No work 1is presently
required. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 14.

97. PennDOT has assumed the total maintenance
responsibilities and costs for the subject crossing by executing an
agreement with Conrail dated May 10, 1990. In exchange for assuming
Conrail's costs associated with the meintenance responsibilities,
Conrail conveyed $48,768 to PennDOT. An order 1issued by the
Commission at Docket No. A-00105671 was entered June 21, 1990,
PennDOT Ex. No. 3 is a copy of this order. PennDOT St. No. 1, p.

15.
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98. PennbOT agrees to maintain the structure and the
highway approaches thereto at the subject qrossing. PennDOT also
agrees to bear the costs for the maintenance of the highway
approaches and for the entire structure in accordance with the
letter agreement between the PennDOT and Conrail dated May 10,
1980. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 16.

Crossing No. 7A

99. Crossing No. 7A is a bridge that carries Lamparter
Road (T-774), a Township road, over the former Enola Branch.
Lamparter Road is a paved local collector rocad 15 feet wide with a
straight alignment with respect to the crossing. The bituminous tar
and chip wearing surface of Lamparter Road approaching the crossing
is in satisfactory condition. Bart Township is unaware of any
accidents at Crossing No. 7A. Bart Twp. St. No. 1, p. 8.

100. The structure at Crossing No. TA is in
unsatisfactory condition. In the opinion of Bart Township, the
bridge is inadequate for vehicular traffic and musf be replaced,
repaired or closed. Bart Twp. St. No. 1, p. 9.

101. If the Stipulation for Settlement is approved, Bart
Township, at its sole cost and expense, will be responsible for
demolition of the crossing structure carrying Lamparter Road over
the Enola Branch. Bart Township will, under the settlement, make
‘any necessary provisions to remcve bridge abufments to a point two

feet below finished ground 1level, will place and compact £ill
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material, will reconstruct Lamparter Road on fill, and wilil
thereafter be solely responsible for the maintenance of Lamparter
Road. Bart Township feels very strongly that this bridge needs
immediate attention, should be removed, and the roadway continued
on fili. Bart Twp. St. No. 1, p. 9.

102. Bart Township currently has maintenance
responsibility of Lamparter Road. Bart Township currently has no
maintenance responsibility with respect to the crossing structure,
except that addressed by prior Commissicon Order at Docket No. C-
00913256, referenced below. Bart Twp. St. No. 1, p. 9.

103. On March 5, 1993, Bart Township entered into a
Stipulation by which it agreed tc "remove and replace Lamparter
Road bridge" in accordance with a sketch plan for Lamparter Road
bridge prepared by N.M. Lake & Associates, Inc., dated March 3,
1993, Grade work was to be completed on or before December 31,
1996. Bart Twp. St. No. 1, p. 10.

104. The Stipulation was approvéd by the Commission by
Order, entered October 25, 1993, at Docket No. C-00913256. Bart
Twp. St. No. 1, p. 10.

105. The Commission Order at Docket No. C-00213256,
entered October 25, 1993, was never carried out. Commission file at

Docket No. C-00913256.
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106. In its 1993 Stipulation and in the Order relating
to this <crossing, Bart Township's proposed work was of a
significantly greater degree, involving the retention of wvarious
facilities, acquisition of fill from off-site and the installation
of a 17 foot diameter steel pipe (culvert) under the fill for use
by persons and vehicles to cross beneath Lamparter Road along the
Encla Branch. The estimated cost of compliance with the earlier
work plan pursuant to the Stipulation is in excess of $200,000.
Bart Twp. St. No. 1, p. 10.

107. At the time of the 1993 Stipulation, Bart Township,
and the other parties to the Stipulation, were under the factual
impression that FAST would acquire the Enola Branch Line from
Conrail and operate it as a recreational trail. As of the date of
the 1997 Stipulation of Settlement, Conrail entered intc a binding
contractual agreement to convey the Enola Branch to Bart Township
and the other Townships party to that Stipulation of Settlement.
Bart Twp. St. Ne. 1, p. 10.

108. The conditions have changed from the date of the
entry of the 1993 Stipulation, which required a culvert: FAST will
not own the real estate. Bart Township will own part of the trail.
Bart Township has no intention to provide pedestrian access through
the fill wvia a culvert. Bart Township, in entering into the 1993

stipulation, relied upon the representations of FAST that it would
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be the recipient of the real property associated with this
crossing. Bart Township St. No. 1, p. 10.

Crossing No. 7B

1009. By Commission Order, entered October 25, 1993, at
Docket  No. (C-913258, the Commission abolished the Mt. Pleasant
Road crossing and directed that Bart Township replace the existing
bridge with a roadway over fill and a culvert. The Township has
fully complied with that Order and, in accordance with that Order
is responsible for the maintenance of the improved roadway. Bart
Twp. St. No. 1, p. il.

110. Subsequent to the completion of the work, there has
been an accident at the former crossing near the culvert. For
safety reasons, Bart Township has barricaded the culvert to
vehicular traffic to eliminate an attractive nuisance.

Crossing No. 8

111. The bridge at Crossing No. 8 was designated UG
10.18, situated in Bart Township, Lancaster County, identified as
Bridge No. 8 (Hollow Road, AAR/DOT #518 194T). Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 8.

112. This crossing was abolished by Commission Order, at
Docket No. C-913255, entered June 25, 1992. The structure has been
removed, and the road has been continued across the former rail

line. Bart Township will continue to maintain the roadway and fill
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at its sole cost and expense. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 8, Bart Twp.
St. No. 1, p. 13.

Crossing No. 9

113. The bridge at Crossing No. 9 1s designated UG
10.68, situated in Eden Township, Lancaster County and identified
as Bridge No. 9 (Bushong Road, AAR/DOT #518 195A). Conrail St. No.
1, Xing 9.

il4. The bridge 1is a single span riveted steel girder
bridge, consisting of three half-through girders spaced at 13'0"
éenter—to—center, with a stringer-floorbeam system. Transverse
timber ties across the stringers support the ballast material. The
bridge is constructed at 90 degrees to the railroad centerline.
Clear span between abutments is 29'0" and girder length out-to-out
is 34'0"., Minimum clearance above the roadway tc the bottom of the
girders 1is 10'8". No clearance limits are posted. Abutments are
stone masonry with concrete caps. Wingwalls are stone masonry and
are straight extensions from the abutments, with a concrete cap at
the southeast wing and a cap and short extension at the southwest
wingwall. Drainage swales holding water are located at the face of
'each abutment. The bridge was constructed in 1904 by the
Pennsylvania Railrcad. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 9, 1 4.

115. The bridge carries the abandoned Enola Branch line
across T-740, Bushong Road, a two-lane macadam roadway. Conrall St.

No. 1, Xing 9, 9 5.
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116. There 1s currently no agreement with regard to
maintenance of this bridge and no orders concerning its maintenance
issued by the Commission or any other authority. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 9, 91 3 and 6.

117. Current vertical clearance of this bridge is 10'8".
Conrail St. No., 1, Xing 9, 1. 7.

118. Conrall requests that the Commission approve the
settlements entered into between Conrail and PennDCT and among
Conrail and wvarious municipalities, including Eden Township
relative to the disposition of the crossing structures. Conrail St.
No. 1, Xing 9, T 8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A and €B.

119. Upon approval of the settlement, Eden Township, at
its sole cost and expense, will maintain the crossing structure.
Eden Township will continue to maintain the roadway at 1its sole
cost and expense. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 9, 9 8; Conrail Ex. No.
6A and 6B. |

120. There are alternate routes which serve the same
area as does Bushong Road. Conrail Ex. No. 4a; PennDOT Ex. No. 1.

121, There are no low clearance signs posted at or near

the crossing. Staff Ex. Nos. 15 and 16.
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Crossing No. 10

122, The bridge at Crossing No. 10 is designated UG
11.68, situated in Eden Township, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania,
identified as Bridge No. 10 (Pumping Station Road, AAR/DOT #518
196G) . Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 10,

123. The bridge is a stone masonry arch structure
constructed on a slight skew. Culvert length out-to-out is 30'6".
Clear span 1is 30'0", and the arch rise 1s 13'9", A total clear
height above ithe roadway i1s approximately 15'3" at the center of
the arch. Spandrel walls, wingwalls, abutment walls, and ring
stones also consist of cut stone masonry. A concrete cap beam has
been placed across the spandrels and wingwalls at each side of the
bridge. Steel pipe rall is mounted on top of the cap beams. The
bridge was constructed in 1904 by the Pennsylvania Railroad.
Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 10, 1 4.

124. The bridge carries the abandoned Encla Branch of
Conrail over S.R. 2015, Pumping Station Road, a two-lane macadam
roadway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 10, 1 5.

125. There 1is currently no agreement with regard to
maintenance of this bridge and no orders concerning its maintenance
issued by the Commission or any other authority. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 10, 99 3 and 6.

126. Conrail requests that the Commission approve

settlements entered into between Conrail and PennDOT and among
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Conrail and various municipalities, including Eden Township,
relative to the disposition of the crossing structures. If the
settlements are approved, Conrail has agreed, within two years
after entry of a final order adopting the settlements, at its sole
cost and expense, to demolish the c¢rossing structure over Pumping
Station Road, remove abutments tco a point two (2) feet below
finished ground level and slope embankments to a two-to-one slope
and make any necessary provision for protection and stability of
the Amtrak electrical system pcles and for facilities ©f any other
public utility whose transmission or pipe lines are present within
the crossing. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 10, § 8. Conrail Ex. No. 6A
and 6B.

127, Crossing No. 10 is a masonry arch over S. R. 2015,
locally known as Pumping Station Road. The highway was formerly
identified as L. R, 36086 and the crossing was at Station 202+56.
S. R. 2015 in Lancaster County begins at S. R. 0472 west of the
Village of Kirkwood in Colerain Township and extends in a northerly
direction through Providence and Strasburg Townships to S. R. 0741
in the Borough of Strasburg. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 17.

128. S. R. 2015 is a two lane asphalt paved highway
through and adjacent to the subject crossing. The roadway width is
16 feet. The horizontal alignment through the crossing is on a

tangent, and the vertical alignment is on a slight upgrade from
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south to north. The general physical condition of the approach
roadways 1is fair to poor. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 18.

129. S. R. 2015 is a collector highway with an average
daily traffic (ADT) of 238 vehicles of which 9% are trucks. The
projected future ADT for the year 2015 is 360 vehicles. PennDOT
does not have any records pertaining to pedestrian traffic at this
structure. PennDQOT St. No. 1, p. 18,

130. PennDQT's accident records do not indicate any
reportable accidents at this crossing. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 19.

131. According to PennDOT the cressing is not adequate
to accommeodate the highway traffic. S. R. 2015 at the subject
crossing has a horizontal clearance of 29.5 feet between the sides
of the existing arch at the roadway level and a minimum vertical
clearance of 12'4" at the edge of the paved rcadway. PennDOT agrees
to the demolition of the existing structure in accordance with
Conrail Exhibit 6B. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 19.

132. PennDOT agrees to continue to maintain the roadway
at the subject crossing and the highway approaches. PennDOT St. No.
1, p. 20.

Crossing No. 11

133. The bridge at Crossing No. 11 is designated OH
12.15, situated in Eden Township, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania,
and identified as Bridge No. 11 (Hess Road, AAR/DOT #518 197N).

Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 11.
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134. This crossing was abolished by the Commission’s
Order, entered December 28, 1987, at Docket No. A-00107709 and,
Conrail and AMTRABK were ordered to furnish all material and do all
work necessary to maintain each ¢of their respective facilities that
lie within the limits of the Commission's Jjurisdiction in the
future. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 11, 99 3 and 6. |

135. This structure carries Hess Road (T-490) a two-lane
macadam roadway over the abandoned Enola Branch line. This bridge
was constructed in accordance with Commission Order at Docket No.
A-107709, entered December 28, 1987. Future maintenance
responsibility was assigned to Eden Township under the said Order.
Conrail contributed $67,000.00 toward construction of the new
bridge. Commission Order at Docket No. A-00111016, entered March 7,
1995, abolished this crossing and ordered that in the future AMTRAK
and Conrail at their sole cost.and expense, to maintain each of
their existing facilities that lie within the limits of the
Commission's jurisdiction. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 11, 19 4, 5 and
7.

136. Conraill requests that the Commissicon approve
settlements entered into between Conrail and PennDOT and among
Conrail and various municipalities, including FEden Township,
relative to the disposition o0f the crossing structures. If the

settlements are approved, Eden Township will continue to maintain
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the roadway at its sole cost and expense. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing

11, 1 8. Conrail Ex. No. 6A and &B.

Crossing No. 12

137. The bridge at Crossing No. 12 1is designated OH
12.32, situated in Quarryville Beorough, Lancaster County,
Pennsylvania, and identified as Bridge No. 12 (State Street,
AAR/DOT #518 198V). Conrail sSt. No. 1, Xing 12.

138. Respeonsibility for maintenance of this structure is
50% that of Conrail and 50% that of PennDOT under Ccmmission Order,
at Docket No. A-104032, entered February ‘23, 1987. Conrall St. No.
1, Xing 12, 1 3.

1309. This structure carries State Street (L.R. 372}, a
two-lane macadam roadway, over the abandoned Enola Branch line.
This bridge was constructed under Commission Order, at Docket No.
A-104032, entered February 23, 1987. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 12, 99
4, 5, and 6.

140. Conrail proposes no work to be done to this
structure to provide for a safe highway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing
12, 1 7.

141. Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements that have been entered intc between Conrail and PennDOT
énd among Conrail and various municipalities, including Providence
Township, relative to the disposition of the crossing structures.

Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 12, Q. 8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A and 6B.
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i 142, Crossing No. 12 is a new bridge, built in 1984, to
carry S. R. 0372, locally known as State Street, over Conrail's
tracks. The highway was formerly identified as L. R. 00344 and the
crossing was at Station 578+47. S. R. 0372 in Lancaster County
extends in an easterly direction from the Norman Weod Bridge over
the Susquehanna River at the York/Lancaster County line to the
Chester/Lancaster County 1line in Christiana Borough. PennDOT St.
No. 1, p. 21.

143. S. R. 0372 is a two lane asphalt paved highway over
and adjacent to the subject crossing. The roadway width is 25 feet.
The horizontal alignment through the crossing is on a tangent, and
the vertical alignment is on a crest vertical curve. The general
physical condition of the approach is very good. PennDOT St. No. 1,
‘p. 22,

144, S. R. 0372 is a minor arterial highway with an
average daily traffic (ADT) of 4,396 vehicles of which 9% are
trucks. The projected future ADT for the year 2015 1is 6,600
vehicles. There is a sidewalk on the subject bridge but PennDQOT
does not have any records pertaining to pedestrian traffic at this
structure. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 22.

145. PennDOT's accldent records indicate that one (1)
reportable accident occurred at this iocation. A vehicle hit a

fixed object. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 23.
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146. According to PennDOT, the crossing is adequate to
accommodate the highway traffic. S. R. 0372 is a new structure over
the former railroad and has a clear distance between curb lines of
31.0 feet. The crossing is adequate to safely accommodate vehicular
traffic now and in the foreseeable future. No work is presently
required. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 23.

147. PennDOT was assigned maintenance responsibilities
at the Commission proceeding at Docket No. A-00104032, Order
entered February 23, 1987. Paragraph 8 of the order directed
PennDOT to maintain the entire structure and the highway approaches
thereto at PennDOT's initial cost and expense. Paragraph 9 of the
order directed that Conrail reimburse PennDOT for 50% of the actual
costs incurred by PennDOT to maintain the entire structure
exclusive of the costs to maintain the reinforced concrete bridge
deck, sidewalk, parapets and the cost of snow and ice removal from
the bridge. PennDOT Ex. No. 4 is a copy of this order. PennDOT
agrees to assume the entire cost of maintenance of the structure in
accordance with Conrail Exhibit 6B. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 24 and
25; Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 12, 19 4, 5, and 6.

148. PennDOT agrees that the subject crossing can be
abolished with the structure in place. PennDQOT St. Neo. 1, p. 25.

149. Providence Township currently has no maintenance

responsibility at Crossing No. 12. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 4.
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Crossing No. 13

150. The bridge at Crossing No. 13 is designated UG
13.54, situated in Quarryville Borough, Lancaster County,
Pennsylvania, and identified as Bridge No. 13 {(Lime Street, AAR/DOT
#518 199C). Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 13.

151. The bridge is a single span riveted steel girder
bridge, consisting of a dual system of two girders spaced at 570"
center-to-center, with transverse timber ties resting on the
girders to support the ballast material. Timber ties are alsc used
to close the gap between the dual structures. BAbutments are
constructed at 90 degrees to the railroad centerline. Clear span
between abutments is 40'0". Abutments and wingwalls are stone
masonry with concrete caps. Minimum clearance above the roadway 1is
14'8". The bridge was constructed in 1903 by the Pennsylvania
Railrcad. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 13, T 4.

152. The bridge carries the abandconed Enola Branch line
of Conrail over Lime Street (T-726), a two-lane macadam roadway.
Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 13, 1€ 5.

153. There 1is currently no agreement with regard to
maintenance of this bridge and no orders concerning its maintenance
issued by the Commission or any other authority. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 13, 99 3 and 6.

154. The structure 1is 1in reasonable condition and

suitable for trail reuse without major repairs or modifications.
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Conrail proposes no work to be done to this structure to provide
for a safe highway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 13, 99 3 and 6.

155. Conrail requests that the Commission approve
settlements that have been entered into between Conrail and PennDOT
and among Conrail and various municipalities, including Providence
Township, relative to the disposition of the crossing structures.
If the settlements are approved, Providence Township, at its sole
cost and expense, will maintain the crossing structure over Lime
Street. The Borough of Quarryville will maintain the roadway at its
sole cost and expense. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 13, 1 8; Conrail Ex.
No. 6A and 6B.

156. Crossing No. 13 involves Lime Street, currently
owned and maintained by the Borough of Quarryville. Providence
Township currently has no maintenance responsibilities at Crossing
No. 13. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, pp. 5-6.

157. If the Stipulation of Settlement 1is approved,
Providence Township will agree to maintain the crossing structure
over Lime Street at Crossing Neo. 13, consistent with Paragraph 5.4
of the Stipulation of Settlement. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 6.

Crossing No. 14

158. The bridge at Crossing No. 14 1is designatea CH
13.83, situated 1in Quarryville Borough, Lancaster County,
Pennsylvania, and identified as Bridge No. 14 (Church Street,

AAR/DOT #518 200U). Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 14.
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159. The bridge is a ribbed stone arch culvert located

near to the railroad grade. The bridge was constructed on a skew,

utilizing seven staggered ribs. The bridge width out-to-out 1is
29'. Clear span cf each arch rib is 52', and normal clear between
abutments is approximately 38'7". The minimum clear height above

the roadway 1is 16'8" measured at the center of the arch.
Spandrel walls, wingwalls, abutment walls, and ring stones also
consist of cut stone masonry. Each spandrel wall is capped with
a concrete parapet wall and a steel pipe railing. The bridge was
constructed in 1904 by the Pennsylvania Railroad. Conrail St. No.
1, Xing 14, 1 4.

160. The bridge carries the abandoned Enola Branch of
Conrail over L.R. 36023 (Church Street), a two-lane macadam
roadway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 14, 1 5.

161. Maintenance of this  bridge is currently the
responsibility of the Pennsylvania Railroad by Commission Order, at
Docket No. A-74631, entered March 20, 1950. Ccnrail St. No. 1, Xing
14, 1 s.

162. The structure has not suffered any major problems
in the 88 years that it has stood. As it will no longer be
subjected to heavy rail loads, it is likely that the structure can
continue to function for some time to come. Conrail proposes no
work to be done to this structure to provide for a safe highway.

Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 14, 9 7.
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163. Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements that have been entered into between Conrail and PennDOT
and among Conrail and various municipalities, including Providence
Township, relative to the disposition of the crossing structures,
i.f the settlements are approved, PennbOT will undertake and
complete any safety-related modifications which may be identified
by inspection to be performed by PennDOT, which modifications
include, but are not limited to, guiderail installation and repair
of loose stones, and to continue tec have sole responsibility to
maintain Church Street (S.R. 2019) at PennDOT's sole cost and
expense. Providence Township, at its sole cost and expense, will
maintain the crossing structure over Church Street. Conrail St.
No; 1, Xing 14, 9 8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A and 6B.

164. Crossing No. 14 is a masonry arch over S. R. 2019,
locally known as Church Street. The highway was formerly identified
as L. R. 36023 and the crossing was at Station 9+79. S. R. 2019 in
Lancaster County begins at S. R. 0372 in Quarryville Borough and
extends in a northerly direction to S. R. 0222 near the Village of
New Providence in Strasburg Township. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 26.

165. S. R. 2019 is a two lane asphalt paved highway
through and adjacent to the subject crossing. The roadway width is
20 feet. The horizontal alignment through the crossing is on a

tangent and the vertical alignment is mostly flat. The general
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physical condition of the approach roadways is fair. PennDOT St.
No. 1, p. 27.

166. S. R. 2019 is a collector highway with an average
daily traffic (ADT) of 695 wvehicles of which 13% are trucks. The
projected future ADT for the year 2015 is 1,040 vehicles. PennDOT
does not have any records pertaining to pedestrian traffic at this
structure. PennDQT St. No. 1, p. 27.

167. PennDOT's accident records do not indicate any
reportable accidents at this crossing. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 28.

168. According to PennDOT, the crossing is adequate to
safely accommodate-the traffic at this location. S. R. 2019 at the
subject crossing has a horizontal clearance of 24.2 feet between
eXisting curb lines. The minimum vertical clearance is 14'8" at the
curb line. PennDOT St. Neo. 1, p. 28.

169. PennDOT agrees that the crossing can be abolished
with the structure in place. PennDOT also agrees to do certain
safety work, at its sole cost and expense, at Crossing No. 14 as
described in Conrail Exhibit 6B. The estimated cost to perform the
safety related modifications is $10,000.00. PennDOT St. No. 1, bp.
28.

170. PennDOT was assigned maintenance responsibilities
at the Commission proceeding for Docket No. A-00074631 adopted
March 20, 1850, Paragraph 18 directed PennDOT, at its sole cost and

expense, to maintain properly the remainder of the improvement not
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being maintained by the Pennsylvania Railroad Company {a Conrail
predecessor). Paragraph 17 directed the Pennsylvania Railroad
Company to maintain the substructure and superstructure of the
subject bridge. PennDOT Ex. No. 5 is a copy of this corder. PennDQT
St. No. 1, p. 29.

171. PennDOT agrees to continue to maintain the roadway,
including the c¢urbs and drainage, at the crossing and the
approaches thereto and will continue to abide by any prior
Commission order. PennDOT does not agree to maintain any portion of
the structure in the future. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 30.

172. Providence Township currently has no maintenance
responsibility at Crossing No. 14. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 8.

173. If the Stipulation of Settlement 1is approved,
Providence Township will agree to maintain the crossing structure
at Church Street, consistent with Paragraph 5.5 of the Stipulation
of Settlement. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 8.

Crossing No. 15

174, The bridge at Crossing No. 15 1is designated UG
14.46, situated in Providence Township, Lancaster County,
Pennsylvania, and identified as Bridge No. 15 (Cak Bottom Road,
AAR/DOT #518 201B). Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 15.

175. The bridge 1is a stone masonry arch structure
located very near to the railroad grade; with the roadway below

depressed to provide the necessary underclearance. Culvert length
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out-to-out is 48'. Clear span is 22'10", and the arch rise is 5'4".

Toctal clear height abeve the rcadway is approximately 11'8" at the
center of the arch. Spandrel walls, wingwalls, abutment walls, and
ring stones also consist of cut stone masonry. The bridge was
constructed in 1905 by the Pennsylvania Railroad. Conrail St. No.
1, Xing 15, 91 4.

176. The bridge carries the abandoned Encla Branch of
Conrail over T-482 (0Oak Bottom Recad), a two-lane macadam roadway.
Conrail sSt. No. 1, Xing 15, 1 5.

177. Maintenance of this bridge is currently unassigned
by any order of the Commission or any other agency. Conrail St. No.
1, Xing 15, 99 3 and 6.

178, Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements that have been entered into between Conrail and PennDOT
and among Conrail and varicus municipalities, including Providence
Township, relative to the disposition of the crossiﬁg structures.
If the settlements are approved, Conrail, within one year after
entry of a final order adopting the settlement, will demolish the
crossing structure at-Oak Bottom Road, remocve abutments to a point
two (2) feet below finished grcocund level, slope the remaining
embankments to a two-to-one slope and make any necessary provision
for protection and stability of the Amtrak electrical system poles
and for facilities of any other public utility wheose transmission

or pipe lines are present within the crossing. Providence Township
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will maintain the roadway at its sole cost and expense. Conrail St.
No. 1, Xing 15, 9 8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A and 6B.

179. Crossing No. 15 involves the below-grade crossing
of Oak Bottom Road (T-482) and the right-of-way for the Enola
Branch line at M.P. 1446. The crossing is located approximately 750
feet ncrth of Route 222. 0Oak Bottom Rcad 1s a paved rocadway.
Including shoulders, the roadway approcaching the crossing is 20
feet in width and in average condition. The grade apprcaching the
bridge is fairly level and straight in alignment. The roadway under
the bridge is 16 feet in width and dips under the bridge. Vertical
clearance at the crossing is 11'8". Providence Twp. St. No. 1, pp.
9-10.

180. Providence Township is currently responsible for
maintenance of the roadway involved in Crossing No. 15 (T-482), 0Oak
Bottom Road. Providence Township has no current obligation with
respect to maintenance of the bridge structure. Providence Twp. St.
No. 1, pp. 9-10.

181, Oak Bottom Road serves an existing residential
development of approximatelg 6-8 homes. While exact figures are not
available, this development generates approximately 30 trips per
day. Pedestrian usage is minimal. Future volumes of vehicular and
pedestrian traffic are not expected to change significantly in the
future. Providence Township i1s unaware of any reported accidents at

Crossing No. 15. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, pp. 9-10.
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182, Although the c¢rossing can adeguately handle the
current traffic wvolume, the crossing cannot adequately handle
emergency response vehicles. Due to the bridge’'s inadequate
vertical clearance, fire trucks cannct fit under the bridge and
negotiate the opening. This places the residential cemmunity and
its occupants in a precarious position in the event of a fire. The
Township's fire protection services are provided by Quarryville
Borough. Quarryville Borough's scope bucket is 11' in height; its
tanker is 10' in height. Additionally, Quarryville Borough uses the
Willow Street fire protection services and its equipment is 13'6"
in height. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 10.

183. If the Stipulation of Settlement 1is approved,
Conrail will demolish the crossing structure and Providence
Township will agree to maintain Oak Bottom Road at its sole cost

and expense. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 10.

Crossing No. 16

184. The bridge at Crossing No. 16 1is designated UG
14.62, situated in Providence Township, Lancaster County,
Pennsylvania, identified as Bridge No. 16 (U.S. Route 222, AAR/DOT
#518 202H). Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 16.

185, The bridge 1is a stone masonry arch structure
located beneath the railrocad embankment. Culvert length out-to-out

is 115'. Clear span is 23'6", and the arch rise is approximately
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10'6". Headwalls, wingwalls, abutment walls, and ring stones also
consist of cut stone masonry. The roadway consists of two travel
lanes carrying traffic in both directions. The bridge is posted for
an underclearance limit of 10'0", which occurs at the edges of the
lanes. A plagque on the bridge indicates it was erected in 1904,
although Conrail records show that it was built in 1903 by the
Pennsylvania Railroad. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 16, T 4.

186. The bridge carries the abandoned Enola Branch of
Conrail over U.S5. Route 222, a two-lane concrete and macadam
roadway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 16, {1 5.

187. Maintenance of this bridge is currently unassigned
by order of the Commission or any other agency. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 16, 99 3 and 6.

188. The highway appears to be heavily traveled, with a
high percentage of truck traffic. The crossing structure is in
good condition. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 16, 1 7.

189, Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements that have been entered into between Conréil and PennDOT
and among Conrail and various municipalities, including Providence
Township, relative to the disposition of the crossing structures.
If the settlements are approved, Conrail, within one year after
entry of a final order adopting this settlement, at its sole cost
and expense, will demolish the crossing structure on Route 222,

remove abutments to a point two (2) feet below finished ground
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level, slope the remaining embankments to a two-to-one slope and
make any necessary provision for protection and stability of the
Amtrak electrical system poles and for facilities of any other
public utility whose transmission. or pipe lines are present within
the crossing. Conrail will undertake no work in connection with
the existing roadway, which work and future maintenance, as
necessary, will be the responsibility of PennDOT at its sole cost
and expense. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 16, 1 8; Conrall Ex. No. 6A
and 6B. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 35.

190. Crossing No. 16 1s a mascnry arch over 8. R. 0222,
locally known as Beaver Valley Pike. The highway was formerly
identified as L. R. 136 and the crossing was at Station 778+66. S.
R. 0222 in Lancaster County begins at the Pennsylvania/Maryland
line south of the Village of New Texas Lyles and extends in a
northerly direction to the Lancaster/Berks County line near
Adamstown. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 31.

191. S. R. 0222 is a two lane concrete paved highway
through and adjacent to the subject crossing. The roadway width is
24 feet. The horizontal alignment consists of a 90 degree curve on
the south approach and is on a tangent through the crossing and on
the north approach. The vertical alignment is mostly flat. The
general physical condition of the approach roadways 1s good.

PennDOT S5t. No. 1, p. 32.
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192. 5. R. 0222 1is a.collector highway with an average
daily traffic (ADT) of 8,677 vehicles of which 8% are trucks. The
projected future ADT for the year 2015 is 13,020 wvehicles. PennDOT
does not have any records pertaining to pedestrian traffic at this
structure. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 32.

123. PennDOT's accident records indicate that thirteen
(13) reportable accidents occurred at this crossing area. Of these
accidents, six (6} involved a fixed object. The remaining accidents
involved vehicles only. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 33.

194. The crossing i1s not adequate to accommodate the
highway traffic. S. R. 0222 at the subject crossing has a
horizontal clearance of 24.0 feet between the sides of the existing
arch at the roadway level. The minimum vertical clearance is 10'Q"
at a point 10'0" from the centerline of the rcadway. PennDOT St.
No. 1, p. 33.

195. PennDOT's opinion is that the existing masonry arch
over S. R. 0222 does not provide adequate horizontal and vertical
clearances to provide safe passage for motor vehicles through this
arch., PennDOT agrees to the demolition of the existing structure in
accordance with Conraill Exhibit 6B. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 33.

1%6. PennDOT has no present maintenance responsibilities
with respect to the existing railroad over highway bridge. PennDOT
does not have any record of any prior Commission orders. PennDOT

St. No. 1, p. 34.
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197. PennDOT agrees to continue to maintain the roadway
at the subject crossing and the highway approaches thereto. PennDOT
St. No. 1, p. 35.

198, Providence Township is aware of éomplaints
concerning the adequacy of Crossing No. 16 as well as the roadway
alignment at Crossing No. 16. If the Stipulation of Settlement is
approved, Conrail will demolish <Crossing No. 16, eliminating
Providence Township's concerns with the adequacy of Crossing No.
16. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 12.

199. Providence Township currently has no maintenance

responsibilities at Crossing No. 16. Providence Twp. St. Nec. 1, p.

12,
Crossing No. 17
200. The bridge at Crossing No. 17 1is designated OH
15.00, situated in Providence Township, Lancaster County,

Pennsylvania, and identified as Bridge No. 17 (Fairview Road,
AAR/DOT #518 203P). Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 16.

201. | The bridge is a single span riveted steel half-
through truss founded on stone masonry abutments. Span length
center-to-center of bearings is 95'0". The floor system consists of
a timber desk with bituminous wearing surface, supported by steel
I-beam stringers and floorbeams. Clear roadway width between timber
curbs if 19'0". The bridge is currently posted for a maximum weight

limit of 9 tons. The bridge was constructed at 90 degrees to the
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railroad centerline, resulting in poor approach alignments to the
bridge. The bridge was constructed in 1904 by the Pennsylvania
Railroad. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 17, 1 4.

202. The bridge carries S.R. 3016 (Fairview Road), a
two-lane macadam road, over the abandoned Enola Branch of Conrail.
Conrail St. Neo. 1, Xing 17, T 5.

203. Maintenance responsibility for this bridge is
currently unassigned by an order of the Commission or any other
agency. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 17, 19 3 and 6.

204. This wooden deck two-lane highway bridge is in
relatively poor condition. Surrounding elevations would permit
reconstruction of the crossing as an at-grade crossing. Conrail is
unable to estimate the cost of reconstruction. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 17, 9 7.

205. Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements entered into between Conrail and PennDOT and among
Conrail and various municipalities, including Providence Township,
relative to the disposition of the crossing structures. If the
settlements are approved, Providence Township will have no
responsibility for the rcadway or crossing structure at Fairview
Road, which both will be the responsibility of PennDOT at its sole
cost and expense. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 17, 1 8; Conrail Ex. No.

6A and 6B.
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206. Crossing No. 17 is a bridge built by the railroad
in 1905 to carry the highway, now designated as S. R. 3016 and
locally known as Fairview Road, over the tracks of a predecessor of
Conrail. The highway was formerly identified as L.R. 36172 and the
crossing was at Station 78+65. S. R. 3016 in Lancaster County
begins at S. R. 0222 just north of Quarryville Borough and extends
in a westerly directicn until it terminates at T-506 (Cinder Rocad).

PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 36.

207. $. R. 3016 is a two lane asphalt paved highway over
and adjacent to the subject crossing. The roadway width is 14 feet.
The horizontal alignment through the crossing is on a reverse
curve, and the vertical alignment is on a crest vertical curve.
The general physical condition of the épproach foadways is poor.
PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 37.

208. 8. R. 3016 1is a local access highway with an
average daily traffic.(ADT) of 1,004 vehicles of which 14% are
trucks. The projected future ADT for the year 2015 is 1,510
vehicles. PennDOT does nct have any records pertaining to
pedestrian traffic at this structure. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 37.

209. PennDOT's accidents records do not indicate any
reportable accidents at this crossing. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 38.

210. According to PennDOT the crossing is not adequate
to accommodate the highway traffic. S. R. 3016 at the subject

crossing passes over the railroad on a pony truss which provides
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13.0 feet clear between the curb lines. Each highway approach has
a sharp horizontal curve at the end of the subject bridge. The
vertical alignment on each highway approach is also ascending
rapidly toward the bridge. Beth the horizontal and vertical
alignments are véry poor and dangercus for vehicular traffic., There
is no load restriction posted at the bridge. PennDOT’s opinion is
that the sight distances are not adequate for either the horizontal
or vertical alignments. PennDOT agrees to remove the existing
structure and to realign the highway at its sole cost and expense,
in accordance with Conrail Exhibit 6B. The estimated cost to do the
work 1s $750,000.00. PennDOT S5t. No. 1, p. 3B.

211 PennDOT has no present maintenance responsibilities
with respect to the-existing highway over railrcad bridge. PennDOT
does not have any record of any prior Commissicon orders. However,
PennDOT will maintain the structure until 1t is removed 1in
accordance with Conrail Exhibit 6B. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 39.

212. If the Stipulaticon of Settlement 1is approved,
PennDOT will remove the crossing structure at Failrview Road and
realign and rececnstruct the rcad surface as it deems necessary.
PennDOT will maintain the structure until such time as it is
removed and will continue to maintain the roadway. This disposition
of the «crossing satisfies Providence Township's concerns.

Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 14,
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213, Providence Townshlp has no current maintenance
obligations at Crossing No. 17. If the Stipulation of Settlement is
approved, Providence Township will have no responsibilities at
Crossing No. 17. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 14.

Crossing No. 18

214. The bridge at Crossing No. 18 is designated OH
15.91 situated in Providence Township, Lancaster County,
Pennsylvania, identified as Bridge No. 18 (Cinder Road, AAR/DOT
#518 204W). Conrail St. Nc. 1, Xing 18,

215. The structure that existed on T-506 (Cinder Road),
a two-lane macadam roadway, has been replaced pursuant to
Commissicon order, at Docket No. A-104797, entered September 8,
1988, with a concrete bridge structure. Conrail is responsible for
50% of the maintenance of this new structure, with PennDOT being
responsible for the remaining 50%. The cost of the construction of
this new bridge, together with the new bridge at Crossing No. 19,
was $215,223,00, of which Conrail contributed 30%. PennDOT has
assumed 100% of the maintenance responsibility of this new
structure. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 18, 99 3, 4 and 6. |

216. This 1is a relatively new concrete structure
constructed by PennDOT and is currently not in need of any repair
or reconstruction. It is sufficient for its intended use of

vehicular traffic. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 18, T 7.
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217, No work is required at this crossing as the bridge
is a new structure, and the crossing ‘has been reconstructed
pursuant to Commission Order, at Docket No, A-104797, entered
September 8, 1988. Maintenance respcnsibility is that of PennDOT,
by agreement. Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements that have been entered into between Conrail and PennDOT
and among Conrail and various municipalities including Providence
Township, relative to the crossing. Maintenance of the roadway will
be the résponsibility of PennDOT at its sole cost and expense.
Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 18, 9 8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A and 6B.

218. Crossing No. 18 is a new bridge, built in 1984, to
carry S. R. 3015, locally known as Cinder Road, over Conrail's
tracks. The highway was formerly identified as L. R. 36015 and the
crossing was at Station 561+00. This portion of S. R. 3015 consists
of only the bridge over Conrail's tracks. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 41.

219; S. R. 3015 is a two lane asphalt paved highway over
and adjacent to the subject crossing. The roadway width is 24
feet. The horizontal alignment through the cressing is on a
tangent, and the vertical alignment 1is mostly flat. The general
physical condition of the approach roadways is very good. PennDOT
St. No. 1, p. 41.

220. The highway (T-506, Cinder Road), which includes

the highway approaches to the subject crossing, was turned back to

59



Providence Township. Only the Dbridge remains as PennDOT's
responsibility as . R. 3015. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 42.

221, The average daily traffic (ADT) is 456 vehicles of
which 9% are trucks. The projected future ADT for the year 2014 1is
680 wvehicles. PennDOT does not have any records pertaining to
pedestrian traffic at this structure. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 42.

222. PennDOT's accident records do not indicate any
reportable accidents at this crossing. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 43.

223. According to PennDOT, the crossing is adequate to
safely accommodate vehicular traffic. S. R. 3015 is a new
structure over the former railroad and has a clear distance between
curb lines of 28.5 feet. No work is presently required. PennDQT St.
No. 1, p. 43.

224. PennDOT was assigned maintenance responsibilities
at the Commission proceeding at Docket No. A~-00104727, order
entered September 8, 1988. Paragraph 10 of the order directed
PennDOT, at its initial cost and expense, to maintain the entire
structure exclusive of snow removal, application of anti-skid and
deicing materials and street cleaning. Paragraph 11 of the order
directed that Conrail reimburse PennDOT for 50% of the cost of
maintaining the substructure and superstructure excluding the
maintenance cost of the concrete deck and parapets. PennDOT Ex. No.

6 is a copy of this order. PennDOT agrees to assume Conrail's share
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of the cost of the maintenance of the existing structure in
accordance with Conrail Exhibit 6B. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 44.

225. PennDOT agrees that the crossing can be abolished
with the structure in place. PennDOT St. Neo. 1, p. 45.

226. The Commission’s Order, at Docket No. A-00104797,
entered September 9, 1988, at paragraph 13 directed Providence
Township, at its sole cost and expense, to maintain the highway
approaches to the bridge. PennDOT Ex. No. 6.

Crossing No. 19

227. The bridge at Crossing No. 19 1is designated OCH
16.75 situated in Providence Township, Lancaster County,
Pennsylvania, and identified as Bridge No. 19 (Rawlinsville Road,
AAR/DOT #518 205D). Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 19.

228. The structure that existed on T-505 (Rawlinsville
Road}, a two-lane macadam roadway, in Pfovidence Township,
Lancaster County, was replaced by Commission Order, at Docket No.
A-104797, entered September 8, 1988. This Order directed 50% of
maintenance be assumed by Conrail and 50% of maintenance be assumed
by PennDOT. Conrail contributed 30% overall to the cost of the
concrete structure and the structure erected at crossing No. 18
(Cinder Road), after which PennDOT assumed 100% of the maintenance
responsibility for these two relatively new structures. The cost
of the construction of this new bridge, together with the new

bridge at bridge site at Crossing No. 18, was $215,223.00.
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Providence Township was ordered to provide all snow removal and
anti-skid material for the road surface, at its sole cost and
expense. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 19, 99 3, 4, 5 and 6.

229, This 1is a new concrete structure constructed by
PennDOT and is currently not in need of any repair or
reconstruction. It i1is sufficient for its intended use of vehicular
traffic. Conrail proposes no work to be done to this structure to
provide for a safe highway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 19, 991 7 and
8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A and 6B.

230. Crossing No. 19 is a new bridge, built in 1984, to
carry S. R. 3018, locally known as Truce Road (formerly
Rawlinsville Road), over Conrail's tracks. The highway was formerly
identified as L. R. 36015, and the crossing was at Station 428+42.
This portion of S. R. 3018 consists of only the bridge over
Conrail's tracks. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 46.

231. S. R. 3018 is a two lane asphalt paved h%ghway over
and adjacent to the subject crossing. The roadwéy width is 24
feet. The horizontal alignment through the crossing 1s on a
tangent, and the vertical alignment is mostly flat. The general
physical condition of the approach roadways is very good. PennDQOT
St. No. 1, p. 47.

232. The highway {(T-505, Truce Road), which includes the

highway approaches to the subject crossing, was turned back to
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Providence Township. Only the bridge remains as PennDOT's
responsibility as S. R. 3018. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 47.

233, The average daily traffic (ADT) is 1,900 vehicles
of which 9% are trucks. The projected future ADT for the year 2014
" is 2,850 vehicles. PennDOT does not have any records pertalning to
pedestrian traffic at this structure. PennDQOT St. No. 1, p. 47.

234. PennDOT's accident records do not indicate any
reportable accidents at this crossing. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 48.

235. According to PennDOT, the crossing is adequate to
safely accommodate vehicular traffic. S. R. 3018 1is a new
structure over the former railroad and has a clear distance between
curb lines of 28.5 feet. No work is presently required. PennDOT St.
No. 1, p. 48.

236. PennDOT was assigned maintenance responsibilities
at the Commission proceeding at Docket No. A-00104797 order,
entered September 8§, 1988. Paragraph 10 of the order directed
PennDOT, at its initial cost and expense, to maintain the entire
structure exclusive of snow removal, application of anti-skid and
deicing materials and street cleaning. Paragraph 11 of the order
directed that Conrail reimburse PennDOT for 50% of the cost of
maintaining the substructure and superstructure excluding the
maintenance cost of the concrete deck and parapets. PennDOT Ex. No.

6 1s a copy of this order. PennDOT agrees to assume Conrail's share
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of the «costs for maintenance of the existing structure in
accordance with Conrail Ex. No. 6B. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 49.

237. PennDOT agrees the c¢rossing can be abolished with
the structure in place. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 50.

238. The Commission’s Order, at Docket No. A-00104797,
entered September 8, 1988, at paragraph 13 directed Providence
Township, at its sole cost and expense, to maintain the highway
approaches to the bridge. PennDOT Ex. No. 6.

Crossing No. 20

239, The bkridge at Crossing No. 20 is designated OH
17.12 situated in Providence Township, Lancaster County,
Pennsylvania, and identified as Bridge No. 20 (Hollow Road East,
AAR/DOT #518 206K). Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 20.
240, The bridge is a relatively new concrete structure
which was erected pursuant tce Commission Order, at Decket No. I-
870050, dated September 3C, 1991. By this order, Providence
Township is responsible for the maintenance of this new structure.
The Commission, by its Order, entered March 7, 1995, at Docket No.
A-00111016, ordered that each non-carrier public utility company,
at its sole cost and expense, furnish all material and perform all
work required hereafter to maintain its respective facilities that
lie within the limits of the Commission's jurisdiction. Conrail

St. No. 1, Xing 20, 991 3, 4, 5 and 6.
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241, This is a relatively new concrete structure and is
‘ currently not in need of any repair or reconstruction. It 1is
sufficient for its intended use of vehicular traffic. Conrail St.
Ne. 1, Xing 20, 99 7 and 8.

242. The bridge that originally existed on T-498 (Hollow
Road East) was replaced by a new concrete structure by Commission
Order, entered September 30, 1991, at Docket No. I-870050. By that
Crder, Providence Township currently has maintenance responsibility
for both the roadway and the crossing structure at Crossing No. 20.
Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 19.

Crossing No. 21

243, The bridge at Crossing No. 21 is designated UG
18.08 situated in Providence Township, Lancaster County, and
identified as bridge No. 21 (HolloQ Road West, AAR/DOT #518 2078).
Conrail St. Neo. 1, Xing 21.

244, The bridge is a stone arch culvert located beneath
the railroad embankment. Culvert length out-to-out is 58'. Clear
span is 23'9", and the arch rise 1s approximately 11'4". Minimum
¢clear height above the roadway is 14'8", at the center of the arch.
Headwalls, wingwalls, and abutment walls also consist of cut stone
masonry. This bridge was constructed in 1904, by the Pennsylvania

Railrcocad. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 21, 1 4.
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245. The bridge carries the abandcned Encla Branch of
Conrail owver T-498, Hollow Road West, a two-lane macadam roadway.
Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 21, 9 5.

.246. There is currently no agreement with regard to
maintenance of this bridge and no orders concerning its maintenance
issued by the Commission or any other authority. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 21, 1 6.

247, Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements that have been entered into between Conrail and PennDOT
and among Conrail and variocus municipalities, including Providence
Township, relative to the disposition of the crossing structures.
If the settlements are approved, Conrail will demolish the crossing
structure on Hollow Road West and realign the roadway as necessary,
remove abutments to a point two (2) feet below finished ground
level, slope the remaining embankments to a two-to one slope and
make any necessary provision for protection and stability of the
Amtrak electrical system poles and for facilities of any other
public utility whose transmission or pipe lines are present within
the crossing. Conrail will not be responsible for the acquisition
or the cost of acquisition of real property for the purpose of
realignment of the roadway. Proﬁidence Township will thereafter
maintain the roadway at its scle cost and expense. Conrail St. No.
1, Xing 21, 1 8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A and 6B; Staff St. Ne. 1, pp 62-

63.
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248. Crossing No. 21 involves the below-grade crossing
of Heollow Road West (T-498) and the right-of-way for the Enola
Branch at M.P. 18.08. The crossing is located approximately 1/4
mile south of Pennsy Rcoad. Hollow Road is a paved roadway,
Including shoulders, the roadway approaching the crossing is 22
feet in width and in good condition. The grade appreaching the
bridge is fairly level. The roadway under the bridge is 20 feet in

width and curves through the bridge, c¢reating sighit distance

restrictions from either point of access. The vertical c¢learance
of the bridge structure is 14'8". Providence Twp. St. No. 1, pp.
20-21.

249, Providence Township currently has maintenance

responsibility of the roadway of Crossing No. 21. Providence
Township has no responsibility with respect to maintenance of the
structure at Crossing No. 21. If the Stipulation of Settlement is
approved, Conrail will demolish crossing structure at Crossing No.
21, providing a safer condition for vehicular traffic. Providence
Twp. St. No. 1, p. 2C and 21.

250. Hollow Road West carries approximately 200 trips
per day, 1including cars, light trucks, commercial and farm
vehicles. There is minimal pedestrian traffic through the crossing
and the usage is unlikely to change significantly in the future, in
the opinion of Providence Township. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p.

20.
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251. Providence Township 1s unaware of any reported
accidents at Crossing No. 21. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 20.

252. There are restricted sight distances at the
crossing. Schoel buses are unable to negotiate Crossing No. 21
safely. In addition, large transport vehicles, such as fuel oil and
milk delivery trucks, are similarly unable to safely negotiate the
crossing due to restricted sight distance. Providence Twp. S5t. No.
1, p. 21.

253. In the opinion of Providence Township, 1t 1is
advisable to remove the crossing structure. Providence Twp.‘St. No.
1, p. 21.

Crossing No. 22

254. The bridge at Crossing No. 22 1is designated OH
18.69 situated in Providence Township, Lancaster County, identified
as bridge No. 22 (Sawmill Road, AAR/DOT #518 208Y). Conrail St. No.
1, Xing 22.

255, The bridge is a relatively new concrete structure
which was built pursuant to Commission Order, at Docket No. I-
870048, entered April 29, 1992. By this Order, Providence Township
is responsible for the maintenance of this concrete structure. By
its further Order, entered March 7, 1985, at Docket No. A-0011101e,
each non-carrier public utility company was ordered, at 1its sole
cost and expense, to furnish all material and perform all work

required hereafter to maintain its respective facilities that lie

68



within the limits of the Commission's jurisdiction. Conrail St. No.
1, Xing 22, 99 3, 4, 5 and 6.

256. This is a relatively new concrete structure and 1is
currently not in need c¢f any repair or reconstruction. , It 1is
sufficient for its intended use of vehicular traffic. Conrail St.
No. 1, Xing 22, % 7.

257. No work is required at this crossing as the bridge
is a new structure and the crossing has been reconstructed pursuant
to Commission Order I-870048 dated April 29, 1992. Maintenance is
the responsibility of Providence Township under the original order.
Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 22, % 8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A and 6B.
Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 22.

Crossing No. 23

258. The bridge at Crossing No. 23 1is designated UG
19.48 situated 1in Providence Township, Lancaster County, and
identified as bridge No. 23 {Route 272 Northbound, AAR/DOT #518
209F). Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 23.

259, The bridge is a stone masonry arch structure with
concrete extensions at each end, located beneath the railrocad
embankment. Culvert length out-to-out is 219', and clear span 1is
39'6"., Total clear height above the roadway to the center of the
arch is a minimum of 21'3". Headwalls at both ends are concrete, as
are the northwest and southwest wingwalls. The northeast wingwall

consists of the original stone masonry wing with a concrete cap,
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while the fill at the southeast corner of the bridge is retained by
a corrugated steel retaining wall. The rocadway consists of two
lanes of concrete pavement on a curved alignment, carryving traffic
in the northbound direction only. The original structure was
erected in 1903 by the Pennsylvania-Railroad. The bin wall was
built by the Pennsylvania Railroad in 1966. A culvert was erected
previously by PennDOT to subvert a stream that ran through the
bridge. Portions of a concrete buttress wall and portions cf the
original stone masonry headwall are visible above the south end of
the arch. Dates found on the structure indicate the concrete
extensions were built in 1918. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 23, { 4.

260. The bridge carries the abandoned Encla Branch of
Conrall northbound over L.R. 36007, Route 272, a two-lane macadam
roadway. Conra&l St. No. 1, Xing 23, 91 5.

261. Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements that have been entered into between Conrail and PennDOT
and among Conrail and various municipalities, including Providence
Township, relative to the disposition of the crossing structures.
If approved, Providence Township will maintain the crossing
structure at its sole cost and expense. PennDOT will continue to
have responsibility for maintenance and repair of the roadway, at
its sole cost and expense, pursuant to the Order at Commission, at
Docket No. A-80721, entered July 26, 1954. Neither Conrail nor

PennDOT will have responsibility for any walkway adjacent to the
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cartway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 23, { 8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A and
6B.

262, Crossing No. 23 is a masonry and concrete arch over
S. R. 0272 Northbound (NB), lcocally known as Lancaster Pike. The
highway was formerly identified as L. R. 36007, and the crossing
was at Station 766476 NBL. S. R. 0272 in Lancaster County begins at
the Lancaster/Chester County line scuth of the Village of Oak Hill
and extends in a general northerly direction to its terminus at S.
R, 0222 (U.S. 222) in West Lampeter Township. PennDOT St. No. 1, p.
51.

263, S. R. 0272 NB is a two lane concrete paved highway
through and adjacent to the subject crossing. The roadway width is
24 feet. The horizontal alignment on the south apprcach and through
the crossing is on a tangent with a gradual curve to the left on
the north side of the crossing. The vertical alignment is on a down
grade from south to north. The general physical condition of the
approach roadways is good. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 52.

264. S. R. 0272 NB is a principal arterial highway with
an average daily traffic (ADT) of 4,651 wvehicles of which 6% are
trucks. The projected future ADT for the year 2015 is 6,980
vehicles. PennDOT does not have any records pertaining to

pedestrian traffic at this structure. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 52.

71



265, PennDOT's accident records indicate that one (1)
reportable accident occurred at this c¢rossing area, and this
accident involved a fixed object. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 53.

266. According to PennDQT, the crossing is adequate to
safely accommodate traffic at this location. S.R. 0272 NB at the
subject crossing has a horizontal clearance of 39.5 feet between
the sides of the existing arch at the roadway level and a minimum
vertical clearance of 16'7" at the curb line. PennDCOT St. No. 1,
p. 53.

267. PennDOT agrees that the existing crossing can be
abolished with the structure remaining in place. PennDOT St. No.
i, p. 53.

268. PennDOT also agrees to do certain work, at its sole
costt and expense, at Crossing No. 23 as described in Conrail
Exhibit 6B. The estimated cost to perform the rehabilitation and
safety related modifications is $280,000.00. PennDOT St. No. 1, p.
53. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 23, 91 7.

269. PennDOT was assigned maintenance responsibilities
at the Commission proceeding, at Docket No. A-00080721, Order
entered August 13, 1954. Paragraph 18 of the order directed the
Pennsylvania Railroad Company, a predecessor to Conrail, to
maintain the existing masonry arch at its sole cost and expense.
Paragraph 19 of the order directed PennDOT to maintain the

remainder of the crossing improvement, including the newly
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constructed concrete box culvert at 1its sole cost and expense.
PennDOT Ex. No. 7 is a copy of this order.

270. At another Commission. proceeding at Docket No. A-
00094447, Order, entered November 18, 1968, the Penn Central
Transportation Company, a Conrail predecessor, was directed in
Paragrapn 24 to continue the maintenance of its existing stone arch
structures at both Crossing Nos. 18-19 at its sole cost and
expense. Paragraph 25 directed PennDQOT, at its sole cost and
expense, to maintain the remainder of the project including the
approaches, roadway, and drainage facilities through the existing
stone arch structures. PennDOT Ex. No. 8 is a copy of this order.
PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 54.

271. PennDOT agrees to continue to maintain the roadway
at the subject crossing and the highway approaches thereto and will
continue to abide by any prior Commission orders, excluding any
maintenance responsibility for curbs and sidewalks. PennDOT will
replace the curbs and sidewalks with paved shoulders for safety
purposes. PennDOT does not agree to maintain any portion of the
rail-highway structure at Crossing No. 23 in the future. PennDOQOT
St. No. 1, p. 55.

272. Providence Township currently has no maintenance
obligations at Crossing No. 23. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 24.

273, If the Stipulation of Settlement is approved,

Providence Township will agree to maintain the structure at
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Crossing No. 23, consistent with Paragraph 6.12 of the Stipulation
of Settlement. PennDOT will maintain the roadway of Crossing No.
23 in accordance with the prior Commission Order, entered August
13, 1954, at Docket No. A-80721. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 24,

Crossing No. 24

274. The bridge at Crossing No. 24 1is designated UG
19.61 situated in Providence Township, Lancaster County, and
identified as bridge No. 24 (LR 36025, Route 272 Southbound,
AAR/DOT #518 210A). Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 24.

275. The bridge 1is a stone masonry arch structure
located beneath the railroad embankment. Culvert length out-to-out
is 160'. Clear span is 50'0", and the arch rise is approximately
25'0". Total clear height above the roadway to the center of the
arch is a minimum of 26'0". Headwalls, wingwalls, abutment walls,
and ring stones also consist of cut stone masonry. The roadway
consists of two lanes of concrete pavement on a curved alignment,
carrying traffic in the southbound direction only. This bridge was
constructed in 1903 by the Pennsylvania Railroad. Conrail St. No.
1, Xing 24, 9 4.

276. The bridge carries the abandoned Encla Branch of
Conrail southbound over S.R. 272. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 24, 1
5.

277. Maintenance of the arches of this bridge was the

responsibility of the Penn Central pursuant to Commission Order, at
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Docket No. A-94447, entered November 18, - 1968. All other
maintenance 1s the responsibility of PennDOT pursuant to Commission
Order, at Docket No. A-80721, entered July 26, 1954,

278. The structure has stood for 90 vyears without
suffering any major problems. The structure should continue to be
structurally satisfactory for an indefinite time intc the future.
Minimal maintenance work may be required. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing
24, 1 7.

279, Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements that have been entered into between Conrail and PennDOT
and among Conrail and various municipalities, including Providence
Township, relative to the disposition of the crossing structures.
If the settlements are approved, Providence Township will maintain
the <crossing structure. PennDOT has agreed to undertake any
currently needed safety-related modifications to the roadway at the
structure. PennDOT will «ceontinue to have responsibility for
maintenance of the roadway and adjacent culvert, at its sole cost
and expense, pursuant to the Order, at Docket No. A-80721, entered
July 26, 1954. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 24, ¥ 8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A
and 6B.

280. Crossing No. 24 1is a masonry arch over S. R. 0272
Southbound (SB), 1locally known as Lancaster Pike. The highway was
formerly identified as L. R. 36007, and the crossing was at Station

767+36 SBL and prior to that was L. R. 36025 with the crossing
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located at Station 48+42, S. R. 0272 in Lancaster County begins at
the Lancaster/Chester County line South of the Village of Oak Hill
and extends in a general northerly direction to its terminus at S.
R, 0222 (U.S. 222) in West Lampeter Township. PennDOT St. No. 1, p.
56.

281. S. R, 0272 3B is a two lane concrete paved highway
through and adjacent to the subject crossing. The roadway width is
24 feet. The horizontal alignment through the crossing is on a
hbrizontal curve curving to the left in the direction of travel.
The vertical alignment is on an up grade from north to south. The
general physical condition of the approach roadways 1s good.
PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 57.

282. S. R. 0272 SB is a principal arterial highway with
an average daily traffic (ADT) of 4,651 vehicles cf which 7% are
trucks. The projected future ADT for the year 2015 is 6,980
vehicles. PennDOT does not have any records pertaining to
pedestrian traffic at this structure. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 57.

283. PennDOT's accident records indicate that ten (10)
reportable accidents occurred at this crossing area. Of these ten
accidents, six (6) involved a fixed object. The remaining accidents
involved vehicles only. PennDCT St. No. 1, p. 58.

284. According to PennDOT, the crossing i1s adeguate to
safely accommodate the traffic at this location. S. R. 0272 SB at

the subject crossing has a horizontal clearance of 48.4 feet

76



between the sides of the existing arch at the roadway level and a
minimum vertical clearance of 22' 7", at the edge of the paved
roadway. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 58.

285, PennDOT agrees that the crossing can be abolished
with the structure remaining in place. PennDOT alsc agrees to do
certain safety work, at its sole cost and expense, at Crossing No.
24 as described in Conrail Exhibit 6B. The estimated cost to
perform the safety related modifications is $10,000.00. PennDOT St.
No. 1, p. 58.

286. PennDOT was assigned maintenance responsibilities
at the Commission proceeding Docket No. A-00094447, entered
November 18, 1968. The Pennsylvania Railroad Company, a Conrail
predecessor, was directed in Paragraph 24 to continue the
maintenance of its existing stone arch structures at both Crossing
Nos. 23 and 24 at its sole cost and expense. Paragraph 25 directed
PennDOT, at its sole cost and expense, to maintain the remainder of
the project including the approaches, roadway, and drainage
facilities through the existing stone arch structures. PennDOT EX.
No. 8 is a copy of this order. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 59.

287. PennDOT agrees to continue to maintain the roadway
at the subject crossing and the highway approaches thereto and to
abide by any prior orders of the Commission. PennDOT does not agree
to maintain any portion of the structure in the future. PennDOT

St. No. 1, p. 60.
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288. If the Stipulation of Settlement is approved, 1t is
the position of Providence Township that the crossing structure at
Crossing No. 24 1is adequate. Providence Township currently has no
maintenance obligations at Crossing No. 24. Providence Twp. St. No.
1, p. 26.

289. If the Stipulation of Settlement 1is approved,
Providence Township will agree to maintain the crossing structure
at Crossing No. 24, consistent with Paragraph 6.13 of the
Stipulation of Settlement. PennDOT will maintain the roadway of
Crossing No. 24 in accordance with the prior Commission Order,
entered November 18, 1968, at Docket No. A-00094447, Providence
Twp. St. No. 1, p. 26.

Crossing No. 25

290. The bridge at Crossing No. 25 1is designated OH
20.51 situated in Providence Township, Lancaster County, and
identified as bridge No. 25 (Rawlinsville Road, AAR/DOT #518 211G).
Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 25.

291. The structure that existed on T-442 (Rawlinsville
Road}), a two-lane macadam roadway, was previously constructed in
accordance with Commission Order, at Docket No. A-105510, entered
January 3, 1985, which ordered that PennDOT maintain this
structure. Commission Order, at Docket No. A-00111016, entered
March 7, 1995, abolished this crossing and ordered that in the

future Amtrak and Conrail at their sole cost and expense, to
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maintain each of their existing facilities that lie within the
limits of the Commissicn's jurisdiction. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing
25, €91 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7.

292, Maintenance of the rcadway will be the
responsibility of PennDOT at its sole cost and expense. Conrail St.
No. 1, Xing 25, 1 8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A and 6B.

Crossing No. 26

293.- The bridge at Crossing No. 26 1s designated UG
21.02 situated in Providence Township, Lancaster County, and
identified as bridge No. 26 (Sigman Road, BAAR/DOT #518 212N).
Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 26,

294 The bridge is a single span riveted steel girder
bridge, consisting of three half-through girders spaced at 13'0"
center-to-center, with a stringer-floorbeam system. Transverse
timber ties across the stringers support the ballast material. The
bridge is constructed on an approximate skew of 72 degrees. Clear
span between abutments is 30'0". Girder length out-to-out is 37'0".
Abutments are stone masonry with concrete pedestals and backwalls.
Wingwalls are élso stone masonry with concrete caps and extensions.
The bridge spans a small flowling stream located along the west
abutment. A 2' to 4' high stone masonry wall separates the roadway
from the stream. The roadway is bituminous pavement on a curved

alignment. Minimum clearance above the roadway is 11'3"™. No posting
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or signing is present. The bridge was constructed in 13905 by the
Pennsylvania Railroad. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 26, 1 4.

295, The bridge cérries the abandoned Enola Branch of
Conrail over T-500, Sigman Road, a two-lane macadam roadway.
Conrail $St. No. 1, Xing 26, 9 5.

296, There is currently no agreement with regard to
maintenance of tﬁis bridge and no orders concerning its maintenance
issued by the Commissicon or any other authority. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 26, 99 3 and 6.

297. The bridge structure 1is in somewhat deteriorated
condition. The east abutment and a low stone wall located
immediately adjacent to the paved roadway present -some limitations
of horizontal clearance for vehicles approaching the structure. The
underclearance of the bridge is 11'3". Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 26,
9 7; Staff st. No. 1, p. 72.

| 298. Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements that have been entered into between Conrail and PennDOT
and among Conrail and various municipalities, including Providence
Township, relative to the disposition of the crossing structures.
If the settlements are approved, Conrail will remove the crossing
structure at Sigman Road and restore the roadway as necessary,
remove abutments to a point two (2) feet below finished ground
level, slope the remaining empankments to a two-to-one slope and

make any necessary provision for protection and stability of the
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Amtrak electrical system poles and for facilities of any cother
public utility whose transmission or pipe lines are present within
the crossing. Providence Township will thereafter maintain the
roadway at its sole cost and expense. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 26,
9 8, Conrail Ex. No. 6A and 6B.

299. Crossing No. 26 involves the below-grade crossing
of Sigman Recad (T-500) and the right-of-way for the Enola Branch at
M.P. 20.51. The crossing is located approximately 450 feet south of
Pennsy Road. Sigman Road is a paved rcadway. Including shoulders,
the roadway approaching the crossing is 18 feet in width and in
average condition. The grade apprcaching the bridge is fairly
level. The roadway under the bridge is reduced to 16 feet in width
and curves at the scuthern entrance to the bridge. The vertical
clearance 1is 11'3". The road elevation rises at the southern
terminus of the bridge structure. The bridge structure 1is
detericrated. Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 28.

300. Sigman Road carries approximately 100 trips per
day, predominantly cars. Pedestrian traffic at Crossing No. 26 is
minimal. Pedestrian and vehicle traffic is unlikely to change
significantly in the future, in the opinion of Providence Township.
Providence Township is unaware of any reported accidents involving
the crossing structure at Crossing No. 26. Providence Twp. St. No.

1, p. 28.
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301. In the opinion of Providence Township, Crossing No.
26 is 1inadequate as the vertical clearance, and roadway width at
Crossing No. 26 are insufficient. If the Stipulation of Settlement
is approved, Conrail will remove the structure, thus removing any
concerns of Providence Township concerning the adeguacy of Crossing
No. 26. Providence Township currently has maintenance
responsibility o©f the roadway (T-500) at Crossing No. 26.
Providence Twp. St. No. 1, p. 29.

302. There 1s a stream beside the highway,and both run
under the bridge. Conrail Ex. No. 5.

Crossing No. 27

303. The bridge at Crossing No. 27 is designated UG
23.04 situated in Martic Township, Lancaster County, and identified
as bridge No. 27 ({Marticville Road, Pa. 324, AAR/DOT #518 213V}.
Conrail St. Noc. 1, Xing 27.

304, The bridge is a stone masonry arch struéture with a
concrete extension constructed on the south side of the bridge. It
1ls located very near to railrcad grade with only minimal
underclearance provided. The bridge width out-to-out is 43 feet.
Clear span is 23'0", and the arch rise is approximately 6'3". Clear
height above the roadway surface at the center of the arch is 13'7"
at the north end, and increases to 15'0" at the south end due to
the'downgrade of the roadway. Both sides of the bridge are signed

for 12'0" underclearance. The roadway turns 90 degrees at the
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north side of the bridge due to the poor alignment. Spandrel walls,
abutment walls and wingwalls are of stone masonry. The arch
extension 1is of concrete,and concrete was utilized for abutment
walls, spandrel walls and new wingwalls which were partially built
over the original stone wingwalls. Steel pipe rail is mounted to
spandrel walls at both sides of the bridge. "Yield to Oncoming
Traffic" signs are posted at each side. Traffic volumes are heavy.

Original <construction of the bridge was in 1905 by the
Pennsylvania Railroad. The arch extensiocn was constructed in
1916. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 27, 1 4.

305, The bridge carries the abandoned Enola Branch of
Conrail over PA Route 324, Marticville Road, a two-lane macadam
roadway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 27, 1 5.

306. There 1s currently no agreement with regard to
maintenance of this bridge and no orders concerning its maintenance
issued by the Commission or any other autheority. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 27, 1 6.

307. Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements that have been entered into betwéen Conrail and PennDOT
and among Conrail and various municipalities, including Martic
Township, relative to the disposition cf the crossing structures.
If the settlements are approved, Martic Township, at its sole cost
and expense, will maintain the crossing structure over Route 324.

In the interim, PennDOT will propose a project for the realignment
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of State Route 324. If within two (2) years of entry of a final
order approving this setflement there 1is no progression of the
project and no funding commitment for the realignment of the
roadway, PennDOT will notify Martic Township that there will be no
realignment project. Martic Township will then remove the
structure within one (1) vyear of notice by PennDOT. Martic
Township will remove the structure and restore the roadway as
necessary, remove abutments to a point two (2) feet below finished
ground level, slope the remaining embankments to a two-to-one slope
and make and necessary provision for protection and stability of
the Amtrak electrical system poles and for facilities of any other
public utility whose transmission or pipe lines are present within
the crossing. If the roadway is realigned to bypass the crossing,
it is understood and agreed that Martic Township's obligation to
demolish the structure pursuant to this stipulation will cease.

Although Martic Township at its opticon may remove or malntain the
crossing'structure thereafter. If, however, the crossing structure
remains in place, Martic Township will barricade both entrances of
the structure to vehicular traffic at its sole cost and expense and
will maintain the structure and barricades. PennDOT retains
responsibility for maintenance of the roadway at its sole cost and
expense. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 27, 1 8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A and

6B.
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308. Crossing No. 27 is a masonry arch over S. R. 0324,
locally known as Marticville Road. The highway was formerly
identified as L. R. 332 and the crossing was at Station 218+17. S.
R. 0324 in Lancaster County begins at 3. R. 3038 in the Village of
Pequea, Martic Township and extends in a northeasterly direction to
where it intersects S. R. 0222 north of the Village of Engleside in
the City of Lancaster. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 61.

309. S. R. 0324 is a two lane asphalt paved highway
through and adjacent to the subject crossing. The roadway width is
18 feet. The horizontal aligrnment has a 90 degree curve in the
northeastern quadrant on the north approach of S. R. 0324; and
after passing through the existing arch in a southerly direction,
S, R. 0324 has a curve to the right on the south approach. S. R.
3019 in the area of the subject crossing runs parallel to the
railroad and approaches the subject c¢rossing from an easterly
direction. S. R. 3019 intersects S. R. 0324 on the scuth approach
immediately south of the crossing. If one travels westward on S. R.
3019 and goes northward on S. R. 0324, it would be necessary to
make a 90 degree turn to pass through the subject crossing and
another 90 degree turn after going through the existing arch, a
total of a 180 degrees change in direction. The vertical alignment
of S. R. 0324 is on a down grade from north to scuth; for S. R.

3019 the vertical alignment is down grade from east to west. The
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general physical condition of the approach roadways 1is fair,
PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 62,

310: S. R. 0324 is a collector highway with an average
daily traffic (ADT) of 2,052 vehicles c¢f which 9% are trucks. The
projected future ADT for the year 2015 is 3,080 vehicles. PennDOT
does not have any records pertaining to pedestrian traffic at this
structure. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. €3.

311. PennDOf's accident records indicate that one (1)
reportable accident occurred at this crossing area, and this
accident involved a fixed object. PennDOT St. Neo. 1, p. 63.

312. According to PennDOT the crossing is not adequate
to accommodate the highway traffic. $S. R. 0324 at the subject
crossing has a horizontal clearance of 24.0 feet between the
vertical sides of the existing arch. The minimum vertical clearance
is 12' 0" at a point 10' 0" from the centerline of the roadway.
PennDOT's opinion is that the existing masonry arch over 5. R. 0324
does not provide adequate horizontal or vertical <clearance.
PennDQT St. No. 1, p. 64.

313. PennDOT agrees to the demoliticn of the existing
structureland to provide the detour plans and effectuate the detour
necessary for the removal of the structure in accordance with
Conrail Exhibit 6B. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 64.

314. PennDOT has completed an investigation for a

betterment project in the area of the crossing which included the
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realignment of S. R. 0324. If S. R. 0324 is realigned, the
structure can stay in place since it would no longer cross over S.
R. 0324. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 64.

315. PennDOT does not agree to maintain any portion of
the structure in the future. PennDOT will maintain the roadway at
its sole cost and expense regardless of whether or not the rcadway
is relocated. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 64,

316. PennDOT has no present maintenance responsibilities
with respect to the existing railrocad cover highway bridge. PennDOT
does not have any record of any prior Commissiocn orders. PennDOT
St. No. 1, p. 65.

317. PennDOT does not agree to perform any work or bear
any costs for the removal of the subject structure. PennDOT agrees
to continue to maintain the roadway at the subject crossing and the
highway approaches thereto. PennDOT does not agree to maintain any
portion of the structure in the future. If S.R. 0324 is realigned,
PennDOT agrees to do work associated with the said realignment and
agrees to maintain the realigned S.R. 0324 at 1its sole cost and
expense. PennDQOT St. No. 1, p. 65,

318. Martic Township 1is working with the Pennsylvania
Department of Transportation to support a realignment of Pa. Route
324 at Crossing No. 27. If the Stipulation of Settlement is

approved, it would be ideal to realign Pa. Route 324, taking the
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crossing structure out of the area of vehicular travel. Martic
Twp. St. No. 1, p. 4.

319. Martic Township currently  has no maintenance
responsibilities at Crossing No. 27, Martic Twp. St. No. 1, p. 4.

320, If the Stipulation o¢f Settlement is approved,
Martic Township would agree t¢o assume maintenance responsibility of
crossing structure at Crossing No. 27, consistent with Paragraph
7.3 of the Stipulation of Settlement. Martic Twp. St. No. 1, p. 4.

Crossing No. 28

321. The bridge at Crossing No. 28 is designated UG
23.76 situated in partly in Martic Township, and partly in
Conestoga Township, Lancaster County, and identified as bridge No.
28 {(Martic Forge Bridge, AAR/DOT #518 214C). Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 28.

322. The bridge is a 518' ll-span steel girder bridge.
Spans 1 through 6 and 8 through 11 are steel girder. Span 7 is a
steel truss. The bridge is constructed on an approximate skew of 90
degrees. The bridge surface 1is railrcad ballast. The bridge has
stone masonry pedestals with steel bents. The abutments are stone
masonry. There is a horizontal clearance curb to curb of 23'3".
Underclearance is approximately 130' at the main span number 7.
There are no posted weight limits at this time. The bridge also

supports two Amtrak high voltage transmission line structures. The
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bridge was constructed in 1905 the Pennsylvania Railroad and
rehabilitated in 1946. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 28, T 4.

323. The bridge carries the abandoned Enola Branch of
Conrail over Martic Forge. Conrail St. No, 1, Xing 28, T 5.

324. There 1is currently‘ no agreement with regard to
maintenance of this bridge and no orders concerning its maintenance
issued by the Commission or any other authority. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 28, 99 3 and 6.

325. This is a 90 year old bridge that was rehabilitated
in 1946. It is in a condition suitable for its intended use by
light traffic and pedestrians. The railroad ties and rails have
been removed. The deck is in fair condition. Some maintenance to
the deck may be required. The superstructure is in good condition,
although some superficial ruét is evident throughout variocus
portions of the superstructure and there is some section loss in
places. The substructure is in generally good condition with scme
minor rusting and very minor section loss noted. The channel {(a
structural member of the bridge) is in fair condition. Overall the
bridge remains in good condition and is structurally suitable for
light vehicular traffic and pedestrian use. The estimated cost of
repairs to this structure is currently unknown. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing 28, 1 7.

326. Conrail requests that the Commission approve the

settlements entered into between Conrail and PennDOT and among
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Conrail and various municipalities, including Martic and Conestoga
Townships relative to the disposition of the crossing structures.
If the settlements are approved, would require Conraill, at its sole
cost and expense, within 18 months following entry of a final order
adopting the provisions of the settlement, to remove from the
bridge Amtrak's transmission line towers and resuspension of the
line in a manner satisfactory to Amtrak. Thereafter, Martic and
Conéstoga Townships, Jjointly and severally and at their sole cost
and expense, will maintain the crossing structure. Conestoga
Township will continue to maintain River Road at its sole cost and
expense, Conrail St. Ne. 1, Xing 28, 1 B, Conrail Ex. No. 6A and
6B.

327. The roadway in Martic Township beneath the Martic
Forge Trestle is a private road, and not a public (township or
state) road. Martic Township 1s unaware of any accidents involving
the Martic Forge Trestle in Martic Township. Martic Twp. St. No. 1,
p. 5.

328. If the Stipulation of Settlement is approved,
Martic Township agrees to assume maintenance responsibility jointly
with Conestoga Township, consistent with Paragraph 8.1 of the
Stipulation of Settlement, and pursuant to an Intermunicipal
Agreement between Martic Township and Conestoga Township to

maintain the Martic Forge Trestle. Martic Twp. St. No. 1, p. 6.
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329. Crossing No. 28 involves the below-grade crossing
of River Rcad (T-440), a Conestoga Township road, and the right-of-
way of the Enola Branch at M.P. 23.76. The crossing is located
approximately 1/10 of a mile north of Route 324. River Road
crosses beneath the Martic Forge Trestle in Conestoga Township.
Conestoga Twp. St. No. 1, p. 3.

330. River Road 1is a paved roadway 1in very good
condition. The roadway width 1is 20 feet and has no shoulders.
Approaching and through the crossing in a southerly direction,
River Road has a sharp curve to the right. One bridge pier 1is
located west of the roadway within approximately one foot of the
roadway. The bridge piers located east of the roadway are located
within three feet of the roadway. A guardrail is in place within
cne foot of the east side of the roadway. A single span of the
Martic Forge Trestle 1is situated above River Road. Conestoga
Towﬁship currently maintains River Road (T-440). Conestoga Twp. St.
No. 1, pp. 3-4.

331. Conestoga Township has no current maintenance
responsibility with respect to the Martic Forge Trestle. Conestoga
Twp. St. No. 1, pp. 3-4.

332. Although exact figures are not avalilable,
approximately 650 vehicles per day use River Road, including cars,
trucks, school buses, farm equipment and the like. Conestoga

Township anticipates a modest increase in vehicular traffic at
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Crossing No. 28 over the next five years to perhaps 800-900
vehicles per day. Conestoga Township is unaware of any reported
accidents at Crossing No. 28. Conestega Twp. St. No. 1, pp. 3-4.

333. If the Stipulation of Settlement is approved, it is
the position of Conestoga Township that the Martic Forge Trestle
may vremain in place. Recently, pedestrian access to the Martic
Forge Trestle has been eliminated by Conrail, thus alleviating any
concerns the Township may have with respect to objects being
dropped from the trestle onto River Road. In the future, should any
problems come to light, Conestoga Township will address them in due
course. Conestoga Twp. St. No. 1, p. 4.

334. If the Stipulation of Settlement is approved,
Conestoga Township will assume maintenance responsibility of the
Martic Forge Trestle, jointly with Martic Township, consistent with
Paragraph 8.1 of the Stipulation of Settlement. In addition, if
this Stipulation of Settlement 1is approved, Martic Township and
Conestoga Township have entered into an Intermnunicipal Agreement
for their joint fesponsibility of the crossing structure. Cenestoga
Twp. St. No. 1, p. 4.

Crossing No. 29

335. The bridge at Crossing No. 22 1s designated ¢CH
24.26 situated 1in Conestoga Township, Lancaster County, and
identified as bridge No. 29 (Colemanville Road, AAR/DOT #518 215J).

Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 29.
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336, This crossing was ordered abolished, the bridge
removed, and the roadway terminated on either side of the abandoned
line. The bridge was removed in compliance with Commission QOrders,
entered at Docket Nos. C-860588 and M-00870130. See alsco the Order,
entered March 7, 1995, at Docket No. A-00111016. Conestoga Twp. St.

No. 1, p. 6. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 29.

Crossing No. 30

337. The bridge at Crossing No. 30 is designated OH
24.64 situated in Conestoga Township, Lancaster County, and
identified as bridge No. 30 (River Hill Road, AAR/DOT #518 216R).
Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 30.

338. This site was the subject of Commission Order, at
Docket No. (-860598, entered May 23, 1990, which ordered the
replacement of the bridge. The Order further makes maintenance of
the new bridge the responsibility of Conestéga Township. By the
Commission Order, at Docket No, A-00111016, entered March 7, 19985,
this crossing was abolished and Conrail and Amtrak ordered at their
sole cost and expense, to furnish all material and perform all work
required to maintain their respective facilities that lie within
the limits of the Commission's jurisdiction. Conrail St. No. 1,

Xing 30, 91 3 and 4.
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339. No additional work 1is required at this crossing.
Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 30, 9 7.

340. Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements that have been entered into between Conrail and PennDOT
and among Conrail and-various municipalities, including Conestoga
Township, relative to the disposition of the crossing structures.
If the settlements are approved, Conestoga Township will maintain
the roadway at its sole cost and expense. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing
30, 1 8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A and 6B.

341. The bridge at Crossing No. 30 is a new concrete
structure constructed in accordance with the Commission's Order,
entered May 23, 1990, at Docket No. C-860598. Conestoga Township
maintains both the bridge structure and the roadway pursuant to
that Order. Conestoga Twp. St. No. 1, p. 7; Conrail St. No. 1, Xing
30, 919 5 and 6.

Crossing No. 31

342. The bridge at Crossing No. 31 1is designated UG
25.73 situated 1in Conestoga Township, Lancaster County, and
identified as bridge No. 31 (Greenhill Road, also known as Shenks
Road, AAR/DOT #518 217X). Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 31.

343, The bridge 1s a steone masonry arch structure
located beneath the railroad embankment. Culvert length out-to-out
is 206", Clear span is 24'0", and the arch rise is approximately

11'0"., Total clear height above the roadway to the arch center is
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® @
approximately 17'6" at the north end and 23'0" at the south end as
the roadway is on a significant downgrade. Headwalls, wingwalls,
abutment walls, and ring stones also consist of cut stone masonry.
This bridge carries a plaque on the southwest wingwall stating that
it was constructed in 1905 by the Pennsylvania Railroad. Conrail
records confirm this date. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 31, 1 4.

344. ' This structure has stood for the past 90 years
without suffering major problems. Some water is moving through the
arch walls, but that has not resulted in any major detriment. Rail
traffic will nco longer utilize this line, and it is likely that
this structure can continue to function for some time to come.
Safety clearance markers could be placed at the site. The.estimated
cost of the markers 1s $400.00. Minor maintenance work may be
performed to the structure. The cost of this is unknown at this
time. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 31, 1 6.

345, This stone structure is in good present condition
and is expected to continue in good condition suitable to its
present use by a moderate volume of vehicular traffic from a two-
lane roadway for an indefinite time into the future. Conrail
proposes no work to be done to this structure to provide for a safe
highway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 31, 1 7.

346. Conrail requests that the Commission approve the
settlements that have been entered into between Conrail and PennDOT

and among Conrail and various municipalities, including Conestoga
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Township relative to the disposition of the crossing structures.
If the settlements are approved, Conestoga Township, at its sole
cost and expense, will maintain the crossing structure. In a manner
consistent with past practice, Conestoga Township will maintain the
roadway. Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 31, 9 8; Conrail Ex. No. 6A and
6B.

347. Crossing No. 31 involves a below-grade crossing of
Green Hill Road (T-418), a township road, and the right-of-way of
the Enola Branch at M.P. 25.73. The <c¢rossing is located
approximately 1/4 of a mile southwest of the Shenk's Ferry Road.
Green Hill Road is an unimproved dirt road. The roadway is 16 feet
in width and has neo shoulders. Upon approaching the crossing in a
southerly direction, the road curves slightly te the left and at a
downward grade. Conestoga Twp. St. No. 1, p. 8.

348, Approximately 50-60 vehicles per day use Crossing
No. 31 in appropriate weather conditions, Most of the traffic
volume is associated with wvisitors to PP&L's Shenks Wild Flower
Preserve, which is located approximately 3/10 of a mile south of
the bridge. Traffic volume is seasonal and weather-related. Future
traffic volume may be estimated to increase slightly to 80-100
vehicles per day, if development of the wild flower preserve
continues. Conestoga Township is unaware of any reported accidents

caused by the crossing at Crossing No. 31. It should be noted that
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all traffic moves through the crossing structure at Crossing No. 31
at very slow speeds. Conestoga Twp. St. No. 1, p. 8 and 9.

349. If the Stipulation of Settlement is approved,
Conestoga Township will maintain both the roadway and the crossing
structure at Crossing No. 31. In accordance with the Stipulation of
Settlement, it 1s the position of Conestoga Township that no
immediate modifications need to be made to Crossing No. 31 for
safety reasons. Should any safety concerns come to light in the
future, Cecnestoga Township will address them in due course.
Conestoga Twp: St. No. 1, p. 9.

350. Conestoga Township currently has maintenance
responsibility of the roadway at Crossing No. 31. It should be
noted that Conestoga Township maintains this portion of its roadway
on a seasonal basis. If the Stipulation of Settlement is approved,
Conestoga Township will agree to maintain the roadway and crossing
structure, consistent with Paragraph 9.5 of the Stipulation of
Settlement. Conestoga Twp. St. No. 1, p. 9.

351. There 1is a near 90 degree turn on one highway

approach to the structure. Staff Ex. No. 50.
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IV. DISCUSSION

A, Jurisdiction

Before addressing the merits of the settlement, I note
that FAST challenged the Commission’s subject matter jurisdiction.

1. Parties’ Positions

a. FAST

FAST’s challenge to this Commission’s Jjurisdiction is
based on Conrail’s actions {(or lack thereof) before the ICC as they
relate to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act
. §106, 16 U.S.C. §&470(f) {(NHPA). FAST arqued that railroad
abandonment proéeedings before the ICC were subject to the ™“106
process” which 1s designed to mitigate adverse effects upon a
historic resources. Since the Enola Branch was recognized as
historically significant, FAST asserted that Conrail was required
to complete all of the steps in the 106 process before an
authorized abandonment before the ICC could become effective.
Based on evidence introduced by FAST, it c¢laimed that the 106
process was not completed and that Conrail failed to comply with a
historic integrity condition in one of the ICC’s orders.
Consequently, FAST concluded that this Commission’s Jurisdiction
was pre-empted until Conrall completed the 106 process as required

by the ICC. FAST B., pp. 4-7.
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b. Conrail

Conrail qcknowledged that the ICC imposed a stay of its
abandonment order on twe grounds: to allow Lancaster County to
acquire the line for trail purposes and to prohibit alteration of
the historic integrity of the bridges pending completion of the 106
process. Conrail contended that the stay for the 106 process was
vacated by a subsequent order ({(April 19, 1993) of the ICC which
dissolved the stay for both conditions. Conrail B., p. 17. 1In the
alternative, Conrail argued that the stay relating to historic
preservation was lifted by operation of law or that the 106 process
had been completed. Conrail B., pp. 18-24. As a final position
and even though not required to do so, Conrail explained that
(without conceding its previous positions) 1t would complete the
administrative tasks remaining in the 106 process as suggested by
one of the FAST witnesses. Conrail B., p. 24-25.

C. Other Parties

The Townships agreed with Conrail. Townships B., pp.
23-28. The Staff agreed with Conrail. Staff B., pp. 18-24.
Lancaster County agreed with Conrail. Lancaster B., pp. 6-15.
2. Analysis
Having reviewed the parties’ positions, I find that they
have failed to recognize that the jurisdictions of the ICC and this

Commission are both independent and exclusive of each other. More
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specifically, there is no requirement that the ICC, now the STB,
formally approve abandonment of a line before this Commission is
permitted to authorize abandonment of the crossings. The fact that
the railrcad may not have “perfected” its abandonment before the
ICC in no way undermines the jurisdiction of the Commission. In
this instance, Conrail’s application 1is based on two factual
premises 1) that it has made the management decision to discontinue
train serviée on the Enola Branch and 2) that the ICC has agreed
with Conrail’s decisicn. These factual foundations must be
distinguished from the legal issue of whether the Commission has
the statutory authority to permit abolition of the crossings. The
Public Utility Code gives the Commission the authority to regqulate
abolition of the crossings. 66 Pa. C.S. §27C2. There is no
condition in the statute which requires line abandonment as a
prerequisite to crossing abolition. Id. If, in this case, it
should develop that the ICC did not authorize abandonment of the
line, there would be no impact on this Commission’s jurisdiction.
The failure to “perfect” ICC line abandonment would only mean that
Conrail did not prove the truth of one of its factual allegations.
I hasten to add that even without “perfecting” abandonment there
would be sufficient proof that the crossings could be abolished.

More specifically, Conrall has proven that it made a management
decision to discontinue train service on the line and that the rail

equipment (e.g. tracks, ties, etc.) has been removed. This
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situation is no diffefent than the abelition of crossings when the
road is closed or relocated.

With respect to the .arguments directed to the
interaction between NHPA and the ICC, I agree with Conrail in part.
In actuality, the parties agree with the some of the basic legal
premises. First, they agree that the NHPA was applicable to the
ICC (and its successor, the STB). Second, they agree that, if the
ICC attached a post abandonment condition to its order, Conrail
would be required to ocbey it.

The first fact to ascertain is, what did the ICC order?

In its Decision, at Consolidated Rail Corporation--Abandonment

Exemption--Lancaster and Chester Counties, PA, at Docket No. AB-167

(Sub-No. 1095X) (Slip Op., decided February 14, 1990) (See,
Attachment A to Conrail Brief.), the ICC imposed a historic use
condition which required Conrail to complete the 106 process. The
basis for the condition was that the Pennsylvania Historical and
Museum Commission had not completed its review.of the 83 bridges on
the line. Slip op. at 4. The abandonmenﬁ was also conditioned in
part on a traii use provision depending on the outcome of
negotiations with Lancaster County. Id. at 2-5. After the
expiration of certain extensions for negotiation_ granted to.
Lancaster County, the ICC issued a decision at the same docket
number which specified that the trail use condition, imposed on

February 22, 1990, was vacated, and Conrail was permitted to
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abandon the line. Decision, decided April 14, 1993 (Slip Op.).
See, Attachment C to Conrail Brief. There was no mention of the
106 process.

One other ICC Order impacted this issue. In Ex Parte No.

55 (Sub-No. 22A) Implementation Of Envirconmental Laws, 375 ICC

Reports 807 (July 18, 1991} (See, Conrail Ex. No. 7), the ICC
specified that any delaying conditions that it imposed under NHPA
in rail abandonment cases would not extend beyond 330 days. Id. at
827. Further, the ICC recognized that it had limited power to
protect historic property which came within its jurisdiction. Id.
at 828-829. The 330 day limit in the order was codified in the ICC
regulations. 49 C.F.R. §1105.8(f). (I note that the regulation
existed as early as 1991. 3See, 49 C.F.R. Part 1105, Source.)

Frankly, the record is not entirely clear as to whether
Conrail fully complied with the historic filing requirements as set
forth in the regulation. 49 C.F.R. §1105.8(d). However, there can
be no doubt that more than 330 days past between the entry of the
stay . on February 14, 1990 (Attachment A} and the final order
allowing abandonment on April 14, 1993 (Attachment C). Thus, it
appears that the operation of the ICC regulation renders the NHPA
compliance argument moot.

Even though I find that the question of compliance with
NHPA is mcoot, I hasten to add my agreement with Conrail’s

willingness to complete the ™“106 process” as defined by the FAST
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witness, Ms. Barrett. Given the contentious nature of the parties,
Conrail would be well served by investing the minimal effort needed
to end this portion cf the controversy.

Accordingly and in the alternative, I conclude that,
Conrall having completed its abandonment proceeding before the ICC,

there 1s no impediment to the exercise of this Commission’s

jurisdiction over grade crossings. Public Utility Code, 66 Pa.
C.5. §2702.
B. The Settlements

1. Introduction

Both of the settlements explain the responsibilities of
the parties in a clear, straight forward manner. Each settlement
specifically designates how the responsibilities for each crossing
were assigned to the Townships and/or PennDOT.

Before reviewing those terms, some general comments are
needed to identify the parties’ positions. In general, Conrail
agreed to convey the entire rail line in segments to the Townships
through which the line passed. In addition, Conrail will give each
township a lump sum of money related to the condition of the
Ccrossings. Conrail, PennDOT, DCNR, the Townships and Lancaster
County all support the settlements. The majority of the crossing
structures are retained in place. As will be explained in more
detail below, those structures which present serious safety hazards

will be removed.
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Cpposition to the settlements comes in two forms from
opposite extremes. At one extreme is FAST and HPT which argue
that, while a minimal number of crossings must be replaced, the
settlements allow for too many of the crossing structures to be
removed. They argue that the settlements ignored the need to
preserve all of the historic structures, as well as the continuity
of the right-of-way for trail purposes. FAST B., pp. 7-19. At the
other extreme was the Staff. The Staff position 1is that the
potential for a trail in this location is speculative and that the
public would be best served by removing all rail over highway
structures. Staff B., pp. 26-30. These arguments will be examined
in more detail below.

2. Crossing Structures To Be Demolished

Having reviewed the parties’ positiocns, I have adopted
the descriptions provided by the Townships .and PennDOT with minor
editing below. There is one major change to the plan contemplated
by the settlements: My review of the record indicates that the
bridge at Crossing No. 2 must be removed also.

According to the Stipulations of Settlement, Conrail is
to demolish the structures at Crossing Nos. 4, 10, 15, 16, 21 and
26. As discussed below, Bart Township will replace the crossing
structure at Crossing No. 7A (Lamparter Road) with a roadway placed
cn fill. 1In addition, the PennDOT settlement calls for PennDOT to

demolish the crossing structure at Crossing No. 17. Finally, at
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Crossing No. 27, Martic Township will be called upon to demolish
the structure only if a realignment of the roadway is not achieved.

a. Crossing No. 2

The settlements would preserve the bridge carrying
Orchard Buck Road (T-974) over the former rail line in Sadsbury
Township. Conrail Ex. No. 6A, p. 3, T 2.6. The settlement
continues Sadsbury’s maintenance responsibilities as set forth in
Commission Order, at Docket No. C-80021865, entered April 30, 1981.
Cenrail St. No. 1, Xing 2, 1 6. Bowever, Conrail’s testimony
describes the bridge as a wood and steel, one lane structure with a
wood deck which has outlived its usefulness. The bridge 1is
currently posted for a ten ton weight 1limit. Conrail recommends
that it be replaced or removed in the near future. Id. 991 4 and 7.
Conrail’s testimony is corroborated by the Staff. Staff St. No. 1,
pp. 8-~10. Staff Ex. Nos. 4-5. Under these circumstances, I find
that the public safety is best protected by the removal of the
bridge and its replacement with a road on fill.

In coming to this conclusion, I have not ignored the
Township testimony that the bridge was rencovated in 1981 and that
traffic is estimated at 20 cars and/or 1light trucks and 5
pedestrians per day. Sadsbury St. No. 1, p. 5. Unfortunately,
even the light traffic count and the 16 year old rencovation cannot
counter-balance the engineering testimony which places the public

safety at risk. Accordingly, I recommend that the Township be
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required to remove the structure and place the highway on fill at
its sole cost and expense within two years of the entry date of the
Commission’s final order.

b. Crossing No. 4

Crossing 4 1is a steel girder bridge over State Route
2021, White Oak Road. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 8. S.R. 2021 is a two
{2) lane, 16' wide roadway with an ADT of 589 wvehicles. Truck
traffic constitutes 29% of the daily traffic. PennDOT St. No. 1,
p. 9. This crossing is not adequate.to safely accommodate traffic.
The horizontal clearance is to 30'2”. The primary constraint at
the crossing is the vertical clearance of 13" 11". PennDCT St. No.
1, p. 10. The required vertical clearance is 14 8",
PennDOT Ex. No. 2. Since there is restricted vertical clearance,
the structure should be removed in accordance with Conrail Exhibit
6B. Conrail Ex. No. 6B, p. 4; Tr. 711, 853. PennDOT will maintain
the rocadway. Conrail Ex. No. 6B, p. 7; PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 1ll.

FAST opposed this solution. It argued that the bridge
at Crossing No. 4 could be Jjacked to eliminate the wvertical
clearance problen. FAST claimed that it had submitted cost
estimates and details for jacking steel girder bridges. FAST B.,
p. 13.

Unfortunately, FAST’s estimates and details did not
provide as viable a solution as FAST represented. FAST's engineer

provided an initial construction improvement cost estimate for
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Crossing No. 4 of $14,380.00. Wilson Ex. B, Bridge Related Trail
Improvement Summary. That estimate did not include a prorata share
of construction inspection costs (Total: $45,00.00), contingencies
{Total: $55,00.00), yearly maintenance costs (Total: $20,200.00)
and bi-annual inspections ($1,000.00/bridge). Wilson Ex. B,
Opinion Of Probable Cost Summary. In addition, Mr., Wilson, the
engineer, provided a generalized steel bridge Jjacking estimate of
$16,000.00 per bridge. Wilson Ex. B. However, I have concluded
that FAST did not provide sufficient information to accurately
determine the true cost of retaining this structure. My conclusion
is supported by Mr. Wilson’s exhibit in which he provided the

following disclaimer:

NOTE: SUPERSTRUCTURE JACKING OF SINGLE SPAN
STEEL  BRIDGES IS NOT INCLUDED IN THIS
ESTIMATE. IF ADDITIONAL UNDERCLEARANCE IS
REQUIRED AT ANY OF THESE BRIDGES THE COST OF
REPLACEMENT VERSUS JACKING WILL BE STUDIED TC
JDETERMINE THE MOST COST EFFECTIVE SOLUTION.

Wilson Ex. B, Opinion Of Prcbable Cost Summary. Based upon all of
the evidence, I find that it would be in the public interest to

abolish the crossing and order the structure removed.

C. Crossing No. 7A

As noted above, Bart Township's petition to amend was
consolidated with the application proceeding. Bart Township
supported ‘its Petition with wverified factual assertions which

demonstrated generally that: the cost of the Mount Pleasant Road
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bridge culvert installation was substantially more expensive than
anticipated; Bart Township did not have the necessary funds to
complete another very expensive culvert installation; FAST's Master
Park Plan indicated that at-grade crossings would be sufficient to
provide for trail use; a continucus at-grade crossing at Lamparter
Road would be physically possible without a culvert installation:
the crossing “depth” was approximately 20 feet as copposed to the
approximate 50 feet depth at the Mount Pleasant Road crossing; a
12:1 approach grade was physically possible at the Lamparter Road
crossing, where such crossing was not possible at the Mount
Pleasant Road location; the Mount Pleasant Road culvert had become
an attractive nuisance and had caused safety problems; and there
was a substantial chance that there may not be a trail owned,
operated and sponscred by FAST.

In addition, at the hearings held on June 11 and 12,
1997, Bart Township provided additional substantial evidence
concerning 1its request for a modification of the prior Bart
Stipulation and Order at Docket No. C€-00913256, Ray Marvin set
forth Bart Township’s position with respect to the prior Bart
Stipulation of Settlement in this matter:

At the time of the 1993 {RBart] Stipulation,

Bart Township, and the other parties to the

[Bart] Stipulation, were under the factual

impression that FAST would acguire the Enola

Branch Line from Conrail and operate it as a

recreational trail. As of the date of the

1997 [Townships] Stipulation of Settlement,

Conrail entered intec a binding contractual

agreement to convey the Encla Branch to Bart
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Township and the other Townships party to that
[Townships] Stipulation of Settlement. As
such, the conditions have changed dramatically
from the date of the entry of the 1993 [Bart]
Stipulation, which required a culvert.
Because FAST will not own the real estate, and
because Bart Township has no intention to
provide pedestrian access through the fill via
a culvert, the 1%93 (Bart] Stipulation should
be vacated and the 1997 [Townships]
Stipulation of Settlement should be approved.
Bart Township, in entering into the earlier
stipulation, relied upon the representations
of FAST that it would be the recipient of the
real property associated with this crossing.
Because Bart Township will become the owner of
the Line, because no culvert crossing 1is
necessary and because the placement of the
culvert is prohibitively expensive, the 1997
[Townships] Stipulation of Settlement in the
instant matter should be approved without the
requirement of the placement of a culvert.

Bart Township Statement No. 1, p. 10. In addition, on cross-
examination, Mr. Marvin explained very succinctly Bart Township’s
position with respect to Lamparter Boad. Tr. 626, 635-36.

Bart Township argued in favor of granting the petition
as follows:

The Public Utility Code provides that:

The Commission may, at any
time, after notice and after
opportunity to be heard as provided
in this chapter, rescind or amend
any order made by 1it. Any order
rescinding or amending a prior order
shall, when served upon the person,
corperation, or municipal
corporation affected and, after
notice thereof is given to the other
parties to the proceedings, have the
same effect as 1s herein provided
for original orders.”
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Obviously, FAST and the other parties to the
Bart Stipulation and to the proceeding at
Docket No. C-00913256 have had ample notice
and opportunity to be heard with respect tc
the request of Bart Township to rescind or
amend the prior Bart Stipulation and Tentative
Decision and Orders approving it. FAST’ s
untimely answer® to Bart Township’s Petition
opposes the Petition on the basis that the
trail is a “near certainty” and is “many times
closer to opening.” The -fact that FAST will
not get funding or take title to the property
or manage a trail in Bart Township (see
Exhibit TWP 10) demonstrates conclusively that
the factual basis for the Bart Stipulation at
Docket No. C-00913256 has changed drastically.
Therefore, Bart Township’s request for relief
should be granted and the Order entered at
C-00913256 should be amended consistent with
the Townships Stipulation.

The primary reason for the Bart
Stipulation was that FAST had planned to own
and operate a trail through Bart Township.
The culverts were expected to provide a means
for trail users to pass beneath the
reconstructed Lamparter Road crossing.
Subsequent to the signing of the Stipulation,
Conrail’s plans to convey the property to FAST
changed. FAST will no longer be taking title
to the Conrail property; nor will FAST be
operating a trail project in Bart Township.
As such, the expensive and unnecessary culvert
crossing should not be regquired to Dbe
constructed by Bart Township. As Mr. Marvin
testified, in the.event of future trail use, a
slope as gentle as 12:1 may easily be
constructed along the Lamparter Road fill
area. (N.T. 6206) Furthermore, a crossing
constructed without a culvert will allow
unlimited tonnage to use Crossing 7A. FAST's
own Master Park Plan allows for at-grade
crossings. Where, as here, the crossing
structure is only 19 feet above the former
grade of the railway, a safe and sufficient
at-grade crossing can be constructed in the
event of any future trail use. It alsc should
be noted that a roadway on fill without a
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culvert already exists at Crossing No. 8.
{(Bart Township Statement 1, p. 13)

As a final note, the disposition of the
Lamparter Road crossing without the
requirement of a culvert 1is an integral part
of the complex and delicate balance of
interests that led to the Townships
Stipulation. Clearly, Bart Township has,
through its Petition and subsegquent evidence
in this proceeding, demonstrated the change in
circumstances required by the Commission for
the granting of petitions for reconsideration
under 66 Pa. C.S. §703(qg) .

“ 66 Pa. C.S5. §703(q).
2 FAST filed a response to Bart Township’s
Petition on May 26, 1995, 21 days after the
filing of Bart Township’'s Petition and 11 days
late. 52 Pa. Code §5.572.

%%see Phillip Duick et at. v. Pennsylvania Gas
& Electric Company; 56 P,U.C. 553 (1982); AT&T
v. Pa. PUC, 568 A.2d 1362 (Pa. Cmwlth. 1990).

Township B., pp. 20-22.

argued:

FAST opposed granting Bart Township’s petition,

Bart has not shown the material changes
of fact or law sufficient to justify vacating
the Order approving the installation o¢f a
pedestrian culvert at Lamparter Road. (See 52
Pa. Code Section 5.571(b}). Bart states as
justification for vacating the Order:

"At the time of 1993
Stipulation Bart Township and the
other parties to the Stipulation,
were under the factual impression
that FAST would acquire the Enola
Branch Line from Conrail and operate
it as a recreatiocnal trail.

Bart Township in entering into the
earlier Stipulation, relied upon the
representations of FAST that it
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would be the recipient of the real

property associated with this
property."”
(Bart Township Statement 1, at 10). The

record throughout those proceedings reflects
that the County, not FAST contemplated
ownership of the line at the time period
involved. The Stipulation to put in the
culvert was signed March 5, 1993. In fact
Lancaster County was negotiating with Conrail
to acquire the line during March of 1993.
{Conrail Statement 1, Answer to Question 2).
The Commission in 1its discussion o¢of the
history of +the case noted that FAST, as
intervenor,

"identified itself as a '"grass roots
group of Lancaster County citizens
organized to promote, publicize,
assist, and encourage"” the
conversion of Ceonrail's Enola Branch
line to a public recreational
trail."”

Tentative decision adopted June 10, 1997.)

Bart's current intent to own the line does not
negate the need to consider the proposed trail
when reconfiguring this crossing. Nowhere has
Bart submitted expert evidence tc support
Supervisor Marvin's perscnal opinion that
excluding the pedestrian crossing and ramping
of the fill could safely accommodate trail use
at a constructed at-grade intersection with
motor vehicles. (NT 623). Bart has not
offered sufficient justification for wvacating
the pricr Order and substituting the
Township's Stipulation at paragraph 3.6 which
makes no provision for trail/highway crossing.

FAST B., pp. 17-18.

Bart Township properly identified the source of the
standard which it must meet to have 1ts petition granted. In Duick

v. Pennsylvania Gas and Water Company, 56 Pa. P.U.C. 553 (1982)
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this Commission set forth the standard for granting a petition for
reconsideration. The Commission stated:

What we expect to see raised in such petitions

are new and novel arguments, not previously

heard, or considerations which appear to have

been overlooked or not addressed by the

Commission. Absent such matters being

presented, we consider it unlikely that a

party will succeed in persuading us that our

initial decision on a matter or 1issue was

either unwise or in error.
Id. at 559. I find that Bart Township has met its burden. I was
the presiding officer for the previous consclidated complaint cases
from which the prior stipulation resulted. At that time Bart
Township did not contempliate ownership of any portion of the line.
The parties were operating under the theory that FAST was gathering
the needed funding to buy the line and that the trail would be
forthcoming in the near future. Subsequently, developments at the
application docket demonstrated that the plan offered by FAST would
not come to fruition. The two major changes are that Bart and the
other Townships will acquire title and that several of the
structures will be removed pursuant to the settlements. Thus, the
“*need” for a grade separated trail at this location {(according to
the FAST plan) has been substantially reduced. I hasten to add
that the continued ownership of the line by the Townships will
allow the preservation of the corridor for future development of

the line into a trail. T also find it persuasive that the culvert

installed at the adjacent crossing (Mount Pleasant Road} has
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already become an attractive nuisance which in the abksence of a
bona fide trail has required Bart Township to install barricades.
I accept the representations of the Bart witness that, in the event
a trail is built on the line, the trail can be brought up to the
road level using a twelve to one slope.

Finally, I note the testimony of the Bart Township
witness about the condition of the bridge carrying the road over
the former rail line. He stated:

The crossing structure at Crossing No. 7A 1is

in unsatisfactory condition. In the opinion

of Bart Township, the bridge is inadequate for

vehicular traffic and must be replaced,

repaired or closed. ... Bart Township feels

very strongly that this bridge needs immediate

attention, should be removed, and the roadway

continued on fill.

Bart Township St. No. 1, p. 9. 1In view of this testimony, I find a
critical portion of the settlement is lacking. There is no time
limit on the Township to complete the work.

Accordingly, I find that the pricr Commission order
should be modified to accommodate the removal of the Lamparter Road
structure and its replacement with fill as per the settlement.
Conrail Ex. No. 6A, pp. 4-5, 13.6. Given the Township’s evidence,
I recommend that the project be completed within one year of the

entry date of the Commission’s final order.

d. Crossing No. 10

Crossing No. 10 is a masonry arch over S.R. 2015,

Pumping Station Road. S.R. 2015 is a two (2} lane, 1l6' wide,
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asphalt highway with an ADT of 238 vehicles. PennDOT St. No. 1,
pp. 14-15. The minimum vertical clearance is 12' 4" at the edge of
rocadway. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 19. The minimum required vertical
clearance 1is 14' 6", PennDQT Ex. 2. Since the structure is a
concrete arch, the structure cannot be raised to improve vertical
clearance. Tr. 852. This c¢rossing sheould be abolished'with the
structure removed in accordance with Conrail Exhibit 6B. Conrail
Ex. No. 6B, p. 2. PennDOT will maintain the roadway. PennDOT St.
No. 1, p. 20; Conrail Ex. No. 6B, p. 7.

FAST opposed the demolition of this historic stone arch
structure because the solution gave no consideration to other
alternatives, including regrading and lowering the roadway to
increase underclearance. Again, FAST referred to Mr. Wilson’s cost
estimate to retain the bridge for trail use. FAST B., pp. 13-14.

Although the numbers change somewhat, my analysis of Mr.
Wilson’s cost estimate remains the same as above: He didn’t
provide enough specific information to know what the costs would be
for retaining this particular bridge. In addition, I find a
fundamental inconsistency with the FAST position: FAST accepts the
fact that there is a vertical clearance problem. However, no FAST
witness, and especially not Mr. Wilson, provided any information on
the position FAST now advocates, 1i.e. detailed plans and cost
estimates for alternatives. If FAST wished to present alternatives

for the Commission’s consideration, it had its opportunity to do so
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at the hearings. Having failed to present that evidence, FAST
cannot now complain  that the Commission should consider
alternatives which are not presented of record.

Based upon all of the evidence of record, I find that it
would be in the public interest to abolish the crossing and order
the structure removed.

e. Crossing No. 15

Crossing No. 15 involves a Township road, ©Oak Bottom
Road, in Providence Township. The crossing consists of a stone
arch and is to be removed by Conrail. Vertical clearance is only
1178, Providence Twp. St. 1, p. 9; Conrail St. No. 1, Xing No.
15, 9q4. The record demonstrates that the bridge’s inadequate
vertical <clearance ©prevents fire protection equipment from
negotiating the opening. Providence Twp. St. 1, p. 10. This
constriction places a nearby the residential community and 1its
occupants in a precarious position 1in the event of a fire.
Providence Twp. St. 1, p. 10. Mr. Duvall, the Providence witness,
testified that there is a "“definite need” for the removal of the
Oak Bottom Road structure and that removal would “not interfere
with the continuity of the trail because with the arch out the road
could be filled in level and it would be at-grade of the rail, or
very close.” Tr. 660. FAST also acknowledged that the crossing
must be modified to accommodate emergency vehicles. FAST Exhibit

B, Master Park Plan, p. 35.
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Furthermore, Mr. Duvall testified that the design of the
Master Park Plan is unrealistic and impossible because the FAST
design requires acquisition of private land and the filling in of a
large stormwater detention facility. Tr. 661-62. Mr. Flink, the
designer of the Master Park Plan, conceded that under the FAST Plan
emergency vehicles would have to stop and unlock and remove
barriers before entering the crossing. Tr. 441. Thus, while the
parties tec the settlements carefully have considered and evaluated
the need for the crossing structure at. OCak Bottom Road to be
removed, FAST has suggested an ‘“alternative” that would add
precious minutes to emergency response time and would require
condemnation o©of private land and the difficult task of
reconfiguration or receonstruction of a stormwater detention pond.

Based upon all of the evidence of record, I find that it
would be in the public interest to abolish the crossing and order
the structure removed.

F. Crossing No. 16

Crossing 16 1s a masonry arch over S.R. 0222, Beaver
Valley Pike. S.R. 0222 is a two (2) lane, 24" wide, concrete
paved highway with an ADT of 8,677 vehicles of which 8% are
trucks. PennDOT St. No. 1, pp. 31-32. There 1s restricted
horizontal and vertical clearance which warrant the removal of the
structure in the interest of public safety. PennDOT St. No.

1, pp. 33-34. This crossing should be abolished with the structure
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removed 1in accordance with Conrail Exhibit 6B. Conrail Ex. No.
6B, p. 3; PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 34. No other alternatives were
offered to addresé the clearance restrictions. Since the structure
is a concrete arch, the structure cannct be raised to improve
vertical clearance. Tr. 852. PennDOT will maintain the roadway.
PennDOT St. Neo. 1, p. 35; Conrail Ex. No. 6B, p. 7.

Even though the Master Park Plan offered by FAST as
Flink Exhibit B contemplates the removal of this structure, FAST
opposed this portion of the settlement because the parties failed
to provide for a pedestrian bridge tc move traill users safely
across this busy highway. FAST pointed out that it had already
procured funding to build the proposed pedestrian bridge. FAST
B., pp. 15-16.

There are three responses to the FAST objection. First,
assuming that a trail is eventually constructed, nothing in the
settlements precludes the installation of a pedestrian bridge
after the crossing is abolished. Second, the- conduits for the
funding prdcured by FAST (i.e. PennDOT and Lancaster County)
should continue to have the option to fund a pedestrian bridge
with or without FAST’s participation. Third, I find it very
persuasive that FAST’s own plan designated this structure for
removal. Under these circumstances, I see no need to burden any
party with the responsibility of constructing a pedestrian bridge

at this location at this time.
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Based upon all of the evidence, I find it in the public
interest to abolish the crossing and order the structure removed.

g. Crossing No. 17

As to Crossing No. 17, Fairview Road, a state road, it
appears that all parties acknowledge that this bridge ought to be
removed due to its poor condition and the need for a realignment of
the roadway. FAST Ex. B, Master Park Plan, p. 34} Staff St. No. 1,
pp. 52, 53; Conrail Ex. No. 6B, p. 5; Conrail Ex. No. 1, Xing No.
17, 991 4,7.

While I agree with the parties that this structure
should be removed, I note there 1is a critical flaw in the
settlements and comments of the parties. This crossing is not
safe. The PennDOT witness testified as follows:

The crossing 1is not adequate to accommodate
the highway traffic. S$.R. 3016 at the subject
crossing passes over the railrocad on a pony
truss which provides 19.0 feet clear between
the curb lines. Each highway approach has a
sharp horizontal curve at the end of the
subject bridge. The vertical alignment on
each highway apprcach 1is also ascending
rapidly toward the Dbridge. Both  the
horizontal and vertical alignments are very
poor and dangerous for vehicular traffic.
There 1is no load restriction posted at the
bridge. The Department’s opinion 1is that the
sight distances are not adequate for either
the horizontal or vertical alignments. The
Department agrees to remove the existing
structure and to realign the highway at its
sole cost and expense, 1n accordance with
Conrail Exhibit [6B]. The estimated cost to
do the work is $750,000.00.
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PennDOT St. No. 1, pp. 38-39. Given this description there can be

no doubt that the bridge must be removed. However, the crucial
missing factor 1s the time frame. There are some mitigating
factors. First, PennDOT has agreed to maintain the structure.

Second, the bridge has no posted load limit. Third, there have no
reported accidents at the bridge, yet.

Taking these factors into consideration, I have two
recommendations: First, PennDOT be required to review the warning
signs on the approaches to the bridge and, based on that review,
immediately supplement those signs with whatever signs and pavement
markings (in accordance with current PennDOT standards) are needed
to warn approaching vehicles of the danger. This task should be
completed within thirty days of entry of the Commission’s final
order in this case. Second, the removal of the bridge should be
completed within two years of the entry of the Commission’s final
order.

Based upon all of the evidence, I find it in the public

interest to abolish the crossing and order the structure removed.

h. Crossing No. 21
Crossing No. 21, Hollow Road {(West), involves a
Providence Township roadway. This stone arch bridge carried the

railroad over the roadway and is to be removed according to the
Townships settlement by Conrail for safety reasons within one year.

Conrail Ex. No. 6A, p. 8, 96.10 and p. 13, 910.4; Providence Twp.
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St. 1, p. 20; Staff St. No. 1, pp. 62-63. As Mr. Duvall noted in
his testimony, there are sericus concerns regarding restricted
sight distance and the 1nability of school buses to negotiate
Crossing No. 21 safely. Providence Twp. St. 1, p. 20. Large
transport vehicles, such as fuel trucks and milk delivery trucks,
are similarly unable to negotiate the crossing safely because of
restricted sight distance. Providence Twp. St. 1, p. 21.
Providence Township suggests that 1t will be possible to construct
a safe at-grade crossing in the event of future trail use. See,
FAST Ex. B, Master Park Plan, p. 37 - design detail for typical at-
grade intersections, which would be feasible for Crossing No. 21.

FAST opposed the removal of this structure and argued as
follows:

At Hollow Rcad, Providence Township,
crossing No. 21, a stone-arch historic bridge,
in good <condition and able to function
indefinitely {Conrail Statement Answer to
Question 7) the Stipulation proposes to
demolish the bridge, realign the road and
slope embankments 2:1. Consistent with FAST
bridge improvement summary (Master Park Plan;
Wilson Exhibit B), a better solution to save
the historic bridge and safely accommodate
public use would be to realign the road as
proposed, regrade and lower the roadway, place
appropriate signage (for example, Yield to on-
coming traffic or a stop sign), and keep the
bridge.

FAST B., pp. 12-13,

First, I note that FAST did not provide any record

citations for the suggestions made in its brief. Even if it had,
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the position would be of no avail. Mr. Duvall, the Providence
Township witness, testified that school buses have no sight
clearance to enter under the bridge and must travel through the
center of the arch. Tr. 660. In other words, the bus must
straddle the centerline to pass under the arch. Under these
circumstances no realignment of the roadway will cure the
centerline problemn. I find that the removal of the arch will
eliminate the wvertical clearance probklem and allow for easier
unrestricted alignment of the rcocad in the future. Based upon all
of the evidence, I find it in the public interest to abolish the
crossing and order the structure removed.

i. Crossing No. 26

Crossing No. 26, Sigman Road, a township road 'in
Providence Township, inveclves a below-grade crossing with a steel
girder bridge carrying the railrcad over the highway. Conrail
will demolish this crossing structure within one year of the entry
of a final Commission Order. Providence Twp. St. 1, p. 29;
Conrail Ex. No. 637, p. 9, 16.15 and p. 13, 910.4. The vertical
clearance at this structure is only 11’3” and clearly inadequate.
Providence Twp. St. 1, p. 28; Conrail St. No. 1, Xing No. 26,
994,7; staff st. Nc. 1, p. 72. As with Crossing No. 21, an at-
grade crossing could be established to allow for future trail use.
FAST Ex. B, Master Park Plan, p. 37.

FAST opposed the removal of this bridge as follows:
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In contrast, the steel girder bridge at

Sigman Road, Providence Township, crossing No.

26 is 11'3" wvertical clearance, and Conrail

asserts although the bridge is somewhat

deteriorated, it is satisfactory for non-rail

use. (Answer to question 7, Crossing No. 26).

Nevertheless, without any consideration of

alternatives like Jacking the bridge, or

piping the stream to improve clearances,

Conrail will demolish this usable structure.

FAST proposed to upgrading of the structure

and crossing area for public vuse. (FAST

Exhibit B, Master Park Plan).

FAST B., p. 12.

Although there is some discrepancy in the descriptions
of the bridge, no one calls it good. FAST's evidence is
inconsistent. In the Master Park Plan it 1is rated “marginal”.
FAST Ex. B, p. 9, Table 2. FAST'’s engineer rated the bridge
“poor”. Wilson Ex. B, Bridge Inventory - 14 Bridges .... I note
that FAST is again recommending jacking to improve the vertical
clearance problem. Unfortunately, its recommendation is subject
to the same flaws as I noted for the same suggestion for Crossing
No. 4 above. Its cost estimates are incomplete. Further, and as
noted above, its bridge engineer recommends comparing replacement
costs to rehabilitation costs when Jjacking is involved. Wilson
Ex. B, Opinion Of Probable Cost Summary. On the other hand, I
have three witnesses (Conrail, Providence Township and Staff) who
are recommending removal. Under these circumstances and based

upon all of the evidence, I find it in the public interest to

abolish the crossing and order the structure removed.
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j. Crossing No. 27

Crossing No. 27 1is a masonry arch over S.R. 0324,
Marticville Road. S.R. 0324 is a two (2) lane, 18' wide, asphalt
paved highway with an ADT of 2052 vehicles of which 9% are trucks.
PennDOT St. No. 1, pp.. 61-63. This crossing 1is not adequate to
safely accommodate traffic due to restricted horizontal and
vertical clearénces. PennDOT St. No. 1, p. 64. Conrail St. No. 1,
Xing No. 27, 94. Martic Township, Lancaster County and PennDOT are
working together on a realignment project at this crossing. Ms.
Palmoski testified at length concerning Lancaster County’s support
(including financial support) for the reconstruction of an at-grade
crossing at Crossing No. 27 in order to accomplish a badly needed
realignment of the roadway. Tr. 566-570. The settlements also
provide that the structure will be removed to improve safety at the
intersection if the realignment is not possible within two (2)
years after entry of a final order approving the Townships
settlement. Conrail Ex. No. 6A, pp. 9-10 97.3 and Conrail Ex. Nco.
6B, p. 3. In such case, Martic Township agreed to remove the
structure within one (1} vyear of notice by PennDOT that the
realignment will not happen. Conrail Ex. No. 6A, pp. 9-10 17.3.
If the roadway at Crossing No. 27 1is realigned, even FAST
acknowledges that an at-grade crossing would be recommended for any
future trail use. FAST Ex. B, Master Park Plan, Summary Matrix:

Bridge Inventory, Table 2, M.P. 23.04. In the event of roadway
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realignment, there will be no financial incentive for Martic
Township to remove the former stone arch crossing structure, as it
will no longer be used by vehicular traffic. Martic Twp. St. 1,
p. 4. The terms of the settlement give Martic Township the
maintenance responsibility for the structure while the decisional
process 1is being completed. PennDOT will retain maintenance
responsibility for the roadway. Conrail Ex. No. 6A, pp. 9-10 17.3.

FAST was not content with the settlement terms for this
crossing either. It argued as follows:

At Route 324 in Martiec Township,
Crossing No. 27, the consensus, including
FAST, was that road alignment and poor sight
distance present safety problems. PADOT,
Conrail the Townships, FAST and the County
have all proposed the preferable soluticn of
creating an at-grade crossing by realigning
the road east of the crossing structure to
alleviate these safety problems. The propesal
in the Stipulations 1s very speculative,.
(Paragraph 7.3) Site condition improvements
will hinge solely on future funding for the
project, which is extremely uncertain
according to the Stipulation. The Commission
is asked to give up Jurisdiction having no
definite future configuration of this
crossing. If funding for realignment does not
come  through, the fallback plan totally
disregards the safety of future trail users
who would have to cross at-grade over a sharp

turn with minimal sight distance. FAST has
offered a solution that would provide for
retention of this historic structure,

assurance of safety for the motoring public
and future trail users, and reuse of the
bridge. See drawing at Master Park Plan, Fast
Exhibit B, page 33). The Commission could be
assured of a safe configuration of this
crossing by ordering PADOT to realign the road
with retention of the bridge, as part of its
Order in this case. Lancaster County has
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offered to contribute funding toward
realignment (NT 566-571).
FAST B., pp. 14-15.

I agree with FAST in part. The events which trigger the
demolition of the bridge are not well defined. Based upon the
evidence, I find it to be in the public interest to abolish the
crossing with the removal of the structure and consistent with the
terms of the settlements. More specifically, I recommend that
Martic Township be required to remove the structure within three
years of entry of a final Commission order, unless a contract for
the realignment of S.R. 0324 has been let by PennDOT within two
years of the entry of the final order. With this refinement
Martic Township should understand that the bridge must be removed
by a date certain. Martic’'s responsibility will not be obviated
unless PennDOT acts within the two years limit.

One final noﬁe, I cannot accept FAST’s speculation about
the possible sight distance problem for a trail user on a trail
which has not been built. Obviously, FAST’s trail design for this
crossing cannot be determinative. When and if a trail is built,
the crossing configuration can be designed to accommodate a safe
Crossing.

3. Crossing Structures To Remain In Place

The settlements allow the remaining crossing structures

te stay in place, designate the party(ies) responsible for
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maintenance and set forth the pricor Commission QOrders which

determined maintenance, when applicable.

a. Crossings Subject To Prior Orders
The following chart sets forth all of the remaiing
crossings which are subject to prior orders.
TABLE NO. 1
Crossing Stipulation Street Name Municipality Commission
Number Page No. Docket and
Entry Date
1 Conrail 6A, Georgetown Bart A-00105671
p. 4, 91 3.5 Road SR 0896 May 16, 1990
8 Conrail B6A, Hollow Road Bart C-00913225
p. 5, 9 3.7 June 25, 19%2
11 Conrail 6A, Hess Road Eden A-00107709
p. 5, 1 4.5 Dec. 28, 1987
A-00111016
March 7, 1995
12 Conrail 6A, State Street Quarryville A-00104032
p. 6, 95.3 SR 0372 June 21, 1990
Conrail 6B,
p- 6, 1 (a)
18 - | Conrail: 6A, Cinder Road Providence A-00104797
p- 7, 1&6.7 SR 3015 Sept. 8, 1988
Conrail 6B,
p- 6, T (b)
19 Conrail 6A, Truce Road Providence A-00104797
pp- 7. 1 6.8 {formerly Sept. 8, 1988
Conrail 6B, Rawlinsville
p.- 6, 1 (c} Reoad)
SR 3018
20 Conrail 6A, Hollow Road Providence I-00870050
p- 8, 16.9 (East) Sept. 30, 1991
(formerly
Sawmill Recad)
22 Conrail 6A, Sawmill Recad Providence I-00870048
p.- 8, 1 6.11 April 29, 1992
23 Conrail 6A, U.5. Rt. 272 Providence A-00080721
p. 8, 1 6.12 Northbound July 26, 1954
A-00094447
Nev. 18, 1968
24 Conrail 6A, U.S. Rt. 272 Providence A-00080721
p- 8, 1 6.13 Southbound July 26, 1954
A-00094447
Nov. 18, 1968
25 Conrail @&A, Rawlinsville Providence A-00105510
p. 9, 9 6.14 Road Jan. 3, 1985
Conrail 6B, SR 3009 A-(0Cll1016
p. 7 March 7, 1995
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29 Conrail B6A, Colemanville Conestoga C-00860598
p. 11, 9 9.3 Road May 23, 1990
A-00111016
March 7, 1995
30 Conrail B6A, River Hill Conestoga C-00860598
p- 11, 1 S.4 Road May 23, 1990
A-00111016
March 7, 1995

Four of the c¢rossings (11, 25, 29 and 30) have already
been abolished by this Commissicn’s Order at Docket Number
A-00111016, entered March 7, 1995. Therefore, no further action
will be needed. Conrail Ex. No. 6A, pp. 5,9 and 11 99 4.5, 6.14,
9.3 and 9.4.

The settlements modify the remaining above listed orders
where needed. More specifically, at Crossings Nos. 12, 18 and 19,
PennDOT had shared maintenance responsibilities with Conrail by
virtue of the prior orders. fhe settlements now call for PennDQT
to assume maintenance responsibility for Conrail’s portion.
Conrail Ex. No. 6B, pp. 6-7, 91 {a)-(c¢}. In addition, PennDOT has
agreed tc assume maintenance responsibility for the roadway
structure at Crossing No. 7, Georgetown Road, S.R. 08%6, Bart
Township. Conrail Ex. No.'GB, p. 7. All of these crossings involve
state roads.

There is no objection to the abolition of Crossing No. 7
with the structure in place. I agree with the settlements and
recommend abolition of the crossing.

Before Crossings Nos. 18 and 19 can be recommended for

abolition, the maintenance duties must be clarified. Both bridges
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were recently rebuilt, and their respecitive roadways were turned
back to Providence Township. In fact, the state highway portion of
each roadway is limited to the bridges only. The approaches are
currently township roads. Exclusive of snow removal activities,
PennDOT and Conrail shared maintenance responsibilities for the
bridges. Providence Township was responsible for snow removal
activities and the approaches. PennDOT St. No. 1, pp. 41-50.
PennDOT Ex. No. 6, Commission Order, entered September 8, 1988, at
Docket No. A-00104797, pp. 2-3. My reading of the settlements is
that the only change will be that PennDOT will now assume all of
the duties and responsibilities which had been charged to Conrail
by the former Commission Order. Notwithstanding settlement
language which could be construed to the contrary, Providence
Township will continue to be responsible for all snow removal
activities and maintenance of the approaches to the structures.
See, Conrail Ex. No. 6A, pp. 7-8, 99 6.7 and 6.8. With these
clarifications, I recommend that Crossings Nos. 18 and 19 be
abolished with the structures in place.

Before Crossing No. 12 can be recommended for abeolition,
certain arguments will be reviewed in more detail below.

With respect to Bart Township, I note that Crossing
No. 8, Hollow Road was abolished by the prior Commission Order, at
Docket Number C-00913225, entered June 25, 1992. Therefore, no

further action will be needed. Conrail Ex. No. 64, p. 5,9 3.7.
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With respect to Providence Township, it has agreed to
take total responsibility for the structures and roadways at
Crossings Nos. 20 and 22, Ceonrail Ex. No. B6A, p. 8, 11 6.9 and
6.11. There is no objection to these sections of the settlements.
I agree and recommend that Crossing Nos. 20 and 22 can be abolished
with the structures in place.

Although PennDOT will be responsible for maintenance of
the roadway and some currently needed maintenance of the
structures, Providence Township has agreed to be responsible for
the continued maintenance of the structures at Crossings Nos. 23
and 24, U.S. Route 272, northbound and southbound; Conrail Ex. No.
6A, pp. 8-9, 99 6.12 and 6.13. Before these crossings can be
recommended for abolition, certain arguments will be reviewed in
more detall below.

b. Rail Line Crossings Above The Roadway

Crossings Nos. 1, 3, 5, 6, 9, 13, 14, 23, 24, 28 and 31
all involve structures carrying the former rail line over the
roadway. The settlements do not require the removal of any of
these structures.

The Staff disagreed with the disposition of these
crossings and argued as follows:

However, the Bureau disagrees with the
stipulation's proposed disposition of the

remaining rail structures over the highway and

believes that the remainder of these

structures should be removed as well. As set

forth in the Bureau's testimony and exhibits,

there are numerous deficiencies at these
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crossings with regard to roadway width,
shoulder width, sight distance, vertical and
horizontal clearance and horizeontal curvature.
The only permanent way to eliminate these
problems i1s removing the structures so that
roadway improvements can be made at each of
these crossings.

Staff B., pp. 27-28. The Staff contended 1} that the potential for
converting this line to a trail was speculative, 2) that removal of
these structures was not incompatible with the possibility of the
construction of a trail in the future, 3) that the settlements were
really economic decisions which failed to consider crossing safety
and 4) that failure to remove the structures only deferred their
eventual removal. Staff B., pp. 28-30.
FAST agreed with the Staff on Crossing No. 9:

With regard to bridges to be demolished,
the decisions offered in the Stipulations are
arbitrary, and moreover, the record does not
show any real consideration of alternatives to
demolition. For example, Bushong Road in Eden
Township, Crossing No. 9 has a vertical
clearance from the rcadway to the bottom of
the girders of only 10'8"; Conrail states "it
may be that this bridge shculd be raised to a
vertical clearance to better accommodate local
traffic" but "proposes no work to be done to
this structure to provide for a safe highway."
(Conrall Statement 1, Answer to Question 7.)
This bridge is in poor condition (Master Park

Plan, Exhibit B, page 36). FAST's Master Park
Plan proposes removing this bridge and
creating an at-grade crossing {Id). Township

intends to keep this bridge according to the
Township Stipulation, "but Eden has submitted
nothing into the record showing current
condition of the bridge or intended
improvements at the crossing.

FAST B., p. 12.
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I agree with FAST and Staff in part. The following

table presents the minimum vertical clearances (roadway to bottom

of bridge) for four of the crossings.

TABLE NO. 2

Crossing Street Minimum Source
Number Name Vertical
Clearance
3 Brick 11’ 0” Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 3, 94
Mill Road
5 Quaker 131 Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 5, 94
Church
Road
6 Vintage 14r 0" Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 6 4
Road
9 Bushong 1078”7 Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 9 14
Road

PennDOT provided evidence that the standard minimum vertical
clearance for local roads was 14 feet 6 inches. PennDOT Ex. No. 2.
ObviouslyJ none of these crossings meets the standard. Further,
photos of these crossing show absolutely no warning signs for any
of the clearance problems. Staff Ex. Nos. 6, 7, 10, 11, 12, 15 and
16. Accordingly, the Townships will be required to post appropriate
clearance warning signs in advance of and on each structure within
thirty days of the entry of the final Commissicn order.
Crossing No. 31 presents a slightly different problem.

The stone arch vertical clearance exceeds the standard. However,

the horizontal clearance is barely sufficient to allow two cars to
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pass. This condition 1is aggravated by the overall length of the
structure and the near 90 degree turn on one approach. Staff Ex.
No. 50. In other words, oncoming vehicles cannot be seen until
both vehicles are in the arch. There are some mitigating factors:

The road is lightly traveled {less than 50 wvehicles per day) and

only used 1in the warmer months. After the road leaves the
crossing, it dead ends at a flower garden. There are no homes or
businesses to be served. However, the low traffic volume doesn’t

excuse the poor sight distances. Given the low traffic volume and
the structure’s stability, I recommend that the Conestoga Township
be required to post appropriate warning signs on the approaches and
at the entrances to the structure within thirty days of the entry
of the final Commission Order.

I cannot recommend the demolition of all of the
crossings which carried the former rail line over the roadway.
Contrary to Staff’s assertion, I find that there is some potential
for a trail on this line. While the safety of the public at the
crossing 1is paramount, the mere existence of a bridge {(which has a
finite life span) at the c¢rossing does not make the crossing
dangerous or require 1its removal. The Staff position is
unnecessarily restricted to defining “public” as the motoring
public. In this case particularly (and as will be set forth in
more detail below) the Commission 1s required to give some

consideration to the potential fcor trail development. Bridge
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retention is one factor in trail planning and contributes to the
safety of the trail user {i.e. the pedestrian public) at roadway
intersections, If, while a trail 1is being developed, a bridge
becomes dangerous, the settlements give the Townships and PennDOT
the flexibility to remove them. PennDOT and the Townships are
entitled to the assumption that they will act rationally and in the
public interest after the crossings are abolished. Accordingly, I
cannot support the Staff’s per se demolition rule.

With respect to FAST'’s concern about Crossing No. 9, I
find that Bushong‘Road does not provide critical access to any
glven area. More specifically, my examination of the maps of
record indicate that there are alternative roads which serve the
same area as is served by Bushong Road. Conrail Ex. No. 4A.
PennDOT Ex. No. 1. There is no testimony which requires bridge
demolition to allow the passage of school buses, emergency vehicles
or large delivery vehicles, as there was with other crossings.
Vertical clearance is a problem, However, compliance with the
direction to post appreopriate warning signs 1is sufficient to
protect the public at the cressing.

With respect to Crossings Nos. 1 and 14, I note that
PennDOT has agreed to perform certain inspections and safety
upgrade activities, i1f needed. Conrail Ex. No. 6A, p. 4, 99 (a)
and (b). There is no time limit specified in the settlement in

which to finish these tasks. Based on the description of the work,
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I recommend that the tasks be completed within one year of the
entry of the Commission’s final order.

With respect to Crossings Nos. 23 and 24, I ncte that
the settlements do not specify a completion date for the work
PennDOT has agreed to do. At each crossing, PennDOT has agreed to
complete specific safety work and provided cost estimates, as well.
Based on the description of the work and the size of the estimates,
I recommend that the work be completed within one year of the entry
date of the Commission’s final order.

There is one final note o¢f clarification which must be
added about Crcssing No. 23. Both of the settlements specify that
neither Conrail nor PennDOT shall have any further responsibility
for sidewalk maintenance. Conrail Ex. 6A, p. 8, 9 6.12, Conrail
Ex. No. 6B, p. 5, T (e). Only PennDOT’s testimony explains what
will occur: As part of PennDOT' s proposed $280,000.00
rehabilitation and safety related modifications of the crossing, it
will replace the curbs and sidewalks with paved shoulders. PennDOT
St. Nc. 1, p. 55. Nc party has objected to PennDOT’s proposal. I
agree and recommend that upon removal of the sidewalk there will be
no need for further maintenance responsibility.

Subject to the conditions specified in the above
discussion, I recommend that Crossing Nos. 1, 3, 5, 6, 9, 13, 14,

23, 24 and 31 be abelished with the structures in place and
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maintenance responsibilities be apportioned as set forth in the
settlements.

c. Martic Forge Trestle

The Martic Forge Trestle (Crossing No. 28) 1is a huge
bridge which carried the former rail line over River Road in
Conestoga Township, Pequea Creek and Trolley Recad (a private rcad)
in Martic Township. The bridge is a 518 foot long, ll-span, steel
girder bridge which was last rehabilitated in 1946. The bridge
also supports two Amtrak high voltage transmission line structures.
Conrail St. No. 1, Xing 28, 94.

The settlement gilves Martic and Conestoga Townships
joint maintenance responsibility for the bridge. Conestoga retains
responsibility for River Road. In addition, Conrail has agreed to
pay the two Townships $450,000.00 and to remove the high wvoltage
lines from the bridge and relocate the line crossing Pequea Creek
in a manner satisfactory to Amtrak. Conrail Ex. No. 64, p. 10, 98.

The Townships argued in favor of this settlement
provision, as follows:

Martic and Conestoga Townships  have

enacted an Intermunicipal Agreement for the

purpose of sharing maintenance responsibility

of the Martic Forge Trestle into the future.

{Exhibit TWP 8) While the immediate goals of

Martic and Conestoga Townships will be merely

to preserve the Trestle, allowing  the

structure to remain at this time will provide

for the possibility of future preservation

responses and/or trail use. For this reason

and others, Martic and Conestoga Townships
have undertaken the sizable obligation to care
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for and maintain the Martic Forge Trestle.
{Townships Stipulation 98.1)

Townships B., p. 15.
FAST was not pleased with this provision and argued:
The Stipulation giving responsibility

for the 130 foot high, 600-foot long Martic
Forge bridge to the Townships contains no

repailr, rehabilitation, maintenance or
inspection plans for this structure . The
only work Iintended 1is toc fence off the
structure. Supervisor Wiker of Conestoga
offered no engineering studies, no plans for
repair or rehabilitation, no current
information concerning public safety at the
crossing, no cost estimates of future
maintenance, and no emergency procedures
should an emergency arise. He offered no

justification for keeping the bridge, except
that he did not want "someone else to control
property within the Township" and the "major
consideration" of money from Conrail -
Conestcga and Martic Township to share in
$450,000 {(NT 6&92). Mr. Wiker admitted this
is a big responsibility for township taxpayers
(NT &92). As with the other bridges, the
Townships are free to demolish this bridge
immediately after the —conditions 1in the
stipulation have been met, without regard for
the historic wvalue and trail use. FAST has
submitted plans for restoration of the bridge
to make it safe for public use {Master Park
Plan, FAST Exhibit B, 10 and 23; Wilson-B).
Flink stated he has seen other structures of
comparable size incorporated into a trail
(FAST Statement 2, at 7). PHMC has awarded a
grant of $100,000 toward the Martic-Forge
rehabilitation which remains available. The
County has also offered funding for this
project (NT 566-567).

FAST B., pp. 16-17.
I agree with the Townships. FAST’s argument ignores the

contents of the Agreement between Martic and Conestoga Townships in -
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which they agree to “be equally responsible for the maintenance,
repalir and removal of the Trestle and all costs and expenses
related thereto.” Ex. TWP 8, p. 2, 91 1. The agreement is fully
executed by both municipalities and 1s strong evidence of their
commitment to the responsibilities set feorth in their agreement
with Conrail. Conrail Ex. 6A, p. 10, 9 8. Contrary to FAST’'s
assertions and given the preliminary stages of trail development
which are reported in this record, the Townships are not required
to have a “plan” for the preservation of this bridge. Accordingly,
I recommend that this portion of the settlement be approved and the
crossing be abolished with the structure in place.

d. Malntenance Versus Demolition

As noted earlier, the settlements set forth with some
specificity which bridges will be demolished and what parties are
responsible for the maintenance of those bridges which are
retained. Included in stipulation with the Townships is the
following paragraph;:

12.5 The term “maintain” as used in this
Stipulation, also includes, at the election of
the party having the responsibility to
maintain any structure, removal of that
structure.

Conrail €A, p. 14.
FAST found this provision unacceptable. It argued:

It is undisputed that all of the bridges
are at risk of demolition under Paragraph 12.5
of the Township Stipulation, providing that
"maintain" can be read tco mean removal of any
bridge at the option of a Township after a
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FAST B.,

arqued:

P-

final QOrder of the Commission. Conrail
interprets this vaguely to mean "if
maintenance can no longer be performed” (NT
511). The two Townships taking the Martic
Forge bridge interpret this clause to permit
demolition if necessary and "desirable"
(Township 8, Martic Ordinance at Section 5
(c). The record does not state under what
circunstances these two townships would find
removal desirable. Given the historic and
recreational value of this bridge, plus the
size of the undertaking inveolved tc remcove it,
this lack of definition is cause for concern.
Read together with Supervisor Wiker's lack of
plans for the structure, the Commission
actually has before it no adequate proposal
for this structure from Conrail and the
Townships.

16.

The Townships did not agree with FAST's concerns.

FAST has made much of Paragraph 12.5 of
the Townships Stipulation, which includes

“demolition” within the ambit of
“maintenance.” As Mr. Marvin so eloguently
explained, this explicit provision is

necessary to allow the Townships the option to
make decisions with due regard to fiscal
constraints.?® (N.T. 632-33) Obviously, the
existence of other funds, such as grants from
the Pennsylvania Historical and Museum
Commission {(“PHMC") ; the Department of
Conservation and Natural Resources (“DCNR”);:
and the County of Lancaster, together with the
potential applicability of the ISTEA program,
may work to provide funding sufficient to
rehabilitate and improve Martic Forge Trestle
to the point where it could be made safe for
pedestrian travel. It should be noted,
however, that while FAST spends much time
objecting to the discretion reserved by the
municipalities with respect to this major
assumption of potential financial
responsibility, FAST has no funds available
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itself to rehabilitate the structure.
(Exhibit TWP 10) )
“With respect to Paragraph 12.5 of the
Townships Stipulation, it should be noted
that, even in the absence of that language,
where a Township agrees to maintain a crossing
structure, or is ordered to do so by the PUC,
upon abolition of that crossing the Commission
relinquishes  jurisdiction. It is  thus
questionable whether any order of the
Commission lawfully could require a Township

to maintain (as opposed to demolish if
necessary) any crossing structure in
perpetuity.

Township B., Pp. 15-16.

FAST’s position is undermined by the evidence produced
from its own bridge engineer, Mr. Wilsen. Mr., Wilson recognized
that “[a] well run regular maintenance program may forestall
replacements indefinitely.” Wilson Ex. B, Future Rehabilitation &
Replacements. He continued, “Generally, the following life cycle
can be assumed for bridge structures involved in this trail.” Id.
He then projected 50 years for steel superstructures, including the
Martic Forge Trestle and 100 years for stone arch structures and
steel super- and substructures. He suggested that scome of the
bridges could last longer. Id. In view of the facts that all of
the bridges were built just after the turn of the century and that
the Martic Forge Trestle was last rehabilitated in 1946, I find it
safe to say that these bridges are nearing the end of their life
cycles according to Mr. Wilson’s criteria. Accordingly, I have

concluded that the inclusion of demolition within the ambit of
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maintenance to be well founded and in the public interest. FAST'’s
concern is simply misplaced.

e. Providence Township and Property In Quarryville
Borough

Part o¢f the Encla Line passes through Quarryville
Borough. Since Quarryville chose not to participate in the
settlements, Providence Township will be given title tc the line
within the Borough and will assume responsibility for the Borough
crossings, as well. Conrail Ex. No. B6A, pp. 5-6, 1 5. The
Townships explained the basis for Providence Township’s legal
authority as follows:

The Townships Stipulation <calls for
Conrail to convey the Enola Branch Line real
property within Quarryville Borough to
Providence Township. Providence Township also
will take responsibility for crossing
structures within the Borough of Quarryville.'
As Mr. Duvall indicated in his testimony, the
Borough of Quarryville originally was a
participant in negotiations leading toward the

Stipulation. (N.T. 668) Quarryville
voluntarily retired from the negotiations and
participated no further. (N.T. 668) As 1is

evident from Exhibit TWP 12, Providence
Township has given Quarryville notice and an
opportunity to participate in the settlement.
Providence Township has not received any
written request by Quarryville Borough to
become part of the settlement. (N.T. 671}

The powers and duties of townships of the
second class are governed by the Second Class
Township Code!® (the "Township Code"). The
Township Code applies "to all townships of the
second class as now exist or those created,
established or re-established after this act
takes effect."'® Article VII of the Township
Code sets forth the general powers of second
class townships. With respect to the
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ownership and dispositicn of real property by
a township, the Township Code provides that
any township of the second class may:

purchase, acquire by gift or
otherwise, hold, lease, let and
convey, by sale or lease, any real
and personal property it Jjudges to
be to the best interest of the
township.!”

The language of Section 66502 does not
distinguish between property located within
the township and property located outside the
township. This provision requires cnly that
the acquisition of the property be "to the
best interest of the township." Obviously, it
would have been easy for the Legislature to
prohibit townships of the second class from
acquiring property outside of their own
municipal boundaries, had it so intended.

Specifically, Section 66917 of the Code
provides that "[tlhe township supervisors
hereby are authorized, on behalf c¢f the
township, to accept the title to lands which
may be donated to the township for any of the
purposes mentioned in this article 18

Exhibit TWP 14 1is a c¢opy of the
Resolution passed on May 6, 1996 by the
Providence Township Board of Supervisors
stating i1ts wview that the acceptance of
property in Quarryville Borough is to the hest
interest of Providence Township. According to
the authorities cited above, Providence
Township may accept title to land conveyed by
Conrail to Providence Township, even where
that land lies within the municipal boundaries
of the Borough of Quarryville. There being no
statutory impediment to the conveyance or the
Townships Stipulation, the Townships
Stipulation should be approved. It should be
noted that Quarryville Borough has been given
notice and an opportunity to object and that
Quarryville Borough did not appear or
otherwise object to the conveyance by Conrail
to Providence Township. (Exhibit TWP 12; N.T.
668; Providence Twp. St. 1, p. 2)
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" Crossings 13 and 14, Townships Stipulation,

Section 5.

¥ 53 Pa. C.S5. §65101, et seq.

' 53 Pa. C.S. §66502

7 53 Pa. C.S. §65701.

53 Pa. C.S. §66917.

Townships B., pp. 8-10.

FAST c¢riticized Providence for falling to Justify its
actions in the following manner:

Providence 1s also taking over the

bridges within neighboring Quarryville Borough

{NT 646). Clearly, Providence did not seek

any such data from Quarryville (NT 646-652),

Providence gave no information to answer the

Commission questions about condition, traffic,

or work needed at the Quarryville crossings

Numbers 13 and 14 where it proposes to take

over maintenance responsibility for bridges

(Prov. Statement 1.)

FAST B., pp. 10-11. (FAST's comments should be set in the context
of criticizing the settlements for failure to protect public safety
at the crossings.)

In rejecting the FAST position, I note first that there
are only three crossings (12, 13, and 14) in Quarryville. None of
the crossings will be removed. At Crossing No. 12 (State Street)
the structure and road will become PennDOT’s responsibility.
Conrail ExX. BA, p. 6, 95.3. The evidence of record indicates that

the bridge was constructed pursuant to Commission Order, entered

February 23, 1987, at Docket No. A-~00104032, and 1is 1in adequate
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condition. ConrailASt. 1, Xing 12, 99 4, 7. Crossing No. 13 is a
steel girder bridge which carried the former rail line over Lime
Street. The minimum clearance exceeds the PennDOT standards. No
additicnal work is recommended to protect the public. The bridge
is reusable for trail purposes. Conrail St. 1, Xing 13, 991 4, 7.

PennDOT Ex. No. 2. The bridge will become the responsibility of
Providence Township. Conrail Ex. ©6A, p. 6, 95.4. Crossing No. 14

is a ribbed stone arched culvert which carried the former rail line

over Church Street (a state highway). The minimum vertical
clearance exceeds the PennDQT standards. No additional work is
recommended to protect the public. The bridge is reusable for

trail purposes. Conrail St, 1, Xing 14, 9% 4, 7. PennDOT Ex. No.
2. The bridge will become the responsibility of Providence
Township and the roadway will remain PennDOT’s responsibility.
Conrail Ex. 6A, p. 6, 95.5.

Under these circumstances,'l find more than sufficient
evidence of record to support the conclusion that the settlements
adequately protect the public safety at the crossings in gquestion.
In addition, I agree with the legal authorities cited by Providence
which authorize Providence to take ownership of the 1line 1in
Quarryville and recommend adopticen of that portion of the

settlement.,
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£. Conestoga Township Subdivision

In all of the other townships Conrail could limit its
description of the land being transferred to the Enola Line.
However, in Conestoga Township the Enola Line ended with a section
which was parallel and adjacent to the Conrail Port Road, an active
rail line. In order to fully divest itself of the Enola Line in
favor of the Township, Conrail will be required to formally
subdivide its property in accordance with Lancaster County’s
subdivision requirements. To this end, Conrail prepared a plan and
boundary description as a late filed exhibit. The plan was
prepared with the knowledge that technical changes could be needed
to meet the Lancaster County requirements. No party cobjected to
this portion of the agreement. The plan will be accepted into the
record to demonstrate compliance with the settlement and subject to
the further actions of Lancaster County.

g. Fixed Utility Facilities

(1) Amtrak
The National Rallroad Passenger Corporation (Amtrak) was
a party to these proceedings, also. Its interest in these
proceedings stemmed from its easement which carried its electric
power' transmission facilities alcong the Enola Line. These
transmission lines provide power to BAmtrak’s Northeast Corridor
operation between Washington, D.C. and Philadelphia, Pennsylvania,

and between Philadelphia, Pennsylvania and Harrisburg,
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Pennsylvania, In some cases, the poles for these transmission
lines were at or near the crossings. In addition, Amtrak’s
easement gave 1t access to the right-of-way to repair and maintain
its facilities. Amtrak agreed to maintain its own facilities.
However, consistent with its understanding of its exemption from an
assessment of costs, Amtrak would not agree to perform and/or
assume any costs of altering its own facilities. Amtrak St. No. 1,
pp. 2-5.

The parties to the settlements recognized Amtrak’s
position and uniformly agreed to pay for any needed relocation of
Amtrak’s facilities. Those costs were generally assumed by the
party responsible for doing the physical work at the crossing.
Access was preserved for Amtrak, too. Conrail Ex. No. 6A, passim.

(2} PP&L

Pennsylvania Power and Light Company (PP&L) presented
evidence that its facilities were located at two crossings (16 and
27 . PP&l’'s witness agreed to relocate those facilities, if
needed, at the PP&L’s own expense. Testimony of Sarah A. McGill,
pp. 2-4., However, the settlement with the Townships specified that
‘costs for protecting and stabilizing all Amtrak and some fixed
utility facilities should be borne by the party responsible for
doing the physical work at the crossing. The language of the
settlement does not quite match that found in the PP&L testimony. I

note that the testimony was presented by PP&L at the first hearing

146



in this case and long before a settlement was contemplated. Since
the structures at both crossing will be remcved, PP&L will be
required to move its facilities. Although PP&L was notified of the
settlements and subsequent hearings, it chose not to participate or
to change its position. Accordingly, 1 find that PP&L has waived
its right to reimbursement and will recommend that it bear its
costs as per 1ts testimony.

(3} City of Coatesville Authority

When the City of Coatesville Authority (CCA) initially
prepared its direct testimony, it indicated that CCA had a water
line which paralleled the rail line within the right-of-way at the
first twelve crossings. There was no known impact on the water
line at that time. However, CCA explained that its agreement with
Conrail required CCA to move its facilities subject to
reimbursement by Conrail. CCA written Direct Testimony, pp. 2-5.
After CCA received the settlements and notice of hearings, it
amended its testimony to indicate that its water line would need
protection at crossings 4, 7A, 8 and 11. More specifically, CCA’s
line needed protection from additional fill, vibration and weight
of construction equipment. Its line also needs installation of
permanent erosion c¢ontrol and slope stabilization devices to
prevent stormwater erosion and exposure. The testimony further
noted that CCA would accept reimbursement from Conrail or any other

entity in accordance with the settlements.
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Although T agree with the CCA position, I find it
incomplete. This order recommends the removal of the structure at
Crossing No. 2. The settlements remove the structure at Crossing
No. 10, as well. Conrail Ex. No. B8A, p. 5,9 4.4.

With respect to Crossing No. 2, CCA could not have
anticipated my recommendation. To remedy this potential problem, I
will recommend that Sadsbury Township coordinate its removal of the
structure and replacement of the roadway on fill with CCA in such a
way as to protect the integrity of the CCA water line or to
relocate it as necessary. All of the related CCA costs should be
borne by Sadsbury.

With respect to Crossing No. 10, I note that the
Township settlement requires Conrail to protect and stabilize the
facilities of any other public utility whose transmission or pipe
lines are present within the crossing. I find that CCA’s water
line fits within the ambit of this provision. Accordingly, CCA’'s
costs should be reimbursed by Conrail as per the settlement and its
agreement with Conrail. Conrail Ex. No. 6A, p. S5, 1 4.4. CCA Ex.
A, pp. 6-7, 1 7.

(4) Other Utilities

The Commission’s service 1list included a multitude of
other utilities. All were served with notices of conferences and
hearings. They chose not to appear. While the record does not

reflect their positions, the Township settlement specifies at
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Crossings Nos. 4, 7A, 10, 16, 21, 26 and 27 that Conrail or a
specified township shall prcovide for the protection of transmissicn
or pipe lines within the crossing. Conrail Ex. No. 6A, pp. 4-5, 7-
9. Since this decision adds Crossing No. 2 to the 1list, I
recommend that Sadsbury be required to conform te the same language
as 1s set forth in the settlement for the above listed crossings.
Conrail Ex. No. 6A. Although the structure at Crossing No. 15 is
to be removed, the language in the settlement places a $185,000.00
cap on Conrail’s liability. In the interest of uniformity and
clarity, I recommend that Conrail be made responsible for the same
protections as were previously set forth in the settlement and that
the cap include any utility costs which are incurred. Finally, I
note that PennDOT has the responsibility for the removal of the
structure at Crossing No. 17. Again, there 1is no mention of
utility facilities. In the interest of uniformity and clarity, I
recommend that PennDOT be made responsible for the same protections
as were previously set forth in the settlements.

To the extent not already specified above, fixed
utilities that have facilities which are transmission or pipe lines
should be fully reimbursed by Conrail, PennDOT or the specified
township at Crossing Nos. 2, 4, 77, 10, 15, 16, 17, 21, 26 and 27,
only. With respect to any utilities which have facilities at any
crossings which are not transmission or pipe lines or are not

located at the crossings named above {(and that incur costs pursuant
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to this order), I find that they have waived their rights to
requesting reimbursement. They should bear their own costs.

C. Miscellaneous Legal Issues

1. Rails To Trails Act

FAST suggested that the approval of these settlements
did nect comply with the Pennsylvania Rails To Trails Act (Act 188
of 1920, 32 Pa. C.35. 585611 et seq.) and the Governor’s recently
promulgated Trails Policy. FAST argued as follows:

By offering the two stipulations,
Conrail is asking the Commission to find that
they adequately address safety in and around
the crossings. The Pennsylvania Rails to
Trails Act ("Trails Act") (pertinent part at
32 P.S. Section 5620) mandate to the
Commission to consider the effects of its
crossing decisicons upon the development,
expansion and existing use of recreational
trails, 1s also strongly applicable to this
case.

The record shows the decisions to keep or
remove bridges to be arbitrary rather than
well-grounded in engineering criteria
addressing safety considerations. The record
does not contain adequate justification for
most of the bridge removals contemplated. The
Stipulations reflect merely a package deal,
addressing Conrail's and the Townships'
business and financial goals (NT 527; NT 692).
Counsel for the Townships summed this up
succinctly: "The stipulation under
examination here 1is an agreement among many
parties with many different points of view
about what the disposition of the structure
is, and Mr. Heebner (for Conrail) did ncot make
an independent determination of the safe or
unsafe condition o©of any particular crossing
that forms the basis of whether or not it
should come out. It was a negotiated result
among a number of parties." (NT 503).
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Then, after the Commission no longer has
jurisdiction, all of the bridges are at risk
of removal with no Jjustification at all.
{Township Stipulation Paragraph 12.5).

FAST B., pp. 8-9. FAST continued, as follows:

4. The Commission should reject the
stipulations and order sclutions that
essentially preserve the bridges for public
use.

The Commission has noted that both
legislators and courts are increasingly
inclined to support preserving rall corridors
for public recreaticnal use. Application of
CSX, Docket No. A-00109302, Opinion and Order
entered September 12, 1985, In October,
19986, Governor Ridge announced a new
administration policy: " Trail corridors and
their users contribute to the economic well-
being of Pennsylvania tourism and outdoor
recreation industries. It 1is time to
recognize our trails as valued rescurces. If
the railroad structures remain intact, our
system of greenways will be enhanced, the
considerable financial investment made to
construct these bridges and tunnels will be
protected, our rich railroad heritage will be
preserved, and the recreation and tourism
economy of the Commonwealth will be
bolstered." (Late Filed Exhibit Sexton 2).

Preserving trail structures facilitates
building an accessible trail (Americans with
Disabilities Act standards). (NT 422-423).

Preserving bridges provides emergency
vehicles continuous access to the entire
corridor. (NT 429).

Preserving grade-separated crossings
preserves community character and the historic
character of the trail, "preservation of
individual structures along the Low Grade line
is crucial to the preservation of the entire
rail line as a continuous unbroken element”
{Master Park Plan, FAST Exhibit B, at 4}.
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The line was uniquely constructed with

all grade-separated crossings so there was no

contact between freight trains and cars (no

at-grade crossings) for efficiency and safety.

Today the same safety concept applies for

trail users (pedestrians, equestrians and

cyclists) with motor wvehicles. Fast submits

that retention of grade-separated crossings

is the safest option for trail users and the

motoring public.

FAST B., pp. 18-19. (Emphasis in the criginal.)

The other parties disagreed. Conrail asserted that
adoption of the settlements demonstrated compliance with the Trails
Act by virtue of the fact that the settlements preserved the
majority of the structures on the line. In addition, Conrail
pointed out that the conveyance of the line to the Townships,
pursuant to the settlements, retained the continuity of the
corridor. Conrail B., pp. 15-17.

PennDOT added that the Trails Act did not require the
Commission to abandon its legislative mandate to protect public
safety and to leave the structures in place. PennDOT B., pp. 4-6.
Further, PennDOT noted that approval of the settlements did not
preclude the future use of the corridor for recreational purposes.
Indeed, the Townships, Lancaster County and PennDOT indicated on
the record interest in rearranging the funding to continue trail
development. PennDCT B., pp. 16-17. Finally, PennDOT asserted

that the settlements were consistent with the Governor’s Trails

Policy. PennDCT B., pp. 18-18%.
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The Townships generally agreed with Conrail and PennDOT.
They did not add any argument which hadn’t been presented above.
Townships B., pp. 30-33.

While the Staff also generally agreed with Conrail and
PennDOT on this issue, 1t noted that DCNR had been a party
throughout these proceedings and supported the settlements as well.
The Staff emphasized this point by highlighting that portion of the
Trails Act which designates DCNR’s predecessor as the state agency
with the responsibility to initially evaluate the corridor for
trail use. Staff B., pp. 11-13.

Lancaster County agreed with Conrail and PennDOT.
Lancaster B., pp., 19-21.

FAST’s position is simply untenable. The other parties
are entirely correct: The Trails Act deces not mandate the
retention of any, all or a maximum number of grade separated
crossings. It requires the Commission to,

consider the impact of such action upon

the development, expansion and existing use of

recreational trails pursuant to this act and

identify and evaluate alternatives which will

minimize any adverse iImpacts of commission

actions upon the development and use of

recreational trails.

32 P.S. §5620(b). FAST fails to recognize that at each crossing
there are a minimum of three alternatives: 1) do nothing, 2)

demolish the structure and 3) alter the crossing (e.g, post warning

signs). Simply because the settlements and this decision analyze
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and emphasize one of these alternatives does not mean that the
other alternatives were ignored. I hasten to add that the failure
0of the settlements to accept FAST’s plan 1s also not grounds for
claiming that other alternatives were ignored, either.

There are twenty-five crossings (1, -2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7,
7a, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 21, 23, 24, 26, 28 and
31) which have been the subject of these proceedings and the
settlements. Of these twenty-five crossings, only ten (Crossing
Nos. 2, 4, 7A, 10, 15, 16, 17, 21, 26 and 27) will have the
structures removed as a result of the settlements or this order.
At each of the ten crossings where the structure will be removed
there are valid safety reasons of record which form the basis for
my recommendation.

For the remaining fifteen crossings, this recommended
decision noted deficiencies exist at some crossings. In those
instances, I have directed the implementation of remedial safety
measures to protect the public safety. The only reason to enhance
public safety is that these crossings will be retained for the dual
benefits of trail development and historic preservation.

In addition, I note that FAST has been an active
participant in these proceeding ever since the Commission granted
its petition to intervene on August 31, 1994. In other words,
FAST's participation from the beginning injected the rails-to-

trails issue into the case and made “consideration” of the trail
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issue unavoidable. One of the major purposes of the three hearings
in these cases was to allow FAST to present its plan for
development of the line and to allow it to oppose the plan put
forth by the settlements. FAST used those opportunities and its
brief to present its case. Again, FAST has been instrumental in
bringing the trails issue to the Commission’s attention.

Further, the governmental agency charged ‘with the
initial responsibility to evaluate suitability of the line for
trail development is DCNR. 32 P.S. $5620(a). DCNR was also an
active party in these cases and now supports the settlements.

There is another issue which is related to the Trails
Act and which FAST refuses to écknowledge. Quite simply, Conrail
is not required to transfer the line to FAST or any other party to
this case. Indeed, there are really three competing plans for
these crossings: First, there are the settlements wherein the line
is transferred to the Townships. Second, there is the FAST plan
wherein FAST gave the impression that it was gathering funding to
buy the line from Conrail. And third, there are the settlements
with the significant alterations proposed by Staff (i.e. All
structures carrying the former rail line over a roadway would be
demolished.) . Thus, even 1f FAST were somehow successful in
persuading the Commission to reject the pending settlements in
toto, neither the Trails Act nor the Public Utility Code could

mandate the transfer of the line to FAST or its designee.

155



With respect to the Governor’s current policy on trail
development, I note that DCNR and PennDOT are the state agencies
which are directed to “work closely with sponsors and potential
owners to promote the preservation of structures on available
priority corridors.” Late Filed Sexton Ex. No. 2. Tr. 1054.
Again, both agencies support the settlements. PennDOT has argued
that the settlements comply with the basic essence of the policy,
as well. PennDOT B., pp. 18-19,

Given the extensive review of the line (on the record
and in this decision} for trail development, the recommended
removal of only those bridges which present a serious safety
hazard, the recommended retention o©f the remaining bridges with
some specific safety enhancements and the support of both agencies
responsible for trail development in the Commonwealth, I find that
these proceedings meet the standards set forth in the Trails Act
and the Governor’s policy.

2. Historic Preservation Act

FAST argued that the parties had failed to comply with
the Historic Preservation Act (Act 72 of 1988, 37 Pa. C.S. $§8501 et
seq.)} which is contained in the History Code (Act 72 of 1988, 37
Pa. C.S. §§101 et seq.), as follows:

The Commonwealth has 1ts own historic
preservation law which bears upon this case
along with the federal law and regulations.
This "Pennsylvania History Code" is set forth
at 37 Pa C.S. Chapter 5. Barrett's testimony
also makes clear that the state actors in this
case have a duty to <comply with the
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Pennsylvania History Code. These parties are
required to seek the advice of PHMC, 37 PA
C.S. Section 508({2) "on possible alternatives
to demelition, alternation or transfer of
property under their ownership or contrecl."

(NT 724). Crossing abandonment prcceedings
are not exempt. (NT 770). PHMC has not been
contacted by PADOT about the Encla Line and
structures (NT 771). PHMC has not been asked
to comment upon the proposed Stipulations now
before the ALJ (NT 771). {(NT 947-949),

Barrett's testimony makes clear the

responsible parties have not carried out their
duties under the state historic preservation
law.

FAST B., p. 8.
The other parties disagreed. PennDOT argued:

The efforts by the government parties to
allow the abolition of many crossings with the
structures remaining in place and the
consideration of future greenway/trail use in
these efforts still is not enough for FAST.
FAST would like the crossings abolished with
structures in place because of the historic

value. Some of the structures are eligible
for 1listing in the National Register of
Historic Places (N.T. 781l). ©No testimony was

offered regarding which specific structures
before the PUC are eligible for listing.

Mcreover, what FAST has failed to recognize is
that "the role of the Historic Commission 1is
advisory and that it lacks the authority to
make determinations binding upon cther

agencies, such as the PUC." O'Connor v.
Pennsylvania Public Utility, 582 A.2d 427, 432
{(Pa. Cmwlth. Ct. 1990). Though the opinions

. of PHMC may be considered by the PUC when
rendering a decision, these opinions are not
binding upon the PUC.

Mcreover, since there 1s no record
evidence as to which structures may have
histeric wvalue, the PUC has no specific
evidence to review regarding these
allegations.

PennDOT B., pp. 17-18.
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Staff asserted that the Commission did not own or
control property at the crossing and was outside the purview of the
History Code. Staff contended that the Pennsylvania Historic and
Museum Commission (PHMC) opinions are advisory and not binding upon
this Commission. Staff B., pp. 13-17.

Lancaster County agreed with the Staff. It added that
the PHMC witness (sponscored by FAST) conceded that the admission of
her testimony on the record was sufficient to satisfy the statutes
requirements. Lancaster County B., pp. 15-18.

The Townships agreed with PennDOT. The Townships also
contended that they were not agencies which fell with the purview
of the History Code. They noted that the witness had indicated
that retention of the corridor (even without all of the bridges)
would preserve the historic nature of the 1line. The Townships
concluded that the approval of the settlements would satisfy the
objectives of the History Code. Township B., pp. 28-30.

Even though PHMC was not a party to the proceedings,
FAST sponsored testimony from Ms., Barrett, Director of the Bureau
for Historic Preservation and an attorney. As part of her
testimony she outlined the constitutional and statutory basis for
the preservation of historic and archeclogical rescurces. FAST St.
No. 3, pp. 1, 3 and Ex. A. In the course of her testimony, she
responded to the following question from the undersigned:

JUDGE COCHERES: That’s right, that’s

right.
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Is there any reason why I shouldn’t
consider not only your direct testimony, but
your very articulate responses to the cross
examination, as the opportunity of your agency
to make input into the decision of this agency
about this application to abandon crossings?
THE WITNESS: No, there’s no reascn you
shouldn’ t.
Tr. 779. Given that Ms. Barrett is both a representative of the
PHMC and an attorney and that her testimony included a wide range
of legal, factual and procedural conclusions, I interpret her
response to my question to indicate that her testimony satisfied
whatever requirements of the History Code were applicable to these
proceedings. In addition, I agree with the parties who argued that
the opinions of the PHMC are advisory and not binding on this
Commission. Accordingly, I cannot accept FAST’s contentions that

the parties have not complied with Pennsylvania History Code.

3. Procedural Issues

a. Reply Briefs

By letter dated June 24, 1997, HPT joined the brief
submitted by FAST and requested the opportunity te file a reply
brief. Counsel was advised verbally that the request was denied.

Conrail submitted a motion for leave to file a reply
brief, dated June 27, 1997, which included a copy of the reply
brief as an attachment. The motion represented that Conrail wished
to respond to FAST’s argument on the Naticnal Historic Preservation

Act, My review of Conrail’s initial brief revealed that it had
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already presented substantial material on the subject. Conrail B.,
pp. 17-25. Accordingly, I find no reason to allow a reply brief on
the subject, and the motion will be denied. I will request that
the Secretary discard the previcusly filed copies of Conrail’s
reply brief.

Finally, I note that both of my fulings above are
consistent with the briefing schedule which I directed at tﬂe close
of the record. Tr. 1129-1134.

b. Late Filed Exhibits

In accordance with discussions on-the-record two late
filed exhibits were received after the hearings were completed on
June 12, 1997, One exhibit was Sexton Exhibit No. 2 which was
sponsored by FAST and provided as a courtesy by DCNR. The other
was Conrail Exhibit No. 9 which was a plan of subdivision in
Conestoga Township. This survey drawing was the description
required by the township settlement. Conrail Ex. No. 64, pp. 10-
11, % 9.1. Both exhibits are admitted and the appropriate number
of copies will be forwarded to the Commission’s File Room.

V. ORDER

NOW THEREFORE, IT IS RECOMMENDED:

1. That the application of Consolidated Rail
Corporation for the abclition of 31 crossings where its Enocla
Branch, Harrisburg Division, crossed above and below certain
highways 1in West Sadsbury Township, Chester County; Sadsbury

Township, Bart Township, Eden Township, Quarryville Borough,
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Providence Township, Martic Township, and Conestoga Township,
Lancaster County be and 1s hereby approved consistent with this
order,

2. That the Stipulation of Settlement among
Consolidated Rail Corpecration and West Sadsbury Township, Sadsbury
Township, Bart Township, Eden Township, Providence Township, Martic
Township and Conestoga Township, dated February 25, 1997, be and is
hereby approved, consistent with this order.

3. That the Stipulation of Settlement between
Consolidated Rail Corporation and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
Department of Transportation, dated February 21, 1997, be and is
" hereby approved, consistent with this order.

4. That Consolidated Rail Corporation, in accordance
with the terms and conditions of the Stipulation of Settlement

among it and the named townships, shall pay the following sums of

meoney to:

Sadsbury Township $ 50,000.00
Sadsbury Township and

West Sadsbury Township, jointly 60,000.00
Bart Township 150, 000.00
Eden Township 90, 000.00
Providence Township 150, 000.00
Providence Township 165,000.00
Martic Township 100, 000.00
Martic Township and

Conestoga Township, jointly 450,000.00
Conestoga Township 100, 000.00
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5. That this Commission establishes its jurisdictional
limits at each crossing as the area within the confines of the
railroad right-of-way and the highway right-of-way.

6. That Consclidated Rail Corporation, Pennsylvania
Department of Transportation, the involved municipalities, involved
non-carrier utilities cooperate with each other during the
abolition of the crossings.

7. That all parties assigned work responsibility, at
least ten ({10) days prior to the start of work, inform all parties
of record of the date when the work will be started at the crossing
in accordance with this order.

8. That all work nécessary to complete the
construction of the improvement be done in a manner satisfactory to
this Commission, and that each party report to this Commission the
date of actual completicn of its respective work in compliance with
this order.

9. That the party responsible for removal of a
structure, at its sole cost and expense, furnish all material and
do all work necessary to establish, mark and maintain a suitable
detour in accordance with the Manual on Uniform Traffic Control
Devices, 1f necessary for the vehicular traffic using the crossing
during the time the structure is being removed.

10. That the transmission or pipe line non-carrier

utilities may be reimbursed in accordance with the terms and
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conditions o©of the Consclidated Rail Corporation and Township
Stipulation of Settlement (Conrail Ex. No. 6A).

11. That while work 1is being performed in accordance
with this order, the parties shall provide reasonable access to the
former rail 1line from the public roads involved to National
Railrecad Passenger Corporation for motor vehicles to enable
National Railroad Passenger Corporation to conduct necessary
maintenance upcn its electric pole line and, in Conestoga Township,
to provide . access for Consolidated Rail Corporation to its
remaining property to the west.

12. That upon completion of the work herein ordered,
the non-carrier utilities involved in this proceeding, each, at its
sole cost and expense, furnish all material and do all work
necessary to maintain its respective facilities at the abolished
crossing in a safe and satisfactory condition.

13. That this Order inscfar as it assigns costs to the
parties involved, is without prejudice to their rights to recover
said costs from others in accordance with any lawful agreements
between the parties.

Crossing No. 1

14. That the crossing where Ncble Road crosses under
the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation partly in
Sadsbury Township, Lancaster County and partly in West Sadsbury

Township, Chester County be and is hereby abolished, with the
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structure remaining in place and upon the completion of the work
herein ordered.

15. That Consolidated Rail Corporation, at its sole
cost and expense, within 120 days upon entry of the Commission
Order, furnish all material and do all work necessary to install
fencing along the parapets of the bridge.

16. That Pennsylvania Department of Transportation, at
its sole cost and expense, within cne (1) year from the date of
service of the Commission’s order, furnish all material and do all
work necessary to perform safety related modifications at the
crossing location, including but not limited teo, installation of
guide rail and any required signs that Pennsylvania Department of
Transportation shall deem necessary for the safety of the traveling
public.

17. That the non-carrier utilities involved, if -any,
each, at 1its sole cost and expense, except as noted 1in order
paragraph 10, furnish all materials and do all work necessary to
alter or relocate 1its facilities as necessary to accommedate
aboliticon of the crossing.

18. That Pennsylvania Department of Transportation, at
its sole cost and expense, upcon completion of the work herein
ordered, furnish all materials and do all work necessary to
maintain the highway under the structure and the highway approaches

to the abolished crossing, in a safe and satisfactory condition.
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19. That Sadsbury Township and West Sadsbury Township,
jointly and severally, at their sole cost and expense, furnish all
materials and do all work necessary to maintain the substructure
and superstructure of the bridge, at the abolished crossing in a
safe and satisfactory condition.

Crossing No. 2

20. That the crossing where Orchard Road crosses over
the right-cf-way of Conscolidated Rail Corporation in Sadsbury
Township, be and is hereby abolished upon completion of the work
herein ordered.

21. That Sadsbury Township, at its sole cost and
expense, within two (2) years from the date of service of the
Commission's order, furnish all materials and do all work necessary
to remove the bridge substructure and superstructure to a point two
(2) feet below the grade of the new highway.

22. That Sadsbury Township, within two (2) years from
the date of service of the Commission's order, at its sole cost and
expense, furnish all material and do all work necessary to
construct a new highway on embankment for the class and volume of
traffic using the highway. S$Said construction to include a pipe(s)
at the beottom o©of the embankment to provide for surface water
drainage through the embankment along the ditches or swales. All
embankments shall be graded, seeded and mulched to prevent soil

erosion.
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23. That Sadsbury Township, at its sole cost and
expense, in the removal of the structure and construction of the
new highway on embankment, shall make any necessary provisions for
protecﬁion and stability o¢f the National Railroad Passenger
Corporation's electrical system poles.

24. That Sadsbury Township, at 1its sole cost and
expense, 1in the construction of the new highway on embankment,
shall, if required, make any necessary provisicns for protection
and/or relocation of the City of Coatesville Authority water line
near the crossing.

25. That the non-carrier utilities involved except City
of Coatesville Authority, if any, each, at its sole cost and
expense, except as noted in order-paragraph No. 10, furnish all
materials and do all work necessary to alter or relocate its
facilities as necessary to accommodate abolition of the crossing.

26. That Sadsbury Téwnship, lat its sole cost and
expense, upon completion of the work herein ordered, furnish all
materials and do all work necessary toc maintain the highway on
embankment at the abolished crossing, in a safe and satisfactory
condition.

Crossing No. 3

27. That the crossing where Brick Mill Road crosses

under the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in Sadsbury
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Township, be and 1s hereby abolished, with the structure remaining
in place and upon completion of the work herein ordered.

28. That Sadsbury Township, at 1its sole cost and
expense, within thirty days of service of the Commission's order,
perform all work and provide all materials to install warning signs
of the low clearance, at the bridge on each highway approach to the
crossing and a second set of signs at each highway intersection on
the approaches to the crossing.

29. That Sadsbury Township, at its scle cost and
expense, furnish all materials and do all work necessary to
maintain the substructure and superstructure of the bridge, at the
abolished crossing in a safe and satisfactory condition.

30. That the Sadsbury Township, at its sole cost and
expense, furnish all material and do all work necessary to maintain
the roadway under the structure, and the highway approaches
thereto, in a safe and satisfactory condition.

Crossing No. 4

31. That the crossing where White ©ak Road crosses

under the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in Sadsbury

Township, be and is hereby abolished, upon completion of the work
herein ordered. |

32. That Consclidated Rail Corporation, having agreed

to do so, at its sole cost and expense, within two (2) years from

the date of service of the Commission's orxder, furnish all
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materials and do all work necessary to remove the bridge
substructure and superstructure to a point two (2) feet below the
surrounding ground line, and to grade the embankments behind the
structure to a two-to-one slope, and to grade, seed and mulch the
areas thus disturbed to prevent soil erosion, all in a safe and
satisfactory condition.

33. That Consolidéted Rail Corporation, having agreed
to do so, at its sole cost and expense, in the removal of the
structure, shall make any necessary provisions for protection and
stability of the National Railroad Passenger Corporation's
electrical system poles.

34. That Consolidated Rail Corporation, at its sole
cost and expense, in the removal of the bridge, shall, if required,
make any necessary provisions for protection and/or relocation of
the City of Coatesville Authority water line near the crossing.

35. That the non-carrier utilities involved except City
of Coatesville Authority, if any, each, at 1its sole cost and
expense, except as noted in order paragraph 10, shall furnish all
materials and do all work necessary to alter or relocate its
facilities as necessary to accommodate abolition of the crossing.

36. Thét Pennsylvania Departmént of Transportation, at
its scle cost and expense, .upcon completion of the work herein

ordered, furnish all materials and do all work necessary to
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maintain the highway appreoaches to the abolished crossing, in a
safe and satisfactory condition.

Crossing No. 5

37. That the crossing where Quaker Church Road crosses
under the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in Bart
Township, be and is hereby abolished, with the structure remaining
in place and upcn completion of the weork herein ordered.

38. That Bart Township, at its sole cost and expense,
within thirty days of service of the Commission's order, perform
all work and provide all materials to install warning signs of the
low clearance, at the bridge on each highway approach toc the
crossing and a second set of signs at each highway intersection on
the approaches to the crossing.

39, That Bart Township, at its scle cost and expense,
furnish all materials and do all work necessary to maintain the
highway approaches to the abolished crossing, in a safe and
satisfactory condition.

40. That Bart Township, at its sole cost and expense,
furnish all materials and do all work .necessary to maintain the
substructure and superstructure of the bridge, at the abclished
crossing in a safe and satisfactory condition.

Crdssing No. 6

41. That the crossing where Vintage Road crosses under

the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in Bart Township,
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be and is hereby abolished, with the structure remaining in place
and upon completion of the work herein ordered.

42. That Bart Township, at its sole cost and expense,
within thirty days of service of the Commission's order, perform
all work and provide all materials to install warning signs of the
low clearance, at the bridge on each highway approach to the
crossing and a second set of signs at each highway intersection on
the approaches to the crossing.

43. That Bart Township, at its sole cost and expense,
furnish all materials and do all work necessary to maintain the
highway approaches to the abolished crossing, in a safe and
satisfactory condition.

44, That Bart Township, at its sole cost and expense,
furnish all materials and do all work necessary to maintain the
substructure and superstructure of the bridge, at the abolished
crossing in a safe and satisfactory condition.

Crossing No. 7

45. That the crossing where Georgetown Road crosses
over the right-of-way of Consolidated Raill Corporation in Bart
Township, be and is hereby abolished, with the structure remaining
in place.

46. That the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation,
in accordance with the Commission's order at Docket No. A-105671,

entered May 16, 1990, at its sole cost and expense, furnish all
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materials and do all work necessary to maintain the substructure
and superstructure of the bridge, at the abolished crossing in a
safe and satisfactory condition.

47. That the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation,
at its sole cost and expense, furnish all material and do all work
necessary to maintain the highway apprcaches to the abolished
crossing, in a safe and satisfactory condition.

Crossing No. 7A

48. That the Petition For Amendment Or Rescission of
Bart Township is hereby granted.

49, That the Commission’s Order at Docket No. C-91325¢,
entered October 25, 1993, concerning this crossing be and is hereby
modified consistent with this order.

50. That the crossing where Lamparter Road crosses over
the right~oﬁ~way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in Bart Township,
ke and. is hereby abolished, upon completion of the work herein
ordered.

51. That Bart.Township, having agreed to do so, at its
sole cost and expense, within one (1) year from tﬁe date of service
of the Commission's order, furnish all materials and do all work
necessary to remove the bridge substructure and superstructure to a
point two {2) feet below the grade of the new highway.

52. That Bart Township, within one (1) year from the

date of service o0of the Commissions Order, at its sole cost and
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expense, furnish all material and do all work necessary to
construct a new highway on embankment for the class and volume of
traffic using the highway. Said construction to include a pipe(s)
at the bottom of the embankment tc provide for surface water
drainage through the embankment along the ditches or swales. All
embankment shall be graded, seeded and mulched to prevent soil
erosion.

53. That Bart Township, having agreed to do so, at its
sole cost and expense, in the removal o¢f the structure and
construction of the new highway, shall make any necessary
provisions for protection and stability of the National Railroad
Passenger Corporation's electrical system poles.

54. That Bart Township, at its sole cost and expense,
in the construction of the new highway on embankment, shall, if
required, make any necessary provisions for protection and/or
relocation of the City of Coatesville Authority water line near the
crossing.

55. That the non-carrier utilities involved except City
of Coatesville Authority, if any, each, at its sole cost and
expense, except as noted in order paragraph 10, furnish all
materials and do all work necessary to alter or relocate its
facilities as necessary to accommodate abolition of the crossing.

56. That Bart Township, at its sole cost and expense,

upon completion of the work herein ordered, furnish all materials
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and do all work necessary to maintain the highway on embankment at
the abolished crossing, in a safe and satisfactory condition.

Crossing No. 8

57. That the maintenance responsibilities assigned to
the parties by the Commission's Order at Docket No. C-913225,
entered on June 25, 1992, remain in full force and effect.

Crossing No. 9

58. That the crossing where Bushong Recad crosses under
the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in Eden Township,
be and is hereby abolished, with the structure remaining in place
and upcn completion of the work herein ordered.

59. That Eden Township, at its sole cost and expense,
within thirty days of service of the Ccmmission's order, perform
all work and provide all materials to install warning signs of the
low clearance, at the bridge on each highway approach to the
crossing and a second set of signs at each highway intersection on
the approaches to the crossing.

60. That Eden Township, at its sole cost and expense,
furnish all materials and-do all work necessary to maintain the
substructure and superstructure of the bridge, at the abolished
crossing in a safe and satisfactory condition.

el. That Eden Township, at its sole cost and expense,

furnish all material and do all work necessary .to maintain the
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highway approaches to the abolished c¢ressing, in a safe and
satisfactory condition.

Crossing No. 10

62. That the crossing where Pumping Station Road
crosses under the right-of-way of Consclidated Rail Corporation in
Eden Township, be and is hereby abclished, upon completicn of the
work herein ordered.

63. That Consolidated Rail Corporation, having agreed
to do so, at its sole cost and expense, within two (2) vyears from
the date of service of the Commission's order, furnish all
materials and do all work necessary to remove the bridge
substructure and superstructure to a point two (2} feet below the
surrounding ground line, and to grade the embankments behind the
structure to a two-to-one slope, and to grade, seed and mulch the
areas thus disturbed to prevent soll erosion, all in a safe and
satisfactory condition.

64. That Consolidated Rail Corporation, having agreed
to do so, at its sole cost and expense, in the removal of the
structure, shall make any necessary provisions for protection and
stability of the National Railroad Passenger Corporation's
electrical system poles. |

65. fhat Consolidated Rail Corporation, at its sole

cost and expense, in the removal of the bridge, shall, if required,
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make any necessary provisions for protection and/or relocation of
the City of Coatesville Authority water line near the crossing.

66. That the non-carrier utilities involved except City
of Coatesville Authority, if any, each, at the sole cost and
expense, except as noted in order paragraph 10, furnish all
materials and do all work necessary to alter or relocate 1its
facilities as necessary to accommodate abolition of the crossing.

67. That the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation,
at its sole cost and expense, upon completion of the work herein
ordered, furnish all materials and do all work necessary to
maintain the highway approaches to the abolished crossing, in a
safe and satisfactory condition.

Crossing No. 11

69. That the maintenance responsibilities assigned to
the parties by the Commission's Order at Docket No. A-107709,
entered on December 28, 1987, remain in full force and effect.

Crossing Ne. 12

70. That the crossing where State Street crosses over
the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporaticn in Quarryville
Borough, be and is hefeby abolished, with the structure remaining
in place.

71. That the maintenance reSponsibilities assigned to

the parties by the Commission's Order at Docket No. A-104032Z,
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entered on June 21, 1980, be énd is hereby modified in accordance
with the following two paragraphs:
A. That the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation,
at its sole cost and expense, furnish all materials and
do all work necessary to maintain the substructure and
superstructure of the bridge, at the abolished crossing
in a safe and satisfactory condition.
B. That the Pennsylvania Department of Transportaticn,
at its scle cost and expense, furnish all material and
do all work necessary to maintain the highway approaches
to the abolished crossing, in a safe and satisfactory
condition.

Crossing No. 13

72. That the crossing where Lime Street crosses under
the right-of-way o¢f Consolidated Rail Corporation in Quarryville
Borough, be and is hereby abolished, with the structure remaining
in place.

73. That Providence Township, at its sole cost and
expense, furnish all materials and do all work necessary to
maintain the substructure and superstructure of the bridge, at the
abolished crossing in a safe and satisfactory condition.

74. That Quarryville Borough, at its sole cost and

expense, furnish all material and do all work necessary to maintain
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the highway approaches to the abolished crossing, in a safe and
satisfactory condition.

Crossing No. 14

75. That the crossing where Church Street crosses under
the right-of-way o©of Consolidated Rail Corporation in Quarryville
Borough, be and is hereby abolished, with the structure remaining
in place and upon completion of the work herein ordered.

76. That Pennsylvania Department of Transportation, at
its sole cost and expense, within one (1) year from the date of
service of the Commission's order, furnish all material and do all
work necessary to perform safety related modifications at the
crossing location, including but not limited to, installation of
guide rail and repair of loose stone.

77. That Providence Township, at 1its sole cost and
expense, furnish all materials and dc all work necessary to
maintain the substructure and superstructure of the bridge, at the
abolished crossing in a safe and satisfactory condition.

78. That Pennsylvania Department of Transportaticn, -at
its sole cost and expense, furnish all material and do all work
necessary to maintain the highway approaches to the abolished
crossing, in a safe and satisfactory condition.

Crossing No. 15

79. That the c¢rossing where Oak Bottom Road crosses

under the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Ceorporation in
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Providence Township, be and is hereby abolished, upon completion of
the work herein ordered.

80. That Consoclidated Rail Corporation, having agreed
to do so, at its initial cost and expense, within one (1) year from
the date of service of the Commission's order, furnish all
materials and do all work necessary to remove the bridge
substructure and superstructure to a point two (2) feet below the
surrounding ground line, and to grade the embankments behind the
structure to a two-to-one slope, and to grade, seed and mulch the
areas thus disturbed to prevent so0il erosion, all in a safe and
satisfactory condition.

8l. That Consolidated Rail Corporation, having agreed
tc do so, at its initial cost and expense, in the removal of the
structure, shall make any necessary provisions for protection and
stability of the National Railrcad Passenger Corporation's
electrical system poles.

82. That the non-carrier utilities involved, if any,
each, at its sole cost and expense, except as noted in order
paragraph 10, furnish all materials and deo all work necessary to
alter or relocate its facilities as necessary to accommodate
abolition of the crossing.

83. That Providence Township, at its sole cost and
expense, upon completion of the wogk herein ordered, furnish all

materials and do all work necessary to maintain the highway
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approaches to the abolished crossing, in a safe and satisfactory
condition.

84. That Consolidated Rail Corporation and Providence
Township bear the cost for work performed at this crossing in
accordance with the terms and condition ¢of their settlement.

Crossing No. 16

85. That the crossing where U.S. Route 222 crosses
under the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in
Providence Township, be and is hereby abolished, upon completion of
the work herein ordered.

86. That Consolidated Rail Corporation, having agreed
to do so, at its sole cost and expense, within one (1} year from
the date of service of the Commission's order, furnish all
materials and do all work necessary to remove the bridge
substructure and superstructure to a point two (2) feet below the
surrounding ground line, and to grade the embankments behind the
structure to a two-to-one slope, and to grade, seed and mulch the
areas thus disturbed to prevent soil erosion, all in a safe and
satisfactory condition.

87. That Consolidated Rail Corporation, having agreed
to do so, at its sole cost and expense, in the removal of the
structure, shall make any necessary provisions for protection and
stability of the National Railroad Passenger Corporation's

electrical system poles.
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88. That Consclidated Rail Corporation, at its sole
cost and expense, in the removal of the bridge, shall, if required,
make any necessary provisions for protection of Pennsylvania Power
& Light Company's underground facilities in the crossing area.

89. That the non-carrier utilities involved, including
Pennsylvania Power & Light Company, each, at its sole cost and
expense, except as noted in order paragraph 10, furnish all
materials and do all work necessary to alter or relocate its
facilities as necessary to accommodate abolition of the crossing.

890. That Pennsylvania Department of Transportation, at
its sole cost and expense, upon completion of the work herein
ordered, furnish all materials and do all work necessary to
maintain the highway approaches to the abolished crossing, in a
safe and satisfactory condition.

Crossing No. 17

91. That the crossing where Fairview Road (S.R. 30186)
crosses over the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in
Providence Township, be and is hereby abolished, upon completion of
the work herein ordered.

92. That Pennsylvania Department of Transportation, at
its sole cost and expense, within thirty days of service of the
Commission's order, perform all work and provide all materials to
install warning signs of the sharp turn in the highway on each

highway approach to the crossing.
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93. That Pennsylvania Department of Transportation, at
its sole cost and expense, within two (2} years from the date of
service of the Commission's order, furnish all materials and do all
work necessary to remove the bridge substructure and superstructure
to a point two (2) feet below the surrounding grcund line, and to
grade, seed and mulch the areas thus disturbed to prevent soil
erosion, all in a safe and satisfactory condition.

94, That Pennsylvania Department of Transportation, at
its sole cost and expense, within two (2) years from the date of
service of the Commission's order, furnish all materials and do all
work necessary to construct a new highway, on partial embankment‘if
necessary, on a new alignment so as to remove the sharp turns in
the existing highway. The new highway is to be constructed for the
class and volume of traffic using the highway. Said construction to
include a pipe(s} to provide for surface water drainage under the
highway along the existing ditches or swales. All area thus
disturbed shall be graded, seeded and mulched to prevent soil
erosion.

95. That the non-carrier utilities involved, each, at
its sole cost and expense, furnish all materials and do all work
necessary to alter or relocate 1its facilities as necessary to
accommodate abolition of the crossing.

96. That until the bridge is removed, the Pennsylvania

Department of Transportation, at its sole cost and expense, furnish
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all materials and do all work necessary to maintain the
substructure and superstructure of the bridge, in a safe and
satisfactory condition.

97. That until the bridge is removed, the Pennsylvania
Department of Transportation, at its scle cost and expense, furnish
all material and do all work necessary to maintain the highway
approaches to the bridge, in a safe and satisfactory condition.

98. That Pennsylvania Department of Transportétion, at
its sole cost and expense, upon completion of the work herein
ordered, furnish all materials and do all work necessary to
maintain the highway approaches to the abolished crossing, in a

safe and satisfactory condition.

Crossing Neo. 18

99. That the crossing where Cinder Road crosses over
the right-of-way of Consclidated Rail Corporation in Providence
Township, be and is hereby abolished, with the structure remaining
in place.

100. That the maintenance responsibilities assigned to
Consolidated Rail Corporation by the Commission's Qrder at Docket
No. A-104797, entered on September 8, 1988, order paragraph 11, be
and is hereby modified in accordance with the following paragraph:

A. That the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation,

at its sole cost and expense, furnish all materials and
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do all work necessary to maintain the substructure and

superstructure of the bridge, at the abolished crossing

in a safe and satisfactory condition.

101. That the maintenance responsibilities assigned to
the parties by the Commission's Order at Docket No. A-104797,
entered on September 8, 1988, not inconsistent herewith, remain in
full force and effect.

Crossing No. 19

102. That the crossing where Truce Road (formerly known
as Rawlinsville Road) crosses over the right-of-way of Consolidated
Rail Corporation in Providence Township, be and is hereby
abolished, with the structure remaining in place.

103. That the maintenance responsibilities assigned to
Consolidated Rail Corporation by the Commission's Order at Docket
No. A-104797, entered on September 8, 1988, order paragraph 11, be
and is hereby modified in accordance with the following paragraph:

A. That the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation,

at its sole cost and expense, furnish all materials and

do all work necessary to maintain the gdbstructure and
superétructure of the bridge, at the abolished crossing
in a safe and satisfactory condition.

104. That the maintenance responsibilities assigned to

the parties by the Commission's Order at Docket No. A-104797,
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entered on September 8§, 1988, not inconsistent herewith, remain in
full force and effect.

Crossing No. 20

105. That the crossing where Hollow Road (East)
(formerly known as Sawmill Road) crosses over the right-of-way of
Consolidated Rail Corporation in Providence Township, be and is
hereby abolished, with the structure remaining in place.

106. That the maintenance responsibilities assigned to
the parties by the Commission's Order at Docket No. I-870050,
entered on September 30, 1991, remain in full force and effect.

Crossing No. 21

107. That the crossing where Hollow Road (West) crosses
under the right-of-way of Consolidatea Rail Corporation in
Providence Township, be and is hereby abolished, upcn completion of
the work herein ordered.

108. That Consolidated Rail Corpeoration, having agreed
te do so, at its initial cost and expense, within ocone (1) year from
the date of service of the Commission's order, furnish all
materials and dc all work necessary to remove the bridge
substructure and superstructure toc a point two (2) feet below the
surrounding ground line, and to grade the embankments behind the
structure to a twc-to-one slope, and to grade, seed and mulch the
areas thus disturbed to prevent soil erosion, all in a safe and

satisfactory condition.
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109. That Consclidated Rail Corporation, having agreed
to do so, at its initial cost and expense, in the removal of the
structure, shall make any necessary provisions for protection and
stability of the National Railroad Pgssenger Corporation's
electrical system poles.

110. That Consolidated Rail Corporation, within one year
of service of the Commission's order, at its initial cost and
expense, furnish all material and do all work necessary to
reconstruct the highway on a new alignment.

111. That the non-carrier utilities involved, if any,
each, at 1its sole cost and expense, except as noted In order
paragraph 10, furnish all materials and do all work necessary to
alter or relocate its facilities as necessary to accommodate
abolition of the crossing.

112. That Providence Township, at its sole cost and
expense, bear the costs of the right-of-way damages incurred to
reconstruct the highway on a new alignment.

113, That Providence Township, at its sole cost and
expense, upon completion of the work herein ordered, furnish all
materials and do all work necessary to maintain the highway
approaches to the abclished crossing, in a safe and satisfactory
condition.

114. That Consolidated Rail Corporation and Providence

Township bear costs for work performed at this crossing in
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accordance with the terms and conditions of their Stipulation Of

Settlement.

Crossing No. 22

115. That the crossing where Sawmill Road crosses over
the right-of-way of Consclidated Rail Corporation in Providence
Township, be and is hereby abolished, with the structure remaining
in place.

116. That the maintenance responsibilities assigned to
the parties by the Commission's Order at Docket No. I-870048,
entered on April 29, 1992, remain in full force and effect.

Crossing No. 23

117. That the crossing where U.S. Route 272 (northbound)
crosses under the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in
Providence Township, be and is hereby abolished, with the structure
remaining in place and upon completion of the work herein ordered.

118. That Pennsylvania Department of Transportation,
within one (1} year of service of the Commission's order, at its
sole cost and expense, furnish all material and do all work
necessary to (1) undertake any currently needed maintenance and
repair of the structure; (2) remove the existing sidewalks and
curbs and to construct new paved shoulders in this area; (3)

undertake such additional work as it may deem desirable for the
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safety of highway travelers, including installation of guiderails
and signage.

119. That the non-carrier utilities involved, if any,
each, at 1its sole cost and expense, fprnish all materials and do
all work necessary to alter or relocate its facilities as necessary
to accommodate abolition of the crossing.

120. That the maintenance responsibility assigned to the
parties by the Commission’s Order at Docket No. A-80721, entered
July 26, 1954, to the extent not inconsistent with this order,
remain in full force and effect.

121. That Providence Township, at 1its sole cost and
expense, furnish all materials and do all work necessary to
maintain the substructure and superstructure of the bridge, at the
abolished crossing in a safe and satisfactory condition.

Crossing No. 24

122. That the crossing where U.S. Route 272 (southbound)
crosses under the right-of-way of Consclidated Rail Corperation in
Providence Township, be and is hereby abolished, with the structure
remaining in place and upon completion of the work herein ordered.

123. That Pennsylvania Department of Transportation,
within one year of service of the Commission's order, at its sole
cost and expense, furnish all material and do all work necessary to

undertake such work as it may deem desirable for the safety of
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highway travelers, including installation of guiderails and
signage.

124. That the non-carrier utilities involved, if any,
each, at its sole cost and expense, furnish all materials and do
all work necessary to alter or relocate its facilities as necessary
to accommodate abolition of the crossing.

125. That the maintenance responsibility assigned to the
parties by the Commission’s Order at Docket No. A-80721, entered
July 26, 1954, to the extent not inconsistent with this order,
remain in full force and effect.

126. That Providence Township, at 1its sole cost and
expense, furnish all materials and do all work necessary to
maintain the substructure and superstructure of the bridge, at the
abolished crossing in a safe and satisfactory condition.

Crossing No. 25

127. That the crossing where Rawlinsville Road crosses
over the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in
Providence Township, was abolished in accordance with Commission
Order at Docket No. A-105510, entered January 3, 1985, with the
structure remaining in place.

128. That the maintenance responsibilities assigned to
the parties by the Commission's Orders. at Docket Nos. A-105510
and A-111016, entered March 7, 1995, remain in full force and

effect.
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Crossing No. 26

129. That the crossing where Sigman Road crosses under
the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in Providence
Township, be and is hereby abolished, upon completion of the work
herein ordered.

130. That Conscolidated Rail Corporation, having agreed
to do so, at its initial cost and expense, within two (2)'years
from the date of service of the Commission’s Crder, furnish all
materials and do all work necessary to remove the bridge
substructure and superstructure to a point two (2) feet below the
surrounding ground line, and to grade the embankments behind the
structure to a two-to-one slope, and to grade, seed and mulch the
areas thus disturbed to prevent soil erosion, all in a safe and
satisfactory condition.

131. That Consolidated Rail Corporation, having agreed
to do so, at its initial cost and expense, in the removal of the
structure, shall make any necessary provisions for protection and
stability of the Naticnal Railrcad Passenger Corporation's
electrical system poles.

132. That the non-carrier utilities involved, if any,
each, at 1its sole cost and expense, except as noted in order
paragraph 10, furnish all materials and do all work necessary to
alter or relocate 1its facilities as necessary to accommodate

abolition of the crossing.
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133. That Providence Township, at 1its sole cost and
- expense, upon completion of the work herein ordered, furnish all
materials and do all work necessary to maintain the highway
approaches to the abolished crossing, in a safe and satisfactory
conditién.

134. That Consclidated Rail Corporation and Providence
Township bear costs for work performed at this crossing in
accordance with the terms and cohdition of their Stipulation ©Of
Settlement.

Crossing No. 27

135. That the c¢rossing where Marticville Road crosses
under the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in Martic
Township, be and is hereby abolished, upon completion of the work
herein ordered.

136. That, 1if Pennsylvania Department of Transportation
has not within two (2) years from service of the Commission's order

let a contract to reconstruct and realign S.R. 0324, Marticville

Road, then Martic Township, having agreed to do so, at its scle
cost and expense, within three (3) years from the date of service
of the Commission's final order, furnish all materials and do all
work necessary to remove the bridge substructure and superstructure
to a point two (2) feet below the surrcunding ground line, and to

grade the embankments behind the structure to a two-to-one slope,
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and to grade, seed and mulch the areas thus disturbed to prevent
soll erosion, all in a safe and satisfactory condition.

137. That Martic Township, at its sole cost and expense,
if the highway realignment project is constructed, may at its
opticn, allow the structure to remain in place and barricade both
entrances or remove the structure.

138. That Martic Township, at its sole cost and expense,
in the removal of the structure, shall make any necessary
provisions for protection and stability of the National Railroad
Passenger Corporation's electrical system poles.

139. That Martic Township, at ité sole cost and expense,
in the removal of the bridge, shall, if reéuired, make any
necessary provisions for protection of Pennsylvania Power & Light
Company's facilities in the crossing area.

140. That the non-carrier utilities involved, each
including Pennsylvania Power & light Company, at its scle cost and
expense, except as noted 1in order paragraph 10, furnish all
materials and do all work necessary to alter or relocate its
facilities as necessary to accommodate abolition of the crossing.

141. That Pennsylvania Department of Transportation, at
its sole cost and expense, upon completion of the work herein
ordered, furnish all materials and do all work necessary to
maintain the highway approaches to the abolished crossing, in a

safe and satisfactory condition.
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Crossing No. 28

142. That the crossing where River Road crosses under
the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in Conestoga
Township, be and is hereby abolished, with the structure remaining
in place and upon completion of the work herein ordered.

143. That Consclidated Rall Corporation, within 18
months of service of the Commission's order, at its sole cost and
expense, furnish all material and do all work necessary to cause
the removal from the bridge of National Railroad Passenger
Corporation's transmission line towers and resuspension of the line
in a manner satisfactory to National Railroad Péssenger
Corporation.

144. That Consclidated Rail Corporation, Within 120 days
following removal of National Railrcad Passenger Corporation's
facilities, at its sole cost and expense, furnish all material and
do all work necessary tc assure that presently existing barriers to
access to the bridge deck are in good operating order and will
provide to Martic Township and Conestoga Township keys to any
barrier gate locks.

145. That Coeonestoga Township, at 1its scle cost and
expense, furnish all material and do all work necessary'to maintain
River Road under the structure, and the highway approaches thereto,

in a safe and satisfactory condition.
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146. That Martic Township and Conestoga Township,
jointly and severally, at their sole cost and expense, furnish all
materials and do all work necessary to maintain the substructure
and superstructure of fthe bridge, at the abkolished crossing in a
safe and satisfactory condition.

Crossing No. 29

147. That the crossing'where Colemanville Road crossed
over the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in Conestoga
Township, was abolished in accordance with Commission Order at
Docket No. C-860598, entered May 23, 1990, with the structure being
removed.

149, That the maintenance responsibilities assigned to
the parties by the Commissicn's Orders at Dockets C-860598
and A-111016, entered March 7, 1995, remain in full force and
effect.

Crossing No. 30

150. That the crossing where River Hill Road crosses
over the right-of-way of Consolidated Rail Corporation in Conestoga
Township, be and is hereby abolished, with the structure remaining
in place.

151. That the maintenance respconsibilities assigned to
the parties by the Commission's Order at Docket No. C-860598,

entered May 23, 1990, remain in full force énd effect.
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Crossing No. 31

152. That the crossing where Greenhill Road, also known
as Shenk's Road, crosses under the right-of-way of Consolidated
Rail Corporation in Conestoga Township, be and is hereby abolished,
with the structure remaining in place and upon completion of the
work herein ordered.

153. That Conestoga Township, at its sole cost and
expense, within thirty days of service of the Commission's order,
perform all work and provide all materials to install warning signs
of the "close clearance", at the bridge on each highway apprcach to
the crossing.

154, That Conestoga Township, ét its sole cost and
expense, furnish all materials and do all work necessary to
maintain the‘substructure and superstructure of the bridge, at the
abolished crossing in a safe and satisfactory condition.

155. That Conestoga Township, at its sole cost and
expense, furnish all material and do all work necessary to maintain
the roadway under the structure, and the highway approaches to the
abolished crossing, in a safe and satisfactory condition.

Miscellaneous

156. That the Motion O0Of Consclidated Rail Corporation

For Leave To File A Reply Brief is denied.
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157. That late filed exhibits, Sexton Exhibit No. 2 and

Conrail Exhibit No. 92, be and are hereby admitted into the record.

OUIS G. “COCHERES
Administrative Law Judge
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01/23/97 Document #: 24207

ORY
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA @K\I)

PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Application of Consolidated Rail :

Corporation For the abolition of : Docket No. A-00111016
31 crossings of the Enola Branch,

LC: 201323, MP 3.5 to MP 27.0,

Sub. No. 1085X, Harrisburg

Division, Lancaster County.

Board of Supervisors of Bart : Docket No. C-00913256
Township v. Consolidated Rail :

Corporation, Pennsylvania

Department of Transportation

and Lancaster County, et al. -

STIPULATION OF SETTLEMENT

- THIS STIPULATION OF SETTLEMENT, entered into this 257( day of

Htews L . 1997 between Consolidated Rail Corporation, a Pennsylvania corporation
with .principal offices at 2 Commerce Square, 2001 Market Street, Philadelphia,
Pennsylvania 19101-1419, and the following municipalities:

a. Woest Sadsbury Township, Chester County, Pennsylvania, with principal
offices at RD #2, Parkesburg, Pennsylvania 19365-2044;

b. Sadsbury Township, Lancaster, Pennsylvania, with principal offices at
1077 White Qak Road, Christiana, Pennsylvania 17509;

C. Eden Township, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, with principal offices
at 489 Stoney Hill Road, Quarryville, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania
17566;

d. Bart Township, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, with principal offices at

46 Quarry Road, Quarryville, Pennsylvania 17566;

e. Providence Township, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, with principal
offices at 200 Mount Airy Road, New Providence, Pennsylvania 17560;

f. Martic Township, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, with principal offices
at 370 Steinman Farm Road, Pequea, Pennsylvania 175865; and
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§

g. Conestoga Township, Lancaster County, Pennsylvania, with principal
offices at P. O. Box 98, Conestoga, Pennsylvania 17516.

The parties set forth in paragraphs a - g will be referred to collectively as the
"Municipalities."”

WHEREAS, Conrail is the owner of the "Enola Branch," also or formerly known
as the Atglen and Susquehanna ("A&S"} Branch, identified in a prior conveyance by
Trustees of Penn Central Transportation Company to Consolidated Rail Corporation as
"Susquehanna (A&S) Branch," a right-of-way situate in relevant part in Chester and
Lancaster Counties, Pennsylvania, as more specifically described in Appendix "A"
hereto; and

WHEREAS, on or about October 2, 1989, Conrail filed with the Interstate
Commerce Commission its "Notice of Exemption for Abandonment by Consolidated
Rail Corporation of a Portion of the Enola Branch in Lancaster and Chester Counties,
Pennsylvania" -- Docket Number AD167 (sub-no.1095X)}, which recites a proposed
consummation date of abandonment of November 21, 1989; and

WHEREAS, on or about April 14, 1993, the Interstate Commerce Commission
issued an Order confirming the abandonment of the Enola Branch; and

WHEREAS, on or about September 4, 1993, Conrail filed an application with
the Pennsyivania Public Utility Commission {("PUC"} at PUC Docket No. A-111016 for
permission to abolish the crossings located along the Enola Branch; and

WHEREAS, the Municipalities are willing to acquire portions of the Enola
Branch from Convrail; ‘and

WHEREAS, the Municipalities are willing to take responsibility for the crossings
and for the crossing structures as more specifically set forth herein;

NOW, THEREFORE, it is hereby stipulated by the aforementioned parties as
follows:

1. Description of Right-of-Way

1.1 The property encompassed within this Stipulation is that portion of the
Enola Branch extending from a point beginning at the Chester County line and
extending westwardly to that point and to include that land more particularly
described in paragraph 9.1 hereof. The property encompassed within this Stipulation
also includes the structure of bridge 4.03 situate in Chester County, together with a
right of access 1o that bridge from the east.

1.2 Each quitclaim deed description of the property being conveyed will
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encompass that property shown on Conrail's valuation map for the Atglen and
Susquehanna Branch, lying within each respective municipality within those
limitations otherwise herein provided. With respect to property situate in Quarryvilie
Borough, disposition is as set forth in Section 5 of this Stipulation.

1.3 Conrail's claim to title to the property to be conveyed is premised upon
the Deed of the Trustees of Penn Central Transportation Company to Consolidated
Rail Corporation dated March 30, 1976, a copy of the pertinent portion of which is
attached as Appendix "A." Conrail's title is burdened pursuant to the provisions of a
conveyance by Consolidated Rail Corporation to National Railroad Passenger
Corporation (Amtrak} dated April 1, 1976, a copy of the pertinent portions of which
has been provided to each of the parties hereto. Such limitations are in addition to
others which may be shown to exist as a result of a competent search of titles and
an inspection of the premises.

2. Sadsbury Township and West Sadsbury Township

2.1 Conrail will quitclaim to Sadsbury Township all its right, title and interest
in and to the land and improvements thereon comprising that portion of the Enola
Branch from a point beginning at the Chester County line at the east extending
westwardly to the eastern line of Bart Township.

2.2  Conrail will pay to Sadsbury Township $50,000.00.

2.3 Conrail will pay to Sadsbury and West Sadsbury Townships, jointly,
$60,000.00.

2.4 Crossing No. 1, Noble Road, AAR/DOT# 518 184M -- Conrail, within
120 days following entry of a final order by the Public Utility Commission, will install
fencing along the parapets of the bridge.

2.5 Crossing No. 1, Noble Road, AAR/DOT# 518 184M -- Sadsbury
Township and West Sadsbury Township, jointly and severally and at their sole cost
and expense, will maintain the crossing structure. PennDOT will perform safety-
related modifications and will maintain the roadway at its sole cost and expense,

2.6 Crossing No. 2, Orchard Road, AAR/DOT# 518 185U -- Sadsbury
Township, at its sole cost and expense, will maintain the crossing structure and
roadway at its sole cost and expense.

2.7 Crossing No. 3, Brick Mill Road, AAR/DOT# 518 187H -- Sadsbury
Township, at its sole cost and expense, will maintain the crossing structure over
Brick Mill Road. Sadsbury Township will maintain the roadway at its sole cost and
expense.
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2.8 Crossing No. 4, White Oak Road, AAR/DOT# 518 188P -- Conrail,
within two years after entry of a final order, at its sole cost and expense, will remove
the structure over White Oak Road, remove the abutments to a point two feet below
finished ground level, slope embankments to a two-to-one slope and make any
necessary provision for protection and stability of the Amtrak electrical system poles
and for facilities of any other public utility whose transmission or pipe lines are
present within the crossing. PennDOT will maintain the roadway at its sole cost and
expense.

3. Bart Township

3.1 Conrail will quitclaim to Bart Township all its right, title and interest in
and to the land and improvements thereon comprising that portion of Conrail's former
Enola Branch from a point beginning at the western line of Sadsbury Township and
extending westwardly to the eastern line of Eden Township.

3.2 Conrail will pay to Bart Township a total sum of $150,000.00.

3.3 Crossing No. 5, Quaker Church Road, AAR/DOT# 518 189W -- Bart
Township, at its sole cost and expense, will maintain the crossing structure over
Quaker Church Road. Bart Township will continue to maintain the roadway at its
sole cost and expense.

3.4 Crossing No. 6, Vintage Road, AAR/DOT# 518 190R -- Bart Township,
at its sole cost and expense, will maintain the crossing structure over Vintage Road.
Bart Township will continue to maintain the roadway at its sole cost and expense.

3.5 Crossing No. 7, Georgetown Road, AAR/DOT# 518 191X -- Bart
Township does not have any maintenance responsibility for the crossing at
Georgetown Road. Maintenance responsibility was assigned to PennDOT pursuant to
the Order at PUC Docket No. A-105671 (Order entered May 16, 1990) and
subsequent agreement with Conrail. PennDOT will be responsible for the
maintenance of the structure and roadway at its sole cost and expense.

3.6 Crossing No. 7A, Lamparter Road, AAR/DOT# 518 192E -- The previous
Order at PUC Docket No. C-00913256 (Order entered October 25, 1993} regarding
this crossing will be vacated by the Commission and the following will be substituted
egarding this crossing. Bart Township, at its sole cost and expense, will be
responsible for demolition of the crossing structure carrying Lamparter Road over the
Enola Branch. Bart Township will make any necessary provisions to remove
abutments to a point two (2} feet below finished ground level, will place and compact
fil material, will reconstruct Lamparter Road on fill and will thereafter be solely
responsible for the maintenance of Lamparter Road. Bart Township will make any
necessary provision for protection and stability of the Amtrak electrical system poles
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and for facilities of any other public utility whose transmission or pipe lines are
present within the crossing. Nothing herein shall be construed as a requirement that
a culvert or penetrating passage be installed to allow pedestrian or vehicle passage
through the fill at or about former track level.

3.7 Crossing No. 8, Hollow Road, AAR/DOT# 518 1947 -- The crossing of
Hollow Road has heretofore been abolished by the Order at PUC Docket No. C-
913225 (Order entered June 25, 1992), and the roadway continued on fill. Bart
Township will continue to maintain the roadway and fill at its sole cost and expense.

4, Eden Township

4.1 Conrail will quitclaim to Eden Township all its right, title and interest in
and to the land and improvements thereon comprising that portion of Conrail's former
Enola Branch from a point beginning at the western line of Bart Township and
extending westwardly to the eastern line of Quarryville Borough.

4.2 Conrail will pay to Eden Township a total sum of $30,000.00.

4.3 Crossing No. 9, Bushong Road, AAR/DOT# 518 195A -- Eden
Township, at its sole cost and expense, will maintain the crossing structure. Eden
Township will continue to maintain the roadway at its sole cost and expense.

4.4 Crossing No. 10, Pumping Station Road, AAR/DOT# 518 196G --
Conrail, within two years after entry of a final order adopting this Stipulation, at its
sole cost and expense, will demolish the crossing structure over Pumping Station
Road, remove abutments to a point two (2] feet below finished ground level and
slope embankments to a two-to-one slope and make any necessary provision for
pratection and stability of the Amtrak electrical system poles and for facilities of any
other public utility whose transmission or pipe lines are present within the crossing.
PennDOT will remain responsible for the maintenance of the roadway at its sole cost
and expense.

4.5 Crossing No. 11, Hess Road, AAR/DOT# 518 197N -- Eden Township,
at its sole cost and expense, will maintain the crossing structure carrying Hess Road
over the former railbed, in compliance with the Order at PUC Docket No. A-107709
(Order entered December 28, 1987). The crossing at Hess Road was abolished
pursuant to the Order at PUC Docket No. A-00111016 (entered March 7, 1995).
Eden Township will continue to maintain the roadway at its sole cost and expense.

5. Providence Township (Property in Quarryville Borough)

5.1 In addition to the property described in paragraph 6.1 of this Stipulation,
Conrail will quitclaim to the Providence Township all its right, title and interest in and
to the land and improvements thereon comprising that portion of Conrail's former
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Enola Branch from a point beginning in the east at the westwardly line of Eden
Township and extending westwardly through the Borough of Quarryville to the
eastern line of Providence Township.

5.2 Conrail will pay Providence Township a sum of $150,000.00, in
addition to those amounts referred to in paragraphs 6.2 and 6.3 of this Stipulation.

5.3 Crossing No. 12, State Street, AAR/DOT# 518 198V -- Maintenance
responsibilities for the crossing structure have been heretofore assigned by the Public
Utility Commission by Order at PUC Docket No. A-104032 (Order entered June 21,
1990), 50% to PennDOT and 50% to Conrail. PennDOT has separately agreed with
Conrail to assume full responsibility for maintenance of the crossing structure and
roadway, at its sole cost and expense, and nothing herein will be construed to
impose any responsibility for maintenance upon the Borough of Quarryville or
Providence Township.

5.4 Crossing No., 13, Lime Street, AAR/DOT# 518 129C -- Providence
Township, at its sole cost and expense, will maintain the crossing structure over Lime
Street. The Borough of Quarryville will maintain the roadway at its sole cost and
expense.

5.5 Crossing No. 14, Church Street, AAR/DOT# 518 200U -- PennDOT and
Conrail will execute a stipulation agreeing to the entry of an order by the Commission
requiring PennDOT to undertake and complete any safety-related modifications which
may be identified by inspection to be performed by PennDOT, which modifications
include, but are not limited to, guiderail installation and repair of loose stones, and to
continue to have sole responsibility to maintain Church Street (SR 2019) at
PennDOT's sole cost and expense. Providence Township, at its sole cost and
expense, will maintain the crossing structure over Church Street. PennDOT will
maintain the road at its sole cost and expense.

6. Providence Township

6.1 In addition to the property described in paragraph 5.1 of this Stipulation,
Conrail will quitclaim to Providence Township all its right, title and interest in and to
the land and improvements thereon comprising that portion of Conrail's former Enola
Branch from a point beginning at the western line of Quarryville Borough and
extending westwardly to the eastern line of Martic Township.

6.2 Crossing No. 15, Oak Bottom Road, AAR/DOT# 518 201B; Crossing
No. 21, Hollow Road (West}, AAR/DOT# 518 207S; and Crossing No. 26, Sigman
Road, AAR/DOT# 518 212N -- Conrail, at its own cost and expense, to a maximum
cost of $185,000.00, will remove the crossing structures at Oak Bottom Road,
Hollow Road {West) and Sigman Road. Providence Township will reimburse Conrail
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for costs incurred by it in excess of $185,000.00. Conrail will pay to Providence
Township the difference between Conrail's cost of removal, if less than
$185,000.00, and $185,000.00. Alternatively to removal by Conrail, Providence
Township may elect to remove one or more of said structures. Conrail agrees to
perform its obligations under this paragraph, if any, through the use of a contractor.

6.3 In addition to the sums set forth above at paragraphs 5.2 and 6.2, Conrail
will pay to Providence Township the sum of $165,000.00.

6.4 Crossing No. 15, Qak Bottom Road, AAR/DOT# 518 201B -- Conrail,
within one year after entry of a final order adopting this Stipulation, will demolish the
crossing structure at Oak Bottom Road, remove abutments to a point two (2) feet
below finished ground level, slope the remaining embankments to a two-to-one slope
and make any necessary provision for protection and stability of the Amtrak electrical
system poles and for facilities of any other public utility whose transmission or pipe
lines are present within the crossing. Providence Township will maintain the
roadway at its sole cost and expense.

6.5 Crossing No. 16, US Route 222, AAR/DOT# 518 202H -- Conrail,
within one year after entry of a final order adopting this Stipulation, at its sole cost
and expense, will demolish the crossing structure on Route 222, remove abutments
to a point two {2) feet below finished ground level, slope the remaining embankments
to a two-to-one slope and make any necessary provision for protection and stability
of the Amtrak electrical system poles and for facilities of any other public utility
whose transmission or pipe lines are present within the crossing. Conrail will
undertake no work in connection with the existing roadway, which work and future

maintenance, as necessary, will be the responsibility of PennDOT at its sole cost and
expense.

6.6 Crossing No. 17, Fairview Road, AAR/DOT# 518 203P -- Providence
Township will have no responsibility for the roadway or crossing structure at Fairview
Road, which both will be the résponsibility of PennDOT at its sole cost and expense.

6.7 Crossing No. 18, Cinder Road, AAR/DOT# 518 204W -- Providence
Township will have no responsibility for the crossing structure at Cinder Road,
responsibility for which is that of PennDOT by agreement with Conrail by virtue of
the Order at PUC Docket No. A-104797 (Order entered November 16, 1983).

Maintenance of the roadway will be the responsibility of PennDot at its sole cost and
expense.

6.8 Crossing No. 19, Truce Road (formerly known as Rawlinsville Road},

AAR/DOT# 518 205D -- Providence Township will have no responsibility for the
crossing structure at Truce Road, responsibility for which is that of PennDOT by
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agreement with Conrail by virtue of the Qrder at PUC Docket No. A-104797 (Order
entered November 16, 1983). Maintenance of the roadway will be the responsibility
of PennDot at its sole cost and expense.

6.9 Crossing No. 20, Hollow Road (East) {(formerly known as Sawmill Road),
AAR/DOT# 518 206K -- Providence Township wilt have sole responsibility for future
maintenance of the crossing structure at Hollow Road {East) in compliance with the
Order at PUC Docket No. |-00870050 (Order entered September 30, 1991).
Providence Township will maintain the roadway at its sole cost and expense.

6.10 Crossing No. 21, Hollow Road (West), AAR/DOT# 518 207S -- Conrail
will demolish the crossing structure on Hollow Road {West} and realign the roadway
as necessary, remove abutments to a point two {2) feet below finished ground ievet,
slope the remaining embankments to a two-to-one slope and make any necessary
provision for protection and stability of the Amtrak electrical system poles and for
facilities of any other public utility whose transmission or pipe lines are present within
the crossing. Conrail will not be responsible for the acquisition or the cost of
acquisition of real property for the purpose of realignment of the roadway.
Providence Township will thereafter maintain the roadway at its sole cost and
expense.

6.11 Crossing No. 22, Sawmill Road, AAR/DOT# 518 208Y -- Providence
Township, at its sole cost and expense, will be responsible for future maintenance of
the crossing structure at Sawmill Road in compliance with the Order at PUC Docket
No. 1-870048 (Order entered April 29, 1992). Providence Township will maintain
the roadway at its sole cost and expense.

6.12 Crossing No. 23, U.S. Route 272, NB, AAR/DOT# 518 209F --
PennDQOT has separately agreed to undertake any currently needed maintenance and
repair of the structure and has further agreed to undertake such additional work as it
may deem desirable for the safety of highway travelers, including installation of
guiderails and signage. Providence Township thereafter will maintain the crossing
structure at its sole cost and expense. PennDOT will continue to have responsibility
for maintenance and repair of the roadway, at its sole cost and expense, pursuant to
the Order at PUC Docket No. A-80721 (Order entered July 26, 1954). Neither
Conrail nor PennDOT will have responsibility for any walkway adjacent to the
cartway.

6.13 Crossing No. 24, U.S. Route 272, SB, AAR/DOT# 518 210A --
Providence Township will maintain the crossing structure. PennDOT has agreed to
undertake any currently needed safety-related modifications to the roadway at the
structure. PennDOT will continue to have responsibility for maintenance of the
roadway and adjacent culvert, at its sole cost and expense, pursuant to the QOrder at
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PUC Docket No. A-80721 (Order entered July 26, 1954),

6.14 Crossing No. 25, Rawlinsville Road, SR 3009, AAR/DOT# 518 211G -~
Providence Township will have no responsibility for future maintenance of the
crossing structure at Rawlinsville Road, which responsibility is that of PennDOT by
virtue of the Order at PUC Docket No. A-105510 (Order entered January 3, 1985).
The crossing at Rawlinsville Road was abolished pursuant to the Order at PUC
Docket No. A-00111016 (Order entered March 7, 1995). Maintenance of the
roadway wilt be the responsibility of PennDot at its sole cost and expense.

6.15 Crossing No. 26, Sigman Road, AAR/DOT# 518 212N -- Conrail will
remove the crossing structure at Sigman Road and restore the roadway as necessary,
remove abutments to a point two (2} feet below finished ground level, slope the
remaining embankments to a two-to-one slope and make any necessary provision for
protection and stability of the Amtrak electrical system poles and for facilities of any
other public utility whose transmission or pipe lines are present within the crossing.
Providence Township will thereafter maintain the roadway at its sole cost and
expense. :

7. Martic Township

7.1 Conrail will quitclaim to Martic Township all its right, title and interest in
and to the land and improvements thereon comprising that portion of Conrail's former
Enola Branch from a point beginning at the western line of Providence Township and
extending through Martic Township to the eastern line of Conestoga Township.

7.2 Conrail will pay to Martic Township a total sum of $100,000.00,
exclusive of payments referred to in subparagraph 8.3, concerning the Martic Forge
Bridge.

7.3 Crossing No. 27, Marticville Road, SR 324, AAR/DOT# 518 213V --
Martic Township, at its sole cost and expense, will maintain the crossing structure
over Route 324. In the interim, PennDOT will progress a project for the realignment
of State Route 324. I[f within two (2} years of entry of a final order approving this
Stipulation there is no progression of the project and no funding commitment for the
realignment of the roadway, the PennDOT will notify Martic Township that there will
be no realignment project. Martic Township will then remove the structure within
one {1} year of notice by PennDOT. Martic Township will remove the structure and
restore the roadway as necessary, remove abutments to a point two (2) feet below
finished ground level, slope the remaining embankments to a two-to-one slope and
make any necessary provision for protection and stability of the Amtrak electrical
system poles and for facilities of any other public utility whose transmission or pipe
lines are present within the crossing.
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if the roadway is realigned to bypass the crossing, it is understood and agreed
that Martic Township’s obligation to demolish the structure pursuant to this
stipulation will cease, although Martic Township at its option may remove or maintain
the crossing structure thereafter. |If, however, the crossing structure remains in
place, Martic Township will barricade both entrances of the structure to vehicular
traffic at its sole cost and expense and will maintain the structure and barricades.
PennDOT retains responsibility for maintenance of the roadway at its sofe cost and
expense.

8. Martic and Conestoga Townships - The Martic Forge Bridge

8.1 Crossing No. 28, River Road - Martic Forge Bridge - Trolley Road
{private road), AAR/DOT# 518 214C -- Conrail, at its sole cost and expense, within
18 months following entry of a final order adopting the provisions of this Stipulation,
will cause the removal from the bridge of Amtrak's transmission line towers and
resuspension of the line in a manner satisfactory to Amtrak. Thereafter, Martic
Township and Conestoga Township, jointly and severally and at their sole cost and
expense, will maintain the crossing structure. Conestoga Township will continue to
maintain River Road at its sole cost and expense.

8.2 Conrail, within 120 days following removal of Amtrak's facilities, or 120
days following entry of a final order, whichever is later, will assure that presently
existing barriers to access to the bridge deck are in good operating order and will
provide to Martic and Conestoga Townships keys to any barrier gate locks.

8.3 Conrail will pay to Martic Township and Conestoga Township jointly the
total sum of $450,000.00, one-half of which will be paid within 120 days after entry
of a final order by the Public Utility Commission, and one-half of which will be paid
not later than one (1) year thereafter.

9. Conestoga Township

3.1 Conrail will quitclaim to Conestoga Township all its right, title and
interest in and to the land and improvements thereon comprising that portion of
Conrail's former Enola Branch from a point beginning at the eastern line of Conestoga
Township and extending westwardly to the center line of Shenks Ferry Road; thence
extending along the northern and eastern line of Conrail's former Enola branch to a
point where the northern line of Brenner Hollow Road joins the eastern line of the
Enola branch; thence extending at right angles to and across the center line of the
Enola branch to a point to be determined; thence southwardly and eastwardly
through property common to both the Enola branch and Conrail's Port Road branch
by a line to be determined to a point at the southern and western line of the Enola
branch where it joins property common to both the Enola branch and the Port Road;
thence along the southern and western line of the Enota branch to the center line of
Shenks Ferry Road.
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Subject, however, to such restrictions as Conrail may reasonably impose to
protect the stability of embankments adjacent to, and prevent intrusion of persons
and objects upon, the Port Road. Reserving to Conrail, its assignees and successors
and Amtrak, a permanent and unrestricted easement over the portion of the ground
to be conveyed between the southern line of Brenner Hollow Road as projected
across the Enola branch and the northern line of Brenner Hollow Road as projected

across the Enola branch so as to provide full access to Amtrak, Conrail and their
assignees.

The boundaries described in this paragraph will be surveyed at Conrail's sole
expense, and drawn as set forth above, to the mutual satisfaction of the parties.
Conrail and Conestoga Township will have no duty to provide lateral support to the
property of the other.

9.2 Conrail will pay to Conestoga Township a tota! sum of $100,000.00.

9.3 Crossing No. 29, Colemanville Road, AAR/DOT# 518 215J -- The
crossing has been previously abolished and the crossing structure removed pursuant
to the Order at PUC Docket No. C-860598 (Order entered May 23, 1990).
Conestoga Township, at its sole cost and expense, will maintain the roadway. The
crossing at Colemanville Road was abolished pursuant to the Order at PUC Docket
No. A-00111016 (Order entered March 7, 1995).

9.4 Crossing No. 30, River Hill Road, AAR/DOT# 518 216R -- Conestoga
Township, at its sole cost and expense, will be responsible for all future maintenance
of the crossing structure at River Hill Road, in compliance with the Order at PUC
Docket No. C-860598 (Order entered May 23, 1990). The crossing at River Hill
Road was abolished pursuant to the Order at PUC Docket No. A-00111016 (Order
entered March 7, 1995). Conestoga Township will maintain the roadway at its sole
cost and expense.

9.5 Crossing No. 31, Greenhill Road, also known as Shenk's Ferry Road,
AAR/DOT# 518 217X -- Conestoga Township, at its sole cost and expense, will
maintain the crossing structure. In a manner consistent with past practice,
Conestoga Township will maintain the roadway. :

10. General Provisions

10.1 This Stipulation is entered into with the expectation of the parties that
Conrail will execute quitclaim deeds in the form attached hereto for reference as
Appendix B, and Agreements of Sale in the form attached hereto for reference as
Appendix C, to effectuate the transfer of property called for under this Stipulation.

A-11
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10.2 With respect to demolition or removal of any crossing structure spanning
Conrail's property or carrying Conrail's former Enola Branch Rail Line over public
roads, it is understood that the property is subject to an easement of Amtrak and that
access to the former rail line from the public roads involved is required to be
maintained in order to afford Amtrak and Conrail reasonable access for motor
vehicles to enable Amtrak to conduct necessary maintenance upon its remaining pole
line and, in Conestoga Township, to provide access for Conrail to its remaining
property to the west. It will be the responsibility of the party demolishing any
structure to provide access to the right-of-way acceptable to Amtrak for access and,
with respect to demolition of the crossing structures over SR 324, and Shenk's Ferry
Road, if demolished, access of Conrail to its remaining property. Conrail will provide
access to the right-of-way for Amtrak, for the line west of Pumping Station Road, by
providing access acceptable to Amtrak from Pumping Station Road; Conrail will
provide access acceptable to Amtrak to the right-of-way both to the east and to the
west from Qak Bottom Road upon demolition of the structure over those roads.

10.3 In the event that the terms of this stipulation are inconsistent with the
terms of the forms attached hereto as appendices B and C then such inconsistencies
shall be resolved in the following matter:

(a) With respect to the following matters, the provisions of this
stipulation shall control:

{1} as ta the description of the property to be quitclaimed,
including the source of Conrail's title, until execution of
agreements of sale by the municipalities or if none, upon delivery
and acceptance of deeds;

(2) the disposition and future maintenance of public road
structures upon that property;

(3) contracted undertaking of Conrail relative to demolition,
grading and fencing, and the timing thereof;

(4) payments to be made by Conrail, and the timing thereof;
(8) Conrail's pre-conveyance duty to disclose:

(A) copies of all existing leases and licenses;

{B) violations of law or ordinance; and

(C) notice or special assessment;

A-12
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(6) the approval of this Stipulation and other pre-conveyance
prerequisites pertaining to the Townships’ duties to accept the
conveyance.

(b} With respect to the following matters (except that fencing
required by paragraph 2.4 hereof to be installed by Conrail and barriers
provided by paragraph 8.2 hereof as responsibility of Conrail shall
remain responsibilities of Conrail} the provisions of Conrail's form of
agreement of sale and quitclaim deed shall control:

(1) Any obligation to install fencing.

(2) {A)  Allocation of obligations to remediate;

(B)  Definition of "Hazardous Substance(s)";

{C) Definition of "Remediate" and "Remediation";

(D)  Indemnification arising out of or in connection with
remediation;

(E) Releases as to those matters provided for in the
quitclaim deed;

{3)  Adverse claims to title.
(4) Lateral support (but nothing therein shall diminish Conrail's
obligation to provide agreed upon slopes following removal

of structures).

{5) Ingress and Egress (except as expressly provided for by
this stipulation}.

(6) Retention, removal and/or restoration costs of structures
(except as expressly provided for in this stipulation).

(7) Rail operations.
10.4 Except where specified otherwise, Conrail will perform its duties under
this Stipulation pertaining to the demolition or improvement of crossings within one
year after this Stipulation is finally approved by order of the Commission.

10.5 Except where specified otherwise, all payments by Conrail to

A-13
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municipalities under this agreement will be made within 120 days after this
Stipulation is finally approved by order of the Commission.

11. Environmental Assessment

11.1 Conrail has caused a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment of Enola
Branch from mile post 4.03 to mile post 26.25 to be conducted by ENSR Corp.,
copies of the report of which have been provided to the parties hereto. The
municipalities hereto have caused a separate Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
to be conducted by Acer Engineers & Consultants, Inc., the cost of which
investigation has been borne by Conrail. The results of those assessments have been
taken into account by the parties hereto in arriving at the amounts of the financial
considerations recited herein.

12. Integration and Merger

12.1 This Stipulation is binding on the parties hereto, their agents, successors
and assigns.

12.2 This Stipulation and other agreements and documents referenced herein
contain and set forth the entire agreement and understanding between the parties
hereto, and there are no covenants, promises, agreements, or understandings, either
oral or written, between said parties other than herein expressly set forth or
referenced. No subsequent alteration, amendment, change or addition to this
Stipulation will be binding on any party unless reduced to writing and signed by all
parties.

12.3 In the event that the PUC, PennDOT or any appellate Court will fail or
refuse to implement the terms and the conditions of this Stipulation or to allow the
implementation of the terms and conditions of this Stipulation, then this Stipulation
will be null and void and the parties will be in their original positions to proceed
forward in their contested litigation.

12.4 Each municipality reserves the right to reject the terms of this Stipulation
based upon defect of title to the property to be conveyed or existence of physical
conditions, including environmental conditions, identified on the property (but not any
defect in the structure of any crossing structure) until entry of a final order approving
this Stipulation. In the event that a municipality exercises this right, then Conrail may
withdraw its Stipulation as to property within that township.

12.5 The term "maintain” as used in this Stipulation, also includes, at the
election of the party having responsibility to maintain any structure, removal of that
structure.
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13. Other Conditions Precedent to Performance

13.1 The transfer of Conrail's property interests pursuant to this Stipulation is
conditioned upon and subject to approval of this Stipulation by the Pennsylvania
Public Utility Commission and Conrail’s obtaining approval for the subdivision of its
property in Conestoga Township, as set forth in paragraph 9.1.

13.2 Any of the municipalities may terminate this Stipulation if any legal
action is instituted to prevent or to challenge the transfer of Conrail's property
interests to the municipalities.

13.3 Conrail agrees that, prior to the date of settlement, it will make a good
faith effort to provide to municipalities copies of all existing leases and/or licenses
known to it affecting the Enola Branch.

13.4 Prior to the transfer of property by Conrail to the municipalities, a
representative of Conrail will disclose to the municipalities all violations of law or
ordinances known to him pertaining to the Enola Branch. Any municipality will have
the option to terminate this Stipulation prior to conveyance if the violation of law or
ordinance in unacceptable to the municipality.

13.5 In the event any notice or special assessment affecting the Encla Branch
is issued to Conrail after the date of execution of this Stipulation, any municipality
may terminate this Stipulation if the notice or special assessment is unacceptable to
the municipality affected by said notice or special assessment but only if such special
assessment is made by a body not party to this stipulation.



3
’

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, intending to be legally bound, the parties hereto have
caused this Agreement to be executed in their behalves by their appropriate

representatives this day of , 1997,

ATTEST: BART TOWNSHIP

BY: el /C p m«\
Secretary Chairman

ATTEST: CONESTOGA TOWNSHIP

BY: (,L«.é\/uu_ W’d}% BY: % ' 7‘-0"4"-’

Secretary 7/ Chairman
ATTEST: SADSBURY TOWNSHIP
BY: %mé% ZZZ ;i,mrﬁ BY: W 1>

ecretary {_Ghgirman/
ATTEST: WESY SADSBURY TOWNSHIP
BY:\. mq,()‘/ﬂ]xb‘zl}a&gm ov. (b A >,_/é>
. Secretary _)D Chairman
ATTEST: EDEN TOWNSHIP

BY:

Secretary

Swom ?nd subscribed before me |h|s
w5 day of LEESR.

N\ (Z/,{Lw

NOTARIAL SEAL
JAMES R. CALDWELL, Notary Publie {.
Conestoga Twp., Lancaster Co., Fa. A-16
My Commission Expires March 20, 199%

x>




ATTEST:

ATTEST:

BY: K}ZM ( 2;211 7

Secretary

ATTEST:

BY: R
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MARTIC TOWNSHIP

BYL'_;S: ML;J% /(/ @J)«%@’L

Chairman

PROVIDENCE TOWNSHIP

o g t%kwo&&

Chairman

CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION

BY: ?(/-9*) @rwmm

I

TITLE: %q! o, Oegm.ﬁﬂg
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DEED

‘TH1s DEED IS MADE BY AND BETWEEN
ROBERT W. BLANCHETTE, RICHARD C. BOND AND JOHN H. MCARTHUR,
AS TRUSTEES OF THE PROPERTY OF
PENN CENTRAL TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, DEBTOR

(collectively “Grantor™), whose address is Six Penn Center,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 18104

AND

CONEOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION,

a corporation organized and existing under the laws of the
Commanwealth of Pennsylvania (“Grantee”), whose address is 1518 Market Street,
Phxladelphm Pennsylvania 19103.

W HE:REAS, the Dubtor isa rallroad inreorganization under Section 77 of the Federal Bankruptey Act, 11 G.S.C.

Ses. 203, and is a railread in reorganization as that term iz defined in the Regjonal Rail Eeorganization Act of 1672
{Public Luw 92-256, &7 Stat. 983), as amended (“4ct”™); and

WHEREAS, by erders of the United States Distriet Court for the Eastern Distriet of Pennsyvivania entered in
Tigeket No. TO-347 the above-named individuais were duly-appointed and are now serving as Trustees of the
seoperty of the Debior: and

WHEREAS, the United States R"ilwa\f Association, pursuant to Se"tmn 209 (¢) of the Act, has certified to
the Special United States Distriet Court established pursuant to Section 209 (b) of the Act (“Special Court’),
that the rail properties of the Debtor hereinafter described (except these hereinafter reserved and excepted)
are o e transferred by the Grantor to the Grantee: and

WHEREAS, pursuzant to Section 502(b) (1) of the Act, the Special Court has ordered the Grantor to convey to the
aeantee all of the Grantor's right, title and interest in such rail preperties, free and clear of any liens or
wnzumbraneces as provided th Section 303 (b) of the Act:

Now, THEREFORE, purstant to the Order of the Special Court, the Grantor hereby grants and conveys to the
Grantee;

&, All of the Grantor's right, tite and interest. legai and equitabig, in and to the real property located in the
County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

u3 desaibed in Exhibit A atzached to this Deed as a part hereof, together with all of the appurtenances,
hereditaments. franchises, ways, waters. minerals, rigats, privileges. improvements. fixtures, licenses, ieasehclds,
vgvz)sions, easemenis, rights under eperating, trickage and joint facility agrecments, rents, issues, profits and
stbeer fkerests and items he!ung.ng oo N ANY WEY apperuining to such real property, including but not limited 1o
i prunw'tv ftems that woudld properly be recorded in Acconnts 1 thi: surh 45 and 80 of the Propzriy Accounty
; mc- ibed by the Intevstate Commeree Commission for Railroad Companies inits Unijorm System of Accounts, 18

LoPart 1200, o the extent (st zuch interests and ilems belgng arinany way apperiain o such real nroperry,
EXCep s thase intereats and fems befong or appertain o the real proporiy hereinafier reserved and cieepied.
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. 8.1, The easements and nqhts to use, operate, maintain, repair, renew, replace and remove on, under,

_ over and across the real property hereinafter reserved and excepted (“Grantor’s Burdened Propert,”), any
and all lines, poles, pipes, appliances, equipment, structures, facilities and appurtenances (eac.h an
“fggement Item”) existing on and used or useful as of the date of drelivery of this Deed as a part of any
ruilroad communication, signal or interlocker system or as a part of any electric, telephone, telegraph, water,
gas, steam, sanitary sewer, storin sewer or other utility system, together with the easement of reasonable
access over the Grantor's Burdened Property to permit the exercise of the foregoing easements and rights,
and the easement for lateral support of the real property conveyed by this Deed.

T

2. The easements and rights for the specific uses, if any, (each an “Easement Item”) particulerly de-
scribed in Exhibit B attached to this Deed as-a a part hereol dnd burdening certain real property hereinafier
reserved and excepted.

3. The Grantee shall give the Grantor reasonable notice before entering on the Grantor's Burdened
Proparty to exercise the easements and rights conveyed in this Paragraph B, and shall exercise such easements
and rights (a) so as not to interfere unreasonably with the use and enjoyment of the Grantor’s Burdened
Froperty, (b) in compliance with generally applicable recasonable requirements established from time te time
by the Grantor and {¢) so as not to increase materially the burden on the Grantor's Burdened Property
existing on the date of delivery of this Deed. The Grantee shall indemnify and save the Grantor harmiess from
any losg, damage or expense arising from the exercise of the foregoing easements and rights, without regard
to negligence on the part of the Grantor or the Grantee. Upon request of and at the expense of the Grantor,
the Grantee shall execute and deliver to the Grantor a deed or other instrument releasing the Grantee’s rights
in any part of the Grantor’s Burdened Property that is not used or reasonably needed by the Grantee in the
exercise of the easements and rights conveyed in this Paragraph B.

4. I the Jocation of any Edsement Item would interfere with any proposed use or sale of any part of the
Grantor's Burdened Property, the Grantor may, at the Grantor's expense and after cbtaining the Grantee's
written consent, relocate the interfering Easement Item or cause the same to be relocated. Such consent will
be granted unless (a) the Easement Item cannot be relocated as proposed by the Grantor without
unreasonable interference to the Grantee's operations or without damage to the integrity of the system of
which the Ezsement Item is a part or (b) the Grantee will not have reasonable access to the relocated
Easement Item. If the Grantee has previously released its easements and rights in any real property as
provided in Paragraph B. 2. 2nd a relocated Easement Item falls, in whole or in part, within the area that has
been so released, the Grantor and the Grantee shall exchange the following instruments promptly 2fter the
relocation is completed:

(a) The Granior shall execute and deliver to the Grantee a supplementary deed of easemeni which
canveys to the Grentee with respect to the relocated Dasement ltom the easements and rights deseribed

in this Paragraph B,

(b) The Grzntee shzl! execute and deliver to the Grantor 2 deed or oiher instrument of reiecse 28
provided in Paragraph E. 3.

o. The Grantor shall bear all expenses and the cost of all transfer and recovding taxes, fees and churzesin
connection with all deeds and other instruments delivered pursuant to this Paragraph B.

RESERVING AND EXCEPTING, HOWEVER, TO THE GRANTOR:

C. All the respective right, title and interest of the Grantor, legal and equitable, in and to the rezi
property described in Exhibit B attached to this Deed as a part hereof, but subject, however, to (a) 1he
limitation of access therete across the real property conveyed by this Deed as hereinafter provided and (b the
zasgments and rights conveyed pursuant to Paragrapn B above.

1. The easements and rights fo use, operate, maintain, repair, renew, replace and remove on, under,
over and across the real property conveyed by this Deed (“Grantee’s Rurdened Property”), any and aii lines,
poles, pipes, appliances, eguipment, structures, facilities and appurtenances feach an “Easement liem"}
axisting on and used or usefui as of the date of delivery of this Deed as a part of any railroad communication,
signal or interlocker system or as a part of any electric, telephone, telegraph. water, gas, steam. sanitery
sewer, storm sewer ar other utility system, together with the exsement of reasonable access over the
Granice's Burdened Property to permit the exercise of the foregeing easements and rights. and the easement
for lateral support of the real property reserved and excepted from this conveyance.

2. The easements and righis for the specific uses, if any, (each s “Eatement Item”) particuiarly de-

acrited in 15xhibit B o this Dzed and burdening coruain veal properiy conveyved by this Dead.
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. . 3. The Granter shall give the Grantce reasonable notice before entering on the Grantee's Burdened
>roperty Lo exercise the easements and rights reserved and excepted in this Paragraph D, and shall exercise
such easements and rights (a) so0 as not to interfere unreasonably with the use and enjoyment of the
Grantee’'s Burdened Property, (b} in compliance with generally applicable reasonable requirements
extublished from time to time by the Grantee and (¢} so as not to increase materially the burden on the
Grantec's Burdened Property existing on the date of delivery of this Deed. The Grantor shall indemnify and
save the Grantee harnless from any loss, damage or expense arising from the exercise of the foregoing
pzsements and rights, without regard to negligence on the part of the Grantee or the Grantor. Upon request
of and at the expense of the Grantee, the Grantor shall execute and deliver to the Grantee a deed or other
instrument releasing the Grantor's rights in any part of the Grantee's Burdened Property that is not used or
rezsonably needed by the Grantor in the exercise of the easements and rights reserved and excepted in this
Paragraph D. ’

4. If the location of any Easement Item wouid interfere with any proposed use or sule of any part of the
Grantee's Purdened Property, the Grantee may, at the Grantee's expense and after obtaining the Grantor's
written consent, relocate the interfering Easement Item or cause the same to be relocated. Such consent will
be granted unless (a) the Easement Item cannot be relocated a2s proposed by the Grantee without
anreascnable interference to the Grantor's operations or without damage to the integrity of the system of
which the Easement Item is a part or (b) the Grantor will not have reasonable access to the relocated
Easement Item. If the Grantor has previously released its easements and rights in any real property as
provided in Paragraph D. 3. and a relocated Easement Item falls, in whole or in pary, within the arez that has
been so released, the Grantor and the Grantee shall exchange the following instruments promptly after the
relceation is completed: :

(a) The Grantee shall-exe .ute and deliver to the Grantor a supplementary deed of ezsement which
conveys to the Grantor with respect to the relocated Easement [tem the easements and rights deseribed -
in this Paragraph D.

{h) The Grantor shall execute and deliver to the Grantee a deed or other instrument of release as
provided in Paragraph D. 3. -

5. The Grantee shall bear all expenses and the cost of all transfer and recording taxes, fees and chargesin
connection with all deeds and other instruments delivered pursuant te this Paragraph D. |

E. All mineral rights cwned by the Grantor in any parcel us to which an interest in the surface is not
ennveved by this Deed.

T2 Have a0 To HoLo the rea! proparty and the easements and rights herghy conveyed to the Grantee,
free and clear of (a) any liens or encumbrances as provided in Sezctior 303 (b) of the Act and () any and all
easements and rights of access to the rea) property reserved and excepted from this conveyance across the
reit property conveyed hy thiz Deed (except as otherwise provided in this Deed), even if such eusements
and rights would otiierwise arise by reasen of necessity, implication or other operation of Jaw, statute,
ordinance, rule or regulaticn of any governmental entity, BUT SUBJECT, EOWEVER, to (i) those easemenis
and vights reserved and excepted in Pzragraph I above, (if) all existing licenses, easementis, leases (other
thun those which may have been creaied to secure payment of a financial obligation), and operating, trackage
right and joint {acility agreements and it} Operating Rights Grants, if any, from the Grantor to a third party
conveyed concurrently with this conveyance and identified in Exhibit B to this Deed.

The Grantor hereby covenants that the Grantor will perform, execute, acknowledge and deliver any and
all such further acts, deeds, assignments and other instruments as may be reasonably requested by the
Grainee to convey, confirm, clarify, identify or more precisely describe the real property and the easements
and rights conveyed by this Deed or intended sv to be in crder to carry out the intent of this Deed in light of
the designations contained in the Final System Plan which has been certified to the Special Court by the
Uuited Staves Rallway Association pursuant to the Act, and to effect the recordation of, or otherwise perfact,
tiis Deed and all such other deeds, assignments and instruments under any applicable statute, ordinsnce, rule
ar l’i’g\iithOH.

The CGrantee hereby covenants thal the Grantee will perform, execute, acknowledge and deliver any and
ad sueh further acts, deeds, gssignments and other instruments as may be reasonably requested by the
Cirantor te cenfirm, darify, identify or more precisely doscribe the real proverty and the easements and
righis reserved and excepted from this conveyanee or intended so to be in order to carry out the intent of this
Deed in Nght of the designations contained in such Final System Flan, and o effect the recordation of, or
stherwize perfect. tais Decd and all sueh other deeds, assigninents and instruments under any apniicanle
sttute, erdinanee, e roralation
stillule, erdinnnee, yaie or opgulation, A20
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By acceptance of this Deed, the Grantee (@) agrees to perfor cacl of the obligations imposed on the
Grantee by the verms of (his Dud and () assames aml agrees Lo I'Nf)l'ﬂ and observe zi) o‘)li, aivns and
conditions ua the part of the Gramtor or the Grantor's predecesser b Gitle Lo be performed or observad that arise
ar aeerse after the date of delivery of this Deed un(h ool ligennes, ciesenmuonts, leases {obher than those which
iy have boes erented Lo seawe payment of @ femcial oldigetion} and operating, trackage ripght and joint
factlty agrrecmoents (~-uh:ult owever, e the terms theecold which are mn\uul by this Deed and under those
w which this conveyante is nude su th\cL provided that the Grantee assumes no obligation or Bainlity tha
avises after the date of delivery of this Deed out of any event, act or failure to act that occurred prior thereto
wndd, whore on obhgutmn oy ]ldhll:l\' 15 related to a penod which is both befure and after such date, the Grantec
pssumues only that portion of the obligation or liability which is reasonably allocable to the part uf the period
after such date. Concurrently with the delivery of this Deed, the Grimtee is delivering to the Grantor a separate
instrwment executed by the Grantee acknowledging veceipt and aceeptance of this Deed and af ffirming the
provizions of this paragraph.

Al of the covenants of the Canter and the Grantee, vespectively, shall be deemed to be reat covenants znd
shedl vin with the land,

The swords “Grantor” and “Grantee” wsed herein shull be construed as if they read “Granyors” and
"Grantees”. respectively, whenever the sense of this Deed so requires and, whether singular or plural, such
words shall be deemed te include in wll cases tha suecessors and wskigns of the vespective parties,

This conveyance and the specific covenants of the Granter are mude hy the Grantor as Trustess of the
property of the Deblar, and not individually, and this conveyance is made without covenants of title or any
warr wtios Express ov nnpned

I WrNEss Wiestor, the Grantor hus caused this Deed to be excented this 3_)1:“' day of dMuarch, 1976
by Malpeo P T being duly anthovized s6 to do by order of the United States
Distriet Caiit ﬁn' t“:v }‘..u.wm Distriet of Pennsylvania entered in Docket No. 70-347.

Stgned and Ackr *-'mlf-ti;‘v WOPERTW.RLANCHETTE, RICHARD
in the Presence of: C. BOND AND JOHN H. MCARTHUR,
. IR ASTRUSTEES OF THE PROPERTY OF
S - 4 PENN CEKTRAL TRANSPORTATION
U F S e ot S UL S COMI ,\m nJ BTOR, o )
Aruaz Frovnd . - : . N A , "'z', DS
. : By ’/_K? -/-’ ‘—-tw/ -—"/-‘ £7‘z4-\_{ ;f‘i . LR
Q/u“" S _I':*":_",:_"“‘f,”,'Lh e ) Najtoim v, r A,:'..._,_..__m_’::-——__
D OFFICER o

PR [ L]

DISTRICT O COLUIAIRTA, 85

On-this '?,}!Jt\" tuy of March, 1970, before me, a Notary Public authorized to take acknowtedgemants
;mi' proofs it the Distriet of Columbia, personaiiy appeared Eazlcolm V. bunt, «n, '
personally Lwn\ r. 1o me Lo be the person whose name is subzeribed to the forejpoing Deed, bearing the same
s!.‘. ¢ as his certificate of acknowledgzement, and acknowledged himsell to be an Officer of Fnpert W.
Dianchette, Richard €. Bond and Jehn M. MceArthur, Trustees of the Froperty of Penn Central
',ildnn,wlt,ltum Company, Debtor, and that as such Officer and being authorized so to do, he exacuted the
fore 'r-mg, Deed on behalf of and in the name of the Trustecs as their free act and deed for Lhe purpuses therein
:ma.:m)m

v El Y

}\ \'u ITNEES Winknsor, | hereunto set my hand and official seuld,

'.'. - /
' S / [ S
o ides A neen,
f:l. ? (’. 2 ',.‘_,{,_2/.
r:'r ’ _j
This fnstrament Prepaoed Dy if ©t val
Lrdied States Radlwey Sasecintion — TTumen
eyt ey flere e '..’_._\
J'ursaant 1o the At A2l }/__,,/" .
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PC-CRC-RP-199

EXHIBIT A

" To THE DEED BY AND BETWEEN
ROBERT W. BLANCHETTE, RICHARD C. BOND AND JOHN H. MCARTHUR,
AS TRUSTEES OF THE PROPERTY OF
PENN CENTRAL TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, DEBTOR
AND

CONSOLIDATLED RAIL CORPORATION

' DESCRIPTION OF REAL PROPERTY
LOCATED IN

County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of Pennsvlvania

For the purpoese of each description contained in this Exhibit A fand soiely by way of itlustration and not by
way uf limiting the generality of the term “adjacent”). adjacency shall be deeried to exist without regard Lo
the existence of any pubiic or private street, highway, alley or other way between one part of the Grantor's
real preperty and another.

This Exhibit A consists of payes A-1 through A- 7 inclusive.
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Documant No.

PC-CRC-RP-159

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of
pannsylvania, and being the Penn Central Transportation Company's
line of railroad known as the Philadelphia-Pittsburgh and being
all the real property in the County lying in, under, above, along,
contiguous to, adjacent to or connecting to such line.

Such line enters the County near Christiana, passes through
Leaman Place, Lancaster, and Landisville, and leaves the County
near West Donegal.

The line cof railroad described herein is identified as Line
Code 1302 in the records of the United States Railway -Association.

A-23
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Document Ho.

PC~CRC-RP-199

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, and being the Penn Central Transporitation
Company's line of railroad known as the Susquehanna (A&S)
Branch, and being zll the real property in the County lying

in, under, above, along, contiguous to, adjacent to or
connecting o such line.

Such line enters the County near Sadsbury, passes
through Quarryville, and Columbia, and leaves the County near
the Susquehanna River Crossing (Shocks Bridge} in Conoy..

The line of railroad described herein is. identified as

Line Code 1323 .in the records of the United States Railway
Association.
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Document No.

PC-CRC~RP-199

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of Pennsyl-
vania, and being the Penn Central Transportation Company's line
of railroad known as the Columbia Branch, and being all the real
property in the County lying in, under, above, along, contiguous
to, adjacent to or connecting to such line.

Such line originates in the County near Lancaster, connecting
tc another line of railroad known as Penn Central Philadelphia -
Pittsburgh Main Line, passes through Mountville and Columbia, and
leaves the County near Conewago Creek in Conoy.

The line of railroad described herein is identified as Line
Code 1327 in the records of the United States Railway Association.
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Cocument No.

PC—CRC-RP-199

Situate irn the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
and being the Penn Central Transportation Company's line of railroad
known as the New Holland Seccndary Track, and being all the real
vroperty in the Couutv lying in, under, above, along, contigquous to,
addjacent to or connecting to such line. :

Such line enters the County near Caernavoh, passes through
New Holland, and terminates in the County at a connection with +the
Philadelphia - Pittsburgh Main Line in Lancaster.

The line of railroad described herein is identified as Line
133

Code 3 in the records of the United States Railway Association.
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Document No.

PC-CRC-KP--199

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, and being The Penn Central Transportation
Companv's line of railroad known as the Quarryville Branch'’
and being all the real property in the County lying in, under,
above, along, contlguous to, adjacent to or connecting to
such line.

Such line originates in the County near Lancaster,
connecting to another line of railrcad known as Penn Central
Philadelphia-Pittsburgh Main Line, passes through West Willow
and New Providence and terminates in the County nezsr the A&S
Branch near Second Street in Quarryville.

The line of railroad described herein is identified

as Line Code 13324 in the records of the United States Railway
. Association.
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Document No.

PC-CRC-RP-199

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of Pennsyl-
vania, and being the Penn Central Transportation Company's line of
railroad known as the Lebanon Secondary Track, and being all the
real property in the County lying in, under, above, along, conti-
guous to, adjacent to or connecting to such line.

- Such line originates in the County near West Donegal, connec-
ting to another line of railroad known as Penn Central Philadelpnia -

Pitt sburgh Main Line and leaves the County near Campbellton Road at
Bellaire in Mount Joy.

The line of railroad described herein is identified as Line
Cods 1335 in the records of the United States Railway Associzition.
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i _Document No.,

PC-CRC~RP-199

EXHIBIT B

To THE DEED BY AND RETWEEN
ROBERT W. BLANCHETTE, RICHARD C. BOND AND JOHN H. McCARTHUR,
AS TRUSTEES OF THE PROI?ERTY oF
PENN CENTRAL-TRANSPORTATION COMPANY, DEBTOR
AND |

CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION

DESCRIPTION OF REAL PROPERTY -
LOCATED IN

County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

RESERVED AND EXCEPTED BY THE GRANTOR

Eacli map referred to in this Exhibit B bears the Document Number which appears hereon. A copy.of eack map
is on file in the office of the United States Railway Association and a copy of each map has been certified by the
ULsied States Bailway Associazion to the Special Court and filed in the office of the Clerk of the Special Court in
ke United Ztates District Cowmrthouse in Washington, D.C. .

The United Swates Railway Sssociation has delivered a copy of each such map to both the Grantor and the Grantee
2nd has certified on each such eopy that it is a true copy of the map filed in the office of the Clerk of the Special
Court.

This Exhibit B consists of +ne following pages onlv: B-1, B-la, B-lc, B-2, B-
g-4, 5-5, B-3&, B-6, B-6a, B-7, 5-8, B 10~Revised,, B-1l1l, B-12, B-13,
z-14, B-15, EB-18, B-17, B-18, B~19, E-20, B-Zl-Revised, B-22, B-23,
n-24, B-25, B-24, B-26-A,, B-27, B-28, B-2%, B-30, B-31-Revisec,
E-32~Revised, B-33, 3-34, B-35,8-3€, 3-37
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pocumement No. ?_ng

All that parcel of land situate in the City of Lancaster,
County of Lancaster, Comnonwealth of DPennsylvania, being
desiunatcd Percel Ko. PAK 020 05-8 on Railrcoad Valuation Map
Mos. 500-3004-1-64-2 and 500- 700-7004~-1-63-2, L,oth ¢f which revised to
December 31, 1961, being all of the 1land of the Penn Central -
Transportation Company, as shown on the #ap, bounded and
described as follows: -

Beginning at the intersection of the northerly. line of
Walnut Streect and with the vesterly line of Market Strect;

Thence, extending northwardly along said line of Market
Street, le feet, more or less, Lo a corney of land of others;
thence, uxbgnd;ng westwardly by land oi others, 250 feet, inore
or less, to the easterly line of Prince Street;

Thence, southwardly 410 feet, more or less, along the
casterly line of Prince Street, to said line of Walnut Street;

Thence, castwardly 250 feet, more or less, on the northerly
a t Street, to the place of beginning.

The above dcscribed parcel or parcels are identified 1in

b
the recorxds of the United States Railway Association as Line
Code 1302-68 - :
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Nocument No. r PC~CRC-RP-185

All that parcel of land sitvale in the City of Lancaster,
County cf Lancaster, and Commnnwealth of Pennsylvania, being
designated Parcel No. PAK 030 16-2 on Railroad Valvation Map
No.500-80C4-1-63-2 as,revised to Decembyer 31, 1965 and being

21l the land Of the Penn Centra)l Transportation Company as
shown on the Map bounded and described as follows:

Bag
in

at the

Thence, extending in a westerly direction 210 feet,

more or less, along Walnut Strcet, to the southwest line of
the right-of-way of tracks o6f the Penn Central Transportation

Company;

more or less, along the

Thence, extending 380 £ :
a point on the westerly line of

said right-of-way line to
Murket Street;

Thence, extending 320 fecet, more cr less, northwesterly

zlong thewesterly line of Marketf Street, to the place of
haginning.

The abeve described parcel or parcels arve identified

in the records of the United States Rallway Asscciaticn as
Line Code 1302-G8.

AN

inning at & point on the westerly line of Market Street
tersection with the southerly line of Walnut Street;
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Document No.

PC~CRC-RP-189

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Ccmmonwealth of
Pennsylvania, and being the Penn Central Transportation Company's
line of railroad as described in Exhibit A of this Deed, and
is identified as Line Ccde 1302-68 in the reccrds of the United
States Railway Association, and being all of the real property
in the County lying in, under, szbove, along, contiguous to andé
adiacent toc said line of railroad except the following described
part or parts thereof:

Situate in the City of Lancaster, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
and being part of the Penn Central Transportation Company's line
of railroad which is known as the industrial lead and is
described in Exhibit A of this Deed, and being all of the real
property in the County lying in, under, above, along, contiguous
to and adjacent to that part of the line of railroad which lies

bevond and initially northerly of the following described lateral
cut line:

Beginning at a point opposite Station 86+55 on the northerly
property line of said Railroad, distant 50 feet northwardly, at
right angles, from the centerline of the main line tracks of said
Railroad: thence, eastwardly 75 feet, more or less, parallel tc
caid centerline to a point opposite Station 85+80 on said northerly
property line of said Railrocad, the point of ending, as shown

ocn Railroad valuation Map No. Y:2.ll/2,as revised to December 31,
1967.

The part of the line of railroad described hersin begins at
the lateral cut line in Lancacter near Manheim Rcad.

The above described parcel or parcels are identified in the
records of the United Stetes Railway Association as Line Code
1302-68.



Document No.

PC-CRC-RP-199

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of
Pennsylvarnia, and being the Penn Central Transportation Company's
line of railroad as described in Exhibit A of this Deed, and isg
identified &s Line Code 1302-68 in the records of the United
States Railway Association, and being all of the real property
in the County lying in, under, above, along, contiguous to and

adjacent to said line of railroad except the following described
part or parts thercof:

£1]1 that parcel of land situated in the City of Lancaster,
County of Lancaster, ‘and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania being
cdesignated as Parcel No. 1302-68B on Railroad Valuation Map
Number V-2.11/2 as revised to December 31, 1967; and being ail
‘of the land of the Penn Central Transportation Company, as shown

on the Map, which lies northerly and northeasterly of the following
described line:

Beginning at & pecint on the eastern property line of said
railroad, opposite Station 55+07, distant 120 feet northwardly,
at right anglss, from the centerline of the mainline tracks:
thence, northwestwardly 60 feet, more oxr iess, parallel to said
zenterline to a point on the northeastern edge oi a Stone Wall:
thence, southwestwarély 947 £feet, more or less, along said Stcne
iall to & pcint opposite Station 64+8%0; thence, northwestwardly
167 feet, meore or less, 2long the southeastern prolongation of,
and the concrete wall, to the intersection of the eastern boundary
of the Lititz Turnpike and the western boundary of saié Railroad
property, the point of ending.

The abave described parcel or parcels are identified in the
records of the United States Railwey Association as Line Code
130Z-69.
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Document No.

PC-CRC-RP-199

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of Pennsyl-
vania, and bheing the Penn Central Transportation Company's line
of railroad as described in Exzhibit A of this Deed, and is identi-
fied as Line Code 13(2-70 in the records of the United States Rail-
wzy Association, and being all of the real property in the County
lying in, under, above, along, contiguous to and adjacent to said
line of railroad except the following described part oxr parts theresof:

All that parcel of land situated in the City of Lancaster,
County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, being desig-
nated as Parcel 1202-70 on Railroad Valuation Map No. V-2.11/3, as
revised to December 31, 1961; ané being all of the land of the Penn
Central Transportation Company, as shown on the Map, which lies
within the f£ollowing described lines;

Beginning at the Match Mark for Sheet No. 2 and 3 Station 105+60
at a point on the'southerly property line of said Railroad; thence,
North 73° West 670 feet, more or less, along said -southerly property
line te a point on the centerline of New Reading Road:

Thence, South 279 West 12 feet, more or less, along said center-
iine of New Reading rRecad to a point on the northeastern line of Market
Street; thence, North 33° West 160 feet, more or less, along the
northwastern prolengation of said northeastern line to a pocint 27 feet
distant measured northwardly, at right angles, from the centerline
0of the Columbia Branch ‘tracks of said Railroad; as it was located on
December 1, 1975;

Thence, eastwzrdlv 790 feet, more or less, paraliel tc said
centerline tc a point on saidé Match Mark;

Thence, southwardly €69 feet, more or less, along said Match Mark
across said Columbia Branch tracks, to the point of beginning.

The above. described parcel or parcels are ldentified in the

records of the United States Rajlway Association as Line Code
2302-50
e ol — -
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PC~CRC-RP-199

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
and being the Penn Central Transportation Company's line of railroad
as described in Exhibit A of this Deed, and is identified as Line
Code 1302-70 in the records of the United States Railway 2Association,
gnd being all of the real property in the County lying in, under,
above, along, contiguous to and aéjacent to said line of railrcad ex-
cept the following described part or parts thereof:

all that parcel of land situated in the City of Lancaster,
County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, being desig-
nated as Parcel 1302-70 on Railroad Vvaluation Map No. V-2.11/3 as re-
vised to December 31, 1961; and being all of the land of the Penn
Central Transportation Company, as shown on the Map, which lies with-
in the following described lines: :

Beginning at a point on the scuthern corner of the intersection
of New Re.ading Road and Market Street; thence, South 2P West 94 feet,
more ‘or less, along the western line of said New Reading Rcad to a
£oint; thence, North 3L West 490 feet, more or less, alcng the south-
western propertyv line of said Railroad parallel to the Reading and
Columbia Railroad to a point:; thence, South 40° West 12 feet, more or
less, to a point; thence, North 35 West 190 feet, more or less,
along the southwestern property line of said Railroad; thence, North
277 East 28 feet, more or less, tc a point; thence, Noxrth 3% West
420 feet, more or iess, along said souinwestern property line, as
shown on saidé Map, to a point distant 57 feet southwestwardly and
radially. from the centerline of the mainline tracks to Harrisburg:
thence, southeastwardly 670 feet, more cr less, parallel to said
centerline of the mainline tracks to a point; thence, South 28 103
feet, more or less, tc a point; thence, South 5F East 360 feet, mors
or less, along the property line tc the point of beginning.

The above described parcel or parcels are identified in the
records of the United States Railway Association as Line Code 1302-70.
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- Document NO. PC-CRC-RE=159

211l that parcel of land sitvate in the Township of Mount
Jov, County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
being designated Parcel No. PAK 10G 1l1-5 on Railroad Valuation
tion Map N¢. 500-3004-3-12-27" as reviseca to Decemper 31, 1950,
being all the lands of the Penn Cental Transportation Company,
as shown on the Map, bounded and described as follows:

Beginning on the Mount .Joy T0wnship-Mount Joy Borough Line
at a point 100 feet north and at right angles from the centerling

of the Penn Central Transportation Company, as it was located cn
Hovember 18, 1975;

Thence, from said beginning point in a northwesterly direc-
tion 1,520 feet, more or less, to a point, said point bheing
20 feet measured southerly of centerline and radially from the
centerline of a2 spur track, as it was located on November 18, 1975;

Thence, in an easterly direction and parallel to said spur
track 1,540 feet, mora or less, to a point lying in the Mount
Joy Township-Mount Joy Borcugh Line;

Thence, alcug the last menticned line in a southwesterly
direction 310 feest, more or less, to the point of beginning.

The above described parcel or carcels are¢ identifi
records of the United States Railway Assocliation as Lin
Code 1302-81.

ed in the
2
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Document No.

PC-CRC~RFP-199

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of Pennsvlvania,
and beipg the Penn Central Transportation Company's line of railroad
zs described in Exhibit A of this Deed, and is identified as Line Code
1302-81 in the records of the United States Railway Association, and
being ali of the real property in the County lying in, under, above,
along, contiguous tc and adjacent to said line of railroad except the
following described part or parts therecf:

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Comwonwealth of Pennsylvania,
and bheing part of the Penn Central Transportaticn Company's iine of
razilroad which is known as an industrial lead and is described in
EZxhibit A of this Deed, and being all of the real propexty in the
Ccunty lying in, under, above, along, contiguous to and adjacent to
that part of the line of railroad which lies beyond and initially
gasterly of the following described lateral cut line excluding the
unowned portion of Harrisburg and Lancaster Turnpike:

Beginning at a point on the northern property line of said
Railroad distant 72 feet northwardly, at richt angles, from the cent-
erline of the mainline tracks opposite Station 4274+20;

Thence, southwardly 37 feet, more or less, at rigiht angles, to
said industrial spur to a point 1§ feet southwardly from the center-
line of seid spur's rigit .0of way being the right cf way's southern
proverty line;

Thence, South B81° East 1,211 feet, more or less, aleng said right
oi way prooerty line to a point on the boundary line betwsen Zast
Donegal Township and the Borough of Mount Jov, the point of ending,
as shown on Railroad Valuation Map No. V-2.3/12 a:z revised to
December 31, 1956. -

ribed parcel or parcels are identified in the records
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A1l that parcel of land situvate in Township of West Donegal,

3
snty of Lancaster, Comuonwealth of Pennsylvania Seing designated
arcel Mo, PRE 100 19-7 on Railroad Valuation #ep No. 500-8004-3-
-2, a5 revised to Dccember 31, 1956, and being all of the land
>f the Penn Central Trinsportation Company, as shown on the Map,
generally casterly of the following described lines:

2

M'Uﬂ

O..-l

\_11

eginning at a point on a line parallel to and distant 90 feet
measured northeastwardly and at right angles from centerline betwe:n
the tracks of former Pennsylvenia Railrcad, Philadelphia Division-#=:
Line, a&s it was located November 18, 1975, saié point being con

the nertherly richt-ocf-way line of Mount Vernon Road;

Thence, northwestwardly parallel to said tracks a distance
of 1150 feet, more or less, to a point on the northeasterly right--
of-way line of the former Mount Vernon Rcad:

Thence, northwestwardly along said right-of-way a distance
cf 90 feet to a point;

Thence, northeestwardly 20 feet, more or less, to a point
meszured 15 feet southerly and redially from the centerline of
the tracks of former Pennsylvania Railroad, Philadelphia Division,
Lebenon Branch, &3 1t was leocated MNovember 18, 1275

Thence,
Lo a poulnt, t

:aid tracks along a curve 1230 feet;
rding.

1 or parcels are

The zhove desc e c re iden
C States R31¢way Asssociaticn as Line Code

records of the
L302-89.
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Documéht tNo. PC-CRC—RP_lgg

All that parcel of land situate in the Township of Bart,
County of Larcaster, Ccmmonwealth of Pennsylvania, being desig-
nated Parcel Mo. PRX 060 01-3 on Railroad Valuation Map No.
50¢-8007-7-10-2, as revised to December 31, 1958, and being all
of the land cf the Penn Central Transportation Companv as shown
cn the Map, which lies southerly of the following described line:

Beginning at a peint at a corner of land of others, measured
130 feet, southwardly and at right angles from the centerline of
. razilroad of said Transportation Company,. at a point therein distant

560 fezet, more or less, measured eastwardly from the centerline
of C.H., Bridge No. 276 (53.76);

Thence, extending eastwardly 1730 feet, more or less, to =a
point in a corner of land cf others, said point being 100 feet
distant, measured scuthwardly and at right angles from said reil-
road centerline, the ending pcint.

The above described parcel or parcels are identified in the
rds of the United States Reilway Assoclation as Line Code
~-9.5. '
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Document No. PC—-CRC-RP-199

All that parcel of land located in the Township of Providence,
County of Lancaster, and Commonwealtn of Pennsylvania, being de-
signated Parcel No. PA KO0GO A0-5 on Railroad Valuation Map No.
£00-8007-7-16-2, as revised to December 31, 1942, and being all of
the land of the Penn Central Transporitation Comapny, Atglen &
Susqueharna Branch, as shown on the Map, which lies northeasterly
oi the following described lines:

Beginning at a point to a cormer in the line of .land of
others distant 100 feet, measured northeasterly and radially
from the centerline of right-of~way of the railroad which is
2095 feest, more or less, measured southeast along the said
parallel line from the northeasterly prolongation of the cen-
terline of U.G. Br.dge No. 15,91 (59.91); thence, southeast-
wardly parallel to said centerline a distance of 1085 feet,
more cx less, to a point at a corner of land of others, the
point of ending. '

- The above described parcel or parcels are identified in

the records of the United States Rallway Association as Line
Code 1323-12Z2.4.
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Document Wo. PC~CRC~nDP-14949

All that parcel of land situate in the Township of
Martio, the County of Lancaster, and the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, being designated Parcel No. PA.K000 Al-7 on
Railroad Valuation Maps Nos. 500-8007-7-23-2 as revised to
December 31, 1959, and 500-8007-7-22-2 as revised to Dec~
ember 31, 1242, and being all of the land of The Manor Real
Estate Company and all of the land of the Penn Central Trans-
portation Company, as shown on the Maps, which lies southerly
and southeasterly of the following described line:

Beginning on a northeasterly line of land ¢f other
owners at a point therecn distant 200 feet, measured south-
wardly and at right angles from the centerline of the rail-
roac of the said Transportation Company, at a point on the
said centerline which is distant 315 feet, more or less,
mzasured eastwardly along the said centerline from another

point thereon at the said Transportation Company's Mile Post
23;

Thence, extending eastwardly and northeastwardly,
rallel and concentrically with the said centerline 7,285
eet, more or less, to a point oh ‘the southwesterly line of
@ of other ownars, the point of ending.
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Document No. PC—CRC-R®

A1)l thet parcel of land situate in Towrship of Manor, in
the County of Lancaster, and ithe Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
heing designated Parcel No. PAK 000 A44 on Railroad Valuation
Map No. 500-8007-7-31~2, as revised to December 31, 1959, and
being all of the land of Penn Central Transportation Company,
as shown on the Map, which lies between the land of David

Eshelman and John B. Neff and northeasterly of the following
described line:

Beginning at a pecint on the southwest corner of land of
David Eshelman and distant 50 feet, more or less, measured
southeasterly from a point on the northezst prolongation of
the centerline of U. G. Bridge No. 30.15 {74.15);

Thence, in a straight line for a distance of 2,200 feet,
more or less, measured northwesterly from the southwest corner
¢f land oif others, the point of ending.

The above described parcel or parcels are identified in the
rds of the United States Railway Association as Line Ccde
-20.1.

i
w O
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Document MNo. PC-CRC-RP-:i10c
P 10¢

211 that parcel of land situate in the Borough of
Columbia, County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Pennsvlvania,
being designated Parcel No. F2 K110 04-6 cn Railroad Valuation
Map Nos. 500-8004~2-10-2, &as revised to December 31, 1966, ané
500-8004-2-8T11-2, as revised to December 31, 1961, being &ll
of the land of the Penn Central Transportation Company, as

shown on the Map, which lies northeasterly of the following
described line:

BEeginning at a point distant 200 feet, more or less,
measured southeasterly and at right angles to the southeasterly
right<of-way line of Mill Street and 35 feet, more or less,
radially in a northeasterly directicn from the criginal
centexline of the right-of-way of the Cclumbia Branch of
said Railrcad;

Thence, in a southeasterly direction parallel to the
original centexrline of said Railroad for a distance of
2175 feet, more or less, to a point on the westerly line of
U.G. Bridge.No. 75.18, the point of ending.

The above described parcel or parcels are identified

in the records of the Unitecd States Railway Association as
Line Code 1323-39.
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bocument No. PC-CRC- KkP-

All that parcel of land situate in the Borough of
Columbia, County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of Pennsylvenia,
being designated Parcel No. Pa K110 05-8 on Railroad Valua-

tion Map No. 500-8004-2-10-2, as revised to December 31, 1966,

and being all of the land of the Penn Central Transportation
Company, as shown on the Map, which lies within the following
described courses and distances:

Beginning at a2 point 350 feet, more or less, south-
westerly from the intersection point of the southwardly pro-
longation cf the east right-of-way line of Plane Street and

}_.
\D

the northwestwardly prolongated southeasterly right-of-way line

cf unnamed street, said point to also be 40 feet southwest
and radiazlly from the original centerline of the Penn Central
Transportation Company, Columbia Branch, near Station 514 +
51, more or less; thence, (1) on a2 line £from that peoint in &
southeasterly direction and parallel to and concentric with
szid centerline of the Penn Central Transportation Company.
Columbia Branch, a distance of 530 feet, more or less, to a
point on a corner of land of others; thence, (2) extending
in a southwesterly direction, a distance 0of 225 feet, more
or less, along the land of others to a point on the north-
easterly rignt-cf-way line ¢of unnamed road, said point being
35 feet, more or less, northeast and radially to the track
centerline of The Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washington

Railroad Menor Siding; thence, (2} in a northwesterly direction

parallel to and ccncentric with the last mentioned centerline,
a distance of 450 feet, more or less, to & point; thence, (&)
nertheastwardly on & curve to the rlght 80 fest, more or less,
along the southeast side of unnamed road to the point of
beginning.

h bove described parcel or parcels are identified in
of the United States Railway Association as Line
59.
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Document No. FC-CRC-~RP-1499

All that parcel of land situate in the Borough of
Columbia, County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Pennsylvanie,
being desigrated azs Parcel No. PA K110 07-3 on Railroad
Valuation Map No. 500-8004-2-5T11-2, as revised to December
31, 1961, and being all the land of the Penn Central Trans-
portation Company, as shown on the Map, which is bounded and
described as follows:

Beginning at a2 point of intersection of the northwesterly
right-of-way line of Walnut Street and the northeasterly
right-of~way line of an unnamed street; thence, extending
northeasterly a distance of 210 feet along the northwesterxly
line of Walnut Street, to a point; thence, extending north-
westwardly, at right angles to the last described course, a
distance of 155 feet along the line oi land of others, to &z
point; thence, extending southwestwardly, at right angles to
"the last described course, a distance of 210 feet to a point
on the northeasterly line of an unnamed street; thence,
extending southeastwardly, at right angles to the last described
course, along said line of unnamed street a distance of 155
feet, more or less, to the point of beginning.

The zbove described parcel or parcels are identified in

the records of the United States Railwav 2Zssociation as Line
Code 1323-39. ’
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Document Ne. PC-CRC-RP-19g

211 that parcel of land situate partly in the Borough
of Marietta, and partly in the Township of East Donegal,
County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, being
designated Parcel No. PA K110 12-3 on Railroad Valuation Map
Hos. 500-8004-31+3-2, as revised to December 31, 1938, 500-
£004-31-4-2, as revised to December 31, 1967, and 500-8004-
31-5-2, as revised to December 31, 1957, and being all the
land of the Penn Central Transportation Company, &s shown

on the Map, which lies westerly, southeasterly and southerly
of the following describsd lines:

Beginning at a point distent 410 feet measured southerly
and at right angles f£rom the centerline of the northerly main
track of said Transportation Company, as it was located on
December 11, 1975, which point is cpposite said Transportation
Company's Milepost 83/274, Susguehanna Branch;

Thence, extending in a northerly directio% at right angles
to said centerline 1325 feei, more or less, to a point distant
275 feet measured southerly and at right angles from the centex-
line of said main track, and distant 25 feet measured south-
westwardTV and radially irom centerline of the sOtherly main

rack of said Transportation Company;

Thence, extending in a northwesterly and westerly diraction
parallel and concentric to the centerline of the southerly main
“rack oi said Transportation Company 14,765 feet, more or less,
to a preoint, which point is opposite 2 point in the last mentioned
centerline which iq 1100 feet, nore or less, measured souiheast-
wardly along said last mentioned centerline from another point
therein oppocsite sald Transporiation Comecany's Milepost 44,
Columbia Branch;

Thence, extending scuthwestwardly, 00 feet, mcre or Less,
to a point in the northeasterly iine of the Suscuehanna River,
the point of ending.

The above described parcel or parcels are identified in

the records of the United States Railway Association as Line
Code 1323-42.
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Document No. PC-CRC-RpP-199

All that parcel of land situate in the Townships of

Conoy and East Donegal, County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth
of Fennsylvania, being designated as Parcel No. 2AK 100 05-7

on Railroad Valuation Map Nos. 500-8007-7-44-2, as reviseda to
December 31, 1939, 500-8007-7-45-2, as revised to December

31, 1939, 300~-8007~7-46-2, as revised to December 31, 1543, and
560-8007-7-47-2, as revised to December 31, 1940, being =2ll

the land of the Penn Central Transportation Company, as shown

on_ the Map, which lies southerly of the following described
line:

Beginning at a point, said beginning point being located
by measuring along the centerline of railroad in a southwesterly
direction 70 .feet, more or less, from the face of the north-
easterly abutment of Bridge No, 46.43; thence, in a southeast-
erly direction and at right angles to the centerline cf
railroad, the distance of 100 feet to the point of keginning:
thence, from the point of beginning, in a northeasterly and
then southeasterly direction parallel and concentric to the
centerline, 12,710 feet, more or 1ess, to a point on-the line
of land of others, the point of ending.

The above described parcel cr parcels are identifieé in
the recorés of the United States Railway Associetion as Line
Code 1323-43-46¢. '
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Document HNo.

PC~-CRC-RP-189

A1l that parcel of land situate in the Township of East
ponegal, County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
being cdesignated Parcel No. PRK 100 06-9 on Railroad Valuation
Map Nos. 500-8007-7-43-2, 500~8007-7-44-2 and 500-8007-7-45~2,
ali Maps &s furnisned to the United States Railway Association
on March 18, 1976, and being all the land of the Penn Central
Transportation Ccmpany, as shown on the Map, which lies north-
easterly of the following described line: )

Peginning at a point on a southeasterly line of land of
others distant 50 feet measured northeastwardly ard at right
angles from the centerline of the northeasternmost main track
of the railroad of caid Transportation Company, as it was
located on March 18, 1976, at a point therein distant 905 feet,
more or less, measured southeastwardly along said centerline
from the centerline cof Bridge No. 44.49 (4.56}; thence, south-
gastwerdly, parallel with said centerline of track 7795 feet,
mecre or less, to a point on & line of Jland cf others, the point
of ending. ' '

The akove dsscribed parcel or parcels are identified in the
reccrds of the United States Railway Assoclation as Line Code
1323-43-45,
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Document Numbear

PC-CRC~RP-199

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of
Fennsylvania, and heing part of
Company's line of railroad which is known as the Columbia
Branch, and is described in Exhibit A of this Deed, and is
identified as Line Code 1327-68.4 in the records of the
United States Railway Association, and being all of the
real property in the Countv lying in, under, above, along,
contiguous to and adjacent to said line of railrocad except
the following descriled part or parts thereof:

Situate in the County of Lancaster,
Pennsylvania,
Company's line of railreocad which is known as the Celumbia

Branch and is ‘described in Exhibit A of this Deed, and being
all - of the real
along, contiguous to and adlacent to that part of the line

of railrcad which lies beyond and initially southwesterly cf

the following described lataral cut line:

Commonwealth of

Beginning at a point on the southwestern proper

ty line
said railroad property, opposite Station 126+29:

of

Thence,
from
stern c*omerty line of said Railroad, distant
twardly, &t right angles from the
and Columbia Railiroad, as it

nertheestwarcély 50 feet, more or lecss, z. right
§ Feet
centerline of the

was located cn December

Thence, southeastwardly 1212 feet, more or less, along
said northeastern property line to its intersection with the
scutheastern property line of said railiroad nroperty,
O_ end;ng, A58 snhocwn on Rall road Valuation HMap Wos.

ﬁ.*l/a,
2.3/1, as revised to Dacember 31, 1961,

and 1967 respective

‘.. 0

The part of the line of railroad described herein begins
at the lateral cut line near Market Street, in Lancaster, and
axtends to the County line near Conewaco Creek, in Conoy.

The laiteral cut line is identified as Line Cocde 1327-68B.

in the records of the Unitad States Railway Association,
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Document No.

PO RC=-RP~199

Al)l that parcel of land located at Mountville, situate in
the Town 0of West Hempfield, County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth
of Pennsylvania, being designated Parcel No. PA K020 02-1 on
Railroad Valuation Map No.500-8004-2-7-2 as revised to December 31,
1859, and being all of the land of Penn Central Transportation
Company, as shown on the Map, which lies northwesterly of the
following described line:

Beginning at a point on the westerly line of Manor Street
distant 30 feet measured northwestwardly and radially from the
centerline of the northernmost main track of the railroad of
said Transportation Company as it was located on November 24,
1975;

Thence, southwestwardly, parallel with said centerline of
track, 983 feat, more or.less, to a point on the easterly line
0f a cinder crossing, the point of ending.

)] b

pair)

e ve described parcel or parcels are identified in the
o) he United States Railway Associetion as Line
27-7€.
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- Docun 4t . PC~CRC~RP

All that parcel of land situate in Township of West Hempfield,
County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, being
designated Parcel Wo. PA K110 01-9 con Railrcad Valuation Map
Hos., 500-8004~-2~-8-2, ag revised tc December 31, 1938, and 500-
8004-2-5-2, as revised to December 31, 1950, and being all of
the iand of the Penn Central Transportation Company, as shown on
the Map, lving southerly of the following described line:

Beginning at a point at the corner of land of others, dis-
tant 55 feet, measured southwardly, at right angles, from the
original centerline of railrocad of Penn Central Transportation
Company, &t a point therein distant 1760 feet, measurec¢ west-
wzrdly alonyg said centerline from another point therein on
centerline of U.G. Bridge No. 77.19;

Thence, extending in an ceasterly direction 1160 feet to a
noint at the corner of land owned by Fhilip Carr, the point of
ending. '

The above described parcel or parcels are identified in the
records of the United States Railwav Asscciation as Line Code
1327-77-78 -



o e

el Docuwan./Mo., PC-CRC-RP-1945

All that parcel cf land situate in Township of West Hemp-
field, County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
being designated Parcel No. PA K 110 02-2 on Railroad Valuation
Map No._500-8004-2-9-2, as revised tc December 31, 1950, and
being all of the land of the Penn Central Transportation Company,
as shown on the Map, lying southeasterly of the scoutheasterly

line of land of others, and scutherly of the following described
line: :

Beginning at a point at the corner of land of others,
distant 60 feet, measured southwardly, radially, from the original
¢enterline of réilroad of Penn Central Transportation Company,
at a point therein distant 125 feet, more cr less, mezsured
eastwardly along said centerline from another point therein on
the centerline of Bridge No. 72.12;

Thence, extending in a westerly direction, parallel to
¢&id original centerline 1090 feet, more or less, to & point
at the corner of land of others, the point e¢f ending.

The above described parcel or varcels are icdentified in

tne records of the United States Railway Association as Line Code
1327-77-78.
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Docuvment Wo. PC-CRC-RP-199

511 that parcel of land situate partially in the Township
of East Donegal, and partizlly in the Township of West Hempfield,
County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Teansylvania, desigrated
as Parcel MNo. PA X110 11~} on Railroaé Valuation Map Nos. 300-
8004-31-2-2, as revised to December 31, 1942, and 500-3004~31-
1-2 as revised to December 21, 1938, being all the land of the
Penn Central Transportation Compsﬂv as shown on the Map, which
consists of all the right-of-way of the former Columbia Branch,
currently carried in the Penn Central Timetakles as the Susgue-
hanna Branch, in the Township of East Donedal which lies 1900 feet
northwesterly cf the dividing line with West Hempfield, and all
the land in the Township of West Hempfield which lies northeast-
erly oi the following described line:

Beginning at a point on the dividing line of East Donegal
Township and West Hempfield Township in the centerline of Chigues
Creek and northeastwardly 50 feet measured radially from the

centerline of railroad of the former Pennsylvania Railroad 2tglen
and Susguehanna Branch; |

;nence, sou;heastwa*aly oarul1el to said centerline of
railrocad 6,130 feet to a point;

Thence, northeastwardly, radially to the previous course
feet, more or less, to a point eon the land of others the point
ending. ;

Qwm
Hy

The above described parcel or parcels ars identified in
the records cof the United States Railway Asscciation as Line
Cods 1327-80G-81.
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Document No. PC-CRC-RP-jCg

All that parcel of land situate in the Borough of Marietta,
in the County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, be=..
ing Cesignated Parcel No. PAK1lG¢ 13-5 on Railroad Valuation Map No.
500-8004-31-3~2, as revised tc December 31, 1938, and being all
the land of the Penn Central Transportation Company, as shown on
the Map, bounded and described as follows:

Beginning at a point at the intersection of the westerly line
of Bank Street and the southerly line of Front Street;

Zxtending from said beginning point the following four
courses and distances: (1) westwardly along said southerly line
cf Frent Sireet 815 feet, more or less, to 2 point in the easterly
line of Aaron Street; thence, (2) southwardly along s2id easterly
line of Aaron Street 30 feet, more or less, to a point; thence,

{3} eastwardlv parallel to southerly line of Front Street BlS5 feet,
more or less, to a point westerly line of Bank Street; thence,

{4) northwardly along said westerly line of Bank Street 30 feet,
more or less, to place of beginning.

The above described parcel or percels are identified in the
ecords of the Uniteé States Railway Association as Line Code
327-83.

— M
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s Docume..tL No. PC-CRC~RP~15359

A1l that percel of land situate in the Township of Conoy,
County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, being
designated Parcel No. PAK 100 A0-7 on Railroad Valuation Map
Nos. 500-8004-31-8-2, ac revised to Descember 31, 1938, and
590-6004-31-9-2, as revised to Decemkber 31, 1949, being all of
the land of the Penn Central Transportation Company, as shown

o the Map, which lies southwesterly and southeasterly of the
following describeéd lines:

Beginning at a point distant 25 feeft, measured southwest-
wardly, at right angles, from the centerline of near track of
the Penn Central Transportation Company, as it was located on
Octcber 31, 1975, at a point therein distant B1l0 feet, measured
northwestwardly along said centerline from another point therein
crposite said Transportation Company's Milepost 88/2665;

Thence, extending in a northwesterly direction, parallel
to said centerline, 8,230 feet, to a corner; thence, southwest-
eriy at right angles to previously described course, 40 feet,
to & point in the line of land of others, the point of ending,

The above described parcel or parcels are identified in the
records of the United States Railway Association as Line Code
1327-88.0~89.8.
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Document No. PC-CRC-RP-199g

411 that parcel of land situate in the Townshlp of
Conoy, County of ZLancaster, and Jommenwealth of Pennsylvania,
being designated as Parcel No. PA. K100 48-8 on Railrocad
Valuation Map Nos. 500-8004-31-10-2, as revised to December
31, 1960, 500-8004-31-11-2, as revised to December 31, 1560,
500-8004-31-12-2, &as revised to December 31, 1960, 500-8004-
31-13-2, as revised to December 31, 1960, and 500-8004-31-14-
7, as revised to December 31, 1960, being &all the land of the
Penn Central Transportation Company, as shown on the Map,
which lies westerly of the fclliowing described lines:

Beginning at & point distant 40 feet southwestwardly
at right angles from the centerline of right-of-way of the
Susquehianna Branch of the former Pennsylvania Railroad at
Staticn 1069 + 99, said point being distant €60 feet, more
or less, southeastwardly along said centerline from the
center point of U.G. Bridge No. 89.82 (1l4) which carries
s5a2id. railroad over Conoy Creelk; -

Thence, northwestwardly pvarallel and concentric to
said centerline 11,300 feet, more or less, to a point of lands
of othexrs, in the vicinity of Station 1181 + 35;

Thence, northwestwardly, deilecting to the left from
the previous courses, along the southwesterly line of lands
cf cthers and the northeasterly line ¢I lands of the former
Pennsylvania Canal Company, 3500 feet, more or less, to a
peint opposite Station 1216 + 10 on a corner of lands of
OL.anrS ’

the lands of others 579,28

Thence, northeastwardly alcnag
fes t, more or less, to a point distant 35 fezt southwestwardly
zt right angles frcm the aioreszid centerline cf right-of-way:

Thance, norithwestwardly parallel to said centerline 100
feet to a point on a corner of lands of others;

Thence, southwestwardly alcng the lands of others
580 feet, more or less, to a point in @ corner of lands of
others; '

Thence, northwestwardly alcing the southwesterly line
of lands of others and the northesasterlv line of lands of
the former Pennsyivania Canal Company, 5990 feet, more cor
less tc @ polnt in the vicinity cf Station 1279230, a <orner
in the line of land of cthers;

AT
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Thence, northeastwardly along the lands of others

45 feelt, more or less, to a point distant 40 feet south-
westwardly at right angles from the aforesaid centerline
of railrcad;

Thence, northwestwardly parallel to said centerline
of railroad 5595 feet, more or less, to station 133399, the
voint cf ending.

The above described parcel or parcels are identified

in the records of the United States Railway Association as
Line Code 1327-R¢.8-94.5,
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Document No.

PC-CRC-RP-159

All that parcel of land located at Warven, situate in
the County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
designated as Parcel No. PA K050 07-5 on Railroad Valuation
Mep No. 500-~8007-5-23-2, as revised to December 31, 1961,
being all lands of the Penn Central Transportation Company
2nd Manor Real Estate Company, as shown on the Map, which
lie northerly of the following described line:

Beginning at an angle point on the northerly railroad
property line at Station 1206 + 68 and distant 32 feet,
measured northwardly and radially from the monumented base-
line at a point therein distant 1330 feet, measured west-
wzrdly along sald centerline from another point therein
cpposite Milepost 23/19;

Thence, eastwardly parallel to saild baseline 4230 feet
to a point on a2 line of lands of others, the point of ending.

The ahove described parcel or parele are identified in

the recocrds 2 the United States Railway Association as Line
Ceode 1333-23.
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Document No. PC-CRC-RP-196

211 that parcel of land lccated at East Earl and situate in
the County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
being designated zs Parcel Ne. PAK 050 03-6 on Railroad Valuation
Mep No. 500-80(47-5-26-2, as revised t0 December 31, 1940, being
211l the land of the Penn Central Transportation Company as shown
on the Map, which lies southerly of the following described line:

Beginning on the centerline of Blue Ball Road at a point
therein distant 30 feet southwardly at right angles from the
centerline of Railroad of the former New Holland Erxanch of the
Pennsylvania Railroad as it was located on October 31, 1975;

Thence, westwardliv, parallel and concentric to said center-
line of Railroad 228.0Q0 feet to a point opposite Milepost 26 at a
corner of the laznd of others, the place of ending.

The above described parcel cor parcels are identified in

the records of the United States Railway Association as Line
Code 1333-26.0.
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Document No. PC-CRC~-RP-199

All that parcel of land located at Greenfield, situate in
the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, being des-
igratad Parcel yjo, PA X 040 0 6-2 on Railroad Valuation Map No.
500-8007~5~38-2, as rewvised to December 31, 1966, and being all
the land of the Penn Central Transportation Company, as shown
on the Map, and bound and described as one parcel as follows:

Beginning at a point in the vicinity of Station 1574 + 90
in a corner in the line of land of others, distant 32 feet, meas~
ured southeagtvwardly and radially, from the centerline of the
former Pennsylvania Railroad, New Holland Branch, and distant
1120 feet, more or .ess, measured eastwardly along said track
from a peoint opposite Milepcst 38; thence, southwestwardly 410
feet, mors or less, to a peint to a2 corner in the line of land
cf others, said point being 50 feet northerly and at right
angles from the centerline of the northernmost tyxack of the former
rPennsylvania Railroad, Philadelphia Division Main Line, as it
was locared on Qctober 31, 1975; and 400 feet, more or less,
measured eastwardly along said track from the northeastwardly
edge of 0.G. Bridge 37.93;

Thence, northwestwardly 450 feet, more or less, to a point
in the corner in the line of land of others, szid point being.100
fest, more or less, neasured at right angles Zrom the line of the
northeastwardly edge of 0.5. Bridge 37.93 and 190 feei, more or
less, measured c10. said bridge I1ine northwestwar? \ly of center-

line of northernmost traci cf former Pennsylvania Railrcad
¥hiladelphia Division Mairn Line, as it was locatec¢ on October 31,
1975; thence, ngrtheastwarxdly at right angles from preceding
course 3¢ feot, more oy less,; Lo & Dhint southeastwardly 32 feet,
measured radially from the centerline of thz former Fennsylvania
Railroad New Holland Branch; thence, northeastwardly 5310 fest,
mors or less, concantric and parallel to said track, to the polint

of beginning.

The above dcscrLbcd parcel or parcels are identified in the
records of the United States Railway Associaticn as Line Code
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Documant No.

PC~CRC-RP-199

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, and being part of the Penn Central Trans-
portation Company's line of railrcad which is known as the
New Holland Secondary Track, and is described in Exhibit A
of this Deed, and is identified as Line Code 1333-41.0 in
the records of the United State:z Railway Association, and
being all of the real property in the County lying in, under,
above, along, contiguous to and adjacent to said line of
razilroad except the following described part or parts thereof:

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commconwealth of
Pennsylvania, and being part of the Penn Central Trans-
sortation Company's line of railvoad which is nown as
the New Holland Secondary Track, eand is described in
Zxhibit A of this Deed, and being all of the real property
in the County lying in, under, above, along, cocntiguous to
and adjacent .to that part of the line of railroad which lies
beyond. and initially northeasterly of the following described
tateral cut line:

Beginning at the intersection of the eastern and northern

vroperty lines of said railroad, opposite Station 3453 + 72, °

and 65 feet northeriv at right ancles zo the monumented center-
iine; thence northwestwardly pazallel to said centerline 970
fret, more or less, *o 2 »oint on the southwesterly corner of
nroperty of szid Railroad, which is distant 27 feet northwardly
and radially from %the centerline of the track of said New Holland
Branch, as 1t was located¢ on December 1, 1975, the point of end-
ing, as shown on Ruilroad Valuation Map No. V-2.1/61 as revised
t3> December 31, 1938§. D

The part of the line of rzilroad described herein begins

the lateral cut lire in Lancaster and extends to the County
2 neayr Ceaernavch.

The line of railroad is identified as Line Code 1333-41.0
in the records of the United Stztes Railway Association.
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Document No.

PC-CRC~-RP-199

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, and being part of the Penn Central Transportation
Company's line of railroad which is known as the- Quarryville
Secondary Track, and is described in Exhibit A of this Deed,
and is identified as Line Code 1334-0.0 in the records of
tne United Statess Railway Association, and being all of
the real property in the County lying in, under, above, along,
contiguous to and adjacent to said line of railroad eyﬂeot
the following described part or parts thereof:

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of
Fennsvlvania, and being part of the Penn Central Transportation
Companyv's line of railroad which is known as the Quarryville
Secondary Track, and is described in Exhibit A of this Deed,
and being all of the real property in the County lying in,
undey, above, along, contigucus to and adjacent to that part
2f the line of railroad which lies beyond and initially
southwesterly oi the following described laterzl cut line:

Beginning at an angle point in the railrocad property line
distant 55 feet northwardly and radially from the centerline

of tne track, of the CQuarryville Seccondary Track, cf said
Fallroad, as it was located on December 1, 1575;

Thence, eastwardly 270 Leet, more or less, parallel

and cencentric to said centerline to a point 60 feet distant
" msastured soughwe\tw@ral,, at right angles, f£rom the center-
iine of the Philadelphia Divisicn Main Line tracks;

Thence, southeastwardly 400 fe=t, more or less, parallel
¢ said centerline of the Philadelphie Division Main ZLine
tracks, to a peint intersection of the southwesterly propert
line of said Railroad, and the scutherly right-of-way
tine of said Quarryville Track, the point of ending, as shown
on Railroad Valuation Map Nos. v-2.11/1, and V-2.1/62, both as
revised to December 31, 1966.

The part of the line of railroad described herein begins
2t the iatersl cut line in Manheim, and extends to the County
iine near Juarrvville.

The laterzal cut iine 15 ‘1den
in the recoris of “he United Stz
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Documeni HNo. PC-CRC-RP-199

All that parcel of lend situate in the City of Lancasgter,
'Ccunty 0f Lancaster, and Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, being de-
signated as Parcel No. PA.K030 11-1 on Railroad Valuation Map No.
300-8004-1-54-2 as revised to December 31, 1961, and being all the
land of the Penn Central Transportation Company, as shown on the
Map, which is bounded on the East by Prince Street, on the South

by Wealnut Street, on the West by North Water Street and on the
Nerth by Lemon Street.

The above described parcel or parcels are identified in
the records 2f the United States Railway Association as Line Code
1 135;_1 . 0
- - .
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Document No.

PC-CRC-RP-199

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of Pennsyivania,
and being part of the Penn Central Transportation Company's line
c¢f railiroad which is known as the Quarryville Branch and is gdes-
cribed in Zxhibit A of this Deed, and being all of the real property
in the County lying #a, under, above, along, contigucous teo and
acdjacent to that part of the line of railroad which lies between
“the foliowing described lateral cut lines:

Lateral 2ut Line No. 1:

Being a line drawn at right angles to the centerline of the
right~of-way at a point therein distant 500 feet, measured south-
wardly zlong said centerline, from the southerly line of Seymore
Street at Station 87+15 more or less, as shown on Railroad
Valuation Map No. 500-8007-6-2-2, as revised to December 31, 1964.

Lateral Cut Line No. 2:

~ Being the southerly line of & private crossing at Staticn
7¢7+30 more or less, as shown on Railrozd Valuation Map os.

00-8007-6-14-2 and 500-B007-6-2~ 2, 2s ravised to December 31,
1952 and December 31, 1966, respectively.

The part ¢f the line.of railrozd described herein begins at
z ine Wo. 1 in Lancaster and zuxtends initiazlly south-
v and bevond te lateral cut line Ko. 2 near Quarryville.

cut lines are identified as Line Codes 1234-~1.8 and
rz=cords of the United States Railway Association.
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Document No. PC-CRC-RP-3:99

211 that parcel cf land situate in the Township of
wWest Donegal, County of Lancaster, and Commonwealth of
Pzunsylvania, being designated as Parcel No. PRK 100 40-1
on Railroad Valuation Map No. 500-8037-1-1-2 as revised to
Decembexr 31, 19553, being all the land of the Penn Central
Transportation Company, as chown on the Masp, which lies
northwesterly of the following described line:

Baginning at a point distant 140 feet northwestwarcdly,
at right angles, from the original centerline of railroad
of Lebanon Branch of the former Fsnnsylvania Railroad,
said point being distant 720 feet, more or less, southwest-
wardly along saiéd centerline from the scuthwesterly line of
a cinder lane; :

Thence, southwestwardly 730 feet, more or less, to the
curved line of the land of others, the place of ending.

The above described parcel or parcels are identified

in the records of the United States Railway Association as
Line Code 1335-0.
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Document No.

©?C~-CRC~RP-198

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, and being part of the Penn Central Transportation
Company's line of railroad which is known as the Lebanon
Secondary Track, and is described in Exhibit A o0f this bDeed,
and is identifi=d a&s Line Code 1335-0.C in the records of
the United States Railway Association, and being all cof the
real property in the County lving in, under, above, along,
contigucus tc and adjacent to said line of railroad except the
following described part or parts thereof:

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwezlth of
Pennsylvania, and being part of the Penn Central Transportation
Company's. line oI railroad which is known as the Lebanon
Secondary Track, and is descriked in Exhibit A of this Deed,
and being &11 of the real property in the County lying in,
under, above, along, centiguous to and adjacent to that part
of the line of railroad which lies beyond and initially
riortheasterly of the following described latera; cut line

Beginning at a ooint on the a,
said Seccondary Track, distant 100 feet northeastwardly, at
ght engles, from the centerline of the near main track, &=
was located on Dacembzr 1, 1975, and opposite a point on
id centerline which is €30 feet, more or less, northwest-
reily from Milepost 9C(263);

-

northern r‘gnhwox way lin

m M Q
(]}

Q—' groer l-‘
H

=«

Th
to sai

®

|

enc oafneastwa-d ;1350 feet, meore or less, parallel
cer 1i To & 2

¢ S r
rter he Match Mark at Station a?21 8

n.v

more or less, continuing

Thence, southeastw r@ly ;5 .
ne 2 't opposite Station

parallel to said centerli
4720400

17
to

Thence, scuthwestwardly 50 feet to a point distant 50
feet, measured northeastwardly, at right angles, from said
centerline;

Thence, southeastwardly 970 feet, more or less, parallel
to said centgrline to a 901n

Thence, n
o the northea

, more or iess, to a point
unt Vernon Road;

own or nalLlroan

Thence, scutheastwzrdly 1133 feev, more or less, along
tne northeasterlv linz of the present locaticn of Mount Verncn
road to &n angle peint in the sru:hwcs::xn roperty line of
saicd Railread, the § ing,.-&5 3D




p—

Document No. PC-CRC-RP-199

veination Map Nos. V-2,3/20, and V-2.3/21, as revised to
December 31, 13860, and 15G). respectiveliy.

The part of the line of railroad described herein begins
et the lateral cut line near Mount Vernon Road, in West

onegal, and =xtends to the County line near Campbellton
Foad, at Bellaire, in Mount Joy.

The lateral cut line is identified as Line Code 1335-0.0
in the records of the United States Railway Association.
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Document No.

PC-CRC-RP-199

Situate in the County of Lancaster, Commonwealth of
Pennsvlvania, and being part of the Penn Central Transportation
Company's line of railroad which is known as the Lebanon
Secondary Track and is described in Exhibit A of this Deed, and
Leing &l1 of the real property in the County lying in, under,

bove, zliong, contigucus to and adjacent toc that part of the

r
of railroad which lies beyond and initially northeasterly
e following described lateral cut line:

Being the westerly line of Route 230, which intersects the
centerline of railroad right-of-way at Station 36+55, more or
lese, as shown on Railrocad Valuation Map No. 5300-8037-1~1-2 as
revised to December 31, 1955.

The vart of the line of railroead described herein begins
at the laterzl cut line in Conewago in West Donegal Township
near Route 220 and extends to the County line near Bellaire in
Mt. Jov.

The lat

eral cut iine is identified 2s Line Cods 1335-1.0 :in
of the United States Railway Association
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Document Ng.

PC-CRC-RP~199

The real property deseribed in the foregoing Exhibit A and identified therein and in the records of the
United States Railway Association as Line Code____ 1323 i3 subject to the Operating Rights
Grant from the Grantor to Eﬁégﬁﬁbﬁggggﬁg& E{«ﬁaﬁ%ﬁ%%ofc%‘?:%ﬁt’?f with this Deed pursuant to
crder of the Special Court. The Operating Rights Grant was certified by the United States Railway Association

to the Special Court as Document No PC-D&H-ORG
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NOTICE

The Giacties aunnswtedges that the Granges -0y ot be oblaining the
rigint of protection against subsidenca resulling sroa coatmining operstiung
ang 1hat {na real areperty conveyad by this Doee oy be protecied {rom

dainage due woming stbaidonce by a privale contn L wth the owners of the

. . " . . e e - by b M Tee PRI ., ire vy . : .
OOONGITLY NNReIes S i the Coal, fig nolice 1 annee g Lieron 1o COH«,J!{ Vil

-~

ol the Pannsylvania Bieminows bMine Sabnidence and Laid

Censarvalion Act of 1653, 27 Fao Stot. Ann. Gool 1404014,

]

Saction

The Giprioe fuithe acknowiedges that (or the puipases ot 52 Pa. Sial
Eann. Sen 1851, Unn Deod 15 g guitclaum doerd,

CONSCLIDATED RAIL CORPORATICH

E%'y:%wyw

Viee resicesnt
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CONRAIL QUITCLAIM DEED (PA)

THIS INDENTURE, made the day of in the
year of our Lord One Thousand Nine Hundred and Ninety- six (A.D. 1996)

BETWEEN CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION, a Corporation. of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, having an office at Two Commerce Square, 2001 Market
Street, Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, 19101-1419, hereinafter referred to as the Grantor, and
, having a mailing address of
hereinafter referred to as the Grantee;

3

WITNESSETH: That the said Grantor, for and in consideration of the sum of ONE
DOLLAR ($1.00) lawful money of the United States of America, unto it well and truly paid-
by the said Grantee, at or before the sealing and delivery of these presents, the receipt whereof
is hereby acknowledged, Grantor has remised, released and quitclaimed and by these presents
does remise, release and quitclaim, unto the said Grantee, the heirs or successors and assigns
of the said Grantee, all right, title and interest of the said Grantor of, in and to the Premises
as more particularly described on Exhibit A’ appended hereto and made a part hereof.

EXCEPTING AND RESERVING, thereout and therefrom unto said Grantor such
temporary access easements as are reasonably necessary for its use in complying with orders
of the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission at Dockets Nos. A-00111016 and C-00913256,
which easements shall extinguish upon compliance by Grantor with any order entered therein.

UNDER AND SUBJECT, however, to (1) whatever rights the public may have to the
use of any roads, alleys, bridges or streets crossing the Premises, (2) any streamis, rivers, creeks
and water ways passing under, across or through the Premises, and (3) easement of National
Railroad Passenger Corporation pursuant to grant of Consolidated Rail Corporation to National
Railroad Passenger Corporation, dated April 1, 1976, and recorded in the Office of the
Recorder of Deeds of Lancaster County at Deed Book “L", Volume 75, Page 511, and any
other easements or agreements of record or otherwise affecting the Premises, and to the state
of facts which a personal inspection or accurate survey would disclose, and to any pipes, wires,
poles, cables, culverts, drainage courses or systems and their appurtenances now existing and
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remaining in, on, under, over, across and through the Premises, together with the right to
maintain, repair, renew, replace, use and remove same.

THIS INSTRUMENT is executed and delivered by grantor, and is accepted by Grantee,
subject to the covenants set forth below, which shall be deemed part of the consideration of
this conveyance and which shall run with the land and be binding upon and inure to the benefit
of, the respective heirs, legal representatives, successors and assigns of Grantor and Grantee.
Grantee hereby knowingly, willingly, and voluntarily waives the benefit of any rule, law,
custom, or statute of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania now or hereafter in force with respect
to the covenants set forth below. '

(1.) Grantor shall neither be liable or obligated to construct or maintain any fence or
similar structure between the Premises and adjoining land of Grantor nor shall Grantor be liable
or obligated to pay for any part of the cost of expense of constructing or maintaining any fence
or similar structure, except as provided for by stipulation heretofore entered into between
grantor and various municipalities of which grantee is one, and, except for construction of
fences provided for therein, Grantee hereby forever releases Grantor from any loss or damage,
direct or consequential, that may be caused by or arise from the lack or failure to maintain any
such fence or similar structure.

(2). A. Allocation of Specific Qbligations to Remediate. The parties shall, as between
themselves, allocate obligations pertaining to any Remediation with respect to the Premises in
accordance with this Section, without regard to considerations of fault, failure or negligence.

(i) Grantee shall be responsible after the date of this Deed for any Remediation
arising from the existence or presence of any contamination in, on or about the Premises,
including without limitation, any Hazardous Substances, except as specifically provided
otherwise in Subsection A(i1) below.

(ii) Grantor shall be responsible for Remediation of Hazardous Substances in,
on or about the Premises, provided that such Hazardous Substances: (1) resulted from a
condition created during the time the Premises was owned by Grantor; and (2) are a violation
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of applicable environmental laws or regulations in effect and as interpreted on the date of this
Deed. Notwithstanding the aforesaid, Grantor shall not be liable for any Remediation resulting
from any condition: (a) that Grantee had knowledge of or reasonable basis to suspect as of the
date of this Deed; or (b) that Grantee could have discovered its presence upon the Premises by
a due diligent examination of the Premises or public record related thereto; or (¢) which
Grantee has failed to immediately notify Grantor of as provided for below. Grantor’s liability
for any Remediation for which it is otherwise responsible hereunder shall be no greater than
that resulting from the condition of the Premises existing as of the date of this Deed regardless
of any increase in Remediation costs or liability, created by or resulting from events occurring
- after the date of this Deed, including the passage of time.

(1it) If at any time after the date of this Deed, any Hazardous Substances are
discovered which are or may be the responsibility of Grantor to remediate pursuant to
subsection A(ii) above, then Grantee shall immediately notify Grantor of such Hazardous
Substances, and Grantor shall have the opportunity and right to investigate, determine its
responsibility therefor, determine in connection with appropriate governmental or regulatory
bodies the appropriate response or remedy for such Hazardous Substances, and Remediate, with
its own forces or contractors and at its own expense, such Hazardous Substances to the
satisfaction of appropriate regulatory bodies or to the additional extent deemed appropriate by
Grantor. Grantor shall only be obligated to Remediate such Hazardous Substances to the
extent that would be required for the now existing or most recent use of the Premises by
Grantor, regardless of the current or proposed use of the Premises by Grantee. Grantee shall
grant such rights of entry or other rights to Grantor, upon reasonable terms and without
compensation, as may be necessary to allow Grantor to perform the inspections, remediation
or other actions necessary to comply with this Subsection. In the event of dispute concerning
Grantor’s responsibility for any Remediation hereunder, the parties shall cooperate to resolve
such dispute as quickly as possible, and Grantee, unless required by valid judicial or regulatory
order to take immediate action to Remediate a specific condition, shall during the resolution
of such dispute take no actions inconsistent with Grantor’s right to seek a determination from
the appropriate regulatory or judicial body of the remedy required by law and to Remediate
the Hazardous Substances with its own forces or contractors. Grantor shall not be liable to
Grantee for any damages, costs or expenses incurred as a result of such Remediation, except
that if Grantee is required by valid judicial or administrative order as provided above to take
immediate action to Remediate any Hazardous Substances which are later determined to be the
responsibility of Grantor pursuant to this Subsection, Grantee shall be able to recover its actual
and reasonable costs from Grantor. ' ' '

B. Definition of "Hazardous Substance(s)". "Hazardous Substance(s)", as used in
this Deed, shall mean any material or substance that is defined or classified as a "hazardous
substance” pursuant to section 101 of the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation and Liability ct (42 U.S.C. §9601(14)) or Section 311 of the Federal Water
Pollution control Act (33 U.S.C. §131); a "hazardous waste" pursuant to Section 1004 or 3001
of the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (42 U.8.C. §§6903, 6921); a toxic pollutant
under Section 307(a)(1) of the Federal Water Pollution Control Act (33 U.S.C. §1317(a)(1));
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a "hazardous air pollutant” under Section 112 of the Clean Air Act (42 U.S.C. §7412); or a
"hazardous material" under the Hazardous Materials Transportation Uniform Safety Act of
1990 (49 U.S.C. App. §1802(4)); petroleum products which have migrated to ground water in
sufficient concentration to constitute a violation of currently applicable Pennsylvania
Department of Environmental Protection regulations.

C. Definition of "Remediate” and "Remediation”. “Remediate” or "remediation",
as used in this Deed, shall mean, any reasonable investigation and the formulating and
implementation of any remedial action, containment, cleanup, response, treatment, removal,
mitigation, abatement, elimination, or control of any contamination.

D. Indemnify. The party made responsible by this Section for any Remediation
shall: (1) satisfy said obligations; and (2) indemnify, defend and hold the other party (and its
directors, officers, employees and agents) harmless from and against any claims, liabilities,
judgments, settlements, costs and expenses (including without limitation, reasonable attorneys’
fees) arising out of or in connection with said Remediation.

E. Release. As a material part of the consideration to Grantor for the conveyance
of the Premises, Grantee hereby expressly and irrevocably releases and forever discharges, and
by these presents does, for its successors and assigns, release, and forever discharge Grantor
(including, without limitation, its directors, officers, employees, and agents), from any and all
actions, suits, controversies, damages, (compensatory, punitive or consequential), judgments,
claims and demands whatsoever, in law, or in equity, which grantee, ever had, now has, or
which it or its successors and assigns hereafter can, shall or may have against Grantor, arising
out of or in connection with the presence of any contamination on the Premises, including
without limitation, any Hazardous Substances, except to the extent Grantor fails to comply with .
its obligations set forth in Subsection A(ii) above, or Grantee is entitled to recover the cost of
any Remediation pursuant to Subsection A(il). Grantee shall indemnify, defend and hold
Grantor harmless from and against any and all claims, liabilities, judgments, settlements, costs
and expenses arising out of or in connection with Grantee’s prosecution of any of its legal
remedies against any third party who might have concurring or joint liability for matters for
which Grantee has released Grantor pursuant to this Subsection. Each party expressly waives,
to the extent it lawfully may do so, (i) the benefits of any statute that would relieve it of any
obligations that it has assumed under this section, and (ii) any defense predicated on alleged
misrepresentations of fact or the nondisclosure of any pertinent fact.

(3). Should a claim adverse to the title hereby quitclaimed be asserted and/or proved,
no recourse shall be had against the Grantor herein.
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(4). Grantor shall not be liable or obligated to provide lateral support for the surface
of the Premises, and Grantee waives all right to ask for, demand, recover or receive any relief
or compensation for any damage that may be caused by the sliding, shifting, or movement of
any part of the slope or embankment supporting the Premises.

(5). No right or means of ingress, egress or passageway to or from the Premises is
hereby granted, expressly or by implication, and Grantor shall not be liable or obliged to
provide or obtain for Grantee any such means of ingress, egress or passageway,

(6). Except as otherwise directed by the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission,
Grantee by the acceptance of this instrument, does hereby accept all existing and prospective
responsibility for removal and/or restoration costs for any and all railroad bridges and grade
separated crossing structures and their appurtenances that may be located on the Premises
conveyed to the said Grantee; and Grantee further covenants and agrees that it will also assume
any obligation and/or responsibility as may have been or may hereafter be imposed on Grantor
by any Public Utility Comunission or any other governmental agency having jurisdiction for
any and all bridge and grade separated crossing structures and their appurtenances, including
but not limited to the removal, repairing or restoration of same in accordance with the
requirements of said Commission or other governmental agency; and Grantee further agrees
to indemnify, defend and hold Grantor harmless against all costs, penalties, expenses,
obligations, responsibility and requirements associated with said bridge structures and grade
crossings and their appurtenances.

(7). Purchaser and Conrail do not contemplate that Conrail shall (a) operate its trains,
cars and engines to or on the property herein conveyed (or any portion thereof), (b) interchange
traffic with Purchaser or its successors or assigns (c) participate in any rail rate relationship
with Purchaser (d) establish or maintain a track connection with Purchaser, or (e) provide cars
or car service to Purchaser. If Purchaser hereafter desires that Conrail do any of the foregoing,
Conrail and Purchaser agree that such activities shall be conducted only on such terms and
conditions as Conrail and Purchaser hereto may hereafter mutually agree upon in writing.
Conrail and Purchaser further agree that in respect to the matters referred to in items (2)
through (¢) above, Conrail shall not be called upon, or required, by Purchaser (or its
successors, assigns, assignees, Purchasers, lessees, or licensees) to accept obligations in excess

of those expressly assumed by Conrail by written agreement between conrail and Purchaser
hereto. |

3

TOGETHER with all and singular the tenements, hereditaments, bridges and
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appurtenances thereunto belonging, or in any wise appertaining and the reversion and
reversions, remainder and remainders, rents, issues and profits thereof: and all the estate, right,
title, interest, property, claim and demand whatsoever of it, the said grantor as well at law as

in equity or otherwise howsoever, of, in and to the same and every part thereof, UNDER AND
SUBIJECT and pravided as aforesaid.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD all and singular the said Premises, together with the

appurtenances, unto the Grantee, the heirs or successors and assigns of the said grantee forever,
UNDER and SUBJECT and provided as aforesaid.

NOTICE: THIS DOCUMENT DOES NOT SELL, CONVEY, TRANSFER,
INCLUDE OR INSURE THE TITLE TO THE COAL AND RIGHT OF SUPPORT
UNDERNEATH THE SURFACE LAND DESCRIBED OR REFERRED TO HEREIN AXND
THE OWNER OR OWNERS OF SUCH COAL MAY HAVE THE COMPLETE LEGAL
RIGHT TO REMOVE ALL OF SUCH COAL AND IN THAT CONNECTION DAMAGE
MAY RESULT TO THE SURFACE OF THE LAND AND ANY HOUSE, BUILDING OR
OTHER STRUCTURE ON OR IN SUCH LAND. THE INCLUSION OF THIS NOTICE
DOES NOT ENLARGE, RESTRICT OR MODIFY ANY LEGAL RIGHTS OR ESTATES
OTHERWISE CREATED, TRANSFERRED, EXCEPTED OR RESERVED BY THIS
INSTRUMENT. THIS NOTICE IS SET FORTH IN THE MANNER PROVIDED IN
SECTION 1 OF THE ACT OF SEPTEMBER 10, 1965, P.L. 505 No. 255 (52 P.S. 1551).

NOTICE: GRANTOR, PURSUANT TO PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITIES -
DISPOSITION OF REAL PROPERTY ACT NO. 151 OF 1990 AND ARTICLE 2709 OF
SAID ACT, IS ATTACHING HERETO AS APPENDIX "I" A COPY OF THE NOTICE
THAT WAS SENT TO THE COUNTY, CITY, BOROUGH, INCORPORATED TOWN OR
TOWNSHIP IN WHICH THE REAL PROPERTY IS LOCATED AND TO THE
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION, THE
PENNSYLVANIA GAME COMMISSION, THE PENNSYLVANIA FISH COMMISSION
AND THE PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RESOURCES.

THE words "Grantor" and "Grantee" used herein shall be construed as if they read
"Grantors" and "Grantees", respectively, whenever the sense of this instrument so requires and
whether singular or plural, such words shall be deemed to include at all times and in all cases
the heirs, legal representatives or successors and assigns of the Grantor and Grantee.

]

IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the said Grantor has caused this Indenture to be signed in

A-T7



0. @
N ™

j

its name and behalf by its duly authorized thereunto and
has caused its corporate seal to be hereunto affixed and attested by its Assistant Secretary the
day and year first above written.

SEALED and CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION
DELIVERED in the By:

presence of us:

TITLE:
ATTEST:
TITLE:
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA )
: 8§
COUNTY OF )
On this day of A.D. 1996, before me, the subscriber, the
undersigned officer, personally appeared , who acknowledged
to be the of CONSOLIDATED RAIL

CORPORATION, a corporation, and that ___ as such ,
being authorized to do so, executed the foregoing instrument for the purposes therein contained
by signing the name of the corporation by as

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hercunto set my hand and
official seal.

Notary Public

I HEREBY CERTIFY that the
correct address of the
within-named Grantee is:

on behalf of Grantee,

THIS INSTRUMENT PREPARED BY:
Consolidated Rail Corporation

19-B, Two Commerce Square

2001 Market Street

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19101-1419
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All that portion of Conrail’s line of former railroad known as the
Enola Branch, also or formerly known as the Atglen and
Susquehanna ("A & S") Branch in Lancaster County, Pennsylvania,
beginning in the east at the Chester County line and extending in
a generally westwardly direction through Sadsbury Township, Bart
Township, Eden Township, Quarryville Borough, Providence Township
and Martic Township and extending through a portion of Conestoga
Township extending from the western line of Martic Township
westwardly to the center line of Shenks Ferry Road: thence
extending along the northern and eastern line of Conrail‘s former
Encla Branch to a point where the northern line of Brenner Hollow
Road joins the eastern line of the Enola Branch: thence extending
at right angles thereto to and across the center line of the Enola
Branch to a point to be determined by survey: thence socuthwardly
~and eastwardly through property common to both the Enola Branch and
Conrail’s Port Road Branch by a line to be determined by survey, to
a point at the southern and western line of the Enola Branch where
it joins property common to both the Enola Branch and the Port
Road:  thence along the southern and western line of the Enola

Branch to the center line of Shenks Ferry Road.
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CONRATL AGREEMENT OF SALE ]

THIS AGREEMENT, made as of this day of
, 1996, between CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION, a
Pennsylvania corporation, with its principal offices at 2001 Market

Street, 19-B, P. 0. Box 414189, Philadelphia, PA 19101-1419
("Conrail"*) and having a

mailing address at
("Purchasexr"), for all of Conrail’s right and interest in and to
all that certain piece or parcel of land and any improvements
thereon, situate in and County of

Lancaster, State of Pennsylvania, as shown on Exhibit A attached
hereto and made a part hereof (the "Property"}.

Broker for Conrail: none.
Broker for the Purchaser: none.

1. PURCHASE PRICE

The purchase price for the Prppéity shall be: ONE dollar
($1.00) which shall be paid to Conrail by Purchaser at time of
closing.

2. CLOSING

The conveyance of title to the Property shall take place at Suite
365, 2605 Interstate Drive, Harrisburg, PA 17110, within ninety
(90) days following entry of a final order in proceedings pending
before the Public Utility Commission at dockets nos. A00111016 and
C-00913256 approving and adopting the terms of stipulation among
the parties and terms of a stipulation between Consolidated Rail
Corporation and the Pennsylvania Department of Transportation
relating to disposition of public crossing structures on the
Property or as extended by the parties in writing..

3. TITLE

Conrail will deliver and Purchaser will accept a guitclaim deed
without any covenants or warranties of title, express or implied,
to the Property, in the form attached hereto as Exhibit B (the
."Deed"). At the request of Purchaser, no later than twenty (20)
days prior to Closing. If an encumbrance which materially changes
title to the Property as set forth in the Title Report is recorded
against the Property between the date of this Agreement and Closing
which is not shown on the Title Report, then Conrail, at its

1
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option, may elect to cure such encumbrance at its cost and expense
and Closing shall be set off for a period not to exceed sixty (60)
days. In the event that either Conrail does not elect to cure such
encumbrance or said sixty (60) day period expires, then this
Agreement shall terminate, whereupon neither party shall have any
further liability hereunder.

4. CLOSING APPORTIONMENT AND PAYMENTS

{(a) Rentals or License Fees. Rentals or payments for lease or
license agreements will be divided as follows. The Purchaser shall
be entitled to collect all rentals or license fees which, by the
terms of the lease or license agreement, are billed after the date
of Closing. Conrail shall be entitled to retain all rentals and
license fees billed prior to Closing in accordance with the terms
of such lease or license agreement. The Purchaser shall assume all
duties and obligations of Conrail contained in any such lease or
license agreement arising from and after the date of Closing.
Conrail will make a good faith effort to provide to Purchaser in
advance of closing copies of easement and license agreements
directly affecting the property to be conveyed and shall provide
Purchaser within ninety (90) days after Closing copies of all
known lease and license agreements assigned to Purchaser which are
in Conrail’s possession. Should the Property have any outdoor
advertising license agreements (which are not excluded from this
sale}, all such license agreements will be terminated by Conrail
effective as of the date of Closing. The Purchaser may then
negotiate its own agreement(s) directly with the outdoor company.
Security deposits for any lease or license agreement, if any, shall
be turned over to the Purchaser within ninety (90) days after
Closing provided that the lease or 1license agreement has no
outstanding arrearages (in which case, Conrail will be entitled to
apply such security deposits to any arrearages).

{b) Brokers Commissions. Conrail shall only be responsible to pay
Conrail‘s Broker’s commission. Purchaser shall be responsible for
any commissions claimed by other brokers with respect to this
transaction. '

(c) Taxes: Real estate taxes, water & sewer rents, and other

lienable charges (if any) shall be apportioned between Conrail and
Purchaser as of the date of closing.
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5. CONDITION OF PROPERTY

Purchaser agrees to accept the Property and any improvements "as
is" "where is", with any and all faults. Purchaser has thoroughly
inspected, or chosen not to inspect, the Property and any
improvements thereon, and, in either event, is satisfied with their
condition. Purchaser- shall take title to the same in their
condition as of the date of Closing, including any violations of
law or ordinances, whether or not such violations are officially

recorded. The undersigned has no knowledge of any such violation
as of the date hereof.

6. DEFAULT

(a) Purchaser‘’s Default. Unless otherwise provided for in this
Agreement, if Purchaser fails to comply with the terms and
conditions herewith, Conrail may terminate this Agreement,
whereupon neither party shall have any further liability hereunder.

(b) Seller Defaults. If Conrail fails to comply with the terms
and conditions herewith, Purchaser shall have “the right to

terminate this agreement, whereupon neither party shall have any
further liability hereunder.

7. PUBLIC NOTICES

In the event any notice respecting the performance and the
completion of work proposed and affecting the Property, or the
installations of sewers, water, or lighting facilities imposed by
an entity not a party to this agreement is received by Conrail or
Purchaser, or notice of confirmed special assessment is issued to
Conrail or Purchaser by an entity not a party to this agreement in
connection therewith after the date of closing, Purchaser agrees to
be responsible for compliance with such notice or notices, and

Purchaser shall pay for work required or the assessment levied
therefor.

8. ASSIGNMENT

Each and every term, covenant, condition, agreement, provision, and
stipulation of this Agreement shall be binding upon, and inure to
the benefit of the respective successors, and assigns of Conrail
and Purchaser, provided that Purchaser shall not assign this

Agreement without the prior consent of Conrail (in its sole
discretion) .

9, CASUALTY LOSS

Except as set forth below, no loss or casualty with respect to the
Property shall, in any way, affect the terms of this Agreement. If
the Property contain improvements to be conveyed under this

A-82



Agreement, any material loss or damage to such improvements by fire
or other casualty shall not void or impair any of the conditions of
this Agreement,. but Purchaser shall have the option to terminate
this Agreement by notice to Conrail, whereupon this Agreement shall

terminate and neither party shall have any further obligation
hereunder.

10. CONDEMNATION

If the Property, or any substantial portion thereof, or any
interest therein, shall be affected by an exercise of the power of
eminent domain, Conrail shall have the option to either (a)
terminate this Agreement whereupon Conrail shall return to
Purchaser the Deposit and Additiocnal Deposit, or (b) enforce this

Agreement and assign any award or agreed upon compensation to
Purchaser.

11. NOTICES

Whenever in this Agreement notice or consent is requested, desire,
or required to be given, same shall be given in writing and sent by
prepaid overnight courier or registered or certified United States
mail, return receipt requested, to the parties whose names and
addresses are set forth in the heading of this Agreement. Notice
shall be effective when deposited.

12. NO REPRESENTATION

Except for the terms of the stipulations referred to in paragraph
2 above, which are incorporated herein by reference, all
understandings and agreements heretofore between Conrail and
Purchaser are merged into this Agreement which alone fully and
" completely expresses their intent. Purchaser acknowledges that
Conrail its officers, employees, representatives and any of their
agents under Agreement involved in the sale of the Property have
made no representations or warranties to Purchaser concerning the
Property, including any representation or warranty as to the
condition of the Property or the quality of Conrail‘s title to the
Property. Any information provided to Purchaser, was provided
strictly as an accommedation to Purchaser, and no express Or
implied warranty or representation as to the accuracy or
correctness of such information shall be deemed to have been made
by Conrail its officers, employees or agents, or any third party.
Purchaser acknowledges that this purchase is based upon Purchaser's
own knowledge and information and that Purchaser shall accept the
Deed at Closing and shall be deemed to have waived any and all
-objections to Conrail’s title to the Property.
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13. VIOLATION OF LAW

In thg event the conveyance of the Property on the terms set forth
in this Agreement would be contrary to any law, regulation, or
order of governmental authority, then this Agreement shall

terminate and neither party hereto shall have any further liability
hereunder,

14. ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

Purchaser acknowledges the receipt of a Phase I Site Assessment

dated . prepared by
{(the "Phage I Asgessment")},

15. DONATIVE INTENT

It is the intention of Conrail to derive a tax deduction as a
result of the donation of the Premises. The Purchaser does hereby
acknowledge said donative intent, and agrees to cooperate with the
execution of I.R.S. form 8283, or any other necessary forms or
documents as may be required to substantiate donative intent or as
verification of the Purchaser’s tax exempt status.

le. MISCELLANEOUS

(a) The headings and subheadings in this Agreement are for

convenience only and shall not be construed as having any legal or
factual intent.

(b) It is understood and agreed that time shall be of the essence
in this Agreement.

(c) Formal tender of purchase money and executed Deed is hereby
waived.

(d) Conrail is without knowledge as to zoning classifications that
may affect the property to be transferred and makes no
representation concerning the same. It shall be the purchaser’s

responsibility to verify the zoning classification and any land use
restrictions.

(e) The terms of this Agreement shall surviving Closing.

. (f) Neither this Agreement nor any type of memorandum thereof
.shall be recorded with the office of the Register of Deeds or with
“any other governmental agency, and any purported recordation or

filing hereby by Buyer shall constitute a default on the part of
Purchaser.
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(g) No omission or delay by any party in enforcing any right or
remedy or in requiring performance of any of the terms of this
Agreement shall constitute or be deemed to constitute a waiver of
any such right or remedy, noxr shall it in any way affect the right
of either party to enforce such provisions thereafter unless such
right or remedy is specifically waived in writing. No single or
partial exercise of any right or remedy hereunder shall preclude
any other or further exercise of any right or remedy.

(h) The law in which the Property is located shall govern the
terms of this Agreement.

{i) All appendices and exhibits referred to in or attached to this
Agreement are intended to be, and are hereby, specifically made a
part of this Agreement.

(j) This Agreement shall not be strictly interpreted against
either party hereunto under any rule of construction.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto, intending :to be legally

bound, have executed this Agreement the day and year first set
forth.

SEALED and DELIVERED CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION
in the presence of us: :
By: By:

. Title:

WITNESS (ATTEST IF CORP.)

By: By:
Title:
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All that portion of Conrail’s line of former railroad known as the
Encla Branch, also or formerly known as the Atglen and
Susquehanna ("A & 8") Branch in Lancaster County, Pennsylvania,
beginning in the east at the Chester County line and gxtending in
a generally westwardly direction through Sadsbury Township, Bart
Township, Eden Township, Quarryville Borough, Providence Township
and Martic Township and extending through a portion of Conestoga
Township extending from the western line of Martic Township
westwardly to the center line of Shenks Ferry Road: thence
extending along the northern and eastern line of Conrail’s former
Enola Branch to a point where the northern line of Brenner Hollow
Road joins £he eastern line of the Enola Branch: thence extending
at right angles thereto to and across the center line of the Enocla
Branch to a point to be determined by survey: thence southwardly
and eastwardly through property common to both the Encla Branch and
Conrail's Port Road Branch by a line to be determined by survey, to
a point at the southern and western line of the Enola Branch where
it joins property common to both the Enola Branch and the Port
Road: thence along the southern and western line of the Enola

Branch to the center line of Shenks Ferry Road.
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BEFORE THE PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

FOR THE ABOLITION OF 31 : DOCKET NO. A-00111016
CROSSINGS OF THE ENOLA BRANCH, :

LC: 201323, MP 3.5 TO MP 27.0 :

SUB NO. 1095X, HARRISBURG : f:szgaxf;;
DIVISION, LANCASTER COUNTY.  : R (LRI

STIPULATION OF SETTLEMENT
ETW N

THE COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA,
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
THIS STIPULATION OF SETTLEMENT is entered into between
CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION (Conrail) and COMMONWEALTH oF
PENNSYLVANIA, DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (Department) with the
expectation that the undertakings herein described will be reduced
to a final order of the Public Utility Commission (PUC) containing

‘terms and provisions as set forth herein below.

Conrail contemplates the execution of agreements with the
municipalities named below for future maintenance or removal of
specified structures which carry the former Enola Branch
(previously known as the Atglen and Susquehanna Branch) over and
under various roadways located, more particularly, in the following

municipalities within Lancaster and Chester Counties, Pennsylvania:

Sadsbury Township Bart Township

Eden Township Providence Township
Martic Township Conestoga Township
Quarryville Borough West Sadsbury Township

PR neu
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In addition, Conrail contemplates entering into agreements
with the foregoing municipalities to remove or maintain certain
structures over state highways, subject to concurrence by the
Department. Said agreement with the municipalities is incorporated
herein as if attached hereto. Conrail and the Department wish to
formalize additional provisions relative to crossing structures on

the Enocla Branch.

This Stipulation 1is entered into, therefore, with the
expectation that the agreement with the aforesaid municipalities
will be executed. The Department consents to the demolition of
crossing structures over state highways by Conrail, or its designee
as follows:

(a} Crossing 4, SR 2021, (L.R. 36079), White Oak Road,

(AAR No. 518 188 P), Sadsbury Township, within two years
of entry of final order and in accordance with the terms
sett forth in the agreement with the municipalities
incorporated herein.

(b} Crossing 10, SR 2015, (L.R. 36086), Pumping Station Road,

(AAR No. 518 196 G), Eden Township, within two years of
entry of final order and in accordance Qith the terms set
forth in the agreement with the municipalities.

{c} Crossing 16, SR 0222, (U.S. Route 222),

(AAR No. 518 202 H}, Providence Township, within one year
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(d)

The

of entry of final order and in accordance with the terms
set forth in the agreement with the municipalities.

Crossing 27, SR 0324, (LR 00332), Marticville Road, (AAR
No. 518 213 V), Martic Township, within two years of
entry of final order and in accordance with the terms set

forth in agreement with the municipalities.

Department will not object to the aforementioned

municipalities assuming maintenance responsibility for the

following crossing structures over state highways in consideration

of certain payments by Conrail to said municipalities:

{a)

(c)

(d}

Crossing 1, SR 2009, (L.R. 36009), Noble Road, (BAR No.
518 184 M), West Sadsbury Township, Chester County and
Sadsbury Township, Lancaster County.

Crossing 14, SR 2019, (L.R. 36023), Church Street, (AAR
No. 518 200 U), Quarryville Borough, Lancaster County.
Crossing 23, SR 0272 NB, (L.R. 36007),

(AAR No. 518 209 F), Providence Township, Lancaster
County.

Crossing 24, SR 0272 sB, (L.R. 360253),

(AAR No., 518 210 A), Providence Township, Lancaster

County.

Based upon the assumption of maintenance responsibility of the
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foregoing structures by the various municipalities at their sole

cost and expense, the Department agrees that it will, at its sole

cost and expense, undertake the following work:

(a)

(b)

(c)

Crossing 1, Noble Road -- perform safety related
modifications at the crossing location, including but not
limited to, installation of guide rail and any required
signs that the Department, in its sole discretion, shall
deem necessary for the safety of the travelling public.
The Department will maintain the roadway at its sole cost
and expense.

Crossing 14, Church Street - inspect the structure and
perform any safety related modifications at the crossing
identified by the inspection including, but not limited
to, the installation of guide rail and repair of any
loose stone, which the Department, in its sole
discretion, may deem necessary for the safety of the
travelling public. The Department will maintain the
roadway at its sole cost and expense.

Crossing 16, SR 0222 -- perform a scoping for betterment
project at and adjacent to the location and perform any
work which the Department, in its sole discretion, may
deem necessary for the safety of the travelling public.
The Department will, at its sole cost and expense,

prepare the plans for the detour required for the removal
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(e)

(£)

of .the structure by Conrail. The Department will
maintain the roadway at its scle cost and expense.

crossing 17, Fairview Road -- remove the crossing
structure at Fairview Road, realign and reconstruct the
road surface as the Department deems necessary. The
Department will maintain the structure until such time as
it is removed and will continue to maintain the roadway.
crossing 23, SR 0272 NB -- investigate the condition of
the concrete portal extensions and do such work as the
Department, in its sole discretion, deems necessary for
the safety of the travelling public aé a result cf the
investigation. The Department will perform any safety
related modifications including, but not limited to, the
installation of gquide rail and signs as the Department,
in its sole discretion, deems necessary. The Department
will maintain the roadway at its sole cost and expense
and will continue to abide by any prior PUC orders
excluding any maintenance responsibility for sidewalks.
Crossing 24, SR 0272 SB ~- perform such safety related
modifications as the Department, in its sole discretion,
deems necessary including, but not limited to, the
installation of guide rail and signs. The Department

will continue to maintain the roadway at its sole cost
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(g)

and expense and will continue to abide by any prior PUC
orders.

Crossing 27, SR 0324 -- at its sole cost and

expense, provide the detour plans and effectuate the
detour necessary for the removal of the structure.
ARfter the structure is removed, the Department will
perform a scoping for a betterment project at and
adjacent to the subject location. The Department agrees
to support a future project for the realignment of SR

0324.

At the following crossing locations the Department and Conrail

currently have shared maintenance responsibility. By virtue of

this Stipulation and subsequent order to be entered by the PUC,

the Department will assume total maintenance responsibility

including responsibilities previously shared by Conrail and the

Department:

(a)

(b)

{c)

Crossing 12, SR 0372, (L.R. 00344), State Street, (AAR
No. 518 198 V), Quarryville Borough,-- prior order
entered at A-00104032.

Crossing 18, SR 3015, (L.R. 36016), Cinder Road, (AAR No.
518 204 W}, Providence Township, -- prior order entered
at A-00104797.

Crossing 19, S.R. 3018, (L.R. 36015), Truce Road, (AARR

Civ

-
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No. 518 205 D)}, Providence Township, -- prior order

entered at A-00104797.

By letter agreement previously executed between the Department
and Conrail on May 10, 1990, the Department has agreed to assume
maintenance responsibility of the structure at the - following
location:

Crossing 7, SR 0896, (L.R. 36081), Georgetown Road, (AAR
No. 518 191 X), Bart Township -- prior order entered at

A-00105671.

The Department agrees to abide by existing orders at
A-00105510 and A-00111016 for the following crossing:
Crossing 25, S.R. 3009, (L.R. 36008}, Rawlinsville Road,

{({AAR No. 518 211 G), Providence Township.

With respect to all state highways at the subject crossings,
hereinabove identified to be either removed or maintained as
described herein, the Department agrees that it will maintain the

roadway surface, at its sole cost and expense.

s
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IN WITNESS WHEREQF, the parties hereto have caused this

Stipulation of Settlement to be executed in their behalves by their

. . , y— 7
appropriate representatives this o'¥ day of éggggng , 199§.

ATTEST: CONSOLIDATED RAIL CORPORATION

BY: \ BY: ‘Q?\ @"Wh——\
TITLE: '33 P, @Qg@m

ATTEST: ] COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

wre oiar) I osduid o ‘\N\'\“'\Q\g\w

TITLE:

A:\111Q16.WPD

co
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