o COUNTY OF SUSQUEHANNA

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY

GREAT BEND TOWNSHIP ‘s s MR
S . el “Docket No, ,
: 'CONSOLIDATED "RATL- CORPORA——”»,:”~jVU}'~, Ul L
~ TION, PENNSYLVANIA DEPART- = :  ©-79081404
 MENT OF TRANSPORTATION AND =t .. ..

: EXCEPTIONS OF THE STAFF OF THE
L PENNSYLVANIA,PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
TO INITIAL DECISION g

. The Pennsylvanla Publlc Utlllty Comm1331on staff

‘:(Staff) takes exceptLOn to the proposed Inltlal Decrslon of

“Admmnlstratlve Law Judge Jones 1n the captloned matter as S

follows'

'“I}ﬁ Exceptlon is taken to orderlng paragraph 2 of

‘ ~the Inltlal Dec1smon whereln,Consolldated,Rall Corporatlon “"*;i‘

“’(Conrall) was dlrected,,at 1ts 1n1t1al cost and expense, and i;,““

w1th1n s1x (6) months of the date of serv1ce of the order,.

,;_,to prepare and submlt detalled plans for the reconstructlon‘*ﬁ“

5f'of the southeast w1ng wall. h’ i . |
: | Althoth the Staff has no objectlon to the partlcumntawh”
lar party ordered to do the work nor the<work 1tself, 1t doesfh fe;;’»;f
;’take;exceptlon to the 51x month tlme perlod It 13 the posl—fffji
: tlon of the Staff that a detalled plan need not con51st of

B more than two or three sheets.a Ononumerous oca551ons, thlsejf'

: Comm1351on has ordered detalled/plans for total, multl—span;jffe“"
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bbrldges to be/submltted w1th1n the same s1x month tlme frame

‘1The detalled plan is to apply to only one w1ng Wall of a one—Vﬁ’
‘span,steel brldge._h" |  v | " o d'
' The scope of the problemnls deflned and narrow.t
f :Comm1s510n Staff w1tness, W. W Huff, P E.‘adVLsed that,‘in;;dfn i
'.hls oplnlon, no englneerlng study Was:necessary, (N T. 53}

'but rather "the condltlon of the concrete 1n the lower part g[fu

of the w1ng wall" Was all that needsbe determlned prlor to h‘:”
;d01ng the remedlal work. ;(N T. 53) ‘ ’ :
Secondly, the condltlon of the w1ng wall 15 such ;;ﬁ,’d

kthat the upper portlon of the w1ng wall could glve away at

' any tlme.j (Inltlal Dec1s1on, pg. 13 N T.”51) The Admlnl--d“

.»]a;stratlve Law Judge further dlscussed the potentlal hazard 1ny3:f'

'leav1ng the w1ng wall unrepalred"

"There 1s,,however, a potentlal danger, 31nce";gtak
- the wing wall acts as a retaining wall which = .

‘holds in place the embankment upon ‘which the;'

‘highway approach to the brldge was built. B

- If the wing wall were to fail because of the i

crack, the embankment could erode, and the

“roadway surface would sink or- ‘collapse. Thls“ Sl
~ would constitute a definite threat to publlc T
,gsafety. (Inltlal De01510n, pg‘.13) e

:‘.rfclearly, the w1ng wall is 1n danger of falllng.V Theffi;‘jd7{'

- soope of the ordered work (1 e. submlt a detalled plan for thefig}de-{T
°?reconstructlon of the wxng wall) 1s mlnor.e Therefore, 1n v1ewlaff?u?gf
”of the ex1st1ng potentlal hazard and mlnor nature ofg repar1ngf;¢f‘uf“

‘f,a Plan to repalr the w;ng wall, the staff requests the Commls—iffﬁ.ﬂaig

5lszon to eeduce the tlme perlod in whlch Conrall 1s to completeifshed;sd

‘%Hlthls plan from 31x (6) months to three (3) months. ff]g;dih




'fplan on or'before December 31, 1981.,

brbconstruct,the w1ng wall 1n accordance w1th the detalled f?"b'ﬁ

Agaln the Staff takes no exceptlon to the partlcuri,lerf

llaf{Par#Y"Ordé¥Edfﬁé,do;t‘;/work nor the work 1tself., How-\quf‘f

k~5ever, the Staff agaln objects to the unnecessarlly long '
g‘fperlod of tlme glven COnrall to complete the work.-,fﬁi"\4
Even assumlng thlS Comm1551on glves the Rallroad

“51x (6) months to prepare the detalledAplans, (as ordered

‘f.; in. the Inltlal Declslon) 1t certalnly should not requlre an T

fiaddltlonal 16_ months to do the necessary work A rev;ew of:[ﬁb:be”‘b b

',.the ev1dence mndlcates that thls work 1s nothlng more ﬁhan

fmlnor reconstructlon of one portlen of the subject br;dge.,b?if‘ o

: Conrall's own englneer testlfled as follows.kei77‘b

"Qj’Could you tell us the general nature of
'"the WOrk that mlght be necessary° ‘ ;

A :The general nature WOuld be to remove
©‘the section of the wing wall above the
;;fracture and to place dowels in the :
. base and then place a reinforced con-
~ czete segment generally in desmgn of .

f‘the orlglnal plans.. (N T,,24—25)

To allow 16 months for thls modest amount of Work ;;:

f,~1s unreasonably 1ong. As dlscussed earller, fallure of th&'fif“V'

',~w1ng wall could occnr~anyt1me, and such fallure could cause o

‘ldamage or subsxdence to the roadway., ThlS Comml531on has

ordered total reconstructlon or. rehabllltatlon of entlre fjfﬁ€:~

"i‘structures w1th1n the same tlme frame as that currently
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’granted~to‘Conrailnhere.

tralned staff of technlclans, 1n determlnlng thatkl6ﬁmonths
18 1ndeed an unnecessarlly long tlme perlod.

i tlon of the Staff that glVen three (3) months to prepare a

review and approval of sald plans, there lS no reason why
‘fConrall cannot comfortably‘complete the ordered work on or ’;:“
'* before December 31, 1980 rather than December 31 1981 If
,for some unforeseen or excusable reason, the work cannot be i,ilf?~??"*
o;completed by the earller date, Conrall can petltlon thls
7Commls51on for an. exten51on of tlme.; However, lf one rev1ewspf}st t
 :the testlmony of record, there appears no sound reason why
f thls mlnor, but 1mportant, remedlal.work cannot be completed 72

“fby the end of December, 1980.ns_gev'

. DATE: February 29, 1980

Yet the extent of work

kthe latter lnstance ls negllgxble when compared to t eiformer. »p .

'}AlthOUQh the record does not contaln eV1dence on the 1ssue;of;¢f“
e how long the repalrs would take, the staff respevtfullY?a;.,;,,,

- requests the Comm1351on to rely upon thelr,expe ”1se,i_ ff'

p It is’ the 9051—

detalled plan, and glven an addrtlonal month for Comm1581on j;i‘* e

Respectfully Smeltted, R

*vistaff of Pennsylvanla Publlc
5 Utlllty Comm1531on

',‘Assistant Counsel




‘7J,,CERmIFicAfEﬁoFfSERVicgjij*‘

I hereby certlfy that Iam thls 29th day of February,,ky"
1980, servxng by flrst class mall the EXCEPTIONS OF THE STAEF
oF- THE PENNSYLVANIA.PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION TO INxTIAL .

DECISION upon the partles llsted below-~

_ g,Fran01s X O'Connor, Esqulre
~P.O, Box 591 '
.~ Great Bend, Pennsylvanla 18821
,(for Great Bend Tawnshxp)

S Robert W.»Cunllffe, Deputy Attorney'General=
. Pennsylvania Department of Transportatlon
- B2l Transportation & Safety Building .
w»Harrlsburg, Pennsylvanla l7lZU S

ij‘-Joel E Mazor, Commerce Counsel
~ Consolidated Rail Corporation

1138 Six Penn Center Plaza . .
*wPhlladelphla, Pennsylvanla ~19104 S

f Robert Dean, Solmc;tor
; County of: Susquehanna

Courthouse

‘“’;Montrose, Pennsylvanla; 18801

: W; A..Verochl, Presmdent

Pennsylvania Electric Company ff'

1001 Brodd Street
fJohnstown, Pennsylvanla“15907

~Paul W.,Mazza, Vice Presmdent

~Commonwealth Telephone Company
- 100 Lake Street
‘.,,Dallas, PennsylVanla 18612

_Admlnlstratlve Taw: Judge Thomas J. Jones

Pennsylvania Publmc Utlllty Comm1551on
-~ 436 Spruce Street

“Scranton, Pennsylvanla 15401
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' GREAT HEND, PA. 18821
-PHONE ‘71'7 879 2534

szr WLlllam P Thlerfelderdag“
- Secretary -
,1,“Pennsy1van1a Publlc
- Utdlity Gomm;ssmon
-~ P.0. Box 3265 o
fl,Harrlsburg,‘PA 17120

' Dear Mr Thlerfelder
 TOWhShlp and Conrall has been reviewed by the Great Bend

1ate to make any exceptlons to the report

’Jones

o shlp, inasmuch as the TOWHShlp ‘has no -funds WhatsoeVer tO';j7jp
‘pay'for reconstructlon of any brldge D

”ﬁynnet afford to pay for recenstructlon of thls
_'alternatlve does your comm1531on leave us

MAIN STREET .. -

 March 17, 1980

A copy of your recent dec131on regardlng Great Bend

Township supervisors. We note a very limited time. to make
exceptions to the reportd Kindly advise us 1f it 1s too

, We note the exceptlons that were flled 1nd1cate an
extreme lack- of tlme belng shown to be neeessarv by Judge

There is. also an undue burden placed upon.the Town—f;§7:ff‘

It Would be suggested that Judge Jones allow thlS mat—

: ;ter'to go up for public bid and not place it solely at the ‘j;ffd?fd*

- whim of Conrail to get it done at their expense, and then ‘

’”jc%arge the Townshlp half of what Conrall feels 1t cests
sthem “_:-‘“ S ,

The next obv1ous questlon is, since the Townshlp can—d°fi;s'




~as possible 1

is report at

e







o - 8 anx s9¢ ‘;'?5 e i
S MAINSTREET G R D
GREAT BEND “PA, 18821 e
| PHONE 717- avs 2534 B

~«_f Utlllty CommLSSLOn G
- P.0. Box 3265_,; :

'»Dear Mr Thlerfelder

: A copy of your recent declSlon regardlng Great Bend
’.Townshlp and Conrail has been rev1ewed by the Great Bend 3
~~ Township supervisors. “We note a very limited time to make ol
' exceptions to: the report. Kindly advise us if it is too
~late to make any exceptlons X "Tgépozc.ivj v ,"f*; :

Lo

"

R We ncte the exceptlons that were. flled 1nd1cate an
v ;qﬁextreme 1ack of tlme belng shown,to be necessarv by Judge i
~*,sJones S : g -

" There is also an undue burden placed upon the Townu:;"gf}fﬂ””‘"ﬂ
_“shlp, 1nasmuch as the Townshlp ‘has no funds whatsoever to
7,pay for reconstructlon of any bridge. : ,

S Itewould be suggested that Judge Jones allOW‘thlS mat-?‘ e

~ ter to go up for public bid and not. place it solely at the

~whim of Conrail to get it done at their expense, and then =

; qcﬁarge the Townshlp half of what Conrall feels it costs ;tfnﬂf
t em , : : o , ;

st Thefnext obvxous questlon lS, since the Townshlp
,‘e;not affor “to pay for reconstructlon of this bridge,’
~-ea1ternat1ve does your comm1331on 1eave us._fﬂf-H B
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~ P..O, Box 591, 310 Main Street
- Great Bend, PA 18821 :

~.,Enelcsure> i
o Certiried M&il

: I‘raneis X. O‘Connor, Esquire i
Attorney for Great Bend Township

Great Bend Township :
Gonsolida.ted Rail Gorparation, et a.l., L

s E{his 15 *to aavise ycu \‘:hat an oraer has 'bean adopted. ’by ‘B’n T
;Commissian in Pu’olic M‘e;eting on March 28, 1980, 1n the a:bcve en*bi*{;lecl
'proeeed_ng. S e : , :

A copy oi? thls order has been enclosed for :,rour reccrds, L
| N Very truly yoars, i;, e
| Willtem P, Thierfelder
: Secreﬁary G
s e |

: Re'hum Requesteﬂ

~,See s.unllar letter dated February 1h 1980




