Great Bend TOWnshlp
: g T .
Consolldated‘Rall Corporailon, et al

i
i

b To Whom It May Concern.ﬂ“ 
Enclosed is a copy of a proposed Init1a1 Deq1310n prepared by
Admlnlstrative Lau Judge Thomas J JOHeS-\,;Y[.;‘ e s e

An orlglnal and fourteen (14) coples of exceptlons to the~dec151on  '
. if any, must be i led in. tbe Secretary's Office and a cOpy. to esg
of record thhln 15 days of the date of thms letter.l~lj} .

g Replles to the exceptlons,'lf any, must be flled w1th1n 20 dayu J; }3?'
Vof the date of thlS letter. ; : e L

: EXLeptlons should be;clearly labeled as "EXCEPTIONS OF Cname of party)
- (protestant complainant, staff, ete, )"+ Do NOT label etceptloﬁs as a 2
"Brlef“ or “Brlef on. Exceptmons : , « Lk

All tlmely fllEd exceptlons and replles Lhereto W1ll be attached to
the decision for consideration at Publie Meetlng‘ the flled exceptlons and
Flate flled replles w111 not be aLtached S : e B

. for T WlLliam P. Thlerfeldcr f‘ ;f;[ ;S ‘\”
‘ : Secretary : S

 Enclosures .
;Certlflea.Mall :

b Recelpt Requested SRS

: See. Attachea L1st."'



Great Bend Township “'1 ;¢7 jifﬁ_ J,:;‘ o .
Rt T ~"fﬂy'; S
Consolldated Rall Corporatlon,vet al

| INDTIAL DECISION
ki,(SubJect to Comm1s51on Approval) G

Dated: January 29, 1980 :iff;",fﬁﬁ 'f 5*‘3:  Yf Thomas J. Jones~ ?' i -
e Admlnlstratlve Law Judge




- HISTORY OF PROCEEDINGS ~

; The Great Bend Townshlp flled a complalnt w1th thls |

~vComm1s51on agalnst Consolldated Rall Corporatlon, Pennsylvanla
u‘Department of Transportat1on, County of Susquehanna, Pennsyivaela
: Electrlc Company and Commonwealth Telephone Company, which was

docketed at C-79081404 ‘on, September 6 1979, alleglng that respondentseuhhh

have falled to malntaln 1n a good and proper condltlon a brldge OVer b

o rallroad tracks (H 176 25) further, that 1n partlcular one. of the
' wlng walls has a shearlng and horlzontal crack and that there 1s ft
B also a spalllng of the wall, Answers to Complalnt Were flled by

1iPennsy1van1a Department of Transportatlon on September 14 1979 and

i by Consolidated Rail Corporatlon on September 20, 1979.‘ A hearlng
' _was held on November l 1979 at Leglon‘ Hall Mbntrose, fennsylvania,”;Q;;;ijlfﬁﬁ

1th1th the Respondent partles represented by counsel except Common-d‘:k{
"Wealth‘Ielephone Company who dld not appear.: Prlor publlcation of

‘the NOtlce of‘Hearlng Was placed by Complalnant on October 18 1979

and Octdber 25 1979 in the Mbntrose Independent whleh 1s the only

'7newspaper of general c1rculat10n throughout the county of Susquehanna.Q

The record 1n these proceedlngs consists of 56 pages of

\‘transcrlbed testlmony and two: exhlblts, both eXhlbltS belng offered

'by Respondents. ;;h‘f :

S 3UWIARY,OFA tEST»IMoNY_ o

Howard LerS, Chalrman of the Great Bend Townshlp super— ’]liv'

k“vlsors, testlfled as follows 1n these,proceedlngs. Mr. Lers stated

x:that the general locatlon of the exxstlng rallroad hlghway cr0531ng, {L;Q;; L

!above grade, whlch 1s involved In ﬂthis proceeding, 1s approxxmately




'f:'lt and that 1t Was turned over to the Townshlp for malntenanl

j »7W1tness further testlfled that the road surface 1s macadam, w1th
"four—foot gravel Shoulders, and ds: approx1mately 26 t0730 feet‘w1de,
'iw1th a‘rlght-hand corner approachlng from.the no,

h}a left-hand corner over the brldge. He testlfled that e 1s a

fstructed in. 1915, 1n order to e ‘;t;,tfk'dV e cr0831ng He

'further testlfled that there ‘is a horlzontal crack i'k'the east 31de‘";h
'~of the south.w1ng Wall about half way up fhe wall‘;
' jwall has pulled away from.the embankment approx1mately 12 to 18 ,ftirv

'fhlnches.: In;hls estlmatlon, the crack in” the ‘wing wall has eén{*/

t%fcaused by deterloratlon due to the age of the brldge.. As to repalrf,iyﬁ
;awork on the brldge, the Wltness stated that the TOWnshlp resurfacedhaish“'“
'the pavement on. top of the brldge approx1mately two years ago,kand k
rhe testlfled that the Townshlp has nelther performed any 1nrdepth
"hdlnspectlon of the brldge nor have they'prepared anylenglneerlng
7:stud1es but that the TOWﬂShlp dld have lts englneer look at the h]f%
“!locatlon., The w1tness testlﬁied that the brldge 1s not posted for ‘3i;hffffr
—liany Welght restrlctlon, but that 1t is normal Welght.l As to the |

approx1mate dally volume of vehlcular and pedestrlan trafflc u51ng




o ithls road the Witness, 1n.hls estlmation, stated that approxmmately

: 90 percent of local,trafflc uge this road thh an estrmate of one

'hundred cars a day pas31ng over 1t. He stated that the road 1s 1n

ow1tness further stated that the only‘fea51b1e alternate rOute-wouid
| be U S 11, whlch runs parallel to Sald Route 821 but that in dolng
80 would cause an 1nconVen1ence, as 1t is qulte a dlstance away.-
:‘LlHe stated that, although there heve been accidents at thls crossing
'dhw1th1n the past flve years, ‘to hlS knowledge none: of these accldents:‘?T
i have been caused by the deterloratlon‘of the hrldge in questlon., The
"cw1tness further testlfled that there is no safety hazard on the sur— ijd7h
”face\of the brldge. He stated that, with reference to ma1ntenance f

- and 1mprOVement of thls brldge by the Townshlp, anuamount of between
| ‘the surface of the,brldge,f ut that he could not glve an estlmate iR

1.as to what the Townshlp spent to ploW‘and cinder thlS brldge durlng‘u?4:v.,,,u

i of the surface of the brldge, but that thlS would be the extent of ffﬂrﬂ:»i}:”’
A{‘what they could afford to do.‘ UpOn questlonlng, he acknowledged
‘“,that the brldge, In hls oplnlon, is necessary for service,‘accommo-f,hw

" 'datlon, convenlence and safety of the travellng publlc‘
‘eeestlmatlon, the w1ng wall supports the wall that supports the brldge

""ﬂ]The w1tness admltted that none of the other three w1ng walls on-

a rural area and that local pedestrlans do ‘use thlS road The o

$250 and $300 Was spent by the Great Bend Townshlp for blacktopplng ,ilihﬁ

‘ w1nter conditlons.‘ The W1tness then stated that the Townshlp would;f e

he wlllrng to assume the respons1bl11ty of malntalnlng the blackt0p o

Upon.cross examlnatlon, the W1tness d1d state that, 1n,hls e

lus the flll that was put 1n back of the road to meet the brldge. fd/f"“‘fa"”v

'n7thls brldge show the same signs of cracklng ot deterloratlng., He ffﬁn:h'”ﬁ il




_f:further stated at the crack in the Wlng

~,t;attent10n thls year by‘Mr. Jefferls of ConRall but that the former

e

‘:Lackawanna Rarlroad was 1nformed about lt qulte a few>years ago., Héifj
'1j;then testlfled that, during Wlnter condltions when the Townshlp does:jfrs“’

fl:'remove the snow from the surface of the brldge they do not use salt‘d?

r'for delclng chemlcals, but rather use cinders and sand

The w1tness Was asked the following questlon and ansmered S

"'Paccordlngly

rﬁyour Township you state that, due to the present:
(';condltlon of the bridge, ‘this c¢reates an unsafe
condition and endangers the safety -and the welfare
. of the people who must traverse this structure.,
. Would you. expand upon that statement, giving us'
. additional detail as to Just ‘how this does create
o va hazard or there is a safety problem to the publ1c7"

7.'A}fe”To brlng everybody that hasn t been at thebbrldge
- up-to-date of what we are talklng about,the bridge

was put-in at an elevation over the rallroad tracks. T*"'

 And in order to bring the road up to the eievatlon,.

& lot of f£1ll was used to come up to the grade surface. .

 If the wing wall falls, the Township. feels that a
;‘,sectlon of our road that is on this flll WOuld go,
‘too.. If this happened to be a truck, a bus or a
~~ schoolbus or car that was there’ when that’ happened
. it would be down over the»bank and then they would

. 4n turn, more than llkely, sue the Townshlp because ,jd’

fthey had an accldent on our road " ‘;

The witness testlfled that the Townshlp dld clean the .

oy debrls from the deck whlch he testlfled Was mostly sand c1nders,«,,;‘?'hdtw3

‘;dlrt and dust, and that the condltlon of the steel and 01rders, 1n

?‘hls estlmatlon, was not corroded or deterlorated.; Thus, he felt the jb7"“

'rcondltlon‘of the steel.and glrders does not present a safety hazard S

'at thlS tlme.‘ff

Paul G. Jefferls, Jr a senlor c1v11 engrneer employed by

Y’Q;? "Mr. Lewns, 1n the complaint Which Was filed by L




’dConsolldated Rail Corporatlon, testified on behalf of ConRalllln‘

'Jcthls proceedlng. He testifmed that COnsolidated Ra11 Corporatlon ~sn
is the present owner and oPerator of the llne of rallroad 1nvolved
dn thlS proceedlng. The prevlous owner, he testlfled was the Erle—i,»}t g

| Lackawanna Railroad Company. The Witness stated that there are two

tracks 1ocated beneath the subject structure and that at the preSent

“,txme approx1mately two frelght tralns per Week operate over thls

.llne of rallroad at a'max1mum speed of 25 mlles per hour, wath no f

changes contemplated in the foreseeable future as far as ConRall is.

,-concerned~ Upon further questlonlng, the w1tness dld acknowledge dfiv

f‘lthat thlS is a llne of rallroad Whlch 1s belng negotlated for Purweii"’“
chase by the Delaware and HudSOn from ConRa1l, and that 1f thlS |

i,purchase takes olace, there could be a change.; | ‘ :

4At thlS tlme, three plans con51st1ng of the orlglnal des1gn ‘;;h"'

plans for the subJect structure Whlch Was constructed ln accordance

‘thth Publlc Servlce Docket No. 321 1n 1916 Were 1dent1fied and

admltted as. ConRall EXhlblt No.~l,«”'

In descrlblng the subJect structure, Mr.yJefferms stated

the structure lS a smngle span throughoplate glrder brldge w1th.con—!icfe;“t:~55‘

'crete encased I Beams deck w1th macadam_pav1ng.: He further stated the.s'{'”

structure crosses the rallroad dlagonally on an angle of approx1matelyfvf

45 degrees. The span, he testlfled has a length of 87 6 1nches from.;{?,;t S
,‘center to center °f the bearlng, fhe glrders belng on 27-foot centers 5)va;ﬁ
“and that there is a clear roadway‘w1dth of 24 feet on the brldge, :Tﬁéiﬁ?id;£135

V'jthLtness testlfied the purpose of the brldge 1s to carry the hlghway :

: trafflc above the grade of the rallroad, that it Was bullt pursuant




i to a~Public'S fviée Comm: _Sion braervan

,deterloratlon of the southwest Wlng wall 1s apparen

__1976. He testlfied ConRall Would‘be unwllllng to b

: retaln the.flll'which,supports the hlghway,; He stated the Wall was

‘ ‘at—grade cr0551ngs.ﬁ He then testlfled that‘ 1n”hls

‘;fallure of concrete,;

‘ the orlglnal plans., He further testlfled that, to £

,he does not know who actually construatad the brldge or who pald
-‘for the constructlon.‘ Thﬁ Witneés was then asked the folloW1ng

kquestlon and answered accordlngly

but that it would be necessar ti perform}a"”

ha felt the Br _geAwas necessary fo  10&31 1‘es:Lden‘l:s WhO sa tha

hlghway,‘ The Witness stated that the Wlng wall‘ Purpose 1s to ‘f“ o

bullt in 1916 at the tlme the entlfe brldge Was constructed though_‘ f'? I o

\sﬁ\«f

\'»-»\;




lfonly reason for thls brldge belng Where 1t is Would be to allow the
'trafflc to get across the rallroad also that the brrdge,permlts the m'ibv]“
rrallroad llne to pass heneath.the structure4 He agaln/stated that

59 there is. no outstandlng order requlrlng ConRall to perform any ma1n~ o

fConRall recelved from Erie—Lackawanna Rallroad concernlng the,maln—f,"
ftenance of thlS structure, there 1s correspondence of the Erle—'y
‘»Lackawanna Rallroad Whlch,states that they d1d recognlze that there

kwas ‘a crack 1n.the brldge, but that they had never flnallzed any

‘chat ‘no. malntenance was performed on thls structure by‘Delaware~
Lackawanna Rallroad The Wltness stated that 1t was Just supp031t10n:i;_f
‘1on~hls part 1n statlng prevlously*that the w1ng‘wall Was deterlorating‘;f

' edue to the fallure of the concrete. He d1d note, however, that lf

ffdeflnltely'SPall out and that there could be p0351ble damage to the

kdrlven portlon.of the road 1tself

x@fofflce of Pennsylvanla Department of Transportatlon, testlfled in-
.these proceedlngs on behalf of PennDot. A map was 1dent1fled and

7'adm1tted as PennDot Exhlblt No. A, whereupon the WltHESS dld state '

f,Qslﬁ“How did ConRall get control of these tracks that
© run underneath thls brldge?“r‘f_g*u~

’A;°x"Well Aprll 1, L976 ConRall was . establlshed of
L segments of five bankrupt rallroads. This was ome
~of the railroads ‘which was in bankruptcy., And ‘the
yfz¥government establlshed this organization, and ConRall
‘_‘was then created strlctly as a frelght mover.

Upon questlonlng, the Wltness further acknowledged that the :

tenance on thlS structure.

He<then testlfled that, 1n chedklng all the records whlch ;7 7

declslon.to leothlS brldge.' These reeords he testlfled also shoW

the w1ng‘wall falled the fllltmaterlal behlnd the w1ng wall’would

Kenneth A Brace, ClVll Engrneer employed 1n the ScrantOn :i;‘,,




’ The w1tness then descrlbed the brldge 1n questlon as follows

‘\ "Thl 'is a steel plagé glrder one~5pa' h

7 ”the;skewed angle of the curved roadway Wlth t
Q?feet. The bridge wa_ibullt on or about 1915
_purpose being to
- 'as Florence Cr0531ng
1‘approx1mate1y 23‘feet. ;,

: Dopket:No._SZl

on each5§1de.; He also stated that he‘




'structur prior to 1935, When this road was turn

‘h'Townshlp.;
:any trafflc flgures or trafflc counts on thls structure.\ He also
e testlfled that the present road 1ead1ng to and from.the subgect =
~jf‘t10n of 1915 or 1916 the road 1n questlon was on: the state h:.ghway'k‘fv1
“system. He testlfled that, by plan of 1935 and slgned hy Governor -
‘k:fEarle, a portion of the then 1eglslatiVe route 10 or traffrc route
‘ ylluwas abandoned and grven to the townshlp of Great Bend and that
L or 1ts predecessor, the Department of Highways.v At thlS p01nt 1n h«

'1 there was any off1c1al record to show Whether the Townshlp accepted

: raccordlng to. the relevant statutes, the ToWnshlp does not haVe the

‘;option of regectlng the hrghway 1n questlon, and that they would

Upon,cross~exam1natlon, the witness dld state that, belngt

thlS road is not on the state highway system, PennDot does not haVedhiiy_“'

e structure 1s not ‘a state hlghway, but that at. the tlme of appllca~h"§'”“4

since: that date no malntenance has been performed by‘the department’ s‘s
the proCeedlng, the Admlnlstratlve Law~Judge questloned whether 54';

the road after the abandonment in l935., It Was concluded that,

thave to brlng proceedlngs to vacate 1t lf they wanted to £ormally
get rld of 1t.

Jack Masters, Chalrman of the Susquehanna County Comm1551oners,,,f; '

ftestlfled in these proceedlngs. He testlfled that, prev;ous to hlslﬁ;ff ;
'becomlng County Commlssloner approxlmately four years ago, he had
‘been employed for forty years in the road constructlon, readyamxx &

',~conorete,bUS1neSSW Wlth,reference to the wrng wall 1n questlon, the




i, felther another plece put on top or that 1t could he cr

ftback to hold the roadway He did state that he dldynot.'ake any

fletness testifled that the County of Susquehanna does not, at the'l

“fbeing used at that tlme.'d*‘” L

uf,present tlme, assume any malntenance of this grade crossing or hlghe'kﬁﬂx
’ﬂway and that, to the best of hls knowledge, the,County of Susquehanna:;ftgff§htg
Z;has not performed any malntenance on the cr0331ng or the approaches
h:thereto durlng the precedlng flve years.; He stated that, from Countyfﬁvdﬁ)r
,jﬁrecords, there 1s nothlng to indlcate any obllgatlon of the County °*fh:1thfffl"ﬁ
\; Susquehanna to maintain said crossing, and stated that they are 1n noat

hway Wllllng at thlS tlme to assume;any such obllgatlon.:_sfr

Upon cross—examlnatlon, the witness testlfled that, 1n hlS{V

1~h'est1mat10n, after such a consiuerable time has passed there can be d:f*ﬁi:”“'

no spec1f1c reason as toihe cause of the concrete s deterloratlon.,fW o

o

13a;The Wltness then testlfled that if the Wlng Wall were to collapse,;'fv~" :

:dhﬂa portlon Of th& roadway woald surely be undermined thus creatlng e

a safety probh m- to both(the railroad and the hlghwayflf they are

The w1tness concluded hlS testlmony by statlng that When'ﬁit

hffhe dld 1nspect therbrldge, there.was nothlng else that he could seeﬁfhffv_"ﬂV

‘v';that would nece531tate 1mmediate remedial actlon to thls brldge.~:fff"“""'

J Edward Smlth a rePresentatlve of Pennsylvanla Electrlcuf*"

‘Cqmpany, teStlfled an th;s proceedlng. He Was asked Whether the

L electrlc company has any facllltles on, under or above the structure }f*;f f

R

s




5 lby law. to change thELI fac111ties as necessary when,thelr poles are ‘

*located w1th1n hlghway rlght—ofnway whlch 1n thlS case, they‘both

: company. ,

”'the one Wlng Wall thms would not affect thelr fac111t1es 1n any
‘lway and would not requlreorelocatlon of the poles;’ The Wltness Went
‘-on to state that, 1f Commonwealth Telephone f301lltles are located
":1n the area. 1n questlon, they Would be on the electrlc company e |

k;poles.ul

x';Utllity Comm1531on, Bureau of Ra11 Transportatlon, testlfle& 1n these a

elproceedlngs.‘~ff »

' _plng fleld the w1tness testlfled as to his oplnlon of what course
l; >of actlon should;be followed wnth regard to the allegedly hazardous &

'Qw1ng wall.‘ He;stated that the condltlon of the.wlng wall had been

lfthe embankment would become 80 saturated Wlth.water that there would

“.f“,definitely be a Pro’blem at that time. HILS opin:mn would Be t° 3%"31’6‘:‘*1“*

;Ln questmn and he. answered as follows. |

M have no facll;t;es attaohed to the br;dge "j S
: wﬁatsoewer. We use an aerial crossing there of our',,,
'eres for our 20 KV line. Ve ‘have a pole located on.’
‘the east side of the rallroad and the south side of
~the: hlghway And we have a . pole located on the west o
rside of the railroad,on the north s;de of the hlghway "o

o ;The wltness testlfied that the electrlc company 1s required 3>?

~are.- He stated this WOuld be done at the expense of the.electrlc

On cross~exam1nat10n, the Wltness dld acknowledge that, SR

;‘lif theoonly'work to be done on the brldge would be the repalr of ?%;*,j\~ s

Wllllam W Huff engLneer Wlth,the Pennsylvanla Publlc

'~ Having been recognlzed as havlng expertlse in the englneer— }

that Way for years and that ‘he felt when the sprlng ralns do come,xpf




'"the flgure couldvbe much less., The w1tness then stated th

ﬁ:souSsroNf.

Thls Comm1s31on has exclu51ve Jurlsdlctlon over the con— ‘

 “Tstruct1on, alteratlon, suspen51on or ab011t10n.0f rall—hlghway cross-V;;V.T

vvlngs, and no alteratlon of a cr0551ng can be made w1thout'an 0rder

'fromkthls Commlssion. Publlc Utlllty Code, 66 Pa‘ C S 32702 There—f f; ‘7‘v

: .'fore, th;s complalnt is properly befere the Commlsslon.«’Thls
;Comm1351on also has exc1u31ve power to allocate among the partleé
"ithe costs af performing'any work,whlch it orders,v Publlc Utlllty
k 7 ,code, 66 Pa.,c. ., §z7o4(a) iy
. The.complalnt alleges that thereyls a crack ‘and a spalllng ;7
if:of the cencrete ln the4southwest wing wall of the hlghway brldge k

'};‘ ‘10cated at the subgeet chSSIﬂg'; Thﬁ crack has no present effect Qn




vthe roadwayq_urface of the brldge oru pproaches and.poses noylmmedlate o

~?~threat to publlc safety., There 1s, however, a potently
f»srnce the.Wlng Wall acts as ‘a retalnlng Wall whlch ho

':hthe embankment upon whlch the haghway approach to thefb_ldge Was f':b

"”t:’bullt. If the Wlng‘wall were to fall because of the crack, the
embankment could erode, and the roadway surface.would 31nk oxr coliapseti“kwvyf
'ThlS Would constltute a deflnlte threat to publlc‘safety. :"' o

k At flrst glance, lt may aPPear that the llkellhood of thedihsfffft"‘
ikw1ng Wall falllng, as descrlbed above, 1s remote, s1nce the crackthas
‘been there 51nce at 1east 1974 However, there are other factors'{ddim

:"Wthh 1nd1cate that the p0351b111ty of the w1ng Wall falllng 1s greateriii:?7'

. dthan 1t inltlally appears.e The part of the Wlng Wall above the crack fjhufn
kohas pushed out approx1mate1y 12 to 18 inches away from the embankment >{!aﬂ;ih7=
,bwhlch,lt retalns. The hydrostatlc pressure of Wet ground behlnd the ’;i

'f,vtop part of the wall can cause it to. push out even further untll 1t h‘iiVV
~ieVentually falls away from the embankment. The,partles generally
: agree that the upper Portlon of . the wall could glve away at any tIme.:}fh;‘h
‘b’Thls 31tuat10n poses a sufflclent threat to the safety of the traVellngEhfbddﬁhn

;publlc to warrant our sustarnlng the eomplalnt and orderlng that tﬁe Ebfbr;d‘:
»scrack*wang Wall be reconstructed In addltlon to the reparr of the
7 crack, We w11l order the repair of the spalllng condrtlon occurrlng
on the same‘w1ng’wa11 to 1nsure the maxlmum llfe span of the wall, J[?fff“hht
e '7 The brrdge was constructed by the Delaware, Lackawanna and f»hfadf:be‘
awestern Rallroad as’ requrred by Order of the Publlc Serv1ce Comm1551onvf“ i
at A. 321 1.Ba. PSC 361 (1914). That order'made no spec1fae pro—‘”‘ﬁx

vlslons to the‘future.malntenance of the structure. lt does show, .




'"ﬂ:greatly by the existence of the presentabove—gr de cros

k"fe,passes over the brldge and its cltizens benefit greatly by the above-; &

’,;uhcwevet,‘tbetitbefbridgerelimicsted tbe;seec*fcf{
;at—grade crossings, whlch were abolished 1n,accordan e,w1th;the
In“l976 Conrall,became,the owner and opereter of the 1
g yllne beneath the brldge.l While it clalms  bfhave no’malntenance‘bﬂ i

"f;respon31b111ty for the brldge, ConRail cannot deny that 1b:benef1j‘ﬂ‘

ethan the two at—grade cr0331ngs 1t replaced. Tberefore"WEVW1lif?
n}order'that ConRall bear 50/ oi the cost of repalrlng:t e Wlugbwall,’
: fand We ass:gn,to it the respon31b11ity for malntalnlng the substructuse/ fbl]
:}and superstructure of the bridge, except for the roadway wearlng Lo

“surface. Because of the Township of Greet Bend ownlng the road whlchf;f;vf“f

. ;grade cnossmng in terms of safety and convenience, we will order thatgf L
‘”the Townshlp bear the remalnlng SOA of the cost of repalrlng the Wlnggﬂﬁbflf
'ﬂwall as Well as the,future,malntenance of the roadway Wearlng surface

:;on the\brldge and the hlghway approaches to lt.

i si::mecS;oF FAcmj G

tublw The brxdge ues constructed around 1915; i:VIVﬁ?

i ’é | There lS a horlzontal crack in the sauthWest Wing of
vthe subject brldge and about halfway up the Wall, and the part oﬁ thellffﬁ,f;*
:wall above,the crack has pushed out 12 to 18 1nches at the top from S
: :1ts original positlon.‘\‘b o - e :
8 ’kilejB;: The crack_ln the.ulng wall haskeklsted atyleast sxnce ;}&7i*i‘;

oa97a.

:he w1ng wall helds in place the earth_embankment "7 _*'

"ffwhlch,suppcrts the highway approach‘to the brldge.jif_fi




allure of the top portion of the‘W1ng Wall would

'L“*?cause“the embankment to wash out from under the hlghway approachlr.'

'fand allow the roadway to 31nk

6 The nature oi work required to restore t w1ng wal*fr

: “1to a safe c0ndit10n 1s to remove the sectlon of the Wlng wall above ‘

- the fracture and to place dowels 1n the base and then construct a

relnforced concrete segment generally in de81gn of the orlglnal plan;;n'z

o comcwsroﬁs-ﬁ,o}im_

a 1 ThlS Commlss1on has Jurlsslctlon.over the,subject

matter of this proceeding

V‘ff2;' Gomplalnant has presented suﬁf‘

sustaln 1ts burden of proof.‘g

ClEIlt evldence tO R

‘73;; The Comm1331on has the authorfdy“toiorder repalrs toi- Sl

be performed to insure that the brldge at thls cross;ng ls adequate

to safely~accommodate the traveling pﬁbllc.f:‘fd}
4. Repair of the wrng wall 1s necessary and proper to the;f,“
‘accommodation, convenrence and safety of the travellng publlc. _;1

5.1‘The Commiss1onnhas authormty to allocate thplcosts of .

ﬁua repalrs Wthh 1t orders.._‘”

b THEREFORE

1 IS OR,DERED,V | L
'1 That the Complalnt at Docket Number C—790:8 ’404 is o

sustalned

o 2}. That Consolldated Raml Corporatxou, at 1ts 1n1t1al

cost and expense, Withln 51x (6) months of the date of

thls order, prepare and submi to all parties

ﬁf'record and to thls  ﬂj;ﬁk~ffff'jl‘




S cost and expense, do all work and furnlsh all materlals to reconstructfff

‘1 of the tracks of Consolldated Rall Corooration 1n the Townshlp'of

“Great Bend Susquehanna County._ Sald plan shall pro‘lde fo‘ removal lf»‘ylu
k'f of any unsound concrete 1n the lower portlon of the wlng wall tIhejj;;k
- determlnatlon of soundness of the concrete W111 bo through acceptab\efooffi .

englneerlng practlces.ca '

: 3 That Consolldated Rall Corporatlon,,at 1t,;1n1t1al :“f f:sxffV

the.w1ng wall In accotdance.Wmth the approved plan;

| -4 That Copsolldated Ra11 Corporatlon, at 1ts 1n1t1a] cost'
‘;‘and expense,;furnlsh and malntaln flagmen and watchmen,necessary to“ o
75tprotect 1ts operatlons dlrlng the t;me the 1mproﬁements are belng |

'7~constructed

sS: That Consolldated Rall Corporatlon, atéltj;lnltlal

sost and eXpense, furnlsh englneerlng and construction enspectlonu 5?5>
serV1ces, as necessary, to observe the progress‘of Work durlng the‘f f,iei;:;;geﬁef
‘ftlme that the 1mprovementskare being constructed . ’ A |
'.,,f 6; That any relocatlon of changes in or removal of’any

:ffexistlng structures, equlpmeut or f30111t1es of any publlc utllmty

"iother than Consolldated Rall Corporatxon, 1ocated wlthln the llmlts e,wﬁ?fﬁf

?f'of any\hlghway under thlS Comm1s310n s Jurlsdlctlon whlch may be

i required asyln‘?dental to the executmon of tﬁe repaxrg be made by

 'sa1d publlc‘utlllty andeln such a manner as w1ll not 1nterfere w;th

‘”']-the performance of the repair.fo




”f‘adgacent structure, equipment or facllltres of any dellc utlllty

'other than Consolldated Rall Corporatron located ezond the llmlts fff':°'

"i'of any‘hlghway*under thlS Gommmssionas jurlsdiction Whlch~may be

'nrequlred as 1nc1denta1 to the executlon of the repalrs, be\made byf~'?<7 G

'f sald publlc utlllty 1nasuch a manner as: W111 not 1nterfere'wrth the,"

‘performance of the repalrs.‘

38. That Consolldated Rall Corporat;on,kat 1east ten (lO)eU»l_o?“ -

ddays prior to the start of‘work notlfy the Townshlp of Great Bend ;‘ .

«tyof ‘the actual date the Work w1ll be started,on the repalrs.fo‘“

9. That Townshlp of Great Bend at 1ts sole cost and expense,fkdi!‘ e

'furnlshxall materlals and do all Work necessary to establlsh mark
nand malntaln any detour or: traffrc control whlch‘may be requrred to

pronerly accommodate hlghway traff;c durlng the trme the repalrs arenf~

f,belng performed

10;‘ That the repalrs be completed in a manner satlsfactory nat*‘u:

to thls Comm1s51on on or before December 31 1981 and,that on or
before that date, Consolldated Rail Corporation report to thls
v.Commrsslon the actual date of . ccmpletlon of work, and at theaearllest f'*ﬁ

« practlcal ‘time subsequent to sald date oﬂ completlon, submlt to thlS ;f

| Comm1s31on a detalled statement of the actual costs 1ncurred 1n fur~ ‘t‘_7‘7

\nlsh;ng materlal and performlng Work in accordance wrth thlS order.ﬂ o

'11 That Consol&dated Ball Corporatron,vbeglnnlng one month;,,jf*;‘j‘”y

| followrng the date of - servlce of th;s order and at two‘month 1ntervals

'.,;thereafter, sobmrt £o. thrs Comm1s51on on a form of the type attached

~to thlS prder a report of the.yrpgress of Work lt performed mn accordance “

wit’r“r thls Qrder.




‘~.Jments on C-nsolrdated Rall Corporat;on and Townshlp of Great Bend 1s

‘ By thlS Commr331on, pay to Consolldated,Rall Corporatlo }a sum or"

sums - of money equal to 50/ of the actual cost of materlal furnlshed

Work performed and servmces rendered by Consolldated Rall Corporatlon V”

'~!:1n accordance w1th numbered Paragraphs 2, 3 4 and 5 of thlS order,,_i”

kthe salvage value of materlal recOVered or temporarlly'used tc be
‘ Adeducted from the actual cost of that Portlcn of Work.performed‘and 3;!isfitg i
,materlal furnlshed at the expense of the menshlp of Great Bend._fs - [
| ‘ 13 That Consolldated Rail Corporatlon bear 50/ of the
‘. actual cost of work performed materlals furnlshed and serv1ces o
‘Trendered in accordance W1th Baragraphs 2, 3 4 and 5 of thlS order.ci5'a‘5%“
| - 14 That upon completlon of. the 1mprovement, Consolldated
kfe‘Rall Csrporatlon, at rts sole cost and expense, do all Work and furnlsh v'fi,tfﬁ
all material necessary thereafter to maintainalts rallrsad facllltles |

;Vat the crossing 1ncluding the br;dge substructure and superstructure,

'rexclu31Ve of the bltumlnous roadway’wearrng surface. ";*””"
15 That upon,completlon of the 1mprovement Townshlp of

‘Great Bend, at its sele cost and expense, do all wmrk amd furnlsh

all materlal necessary thereafter to malntain the hlghway approaches i

‘Qto the brldge, and the bitumlnous roadway wearlng surface on the brldge.t;3v4j:fﬂ‘

v 16 That thls order, 1nsofar as rt 1mposes cost of\lmprove~ﬁ""/

'{Wlthput prejudlce to the partles' rlght t@ recover from others the !
‘~l,costs so 1ncurred 1n accordance wrth any lawful agreement between :ffe

 said parties.
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" BUREAD OF RATL THANSPORTATION

~ PENNSYLVANTA PUSLIG UTILITY comessron
. BOX 3265 s
*= HARRISBURG PENN 5LVANIA 17120 -

"j[~?Pﬂoanﬂss~nEPoRTgaF;wonxanQUIﬁxn;BYyPQU;C;aanhén‘-

“€f v; :
' ::,;’: VII° . "1

o WORK ORDFRED. o
‘5 *B. DATE woax STARTED

i iREPOHTINa AGENCY OH REaPONDENT*»7”

| ”PERIOD COMFPNCING-'r;*‘]g,.1a9*;jgf;  ENDIﬁG5ef*fTﬁ%J:«

;fLOCATION -
HIGHWAY RDUTE NO
tRAILROAD.,

ADATE OF MOST RECENT FEPORT TO P u. c..f-‘;'a'*'}7¢,;;“»;f,: ; 197

IDFHTIFY EACH ORDFRING PARAGRAPH TO WPICH WOHK APPLIED

‘CC; DEQCRIBE woax GOMPLETFD.‘k,v 5 ,¥ 3'7 }}“”ﬁ? T

D DATE hOHK nzscaxsrn e 'c' ABOVE GOMPLETED;V?7715;f" i‘

IX.

WORK COMPLETED AT END OF LAST HEPOHT

| fWORK CONPLETED THIS PERIOD._~,: ~< ot

”  w0RK COMPLETED wo DATE"'

| "Date of This neport ‘ ~fjf7} BY:"

‘ANTICIPATED DATE OF COMPLEWION

~ Name of R’efébdnd}ént oF Reporting Rgen

e : Tbrinb name)
T Authorized Ofricer




