) Southeastern Pennsylvania Transbgftati'on Authority

*

Board » : : ’ T Executive Office

Chalrman : . < I T
R - ) N 2028 PSFS Building » 12 South 12th Street

Johh W. MacMutray p : i . bk
s ey e ‘ ! . et 1L ) Philadelphia, Pa. 19107

Vice Chairotan RECEIVED ia,

Hi‘l:rzls ai:;‘iggcn. Esq : - ) ;(215) 574',7300

G, Roger Bowers, Esq. B ‘ T Y it ' :

Frank W, Jenkins, Esq, : J}”}% i i 2 1979

Jamiss C. mcgnnnonA Esq,
James €. McHugh B )
Bormis - Roeiot | SECREY 1.3 768 January 10, 1979
(] # . e 7 . )
Lawrence R, Stoltz Pﬂmw g.g};- y Q AN wfﬁ;’ :ufé}ﬁ ry !
Robert J. Thampson : -
“Jameés 8. Wilson

Chlef Counsel

Lewis H. Van Dusen; Je., Esq: :
' Mr. C. J. McElwee, Secretary
Pennsylvania Public Utlllty*Commlss1on
P. O. Box 3265

Harrisburg, Pennsylvanla 17120

Re: C. 20235
Borough of Folcroft

Dear Mr. McElwee:

This will acknowledge receipt of
your letter dated January 4, 1979, enclosing
a copy of an Order issued by the Commission
on Decenber 21, 1978, regarding the above

 captioned matter.

Yburstery;truly

Edward H. Huss
Staff Counsel

- - oMy

EHH/sg , ; i

Enc. g / 5 '
] ‘ 5
: 2 {ﬁ

(‘:ﬂy Translt Otfice - 200 West Wyorming Avenue s Philadaiphia, Pa. 19140 (215§ 456-4000
Red Arrow Office.  66th St Terminal #Upper Darby, Pa. 19082 (215) 528-5000—(215) 3524 -3000




:@ﬁ§” __ i . ,,ii&<_ day of  ¢%$1[22?

thgfﬁndersigned~hereby;acknaﬁledgea'receipt of

COPY OF ORDER

rendered by the Commission in Docket Number _C. 20235

under date of _ December 21, 1978 ~~ =&nd accepts service in behalf

of  SOUTHEASTERN PENNSYLVANIA TRANSPORTATION AUTHORTTY

i s Y B

DOACIEAAENT




RECEIVED
AN ﬁ 61079

_ sECRETa%W’S OFFICE
‘ ﬁﬁbﬁc Qtﬁ ty Qammissioﬁ

‘m]§ o"ﬂx S amf C//A/OA’/?’Y /777

| the under:sigheaz hereby acknowledges receipt of

COPY OF ORDER

rendered ‘oy the Commiseion in Docket Number _ C. 20235

under date of _ December 21, ‘1978 . eand accepts service in behalf

o - PHTLADRISNIS FUSTORAY WATE GOMPARY

VU ek

PLEASE NOTE' Due to the unfortunate death of Mr. John G. Mcl{ay, Jes,
all future commumcatlons should be forwarded to the attentlon of Mr.
Robert A, Luksa. L




PHILADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY.
2301 MARKET STREET

- P.O.BOX 8699
PHILADELPHIA., PA"iglot

EDWARD G, BAUER. JR.
<, VIGE BRESIBENRT

- AMII GENERAL COUNSEL : ’ ) k - (215)841;4’000» k = i b Rt
EUGENEL, BRADLEY. | | | _ JAN1O1979

ASSOCIATE GENEHAL COUNSEL
DONALD BLANKEN , ; ECRETA
RUBOLPH A. CHILLEMI o v Vi
E. €. KIRK HALL - ~ o S0
T. H, MAHER GORNELL : e v , : Fﬂbﬁc Utﬂiiy @ﬁfﬁggjﬁQE '
PAUL AUERBAGH , R 5}@@ (
T ASSISTANY GENERAL counsey : , .
EDWARLD: J. CULLEN, JR,
JOHN E. KENNEDY, JR.
ASS}QTK“T COUNSEL

- January 8, 1979

Mr. €. J. McElwee, Secretary '
“Pennsylvania Public Utility'Commission
P. O. Box 3265

Harrisburg, PA 17120

~ RE: C‘ 20235 - Borough of Foleroft v. Penn Central
‘Transportation Company, Department of Trans-
portation of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
County of Delaware, Southeastern Pennsylvania
Transportation Authority, Consolidated Rail
- Corporation and Nétional Railroad Passenger
Corporation

- bear‘Mr. McEIwee~
This will acknowledge reeeipt of your letter

of January 4, 1979, enclosing the copy of the order
issued by ﬁhe Commission on December 21, 1978.,

: Please find énclosed the receipt of service o -
which I have executed. \ e

‘iffhly oursff SER N

RN

Maher Corneli

:3'%

THMC/ ke

Enclosure . | % : o
; o B



8th _day of _January

This_
the un&éx*signed‘ hereby acknowledges receipt of

COPY OF ORDER

_C. 20235

ﬁendered by the Commismsion in Docket Number
and eccepts service in behalf

under date of _ December 21, 1978
‘PHITADELPHIA ELECTRIC COMPANY

of

il

"A
P2,
Ty |




é e
Cwnttenm

Selndt W B rpsice
Bublic Ut 1.y Commission

© This

‘the undersigned hereby acknowledges receipt of

~ COFY OF ORDER

rendered by the Commission in Docket Number ___ C: 20235

under date of _ December 21, 1978 _ and accepts service in _b‘ehélf

+

of _ CONSOLIDATED RATL CORPORATION
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rec®ve0 000 @

JAN1T 11979
o N SEgﬁgg‘;, ;jﬁﬁﬁﬁg : S , ‘ :
- W.Proston Granberys gmg;i;} o risSI0n S - TheBell Telephone cOmpanyv
_Attorney , of Pennsylvaria :
e ‘ Law Department
One Paikwa!

Philadelphia)., Pennsylvanla 191 02
Phone'(215)466 4717

January 9, 1979

€. J. McElwee, Secretary
- Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania Publie Utility Commlss1on
_P.0« Box 3265
‘Harrlsburg, PA 17120

“Rez Borough of Folcroft v. Penn Central Transportatlon Company,

' Department of Transportation of The Commonwealth of Penn—~ -

sylvania, County of Delaware, Southeastern Pennsylvania -
Transportation Authority, Consolidated Rail Corporation

and National Railroad Passenger Corporation ~ C. 20235 -

Dear‘ Mr. McElwee

S : Enclosed herewith please find the executed acceptance of service
SN regardlng the above=captioned proceeding.

Very truly yours,

Q\s‘?s\ww évw&‘/‘7

W. Preston Granbery
Attorney

‘WPG/eib
enc..




This 8t dsy of__January, 1979,

ytﬁefunaersignéd‘hereby acknowledges receipt of

 ONE(1) EXECUTED and THREE(3) COPTES OF ORDER _

rendered by the Commission in Docket Number _C. 20235

under date of December 21, 1978 and accepts service in behalf

of ____ PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORFATION

R 5? i‘)fd~_‘ ,

et ¥ Jlans
Werbert G. Zahn '/

~ Assistant Attorney Gengrgl

bt

-
21




fwds 0 9th day of _ January

the undersigned hereby acknowledges receipt of

© COPY OF ORDER

renderé&f'byj the Cammi;séicn in Docket Number ¢. 20235

_under date of _ December 21, 1978  and accepts service in behalf

. o THE BELL TELEPHONE COMPANY OF PEWNSYLVANIA

!

U e
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the undersigned hereby acknowledges receipt of

COPY OF ORDER

rendered by the Commission in Docket Number _ C. 20235

 under date of Decembe?,215_1975 ~ Q‘, an&rac¢é§ts service in behalf’

of  DOROUGH OF FOLCROFT
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5’&:@;?«*’%” S CREIGT
Public ﬁ?&y Cﬁ*ﬂmi%f@ﬁ

the undersigned hereby acknowledges receipt of

COPY OF ORDER

rendered by the Commission in Docket Number __C. 20235

under date of _ December 21, 1978 _  and accepts service in behalf

of ___ VATIONAL RATLROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION

Counseﬁ;é/, : Q}
National Railroad Passenger Corporatlon

400 N. Capitol Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001

(202) 383-3989 N




JAH1 71070 |

SECRETARY'S OFICE
Public Utxiity Cemmiosion

| ':mis e I fj) ‘. aayof qa/xua/lu/

the un&eraigned hereby e.cknowledges reteipt of

. COPY OF ORDER

rendered by the Commission in Docket Number __ C. 20235

© under dats of ,,';Decem‘bex{, 21, 1978 ‘and accepts service in ‘behe._if" |

¢ TRUSTEES OF PENN CENTRAL TRANSPORTATION COMPANY

'i b oo

s L A T
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RECEIVE® | ®
JAND 21979 N e 20
‘ NOLAN AND SEMERARO

SECRETARY'S Q?FECE LAWYERS & COUNSELORS BUILDING
Public Utility Commission . __ . o ouive streers
2 MEDIA, PENNSYLVANIA 19063

PETER J NOLAN k | ‘ Jamuary 1 1, 1979

ANTHONY ROSEMERARC TELEPHONE
AUBUST T. GROOVER : , , R (a1} S45.5400
RIGHARD C. TINUGCE - i
ALFRED J. MATTEL ,

DONALD E, JOHNSON: - : FILE NO.3

RICHARD S. CLARKSON, JR . : , , , “gepwy to: R G, T
THEODORE S, MELNYGHUK , ‘ ' * ALSO MEMBER OF NEW JERSEY BAR

C‘oinmonwealm of Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania Publie Utility Commission
P.O. Box 3265 |
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120
o Attenhen. C. J. McElwee, Secretary
RE - Borough of Foleroft vs. Penn Central Transportatmn Co.. 5 et al
Dear Mr. McElwee: | | |

-  Enclosed herein you will find a recelpt for a copy of an Order mdlcatmg
that I have accepted service on behalf of my client, the Borough of Sharon Hill,

Very truly yours,

o O s

‘Richard C, Tinucci

 RCT/bb
~ Enclosure
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the undersigned hereby sacknovledges receégg/:;

day of >

his,

COPY OF ORDER

rendered by the Commission in Docket Number C. 20235

under date of _ December 21, 1978 ~ and accepts service in ‘behalf

of ___ TDOROUGH OF SHARON HILL




CONBONWEALTH OF F:ENNSYLVA’\
PENNS /ANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
B CJ BCJX:BEE%S HARRBISBURG, Pa. ’f71220

February 5, 1979

{N REPLY BLEASE
REFER TO OUR FILE

C. 20235

The Honorable Edward Biester
Attorney General
f Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
5 - Capitol Ammex Building
l : - Harrisburg, PA 17120

Re: Borough of Folcroft

V.
Penn Central Transportation Company,
Department of Transportation of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, County of
Delaware, Southeastern Pennsylvania
Transportation Authority, Consolidated
Rail Corporation and National Railroad
Passenger Corporatiomn. ‘

_ Dear General Biester:

: This is to advise you that the Public Utility Commission seeks
 enforcement of its order of October 6, 1977, in the above captloned
matter, against the Department of Transportatlon. :

On January 16, 1974, the Borough of Foleroft (Delaware County)
filed a complaint with the Commission, in which it alleged that hazardous
conditions existed at the crossings where Folcroft Avenue (a borough
street) partly in the Borough of Foleroft and partly in the Borough of
Sharon Hill, and where Primos Avenue (State Highway Route 420), partly
in the Borough of Folcroft and partly in the Borough of Glenolden, all
{n Delaware County, cross over and above the grade of electrified tracks.
of Penn Central Transportation Company (now owned by National Railroad
- Passenger Corporation, "AMIRAK"). An order was issued on June 25, 1974,
sustaining the Borough's complaint and directing that the Primos Avenue
bridge be posted for a maximum load limit of seven (7) tons and that a
new modern structure be built by the Department to replace the existing
“structure. The Department was directed to submit preliminary plans for
and cost estimates of the new structure within ninety (90) days. After
a hearing on the plans, the Commission directed, by order dated May 13,
1975, that the Department submit detailed construction and right-of-way
plans within flfteen (15) momths. :
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On September 23, 1977 the Department petitioned the Commission
for a two (2) year time extension and a hearing on the matter was held
on May 10, 1977. In the interim, the Borough notified the Commission
that Primos Avenue bridge had deteriorated to the point that the structure
had to be closed to vehicular traffic. ‘

On October 6, 1977, the Commission issued an order approving
an extension of time, for the Department until September 30, 1978, for
submittal of detailed plans. Additionally, the subject structure was
redpened; but by Commission order of August 29, 1978, the posting was
reduced to & two and a half (2 1/2) ton maximum load limit. :

On October 6, 1978, the Department again petitioned for a time
extension (until September 30, 1978), but the Commission denied this
petition. The Commission, in its order of December 21, 1978 (entered:
January 4, 1979), concluded that further delay in the implementation of
an improvement at this location would impose an unjustifiable burden on
the traveling public. The Department has neither appealed nor sought
administrative review of the Commission's order of December 21, 1978.

Since the Department has failed to comply with the provisions
of the Commission's order of October 6, 1977, directing it to submit
detailed construction and right-of-way plans, the Commission, pursuant
to Section 503 of the Public Utility Code, 66 Pa.C.S. §503, respectfully
requests that you take appropriate action against the Department to
assure compliance. (A copy of this order is attached)

. ‘ ; ;
George M;\Kashi
Chief Counsel




PENNSYLVANIA
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
Harrisbtirg, PA - 17120

Public Meeting held December 21, 1978
Commissioners Present}
W. Wilson Goode, Chairman
Robert K. Bloom
~ Louis J. Carter

Heleén B. O'Bannon
Michael Johnson

‘Borough of Foleroft . = G zozé ! ) :

. :

Penn Central Transportation Company,
Department of Transportation of the

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, County

- of Delaware, Southeastern Pennsylvania

Transportation Authority, Consolidated
Rail Corporation and National Railroad
Passenger Corporation.
ORDER
BY THE COMMISSION:
On January 16, 1974, Borough of Folcroft filed the éiject

complaint alleging that hazardous and inadequate conditions exiSt at the

 crossings where Folcroft Avenue (a borough street), partly in the
'bdtQﬁgh of Foleroft and partly in the borough of Sharon Hill, and where
Primos Avenue (State Highway Route 420), partly in the borough of

Foleroft and partly in the boroﬁgh of Glenolden, all in‘Delaware County,

crossvabové the grade of four electrified tracks of Penn Central

 Transportation Company (now National Railroad?assengei‘ Corporation), -
‘and requesting that fespondent railroad undertake immediate»repairs‘to

‘the structures, to determine and post load limits, and take steps

necessary to replace the inadequate bridges with modern structures.
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an approximateswidth of 24 feet, with the center portion being paved
with«binuminous,materialbfor a width of 22 feet, with.both approaéhes to
the érOSsing,transitioning to meet thé bridge cartway‘width of 16‘feet 8
inches. The bridge, constructed in 1891 by The Pennsylvania Railroad
Company, is a 5-span structure, totalling 116 feet 9 inches in length,
consisting of two nominal’15~fogt timﬁer épans on each end of the bridge
with the center span over the tracks being a through plate girder span
58 feet in length. The bridge deck is composed of timber planks overlaid
with,bitﬁminous‘matefial’between timber curbs. A sidewalk, 5 feet in
kwiﬁth, is located outside the girder on the north side of the bridge.
The highway approaches, on tangent alignment, have grades that are steep
ascendingftoward the bridge, with the change in gréde‘being accbmplishé& |
within the length of the bridge.

| The Foleroft Avenue bridge, constructed in 1891 by The Pennsyl-
vania Railroad Company, is a single span 62-foot long thrcughrplate
: ,giraerf ‘brid’yge with a timber plank deck ‘overlaid with b'ituminéus material
- between tﬁnberk curbs.  The bri,dge cartway width is 15 feetf The hijghway
approaches, paved for a width §f 30 feet, are on tangent alignment and
" have grades that are steep ascending;toward the bridgeAwith'thé change
‘in grade being accompllshed within the short length of the brldge.

Following hearing held April 24, 1974, this Comm1551on 1ssued

an ordér on June 25, 1974 sustaining the borough's complalnt ‘and determining
that the ex1st1ng Primos Avenue brldge, posted for a maximum load limit
: of 7 tons, should be replacad Wlth a new,~modern.structure. The -order
directed Pennsylvania Department of Transportation, within 90 days from

A2
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date of service of the order to prepare and submit preliminaryipians and
cost estimaﬁes for the reconstruction of the Primos Avenue crossing and
knhe approachés thereto.
‘ Upon notification from Penit Central TranspQrtation Company
that an analysis of the load~carrying capability of the Folcroft Avenﬁe
biidge, located approximately'906 feet’ﬁorthwardly of the Primos Avenue
érossing, revealed that certain structural members of the bridge wetre
insufficient in strength to safely accommodate a vehicle weighing in
excess of 7-1/2 tOns,kthe Commission issued a telegram order’on November'zz; J
1974, directing the borough of Folcroft to post the bridge for a maximum‘
loédzlimit~of ?'th$, aad furthe: directing PennSyIVania Department of
;Transportation to post and maintain suitable detour routes for vehicleé
 weighing in excess of 7 tons. ky ’
Followiﬁg receipt of the preliminary plans and estimate cf
costs on October 28, 1974, from Pennsylvania Department of Tranéportation,
for the reconstruction of the Primos Avénne ¢rossing, further hearing
wés held February 25, 1973, after which this Commission issued an order
on May 13, 1975, aﬁd entered May 22, 1975, directing that Pennsylvania
‘Dépaftment of Transportation, having agreed so to do, within 15 monthé
from date of sefvice of the order, to prepare and submit detaiied‘con—
struction and right-of-way plans providing;fbr the reconstruction of
said btidge; At the February 25, 1975 hearing, auwitness‘for PennDOT
tastified that the départment had been unable to post a detour for
vehicles Weighiﬁgkin,EXCQSS of 7 toms, due to the weight restrictions on
neighﬁoring‘ﬁridges. |

a3




On. September 23, 1976, Pennsylvania Department of Transportation .

filed é petition seeking an extension of time of 2 years in wﬁich to
Prepare and’submit the detaiiedyeonétruction4and_right—of—wéy blans for
the(reconstructionfdf the Primos Avenue erossing.  In its petition the
depaftment averred that, since its preliminary plans contained numerousk
inaccurdacies and, since,i£~had updated its design staqdards and procedure,
the departmént'must resurvéy the‘entire,ﬁroject areéa and possibly make a
line,chapge and, as such, an additional 2 years would be required to
complete the detailed construction and’right~of—way plans. |
At Public Meeting held November 26, 1976, ﬁhié Commissicn
’ diréated‘that hearing be set on thé aforesaid petition of PennDOT.
- Hearing was held May 10, 1977. TIncluded in PennDOT's testimony At the
’heafing was:a statement that the department ﬁad the funding for the
design of the Primos Avenue improvement, a part of which would come from
the Federal Governmént; but it did not ha#e the funds for the construction
o£ thé iﬁpr&vement . |
k ‘Upon being notified by Borough of Folcroft, on July 27, 1977,
that‘thé Primos Avenue bridge was in a'seriously haéafddus éonditian dueﬁ
to the existence of lafge pot-holes in the bridge deck's bituminous
“wearing surface, this Commission issued a certified‘lgtter order on
‘ August 2, 1977 directing, inter alia, that the bridge be closed to all
- vehicular traffic; that PennDOT immediately repair the bridge &eck
wearing Surfacé; and that uﬁon completioﬁ of tﬁe tepair work the bridge

be opened to passeﬁger vehicles only.

-4 =
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By order issued October 6, 1977, and eﬁtered October 20, 1977,
;his Commission stated that it was not conviﬁCed that PennDOT had made a
determined effort to expedite the much needed Primos’Avenue crdssing
improvement; however, the Commission granted the'depértment an extension
nof‘tiﬁe<until’8eptem5er 30, 1978 in which to prepare'and submit the
detailed éonstruction and’right—of—way plans for the recomstruction of
said’crossing. The prder further directed National Railroad Passenger
’Corporation‘to perform a detailed inspection of the Primos Avenue bridge
.and to submit a report of its rec0mmendations regardihg the weight
: restrictions that should be placed on the bridge and any repéirs'necessary
to maintain said restrictions.

Upon being notified by National Railroad Passenger Corporation
_Ehat its analysis of the structural members ofkthe Primgs Avenue bridgé,
saveral of which were severely deteriorated, revéaled that the bridge
 should be rated for an H~2.3 (2.3 ton) loading,fthe'CommiSSion issued an
émergency order on August 29, 1978 directiﬁg Pennsylvania Department of
‘TransportatiOn to immediately post the bridge for a ﬁaximum load limit
of 2-1/2 toms, and directing National Railroad Passenger Corporation to
‘perform monthly inspections of the bridge.

Other crossings, all above grade, of the involvéd line of
railroad in the subject vicinity, together with their weight restrictions

are as follows:

Highway - Location : Weight Restriction
Ashland Avenue 1500 feet south of
: ' Primos Avenue crossing. 7 tons
Sharon Avenue (State 3200 feet north of : :
~ Highway Route 23072) Primos Avenue crossing 15 tots

Calcon Hook Road (State 5000 feet north of
Highway Route 23073) Primos Avenue crossing 7 tons

=5 =




Due to the weight restrictions of the aforementioned bridges,

PennDOT has been unable to provide a suitable detour for vehicles weighing

in excess of 15 toms. The detour established by the department follows

a long, circuitous route, a portion of which lies within the city of

- Philadelphia.

‘This matter is presentl& before us upon petition, fiied October 2,
1978;‘by Penhsylvania‘Departmentkof'Tranéportatibn seeking modification
of our order issued‘October 65 1977 in.this proceeding, by granting the
department an additional extension of time of 2 years in which to prepare

and submit the detailed constructlon and right-of-way plans for the

reconstruction of the Primos Avenue bridge and the highway approaches

“thereto.

In itg petition the department avers that, because of its dire

financial position; because many of its employees have been furloughed,

including its bridge design engineers’who had been working on the subject

ordered plans; because it is financially unable to replace or recall the

‘aforesald,briage design engineers or. to hire 1ndependent consulting

englneers for said work, PennDOT will not be able to comply with the

‘fpr0visions of‘the October 20, 1977 order requiring plan completlon qn»or‘

before September 30, 1978. PennDOI,furtherfaveré that it hopes it will
be able to complete the required plans and cost estimates on or before

September 30, 1980, sald‘plans currently being in the preliminary stage

“of design.

Ou November l, 1978 ‘the Comm1551on received from the borough

k 'of Folcroft, an Answer to the petltlon filed by the department‘ In its

_Answer, the bﬁrough avers that the reason\the project has nqtkprOCeeded

-6 -
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is solely that the department chooses not to proceed and, that if there
13 3'1egitimate excuse; the department shouid’have brought this to the
Commission's attention earlieim
| The borough also states that the department should have taken
the necessary steps for finanecing the projedtfafter the Commission's
order was issued on June 25, 1974, and it denies that the department
wiil ¢omplete plans for the improvement by September 30, 1980i‘»0n the
cohtrary, the borough claims that the department‘wili contintie to delay
the project as long as possible. Therefore, it requests that the Commission
~deny ché department's request.
Upon full'éonsideration of the ﬁétition suﬁmitted by the
department, tﬁe Answer by the borough of Folcroft, and the existing
record, we determine that the instant petitionm, seeking a time extension
for submission of plans and cost éstimates untiIVSeptember 30,11980,
shouldkBe denied.
o : Initially, we find that the department's time extension petition
is premised on its lack of funds. However, ﬁhe‘department on Septembér'ZB,
1976 sought a twcfyeér time extension on ﬁhe’preparacién of plans and
gost estimétes, and on October 6, 1977, the Commission'apprOVQd the
deparﬁmenﬁ”s request. Ndnetheless, the Commiésgon stated,that it was

not convinced that the depértment had made a deﬁermined effort to expedite
the completion of the prcject. The department's instant péﬁition does
not dispel the Commission's earlier finding. |

We further find that the petition sets forth no~hewly discovered
evidence or ﬁateriaiychangefin conditions or circumstanées, since issuance
of the Commission's order of October 6, 1977,

-7 =




Additionally; the record shows that4there,#re currently
res‘trict‘ivé weight limitatidns placed on neighboring bridges and that
the department is unable to provide aXreasonable detour for wvehicles
circuitous and long.

| Accordingly, we conclude that a further delay in the implemen~
tation of the improvement will impose an unjﬁstifiableVburden on the
tfaVeling public.

We further conclude that the department has féilédkto allege
shch new. evidence or material change in circumgtances which would wafrant
the;CommiSSioﬁ‘s modification of its October 6, 1977 order. - Furthermore,

the Commission's statutory duty to effectuate the prevention of accidents

and the promotion of the safety of the public, will be compromised by

permittiﬁg further delay in the completi0n~bf this project; THEREFORE,
IT IS ORDERED: '
1. That the prayer of petition of Department of Transportation

of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, filed October 2, 1978, seeking

modification of our order issued October 6, 1977 at C. 20235, be and is

k, hereby denied.

9. That in all respects our prior orders in this proceeding
remain in full force and effect.

BY THE COMMISSION,

; . J. McElwee
(SEAL) Secretary '

ORDER ADOPTED: December 21, 1978

-




National Railroad Passsnger Cdr‘on. Northeast Corridor Operations, 1617 John F. K’en‘ Bivd., Phifadslphia” Penna, 19103

February 6, 1979
E=54~7.78

Amtrak 3 m— G | T T
Z o o 5 OFFICE_

v ‘ ‘ : ) E‘UR*?"J‘R
My, G. J. McElwee, Secretary &E&.w@ﬁy Gommis
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission ‘ ‘ #
“P.0. Box 3265 o BUE‘;E&U @f‘
Harrisburg, PA 17120 : ' :
Re: O.H. 7.78 Primos Ave. | - OFEBD 9
P.U.C. C~20235 o :
: o pan
Dear Mr. McElwee: ' . o 'g"*"a J;g;;w ““"‘@M ;

Tn accordance with the P.U.C. order in the subject action,
Amtrak inspected the Primos Ave. Bridge in the Borough of Foleroft
on Thursday, Dec. 7, 1978 and again on Wednesday, Jan. 31, 1979.

The 1nspect10ns did rnot reveal any 51gn1£1cant changes in the
structure that would affect its load carrying capacity of 2% tons.

By copy of this letter, we are notifying PennDOT and the
Borough of Folecroft of the results of our inspection.

Very truly yours,

.

A. B. Smythe P.E.
Asst. Chief Engineer, Structures

ce: H. G. Zahn _ ‘ , | o
' D. E. Auerbach ' : :  "£,f”
COetr e
I« Oficu ‘ ‘ f g
¥
H

RHC/ee




The Honorable Edward Biester
Attorney General
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
Capitol Annex Building
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120

o 5‘, ONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVm\
PENNS ANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMEESION
- P.O. BOX 3265, HARRISBURG, Pa. 17120

‘ February 7, 1979

IN REPLY PLEASE
. REFER TO OUR FILE

C. 20235

Re: Borough of Folcroft
V.
Penn Central Transportation Company,
Department of Transportation of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, County
of DelaWare, Southeastern Pennsyl-
vania Transportation Authorlty,
- Consolidated Rail Corporation and
National Rallroad Passenger'Corpor~’
-ation.

Dear General Blester'

with reference o the letter of February 5, 1979 ,
in the above captioned matter, please be advised that a
typographical error appears in the third paragraph on
page 2. The first sentence of that paragraph should read
that the Department petitioned for a time extension untll
September 30, 1980 not September 30, 1978.

Sinrerely,

Ceorgﬂ3" ,
Chief CounSel 

GMK:HSM:¢1s
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‘National Railroad Passenger Corporgalil Northeast Corridor Opérations, 1617 John F, Kenr‘Blvd‘. _Philadelphia, Penna. %9108 | v
2 ] ; o W ey

Mr. C. J. McEiwae, Sécretary

Taction per the attached list,

ceed W S. Armentrout

»

-

February 23, 1979
E~54=7.75

- 'RECEIVED

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania

 Public Utility Commission o V_ FEB2 71978

P.0. Box 3265 : , : ‘ i
Harrisburg, PA 17120 R ~ . SECRETARY'S QFFICE
: - ; Public Utility Commisslon
Re: OH 7.75 Primos Ave. ' , B ‘ ‘ :
PA P.U.C. Docket # C-20235 ' ' ' ‘
Detailed Inspection Report

Dear Mr. McElwee: ,‘ o | A ’ i

In accordance with the latest order issued by the Commission
in the subject action, the National Railroad Passenger Corporation
has performed a detailed inspection of the bridge carrying Primos
Ave. over our facilities, and prepared a report of our findings.
Four (4) copies of the report are submitted herewith for the Commission's
review. i : ' : ! : !

: By'cbpy of this letter, we are sending~copiés of the repott by
First Class U.S. Postage Paid Mail to all parties of record im this

Very truly~yours,

A. B. Shythe, P.E. .
Asst. Chief Engineer, Structures

D+ F. Sullivan

Co Helmetag, Jr.

- Du E,. Auerbach ' A -
J. A. Damico, Jr. BUREAU OF
F. P. Conncrs .

J. T. Sullivan

g

FEBZT 019
RAL
| 1RANSPORTATION

RHC/ec
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DETAILED INSPECTION REPORT
FOR THE BRIDGE CARRYING FOLCROFT AVENUE

OVER THE TRACKS OF

NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION
AT BOROUGH OF BOLCROFT

DELAWARE COUNTY, PENNSYLVANIA
* PENNSYLVANIA P.U.C. DOCKET # C-20235

OFFICE OF DEPUTY CHIEF ENGINEER
NATIONAL RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION

~ PHILADELPHIA, PA
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National Railroad Passenger Corporation at Folcroft, Pa. is

a single span thru girder 62" long and 15' wide between

timber curbs, steel floor beams and timber strlngers supportk

a bltumlnous covered wood plank deck.
~The bridge is in fair to poor condition due primarily
to deterioration of the floor beams and the wood plankfdeck;'

The bituminous surface is badly deteriorated with the wood

‘deck exposed at some places. The seat angles under a few

stringers are badly deteriorated and should be replaced.

Amtrak rated the structnre'base&'qn a detailed inspection
Wnicn 1T perrvrmed. The weakest members were found to be -

the floor beams which are adequate for the present posted.
load limit.

Giving due consideration to the age of the girders and ’

- the narrow roadway, it is Amtrak's recommendation to replace

the structure with a complete bridge built to current

highway standards.




DESCRIPTION

The bridge carrying Folcroft Ave. over 4 tracks of the

National Railrcad Passenger Corporation in the Borough's of

Foleroft and Sharon Hill, Pennsylvania is a single span thru

girder bridge, 62 ft. long with a 15' clear roadway; The

~deck is trunsverse laminated 2x4 inch timber with a bituminous

' wearing surface; 6x14 inch timber stringers and steel floor

beans suppert the timber deck. The girders of iron were

fabricated in 1883 for use at ancther location, and were

installed &t this lecation in 1918. The sidewalks on both

*

sides of the bridge were installed in 1925.

'Pictnre F-1 shows the bridge looking to the south.




The roadway approach from the west is about 187 wide,
while the east approach is 30' w;de narrowlng to 15¢ acros$
‘the structure. The approaches ascend to the bridge on
'relatively stegp grédes. Pictures F-2 and F«S show the west

‘ an& east approach respectively; the sidewalks measurlng about

BRI 4t wide are seen in ‘these plctures,

‘Tha bridge is currently posted for a weight limit of

7 tons.




DETAILED CLOSE UP INSPECTION
| In July of 1978, Amtrak parformed a detalled clcsewup
inspeatxﬁn of the subject bridge. The inspection was per~
formed using Amtrak's wire train,‘a three car work train
normally ﬁse&‘to haintain the electric catenary,system. The
following is the report of our observaﬁions and conclusions

and recommendations based on the inspection.

ABUTMENTS -

~ The high stone mascniy abutments'are in good condition.
The front of the abutment under the bridge shows there is
water running down from ﬁhe‘joints'at the end of the bridge.v
'Pictures’F~4 and F~5 show the east and west abutment résﬁective»

F4




BEARINGS

vThe plate sirders hear on contréte p@éﬁstals.‘ The
piﬁfures of the abutments show tke ye&estals'which'ate ih
good ccﬁﬁiticn‘

The tinber ztringers in the cud panels hear directly;on
a ﬁiece ¢i tiuber en top ¢f the backwalls of the~abutments,
?icture‘5~6 shows this, end also, that the hackwall is in good

condition.

ut




ELOOR BEANS

Thékfloor beans of the'suhject'bridge are in fair con-
ditionﬁ There is general loss af'section alcng the top and
Bbﬁtom flange; the web also showS'some deteriaratidn. A
tYpiaai floor beanm ié seen in‘Picture F-7. The deterioration.
is‘dué‘in large part tokthé application of de-icing chemiqéls

to iv:he surface of the bridge deck. 1In turn‘,k the chemical
‘iédeh.water findé its way thru the deck onto the Beams, where,
it’lays or is absorbed by dirt that has accumulated on the;,

flanges;

F7




'srgiNGERs

The fimber;stringerskwhich are 6x14, appear to be in
fair to good condition. They are §'-4" long and spaced‘
22 1/2“‘apartQ The stringers bear on seat angies attached
- to the web of the floor beams. Picture F-8 shows a typical

stringer that is stained from water leaking thru the deck.

F8

Exhibit 1 in the Appendix, titled "No 16829, PBEWRR -

Maryland Div., P.R.R., Tribbitt Public Road Overhead Bridge,

'Nofth of Folcroft", dated 1918, shows the floor beam details

with the seat angles and clips. Picture F-9 shows the

condition of one of those commections. The most deteriorated

ones are under the curb line of the bridge, and therefore

not subjected to direct wheel loads. The cause of the



deterloratlon ‘18 again attributed to de- 1c1ng chemlcals‘

[ibv" o applled to ‘the surface of the brldge, whmch then eventudlly

- are earrle& thru the deck and ontc the beams.

F9




some reduction of the wel along a line even with the deck
surface where debris tends to accumulate against the,girder.

LThe‘end plates and angles of the girder have been damaged

GIRDERS

The girders are in fair to good condition. There is

by vehicles, but it has not structuraliy'affectedfthe girder.
Picture F-10 shows the end of one girder as well as the
accumulation of debris and growth along the girder behind the

timber curb.




BRIDGE DECK

The bridge deck is in poor conditioni ' T“he; 2 x4n planks
are det_erio.fateé and in someyiocations are broken. PinT’.UT‘e\S
F-11 and F-12 show the underside of the deck where the planks
hairé‘ broken. Accumulation of debris thru’the deck is élsb

~noticeable in the pictures.

O N —

1
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On the surface, ihe Bitﬁmiﬁnuélmateriai is bfeakiﬁg'
“up(due'td the flexing of the detk’undér wheel loads. Picture
E- 13 shows the broken -up surface w1th exposed wood planks.
?mture B-14 shows the entire surface that 15 badly

jdeterlorated

Fi3
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Although we have no records of any maintenance of this‘
structure, the bituminous material egainst the curb leads
Amtrak to believe the deck was resurfaced a few times. The

 timber curb obviously is in poor condition.

12




SIDEWALK

The‘sidéwaiks on the bri&ge aré covered with bituminaus
materzal ana are. in fair to good condltlon, in that there
are no holes exposing the electr:c catenary system or any-‘
thlng'else that would present a hazard to pedestxians.

Picture F~18 shows one of the two sidewalks.

"F15




RATING

Based on our observations and measurements made during
the detailed close-up inspection, Amtrak rated the bridge
to determine its load carrying capacity.

All structural members were rated using a single lane

load; a result of the narrow roadway. The sidewalk live

load andkfatigue were not considered in the computations of
the rating. | |
| Tﬁe ratings indicated the weakes£ members were the
£166r beams and substantiates the current posting 0£k7.5
tons. |
‘The bridge deck has failed at certain locations,

however, cverall deterioration would not lead us to recom-

mend a reduction in the posted load limit.

14




CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

' The thru girder bridge carrying Folcroft Ave} over
4 tracks of the National R’ailro‘édb ?assenger’C‘orporatioh’ in
~ the Bdrcughs‘of Folcroft and Sharon Hill, Delawaré‘Vounty,
Pa"is in fair to poor condition.

‘ The'bridge is a,single spaﬁ thru girder bridge, 62'long
‘;with a bituminous covered wood plank deck,ftimber>sffingérs
and stea1k£1oof beams. The girder and}fléor beams are in
fair condition with~deterioration occurring along'the
flanges of the floor beams and the web of the glrders‘ the
deterloratlon is largely due to the appllcatlon of de 1c1ng
chemlcals to the bridge deck. The timber strlngers appear |
to be in fair to good condition. Under certain stringers,
“however, the ang1e< fastened to the web of the floor beams'
to suppoft the stringers are badly deterxorated, and should -
i‘ﬁe replaced. The wood plank deck is in‘pdcr conditibn; and'
has even faile& at>certain'10catioﬁs. On the top,‘the biﬁumi- ‘
nous surface is breaking up, exposing the wood decking.
V‘The sidewalks across the bfi&ge are in’fair condition.

| Based’on Amtrak's inspectign énd analysis of the
sﬁructure,’it could be rehabiiitated by installing a new‘ 
£loér $§5tem and deck. This would provide;adstructure
~capable of carrying all legal loa&s‘with/the‘anly’restricticn
being the 15' wide roadway between girders. waever; be-

cause of the relatively short span and the fact the main

15




giféeré'are old, & complete new structure would be justifié&.'
Therefore, Amtyak's reéommyendéticy’n is to replace the
existing bridge carrying Folcroft Ave. with a compiete,neW'
structure built to current highway standards for the volume
an&'type of traffic using the highway. We estimate the
cost to be apprcximétely 3169,000, exclusive of any right?‘

of-way damages or significant roadway work.

16
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SUMMARY

’ The bridge carrying Primos Avenue over & tracké of‘the
National Railroad Passenger Corporation at Foleroft, Pa. is a
5 Spaﬁ.biidge, 116'-9" long. There are & short stringer spans and
a cénter thru girder span, all with a wood plank deék and a bituminous
| surfacé; The cartway width between timber curbs is 16’—8" e

The bridge is in fair condition except for the*main span Whlch

is in pcor condition. The web of the east girder is severely_corro&ed.

The woad plank deck is detefioratingfand~3t certain 1Qcations, flexes
Vunéer wheél ioaas, causing the bituminous surface to break up.
‘Aﬁﬁrakkratéd the structure, giving consideration to our findings
of thé iﬁspectiOn. fhé critiéal‘member is the east girder whlch was -
f rated at H2.3; the analysis assumed the bottom flange to be simply
supported;between stiffeners due to the loss of web at that location.’
Amtrak's recommendation‘ls to replace the existing structure with

a new‘bridge designed and built to the latest standards for highway

bridges.




. INTRODUCTION

The;bridge;which is the subject of this detailed ciose»up in~

specticn, carries Primos Avenue over the tracks of the Natlonal Rallraad'
!PaSSenger Cdxporation at the Borough of’Folcroft, Delaware County, :
Pennsylvania. Primos Avenue, also State Highway Raute 420, begins
at its contection with the southwesterly boundary llne of the Gity of
Philadelphia, extending westerly through Darby TOWnshlp and Borough of
Folcroft; then northerly through the BoroughS*of'Gleanden,'Colllngdale,
| ‘Aldan and Primes to its connection with Springfield Ave., State Hzghway -
Route.ZBOGS in.Clifton Héights, PA.

~The 1nvastigation.by the,PsU,ci is the yesult of allegatiens by IS ‘;_
the Borough of Folcroft, that the subject bridge 1s;hazard0us, and

‘,that inadequate conditmons exist at the croSsing¢ ‘ A




DESCRIPTION
The bridge carrying Primos Avenue over four (4) tracks of Amtrak "
at Eoicroft, Pa: is a' five (5) span bridge built in 1891 by the ' »
Maryland Di‘v:l.sxon of the Philadelphia, Baltimore and Washlngton Railroad.
- The main span which measures 57'-6" long over the railroad, is a thru
girder span with timber floor béams, 4 wood plank floor, and a
bituminous wearing surface. The end spans, which measure 14 T-g",
15'=4", 15'=11", and 13'-6", are made up of timber stringers with a
plank deck and bituminous wearing surface. The substrﬁcture is
‘.compriséd of steel beam bents for the main girder spén \ahd timbér bents
for the end spans; the abutments are stone ‘n;as;)‘my constructlon.
'I'he overall length of the structure is 116'-9" from face of the stone
a‘butments and is skewed at 90° to the railroad.
The "cartway width across the structure is 16'-8" between the
wood curbs. The roadway grades.’a’scenaing to the bridge are 6% on the
*south and 4% on the north. ‘ e
o Eicture P~1 is a view of the structure looking bouth toward

»

Washing ton.

it
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 Exhibie A‘in'the appendix is a plan titied Bridge No; 7.75,
:#60376, P, B. & W}R R., Maryland Div. Folcrofﬁ Proposed Reconstruction

‘of Bridge at Primos Ave., Approved February 1, 1912.

P2 .

P¥2 is a pictnre of the approach from the south, The posting
sigu, which 1imits the bridge to "Passenger Automoblles Only" was
changed by a PuBlic Ueilicy Commission order dated August 29 1978
1imiting‘the maximumuload to two and one half (2%) tons to enable
,better police enforCement of the restriction. A 81dewa1k about 5"

:f wide can be.seen on the ehst side of the bridge. The sidewalk on the
: outside of the girder, offers pedestrians good protection from

o_vehicles using ‘the bridge. e
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;P‘-*B is a piéture‘ of the;' north approach. The ‘posﬁing' ‘signeg are

further to the north to enable restricted vehicles to detour.




DETATLED CLOSE-UP INSPECTION

In June and July of 1978, Amtrak performed a detailed close-up

‘inspection of the subject bridge. The inspection was performed, using
Amtrak's "wire" train; a three car work train normally used to maintain
‘the electric catenary system. The following is the report of our

observations aﬁd conclusions, and recommendations based on the inspection.

*

ABUTMENTS

The stone masonry abutments are in fair to good condition.

Picture P-4 shows the south abutment with an accumulation of debris

in front of it. .

ey
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) Picture P-5 is the wall under the sideWalk portion of the
R bridge; the wall appears to be pulling away from the abutment. At
this tinme, howev‘er, there is nothing to indicate that the wall is.k
conti’nuing £o move. o
B The north abutwment is also in fair to good condition, although
there is whét appears to be a settlement crack under the sidewalk
‘pcrti'onn of the bridge; picture P-6 shows the north abutment with
| the crack. | o ’
P5
P86

e T p

BTy T e AT S Y i




TIMBER AND STEEL PIER BENTS
The timber and steel pier bents are generally in good coodition.,‘
The foundations for the bents are also in good condition. Pictures P~7

and,P~8 show the tlmber*and steel bents respectively at the South end . il : 'f”

'of the bridge.
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Note in P~8, the middle member is a ktimber‘legi‘ Our records indiéaté'

this piece was not part of the original design, but _addect 1atér,‘
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Pictures P-9 & P-10 show the timber and steel bents at the north

~end of the bridge. Again, these supports are in good condition.
P9
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‘BRiDGE‘DECK
The bridge de;k is in falr condition. The deck is made up of

wdod,pianks laid on edge and covered with a bituminous’overlay“

The deck was overlaid with an additional thickness of bituminous
’materiallin the fail of 1978. Picture P-11 shows the wood planks

laid on edge as they are exposed behind the timber curb along the bridge.
The planks are deteriorating and at cértain locations on the bridge,‘
are flexing under wheel loads causing the bituminous surface to break
up. Picture P12 shows a large area on the north approach,where this

condition exists. .

P11
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FLOOR BEAMS

’ The‘timber floor beams of the main span o#er the railroad are
in:fair»£o~gocd condition. The'Beaqumeasure roughly 10"5x,12" x 191
and are séaced at 20" center to center. The beams’bear directly on

‘the lower flange of the main girders.

P ‘ , :
- STRINGERS T : , i

The stringers on the approach spans are timber stringers that
 mieasure roughly 8" x 12" and are spaced about 19" center to center.

The stringers are in fair to good condition.

IRy o :
i1 ’ L |



GIRDERS

The two girders of the main span over the railroad are éteei
girders ‘that measure approximateijr 5'=8" deep. The girder on the
west side is in fair condition due to a significant amount of rust’
.and delamination occurring along the girder. The girder on the {eaét
' side ;lé in poor condition due to the web being corroded and rusted
’t'hruf. This deterioration is occurring toward the center of the span.
Pictures P-13 and P-14 showed sections that are completely rusted

%

through. P=15 Laows an area of heavy corrosion which will, when struck

with a hammer, break thru.

;
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E Sl Another area of sighificant delamination is along some of the
stiffeners ~ Picture P-16 shows this condition. Nofe the condition
of the rivet heads which in many cases, no longer exist,

‘

"




SIDEWALK

The sidewalk on the east side is cantilevered on brackets riveted

to the main girder. Picture P-17 shows the sidewalk from above; itui‘é
in fair to good condition. From below, picturér-ls, the biackets:
are corroded ’biu‘t‘not to the extent ‘t’hat there would be concern for the
safety of pedestrians. The wood stringers under the;,sidewalz‘c and wood
‘piankiﬁg':, which is overlaid with bituminous material, are in fair to
- good condition. This can be seen in picture P-18 and P-19
:
‘1
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RATING

" Based on our observations and measurements made during the detailed

close=up inspection, Amtrak rated the bridge to determine its load

‘carrying capacity.

A1l structural members were rated using a single lane load; a re-

sult of the narrow roadway. Neither sidewalk live load, nor fatigue

were considered in the computations of the rating.

The,foilowing is a summary of our ratings for this'strﬁcturé.

Y

Member Inventory Operating:
Plate Girder (Méln Span) H2.3 o H4.0
Timber Floor Beams (Main Span) H11.7 , -

- Timber Floor Stringers (Ap-roach Span) H16.6 : -

- Steel Columns o CHS12 HS26 -

Additional comments are necessary with regard to this ratlng.

First there is a, 12" steel I beam;whlch;carrles the load from the}Wood ; |

stringers of‘the‘approach\spénS‘to the steel coliums unde: the main

~spans This beam is of sufficient capacity and in.good condition, and

is therefore; not a Criticél member. Secondly, the interior wood

nCOlumnhbétWeen the steel columns is also in good condition and not a

critical member. The steel girder on the east side is the critical mem-

ber‘in;this.structure, The loss of web along the bottom of the
girder extends basically between stiffeners. Because of the break

in continuity of the web,'we'analyzed‘the girder/at that section as

,though the bottom flange was simply supported<between.the stlffeners'

,thus the inventnry rating of H 2.3.

17
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- CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS -

The thru girdar bridge carrylng Primos Awe. over 4 tracks of
the National Railroad Passenger Corporation in the Borough of
Folcréft, Pa. is in fair condition éXCept for the plate girder én

: the east side of the main span which is in poor'éondition.

kThe bridge is made up of 5 spans; the appraéch spans,’tﬁé on
each side, have a wood plank deck on timber stringers, which in turn,
‘are supported by stone abutments and a timbef-Bent between the first,
an&'sacoud span and a stéel bent between the second and main span.
~The~ébutments~and piers are generally in good'cpnditionj The timber
deck beneath thé bituminous overlay is deteriorating and in certain
locationé on the bridge, tends to flex under wheel loads causing the
surface to.break¥up. The floor beams and,stxingersrthroughout the

bridge are in good condition. The two main girders over the~taierad

are in fair to poor condition. The east girdér is very bad, due to

the loss of a significant portion of the web. It is for this reason

that the bridge‘is currently posted for 2.5 tons. The sidewalk is in

good cdnditién, although the sidewalk brackets céntilevered fromfthe

gin&et'aré deteriorating.

‘ Based on Amtrak's 1nspection and analy51s of the structure,‘we

feel that, in order to provide for the safety and accommodation of the
' public,‘this structure should be replaced with a bridge designed and

Euilf;to:preSent~day highway standards. We estiméte that exclusive.

oﬁyanyrright-of—way’damages, a new structure would cost approximately

$350,000.00.
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Natignal Railroad Passenger C‘ﬁon, Northeast Corridor Operations, 1617 Jobhn & K’y Bivd., Philadelphia, Penna, 191 03

%‘a§ih71531979*RECE:vED S

Amt s)h | o MR? e O
mtra , , , ,
| . SECRETARY'S Ori0p
- i‘i!“\E :
Mr. C. J. McElwee, Secretary Eﬂhﬁcunnachnnnggan -
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission ‘ o
P.0. Box 3265 : '
' Harrlsburg, PA 17120

Re: O.H, #7.58 Folcroft Aye.
P.U.C. €-20235 '

Dear Mr. McElwee:

Submitted herewith for the Commission's reView are
four (4) copies of a detalled 1nspect10n report prepared
"hy'Amtrak :

The subject bridge was inspected at the same time
three (3) other overhead hlghway bridges in the immediate
vicinity were also 1nspected in accordance w1th P.U. C.
orders.

; We‘hereby certify that by U.S. Mail First Class
Postage Paid, we are sending copies of the report to
all parties of record in this action.

Very truly yours,

My

B. ythe, P.E.
Asst Chlef Engineer, Structures

cc:  W. S. Armentrout
D- Fo Su1livan
C. Helmetag, Jr.
E. H. Huss
D. E. Auerbach .. : ~ R
J. A. Damico, Jr: re R G iae B
F. P. Connors EE?} {’”“ fﬁ«
J. T. Sullivan - e A
I. Oncu | ?EB hﬁ”

L A

uey L:a
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s Natignat Hailroad Passanger cm&én. Northeast Corridor Operathné. 1617 John F. 'Ke:Q Blyd., Philadelphia, Psnna. 19103

March 22,» 1979 HARZS Siy ‘!g

B<54-7.75
Rﬁ??ﬁﬁﬁ 5
TARY'S oFHcE
SECRE N Uiy

. Amtmk \mm | S ccmsssmx

Mp. C.J. McElwee, Secretary e | PA. ?i}(} §
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission . AR g
P.0. Box 3265 | o ML, B
Harpisburg, PA 17120 o o IR E

, : | - HMAR23 WP
Re: (-20235 Primos Ave. é
Foleroft, PA OH 7.75 %

Dear Mr. McElwee: T S _ L e 2

In accordance with the Commission's: order in Lhe. subject
kactlon, Amtrak inspected the Prlmos Ave, brldge on Wednesday,.r,
March 21 1979 ;

The 1nspectlon did not reveal any changes to the structure
since the previous month's 1nspectlon. No overweight
vehicles crossed the bridge during the tlme it was belng
inspected.

-~ Very truly yours,

-

A.B. S ythe, P.E.
Asst. Chief Engineer, Structures

‘. e@e: D.H. Brunner
R D.E. Auevrbach
H.G. Zahn
L. Oneu

‘RHC/ec
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Natiotat Railroad Passenger C{:rp.m. Northeast Corridor Operations, 1617 John F. Ker. Blvd,, Philadelphia; Penna. 19103

&,

May 1&, 1879 My
E-B4-7.75 Har w ‘fﬁ PH 79
' SEQ??}(;Z  '.
PUE

.Eﬁﬁksﬁsiibﬁ |

- Mre. Wllllam Thlerfelder, Acting Secretary
 Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
~ P,0. Box 3265
: Harrmsburg, PA 17120

Re: PUC C~20235 Primos Avenue
' OH 7.75 - Foleroft
Monthly Inspection

3 f.  -  Dear Mr. Thierfelder:

 We wish to advise the Commission that thevsubgect
bridge was inspected on Thursday, May 3, 1979, and that the
condition of the bridge has not notlceabiy changed since the
last 1nspectlon. :

; We arve notlfylng PennDOT and the Boro of Folcroft of
the inspection in accordance with the order issued in this
actlon. , .

Very truly yours,

i. B. srrgme,; P.E. |
Agst. Chief Engineer, Structures

ce: W. S. Armentrout

H. G. Zahn
D. E. Auerbach
I.‘ Oncu
: RHC/ eé | e ’ :*‘% ‘ ,;,. {M ;ﬂzaigaw

COM?;M iT DOCKET

/< 1&’}‘%\’29 31’9
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-y Nationat Railcoad Passenger Cdr‘n; Northeast Gorridot Operations, 1617 John E. KenW@# Blvdl., Philadelphia, Penna. 19103

 June 14, 1979
E‘54‘7. 58

| | Amtrak ‘wm

Mr. William Thierfelder , i el b
Acting Secretary S e
- Pennsylvania Public Utility Commissmon ' S
P.0O. Box 3265

 Harrisburg, PA 17120 SRR
: Re: OH 7.58 Folcroft Ave. :
Folcroft, PA : -y
P.U.C. C-20235 ‘ | i

Dear Mr.vThieffeider:‘

; ‘We wish to advise the Commission that Amtrak has
replaced certain deteriorated stringer seat angles noted
- in the inspection report submitted to the Commission on
- March 1, 1979. The work was completed by the end of :
May.

: We will continue to keep the Commission adv1sed
o oof the condition of this bridge.

Very truly yours,

A

A. B. Smythe, P.E. :
Asst. Chief Engineer, Structures

cc: W. S. Armentrout
H. G. Campbell

RHC/eck
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v, - National Railroad Passetiger Cdr;’in, Northeast Coridor Operations, 1617 John E. Ke.‘ Blvd., Philadelphia, Penna, 19103

RECEIVED

- August 3, 1979

E-54-7,75  AUBT 1978 |
| , E-54-7.58 - oK
e . SECRETARY'S OFFIGE
Amtrak ﬁ | | ~ pubtic Utility Commission
Mr. William Thierfelder e
Acting Secretary | f IR Xt iy
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission L Winiehe 7

-Harrisburg, PA 17120

i

Re: OH 7.75 - Primos Ave.
OH 7.58 - Folcroft Ave.
P.U.C. C-20235

Dear Mr. Thierfelder:

© We wish to advise the Commission that in accordance ;
with the order in this Complaint, Amtrak on Wednesday, August 1,
1979 inspecteéd the subject bridge. The inspection did not
" reveal any changes in the condition of either structure with
the exception of the new angles beneath certain stringers of
the Foleroft Ave. bridge. ‘

' Amtrak will continue the inspections in accordance with
the Commsssion's order. f '

Very truly yours,

A

A."B. Sfythe, P.E.
Asst. Chief Engineer, StructuresV

; s PO
¢: W. S. Arment ; (ﬂ@@dk 0T
ee , ¥ (SjncAumentrout « 33‘2;0 9 /J , |




: CDI'\/‘UNWEALTH OF PE.NNSYL\/AS’A& ‘
PENNS' LVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
P, 0. BOX 3265, HARRISBURG, Pa. 17120

Septenber 6,. 1979 :
. . INREPLY PLEASE
: REFER TO OUR FILE

* The Honorable Edward G. Biester, Jr. .
‘Attorney General : «Og?agA
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania - B Chas 4]
Department of Justice Pgppods Qe
Strawberry Square = Qf.b?s%vaﬁia pl,ce
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 ity ¢ bl

Re: Enforcement of Pennsylvanla Publlc Utlllty
Commission Orders C. 20235“10. 21424,
I.D. 158, I.D. 174, and I,D.,225:Aqainst
The Pennsylvania Department of Transportation

~ Dear General Blester.

By letters dated March 19, 1979 and Aprll 12, 1979,
(copies enclosed herewith) your office had directed ‘Transpor=
tatlon Secretary, Thomas D. Larson, to carry out the Pennsyl-~

vania Public Utility Commission's orders issued in the matters -

- listed above. The nature of the Department's obligations were
- set forth in prior correspondence to your offlce.

Please be advised that the Department has not yet
complled with the mandates of any of the five subject orders.
Pherefore, in accordance with Section 503 of the Public ©
Utility Code (66 Pa. C.S. §503) you are requested to take
such additional steps as are necessary to compel the Depart~
ment’s adherence to the orders.

Very truly yoﬁrsz fe
| ‘7,,{>/

: George 1. Rashi
- Chief Counsel

GMK:JJK: 55

¢e: P Wilson Goode,; Chairman
‘Michael Johnson, Commissioner
Louis J. Carter, Commissioner
“John B. Wilson, Deputy Chief Counsel
James J. Kutz, Assistant Counsel




March 19, 1973

Honorable Thomas D. Larson

‘Seeretary of Transportation

1200 Transportation & Safety Bulldlnq
ﬂarx;sburg, Pa.

Re: Borough Qf Folcroft v. Penn Central Traasno*tatlon
~ Company, Department of Transpoxtation of the Common-~
wealth of Pennsylvania, County of Delaw rare, South-
eastern Pennsylvanic Transportation Authority,
Consolidated Rail Corporation and Mational Railroad
- Passenger Corporation. ‘

I.D. 158 = Inveﬂklgatlon upon the Commission's own
motion for the purposc of determining the s afoty,
structural achnuac" and load-carrving capacity of
the bridge carrying State nlqhw“" Route 7245

(Orange Streek) over and above tha grads of tl"0k°
of Consolidated Rail Corporation, in b?pe; P*ovlu
dence LOW”Shlp, Dblamavc County.

I.D. 174 = Investigation on the Commission's own
rotion into the matters and things relavant to tha
mcruptalal dhquacv and lcad—carrvznc capacity of
the bridge carrying State Hichway Route 5281 over
an@ abova tha grade of the tLacP” of Consolidated

ail Corno*aclon, ﬁn Cranberry Towanship, Vens Ango
Couﬂty, as pnrt to the propsr servies, accoimo=
dation, convznlcncu and safety of the tr ’allng
public using the highway at this locatlou‘

Dear Secretary Larson:

N Attached for your inforwmation is a‘conw of Snc‘io‘ 502
of Lxm PqulC Uc litv Cogc (CG Pa. C S. 8 5 )’whluu cxnrqes

)

Utmlmtw CO“*' sion. lhe Comnl“floq has rhcubSQed ma Lo




i COMMO&\VEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
OFFICE OF ATTORNEY GENERAL
HARRISBURG, PA 17120

i EDWAQD} G BiESTﬁ,Q,Jﬁ o Ap.{.il 12 1979
ATFORME SGENERAL ’ . ‘ e ; o g

Honorable Thomas D. Larson
Secretary of Transportation

1200 Transportation & Safety Bulldlng
Harrisburg, PA.

Re: I.D. 225 - Investigation upon the Commission's
- own notion for the purpose of determining
the structural adegquacy and load—carrylnq :
capacity of the bridges carrying State hmghway
Route 23072 (Sharon Avenue) and State Highway
Route 23073 (Calcon Hook Road) over and above
the grade of the tracks of Penn Central Trans-
portation Company, in the Borough of Sharon
Hill, Dslaware County, as pertains to the
proper service, accommodatioh, convenlencc and
safety of the traveling public utilizing same.

C. 21424 - Borough of Tullvéown v. Penn Central
Transportation Company, Pennsy]vanla Department
of Transportation, County of Bucks, Consolidated

Rail Corporation, and National Rail Passenger
Corporation.

 Dear Secretary Larson:
In accordance with Section 503 of the Public Utility
Code (66 Pa. C.S8. § 503), a copy of which I sent you on
March 1, 1979, the Public Utlllty Commission has now xequcstcd
me to enforce its orders against your Department in the two
cases cited above. You are spe01flcally dllccteo, therefore,
that the Commission's orders in the above cases be carried out.
;‘ . . /"' /‘/ i
Very truly- yours,
¥
A {;

/Bdward G. BlcSLCﬁ, JL.‘
Attorney General' -~

-

% ,’4
TR L ,-"ﬁ
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Porober 1B, 1970

€. 20235

&ﬁxi m}'ﬁhﬁg yogw ‘ '
Asgistant Chiaf Enginser-Btroctur
Havdonal Railroad Passangur ngnm‘éian
Horthaast Corrddor Operations
1517 John ¥, ﬁ#n%éymﬁlavwﬁ A
Friladeliphia, Penpsyleania 19103

%ox’ﬁxsgh ef; E’a&m‘qﬁﬁ :

usports ' ‘,‘if 1 CHBARY m%rmi aﬁ ‘z‘xwmﬂw
an '*aiz ez:@ ?ﬁmﬂ‘wmﬁa, County of Delewsre, fouthesstern
recnsylvenis Trensportstion Authority, Cousclidated Rail ﬁoz:x@m:m aﬁé ;
Bationsl Reliposd Fassenger carpnmtiﬁn v

Yenn Mt:ai Trauspe

Mw ﬁf& Saxtha*

- ' Mceisgh is acknowledsad of your Jatver dated 5&5&@5&: 26,
wﬁ contalaning £he moathly fnspection report da amﬁ' rdanca with the
Cosmission’s ordex dwsuad ,hz %he ﬁmw mﬁw speeding.

Your latter will racelva the Coumtsaior ‘l*ai ,ﬁi}ﬁéﬁsﬁ@m

e :We«;;:«% ‘ ‘?5

- Very truly yours, |

for Wiilfaw P, Thisxfelder
%néwtnty ' :

o eat afﬁme of &mﬂmtmuva x.w Juﬁsa - w!capy of letter
Buresd of Bail Transportation - w/capy of letear
o law ﬁm& w[v.o;:y of letter :
wf:ﬁﬂzsl _ S




RECEWEE

00‘!’ 9 1979«
m%’%ei?;?ﬁ‘fs OFFSCE :
Sept. 36, 1976 c Ut iyﬁommlssmn
File: E—Sﬁw'f 58 1. 75
Mr. William Thlerfelaer, Secretary : | Y B
Pennsylvania Public Utn_l::by Commission S Pﬁ%‘“ P sg}-@g '
P.0. Box 3265 . ‘ WML

| Harrisburg, Pa. 17120 . ; v w , ,ﬂ‘y |
LT R / S @&%3:@&@

Re: Pa. P.U.C. 0-20235 Bihitgs
OH T.75 = Primos Ave., OH 7.58 -~ Foleroft Ave.

Dear Mr. ’Ihn,ex*felder x

We wish to advise the Commis‘sion that in accordance with the
order issued in the subject complaint, Ambrak performed the monthly inspection
of the Primos Avenue and Foleroft Avenue bridges on Tuesday, Sept. 25, 1979.

The bridges appeared to ‘be basically in the same condition as.
noted at the time of the last inspection. The Primos Avenue bridge, however,
has been partially painted; the east girder gbove roadway level and the
pedestrian protection barrier have been painted silver. We do not know who
did the painting but perhaps it was done by a local authority to cover some
graffiti because the paint is just cosmetic and will afford minimal protectlon
as the surface was not properly prepared for the psint. :

Very truly yours s

£B. Sm:ythe JP.E.
Assistant Chief Engineer—Structureo _

‘ Bﬂﬁfda R % Ra*\/;w\\ AR AR %\
u/w ‘”r’.» E}u:&h
ct‘: W.S. Armentrout o
K. Walker o, | %
 D.E. Auerbach " T T wwwww*
~I.  Oncu Conoier AN

Nava 19?9 %

$Lop T

i PR : ' : . : : 3 Fawh e « »ﬁA'ﬂ 2R ERR
g Naﬂona& ﬂanwad Passariger L‘amo’m Nartheast Corridor Operations, 16¥7 Jehn F, Kenn‘!vd Philadelphia, Penna. 19103 - - :




January 9, 1980 i H [{, 1y E‘l

Natlonal Railroad Passéngat Corpm! on, Northeast Corridor Operations, 1617 Jobn F. Kenneuy Blvd Phnlade!phxa Penna, 19103
E-54-7.75

& k@ | Sl sgcq;’f uF?‘Cﬁ

 Amtrak mm c. & | | cﬁHhISS 1oN

‘William P, Thierfelder, Secretary
PA PUC ~

~P.0. Box 3265

Harrisburg, PA 17120

Re; PA P.U.C. C-20235 - Prlmos Ave.
Boro of Folcroft
OH #7.75

Dear Mr. Thlerfelder

We wzsh to advise the Commission that the SubJeCt
brldge was inspected on Jan. 3, 1980. The condition of the
~bridge appeared to be no dlfferent from the condition noted
- durlng previous 1nspect10ns.

The pedestrlan protective fence on the north side needed‘
repairs. This was brought to the attention of our BEB Dept‘
who proceeded to make the repairs.

Amtrak will contmnue to inspect this structure aCCordlng
to the Commission's order in this compla1nt

Very truly yours,

Mok

A, B. mythe, P.E.
Asst. Chlef Engineer, Structures

cesr W, S. Armentrcut

RHC/ec




National Ralosd Pasﬁeﬂder‘Corpora'Ncmeast Cotridor Operations, 1617 John F. Kennedy 8lvd., Philadelphfa., Penna, 19103
Fi? ‘ﬁEhVE
F EB 141080

e S v o 3 ’3§§$§??%15 - 7
ERE o ~ ‘ Febru 1, 1980 Public Utility Cemmissiol
, “Amtrak)h ; ESSZE?% ! ity Mol
By , Aﬁyusuu , | o ,

Mre Wiltiam P. Thierfelder, Secretary
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
P.0. Box 3265

Harrnsburg, PA !7!20

Re: PA P.U.C.i 0-20235 3
f OH 7.75 Primwos=Aavenus
Boro of Foleroft

 Dear Mr. Thierfelder:

We wish Ffo advise the Commission that in accordance with the
subject order, Amtrak inspected the Primos Ave. bridge on
Feb, 8, 1980, The inspection did not reveal any noticeable changes
in The condition of the bridge from previous inspections.

Ve will continue with the monThly xnspecfaons and reporf our‘
fxnd:ngs as ordered, ~

By copy of this letter we are noTsfylng PennDOT and the Boro
of our nnspec+|on. _

Very truly yours,

@

 A. B. Smythe, P Ee , :
Asst. Chief Engineer, Structures

kcc: Ko W Walker
: D« E. Auerbach

RHC/ec
i »«’.»« e T R ES
’ g} M‘[" ’. J l‘J@
£
H
i}




i e ' ' PUBLje s OF
~ Amtrak ﬁ  April 11, 198000&;4:5”“7"’

y~

Nationat Raifroad Passenger Corp“n, North ﬁqamdor Qperations, 1617 Johp 5 Ken(‘Blvd.. Philadelphia, Penna. 19103

JINISINEE

AmM&mM%
SE CRE mﬁgg’vﬁ

SSH)N

Mr. William P. Thierfelder, Secretary
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Harrisburg, PA 17120

_ PaPUC C-20235
OH 7.75 Primos Avenue
Folcroft, PA

Dear Mr. Thierfelder:

In accordance with the Commission's order in the subject pro-
ceeding, on Thursday, April 10, 1980, Amtrak 1nspected the 'bridge
carrying Primos Avenue over the railz:oad. ,

The ,:msPectmn d:td not reveal any change in the cbndition of
the bridge from that noted during previous inspections.
Amtrak will continue the monthly inspections as ordered.
Very ¥ruly yours,
“A. B. Stythe, PE. ‘
Agsistant Chief Engineer =
Structures
RHC[ es
- ecer We S Arﬁrentr@ut
' D. E. Auerbach - , oo i




National Ralroad Passenger corpezn, Northeast Corridor OfaF

File: E=54-7.75

Mr. william P. Thierfelder, Secretary
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Post Office Box 3265 - ‘
‘Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120

RE: Pa PUC Docket #C-20235

O.H. 7.75 Primos Avenue
-Folcroft, Pennsylvania

Dear Mr. Thierfelder:

o In accordance-w1th the Commision's order in the
subject complaint, Amtrak inspected the Primos Avenue
bridge on PFriday, July 25, 1980. The inspection did
“not reveal any changes in the condition of the bridge
from that noted during previous inspections except for
a hole punched thru the pedestrian protection shield on
the east side of the bridge. Amtrak B&B forces will be
notified to repair the shield.

- Very truly yours;

Yoy e

:.BSthe,PE. ,
Asst Chief Engr/Structures

cc:  W. S. Armentrout
K. E. Walker
D. E. Auverbach

RHC/cdd




National Rallfsad Passenger Co“rp‘h Northeast Cor:id_or'Opérations; 1617 John F. Kenn’BIvd.-. Philadslphia. Penna. 19103

AN

e

Hug x‘% ey RECEN
s : ; : CCT 2 01980
Am:rak))_—rz | October 14, 1980 SICRETARY'S OFFIGH

File: E-50-7.75 g WMQ Utility Commigsicn

M. William P. Thierfelder, Secretary
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
P.0. Box 3265
Harrisburg, PA. 17120
Ret O.H. 7.75 Primos Avenue
Pa. PUC C-20235
Dear Mr. Thierfelder:
We wish to advise the Camission that in accordance with their Order in the

subject complaint, Amtrak :mspected the Pr:mos Avenue bridge in Folcroft on.
‘Monday, October 13, 1980,

The .mspectlon aid not reveal any changes in the cendltlon of the brldge
fraw that observed during previous inspections. ,

. Ambrak mll continue making these mspectlons and reporting our f:_ndJ_ngs
as requ_red ; ;

Very truly yours,

Asst Chief Emgineer - Structures
RHC/sp | e

cet D. E. Buerbach, Solicitor, Borough of Foleroft
K. W. Walker, Chief Utility Engineer, PermDOT

[pockzTED| ——
© 0CT217980 e J@ CURERT

o FOLDER |
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National Railroad Passeriger Corp.n, Northeast Corridor Operations, 1617 thn F. KehOBlvd Phdadelphna, Penna 191 03

REGENF D

FEB1 71981:
SRGRETARYS OFFICE
S EER T %‘?WWS!&H
o Febmar.y 11, 1981 -

K s L

| ﬁé‘JimE‘ f”if

Mr. W:Llham P. Thierfelder, Secretary
Pennsylvania public Utility Comission
P. O. Box 3265 |
Harrisburg, Pa. 17120

R’e’:‘ OH 775 Primos Ave.
Foleroft, Pa.
‘Pa. PUC C=20236

' Dear Mr. Thierfelder: L0035

 In accordance with the Camission's order in PUC Docket C-20236,-
Amtrak inspected the Primos Ave. bridge on Monday, February 9, 1981.

The inspection did not reveal any noticeable changes in the ,
condition of the substructure or superstructure; the wearing surface appears
in good condition. The posting should reanain unchanged.

By copy of this letter, we are adv:.s:mg the Bomugh and Penn DOT
of our mspectlon. ; ,

' V’ery truly yours,

%

A, B e, P. E.
Asst. Chief Engmeer—Stru'ctures

RHC/Jt

ces . Messrs, K. W. Wa]ker, Chief Utility Engineer
- ‘ Penn DOT = T&S Bullding
Harrisburg, Pa. 17120

D. Es Averbach, Solicitor W
Borough of Folcroft I B 75 2 87 roen
Iegal Arts Building _f‘a@\wv@h E@
Media, Pa. 19063

FER 18 1981

e




i

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission

Naﬂonal Raifmad Pal

bnger Corporation, Suburban Station Bidg., 1617 JF.K. stddadelphia. PATG103

| Am‘m% | ~ ouly 13, 1981

Mr. William P. Thierfelder
Secretary

P.O. Box 3265 ‘
Harxlsburg,‘Paa 17120

SUBJECT: OH 7.75 - Prlmos Avenue - Folcroft, Pa. S
| PA PUC Docket #C-20235 S - SRR

_Dear Mr. Thierfelder:

We wish to advise the Commission that 1n accordance

“with the order on Docket $#C=20235, Amtrak inspected the

Primos Avenue bridge on Friday, June 26, 1981.

; The 1nspect10n did not reveal any 51gn1flcant changes
in the condition of the bridge from those noted during pre-
vious inspections.

Amtrak will ¢ontinue to inspect the. brldge and report
to the Comm1531on,as advised.

Very truly yours,

A

A. B. Sfiythe
Assistant Chief Englneer

Structures
RHC/ks

cc: Messrs. K. W. Walker
' Chief Utility Engineer
Penn DOT = T&S Building
Harrisburg, Pa. 17120

D. E. Auerbach, Solicitor
Borough of Folcroft
Legal Arts Building
Media, Pa. 19063

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY, EMPLOYER




National Faliroad Pae.r Corparation, Suburban Station Bldg., 1617 J.EX. Blvd.. qunphia,? PA19103

SEP 28 1981
 RHC/bab = ..
CEN 301 i"’ ,

 1:‘\~,.. ,

Mr. William P. Thierfelder, Secretary

- Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
P. O. Box 3265
Harrisburg, PA- 17120

SUBJECT: OH 7.75 Primus Avenue, Folcroft, PA
-~ PA PUC C=20235

~Dear Mr. Thierfelder:

, In accordance with PUC order C-20235, Amtrak perfoimed‘the
- monthly inspection of the Primos Avenue Bridge on Friday,
September 18, 1981. , : .

; The inspection revealed the condition of the bridge is
the same as that noted during previous inspections.

V'Amtrék’will continue the inspections and repdrtihg”oﬁr
~findings to the Boro and Commission as ordered. Co

Very truly yours,

A
« B. Sm;; e i
Assistant Chief Engineer
Structures :

cc:  X. W. Walker - Chief Utility Engr.
. D. E. Auerbach, Solicitor

AN EQUAL OBPORTUNITY EMPLOYER
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GOMMISSION

My, William P.-Thierfelder

Secretary '
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
P.0. Box 3265 ‘

Harrisburg, PA 17120

SUBJECT: OH 7.75 Primos/§vé§ue, Folcroft, PA
| PA PUC C-20235/ |

Dear Myr. Thierfelder:

In accordance with PUC Order C-20235, Amtrak performed the
monthly inspection of the Primos Avenue Brldge on Frlday, '

October 23, 1981.

L The inspection revealed a problem at the north end of the
bridge. The timber deck is deflecting under wheel loads over
the north abutment causing potholes on the surface.

According to the Commissions order, Amtrak is to maintain
the entire structure at our initial cost and expense, exclusive
of the wearing surface which Penn DOT is ordered to maintain.

Amtrak will arrange to make repairs to the deck. However,

‘because of the narrow roadway and volume of traffic over the

bridge, it may be necessary to close the bridge for a short
period of time. If closure is required, we will notify Penn DOT
to arrange for signing and a detour. The Borough will also be

notified so that emergency vehicles will knoéw of the closinge

The. brldge, in other‘respects, remains the same as that

‘noted during prev10ug inspections.

Very truly yours,

A. B. Shythe

Assistant Chief Engineer
Design and Construction e

E A e A AV S
5 B TR

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER e st g e




Mr. Wllllam P, Thierfelder
Page 2

cc:

K. W. Walker

Chief Utility vnglnecr

- Penn DOT - T&S Building

Harrisburg, PA 17120

D. E. Auerbach ‘
Borough of Foleroft

Legal Arts Building

Media, PA 19063
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Blanmai aailraad Passanger Corpog tion, Nonhaast Cornidor Operations, 1617 John F. Kennaﬁv Blvd Phﬂadetphsa. Panna 16103

Mr. Robert Roland

_District Engineer '

~ Pennsylvania Department of Transportation
Distriect 6-0

200 Radnor Chester Road

St. Davids, Pennsylvania

Subject: OH 7.75 Primos Avenue
Folcroft, Pennsylvania
~ PA PUC-C-20235

| Dear fo Rolands

An order from the Pennsylvania Public Ut1lity Commission,
‘dated October 6, 1977, ordered Amtrak to maintain the sub-
- structure and superstructure of the Primos Avenue Bridge, ex-
clusive of the bituminous wearing service which Pennsylvanla ‘
'Department of Transportation (PennDOT) malntalns.

, On‘October 23, 1981, we performed the monthly 1nspect10n
~of the bridge and noted that the timber deck over the north
abutment has deteriorated and needs repair. The effort to
maintain the bridge will require the closing of Primos Avenue
~and the establxshment of a detour for perhaps two or three
‘,days. ,

~ Bince Primos Avenue is a state hlghway, we request your -

jkcooperatlon in ¢losing the road and setting the detour as
“necessary. Furthermore, PennDOT is required to restore the
bltumlnous surface after we repair the deck. ,

Please contact Mr. Russel Cross at (302) =429~ 6465 to
‘arrange a schedule for this work.

P Very truly yours,

" e ' A. B. Smythe ‘
- Jay Bwez ffy Assistant Chief Engineer
- ?%j% Design & Construction




| MATTHEW J. RYAN
THE SPEAKER

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
: HARRISBURG

March 29, 1982

" Ray A. Peteritas, Director
Bureau of Rail Transportation
408 Transportation and Safety Building
~ Harrisburg, Pennsylvania
Dear M. Peteritas:
Could you please respond to this inquiry.
Thank you very much.

Very truly yours,

MATTHEW J. R
The Speaker

Enclosures (2)

ﬂéw”"“ ‘f
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REFER TO OUR #ILE

“April 26, 1982 A INTREPLY BLEASE
¢ o 1 s .

Mr. Josepn Pastuszek
314 West Rose Valley
Wallingford, PA - 19086

in re:

‘Bridge carrying Primos Avenue above the tracks of National Railroad
‘Passenger Corporation, in the Boroughs of Glenolden and Folcroft, Delaware
,Countys .

Dearer; Pastuszek: : o *;'i

, Your letter dated March 19, 1982, to Speaker of the House,

Matthew J. Ryan, concerning the condition of the Oak Lane Bridge over
the railréead in the Borough of Glenolden, has been referred to the
undérsigned for response. : R

A search of our records, including maps and railroad crossing
data, leads us to believe that the bridge in question is actually located
~on Primos Avenue (Legislative Route 420) and crosses over tracks of
Amtrak, and that the boundary between the Boroughs of Glenolden and
Foleroft is the center line of Primos Avenue. (Attache& is a map of the
area showing local streets and the railroad) k : SR -

; Assumlng ‘that the Primos Avenue Bridge is the one of your
concern, please be advised that this crossing structure is presently ,
before the Public Utility Commission upon complaint filed by the Borough
of Foleroft. Pennsylvania Department of Transportation has advised us
that it presently has an engineering firm engaged to make preliminary
“studies; including an environmental impact statement, for a new bridge

at this location, and as soon as PennDOT chooses its recommended scheme;,
it will bring the matter to the attention of ‘this Commission for approval.

o If we are making an incorrect assumption as to the bridge of
Syout concern, please furnlsh.the undersigned with further details.

Very<truly yours;

R A. Peteritas, P.E., Director
- e ‘ Bureau of Rail Transportation
¢e:  Honorable Matthew J. Ryan Lo ‘
oo Speaker of the House

House Post Office ,

Main Capitol Building

Harrisburg, PA - 17120

Chairman Shanaman
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Na’tlor;a‘l‘ Railtoad Passenger Corporation, 20th. & Marke!s‘sts..r ﬁhlla‘deké@l\ 19104
R E CE lVE !3

MG o1mes Aﬂsz'ﬁssq

SECRETARY'S UFHCE
Pubtic Utility Cmnmlssion |

Mr. Jexry Rich

- SBecretary
PA Public Utility CommlsSLOn
P.Q. Box 3265 :
Harrisburg, PA 17120

Subject: Overhead Bridge #7.75
E T Primos Avenue
Foleroft, PA
S -0 1 o Doaket C=20235

‘Déar‘Mr. Rxch-

We wish to advmme the COmm1551on that in accordance w1th the
-ordexr on Docket €C-20235 Amtrak 1nspected the Prlmos Avenue el
“Bridge on Tuesday, uuly*3, 1984 ana again on ues&ay; July 31,

1984. ; -

The 1nspectlon ald not reveal smgnlflcant changes in the
canaltlon of the bridge from those noted durlng previous inspec-
tions. The rxiding surface of the bridge is in satisfactory con-
dition and the postxng signs for the 2 1[2 ton load limit are in -

place. ‘ ,

We have been advlsed by our brldge inspector that he has
observed over weight vehicles using this bridge on occasion. By -
~ copy of this letter, we are notifying the Borough of Folcroft of
R this matter and txust they will continue enforc;ng‘the~pasted B g
e e load limit as they have in the past. , P s

) and Teport to the Commxsszon as ordered,

Amﬁrak wzll continue its perlodlc lnspectlons of thls brldge S l

- Nery truly yours,f_:'”vw

Hames N. Michel, P.E!
Senior Director
Engineering Design

éﬁxﬁjﬁ 88 1334

':'FHC/aa#k

ce: W. Clements
e Chief Utility Englneer
PennDOT
Pransportation and Safety Building
‘Harrisburg, PA 17120

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




Mr. Jerry Rich

; Secretary

 Subject: Overhead Bridge #7.75

Primos Avenue
Folcroft, PA )
P.U.C Docket C-20235

Page 2

D. E. Auerbach
Solicitor
' Borough of Folcroft
Legal Arts Building
Media, PA 19063
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CQRBMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA| (/1111 1N
DEVARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATIQN) ) {111 i is
| Harrisburg e ) )

October 3, l984“‘

g TNHEPLY REFEP»TO
Delaware County ) : .
‘L. R. 420, Section 02A (Primos Avenue : . : s 28
Boroughs of Folcroft and Glenolden gagaﬁzﬁai\fﬁif3~ '
PUC. €. 00020235 _

| ocTs 1984
“Mr. Jerry Rich, Secretary . ki
Public Utility Commission | Si@‘wﬁ vSon i“jm
Harrisburg, PA 17120 , o ?f-w Wik GOnHTISS

Dear‘Mr. Rlch,

‘ As dlrected by Paragraphs 1 and 2 of the Comm1351on s Order of
May 13, 1975, as amended, at Complaint Docket No. 00020235, attached for
Commission's con31deratlon are three (3) sets of plans pr0v1d1ng for the
_recanstruction of the existing crossing and the hlghWay approaches ‘
thereto.

: : A copy of this letter and one (1) set oF the afore—mentloned plans
are belng forwarded to the following parties of record:

‘Re Ds Johnson, A531stant Chief Englneer/Progect Manager, Natlonal Rallroad
: : - Passenger Corporation, Northeast Corridor Uperatlons, 1617 John F.
, Kennedy Boulevard, Philadelphia, PA 19103
 Penn Central Corporation, IVB Building, 1700 Market Street, Phlladelphla, PA 19103
Edward H. Huss, Staff Counsel, Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authorlty,,
P 2028 PSFS Building, Philadelphia, PA 19107 :
David E. Auerbach, Solicitor, Borough of Folcroft, Legal Arts Bu11d1ng,
p - Media, PA 19063
Josephi A. Damico, Jr., Solicitor, Borough of Glenolden, William Penn Bu1ld1ng,
o -~ 107 Chelsey Drive, Media, PA 19063
Francis P. Connors, Solicitor, County of Delaware, 107 West Thlrd Street,
Media, PA 19063
‘J T. Sullivan; P. E., Consolldated Rail Corporation, Design and Constructlon,
- 12th Floor - 15 N. 32nd Street, Philadelphia, PA 19104 ‘ ‘ :
Richard Tinuecci, Solicitor, Borough of Sharon Hill, P. 0. Box 602, Medla, PA 19063
Philadelphia Electric Company, 2301 Market Street, Philadelphia, PA 19103 L
The Bell Telephone Company of Pennsylvania, John B. King, Vice-President & General :
: ~ Counsel, Law Department, 16th Floor, One Parkway, Philadelphia, PA 19102 .
Phlladelphla,Suburban Water Company, 762 Lancaster Pike, Bryn Mawr, PA‘19010

“ me]_‘e-




P Mr. Rich, Secretary " , o ‘ : : 2
B PUC¢ C. 00020235 wQe - October 3, 1984

: The Department requests that a field conference of all the
interested parties be scheduled by the Commission to discuss the
" attached plans.

Very truly yours,k

For: Alfred F. Lyng, P. E.
Chief Engineer
- Highway Administration

‘Attachments |




: c':@MONWEAL:r‘H oF pENNSYLVA’;
- PENNSFLYVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION.
P.0. BOX 3265, HARRISBURG, Pa. 17120

December 20, 1984

‘Naaivnsxm‘
FEFERTO OLEI FLE
1 €-00020235
Monitor: Chairman Taliaferro

In re:

'Boréugh_of’Folcroft » : .
, T ,

t Company, Department of Transpor—

tation of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, County of Delaware,
Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority, Consolidated

Rail Corporation and National Railroad Passenger Corporation

Penn Central Transportation

, "This is ‘to advise that a field investigation and conference :
will be held at the site of the crossing where L.R. 420 (Primos Avenue) «
crosses above grade of tracks of Amtrak on January 16, 1985 at 11:00 a.m.

Lo discuss the plans recently submitted by the Department for reconstruc-—
‘tion of the subject bridge. : ‘ P

Please arrange to have a representative preseat. :
Very truly yours; ;

- Donald R. Fleisher, P.E.
Bureau of Rail Transportation

T

R
: ity
PRSI N RN

DEC211984 | | :
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Simllar Let:ter Lis? C—00020235

"Mr. W. J. Clements, P. E., Acting Chief
: Right~cf—Wby‘and Utility Division

Pennsylvania Department of Transportation
509 Transportation and Safety Building

" Barrisburg, PA 17120

Dear Mr. Clements:

Mr. R. D. Johnson, Asst. Chief Engineering/Project Manager
National Railroad Passenger Corporation

1617 John F: Kennedy Boulevard )

Philadelphia, PA 19103

Dear Mr. Johnson:

f Penn Cenf:ral Corporation
IVB Building

1700 Market Street
Philadelphia, PA 19103
Gentlemen:

E&ward H‘ Huss, Staff Gounsel

 Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportatlon Authorlty L

130 South Ninth Street
Philadelphia, PA 19107

'Dear'Mr. Huss:

‘M. J. T. Sullivan, P.E., Chief wng:.neer
PDegign and Construction
- Consolidated Rail Corporation
15 North 32nd Street
~ Philadeiphia, PA 19104
- Dear Mr. Sullivan:

‘David E. Auerbach, Soiicitor

Borough of Folcroft
Legal Arts Building
Media, PA 19063
Deafer. Auerbach:‘

Joseph A. Damlco, Jrey Solic1tor

Borough of Glenolden RN
107 Chelsey Drive - . Lie
Media, PA 19063 :

Dear Mr. Damico:

Francis P. Connors, Solicitor
County. of Delaware

107 West Third Street

Media, PA 19063

. Dear Mr. Connors:

Ak,




) I

Similar Letter List, continued: (€-00020235
: Riehard Tinueei, Solicitor

Borough of Sharon Hill

‘Media, PA 19063

Dear Mr. Tinucci:

Joha B. King, Vice President and General Counsel
The Bell Telephone Company of Pennsylvania

16th Floor, One Parkway

Philadelphia, PA 19102

~ Dear Mr. King:

Phlladelphla Suburban Water Company
762 Lancaster Pike

Bryn Mawr, PA 19010
Gentlemens




e 2023'5)

ﬁ\ﬂ@ﬁb ‘ | The Penn Central Ccrporahon
" ‘9%9 ’ : v ; 1700 Market Street, VB Buddmg -3tst Floor

Philadelphia. Pa, 19103
Te'ephane (215) 9723188

Joseph J. Supan :
Director, Leased Properly and Speczal Sales

January 2y 1985

Mr. Donald R. Fleisher, P.E.

es et gl L W gl
Bureau of Rail Transportation e RECEIVED
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania o SR '
‘Pennsylvania Public Utility Comm., IR | A i R A ;
~ P. 0. Box 3265 | | |
, Harrisburg, “Pa. l7l20 SECRETS e gme&iﬁpﬂ
. RE: ‘Borough of Folcroft I E‘_ub,:r oLt mmﬁsm

“Dear Mr. Fleisher:

Recelpt of your December 20, 1984 notlce concernlng pro—
posed improvement to the Primos Avenue rallrcad crossmng is
acknowle&ged.

Be advised that The Penn.Central Corporatlon has no .
ownership to be affected by this proposed prOJect as. shown
on the enclosed valuation plan.

Very truly yours,

- _Oeph J. Supon.
/Director, Leased Property &
Special Sales ,

i @% 53% “*

. DPM/£4m

w mawross |DOCKETED

AN 1985,
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| 'Q)MMONWEALTH oF PENNS‘YL’AN;A *
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

- P.O. BDX 3265, HARRISBURG, Pa. 17120
January 31 1985

7 IN REPLY PLEASE
REFER TO OUR FILE

¢-00020235

(See attached list)

Borough of Foleroft -
VS. ; ¥
Penn Central Transportation.COmpany, Department of Transpor it fon
of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, ‘County of Delaware, South-
eastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority, Consolidated
Rail Corporatlon and National Railroad Passenger Corporation.

-NOT 1 C‘E

This is to advise that a further hearing in the above-
captioned proceeding will be held Tuesday, February 26, 1985,

:'at 10:00 a.w., in the Council Room, First Floor, Folcroft
- Borough Building, 1555 Elmwood Avenue, Foicroft.

P.S. to Judge
Smolen: ,
‘This hearing is
assigned to you
- under the :
- EXAMINER SYSTEM.
“You will not be
expected to write
~a decision.

This hearing is being held to take testimony on the ;
recently submitted right-of-way plan and preliminary bridge
plan for the Primos Avenue Bridge, including initial costs.

We are enclosing herewith, a list of questions, prepared
by our Bureau of Rail Transportation, indicating information
'to be developed at the hearing, along with other relevant testi~
mony .

If‘any party intends to offer prepared written testimony,
such testimony must be served upon each participant of record no.’
less than twenty (20) days prior to this hearing.

You are advised that if you fail to appear at the hearing,

: the hearing will proceed without you. . In that event, it is

possible that you or your client will have issues determined
against you and that you might be assigned positive duties or

“be requlred to pay money and will have waived any ob;ection thereto.

The presiding officer at this hearing will be Administrative
Law Judge Herbert Smolen. Judge Smolen can be contacted at 1302
Philadelphia State Office Building, Broad and Spring Garden Streets,
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19130; telephone {215) 351 =2105.

If you-intend to file exhibits, please be advised that two
copies of all hearing exhibits to be presented into evidence must

‘be submitted to the Reporter and an additional copy should be °

furnished to the presiding officer and each party of record.

Enclosure




B

g (:‘;‘-29235{‘* Parties of Rec‘o"rs

Spencer A. Manthorpe; Chief Counsel

© Pennsylvania Department of Transportation
,'VSZI»T:ansportaticﬁ>& Safety Building
- Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120

 Harold Cohen, Esquire

National Railroad Passenger Corporation

~ Suburban Station Building, Room 524
1617 John F. Kennedy Boulevard

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103

 ~paniel F;,Donovah,’ceneral Attorney
Consolidated Rail Corporation

1138 Six Penn Center Plaza

- Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103

‘Edward H. Huss, Esquire . .

Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation
Authority : R
130 South Ninth Street, Fifth Floor

‘Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 18107

. W. Preston Granbery, Esquire

The Bell Telephone Company of Pennsylvandia
One Parkway v ' ,

- Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102
~ T. H. Maher Cornell, Esquire
‘Philadelphia. Electrie Company

. P. 0. Box 8699 :

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19101

Johniw;.Boyer, Jr., President °
Philadelphia Suburban Water Company

762 Lancaster Aveiiue

Brysn Mawr&rPennsy1Vania 19010
Francis P. Connors, Solicitor
Delaware County

Courthouse

~Media, Pennsylvania 19063

‘David E. Auerbach, Solicitor

Foleroft Borough

- Lepal Arts Building

Media, Pennsylvania 19063

Jbséph.A;‘Damic05,Jr., Solicitor

' Glenolden Borough

107 Chelsey Drive .
Media, Pennsylvania 19063

. Times Mirror Cable T V.
~ S0L Oak Avenue S
Glenolden, Pemmsylvania 19036

cess

Judge Smolen .

Law Bureat

1

Bureau'cf,Rail,Irahqurtatidn, o

Mr. Bramson:
Ms« Dickson.
Ms. Crouse

File .




e e

©-00020235 QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE January 1985

1.

2y

5.

N

Pennsylvania Department of Transportation submit into evidence
copies of its plams for the proposed crossing improvement.

Department state whether it will be necessary for the Commission
te appropriate any property for the purpose of the proposed

crossing improvement. If so, submit copies of plans showing any
such property and accurate descriptions, by metes and bounds, of

"~ each parcel of property to be appropriated by the Commission;

said descriptions to be designated as property necessary for

highway right-of-way or for purposes of the improvement other

than highway right-of-way and to contain the name and post-office
address of each record owner and reference to the record of title
thereof. . ‘ ‘ : ’

Department submit a detailed estimate of the cost of constructing

‘the proposed improvement, including an estimate of the cost which

would be incurred by the vacation and relocation, removal or
demolition of any non-utility structures, including occupied
dwellings, located on property to be appropriated by the Commissions
said estimate to be prepared in such a manner as to show separately
the quantity, unit prices and costs of each portion of the work.

Department submit an estimate of damages for anyvproperty to be

appropriated for any purposes of the improvement, exclusive of

the estimated costs which would be incurred by the vacation and
relocation, removal or demolition of any non-utility structures,
including occupied dwellings, Iocated on property to be appro-
priated by the Commission, and an estimate of any damages that

may accrue from the construction of any portion of the improvement,
exclusive of damages for property appropriated for the purposes

of the improvement. .

. A

Department state which portions of the proposed improvement project
it proposes to construct and which portions it snggests should be
constructed by other parties. ' T

Department state which portions of the'ptopoSed‘improvement projgét
it agress to assume the cost thereof.

Department state which portions of the proposed improvement project
it agrees to assume the responsibility for maintenance and the cost

"~ thereof.

;Départment state what portion of thé property‘damages-resulting

from the construction of the crossing improvement it will agree
to assume and whether it will reimburse any involved public
utility companies for any costs incurred in the alteration Or

rolocation of their respective facilities.




[;

9.

lo'

1L,

12.

13.

1S,

16.

1.

r ‘ : I

- £-00020235 -2~ January 1985

Department state whether it will be necessary to establish detours
for highway traffic during the time the crossing improvement is
being constructed and whether it will establish and maintain such
detours, if required. :

Department state what time it anticipates will be required to
complete the construction of the proposed improvement.

Department state whether any portion of the crossing improvement
praject will be financed in whole or im part with funds appropriated
for use on such projects by the Federal government or from the =
Bridge Bill. ; , R

Phila&elphié,Electric Company (hereinafter PECO) state whether it
objects to the proposed improvement project and whether it hds any
constructive criticism to offer. ‘

PECO submit detailed plans and cost estimates for all required work
to its facilities to permit the construction of the subject improve-
ment and submit testimony explaining the plans and estimate,
indicating which portions of the work are within public right-of-way
and which portions are outside of public right-of-way and state
whether work will be performed prior to, concurrent with, or after
bridge and approach roadway construction. If work will be performed
prior to bridge and roadway comstruction, what time will be required

‘to complete the work?

PECO state whether it will agree to perform the required alteration
or relocation work for its facilities and state what portion of the
cost involved it will agree to bear at its sole cost and expense.

PECO state whether it will agree to assume the responsibility for
maintenance of its facilities after alteration or relocation work
hag been conmpleted. :

Philadelphia Subutban Water Company (hereinafter PSWC) state whether
it objects to the proposed improvement project arid whether it has -
any constructive criticism to offer.

PSHC submit detailed plans and cost estimate for all required work
to its faecilities to permit the construction of a subject improve-
ment and submit testimony explaining the plans and estimate, .

indicating which portions of the work are within public right-of-way

and which portions are outside of public right-of-way and state
whether work will be performed prior to, concurrent with, or after
bridge and approach roadway construction. If work will be performed
prior to bridge and roadway construction, what time will be ¥equired
to complete the work? : o




€-00020235 | e . January 1985

18!
19.
20.

22.
23.
24,

25.

26.

28.

PSHC state whether it will agree to perform the required alteration
or relocation work for its facilities and state what portion of the
cost involved it will agree to bear at its sole cost and expense.

PSWC state whether it will agree to assume the responsibility for
maintenance of its facilities after alteration or relocation work

‘has been completed.

The Bell Telephone Company of Pennsylvania (hereinafter Bell),
state whether it objects to the proposed improvement project and
whether it has any constructive criticism to offer.

Bell submit detailed plans and cost‘estimatés for all required work

to its facilities to permit the construction of the subject improve~

ment and submit testimony explaining the plans and estimate,
indicating which portions of the work will be within public right-of-
way and which portions are outside of the public right-of-way and
state whether work will be performed prior to, concurrent with, or
after bridge and approach roadway construction. If work will be
performed prior to bridge and roadway construction, what time will
be required to complete the work? . = e

Bell state whether it will agree to pérform required alteration or
relocation work for its facilities and state what portion of the
costs involved it will agree to bear at its sole cost and expense.

Bell state whether it will agree to assume the responsibility for-
maintenance‘of its facilities after alteration or relocation work
has been completed.

NationalkRailroad Passenger Corporation (hereinafter Amtrak), state
whether it objects to the proposed improvement project and whether
it has any constructive criticism to offer.

Amtrak submit a cost estimate for all required work to its facilities
to permit the construction of the subject improvement, submit
testimony explaining the required work and cost estimate and state
what time will be required to complete the work necessary to permit

‘the construction of the proposed bridge to proceed. :

Amtrak state what portion of the work required to alter its facilities

it will agree to perform and state what portion of the costs
involved it will agree to bear at its sole cost and expense.

" Amtrak state what portion of the costs of the improvement, other

than its own facilities, it will agree to bear at its sole cost
and expense. : :

Amtrak state whether it will be necessary to maintain railroad
flagmen, watchmen and inspectors during the coristruction of the
proposed bridge. :




29.

© 6-00020235 -4 ~ |  January 1985

Amtrak state whether it will agree to assume the responsibility for
maintenance of its facilities at the crossing after the 1mprovement

~ has been completed.

30.
31.
32,

33.

Amtrak state what portion of the dimprovement, other'than its own
facilities, it will agree to maintain after the project has beeﬂ
completed.

Consolidated Rail CorpofatiOn state whether it 6bjects to the
proposed improvement project and whether it has any. constructxve

ceriticism to offer.

Soﬂthéastetn'Pennsylvania‘Transportation Authority state whether
it objects to the proposed improvement project and whether: it has

~any constructive eriticism to offer.

Boroughs of Folcroft and Glenolden each state whether it objects ro

. the proposed improvement project and whether it has any constructive

Cr1t1c1sm‘to offer. ; ; s
Boroughs: each state whether any fac111t1es belonglng to it w1ll be
affected by the construction of the proposed improvement and, if so,
submit testimony explaining the work that is required and give a

‘cost estimate for such work, indicating which portions of the work

are within public right-of-way and which portions are outside of

 public right-of-way.

35,

360

37.

38.

39.

Boroughs each state whether it will agree to perform the. required
work to its facilities and what portion of the cost involved it will
agree to bear at its sole cost and expense. If work wilil be
performed prior to bridge and roadway constructlon, what time will
be required to complete the work?

Boroughs each state what portion of the cost of the improvement,
other than its own facilities, it w111 agree to bear at its sole-
cost and expense.

5

;Boroughs each state whether it will agree to assume the respons;—-

bility for maintenance of its fac111t1es at the crossxng after the

“1mprovement has been.completed.

Boroughs each state"what portion of the improvement, other than its
own facilities, it will agree to maintain after the progect has
been completed

-Query whether ‘any of the parties desires to submit any addltlonal

re1GVant testimony.



- cl@MONWEALTH OF PENNSYLQNA
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
P. 0. BOX 3265, HARRISBURG, Pa. 17120

February 20, 1985 ‘
‘ IN.REPLY PLEASE
REFER TO GUR FILE

C00020235

- seel/31/85 notice

Borough of Foleroft
i . V. - :

- Penn Central Transportation Company, Department of Trans—
portation of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, County of
Delaware, Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation Authority,
Consolidated Rail Corporation and Natiomal Railroad Passenger

. Corporation. :

NOTICE

At the request of counsel for The Bell Telephone Company of
Pennsylvania, and with the agreement of all other parties, the
hearing in the above~captioned proceeding scheduled for February 26y
1985, at Folcroft, is postponed without date. -
et : : This hearing will be rescheduled in the near future and you
e : - will be promptly informed of the date and place. '

- Please mark your records accordingly.

CCSe -

- Judge Smolen

- Law Bureau .
~Bureau of Rail Transportation

“Mr. Bramson S ! §‘1 ‘«"5{'; N
impme | DOCUETED
|  FEB21mgs, |

FHTRIRT e

e Mgy Crouse
e File




Beli of Pennsylvaﬂia e
‘Edward 5. Sacks : Law Department
A?t:?ney éc ‘ : . One-Parkway, 16th Floor )

_ Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102
Phene (215) 466-8714 ,

FEB 261985
i?f o 61 W ALY

v R - |
R ‘.’E M,a%{tg ﬁmmm . ~ February 20, 1985

Honorable William H, Smith,

~ Chief Administrative Law Judge
P.0O. Box 3265

Harrisburg, Pennsylvanla 17120

Re: Bor0ugh of Folcroft vs. Penn‘Central Transportatlon '

' Company, Department of Transportatlon of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvanla, County of Delaware;
Southeastern Pennsylvanla Transportatlon Authority,
Consolidated Rail Corporation and National Rallroad
Passenger Corporatlon¢; C- 00020235.

»Dear‘Judge Smiths:

, The Bell Telephone Company of Pennsylvania,

~ having approval from all parties of record, hereby
requests that the hearlng scheduled for Tuesday, .
February. 26, 1985 in the above-referenced matter be
‘postpoped. Bell does not have an attorney ‘available to
‘attend this hearing due to previously planned out-of-
_town business trips and other PUC hearings. We
apologxze for any inconvenience this may have caused.

Sincerely,




COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
P.0O. BOX 3265, HARRISBURG, PA 17120
February 26, 1985

Inre: C-00020235

(See Tetter dated 1/31/85)
| Bcrough of FolCroft

VS.
~ Penn Central Transportation Company, Department of Transportat1on of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, County of Delaware, Southeastern Pennsylvania
Transportation Authority, Conso11dated Rail Corporation and Nat1ona} Railroad
Passenger Corporation. o

NOTICE | : L

: ThTS is to advise that further hear1ng in the above-captloned proceedwng,
concerning the Primos Avenue bridge, is rescheduled to be held Wednesday, March
20, 1985, at 10:00 a.m., in the Council Room, First Floor, Fc?croft Borough

Bu11d1ng, 1555 Elmwoad Avenue, Folcroft.

This hear1ng will be conducted in accordance with the instructions ,
contained in our January 31, 1985 notice. A copy of the questions and procedure'
enclosed with that notice are attached hereto. ,

: The presiding officer at this hearing will be Administrative Law Judge o
Herbert Smolen, 1302 Philadelphia State Office Building, Broad and Spring Garden
- Stredts, Ph1?ade1phla, Pennsytvania 19130; telephone (215) 351-2105. ,

Attachment
“c¢r Judge Smolen ‘ P.S. to Judge Smolen: -
Law Bureau , This hearing is assigned
Bureau of Rail Trans. to you under the EXAMINER
Mr. Bramson SYSTEM. You will not be
Ms. Dickson - expected to write a decision.
- Ms. Crouse :

File Room .




COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
P.0. BOX 3265, HARRISBURG, PA 17120

March 11, 1985

In re: (€-00020235

 {See letter dated 1/31/85)

Borough of Folcroft
’ VS,
Penn Central Transportation Company, Department of Transportation of the

~ Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, County of Delaware, Southeastern Pennsylvania

Transportation Authority, Consolidated Rail Corporat1on and National Railroad
Passenger Corporation.

NOTICE

At the request of counsel for National Railroad PassengerfCorporation, and
with the consent of &1l parties, the further hearing in this proceeding
concerning the Primos Avenue Bridge is postponed frem March 20, 1985, to.
Thursday, April 4, 1985, at 10:00 a.m., in the Council Room, F1rst Floor,
Folcroft Borough Bun]dJng, 1555 Elmwood Avenue, Folcroft.

- This hearing will be conducted in accordance with the instructions
contained in our January 31, 1985 notice.

The presiding officer at this hearing will be Administrative Lawwgud
Herbert Smo]en, 1302 Phitadeiphia State Office Building, Broad an pr1ng~Garden
S?reets, PhiTadelphia, Pennsylvania. 19130; teTephone (215) '351-2105.

- cc: Judge Smolen P.S. to Judge Smolen:

Law Bureau This hearing is assigned
Bureau of Rail Trans. ‘ to you under the EXAMINER
Mr. Bramson SYSTEM.  You will not be

Ms. Dickson expected to write a decision.
Ms. Crouse :

'rg;;xwﬁ-*'




B ~not represented by counsel have agreed to continue the hearing

P watlonal Rallfoad Passenger Cawionp Northeast Corridar Operations, 1617-Johit . kén‘ﬁtvd,‘ Phifadelphia, Perna 16103

MAR 98 2385
'ngln.amafi. Smith e , RECEIVEQ
 Chief Administrative Law Judge : , ~ S
‘Pennsylvanla Public Utility Comm1351on : = S | MAR 114335
P.O. Box 3265 L 4 Qifice ot a2 &, |
: Harr:.sburg, PA 17120 ' , , o mgg&:&;é 'ﬁ ;‘é‘ L

~ Re: Borough of Eolcroft vs. Penn Central
Transportation Company, et al. :
Docket No. C~D0020235

vIJear Judge Smlth~

B xecently requested a contlnuance of the above matter for
which a hearing is currently scheduled on March 20th since I
_will be on vacation tHAt Week. Your office informed me that
April 4th was a satisfactory date and that I should attempt to
get the agreement of all concerned for that date. I am writing
to inforxrm you that all counsel as well as part;\.es at this time

_in this matter to April 4th Judge Smolen has also 1nd3.cate&
that the rescheduled date is acceptable to him. :

By copy of this- letter, I am communicating the above to
Judge Smolen and all counsel or parties. A list of those -
- parties and counsel is attacheé{. : '

Very truly yours,

. Harold K. Cohen

. , , Counsel =~ Bast

coy ALY Herbert Smolen
 All parties

DOCHETED |

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER




SERVICE LIST

; ﬁerbert Zahn, Esquire

'Pennsylvania Department of Transportation

- 522 Transportation and Safety Building
Harrisburg, PA 17120

Daniel Donovan, Esquire
Consolidated Rail Corporation
1138 Six Penn Center
Philadelphia, PA 19103

. Bdward Huss, Bsquire -

"~ Southeastern TransPortatlon Authorlty
130 South 9th Street

“Phlladelphla, PA 19107

Edward Sacks, Esquire ;
- Bell Telephone Company of Pennsylvanla
 One Parkway

;thladelhla, PA 19102

T, H. Maher Cornell, Esquire
“Philadelphia Electric Company
2301 Market Street
Philadelphia, PA 19101

Mark Kropllak, Esquire
‘Morgan, Lewis & Bockius
2000 One Logan Sduare
Philadelphia, PA 19103

bavid E. Auerbach, Esquire
 Borough of Folcroft

P.0. Box 319 .

Media, PA 19063

-~ Dennis Dunn, Esquire
Borough of Glenolden
109 Chesley Drive
Media, PA 19063

- Times=Mirror Cable TV
501 Oak Avenue -
‘Glenolden, PA 10163
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E?WA;D;, gggmk R ' S S : e '
o gﬂ?ﬁnﬁ% PET%%A . : - w ﬁﬁ@» -
_ STEVEN A, COHEN : . : .
CKRISTINE F. RUGHEY , ’ i
o pmesme | | R 1319’35 o
: MARY K. ‘ : - : - : IR
e S e : : April 17, 1985 . TT TR
S E Do ; , PHILADELPHIA OFFILE
~_ The Honorable Herbert Smolen : A&J ‘
“Administrative Law Judge ‘
. pennsylvania Publlc Utility CommLSSLOn
- Room 1302
Philadelphia State Office Building
Broad and Spring Garden Streets
“Philaaelphia,,p%h1913o

E}éz‘wp”7””°ﬁ?3  Borough of Folcroft v. Penn
' Central Transportation Company,
M) o et al. (Primos Avenue Brldge)
AY2-1395 | pocket No.: C-00020235
. § Our File: 32233 M-44

'fDear Judge Smé?en‘

Our office represents the Borough of Glenolden in the
. above captloned matter. At the hearing held in this matter
~on April 4, 1985, the Borough of Glenolden indicated that it
'did not wish to assume the maintenance responsibility for the
sidewalks on the approaches to the Primos Avenue‘Brldge on
Glenolden's half of the brldge. The reasons for this objectiOn
are that the Borough is not in the business of maintaining
sidewalks and that on at least one side of the bridge there is no
adjoining property owner to assume this responsibility. Further,
for the side of the bridge that does have an adjoining property
owner, the proposal contemplates 200 feet of sidewalk whlch will
" be well above the grade of that adjoining property owner' s pro—
"~perty and accordingly w1ll not beneflt hls property.

e . At the time of the hearing, H. Gilroy Damon, the Borough
- Engineer, stated that when the bridge was initially proposed the
Borough objected to the presence of a sidewalk on the Glenolden

side. Mr. Damon further stated that he was not authorized at that

partlcular hearing to say whether the Borough continued to object

to the presence of the sidewalks. Since that time, our office has Lk

~eonsulted with the Borough Officials and the Borough has decided
that it wants the sidewalks to remaln on. the approaches. : o

, I contacted Raj Kohll, the PennDot Engineer who testlfled :
in this case, on Tuesday, April 16th and told him of the Borough's.
~ decision. He informed me that I ‘should contact the Publmc Utility
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~e¢e: Herbert Zahn, Esquire

‘Ib ; S {‘.

| PETRIKIN, WELLMAN, DAMICO, CARNEY & BROWN

. The Honorable Herbert smolen
April 17, 1985

Page =2~

Commission and that he would alert his englneers not to remove
the s;dewalks from the plan.

e Even though the Borough has requested that the sidewalks
remaln on the plan, the Borough still requests that it not be
given the responsibility for maintaining those 51dewalks for the
reasons stated above. ,

I am serving a'COpy_of this letter on all‘parties of re&ord}_'

Counsel for Boraugh of Glenolden
DMD/dmo |

pDaniel Donovan, Esquire -
BEdward Huss, Esguire

Edward Sacks, Esquire
“Rudolph A. Chillemi, Esquire
Harold K. Cohen, Esquire
David E. Auerbach, Esquire
Times-Mirror Cable TV

Mark J. Kropilak, Esquire
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Public Utitty Commission

April 19, 1985 °

Administrative Law Judge R e
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission fﬁﬁY% 5335

~ Room 1302 | :
Philadelphia State Office Building f
Broad and Spring Garden Streets

thladelphla, Pennsylvania 19130 e i i

RE: Borough of Folcroft v. Penn Central Trans- .
portation Company, et al. (Primos Avenue
Bridge) Docket No.: C—00020235

‘Dear Judge Smolen:

As you know, I represent the Borough of Folcroft in the
above-captioned matter. At the hearing held in this matter on
April 4, 1985, I indicated to you on behalf of the Borough
that we do not feel that the Borough of Folcroft should be
responsible with regard to the maintenance of the s1dewalk on

‘the approach to the Primos Avenue Bridge.

You gave me an opportunity to determlne whether or not
we requested an additional hearing with regard to this matter,
and after consultation with my cllents, we do not feel that
this is necessary. However, I do want to point out that it
is the strong feeling of the Borough Council that the Borough
should not be responsible for the maintenance of the sidewalk
on the approaches to the bridge. The Borough, of course, is
not in the business of maintaining this type of sidewalk and

 &oes not have the capability of doing so. The Borough has

very few employees because of its small size, and we do not
feel that we should be made to undertake this respon31blllty




 ECGKELL, SPARKS, LEVY, AUERBACH & MONTE

© o ThHe HOnorablé“Herbert Smolen

Administrative Law Judge
Page 2

ﬁ'MAprll 19, 1985

Further, the Borough has budget difficulties, and we
do not feel that the residents of the Borough should be
forced to incur any further taxes to 'provide funds for

" this type of maintenance. As you remember, the representa—t

tive of PenDot recommended that the Borough be permitted to
pass any cost of maintenance along to any adjacent property

‘owner in accordance with our Ordinance. We would, therefore,

regquest that if the Borough is given any responsibility with

. regard to the sidewalk that we would be able to enforce our

local Ordinance which has been 1ntroduced 1nto evmdence in

 thlS case.

Respectfully submitted,

‘By: DAVID E. AUERBACH

DEA 15b

¢c: Herbert Zahn, Esqulre

~ Daniel Donovan, ESqulre

- Bdward Huss, Esquire
BEdward Sacks, Esquire
Rudolph A. Chillemi, Esqulre
‘Harold K. Cohen, Esquire

o Denis M. Dunn, Esquire

- Time-Mirror Cable TV ,
Mark J. Kropilak, Bsquire
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FROM:

B Y ; !‘ . \}/&J/M
= P o COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
April 26, 1985

MY 2 91985
SECRETARY'S OFFICE
SUBJEGT: Borough of Folcrog‘yb;éc Li’féhﬁy&ﬁ’ﬂfﬁlbﬂ'@mnsportatlon Company, et al.

Docket Number €-00020235 = HEARING EXAMINER case

William H. Smith
Chief Administrative Law Judge

Herbert Smolen
Administrative Law Judge

I previously forwarded to you two separate memos with attach-
ments in connection with the above matter; so that you would be able
to forward same to the appropriate office inasmuch as this is a.
;;:'HEARING EXAMINER matter.
7
Subsequently, I have received a letter dated April 25, 1985 from
Bell of Pennsylvania concerning its position in thlS matter. The .
original of said letter is attached hereto.

In addition, I have now received the Notes of Testimony (pages
91 through 299) of the hearing held April 4, 1985. Included with
the Notes of Testimony are the Exhibits introduced at said hearing.
Again, inasmuch as this is a HEARING EXAMINER proceeding, these
materials should be forwarded to the appropridte office for decision
and disposition. I would appreciate greatly if you would do so.

If there are any questions, please call.
HS:k1

‘Attachments

S o | | '~ RECEIVED
APR 80 1385

Bifice of the ALJ.

Public Utiity Commission |




' ,Ph;1ade1ph1a, PA 19130

| RECE Y »’:‘f;‘ ) Beflof Pennsylvania
William M. Posner k s S taw Depattment
Attotriey \ Orne Parkway « 16th Floor v
Co A ggggs L Philadelphla, Pennsylvanta 19102 -
EHiLAD Photie (215} 466-8871 -
Eii’i—im OFFICE
LJ ‘ o L
PAPUG.. ., Bpril 25, 1985
k y-'g;g%m sy : :

.....

: ﬁ Wﬁvﬁf}m wds 2L ,*R: - :
, chorable Herbert Smolen &wmm%&guﬁ‘ e

Administrative Law Judge ' : ' -

- Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission o oM ﬁ%%%
1302 Philadelphia State Office Bullalng 3 N

1400 West Sprlng Garden Street ‘ i

-~ Borough of Falcroft v. Penn Central Transnortatxon
Company, et al. (Primos Avenue Brldge) - C~00020235‘

Dear Judge Smolen:

As you may recall, I xndlcated durxng the hearing in ‘the
~above matter on April 4, 1985, that The Bell Telephone Company
of Pennsylvania‘®s ("Bell"} file reflected the potential that
Bell, at an earlier hearing, had agreed to bear its own costs
for the relocation of any facilities involved in the Primos
Avenue Bridge rehabilitation. Nevertheless, Bell offered a
W1tness, John Thomas, at the April 4, 1985 hearing, and took
the position that Bell sought rezmbursement. That was done in
order to protect the record in the event that the commitment
referenced above had not, in fact, been made.

1 have now had the opportunity to rev;ew the transerlpt of

~ the April 1974 hearing, presided over by Meyer L. Casman, Esquire.

At that hearing, Mr. Runkel, representlng Bell, made the followmng‘,
statement (Tr. 82-83): v

Wy wmll not protract this proceedlng by>pntt1ng a thness“"
on the stand, I think the record should show, however,

~ that there are some telephone facilities in the vicinity
of both the crossings involved. The work of relocating
these faCllltleS, if that should prove necessary, will
not be expensive, and the relocation will be performed
by the Telephone Company at its own expense.  The
Telephone Ccmgany does request that the Commission
recognize in any order it may issue that might direct

. the construction of a new bridge at either location

. that the Telephone Company be accorded the right to
place conduit ducts in these structures of the brzdges."




Hon. H. Smolen
April 25, 1985
. PAGE 2

In view of the foregoing statement made at the 1974 hearing,
Bell feels duty-bound to adhere to that commitment, and to agree,
in this case, to bear its own relocation expenses. Accordingly,
the testimony given on April 4, 1985 -=- at least to the extent
that it can be interpreted to request reimbursement of Bell's
expenses -~ may be disregarded by the Pennsylvania Public
Utility Commission in its consideration of this matter.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.
Very truly'yours,
YL

William M. Posner

cc: Jerry Rich, Secy.-Pa. PUC

- David E. Auerbach, Esquire
Harold K. Cohen, Esquire
Rudolph A. Chillemi, Esquire
Daniel Donovan, Esquire .
Denis M., Dunn, Esquire
Edward Huss, Esquire

Mark J. Rropilak, Esquire
Times-Mirror Cable TV Co.
Herbert Zahn, Esquire
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' ' ‘ COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

Apr:Ll 23, 1985 o

' SD/BJEGT.:'_' ‘Borough of Folcroft vs. Penn Central Transportatlon Company, et al
S Doeket Number: C~0020235 :
- HEARING EXAMINER CASE

. F0: . William H. Smith
: Chief Administrative Law Judge
: FROM: Herbert Smolen
: o Administrative Law Judge
e ‘ T conducted & hearing in this matter on April 4, 1985 as a HEARING
S ' “EXAMINER. Attached hereto is a copy of the Appearance Sheet which sets
forth the nature of the Memoranda of Law to be suhm:.tted by the parties.

Uhdér'date of April 17, 1985, I received a 1étterrfrom_neﬂnis M.
o B Dunn, Esquire, Counsel for the Borough of Glenolden. I am forwarding
won . the original of said letter to you herewith so that you may, in turn,
S * forward it to the appropriate office which should properly receive it.
; If there are any questions, please call.
. ES:k1

Attachment

g

S , RECEIVED
San R |  APREB1ES

Office of the ALS.
Pulf Utity Comnission
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The Honorable Herbert Smolen
Administrative Law Judge
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NICHOLAS D. VADING, JR.

(1961-1977)

AREA CODE 218
565-3700

19130

Borough of Folcroft v. Penn Central Trans-

portation Company,
Bridge)

Docket No.:

et al.

Cc-00020235

(Primos Avenue

Dear Judyge Smolen:

As you know, I represent the Borough of Folcroft in the

above-captioned matter.

At the hearing held in this matter on

April 4, 1985, I indicated to you on behalf of the Borough
that we do not feel that the Borough of Foleroft should be
responsible with regard to the maintenance of the smdewalk on
the approach to the Primos Avenue Bridge.

You gave me an opportunity to,determlne'Whether or not '
we reguested an additional hearing with regard to this matter,
and after consultation with my clients, we do not feel that

this is necessary.

However, I do want to point out that it

is the strong feeling of the Borough Council that the Borough
should not be responsible for the maintenance of the smdewal?

on the approaches to the brldge.

The Borough, of course, is

not in the business of malntalnlng this type of sidewalk and

does not have the capability of doing so.

The Borough has

very few employees because of its small size, and we do not
feel that we should be made to undertake this responsibility.




thig case.

oeer Herbert Zahn, Esqulre

| ECKELL, SPARKS, LEVY, AUERBACH & MoNTE
The Honorable,Herbert sSmolen

Administrative Law Judge
Page 2

April 19, 1985

Further, the Borough has budget difficulties, and we

“do not feel that the residents of the Borough should be
forced to inc¢ur any further taxes to 'provide funds for

this type of maintenance. As you,remember, the representa-
tive of PenDot recommended that the Borough be permitted to
pass any cost of maintenance along to any adjacent property
owner in accordance with our Ordinance. We would, therefore,

request that if the Borough is given any resnonslblllty with
‘regard to the sidewalk that we would be able to enforce our -

loecal Ordinance which has been 1ntroduced into ev;dence in

Respectfully submitted,

By: DAVID E. AUERBACH
DEAfljb

Daniel Donovan, ESqulxe
Edward Huss, Esguire
_Edward Sacks, Esquire
Rudolph A. Chillemi, Esqulre
Harold K. Cohen, Esqulre
- Denis M. Dunn, Esquire
Time-Mirror Cable TV
Mark J. Kropilak, Esquire

PARKS, LEVY, AUERBACH & MONTE
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The Honorabile Herbert Smolen : o : ALJ

Administrative Law Judge o o PACRUG:
Pennsylvania Public Utlllty Commission ’ s o
"Room 1302

Philadelphia State Office Building
Broad and Spring- Garden Streets
- Philadelphia, PA 19130

RE: Borough of Folcroft v. Penn
| : o Central Transportation Company,-
% S R et al. (Primos Avenue Bridge)
k o o ' Docket No.: C=00020235
,' e e | | _ Our File: 32233 M-44

Dear Judge Smolen: : L S R S

Our office represents the Borough of Glenolden in the
above captioned matter. At the hearing held in this matter
on April 4, 1985, the Borough of Glenolden indicated that it
‘did not wish to assume the maintenance responsibility for the
sidewalks on the approaches to the Primos Avenue Bridge on
" Glenolden's half of the bridge. The reasons for this objectlon
- are that the Borough is not in the business of maintaining
sidewalks and that on at least one side of the brldge there is 1o
i adjozmlng property owner to assume this respons:.b:.llty. Further,
“for the side of the bridge that does have an adjoining property ‘
owner, the proposal contemplates 200 feet of 51dewalk;wh1ch will
‘ be well above the grade of that adjoining property owner's pro— o
';operty and\accordlngly w1ll not beneflt hls property :

: At the time of the hearing, H. Gilroy Damon, the Borough
~ Engineer, stated that when the bridge was initially proposed the
‘Borough objected to the presence of a sidewalk on the Glenolden
side. Mr. Damon further stated that he was not authorized at that
particular hearing to say whether the Borough continued to objéct
_to the presence of the sidewalks. Since that time, our office has
‘consulted with the Borough Officials and the Borough has de01ded
that it Wants the sidewalks to remain on the approaches.;

I contacted Raj Kohli, the Pennbot Englneer'who testlfled
in this case, on Tuesday, April 16th and told him of the Borough‘
decision. He informed me that I ehould contact the Public Utlllty




- reasons stated abOVe.

L PETRIKIN, WELLMAN, DAMICO, CARNEY & BROWN

The Honorable Herbert Smolen
April 17, 1985
Page =2~

Commission and that he would alert his englneers not to remove
-~ the sidewalks from the plan. :

Even though the Borough has requested that the 51dewalks

 remain on the plan, the Borough still requests that it not be
~given the responsibility for malntalnlng those sidewalks for the.

I am serv1ng a copy of this letter on all parties of record.

Counsel for Borough of Glenolden

DMD/dmo
¢¢: Herbert Zahn; Esqulre
Daniel Donovan, Esquire
Edward Huss; Esquire
Edward Sacks, Esgquire
Rudolph A. Chillemi, Esqulre
Harold K. Cohen, Esquire
David E. Auerbach, Esquire
- Times-Mirror Cable TV
‘Mark J. Kropilak, Esquire
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!NHEPLVPLEASE
REFEF\TODmFLE

C= 20235

e

Jerry Rich, Secretary e f?EEQ:EZI\lEZEB

Pa. Public Utility Commission

"~ Post Office Box 3265 o APR ; :
 Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120 s ‘ 30 1935
ST , ’ , ; 'Phbﬁgﬁz?ﬂﬁwﬁi-~
- | | ; lﬂu&ycb§x¥wm?
In re: Borough of Folcroft V"ﬂﬂn@wb@'
‘ V. 2 b

Penn Central Transportation Company,
Department of Transportation of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, County
of Delaware, Southeastern Pennsyl= =
vania Transportation Authority,
Consolidated Rail Corporation and
National Railroad Passenger Corp.

Dear Secretéry‘RichE

' Enclosed please £ind the orlglnal and hlne {(9) copies
of the Memorandum of Law to be filed in the above~capt10ned B
matter. ; , ‘

S ‘A351stant Couhéel
J36/dng
‘EnClbsﬁres,'

cc: Honorable Herbert Smolen
Parties of Record




‘BEFORE THE

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Borough 6f’Folcrbft

Ve o

Penn Central Transportation Company,
-~ Department of Transportation of the

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, County
of Delaware, Southeastern Pennsyl=
vania Transportation Authority,

' Consolidated Rail Corporation and
; Natlonal Rallroad Passenger Corp.

e

MEMORANDUM. OF

: Docke£ No. €=20235
‘ RE@EW&@
s CR§P§301§QF
ARY'S ~
Pubhcb%wm @mﬁiﬁﬁ%&w

LAW

; Pennsylvanla Public Utility Comm1531on

Post Office Box 3265

Harrisburg, Pennsylvanla 17120

(717) 783~2840

John J. Gallagher
Assistant Counsel
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SEATANY
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INTRODUCTION

On January 16, 1974, the Borough of Foleroft filed a

" complaint with the cémmission, in which it alléged’tﬁat hazardous
conditions eXiétéd at the crossings where Folcroft Avenue (a‘borough
stxéet) partly in the Borough of Folcroft and partly in the Boiough~
of Glenolden,/and where Primos Avenue (State Highway Route 420),
pértly in Delaware County, cross over and above the grade of elec-
5trified tracks of Penn Central Transportaticn Company (now owned
by Natidnal’Railr6ad Passenger Corporation, "AMTRAK") .  An order
was.iséued on‘Juné 25, 1954, sustaining‘the;Borough‘s complaint

and 5irecting that Primos Avenue bridge be posted for 5 masti moih
1cadyiimiﬁ_of seven (7) tons and that a new modern structure be

: builﬁ,by,the Department to replace the exiéting structure. ’The
-Department was‘directed to submit preliminary pléﬁs«ana cost esti~
mates of the neW'strﬁdture within ninety (90) days. Foliowing a
hearing on the plans, the Commission directed, by drdery&ated
 ‘May'l3; 1975;‘that the Department submit aetailed construction

k~ané right~of—waj plané within fifteen (15) months. k

kN , On September 23, 1977 the Department petitioned the

- Commission for,a two (2) year time extension and a heéring on

~the matter was held on May 10, 1977. In the interim,'the Borough
nahiﬁied the Commission that Primos Avenue bridge had deteriorated
‘,to thé point that the structure had to be closéd to vehiculaf |

ctraffic.




~Onk0ctobér'6, 1977, the Commission'iSSued an order

éé?roving(aﬁ extension of time until September 30, 1978 for the
}Department ﬁé submit detailed plans. Additionally, the subject
, structure was reopened, but by Commission order of August 29,~
1978 the postlng was reduced to a two and a half (2-1/2) ton-
maximum load llmlt‘

; On October 6, 1978, the Department again petltloned for
a time exten31on {(until Scpuember 30, 1978) but the Comm1581on
denled‘thls petition. The Commission, in its order of December 21,
1978, concluded that furﬁher delay in theé implementaﬁion of an |
improvement at this location would impose an unjustifiable’burden
on the tréveling public. The Department neither appealedknor
sought~administratiVe review of the Commission's order 6f‘December
21, 1978. | | |
| As a result of the Department's non—compiiance, then
ChieﬁkCOunsel for the Commission George Kashi, in a.letter'dated
February 5, 1979, requested then Attorney General Edward Biester
_pursuant to Section 503 of the Public Utility Code, 66 Pa. c;si
'SSO3, tbtinitiate the appropriate acﬁion against the Department
~ to assure compliance. The Attorney General never responded to
fhefcommission’s request. Section 503 of tne’Publlc U ility Code,‘
66 Pa. C.S. §503, has since been amended to provide the Chief |
‘-Ccunsel‘ﬁf‘ﬁhe Commission exclusiﬁe power»tcfénforée the prdvisiOns
of the Publlc Utility Code or Commission regulatlons 01 orders by
mandamus, lnjunctlon or guo warranto, or other appropriate remedy

~at law or in equity.




PRESENT MATTER

At the hearing of April 4, 1985, the Department agreed
to furnlsh all material and do all wérk necessary to remove the
f,'exlsﬁlng bridge, to construct the new bridge and the highway ap-
_préaches to thé new,briage} Ih'additionp the Department will agree
to assume the‘reSponsibility for maihtenanCé of the Subétructure
a5 and superstructure of the new bridge. The Departmént agreed to
‘maintain the highWay approaches to the crossing between the Curbs
- and the retaining walls. The Bordmﬂﬁ;of Folcroft and Glenolden;,
;were recommended by the Department to6 maintain the curbs and éide—
walks on the approaches to the crossing locaté& within each borough.
' The Borough of Foleroft in itSwtéstimoﬁy presented a Borough ordi—
nance as one of its exhibits. This ordinahce prescribed that in-
: dividﬁal property owners within the Borough were‘respénsible for“the
: maintenance and repalr of sidewalks andkcurbs whichyfronted their

properties. The Borough is attempting in this proceeding to apply

the mandate of its ordinance to a proceeding involving the Commission's

- jurisdiction at rail-highway crossings. It is the Borough's asser=
tion that its ordinance takes,precedencé over the Public Utility
Code, 66 Pa. €,5, §101, et seq. |

The purpose of this memorandum is to present a legal
analysms of the validity of municipal ordlnances within the spec1flc
area‘of publie rail-highway cr0351ngs within the Commonwealth of

Pennsylvania.



ISSUES PRESENTED

1. Do municipal ordihances supercede the.power of the
. Commission to allocate costs for future maintenance |
of a public rail-highway crossing and its approaches?
Answér:, No. | k
Zs” Is evidence of a party's "ability to pay" relevant
in a Commission determination of allocation of the
costs of future maintenance?

Answer: No.
DISCUSSION

I. DO MUNICIPAL ORDINANCES SUPERCEDE THE POWER OF
THE COMMISSION TO ALLOCATE COSTS FOR FUTURE
MAINTENANCE OF A PUBLIC RAIL—HIGHWAY CROSSING
AND ITS APPROACHES?
fThe exclusion and comprehensive jurisdiction and power
'conferred upon the Public Utlllty Comm1551on under Section 2702 and
2704 (66 Pa. C.S. §§2702 and 2704) relatlve to all publie rall—hlgh~
Way facilities within the Commonwealth are well established. Penn-

~sylvaﬁiakRailroad Co. v. Pa. P,U.C., 136 Pa. SuperfCt., 1 A.24 86

61939)g Pittsburgh‘Railways Co. V. Pa. P.U.C., 198 Pa. Super. Ct.

415,k182‘A.2d‘80 (1962) ; Department of Transportation vQHPehn5ylVania

Public Utility Commission, 21 Pa. Commonwealth Ct. 407, 346 A.2d 371

(1975); Department,df Transportatibn'v, Pennsylvania Public1utility

 Commission, 21 Pa. Commonwealth Ct. 415, 346 A.2d 376 (1975).




SIn matters, the regulation of which has been placed
within the jurisdiction of the Commission, the jurisdiction of
the Commission is exclusive, and neither the COurts nor: munici-

- palities nor departments of state government may regulate in such

areas. Philadelphia Electric Co. v. Human Relations Commission,

5 Pa. Commonwealth Ct. 329, 290 A.2d 699 (1972).

| | The Comm1551on has exclu51ve jurisdiction over all rall—'
;road~h1ghway ¢rossings in the Commonwealth. 66 Pa. C.S. §2702.
That jurisdiction has been extended to the approaches‘of a crossing |

by case law. Department,bf,Transportati@n:v,‘Paa P‘U,c,, 64 Pa.

Commonwealth Ct. 299, 440 A.2d4 657 (1982) Sprlngettsbury v. Pa.

k‘P U C,, 5 Pa. Commonwealth Ct. 102, 289 A.248 762 (1972)
Additionally, the Commission has the exclusive authority
to assess the costs of any work ordered,performed uponythe parties
'"tc this proceeding in such proper proportions as the Commission may
‘ &e£éimines‘ 66 Pa.‘c.sg §2704(a),’ In apportioning costs in rail-
highway ctossing cases, the Commission is not limited to any fiXeﬁ
ruié but takes all relevant factors into consideration, the~only ;

requirement being that its order be just and reasonable. Depart-

- ment of Transportation v. Pa. P.U.C., 21 Pa. Commonwealth Ct. 407,

346 A.2d 371 (1975) . ~See.also Cdnso1idated]Rail Corpdratiqnvv.

Pa. P.U.C., 55 Pa. Commonwealth Ct. 576, 423 A.2d 1108 (1980).

As stated in Middletown Borough v. Pennsylvania Public

Utility Commission, 143 Superior Ct. 444, 17 A.2d 904 (1940) the

'~Public Utility Commission has jurisdiction to order abolition and
‘ partlal relocation of a grade cross;ng even if its final order

o aeprLVes the Borough of control of its streets.




The Borough ordinance if valid essentially supercedes

the Commission's power to allocate the cost of future maintenance

"of the sidewalks and curbs on the approaches to the bridge; Such

a result clearly contravenes the explicit language of the Public

: Utility Code and the precedent previously cited; In addition, if
the Commission eventually orders the Bor0ughs to maintain the durbs
' and sidewalks on their respective approaches (Trial Staff recommen-

dation) the Boroughs are powerless to pass that maintenance re-

sponsibility to the affected landowners. Again, such an attempt

would amount to a usurpation of Commission authority, i.e., final

failocaﬁion of costs.

II. IS EVIDENCE OF A PARTY'S "ABILITY TO PAY".
RELEVANT IN A COMMISSION DETERMINATION OF ,
ALLOCATION OF THE COSTS OF FUTURE MAINTENANCE?

Unlike the existence of federal funds, which,is a relevant

factor to consider, Department of Highways v. Pa. P.U.C., 179 Pa.

‘Superior Ct. 376,‘116,A.26 855 (1955}, financial ability to pay has

been held £o be not relevant or determinative of the issue of allo-

cation of costs. In Department of,Highways,v, Pa. P.U.C., 190 Pa.

Superior Ct. 1, 11, 151 A.2d 850, 854 (1959), the Superior Court

stated:

We fail to see, in the absence of some specific
provision authorizing such factor to be consid-
ered relevant or determinative, how the financial
ability to pay, in a litigation such as here in-
volved, would control or be determinative of the
isgué on alloeation:  Counsel for the Department
has cited no authority to us for this position;
and we have been unable to f£ind such authority.
Nor do we believe that the legislature contem-
‘plated that the Commission, in making allocation
of costs enter into complicated questions of
municipal taxation. :




wy

If ability to pay is a major factor to be considered by

- the Commission, the result would be the existence of many substand-

"ardf inadequate, unsafe and closed bridges remaining in place and
~d¢ntinuing to deteriorate throughout the Commonwealth, because the
paﬁtiés‘to any rail-highway c¢rossing case would invariably plead
 “inabi1ity to pay." The argument that a party does not have funds

‘avallable in its budget to pay costs assessed against it by the

Commission is misleading and 1mproper. The nature of cr0551ng cases 
ls Such that the parties cannot ant1c1pate the 1mmed1ate need for
funds for crossing repairs, reconstruction or abolition and there-
fdre would not have such funds available in a current budget. How-

ever, a party, especially a municipality, would have the ability to

obtain the necessary funds through bond issues, takation, etc. The

Commonwealth Court, as recently as December 1983, reCOgnized‘this

ability to obtain funds in Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, Department

of ‘I'ranSportat:Lon v. Pa. P.U.C., ____ Pa. Commonwealth Ct. L

469 A.2d 1149 (1983), by stating in footnote 12 of 1ts opinioen:

Beaver County further contends that the Commis-—
sion did not consider the ability of the parties
+to pay the subject costs. The County argueées that,
since the September 12, 1980 hearing on allocation
of costs, they have experlenced a deficit which
amounts to a change of circumstances. Because
the County has raised this issue for the first
time on appeal, this issue is wailved. (Cltatlon
omitted.) Moreover,; the subject governing bodies
~ have sufficient revenue-raising ability to offset
any deficit (emphasis added) .

TG inquire into present and future ability to pay would

therefore take the Commission into those complex matters of taxation

“which was not within the~contemplation of the~legislature; Staff

therefdre;submits that such evidence is not relevant in this pro-

ceeding and not determinative of the issue of cost allocation.

=7 -
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SUMMARY

The Commission's jurisdiction at rail~highway ¢rossings

‘W1th1n the Commonwealth is exclusive and‘supercedes any Borough

' oxdlnance which attempts to define malntenanCe obllgatlons within

: thOSe rall~h1ghway cr0551ngs.

Flnally, financial ablllty to pay has been held to be

not relevant or determlnatlve of the issue of allocatlon of c¢osts. '

Dated:

- April 30, 1985

‘Res_pectfully subm-itted,

Zz—ﬁ.// Gallag

, ant  Cour 1

Pennsylvanla Publlc UtllltY~
Commission T




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that I am this 30th day of April, 1985,

upon the persons listed below:

Herbért G. Zahn, Assistaht Counsel

Pa. Dept. of Transportation

521 Transportation & Safety Bldg.

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120

Harold Cohen, Esquire

National Raillroad Passenger Corp.
Suburban Station Bldg., Rm. 524
1617 John F. Kennedy Boulevard

"Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103

Edward H. Huss, Esquire

Southeastern Pennsylvania Trans-
portation Authority

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107

Williamyposner, Esquire
The Bell Telephone Co. of Pa.

‘One Parkway

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19102

130 South Ninth Street, Fifth Flr.

 serving by first class United States mail the foregoing document

T. H. Maher Cornell, Esqulre
Philadelphia Electrlc Company
Post Office Box 8699 ~
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19101

Francis P. Connors, Solicitor
Delaware County Courthouse
Media, Pennsylvania 19063

David E. Auerbach, Solicitor
Folcroft Borough

Legal Arts Building

Media, Pennsylvania 19063

‘Joseph A. Damico, Jr., Solicitor

Glenolden Borough
107 Chelsey Drive
Media, Pennsylvania - 19063

 TELS

sel

or the Pennsylvania Public

Utlllty‘Comm1551on




M. dJerry RlCh, Secretary

RHC/ebj

National Rallioad Passenger Corporation, 30th & Markets Stss, Philadelphia, PA. 18104

K
MA? 3 1985

‘Pennsylvanla Public Utlllty Commission R
0. B. 3265 MBYS 1985
Harrlsbhrg,,QAk‘l7120 S : ‘

Foleroft, Pa.
Pa. P.U. c. c~00020§5

: Dear Mr. Rs.ch~

At the hénxlng in the above referenced.matter on Thursday,

: April 4, 1985, Amtrak was given 30 days in which to submit a
cost estimate for the work required to its facilities to permlt
fccnstructlon of the new Primos Ave. bridge. ‘

We submit herew;th, Amtrak'ls Force Account Estimate in the

amount of $334,570. The estimate reflects the work required of '

railroad forces to facilitate the erection and removal of the

“temporary pedestrian bridge, removal of ‘the existing hz.ghway

bridge and erection of the new bridge.

We hereby certify that a copy of tha_s estlmate was sent to

- -all parties of veccrd in th:Ls matter by F:u:st Class, . S.
postage paa.d mail. : -

‘Ve‘ -y truly yours '

J. N. Michel, P.E.
- Senior Director
Engineering Design

Attacfnnerit* Force Account Estimate (3 pages)

-1 "parties of Record" (W/Attachment)

AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY EMPLOYER |

RECEIVED

S o , ~ SECRETARY'S OFFICE
: Re; 3 OH 7.75, Primos Ave. ‘ o - B Pﬂbﬁcuﬁﬁt}fﬁcmmissfgﬁ
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PARTIES OF RECORD

Carl Helmetag, Jr., General Counsel

Trustees of Penn Central Transportation Company
3100 Industrial Valley, Bank Bulldlng

1700 Market Street.

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103

Edward H. Huss, Staff Counsel

Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportat;on Authority
130 South Ninth Street, Fifth Floor

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19107

pavid E. Auerbach, Solicitor
Borough of Folcroft '
Legal aArts Bulldlng

 Media, Pennsylvania 19063

Joseph A. Damico; Jr.. Sollcltor
Borough of Glenolden

- Chamber of Commerce Bulldlng
Baltimore Pike
Media, Pennsylvanla 19063

‘Francis P. Connors, Solicitor
County of Delaware

107 West Third Street

Medza, PennSylvanla 19063

Daniel F. Donovan, EquLIe
Consolidated Rail Corporation
1138 Six Penn Center ,
Philadélphia, Pennsylvania 19103

 Herbert zZahn, Esquire

oOffice of the Chlef Counsel
~PennDOT

Transportatlon & Safety Building
Harrxsburg, Pennsy1Van1a 17120

E. S‘ Sacks, Esquire

Bell of Pennsylvania

One Parkway, 16th Floor
Phlladelphla, Pennsylvanla 19102

Ralph Cornell, Esqulre
Philadelphia Electric Company
2301 Market Street

‘Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 19103

Mark J. Kropllak, Esqulre
Philadelphia Suburban Water Company R - |
Morgan, Lewis, and Bockius ' ' . S
One Logan Square , ' ' '

,Phlladelphla, Pennsylvanla -191098



. OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ENGINEER

. , - FORCE ACCOUNT ESTIMATE

PAGE 1 OF 3

- PROJECT TITLE: Folcroft, Pennsylvania

o ~ OH. Bridge No. 7.75, Primos Avenue '

Bridge Reconstruction Over and Across Amtrak's Main Line
Delaware County LR 420, Section (2a

PA. P.U.C. ©-00020235

 NATIONAL RATLROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION

DATE: april 25, 1985 ‘(ﬂ‘ll'
P

BY:  Earl Watson III - o

S ITEM ESTIMATED ‘ ESTIMATED
NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT AMOUNT

1. CONSTRUCTION . . |
~Field Engineerxr ; 60 M/D . 18,000
Shop Drawing Review 12 , M/D - 3,600

2. - PROTECTION ’ ' R
Flagman - 220 - M/D 60,500
~Class *A' men. (2) . 200 - M/D 60,000

-~ Track Foreman " 80 M/D : 27,000
Signal Maintainer 30 M/D 9,000

~ B&B Inspector 15 M/D ; 4,500

- Pick-up Trucks (4) : 235 - Days 8,225

3. ELECTRIC TRACTION
a. Remove Attachments,
_ Reprofile /Catenaries Iox
1,2,3 .& 4 Tracks Between
 %=96, W-96A, W-96B & w-97
Asst. SuPEIViSQ‘r E.T.
‘Foreman ’
- Gang. Foreman
Linemen. {(5)
Wire Train :
Pick-up Trucks (2) 1

‘M/D 2,600
¥/D 2,600 1
¥/D 2,600
M/D 12,000 S
- Days 46,000 ’ L
Days 560 >

Ll
OO ®

DOCR ETED

MAYS 1985

i FOLDER |
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rbgs ACCOCNT ESTIMATE .
L Ry , PAGE 2 OF 3

~ PROJECT TITLE: Folcroft, Pennsylvania
‘ - ©OH. Bridge No. 7.75, Primos Avenue ;
Bridge Reconstruction Over and Across Amtrak's Main Line
Delaware County LR 420, Section 022
PA. P.U.C. C€-00020235

P} 4

ﬂﬁQIONAL,RAILROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ENGINEER

DATE: April 25, 1985

BY: "Earl Watson IIX

CITEM . ' ESTIMATED ESTIMATED
 NO. DESCRIPTION QUANTITY UNIT - AMOUNT

b. Boné & Ground Temp.
Pedestrian Bridge and
Temp. Protection Shields

Asst. Superviscr E.T. 5 M/D : 1,625
Foreman 5 M/D 1,625
Gang Foreran 5 M/D - 1,625
~ Linemen (5) o 25 M/D 7.500
Pick-up Trucks (2) 10 . Days . 350
- Line Truck 5 Days 425
¢. Bond & Ground Permanent
Protective Barrier & Fence
Asst. Supervisor E.T. 10 - M/D 3,250
Foreman 10 M/D 3,250
Gang Foreman \ 10 M/D : 3,250
Linemen (5) 50 -~ NM/D 15,000
Pick-up Trucks (2} ' 20 ; Days 700
Line Truck 10 Days . 850
d. Bond & Ground hater
" Line on New Bridge :
Asst. Superviscr E.T. 2 M/D §50
Foreman 2 }/D 650
« Gang Foreman .2 M/D - 650
~Linemen ({5) 10 M/D 3,000
Pick-up Trucks (2) 4 Days 140
Line Truck 2 V

Days ‘ 170




rc&z: ACCOUNT ESTIMATE . [
' PAGE 3 OF 3

PROJECT TITLE:

*

P 3

Folcroft, ‘pennsylvania :
OH. Bridge No. 7.75, Primos AVenue

Bridge Reconstruction Over and AcCross Amtrak's Main Llne

pelaware County LR 420, Section GZA
PA. P,Bac. £-00020235

E ‘nmmﬁm RATLROAD PASSENGER CORPORATION
 OFFICE OF THE CHIEF ENGINEER

. DATE: &pril 25, 1985

. BY: Earl Watson s

 ITEM |  ESTIMATED R . ESTIMATED
NO. . DESCRIPTION QUANTITY ~ UNIT - AMOUNT

e. Ground Structures

 W-96A, W=96B & W—95A

M/D - - 650

Asst. Supervisor E.T. 2 ‘ 3
Foreman 2 ®/D . 650
Gang Foreman ‘ 2 r/D : 850
 Linemen {(5) - 10 ‘ M/D 3,000
Pick-up Trucks (2) 4 . Days 140
Line Truck 2 Days , 170
ACCOUNTING iz M/D 3,000
‘SUB—WOTAL 304,155

CONTINGENCY (10%) 30,415

TOTAL B ‘234 570




SR pany)

762 Lancastes Avenue, Bryn Mawr, Pennsylvania. 19010 215/LA5-1400

RECEIVED

June 4, 1985

LAt

Jerry Rich, Secretary

. Pennsylvania Public Utility

- Commission ;
Harrisburg; Pennsylvania 17120

" Re: Borough of Foleroft v. Penn Central Transportation Company, et al.
. (Primos Avenue Bridge) Docket No. C-00020235 Co

' Dear Secretary Rich:

Please note that my address as counsel for Philadelphia Suburban Water ,
| - Company in the abOve~céptioned case has changed to the address listed abbve,
' By copy of this letter, I am advising all parties of this change.

Sincerely,

A

Mark J. Kropilak ‘ o
Assistant Corporate Counsel e

MJK/sss
c¢cs Honorable Herbert Smolen

Administrative Law Judge
ALL PARTIES OF RECORD

L




