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INTERNAL ADVICE 12, CASENO. . o
L3« ElﬁﬁTE {include short summary of facts, issue and recommendation)
- The staff recommended and the Commission issued an order directing
|l that the petition, filed September 23, 1976, by Pennsylvania Department =
|| of Transportation, seeking an extension of time to submit detailed plans -
Il for the reconstruction of the Primos Avenue crossing be granted; direc-
ting that the order of May 13, 1975 be modified to delete the requirement
of installing shields on the Primos Avenue bridge; divecting that National

*

1road Passenger Corporation perform a detailed inspection of the

¥ wE AW

Il Primos Avenue bridge, and maintain the entire substructure and super-
1 strncture=ﬁf'the‘?rimcs Avenue and Foleroft AvenUe'bridges,.exclvaiwe of
| the roadway wearing surface; directing Departient of Transportatisu o

SECONDED: Commissioner Johuson  Commissioner

JI- CONTENT OF MOTIOR: Staff recommendation adopted.

| 35. DISSENTING OPINION(S) BY:
- CONCURRING OPINION(S) BY:

| T5TOTION BY: Commissioner O'Bamnon Commissioner Acting Chm. Bloom ~ Yes
S ' : - Commissiener Chm. Carter - Absent |




MINVIE (CONTINUED)

L

n the bituminous wearing surface on -the Primos Avenue bridge;
i and directing Boroughs of Folcroft and Sharon Hill to maintain the
bituminous wearing surface on the Folcroft Avenue bridge. :
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October 20, 1977

€. 20235

Borough of Foleroft
Ve : ' S
Pann Central Transportation Company, Department of Transpertation
- of the Commonwealth of Pemnsylvania, County of Delaware, e
Southeastern Pennsylvenia Transportation Authority, Consolidated
Rail Corporation, and Nationsl Railroad Passenger Corporation

Dear Sir:

_Enclosed, herewith, is Order issued by the Commission on
October 6, 1977 on the sbove entitled proceeding, .

 Rindly acknowledge receipt and sexrvice on behalf thereof, using
for that purpose the enclosed form, : o :

Vexy truly yours,

Secratary

M
Encis,
Certified Mail
Receipt Requested
Bureau of Transportation
Law Bureau
“ALJ Office




PENNSYLVANIA
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSTON

Publlc Meeting held October 6, 1977
Harrisburg, PA 17120

Commissioners Present:

Robert K. Bloom, Acting Chairman
Helen B. O'Bannon
. -Michael Jshnson

Borough of Folcroft _ ‘ : Complaint Docket
‘ o Ve ; o ' N6. 20235
Penn Central Transportation Gompany, . P
Department of Transportation of the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, County
of Delaware, Southeastern Pennsylvania
Transportation Authority, Consolidated
Rail Corporation and National Railroad
- Passenger Corporation. :

Counsel of Record:

Herbert G Zahn¢ Esquire - for Pennsylvania Department of Transportation

Murray S. Eckell, Esquire - for Borough of Folecroft -

Matthew J. Green, J¥., Esquire - for Hational Railroad Passenger Corporatlon

Joel E. Mazor, Esquire - for Consolidated Rall Corporation

Judith B. Soken, Bsquire - for Southeastern Pennsylvania Transportation
Authority

Joseph A. Damico, Jr., Esquire - for Borough of Glenolden

Richard Tinucci, Esquire - for Borough of Sharon Hill

T. H. Maher Cornell, Esqulte - for Philadelphia Electric Company

| ORDER
BY THE COMMISSION:

On January 16; 1974 Borough of Folcroft filed a complaint, .
“docketed at C. 20235, alleglng that hazardous and inadequate conditions
exist at the crossings where Foleroft Avenue (a borough Street), partly
in the borough of Folcroft and partly in the borough of Sharon Hill and
 Primos Avenue (State Highway Route 420), partly in the borough of Folcrdftv
and partly in the borough of Glenolden, all in Delawate County, cross
“above the prade of the electrified tracks of Penn Central Transgportation
. Company (now ational Railroad Passenger Corporation); and requesting
thah vesvondent railroad company undertake immediate repairs to the
stractures, to determine and post load limits, and take steps necessary
to reanCﬁ the inadequate bridges with modern structy
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1974 (ratified December 16, 1974) directing Borough of Foleroft to post.

" excess of seven (7) toms. The ratifying order also directed the boroughs

7 ‘existing Primos Avenue crossing and the highway approaches thereto,
. February 25, 1975 hearing and that, during the preparation of said

~plans, Trustees of Penn Central Transportation Company cooperate with,
- Petmsylvania Department of Transportation. The order further dirveected

'brldge deck wearing surface,

Do

Foliowing hearlnv April 24, 1974 in this proceading, this

Commlssian issued an order on June 25, 1974, sustainlng the borough's
. complaint and determined that a new, modern structurk was necessary at

the Primos Avenue crossing and, as such, Pennsylvania Department of
Transportation was directed to prepare prelimlnary plansg and cost -

:'estimates for the reconstruction of said crossing and the approaches
thereto. The order further directed the department t¢ install and
‘maintain advance weight limit signs to divert truck trafflc from Primos

Avenue; directed Penn Central Transportation Company to make any necessary
repairs, including the bituminous wearing surface of the two bridges

. invelved in ‘this proceedlng, and to perform an in-depth 1nspectlon.of S ‘ "}; e
" the Folcroft Avenue bridge; directed boroughs of Foleroft and Glenolden ce
.to install speed limit signs on the approaches to the Primos Avenue -

bridge and to énforce the seven (7) ton posted weight limit on said

bridge; directed the boroughs of Foleroft and Sharon Hill to post speed

1imit signs on the approachés to the Foleroft Avenue bridge, and direeted
that the matter be set down for further hearlng : ;

Upon notiﬁicatlon from Penn Central Transportatﬁon Company L
that an analYSLS of the load-carrying capability of the Foleroft Avenue ' '_: ;

 bridge, performed in compliance with the June 25, 1974 order at C. 20235,

revealed the floor beams of said bridge to be insufficient in strength
to safely carry 4 vehicle weighing in excess of seven and vne half =~
(7 1/2) tons, this Commission issued a telegram-order on November 22,

said bridge and the approaches thereto for a maximum load limit of seven -
{7) tons, and further directing Department of Transportation to post and
maintain suitable alternate routes for vehicular traffic weighing in

of Foleroft and Sharon Hill to enfarce the weight 1imit postlng of the .
bridge. ‘ o

Followxﬁg farther hearlng held Febs ruary .25, 1975 in this,
proceeding, this Commission issued an order on May 13, 1975, directing,
inter alia, that Pemnsylvania Department of Transportation, within

fifteen (15) months from date of service of the order, to prepare and

submit to this Commission and to each party of record, detailed con=
struction and tight-of-way plans providing for the reconstrucLian of the ,

generally in accordance with its preliminary plans, admitted zt the

Trustees of Penn Central Transportation Company, on or before November 1, ‘

1975, to install npon-conductive shlelds on the existing Primos Avenue ’

bridge between the railroad company's catenary wires and the underside

of the bridge to drain’ any water leaking through the bridge deck away L
from the catenary wires; said action deemed necessary by this Commission = -
after testimony at the hearing revealed that icicles, formed by water = .
leaking through the bridge deck, came into contact with the catenary

wites, resulting in an explosive force that blew several holes in the o




R The line of railroad involved in this proceeding was transferred

by conveyance, effective April 1, 1976, from Penn Central Transportation
Company to Consolidated Rail Corporation under the Rail Reorganization
Act of 1973, as amended. Pursuant to Section 701(b) of the Railroad
Revitalization and Regulatory Reform Act of 1976,. Consolidated Rail
Corporation reconveyed, effective April 1, 1976, the involved line of
railroad to National Rallroad Passenger Corporation. :

This matter is presently before us upon petition, filed
©- September 23, 1976, by Pennsylvania Department of Transportation,
seeking modification of our order of May 13, 1975 at C. 20235, by
- granting the department an extension of time of two (2) years in which
+to prepare and submit the detailed construction and right-of-way plans
for the reconstruction of the Primos Avenue bridge and the highway
approaches thereto. ,

: In its petition, the department avers that, since its pre-
liminary plans contain numerous inaccuracies and since it has updated
its design standards and procedures, the department must resurvey the
entire project area and possibly make a line change and, as such, an
additional two (2) years will be required to complete the aforesaid work
and the required construction and right-of-way plans. .

Borough of Folcroft, in answer to the instant petition, filed
October 7, 1976, requests the petition be denied and that appropriate
action be taken against Department of Transportation for failure to
comply with this Commission's Order of May 13, 1975.

At Public Meeting held November 22, 1976, this Commission
directed that hearing be set on the instant petition and further directed
‘that Consolidated Rail Corporation and National Railroad Passenger
Corporation each be made a party respondent to this proceeding.

, kHearing on the instant petition was held in Media on May 10,
1977, with the following parties making appearances and submitting
testimony:’ ,

Howard A. Sellers - Civil Engineer - for Pennsylvania Department
of Transportation '

George Kilmartin - Borough Councilman - for Borough of Folcroft

Robert Horne - Chief of Police - for Borough of Folcroft

Louis Cheifetz -~ Structural Engineer - for National Railroad
Passenger Corporation ‘ o : -

Stafford C. Walker — Senior Civil Engineer - for Consolidated Rail
Corporation ; . ‘ : :

Edward J. Silver - Senior Engineer, Gas Division — for Philadelphia

~ Electric Company - , : E :

Robert K. Shimer < Assistant Director of Public Works - for County
of Delaware o '

, Borough of Sharon Hill, Borough of Glenolden, and Southeastern
Pennsylvania Transportation Authority were represented by Counsel at the
aforesaid hearing, each of which made a statement for the record. '




Trustees of Penn Central Transportation Company, The: Beil

* Telephone Company of Pennsylvanla, and Philadelphia Suburban Water ,
Company were notified of the time and place of the hearing, but did not
: make an appearance.

Mr. Sellers testified for Pennsylvania Department of Trans—
portation that the department requests an extension of time of two (2)
years in which to complete the construction and right~of—way'p1a1s for
the following reasons'

1. The prellminary plans for the project contain numerous -
inaccuracies, principally due to the changes in the department s
‘procedure in preparing highway and structure plans and to V
physical changes that have taken place at the project site
that have occurred since the preliminary plans for an improve-
ment of the subject location was prepared approximately ten
(10) years ago, :

2. The department is planning a small aligoment shift of the

: involved highway, as shown on the preliminary plans, in
anticipation of minimizing right-of-way damages and adverse
impact on the involved project area, with said realignment
requiring new surveys to incorporate, inte the plans,
additions of any new topographlcal features built witbin
the past ten (10) years.

3. The change in ownership of the involved line of railroad from
Penni Central Transportation Company to: National Railroad
Passenger Corporation has delayed the required new field
surveys, in that the department has been unable to receive
permission from National Railroad Passenger Corporation, due
to said ratlroad's protective liability insurance tequirements,
to enter railroad right=cf=way. :

4. In order to obtain State and Federal funding for the progect,
tlme—consumlng environmental impacts studies are requirad.

‘ Mr. SelletS‘furthet testified that the'department estimates it
will take approximately six (6) to eight (8) months to complete a pre-
limiviary right-of-way plan after the department recelves approval to enter
railroad right-of-way, and that the construction plans cannot be completed
until the department justifies the proposed highway alignment shift, which

justification, among other things. must be based on the. outcome of meetings. -

between the department and the public.

, In response to an interrogatory propounded by this Commission
to be answered by department at the hearlvg, Mr. Sellers testified that
the cost, incurred by the department in the preparation of the construction
plans ordered prepared by this Commission in its order of May 13, 1975,_
is unknown at this time. o
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; Mr. Sellers further testified that the department has the Funding
for the design of the improvement, part of which comes from the Federal
Government, but the department does not have the funds for the constriction
of the improvement.

: Mr. Sellers testified that, since the issuance of this Commission's
Order of May 13, 1975 at C. 20235, the department has performed routine high-
way maintenance on the approaches to the Primos Avenue erossing, along with
periodic patching of the bituminous wearing surface on the deck of the Primos
Avenue bridge. ' ' ~

Mr. Sellers also testified that the department has not performed
an ip-depth inspection of the Primos Aveiue bridge and, as such, it is
not in a position to determine whether the bridge should be posted for a
maximum weight limit less than the seven (7) tons for which it is presently
posted. The witness further testified that the department ‘does not
agree to make any such inspection, as it is of the opinion that the
party legally responsible for maintaining the bridge should be the party

required to make the inspection.

: Mr. Kilmartin testified for Borough of Folcroft that the
borough objects to granting Department of Transportation an éxtension of
time of two (2) years in which to complete the construction plans for an
Aimprovement at the Primos Avenue crossing. The witness further testified
that, in his opinion, during the past two (2) years; the bridge shows
signs of continuing deterioration, which is of concern to the borough of
Folcroft. ‘

o Borough of Folcroft Exhibits No. 13A through 13P, consists of
sixteen (16) photographs, taken on April 18, 1977, showing the existing
~conditions of various components of the Primos Avenue bridge and the
electrical wiring systems attached to the bridge. Mr. Kilmartin expressed
particular concern over the continued deterioration of the bridge deck
wearing surface, the condition of the insulators of the railroad company's
catenary system, the condition of electrical wiring attached to the
bridge, the separation of the bridge deck from the pedestrian walkway,

and the condition of the corrugated steel panels adjacent to the pedestrian
walkway on the outside of the bridge. '

Mr. Kilmartin testified that, since the issuance of this
Commission's Order of May 13, 1975 at G. 20235, the borough Has repaired
the bituminous wearing surface on the deck of the Primos Avenue and
Folcroft Avenue bridges, in order that it would be passible to keep the
bridges open to vehicular traffic. The witness further testified that
the wearing surface is a continuous problem due to the movement of the
timber deck and the passage of motor vehicles, which causes the wearing
surface to break up. S

~Chief Horne testified for Borough of Folcroft that the borough,
to the best of its ability with its police foree, has enforced the
posted weight and speed limits on the Primos Avenue and Foleroft Avenue
~bridges, by making arrests and prosecuting violators.
Chief Horne further testified that, during the past two (2) years,

he is unaware if there have been any children injured or any property damages
as a result of the condition of the Primos Avenue bridge. '
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Chief Horne also testified that Southeastern Pennsylvania
Transportation Authority buses no longer use the Prlmos Avenue bridge
dnd the borough has notified school bus operatprs not ‘to use the brldge.

- Qounsel for Boroughs of Glenolden and Sharon Hill, in a state-

ment for the record, supported the testimony of Borough of Foleroft and
 request that, if any delay is given ‘to the reconstruction of the Primos

Avenue brldge, an immediate engineering survey be ordered by this

Commission to determine the safety of the bridge to the traveling public,

and i{f the results of the engineer's study show the bridge to be unsafe,

v the brldge should be closed.

Mz, Ch31fetz testified for Natlonal Railroad Passenger CorporAr‘

tion (Amtrak) that the involved line of railroad is owned and operated

by National Railroad Passenger Corporation as its Northeast Qorridors
The witness also testified that there are approximately twenty-four (24)
freight train movements and one hundred fifty-two (152) passenger train
movements, operating at a maximum authorized speed of fifty (50) and
ninety (90) miles an hour; respectively, daily operate over the four
elettrlfied tracks at the subject location, ’

Mr‘ Chiefetz also testified that Amtrak realizes that two
years may be required for Department of Transportation to complete the
construction plans for an improvement at Primos Avenue and that, since
the delays in said improvement have been caused by the department,
Amtrak recommends that the department be made responsible for the
maintenance of the exlstlng bridge until such time as a neW‘bridge is

, canstructed

Mr. Chlefetz further testified that Amtrak has never performed

any maintenance on the Primos Avenue and Folcroft Avenue bridges, it has =
- not made any inspection of the two bridges to determine if the existing

weight limitation postings are correct, and it does not valunteer to
make in-depth inspections of either bridge, as it is Amtrak's position

‘that it has no obligations or responsibilities with respect to overhead

brldges. Under cross—examination, the witness testified that Amtrak is

- responsible for the maintenance of the track, ‘the right-of—Way and the :

ovelhead wires at the subject locatlons;

Mr. Chiefetz testified that Amtrak is aware that‘sometimé in .

‘the past an icicle hanging beneath the Primos Avenue bridge contacted

the pantograph of a passing train which short-circuited the catenary
power into the bridge which caused minor damage to the brldge deck from
the surge of the current; however, Amtrak is of the oplnion that, based =

~on the long history of electrlflcatlon in the subject area and the

infrequency of such occurrences, that the installation of ‘shields
uviiderneath the bridge, as ordered to be performed by Penn Central
Transportatlon Company by the Commission's order issued May 13, 1975 at

. 20235, is unnecessary and that the original occurrence may have been
a freak happening. The witness further testified that, in eveant this

- Commisgion detarmines that such shields must be installed, Amtrak will'

not agree to install same; however, it will agree to provide the neaessary
protectlon for ‘the installatipn work at the cost of others. :

AL )
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Under cross-examination, Mr. Chiefetz testified that Amtrak

has not permitted Department of Transportation personnel to enter the

railroad company's right-of-way to permit the department to perform

- surveys, take test borings, etc., apparently since the parties have not

concluded the necessary insurance agreement.

Mr. Walker testified for Consolidated Rail Corporatlon (Conrail)
that Conrail has no objection to granting the department’'s instant
petition.

; M. Walker also testified that Conrail's function at the
involved location is the operation of the freight trains operating

beneath the structures, and, under a purchase of service contract with

SEPTA, it operates the commuter trains at said locations.

Mr. Walker further testified that Conrail has never performed
any maintenance on the two bridges involved in this proceeding, it has
made no inspections of the bridge, and, as such, it has no opinion as to
whether the bridges should be posted for less than seven (7) tons.
The witness also testified that since Conrail has no present responsibility
towards the bridgcs, it does not agree to make any 1n—depth inspections
of same.

In a statement for the record, Counsel for Southeastern Penn=

sylvania Transportation Authority (SEPTA) stated that the only changes

in fact from SEPTA's previous testimony in this proceeding is that the

‘eontract for purchase of commuter rail service is now with Conrail

rather than Penn Central Transportation Company, and that the most
recent purchase of service contract with Conrail is dated March 27
1977.

Mr. Silver testified that Philadelphia Electric Company has no
objection to granting the instant petition of the department. Mr. Silvers
also testified that the electric company will make an on=site inspection
of its electrical facilities at the Primos Avenue crossing to determine
if same are in need of repair and adversely affect the safety of the
publlc, ,

Mr. Shimer testified for Delaware County that the county
objects to granting the department an extension of time of two (2) years
in which to compléte the constructlon plans for an improvemenit at the -
Primos Avenue crossing.

Mr. Shimer also testified that the county does not maintain

the two bridges involved in this proceeding, and it has no knowledge as
to any weight restrictions that should be placed on same.

: By letter dated May 6, 1977, and made a part of the record,
Philadelphia Suburban Water Company notified this Commission and all
parties of record that it has no obJectxon to granting the 1nstant
petition of the department. '

Upon being notified on July 27, 1977 by Borough of Folcroft

that the Primos Avenue bridge was in a seriously hazardous condition due
to the existence of large pot~holes in the bridge deck's bituminous

S A




. wearing surface, this Commission lssued a certlfled letter order on

August 2, 1977, (ratified August 30, 1977) directing, inter alia, the
horough of Foleroft to close said bridge by erecting barricades at each

end of the bridge; directing Department of Traanortatlcn to immediately .

repair the bridge deck bituminous wearing surface, to post the bridge
and the highw&y approaches thereto with signs restricting the use of the
bridge to passenper automobiles only, and to establish, mark and main-
tain suitable detours for other vehicles; directing that, upon completion
of the required work by the department, the bridge be opened to passenger
~ nutomobiles; and directing Boroughs of Folcroft and Glenolden to enfcrce :
the pﬁqted restriction. ‘ L , '

Upon full consideration of the matters and th1ngs 1nvalved e -

find and determine that the instant petltion of Department of TranSw >
portation secking an extension until September 30,1978 in which ro
prepare and submit the detailed construction and rlght«of~way plans for

“the reronstrurtlon of the Primos Avenue bridge and the highway approaches.

‘thereto, should be granted, and we shall so order, although we are not

“convinced that the department has made a determxned effort to expedite
this much-needed project. :

: We Eurther find and determine that the record is not sufficient
. to determine the safe load-carrying capacity of the Primos Avenue bridge
- and, as such, since the four electrified tracks of National Railroad
Passenger Corporation at the subject location carry a high volume of
rait passenger traffic at high speeds, and since the involved line of
railroad was conveyed to Amtrak via Conrail on or about April 1, 1976,
we shall order Amtrak to make a detailed inspection of the brldgo and
furnish this Commission and all parties of record with a copy of the
inspection report, said report to contain recommendatfons regarding the -
weight restrictions that should be placed on the bridge, and any repalrs-
Cnecessary. to md;ﬁtain said reer1ctlon9. :

We also find and detormxne that, for the afore3a1d>readons,,
Amtrdk should maintain the entire existing Primos Avenue and Folcroft
Avenue bridges, exclusive of the bridge deck bituminous wearing surface;
that, since Primos Avenue, in the vicinity of the crossing, is a State
highway, Department of Transportation should maintain the bituminous
wearing surface on the subject bridge thereon, and that, since Foleroft:
Avenue is a borough street, located partly in the borough of Foleroft
and partly in the borough of Sharon Hill, said parties should share '
equally in the maintanance of the bituminous wearing surface on the
subject brldge deck, and we shall 80 Qrder.

; We further flnd and determine that the order of May 13, 1975
at C. 20235 should be modified to delete the requirement that non-
conductive shields be installed between the catenary wires and the
underside of the Primos Avenue bridge, since the record shows that the
need for said shields was the rcsult of a freak occurrence, and we shall
S g0 orders THEREFORE :

I 18 ORDERED‘

Ai That the prayer of petition of Department of Transpartatlon ,:«,'

;,of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvanla, filed September 23, 1976, seeking
modification of our order iqsued May 13 1975 at C. 20235 be and is
hereby granted. ’
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B.  That numbered Paragraphs 1 and 2 of our order issued May 13,
1975 at €. 20235, which read as follows, to wit:

"1. That Department of Transportation of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, within fifteen months from date of service

of this order, prepare and submit to this Commission and to
each party of record, detailed construction plans providing
Eor the reconstruction of the existing crossing where Primos
Avenue (State Highway Route 420) crosses, above grade, the
tracks of Penn Central Transportation Company, generally ia
accordance with either the department's Exhibit No. 2 or its

- Exhibit No.. 3, qdmltted at the hearing in this proceedlng held
April 24, 1974

2.  That Départment of Transportation, within fifteen
months from date of service of this order, prepare and submit
to this Commission and to each party of record, right-of-way
plans and detailed construction plans, provid1ng for the con=
struction of the highway approaches to said Primos Avenue

~¢rossing, iabove grade, generally in accordance with the
department's Exhibits Nos. 1, 4, and 5, admitted at the

‘hearing in this proceeding held April 24, 1974 and/or
February 25, 1975".

be and are hereby modified, respectively, to read as follows:

1. That Department of Transportation of the Comménwealth

of Pennsylvania, o or before September 30, 1978, prepare

and submit to this Commission and to each party of record,
detailed construction plans providing for the reconstruction v
of the existing crossing where Primos Avenue (Statﬂ Highway
Route 420) crosses, above grade, the tracks of National

© Railroad Passenger Corporation, generally in accordance

“with either the department's Exhibit No. 2 oxr its Exhibit

No. 3, admitted at the hearing in this proceeding held

April 24, 1974. \

‘2. That Department of Transportation, on or before
September 30, 1978, prepare and submit to this Com=
mission and to each party of record, right-of-way

plans and detailed construction plans, providing for the
conskruction of the highway approaches to said Primos
Avenue c¢rossing, above grade, generally in accordance
with the department's Exhibits Nos. 1, 4 and 5, :
admitted at the hearing in this proceedlng held April 24
1974 and/or February 25, 1975.

c. That numbered Paragraph 4 of our order issued Mdy i3, 1975
at C. 20235 which reads as follows, to wit: ,

"4.  That Trustees of Penn Central Transportation Company,

~ on or before November 1, 1975, install non-conductive shields
on said existing Primos Avenue Bridge, between its catenary

-9 -




wires and the underside of the bridge to drain any . water leaking
~through the bridge deck away from the catenary wires, to the :
sutisfaction of this Commission, and on or before said date,
; ropoﬁt to thiq Commission the exact date of completion of the
Cowork™ s ,

be and is hereby deleted in dits entirety.

D. That National Rdllrﬂdd Passengcr Carporatlon, at its inltlal

cost aud expense, within forty-five (45) days from date of service of this
order, perform a detailed inspection of the Primos Avenue bridge and submit
@ copy of the inspection report to this Commission and to the parties of

record; said report to contain recommendations regarding the weight

restrictions that should be placed on rhe bridge and dny ‘repairs mecessary

to malntain sald restrict1ons

E.  That National Railread Passenger Corporation, at its
Lnitidl cost and expense, maintain the entire substructure and super=
structure of the oxisting Primos Avenue and Folceroft Avenue bridges,
oxclusive of the bituminous wearing surface on the bridge decks, to such

an extent that said bridges can safely carry vehicles not exceeding the

posted restrictions, and pedestrians, uatil such time as- thls Cemmission~"
makcs its final disposition of this proceeding.

F.  That Mational Railroad Passenger Corpofation maintain its

railroad facilities at the two crossings involved in ‘this proceeding, ag

necessary to insure the safety of the trave11ng publlc utlliz;ng the
(roqsxnge.

G.  That each non-carrier public utility maintain its respec-
tive facilities at the two crossings involved in this proceeding as

; necessary to insure the safety of the travellng public utillzing ‘the
COrOSsings. : ,

H. That Department of Transportation, at its initial cost

and expense, maintain the bituminous wearing surface of the Primos

Avenue bridge deck; until such time as this CommlsSLOn makes its final
disposition of this proceeding.

‘ L. 1hat Borough of Fo1croft and Borough of Sharon Hill, at
their initial cost and expense, shared equally, maintain the hitumincus
wearing surface on the Foleroft Avenue bridge deck, untii such time as
this Commission makes its final disposition of this proceeding.

J« . That in. all reSpects not lnconqistent herethh our prlor

orders in this proceading vemain in full force and effect,

BY THE COMMISSION,,

@»ﬂi%ﬂa
e . : “Jo McElwee :
(SEALY o e Sacrgtary

ORDER ADOPTED: October 6, 1977

ORDER ENTERED: GCT z 0 1g77
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