PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Complaint Docket No. 18616

PENNSYLVANTA 'PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

PENN CENTRAL COMPANY, THE "BALTIMORE AND OHIO RAILROAD
~ COMPANY, CITY OF PITTSBURGH, COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY, andws

DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF PENI SYRVANIA < 1)
. EEDBNEURNE 1 S0 SR S
ORDER : g = J&‘”‘?‘i?‘i
BY THE comzssxom JANUARY 18, 1971: TR ”/

‘ By its order 1ssued December 23, 1968 this Commlssiéﬁ
 1nst1tuted an 1nvestlgat10n on its own mctlon, under the provisions
'of the Publlc Utility Law, into the use and safety of the existing
'structure carrying State Highway Route 02260 (Thirty~First Street) |
over the Alléghény‘RiVer and sbove the grade of thé tracks of Penn Céntral
Company (ncw‘Penn‘Céntral Transportation Company) and The Baltimore and
. thc‘RailrcadfCompany in the city'of Pittsburghy Allegheny County, and for
thé'purpQSe cf'&etermining,'inter alia, whether the,prevention of accidents
_and the promotion of the safety of the public requires changes in the type,
ldcation; ﬁse or construction of the crossing. | o

’ | 'Subsequent to our’or&er Department of Highways (now Pennsyl-
,,vaniaybepartment of Transportation) made & detailed inépeétion'af‘the
'structufeg'and'a public hearing was held on September 1, 107Oo~

- State Highway Route 02260 begins at the intersection of

Thlrty-flrst Street and Penn Avenus, and ends at the 1ntersectlon of
Thirty-first Street and East Chio Street, all in the city of Plttsburgh5
| kllegheﬁ?'ﬁoﬁnty;j At a location within the city, the highway crosses
 above the grade of the tracks of The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company
aﬁd Penn Central Transportation Gompany, and over the Allegheny River.,

’ Accordlng to the record the existing bridge is a2 28 span
structure approxxmaﬁely 2,625 feet in length, consmstmng of plate girder
;,apprpach spans and three arch spans over the Allegheny River, providing a

‘voadway width of 28 feet between curbs, and sidewalks seven feet in width
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An engineer witness for Department of Transportatlon testified

~:1rat thé hearlng held September 1, 1970, among vbher thzngs, that the sub=

structuré of the bridge is in falr condition, but that the superstructure
is in poor condition. The witness testified further that a detailed

ingpection an&‘anélysis had been prepared of thefstructure, and that the

. revort made specifie recommendations for 1ts rehabllltation, Based upor

1ts report, which was admitted at the hearing as PennDot Exhibit Noo‘l,

the department propoges that s debtail plan be prepared for complete rehablllu,

‘tation of the str&cture together wmuh an estlmate of the construction cost,

and thé»éepartment is willing to prepare such a plan. The bridge rehablli-

' 'uatzanﬁ as prcpasea by the department, would permit removal of the present

five ton maximum load restriction and allow the structure to carry legal
hzghway traffic.

Penn Central Transportat«on Company s w1tness testified that

~ the company did not object to testimony presented by Department of

Trénspartatmcn, and that the condition of the bridge superstructure over
the-railroad com?an&’s tracks was not critical at the present time,'-The
company will require pretectlon of flagmen and 1nspectors durmng the time
any work is performed over its tracks. ;

‘ A witness for The Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Gompany testified

that the company did not object to any testimony presented 1n regard to the

zbri&ge and agrees that the bridge should be repalred to a sound condition.
* $hé railroad company does not agree to perform any'pértion of the work

~or to assume any portion of the cost of any repairs or future maintenance.

Counsel for City of Pittsburgh requested thaﬁ the city'ls

‘testimonyi relating to its responsibility, be deferred until such time as

furﬁher’hearlng is conducted to recelve testimony relative to a proposal

‘for repazrs or rehabilitation.

County‘cf ﬁliegheny’s rebresentatlve stated for the recard
that the county would appear at any future hearlng held in this proceeding.

R
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L, That upon completion of the detailed construction plans

snd estimates of cost, this proceeding be scheduled for further hearing

at a time and place to be set by'the Commission for the purpose of taking
,‘ téstimbny{upon the adoption of said plan, the allocation of~the costs and
expenses ineident to the construction and future maintenance thereof; and

any other matters relevant to this proceeding.

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY CGMMISSION

jﬁzcﬂﬁﬂwe jﬁfﬁffzmﬁﬁﬁdw?

Chalrman

ATTEST:

Secretary
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In re:

1. .

2.

3.

5.

BEFOQRE

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

PENNSYLVANTA PUBLIC UTTLITY COMMISSION

- Deparitment of Transportation of the Commonwealth of
- Pennisylvania, Jacob G. Kassab, Secrstary of Trang-

portatlon, Harrls'burg, Pennsylvania 17120,

The name and address of Counsel for the petitioner is
Robert W. Cunliffe, Deputy Attorney General, Department
of Transportation, Capitol Associates Bu:n.ldlng, 7th and
Forster Streets, Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 1’7120

 That your Honorahle Comnn.ssion in Gomplalnt Docket No.

18616 issued an order dated January 18, 1971, providing

~inter alia, for preparation of a constructlon plan and

estimate of cost for the rehabilitation of the rail-

- highway crossing structure involved in this proceeding.

That P‘aragra‘ph 2 of said order reads fas"followss “

"That Department of Transportatlon, on or

before December 31, 1971, prepare and submit

to the parties of record and to this Commission,
complete construction plans showing details for ‘

the rehabilitation and reconstruction of the
substructure and superstructure of the existing
bridge, and the approaches thereto, as directed .

in numbered Paragraph 1 of this order, together

with a detailed estimate of the cost of such work." -

That on January 28, 1971, the Department has prepared

an englneemng proposal for the purpose of acquiring an
-engineering consultant to prepare the rehabilitation plans
as ordered by the Commission in the above referenced order.
At that time funds were not available to execute such an
engineering contract. :

: v : COMPLAINT
PENN CENTRAL COME’ANI, THE BATTIMORE AND OHIO :
RATTROAD COMPANY, CITY OF PITTSBURGH, COUNTY OF : DOCKET NO.
ALLEGHENY, AND DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS OF THE CQMMON- : o
WEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA : 18616

1968

e

0 THE PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COI«MISSION .;, = o

' &2 ,

THE PETTTION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATTAN > FO=S
FOR MODIFICATION OF ORDER, SAID PETITION i =

RESPECTFULLY REPRESENTS. R

That the name and address of your petitioner is the O




; 7« ~  That if the budget, so amended, is passed within the next

mo&ify Paragraph 2 of the order dated January 18, 1971, to read:

T al’ld it m.ll ever pray, e"ch . & . . L) L] ck . L L S A LA S S > & & L LB
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6. ~ That, at the present time, the financial situtation has not
changed and funds are still not available to execute such a
contract. The Department is ti1l endeavoring to do so.

- Funds for preparation of a rehabiliation plan have been
included in the proposed 197172 Capital Budget by a recent
amendment. : :

few months, funds will become available and the Department
will require a minimun of ten (10) additionsl months to complete
the plans, as ordered. ' :

WHEREFORE, your petitioner prays your Honorsble Commission to

"That the Department of Transportation, on or

before October 31, 1972, prepare and sutmit to

the parties of record and to this Commission,
complete construction plans showing details for the
rehabilitation and reconstruction of the substructure
and superstructure of the existing bridge, and the
approaches thereto, as directed in numbered Paragraph
1 of this order, together with a detailed estimate of
the cost of such work." ,

J ’ " ) ey By {j‘
Q/Zu"\j,k. S. Al
‘ (EORGE S. PULAKOS
DEPUTY SECRETARY FOR ADMINISTRATTON
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Signed and dated this £ 2

Day of_ S D p 0 ¢ mbecaon
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANTA

LR T S

COUNTY: OF DAUPHIN

. Before me; the undérsigriedr personally 'z‘appeared - George S.

’,'Pulakos, Deputy Secretary for Admmstratlon of the Dapartmen’e of
'Transportatlon of {:he Gommonwealth of Pennsylvama 3 who, belng duly sworn
g ‘according +o law, deposes and says that the foreg01ng i‘ac‘bs are true and =

, com:ect, to ‘the 'bes’o of hlS knowledge and. bellef

4%% S. //44

GEORGE . PULAKOS . g
DEPUTY SECRETARY FOR ADMINISTRATION
' DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION :

. Sworn and subseribed before me

this 22 day OMW:L ;

. HNOTARY PUBLIC
" MY COMMISSION EXPIRES 10-16-72
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B E FORE

PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

I rer 'PENNSYLVANTA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

}
S, : : :
PENN CENTRAL COMPANY, THE BALTIMORE AND OHIO RATIROAD g " COMPLATNT
‘COMPANY, GITY OF PITTSBURGH, COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY and ) SO
DEPAR@&ENT OF HIGHWAYS OF THE COMMONWEALTH OF P.'ENNSYLVANIA )
g % DOCKET NO.
oS e ,') 18616
PETITION FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME ) 19 068
State of Pennsylvania ;
‘ : ) 8S
County of Dauphin )
On this_ 30th day of _December  ~ , A.D., 19 71 , before me, the Subscrlber,

a Notary Public in and for said county and state, personally appeared Kenneth V. Walker, who

being duly sworn and according to law, deposes and says,that he is over twenty-one years of

‘age; that he is the Chief Utility Engineer for the Department of Transportamon, that on
~30th day of December 1971 , he served by mail on R

‘John (Clements, Esqulre, 925 Penn Gen‘bral Sta“h:.on, Pittsburgh, Pa. 15219

~ Jobn R. Valaw, Esquire, City-County Bldg., Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

Gary F. Sharlock, Esquire, 1022 Fi'ick Bldg. 5 Plttsburgh, Pennsylvama 15219

R T T

: Maum.ce Lomk Sol:.crbor, Ceun‘cy of Allegheny, 401 County Offlce Bldg., Plti;sburgh, Pa, 15219
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| ,Bémg the m& duals or publlc umhty company or cempames affec‘bed, a copy of the. petrblon
~in the above mat‘ber, jahat at the time of mailing said petition the Department of Transportation
“paid the full lega } gos&age thereon; that there is regular mail communication be’oween Harricburg
and the “post of e @‘f ﬁ"tg above addrescses. . ;

v“ ‘i‘*/; k .
/f B v e foee e }{enneth W‘ Walker :
~ Suors and s“btvm%?éd before me

‘hlns 3@ ﬁa;sr bf* D,g e méé ¥ 19 7/

: kal‘:ﬁn hu 1t U t1 {lih
e , HOPANY . FUSLIC
Y m}?“%"if‘ 5‘?1{3 1 PPIRES 101672
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Harch 22, 1972

: ﬁa. 18615
siie Utility Comuigsion |

Penusylvania F

, | B Lol o |
Penn Central Companys The ﬁﬁl%imﬁﬁﬁ end Ghio Hallroad Coumpany,

- Gity of Pittsburgh, Gounty of Allegheny; and Depardment of
litgbways of the ﬁ@é&%ﬂﬁaﬁiﬁﬁ of ?&maﬁ%&nﬁa |

Be #u gﬁﬁﬁ@?y . P.E.

 Deputy Chiefl Highway Enginesr
Departoent of Transportation
1200 Trassportation & Safety Bullding
Harrisburg, Pennsylvanic 17120 -

‘ ﬁwﬁ}? E’gf’c Hueger: - : :
| in sxecutive session held Haveh 20, 1972 the

Compisaion acted to grant vhe petition of the Peansyls
vanis Department of Transportation for modification of

S %ﬁﬁ‘:@aﬂzﬁﬁsi&n*& order issued January 18, 1971 in the
- above entitled proceeding 8o a8 to extend the time '

frow Deceuber 31, 1971 to Detober 31, 1972 within @i'?iig-#;%‘ i
t0 complete the preparation of deteil plang for rehabili-

il tation of the bridge structure and its bighway approaches.

Yery truly yqurs,(j{]
oo

for Will Ketner |
- Becretary

John Clements, Esquirs John R. Valaw, Esquire.
925 Penn Central Station City-County Building

Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219 Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

~ Gary F. Sharlock, Esquire Maurice Louik, Solicitor
1022 Frick Building ... County of Allegheny
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219 401 County Office Building
e e ~ Pittsburgh, Pennsylvania 15219

~ Bureau of Tramsportation
- AMH:ige |
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In re:

2¢ -

5.

BEEFEOR E z

PENNSYLVANTA PUBLIO UTILITI comusé%irﬂﬁ 19 PH 1130
g,.mr*{vj”‘fi ""'?i":l

?i}giﬁ {i HRE zt 3

PENNSYLVANTA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION ' oS0 |
COMPLAINT

&4
. Ve :
 PENN CENTRAL COMPANY, THE BALTTMORE AND OHIO : ,
RATTROAD COMPANY, CITY OF PITTSBURGH, COUNTY OF ‘¢ DOCKET NO.
ALLEGHENY and DEPARTMENT OF HIGHWAYS OF THE v
- COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 2 18616

1968

T0 THE PENNSYLVANTA PUBLIC UTILITY GOMMISSION

THE PETTTION OF THE DELPARTMENT oF TRANSPORTATION
FOR MODIFICATION OF ORDER, SAID PETITION

: BESPEGTFULIX REPRESENTS:

That the name and address of your petitioner is the
Department of Transportation of the Commonwealth of
Permsylvania, Jacob G. Kassab, Secretary of Trans-.
porfha‘clon, Harrisburg, Pennsylvanla 17120,

The name and address of Counsel for the petltloner is
Robert W. Cunliffe, Deputy A ttorney GCeneral, Department
of Transportation; Capitol Associates Bulldmg, 7th and
Forster Streets, Harrisburg, Penncylvam.a 1’7120. ‘

That your Honorable Commission in Complaint Docket No.

18616 issued an order dated January 18, 1971, providing =
inter alia, for preparation of a constmctlon plan and
estimate of cost for the rehabilitation of the rail-
highway crossing structure involved in this proceeding.

~ That Paragraph 2 of said order reads as follows:

- "That Department of Transportation, on or -
before December 31,1971, prepare and suhm:.t
to ‘the parties of record and to this Commission,
complete construction plans showing details for

- ‘the rehabllrba’c.lon and reconstruction of the
substructure and superstructure of the existing
bridge, and the approaches thereto; as directed

" in numbered Paragraph 1 of this order, together
m.th a detailed es’c.lmate of the cost of such work. v

- That on December 30, 1971, the })epartment filed a petition
- for modification of Paragraph 2 of the Commission's order
dated January 18, 1971, so as to extend the time an additional
ten- (10) months for reasons as stated therein., The Com=
mission acted om March 20, 1972, to grant the petition and
modified Paragraph 2 of 'bhe omg:mal order dated J anuary‘ 18
: 19’71 to read as follows: ;
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"That the Department of Transportation, on or
before October 31, 1972, prepare and submit to

the parties of record and to this Commission,
complete construction plans showing details for

the rehabilitation and reconstruction of the sub-
structure and superstructure of the existing bridge,
and the approaches thereto, as directed in numbered
Paragraph 1 of this order, together with 4 detaa.led
estimate of the cosh of such work."

6. ,Tha“b on January 28, 1971, the Department has prepared an

englneerlng proposal for the purpose of acquiring an -

. engineering consultant to prepare the rehabilitation plans
as ordered by the Commission in ‘the above referenced order,
At that time funds were not available to execute such an
engineering contract. Prior to that time a request was made
to amend the 1971~72 Capital Budget so as to include the
subject project with financing for design for complete
rehabilitation of the structure. The budget was passed by the
Legislature and the Governor and betame law on January 26, 1972.
The Department: retained a consulbant to prepare the plans on
May 24, 1972. The consultant agreement stipulated that the
plans be completed within s periocd of four %4) months. The
original consultant agreement was to prepare the rehabilitation
plans for an HS20-44 loading. The maximum legal load in
Pennsylvanla is no longer equivalent to Hs20-44 nor are the
current maximum legal loads comparable to those given in the
AASHO Manual. The maximim legal load in Pennsylvania is now
represented by a 36~ton, four axle, tri-drive truck with an
18-foot wheel base. The leg:.slatmon permitting this occured
in 1970 without prior knowledge of the Department. Therefore,
it is necessary to up~date previous rating compu’ca‘tlons to o
provide for this 1970 maximum loading. Since this is beyond the
~scope of the original consultant agreement, in this :Lnstance, it
is hecessary to provide for a supplemental agreement which is
now in the process of being formulated. In view of the above,
the Department estimates that an additional four (4) monmths
will be necessary to complete the plans as ordered by the Commission.

W{EREFORE, your pebitioner prayq your Honorable Commission to
again modify Paragraph 2 of the order dated January 18, 1971, to read:

#That the Department of Transportation, on or

before February 28, 1973, prepare and submit to

the parties of record and to this Commission, #
 complete construction plans showing details for

the rehabilitation and reconstruction of the

substructure and superstructure of the existing

bridge, and the approaches thereto, as directed

in numbered Paragraph 1 of this order, together
Cwith a detalled estimate of the cost of such work."

andi'b‘willevel‘pray', e'bC- @ 04 & 6k &8 8 6 8 § 8 B8 4. & & o .8 & & € ® % @

,4&»

ey 5.1

ZGEORGE S. PULAKOS

DEPUTY SECRETARY FOR ADMINISTRATION

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
Signed and dated this / %té

Day of__ @Z&f&éﬁw 1972
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| COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
| ss

LT 1 RN Y

COUNTY OF DAUPHIN

Be‘fore mé, the under’signed, personélly appea'red,' George S. Pulakbs,
Depu:&y Secretary for Admmlstrat:.on of the Department of Transportatlon of
‘bhe Oonnnonweal'hh of Pennsylvmla, who 3 bemg duly sworn accord:l.ng to 1aw,

r S A e ' deposes and says that the foregomg. facts are'true- and chrrect, %o the

i best of his knowledge and belief.

" URORGE S. PULAKOS
DEPUTY SECRETARY FOR ADMINISTRATION
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Sworn and subscribed before me

this /T day of Cediber 1972

; u \}&\s /{, ﬂ chd c%*;-’&éfcz’/ffﬁ*’} g
' *"X: JOSEPH H. DUNNIGAN b

- NOTARY PUBLIC
MY.“ COI"MISSION EXLPIRES 5-17-76

i
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In re: PENNSYLVANIMPUBIIG‘ UTTLITY: COMMSSIOI\I % e 3
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PENN CENTRAL COMPANY, THE BALTIMORE AND OHIO RATLROAD ) COMPLAINT
COMPANY, CITY OF PITTISBURGH, COUNTY OF ALLEGHENY and ) AEPICRTRORC
DEPARTMENT. OF HIGHNAYS oF THE COMMONWEALTH OF PEI\INSYLVANIA , b P
} DOCKET MO,
¢ . o) 5
| e , . PR : ) 18616
PETITION FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME FROM - Yy TI5638
OCTOBER 31, 1972 TO FEBRUARY 28, 1973 )
= | ) |
- State of Pennsylvania ) a !
‘ | ) 85 : |
‘Coundy of Inmuphis 3 . i
, On this_ 24th day of _ October A, ., 19 72 , ‘before me, the subscriber,
“a Nb%ary Public in and for said countf and state, personally aPpba”ﬁd} Kenneth W. Walker, wx
being duly sworn and according to law, deposes and says,that he is over twenty-one years of
| age‘ that he is the Chief Utllltf Eq;mncer for the Department of Transport¢ﬁlon, that con
. RAth  gay of October he served by mail on PRI ‘
' _,John Ri Valaw, Egquire, Cl’cy—cgun’cy Building, Plttslm:cgh, Pennsylvania 15219
vlviaurlce Iouik, Sollcztor, G‘oun’cy of Allegheny, 401 County Off:.ce ‘Bldg., Pittsburgh, Penna. 15219
";wGary-F. Sharlock, ESg. 1022 Erlck ‘Bldg., Plttsburgh, Pennsylvanla 15219 ,,,,,,,
:wallav:’:e D. Stewart, General_,‘At‘borney, Penn Central Transportatlgn Company, 925 29% Cen:bggi}:. i
. station, Pitbsburgh, Pennsylvania, 15222 . . ..
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Haing 'hhe :Lnd.u&uals or punllc utlllty company or co*npanms affec’cea a cony‘ of -bhe petition |
s the above matters that at the time of mailing said petition the Department of Transporiation

I
grusy

vaid the full 3.‘3;’_‘;&L gostape thereon; that there is regular mail communicaticn betw sen Harmd
and the post office of the akove a@dresces. '
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@ vonweact o PENNSYLVANI/O'
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
HARRISBURG 17120 :
August 8, 1973

: ’ XN REPLY‘ éEFEﬁ TG : . " ﬁm} ﬁ;; {:* f:ﬁ :‘ «"R ‘
" Allegheny COUnﬁy R e Yaa wi\i*f“~ g; §3
L. R. 02260 (31st Street Bridge) O : @ng &Ki} AR S ST
City of Pittsburgh : L R CaE® 2
~PBUC, C. 18616 e ’ ; g £ﬁ£3~« S e
k Ay | Lttt N 0
Eaire ST, ’ i . K I Ehar} M
Mr., Will Ketner, Secretary ; : : @ﬁpui o “§i
Public Utility Commission i ' wﬁéi G B
‘ ' ‘ > p Aqs ) 3 :‘! W ek Y "< 7' . .
| ﬁﬁm*@% i 25

Dear Mr. Ketner:

; On June 4, 1973, the,Department of Transportatlon subﬁftted to
the Public Utility Commlssion copies of structure drawings (85-9727'and

- §-10285) for rehabilitation of the subject brldge.i‘These plans were o
. submitted in accordance with the Commission's order of January 18, 1971,
At that time copies of these plans were also furnished to Penn Gentral
Transportatlon Company, Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company, City of
Pittsburgh and Allegheny County.. A field ¢onference was conducted on

~August 1, 1973, by the Commission's staff to discuss these plans. At the

. field conference none of the parties present objected to the issuance of

i' 1 R - an-interim order by the Commigsion approving the plans and providing for

SRR R the Department to perform the rehabllitatlon Work in accordance With
T : these plans. ~

, The Depaxtment proposes to let a contract on August 24, 1973,
. to rehabilitate the structure in accordance with the above referenced
drawings. The contract will be awarded and executed immediately there=
after within a sixty (60) day period, provided an interim order is re-~
ceived, The time allotted for completion of the work will be five

~ hundred seventy three (573) consecutive calendar days ‘from the execution:
~and notlce,to proceed

All the work as proposed on the above referenced draW1ngs les ©

‘within existing legal right of way; therefore, no approprlatlon of pro-
perty'W111 be necessary.

The proposed repairs Wlll not change any of the eX1st1ng clear- ,
anCes that are provided over the tracks of the Baltimore and Chio Railroad
-‘Cbmpany or Penn Central Transportation Company. The standard special
provision concerning the safety and delay of trains of each railroad
company mentioned above is included in the special provisions of the con~-
tract. Such provisions require the successful bidder, among other things,,
to pay the individual tailroad company for any watchman and flagman services
deemed necessary by each railroad company to insure the safety of its trains
¢contingent upon the contractor's operations. They also require the success=
ful bidder to furnish evidence to the Department that he has provided for,
‘and in behalf of; each railroad company'mentlonéd above;
“Publlc Liability Insurance in the amount of -$500,000/81.,0

Protective Property Damage Liability Insurance in the amo
$1 000,000.‘

regular Protective
00,000 and regular
unt of $500,000/

Coples oﬁ t@e proposal were furnlshed to each.rallroad company




Mr. Will Kenter ‘ Page 2 , August 8, 1973

‘by the Department on July 24 1973.

The Bell Telephone Gompany, Duquesne Light Gompany and
Equitable Gas Company were furnished the above referenced drawings by
the Department's consulting engineer on November 24, 1972. The Depart-
ment met with these utility companies to discuss the project and its
effect on their facilities on January &4, 1973. It was determined that
. Bell Telephone Company has conduit under one sidewalk with manholes on
the south side of the structure. It was further determined that Duquesne
Light Company has electric cable in both sidewalks and a transformer
vault located on the north side of Pier No. 17. Although these facilities
will not be affected to the extent that they will require alteration,
modification or relocation, the Department will require the contractor to
notify these utility companies, before performing any work that may affect
~any. of their facilities.. The contract alse contdins provisions for the
contractor and Duquesne Light Company to cooperate during the time the
existing lighting system is being removed by Duquesne Light Company and
being replaced by the Department's Contractor. It was also ascertained
that no facilities of Equitable Gas Company are situated in the construction
aresa. £

'The Department of Transportation agrees to perform all the work
as proposed on the above referenced drawings at its initial cost and expense.

In view of the above the Department requests that this letter
‘be considered as a petition for an interim order and be placed into
the record folder of the Commission. Such interim order should provide
for approval of the drawings and the rehabilitation of the structure in
~accordance with these drawings. The rehabilitation should be completed
within the time frams as indicated above. The order should also provide
for a hearing to be subsequently scheduled upon completion to take
testimony, concerning the allocation of costs and the assignation of
future malntenance respon51b111ty.

A copy of this letter is being furnished to Baltimore and Ohio
Railroad Company, Penn Central Transportation Comapny, City of Pittsburgh,,
Allegheny County, Bell Telephone Company, Duquesne Light Company, and
Equitable Gas Company. .

_ The Department will also furnish to all of the above parties the
results of the bidding after said bids are rece&ved and opened.




 Me. Will Ketner Page 3 ‘ S August«?Q 1973 

: We trust the Comm13510n will take immediate favorable action
upcn this letter petition so that the bridge rehabilitation can be S
expedlted and the hazard and inconvenience to the public may be eliminated.

~Very truly yours,
1K wal

For: - R. R. Mueser, P. E.
Deputy Chief nghway Englneer




