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'BEFORE THE PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

 ¢;;197§?’# Department of TranSPorﬁétioﬁ of the
‘Gcmmahﬁeélﬁh bf Pénnsylvania V. Reading COméany;
"Bornuqh cf Conshohocken, Borough of West ConSthOlen
‘ and ccunty of Montgomery Alleglng, lnter alla, that

‘%he Matscnf@rd Bridge is presently in a state of

élsrepalr and requlres rehabllltatlon ln accordance~

‘thh a glan~prepared by complalnant,;and thatipartles
 responsib1e'ﬁor~said,maintenance ahd7repairs'willvnpt

agree to bear their share of the.estimated costs of

the prdposed repamrs in- accordance w1th asszgnments

‘maae by Pennsylvanma Publlc Utlllty CQmm15510n in its

‘ qr&gr Lssued,necember 13, 1937 at c. 11279,

BEFORE: RUDOLPH S. PALLASTRONE, ESQUIRE, Presiding

»APPﬁARANCES'

HERBERQ 6. ZAHNf ESQUIRE
?ranspoxtaﬁlon Building
‘Harrisburg, Pennsylvanla .

Couﬂsel for Pennsylvanxa Department of
Transpartatlon ‘ -




 §5

| APPEARANCES (Continued):

JOEL E. MAZOR, ESQUIRE

oo 415 Reading Terminal -

Philadelphia, Pennsylvania

| 5 ~ Counsel for Readihg Company, Debtor

. " EDWARD F. KANE, ESQUIRE

512 Swede Street ‘
Norristown, Pennsylvania

Counsel for West Conshohocken

FURTHER HEBRING. held at Plymouth ToWnshlp 

: ,f% Munlclpal Bulldxng, Plymouth Townshlp, Montgomery
g

cGunﬁy, Pennsylvania, on Tuesday, April 15,~l975, SR
beginning at 10:00 a.m.

o
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PROCEEDINGS

(THE EXAMINER: All right, gentlemen,

 let's open this hearing; This is hearing on

'”‘Complalnt c. 19?07,

Mr. Zahn, this is a Deparbment ¢f

‘ Transpartation complaintr bo you‘want to commence

W1th presentmng ycur evmdence, sxr?
Mﬁ, ZAHN. It is not an 1n1txal hearlng.

THE EXAMINER. I know,xtylsknbﬁ.an

‘'MR. ZAHN‘ Mr. Examlner, ﬁha Department

f'leed a Petltlon for MOdlflcathn of the Ordex of

tha CammlSSlOn ﬁated January 15, 1974, and I call

4 Mr¢ Petarsqn‘

TESTIMONY'OF PennDOT

.,.?AHL c PETERSQN, 200”Radnaf~ghesﬁé:

‘Rcad, St Davmds, ?ennsylvanla, 19687, havxng been

’ tﬁﬂly swornkhyﬂthe»ﬂxamlner, was examlned and testlxied[

S

as follows...

"DIREQT EXAMINATION

BY ﬂR;FZAHN'
S U lel you state your full name, please?

‘ &~  Paul c. Peterson;]i
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b, Peterson - direct . - 87
¢ And your official office address?
L;; 200 Radncx-Chester Roaa St. DaV1ds, ,

Pénnsylvania, 19687. 

~‘kQ  By whdm.are you employed?

A The Pennsylvanla Department of TransPoratlonu~

9 In what capacity?

A ' As a Cmvxl Engineer W1th the tltle DlSﬁrlct

Bridge Englneer.

0 And you are a Registered Engineer?

B Yes, I am, since 1967.

¢ and you are familiar with the bridge in
’VQQestlcn of this hearlng? :
ul |

A Yes, I am.

; f_% Are you authcxlzed to testxfy on behalf ﬁf ‘the
T '

Bepartment?

‘va1, ‘ Yes, I\am.‘

 fé  : Now, Mr. Paterson,«mn your own manner, would you
apiease state the basxs for the 3epartment s Pet1t10n°
&l* To go back and - present the mdtter in pezspectlvef
Q;and to gmve a lxttle hxstory, an- orlglnal 1n~depth :
 ;nspacﬁx0n of thls structuze was conducted by the

‘Nconsultlng englneer flrm of Urban Englneers, Inv.} 

i An Phxiadelphia, bn behalf of the Departmentﬁ In;i 
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P. Peterson ~'direct - 88

= their'report dated July, 1970, they recommended thatf‘

the deteriorated portions of the structure‘be:rEpairea.

buring the summer of 1971, the

Department's District Bridge Unit conducted another

'inwdépth inSpectian tofdetermine the quantities and

"tyge of repalrs to specxfy in the rehabllltatlon plans.

The ‘bridge was rout;nely 1nspected

ﬁurlng the summer of 1972¢ Durlng these 1nspectlons,

RN T was nmtad that the éeterxoratlon had bacotie:
~3oméwhaﬁ m@:Erextgnsxve ﬁh&nkthatinoted by the
&ﬁnsnltant;j‘Howeve;f‘at‘that time, rehabiii%ationﬁ

3‘ Q£f£ﬁé bridge ﬁaékpractical; 

Rehabllltatxon plans and a prellmlnary

ast;mate were pxeyared and the Public Utxl;tzes

i
e, (553 75 V«"{’ﬁ ARG

vComm1351on was petxtloned an Jnne 2 1972 : A“fxéla

o narwn"x'« TR R AR r»x S s

L view was helﬁ on September lzth, 1972,

THE EXAMINER: Mr. Peterson, this is all
part of the record of previous hearings,
Mr. zahn.

MR, ZAHN: ‘Mr.,Examiner, he is:dnly just

briefly reviewing'it.

THE WITNESS: It puts the issue in

{ perspective. I feel there are attorneys here from the
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vBoxough and also a newspaper reporter present, and

_ sixteen months after the field view, the/P;U.c.‘&rdered‘
 19?5f anﬁ'that costs would be allocated after
completion of the project.

Plans, the bridge was once again.inspectea'inédepth

| substructure were only slightly'largér than previously

' j-was féund for the first txme in the structural roadway
‘and sidewalk slabs. As late as 1972, inspections
indicated that only minor patching of the structural

 $1ab in the :caaway and a querate;amounﬁ.qf patching

P. Peterson - direct ‘ : ~ 89

T feel 1 would like to put 1t in perspecthe.'
A P.U.C. Hearing was held'on‘December 2§th,

1972, for the purpose of allocating cost according to

the existing P.U.C. Complaint Docket No. 11279,

dated December 13th, 1937. On'January 15£h, 1974,

ﬁhat the sﬁructure he'rehabilitated by'December 31,

As part of the Department's reqular

H

inspection program, and also to update the rehabilitatian

during July, 1974.

 Most of the deteriorated areas of the

measufe&;, However, evmdence of exten51ve deterloratlon

to the sidewalk slab would be required. Evidence from

the last inspection indicates that at least half of the

i 2 o = - iacs i o ot . : o
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‘qf the roadway slab have aeter;arate& beyondvthe

: inclu&ing theAﬁlddr beams, has become much more

extensive. These also now require replacement.

RN

oxides of iron require twice the volume of the

‘rebaré spéll.‘ Further deterioration is caused by the

‘c0351sts of a ten inch relnforced structural slab,
en to twelve 1nches of plain cancrete on top of it,
 &3& about two‘mnches of asPhalt as a Wearlng_surfacea
‘mhefefcre, visablefdeterinraﬁidaéfvthekunaérside is
'pxobably indicative af:a sbmewhéﬁ worse céndition,

“hidden f:pm‘viéw,;at the top of the‘strncﬁural slab.

"Qtepared along the line of a structural repair and

V'hiﬁqmiﬂdas*éverlay type project. Since a rehabilitatior

P Peterson - d;rect , 90

sidewalk slab and twenty percent to thirty percent

point where these areas can be repaired. Aalso,

deterioration to the upper portion of several piers,

The deterloration c0n51sts prxmarlly of
cracklng and leachmng of water through the cracks.

As a{résalt, the steel reinforcement corrodes. The

| parent material, so that the concrete over the corroded

éxpansion of freez;ng entrapped water.

The roadway portion oﬁ the brldgew

‘The original rehabilitation plans were

3
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‘ “strnctural elements, the original plans are no

‘Z,encased utxlltxes, lt is nnt practical to replace

S antrprvins

‘ scheme must now 1nclude exten51ve replacement of

,axten51ve portxons of the 51dewalk and repalr the ragt.

in extensive disruption of traffic and will increase

~ scheme would have to be based on the replacement of

'the arches, ramps, and stairways will requlre repairs
similar to the work prapﬁgad‘onithe current plans.
‘The total cost for all this work is now estimated at

; 3,3Emi11icn dollars.

, expenszve, it is not pOSSlble to sxgnxflcantly

P, Petexson - dlreCt k | 91

longer valid.

Because of mts cantxlevered desxgn and

Sxmxlarly,‘replacing,significant portions cf‘the

roadway slab and some of the floor beams will result

the'cdst of‘the prqjact b?y°9§k§#? gggunt»pf,?ggas’

p?esenﬁly availabié;i | |
o s§ th§t~it seems inevitablé that

Lchéttuction cbuld‘notbe'started fcr severa1 more

years, when the cycle of further deterioration will

‘have regeatea itself. Therefore, a valid rehabilitationV

the &ntlre raadway slab as well as the smdewalk Also,

With any rehabllltatlon scheme, however;




b

5

e

P, ?eterscn - direct

wmden the brz&ge or to 1mprove operatmng safety.

92

The exlstlng ramp entrances on. to the brldge and the

present foux lanes of traffic only nine feet wide
in particular present a safety hazard.

Considering the large sum‘ofvmqnéy

in much less inconvenience to the public if the

'édmpletea whiéh is expected to be the case by

xpétxtlon the PUC to modlfy/lts order of January 15,

f;191¢,  This was done on December 13th, 1974.

PennDOT is presently developing

preliminary pians an&'cést estimates for diffetenﬁ"

V'except fer the vertlcal pcrtmon of the maln plers.

required and the fact that the project would result
' Qénﬁectianskté t§é>MidVCOunty Expressway Bridge were

"Auqust Qf 1977 the Department deemed it prudent tok

‘schemes for the replacement of the entire structure

The nepartment intendsyto follow‘ its establlshed‘r'

procedures for this design work. We intend within

two months to advertise for an informal public
meeting with local officials and interested

residents, It will be necessary to coordinate this

project with the urban renewal work planné&‘for

‘~Fayétﬁe1Stteet in Conshohocken.




TS

P, Peterson é’direct o o . 93
Despmte the contxnuxng determoratlon,

the brmdge is still structuxally sound. ,It is

yexpeated that its loaﬁwcarrylng capaclty w111 be

adeguate for several years w1thout haVLng to post a

‘we1ght ILM1t As 1nd1cated in the Department'

pet;tlon, the brzdge w111 be regularly lnspected at

six mnnth,xntervais.

'BY MR. ZAHN:

1 Now, Mr. Peterson, if the Department were to

repair the bridge, as the condition now exists, would
traffic be able to be maintained on the bridge?

A | Probably can, bu&‘to a Significantiy limitea

and much restrxcted ccndltlon than it presently is.

g . And would there be any avallable detours 1f

traff;c were stopped or lxmlhed°

m There as,no,other;~~'the closest bridge crossing

presently in use would be in Norristown, and that is
not a practical detour.
Q;f So that if repairs were madef they would

probably be done when the mld ~town expressway were

‘,avallable so that that could be used as a detour‘~

- that carrect’

A Yes, that's cofrect.
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~@‘;‘ ma there anythmng further you WISh to add at |
 ﬁh1S tmme?

‘A_w‘f'ﬁa,~gir;‘ |
o MRi ZaHN*: Witness is availahle_foriu
'fctésé»e§am1natlénap~ E |

| THE EXAMINER: Mr. Mazor.
‘i ﬁMRgmMA30R:1_Thank'you; 

CROSS-EXAMINATION

g Mr. Fetersan, you saxd that in 1972 when

"PennDOT made a ﬁurther lnspect;on, they notlced an“

'lnarease in deterxo:atmun at that tlne.

What numbers was that notlceable in

¥y wb«-‘ I*\ :

then°

ﬁg&; Well, the deter;oratlon was most apparent and

,.stmll is taday at the plers, partlcularly pler numberj

eight, whlch is 1n VLew from your property, and some'

- of the rxver piers, say partlcularly piexr number flve.

water leachlng through the expans;on 301nts at the

»pie:Swhas also always been a source of problems at

tha brldge. That deterloratlon, along Wlth other  ,

R

: &ﬁems,‘but that major, thnse majors polnts, were -

~nate& as ﬁar hack as 1970, and they were wa»ched far

R R
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two years, and we falt that those aieas weré ,‘
-:gégaifable.‘ | |

73 '/ Now, iﬁe‘inwaépth'inSPeCtion that.was.made in
’gulf, 1974;~when you testified that the roadﬁay an& "
;smdewalk slabs first came to your attentlon, waS’
'that maae by Urban Englnaers or by Deparﬁment forces*

‘§‘ /='K6, by Depaxtment forces.

o Ail rlght, and it is passxble, ms it not, to a

'deterloratea to. the degree that you haVe mentloned

w;thout'restructur;ng the‘entlre brldge?,

A It is possible, but I question whether it is.
practxcal. |
0 CALL right, now, the seepzng of the water througﬁ

the craeks in the concrete, whzch causes the rusL
coxrosion that ycu mentloned, 1sn't it a rather
classme resnlt of saltxng of this type of brldge for
winter'maiﬁtenance when there is snow and so,forth°
A ~The salt that has been applled onta the brldge

is aefxnltely a factor in this, 1ts aeterloratzon.

',However, I feel the age of the structure, the quallty

4e£ ﬁhe concrete originally, the fact that there is

extensive areas that are deterloratea that are close
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to the roadway surface, which is being salted, all

Sk

indicates that there are many other factors involved
® ‘ 41§ besides just salting.
5y & ‘Now, according to the January 15th, 1974, order

6 of the Commission, at that time, the total estimated

et

“cost fﬁr,réhabilitating the bridge in accordance wiﬁh
b i thé~§laﬁs thét'the Department then had was slightly

9§ in excess of $655,000.00.

@i A  That's right.

h e Is it your testimony that if the aéaiﬁienal

® ~1f3  rehabhilitation were done, due to the facférs which

13 you mentioned, that that would raiSe that cost to

i& 3;3’millianyﬁﬂliars to rehabilitate it? |
By A ” Yes, that 3.3 million dollar cost isybaéed on
:26 the grapasitian’that the entire sidewalk on~ba£h

Ty éiﬁés; full length, and the roadway deck, full'

181 length, plus some of the floor beams that had ﬁﬁt baen‘
18 incl#ded in the original plans, would all,be~replaéed‘
‘;p“’7'f, W4 : Now, I‘madaﬂthefstatement tha£ preseht1y
‘2£~' nalf of the sidewalk must be replaced and cénnot~be
&l iepairéd én& about ﬁwenty pércentﬁto'thirty_percent

34 ef the rQ§dway musﬁfhe replaced and‘canhﬁt be

gz\‘ repaired teoday, so that the cost would be somewheres
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beﬁween $600 OOG 00 and 3 3 mllllon dallars‘

In any event, the money over $600, 000, 00

‘is nuh avaxlable tu&ay, and I questlan whether it is

‘advisable.ta aq.any,axtens;ve road work construetxonv‘

té&ay whenvinvtwo y&&fs*vfimé, maintenance of'

'traffxc would be mﬁch moze feasxble and much more
, reasvnable than 15 presently tha case.

| 0 So 1 qather then, not only are the funds not

avallahle for rehabxlitat;bn 1n excess of $655 006 00,

there is certaxnly not aVaxlable to bulld a new

V.»brmdga at this tzme, either?

>A». | That‘s correct, Mr. Mazar‘ | |
0 S Do you have any idea at all what the cost of a .
i néw étructure would ba’ | |

»&  - Yes, z do, about five m;lllon aollars.'ia'
'sxgnmflcant portxon of that cost WQuld he the removal

6f the exlstlng bridge, and presently we estlmate that

at two million dﬁllars; That estlmate is very rough

and has not been baSed on 1n-depth studies with

v contractors who Spec1311ze ln this work

One of the blg problens is the requlrements

- of enV1ronmantal groups Wlth regarﬁ to the river.

: That flve malllan dollars is on the outszde, and one of
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‘the unanswered problems is the cost of removal of

the existing bridge. Thaﬁ flve million dollar flgure

v‘alsa‘inclu&és about $300 ﬁﬁa 00 far access to the

propertxes on West conshohocken‘ There 13 questzon

"'there as to Jnst what thcse casts Wlll be, so that

;estmmate I gave~yau, Mr. Maxor, has to be approX1mate;

Q'H" And lS that an estlmate based on cuxrent costs
or is that estlmate based on prcject r;szng costs Ln
the two~year tlme when 1t mlght take tc start thlS'

th;ng?

“ A .~ 7That is based on cést for the foréseeable

future, within two years.

& Now, you indicated in your last answer somewhat
,%h§ nextfqﬁéstion, and that is: Do you think'thét_it’
‘:wnula'be at all practical to replace this bridge and

»spén&”ﬁhaﬁ»kina,of money withouﬁ ralieving What ﬁei

all kncw ta be the severe traffic problem, espec1ally

at tha Wast COnshchocken end?

A No, I don't.

| Well, ﬁheré’are éeveral traffiC'pfoblems,
one traffic¢ problem is caused 3ust by the fact that
you have fnur lanes that are only nlne feet w1&e.

Tha ﬁther}txaffxc‘problemixs_cause& byltheffact that
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ﬁﬁhéré,is'Vary restricte& ramp aécess on to ﬁhé  _
 ‘brid§e within possiblé sight distahcé, yétftheséi‘:
!xamps haVe the exact ~=~ T have the exact f;gures."
V5The west -~‘these were by actual ceunts by our
‘,yerscnnel.k The ramp at West Conshohocken has ave#age
"damly trafflc of 1120 vehlcles.' The rampvon thef
’JGonshohocken s;de has an average of 700 vehlcles._
ij'I,‘he Harry Street cross;ng, one alternate, to. cross

you; tracks on the Conshchocken 51de, has an average

dally trafﬁlc of 1390 vehlcles. The traﬁflc us;ng
these‘tamps create terrible'haZards. lhe access to
the brldge 1t$elf Wlll be 1mproved by the relocatlon

at Matscnfurd Road. Now, that work is scheduleé to

:°g¢ unden constructlon thls summer. Now, that is
~‘Lndenendent of work on the brldge, and that work 15
; ﬁune in can3unctzon wmth thealnterchange~ta the’
 ‘81ue Route .Mid County ExPreSSWay and Schuylkxll
 ~Expressway, S50 therﬂ Wlll be lmprovement on’ the West

‘Conshchocken szde an the gronnd on the 1and‘pnrt;on,

as far as access to the brlage 15 ccncerned but you

fhave serlous problems wmth only a four lane hlghway
on a thmrty~a1x foot W1de brldge, plus these very

'narrow restxlcted ramp accesses on to the brldge.
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200 Tellkmé ﬁhis,'sir, if you know: Were any

3 /:crlgln and destination studies ever made on the
wi"f7A 4;? presenﬁ‘brldge to determine what of~thatytraffic 

} 2 would Sé relieved when the Mid COuhty or Blue'R§ute

6 finalif‘is opened to traffic?

Jm;

‘A‘ 'V,Yesg in 19?Zg'our Traffic.Buréau estiﬁatéﬁ -
& traffic on the’bridge at 33,000 vehicles a-aay.»
;¢ , SRR   9 ~ We feel that in lQQS our traffzc ‘engineers feel ln

1995 that ‘they could progect trafflc at 32, 900

vehxcles.; We fegl_when the\Blue Route is gpene&,
;’° 11~  3; 'thare will be imme&iaté'décréase of ébpuﬁ~5,oob-
‘ ER! vehicles‘uging the bridge a day. ' : |
'24"  Q,‘ Now, you d;d say., however, Ain SPlte of‘ail the »‘
,previeus testlmqny, that you feel safe in keeplng

’the ‘present brldge open for at least a two year

fa v" ‘ 'f "1 period you mentioned, that it is StE“Cturally's°“na

| | ‘énough‘tc'bear the traffic iﬁ‘now,carrieéfér’that‘

ﬁiﬁe? | | ,,A ;

‘55, 5 _~‘r2§‘, A w911,gWera1ways feel -- yes, that’i9 t?“er but
T wé:feel it'is prudent ko insbect the briage‘cﬁ-é[six o

month EasisQ | e |

MR, MAZOR:~VWithAthatf we agree with you.

THE EXAMINER: Thank you, Mr. Peterson.
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* | | o e T
e 2 Mr. Kane.

i 3 MR. KANE: Yes.

® i} BY MR. KANE*

| ’“i ’ Q o I would l;tke tc knm»z where do you ‘expect the : 4

6 “fun&s to e&me from to cbnﬁx’uct this brl&ge” :

‘ | T & Why, the pra:eat, the costs for the replacement |

: 8 v 'of the brldge w:.ll aome, ha., been px‘e@srbente& to the

. 9’ ' Transpoxaﬁmon c:ommxssz.on alzeady. W:a hav:a every

i | : 1f} : reason ta e*;z;act that: i:hey wnl approv'e the

’ g   §§  ;:“‘“ma&:t,f:tcaftmans *l:o tha.crmqmnal prnject and.,apprcﬁrjeﬁ;ﬁhe‘ :

FQ‘ ‘ 3;:5 ‘*i ormglnal R the new amou*rxt of funds. ’x‘hén, aftérl

| 13 ’7 Vthat 1s aone, the prcgect nmst be llsted by the ‘

L ’ H 1eg131ature on a‘.n apgrove& capz,tal buﬁget, and than

‘ | i"» “after that a.s done, tha.t 1:, authoz:mzat;.on to spnnd

. ii? B tha money, afte»:: that is dane, tha Department must ‘

' Iz fﬁ raz.se through e;ther bsnds + fa.nancs.ng, or current |

g e . revenues, the maney av;azlahle te czanstruct the work,
19 Q. - You don t nl.an cn 1oek1ng ta any af the loc:al, |

- 20 "munmc:s,pala.{:z.es for the cantrxbutlans to the ccst of
. 21 ‘sonstruction? | |

2y 'uR.«zm'{f?ﬁ;,‘ obgection. |
Eﬁg | THE EXAMINER-.. Haw woﬁld ‘he know that? |
35 § He ’i‘s nc‘aﬁ x.n the: capacmty of making budgets or pp\l;.cn.e.é{
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THE

MR,
THE

MR,

BY MR. ZAHN:

41 A Yes, sir.

HR.
 THE
MR.
THE
MR.

THE

MR,

MR.

f¥ﬁx§‘ﬁan§;,'ﬁa is an engineer.

RANE: I am asking a guestion. If

EXAMINER: Sustained.
KANE: That's all I have.
EXAMINER: Any redirect, Mr. Zahn?

ZAHN: Just one question.

REDIRECT EXAMINATION

e  f1Mr;'Peﬁersan; do I gather from your testimony
. that it is economically unfeasible td repair the

':briﬁQe at the present time?

ZAHN: Thank vou.

EXAMINER: Anything else, Mr. Mazor? |

M«EZDR :  No.
EXAMINER: Mr. Kane?
KANE: No.

EXAMINER: Any other witnesses,

ZAHN: That's it.

MAZOR: In view of the testimony,

including the guestions answered on cross-examination,
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BY MR. ZARN:‘

ool e do o

‘Reading Company doses not feel it necessary to put

on a witness at this time, Mr. Examiner.

(witness'ﬁx¢aseai

THE EXAMINER*‘ Mr. Kane, do you have

; any w;tnesses’

MR. KAKE* NoywitnESSes;’

PHE EXAMiNER' Gentlemen, since there a:e

- no othar witnesses, I adgourn the hearlng.

MR. ZAHN~ I would l;ke to call Mr.

Schlfalacqua and ask hlm one questlonﬁ

MR. MAZOR: Mr‘ Sahmfalacqua has been

' sworn pr&v;ously.
THE EXAMINER: You are still under oath,

‘kMr‘ Schzfalacquat

CR@SS*EXAMINATlON (Cont'd )

_*g ’“‘ Slr, do ycu cenSLder Wlth Mr. Peterson that this
‘hridge is sound to 1ast another ¢Qupla yeaxs?

A& Yes, I dog

Kkﬁ ZAHV? Thank you, sir.
THE EXAMINER{~7Mr; Zahn?
 MR¢ iAHN:"No mor= quegtlons.k

~THE:EXAMINER: - Mr. Kane?

103
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~ MR. KANE: No.

 (Witness excused)

préSentvaddifiﬁnai,testimony,'ﬁEqﬁést additional
teétimony?‘\ | . | |
o MR. ZAEN: No.
THE EXAMINER: Do,yoa'want to close the
;récctd?  "  - | | S
i ‘  MR.'ZAHN; Yes. _
THE,EXAMINER; ;M£.,MaZOx, do yoi imtend
to present'gny éestimany? | S |
MR, MAZOR: No. |
THE EXAMINER:'~What'abqu£ ?on}‘Mi.‘Kahe?
MR. KANE: o, I don't.
THE EXAMINER: So the Raspondent's case
iélélééaﬁ‘ana‘Complainant'sfcase'iS‘dlbsé&@’j’ .
MR. MAZOR: Naturally.

(HEARING ADJOURNED AT 10:40 a.m.)

'THE EXAMINERi-*Mf. Zahn; are YOu'gaingftbw 3 "'
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