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PENNSYLVANTA PUBLIC UTTILITY COMMISSION

Jra—"

Complaint Docket No. 19707

DEFARTMENT GF TRANSPORTATION OF THE COMMONWEALAT
OF PLNNSYLVANIA

Vi
READING COMIANY, BOROUGH OF CONSHOHOCKEN, BOROUGH
OF WEST CONSHOHOCKEN, AND COUNTY OF MONTGOMERY.

ORDER

BY THE COMMISSION, JAQUARY 15, 1974:

’ This matter is before us upon complaint filed by
kﬁepaxtment of Pransportation of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
on September 27, 1972, alieging, ihter.alia, that the Matsonford
Bridge structure, connecting the boroughs of Conshohocken
and - West Conshohocken, in Monbgomery County, which structure
crossas over and above the grade of tracks of Reading Company
on each gide of the Schuylkill River, is in a state of |
disrepair. It is further alleged that maintenance tesponsi-
bilities ab this location were directed by order of the
Commission, issued Decembor 13, 1837, at‘Complaint Dockek
No. 11278, and that pérhies therein cbligated have refused
te agree to bear the costs of repairs necessary to be performed
on portions of the stinecture for which they aie regponsible.

) Attached Lo the complaint are PennBOT Bxhibits
Nog. 1 and 2, being respén‘tive.ly a plan prepared byv ’the
department outlining the repairs necessary to ensuxe the
future life Of Lhe structure, and an estimate of the costs
thereof, in the amounﬁ of $546,278.50. AcCOrdingly;‘Department‘
of Transportation requests the Commission to adopt the plan
ané egtimate of costs, to direct it to make all necessary

tepairs to the crossing structure in accordance therewith,
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- and to order the respective parties to reimburse it such
applicable costs in accordance with the provisions of the
order issusd December 13, 1937 at C. 11279. |

Answers to the department's cbmplaint were filed
by each respopdent party, save County of Montgomery,‘a field
conference and investigation was held at the site of the
subject crossing, above grade, and formal hearing upon the
matters and things involved was held on December 20, 1972,

At that hearing, Department of Transportation
presented testimony and exhibits through lts witness M. H. ndvis,
Agsistant Grade Crossing Engineer, who stated that the k
‘suhject bridge structure, which accommodates 30,260 motox
’vehicles daily; connects the boroughs of Conshohocken and
West Conshohocken, carrying State Highway Route 46140 across the
Schuylkill River and over and above the tracks of Reading
COmpany on each gide therebf‘ This crossing structure ls-
locally known, also, as either the Fayette Street Hridge
and/or the Matsonford Bridge. CQnstxucﬁed in'lazu, the
bridge is comprised of 10 concrete arch spans on massive
cancrete pilers and abutments. The eight central spans are
egach 116 feet in length, while the two end spans are 80 fset
lbng, aach, I8 is below each of these two end spans that
the railroad tracks are located. For descriptive purposes,
the bridge runs in an east-west direction, with spans being
nubered consecutively from west to east.

; Adijacent tb Pier No. 2, a ramp extends southward
from the main bridge to the level of the tracks below,

serving Merion Worsted cdmpahy. on the easterly end,; adjacent
to Pier No. 8, another ramp extends northward to the lower
level, on the line of Mill Stieet. Branching eastwardly off
this raﬁp is an additional shorter ramp, known as the Forrest
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Streat xamp, leading to the general area of Reading Company's

‘Conshohocken pagsenger station.

Department of Transportation Exhibit No. 1 consists
of Y sheets of drawings, identified as S-10482, for repalrs
to the subject structure which the department considers
necessary to prolong the future iife thereof. ShOWn‘on
theée drawings are miscellaneocus items of work proposed over
widespread locations ﬁhrcughout the structure and ramps,
including removal of deteriorated concrete, sidewalk and
railing repairs, pavement overlay, improvement of drainage
syst&ma, removal of & deteriorated pedestrian staiKWay, and
sundry other items of localized maintenance and repamr.

Department’s Bxhibit No. 2 is a single sheet
preliminary estimate of costs in the total amount qf 5§546,278.50,
exclusive of the costs of engineering and contingenpiés,
which the department estimates at $109,255.70.  Accoxrding to
the department's witness, these costs are suggested to be

allocated to the various respondent partieg as foilaws:

Engineering :
Respondent Party  Construction and Contingencies Potal
Department of v ‘ ; ,

Pransportation $ 367,130.50 § 73,426,210 $ 440,556.60
Reading Company 138,380.50 27,676.10 166 ,056.60
Borough of R L o ,

Conshohocken 35,709.50 7+141.80 42,851.40
Borough of West - : ;

Conshohocken ~5,058.00 - 1,011.60 ‘ 6,069.60

$ 546,278.50 $ 109,255,790 . $ 655,534.,20

‘ pepartment of Transportation is wiliing to perform
all wbrk ana bear all costskof repairs at its initial expanse,
gubject to reimbursement by the other parties in the amounts
indicated above, under the column lheaded "Total". Reimbursament
is reguested by PennDOT under the terms and ccnditions of
the order lssued by Pennsylvania Public Utility Commisaion
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an Dacember 13, 1937, at Complaint Docket 11279 wheiein
,mainhenance of varions porLiohs of the structure, af constructed,
were assigned to the noted respondent parties. Tnasmuch as
certain of the iepair work suggested by PennDOT would be
perfokmed an portions so assigned to parties othér than it,
the department requests it be reimbursed all costs expended
by it on those poxﬁiohs‘ qhe department's witness testified |
that it is wxlllng, if so ordered by the Commission, to
delaﬁe certain work on pOLtions of the structure for which
other parties have maintenance responsibility, specifically
~on the ramp structires and éast sﬁairway; and removal of the
west stairway. | '

. No change in maintenance responsihilitles has been
requebtea nog is suggested by the department nnder thxs
current complaint docketed at C. 19707, which, according to
the witness, was filea.bypnepartment of Transportation
because the respondent parties would not agree to yoluntarily
assume their share of costs as assigned by the orxder at

C. 11279. ‘
- on eross-examination, department's witness stated
that the traffic-count information presented aoes;not’provide
a breakdown as to vehicle types using the crossing structure,
but conceded that "a large number of trucks of all sizes"
{sic) do presently use the bridge, whicﬁ has no current
posted load limitation. It was further conceded that when
and if a proposed "Blue Route" ub the yiver is completed,
such route may provide relief of the heavy uge of this
structure, particularly by'thtough truck traffic. On questiontng
by‘éounsel for Reading Company, it was determined that
deletion of the work previously noted by the department

" ebuld reduce the suggested aharé of costs to the carrier by

some §37,000 more or less.
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Crogs—-examination wag directed to considerable
length, by counsel for Boroughs of Conshohocken and West
Conshohocken,; with regard to those portions of the work
Whieh relaté to areas of their respective maintenance
resporigibility. The thrust of the gquestioning dealt primarily
with regard to the necessity for thé work suggested to be

performed, the responsibility therefore, the catse of the

“deterioration, and whether failure to perform such work

would compromise the safety of the main structure. Previous
testimony and responses by the department's witness indicate
that acéommodatian of through traffic~is not-contingent upon
rehabilitating the side ramps, although Iocal‘traffic using
those rvamps would be suhject'ta whatever conditions ekist

thereat. The question was also raised as to an apparent

~discrepancy in the length of the bridge, betweén the figures

'shoWn on department's BExhibit No. 1 and the figures guoted

in the Commission's ordeyr of 1837 at €. 11279, and what
areas constitute bridge structure and/or approaches.

M. Scﬁifalacqua, Engineer*of structures for Reading
Conpany, testified for the varrier, confirming those areaas
of the structure designated to it for maintenance as outlined
in'the4above?referencedfordér of 1937. Commenting on the
items of repair to these poriticns, as suggested by the
department's Exhibit No. 1, this witness disavowed the
necessity for same; contending that the aepartment‘s Digtrigt
6+0 Bridge Engineer stated at a field conference held at the
bridge site on September 12, 1872 that the structutre was not
in danger of imminent collapse, but that delay in making the
suggested répairs could possibly result in the necessity for
teplacement. ’Furthér, the witness testified that each of

the items of work proposed to be done on railroad portions

‘of the structure were, in his opinion, neither necessary to
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. ‘ ’, preserve the.structural,integrity of~the bridye, nor of the
nature of mailntenance, bul rather wéré items of iepair,
improvement, replacement or addition, all of no benefit to
the company, and which are attribﬁtable to acts of parties

" other than itself. More specifically, any deficiencies
‘found on the structure, actording to this witness';testimony,
dre the result of salting:chemicals used on thie roadway, tha
blocking of the roadway drainage systems, and the volume and
class of traffie using the bridge.
Accorxdingly, Reading Company is of the opinion
that it in no way contributed to the deterioration of the.
bridge and should therefore bear none of the costs of the
_suggested repailrs. ‘
Reading Company submitted seven photographs,
jdentified as its Exhibits Nos. 1-A through 1-E, which
~depict traffic flow on the structure at yarious times throughout
{he day, on December 5, 1972. It is noted thaﬁ each photograph
indicates heavy use of Lthe structure by both passenger
vehicles and large trucks, both eastbound and westbound;
A second Reading Company exhibit pertaining to a
traffic count made of vehicles using the ramp leading to
their Conshohocken Station building raiszed objection from
counsel for Department of frransportation, and was not admltted
as a part of the record.
On c¢rosg~examination, the company's wmtness responded
that the structure may well be safe for the next twenty
years or more without benefit of the repairs as proposed by
the department.
: whe President of Conshohocken Borough Council,
J. Burns, testified that the east ramp serves no present
purpose to the borough, having been gonstructed at a Lime
when Forrest Street once crossed the Reading Company at the

--6;.




,1!’ ' . ‘I’
Lower 1evel, and when that ccmpany’s,freight‘and‘paasangex
stations accommodated much heavier rail traffic than today.
Since that time, the Forrest Street crossing has been abolished
and the ramp now leads to nowhere except down to a junk yard
glong the :iv&r pank, a service haerdly of sufficient importance
to the borough as to justify the expenditure of some $35,000
for repair, according to the WLtneas. ,

Department’s witness, M, Davis, tastified o

recall that in his opinion the two approaches to the structure
on the West Conshohocken end, as mentioned in the order of
pecember 13, 1937, at C. 11279, presnmably'referredvto Ford
Street and Front Street, which were both in existence prior
to construction of the bridge, although the department holds
to the position that the approaches begin at the centerlines
of the end abutments. additionally, the witness stated that
the sidewalks throughout the length of the gtructure and on
the approaches are in a state of disrepair and pose hazaxd
to pedestrians. Questioning pertaining to availability of
funds for financing the repairs, and to the extent of salting
as the cause of deterioration, led to no definitive conclusions.

The vecord notes the presence at the hearing of

R A, Tillwan, State Senator from the 17th Senatorial District.

Briefs were fmlcd by Reading Company and by Boroughs of
tonshobocsken and West COnshohocken on January 17 18, and 22,
1973, respectavaly.

In itg brief, Readzng Company emphasized its
contention that all the work suggested by Départment of
Trangportation was ﬁnnecessary at this time, that the company
hag in no way contributed to whatever deterioration exists,
and that it should not be required ta bear any portion of
the costs of whatever repdira may be ordered accomplished.
further, the company argues that the rulings of the Hearing

- ] =




e @
Hxaminer, to bar admission of traffle counts on the gagt
xamp,‘and tegtimony relevant to changea,in‘future‘maintenancc
responbibiltty, were in error. ;

Borongh of Conshohocken, in its brief, argues Lhab
since Department of pransportation was willing to delete
rehabilitation of the east ramp from its propesed work, it
is doubtﬁul if such work {8 really necessary at this time.

It is contended that constluctlan of the Schuylkill Txp;ubswdy
nd penmsylvania Turnpike has grLaLly ingreased the volume

of traffic using the subject bridge, which can no longer be

considered a local facility, but rather a reglonal traffic

artery. 1In addition, the borough argues that the structure

.was not built for its benefit, that the record contains

nothing to establish that the borough has not performed
routine maintenance on the east’ramp, and that said ramp has
become a means for through traffic seeking ghorteuts to
avoid the congestion on the main tharonghfaxe.

The brief filed by West conshohockesn presents
argunent relative to its position that the Borough shculd
not be deemed responsible for the curbs and sidewalks within
a distance of approximately 129 feet west of the west abutment,‘
basing theiy srgument upon an apparent discrepancy in the

overall Tength of the bridge as defined by PennDOY and as

contained in the December 13, 1937 ordexr at C. 11279. The

borough states in its brief that it is of the opinion the
1937 order referred to the sidewalks and curbs along Front

Street and Ford Street, disagreeiny with Department of

‘Tzansportation'a posiktion that the oxder apsigns to the

 borough the approaches between these streets and the bridge

proper,

We have carefully reviewed the record in this

matter, and upen full consideration of the testimony and
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exhibits admitted at the hearing held December 20, 1972, are
of the opinion that there is insufficient informatioﬁ of
record as to permit a final determination of all issues
ralsed as a result of, and related to, the basic plea of the
department's complaint. However, it is the opinion of this
commission thal the best interests of the public and of all
parties to this proceseding will be best served by effecting
all repairs and/or preventlve maintenance measures squésted
by Department of'Transportation, on all portions of the main
structure, ancillary ramps, roadways and approaches, and we
will so order.

Further, in order to afford the parties opportunity

to be heard in £ull, and to submit any pertinent additional

estimony, exhibits and data in support of their position in

this proceeding, we will direct that further hearing‘be had
to‘expand;upon the matters of allocation of costs and of
future maintenance obligations at this location; THEREFORE,

IT 15 ORDERED: |

1. That the Matsonford Bridge structure, together
with ahy and all contiguous ramps, and the approaches thereto,
the main structure of which crosses over and above the grade
of tracks of Redding Ccmpany at two locations, and across
the Schuylkill River, betweéﬁ Bérough of Conshohocken and
Borough of West Conshohocken, in Montgomery County, be
repaired generally in accordance with the detailed plan
prépared by Department of Pransportation and submitted‘ﬁor
this recoxrd as its‘Exhibit No. 1, which plan ig attached
hereto, made part hersof, and upon receipt by this Commission
of a properly approved copy thereof affixed~with,the signature
of the department’s Bridge Engineer, will thereby be and
becone approved, except insofar ag it way relate to the
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Cdivision of work, the deletion of work, or to the allocation
of the costs and expensos incident to the construction and
maintenance thereof.

2. That Department of TkansportatiOn, at its
iﬁitial cost and expense, furnigh all material and do all

_work necessary to make the repairs as generally indicated on
the approved plan, iﬂcluding such work shown theéreon as
required to be performed on the approaches to the bridge, on
the ramps contiguous to the bridge, on the spans over the
tracks of the garrier, and any and all substructure;units,
wingwalls or other portioné thereof.

3. That Trustees of Reading Cowpany, at the
initial cost and expense of Department of pransportation,
furnish and maintain watchmen and flagmen to protect its
operations and facilities during the time the work is being
performed over, across and adjaéent to its tracks, contingont
solely upon the operations of Departmeht of Transportation
and/or its contractori{s). ‘

4. ‘That Trustees of Reading Company, at the‘
initial cost and expense of Department of Transportation,
furnish any consﬁrucﬁion inspectors as may be deemed necessary
by the company to observe'the progfess of the work during
the time such work is being performed over, acrossg and
adjacent to its tracks, and such engineering services as may
be deemed necessary by the company to ensure the safety of
jts facilities which may be affected by the design and
construction of the railroad-highway crossing project.

5. That any relocation of, changes in or removal
of any adjacent structures, 2quipment or other facllities of
any public utility, other than Trustees of Reading Company; -
which may be required as incidental to the execution of the
project, be made by said utility at its sole cost and expenée,
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' and in such manner as will not intervfere with the construction
~of the improvement, and said relocated or changed facilities
thereafter be maintained by the respective utility. 

6. That Department of Qransportation, at its initial
cost and expense; furnish all material and do all work
necessary to effect the vacation, relocation, removél or
demolition of any non~utility sﬁructuras, including occupied
dwellings, logated upon property required for the pﬁxpose of

‘the improvement.

: 7. That Department of Yransportation, at iks
initial cost and expénse,_furnish'all material and do all
Work'n&céssary to complete the remainder of the rallroad-
highway crossing improvement project in accordadca‘with the
approved plai.

5 o c 8, ‘'That the construction of the proposed railroad-

{ , “ . highway erossing dmprovement project be completed in a

manner gatisfactory. to this chmissioﬁ, on or before Decembur 31,
'1975, and that on or before said date, Department of‘TranSportétion

and Trustecs éfxneadinq Company each report %o thié Commission

the date of qctual completion of its respective portion, and

at the earliest practicable time subhseaguent to said;date‘cf

completion, submit to this Commission a detailed statenent

of the actual cost incurred by it in furnishing material and

i perf&rming work in cdmpliance‘with this oxder.

o 9. That Departmentkof Transportatipn cooperate

wiﬁﬁ Trustees of Reading Company, sé,that during the performance

of the work ﬁereinkordered effected, the operation of the

facilities of the company will not be endéngered or phnecessarily

impeded. ‘ ' e ‘
‘ 10. That during the time the work is Dbeing performed
over, across ox adjacent to its tracks, Trustees of Reading

k3
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Comprany cogparate withyuepar£m3nt,gf Trangportation and
conduct their operations in the vieinity of the crossings in
a safe manmner and under control. ’ k
’ ll. That Trastees of Reading Company, at its
initial cost and expense, pay any money to which it may be
entitled as compensation for any of its operabting right-of-
way property taken, injuted or destroyed by reason of the '
performance of any work done in aceordance with this order.
12,  That Department of Transportatian, at its
initial cost and expense, pay all’compensaﬁion far damages
- ‘due to the owﬁers, exalusive of Terystees of Reading Company,
as hereinabove provided, for properky taken, injured or
destroyad by reason of the performance of ény work done in
accordance with this order. h
13. That this proceeding:be sbhedu1Ed for further
hearing upon the matters of allocation of the costs of the
repalrs and maintenance work herein orderea performed at the
initial cost and expense of Department of Transportation,
and for the dﬁmissioﬁ into the record of any additional
pertinent testimony, exhibits or data, by any party hereto,
in support of its position on the alloecation and‘definition
‘éf limits of future maintenance al thig locatioﬁ.
| 14. - That at the further hearing to be had in this
proceeding, Department of Transportation éubmit into evidence
additional ongineering drawings, aerial photographs or maps
of the gcneral area; in sufficient detall and of ieasqnable
Cseale, as o elarify the geometric layouts of the roadways,
highways, streets and intersections adjacent to the structure,
the areas servad thercby, whether alternate ingress and
agress to such areas is available td the traveling public,
‘and any other data which will aid this Commission in,eétablishihq
‘ ' - 12 -




the overall function and inter-relation of this crossing

strudﬁurc to the highway systems in the area.

15. That in all respects not otherwise inconsistent
horewith, and until such time ag furthuer order by this
Commigsion may issue to aller same, the terms and conditions
of our order issued December 13, 1937 at C. 11279, shall
remain in full foree and effect.

16. That all of the foregoinyg, as pertains to

frustees of Reading Company; is subject to the approval of

the Reorganization Court {U.§. District Court, Bastern

Distriét of Pennsylvania, Railroad Bankruptey No. 71-828) if

sach approval is reguired.

g , ; PLNNSYLVANTA PGBLIC UTILIT{ COMMISSION
wav§fi;@£f;ﬁg ﬁdﬁwﬁwaw

Chairman
:gi}‘ g!i pRe et z«;}ws\gg{lw ;t-f"‘ - MR ST

Y ,&ﬁ/ f Clii s

Secraetary

ATTEST:

ORDER ADOPTED: January 15, 1974
ORDER ENTERED: JEN21 974
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PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
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DEPATTHENT OF TRANSPORTATION OF T COMIONVEALTH IMR 5y Bomans
. i)

g ‘ In rot

i' S, = PENNSYLVANTA
| ‘ v, ) COMPLATHT
READING COMPANY BOROUGH OF CONSHOHOCKEN, BOROUGH DF‘HEST b :
CONSHOHOCKEN; AND COUNTY OF )’IONTGO‘QERY )
. % DOCKET NC.
RSN A : , )197‘)ng
PETITION T0 MODIFY ORDER DATED *JANUARY 15, 197k % w712 |
, 3 |
State of Pennsylvania ) ,’
, ) ss ,
County of Dauphin ) At .
On this 19th gay of December s A Dy 29 07 7k bei’ore me, the subscriber,
™

N Nc;tarv Public in and for said county and sta’ce, personally anpeared Kenneth W. Walker, P.

- ondig<being duly sworn and accorddng to law, deposes and says; that he is over tuenty-one ysar:s
Trans poratmo-x, ‘cba’ho.. -

a ‘ ek w.,‘t"*e, that ke 1% the Chief Uil ;!, . Engineer for the Depertnent of
ca 29 uay of Decenber (* ) he served by matl on_ ..

Joel E. Mazor, Esquxre, Beadmg Company; 1+15 Readmg Terpinal, Phxla*, Pa, 19107

Walter Phlpps, Jr., Solicitor, Borough of Conshahocken, 312 Fayette st.,conshohocken,Pa.I%QS

A <

- Edvard F. Kane, Esquire, Borough of Hest Conshohacken, Bean, DEAPéwells,v Kaufman & Kane,-

x

522 Sweae St.; Norristown, Pa. 191&01 .
e rtiod 5 3 wasi A a0 A gt -m

Ay

Roger B, Reynolds; Solicitor, County. of Montgcmery, Conrthousa, Norristoxm, Pa. 1gkok
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Bedng the individuals ox publ:.c utility
¥ tompany cr companies affected, a copy of the petiti
;glghih:bgzilmﬁzzi, zh:t z.ttthe tmetgftmzilmg said petition the De;)ar’cmeﬁ{ of T mangpo;tzzzcn
voztage thereon; that there is 2
£o the post obers Loovage thon adc’ireSSes. re ig regular mail commtmn.cz\tlon between Harrisburz
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BEFOERE . Seorslacy s wihe
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UYILITY commsston | Public Uiy Gomwission

COMPLATINT
DOCKET O,
19707,

1972

In red DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION OF THE COMMON-
: WEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA :

o ae

, ey
READING GOMPANY, BOROUGH OF CONSHOHOCKEN, BOROUGH
OF WEST CONSHOHOCKEN, AND COUNTY OF MONTGOMBRY

YN Y

TO THE PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC DTILITY COMMISSION

THE PETITION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
FOR MOPIFICATION OF ORDER, SAID PETITION
RESPEGTFULLY REPRESENTS: ; ,

L. That the name and address of your petitioner is the
| S Department of Transportation of the Commonwealth of
. ! Pennsylvania, Jacob G. Kassab, Secretary of Trans-

' portation, Harrisburg, Pemnsylvania 17120.

2. The name and eddress of Counsel for the petitioner is
' Robert W. Cunliffe, Deputy Attorney General, Department
of Transportation, Capitol Associates Building, 7th and
Forster Streets, Harrisburg, Fennsylvania 17120,

3. That your Honorsble Commission in Complaint Docket
No. 19707 issued an order dated Jamuary 15, 197k,
approving your petitioner's repair plan and directing
that work be performed accordingly. i

‘ L, That your petitioner's District 6-0 Bridge Unit conducted

% , ~ a field investigation of the structure on July 30, 197% and

: August 2, 1974%. PermDOI's Central Office Bridge Division

reviewed the recommendabions of sald investigation and

goricurred with the District that rehabilitation is no
longer economically feasible. Your petitioner now
recommends that the structure be reconstructed.

o CORD - S
DUPLICHIE BEUUEL - '

QRIGINpL CERTIFIED . 4 R Pty

O COMMONLEALEE GOURR: Ppel S1ED

1 s {coMPLAsT EOCKET |

DEC. “’7‘%[,.
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* VHEREFORE, your petitioner prays your Honorable Commission to modify
the order dated Janmuary 15, 1974 to read:

(1) That within twelve (12) months of the dete of service

, hercof, Department of Transportation of the Commonwealth
of Pennsylvania, at its initial .cost and expense, prepare
and submit to this Commission, a detail plan and csbtimate
of cost providing for the reconstruction of the existing
bridge carrying Legislative Route 461430 over the grade of
tracks of Heading Company at two locations, the Sehuyl-
kill River and between the Boroughsof Conshohocken and
West Conshohocken, Montgomery County, ineluding such
‘recongtruetion as required to be performed on the
highuay appreaches and continguous ramps to the bridge,
said estimate of costs to include the cost incurred by
the Department to prepare plen herein ordered prepared.

(2) That during the time the plan and estimate of cost are
being prepared, Department of Transportation undertake
a contimuing program of inspection of the subject
structure at six (6)month‘intervals, to determine the
current condition thersof; and submit in writing to
‘the Commission, a report indicating its findings and
recomuendations resulting from said inspection.

(3) That this proceeding be scheduled for further hearing
for the adoption of the plan and estimati of cost herein
ordered prepared, and matters of allocation of costs
and for allocation and definition of limits of future
maintenance at this location.

(4} That in all respects not othervise inconsistant
herewith, and until such time &s further order by
this Commission may issue to alter same, the terms
and conditions of our order issued December 13, 1937
at OComplaint Docket No. 11279, shall remain in full
force and effect. '

and It will ever Pray, €bCey o o o o o b b b e v v s 4 n b ket e e e

T /GEORGE S. PULAKOS
DEPUTY SECRETARY FOR ADMINISTRATION
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTION

 Signed and dated this /32/4
Day ofdp’c,c,ewf-&.z 197k
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GOMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
f S8

YY)

COUNTY OF DAUPHIN

Before me, the 'u‘ndersigned, personally appeared, George S. Pulakos,
Deputy Sec‘retary For Administration of the Department of Transijortation of
thé Conmonwealth of Pennsylvania, who, be:”mg" duly sworn according to law,
deposes and says that the faregéing facts are true und correct, to the best

of his knowledge and belief.

o S

{/GEORGE 5. PULAKOS
DEPUTY SECRETARY FOR ADMINTSTRATTON
_ DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Sworn end subgeribed before me

| this /7 M’day ofj‘ 2rzth '197,4
i ,Q.!L{P'ﬂf’ ) \)Z/ r\/amw/ﬂﬂa

(7 JOSEPH H. DUNNIGAN
NOTARY PUBLIC
MY COMMISSION EXPIRES 5-17-76

Py e




’ S ‘ TEL. 2157 WA 2.6100

READING COMPANY
ANDREW L, LEWIS, JR. AND JOSEPH L. CASTLE, TRUSTEES
LAW DEPARTMENT
READING TERMINAL, PHILADELPHIA, PA, 18107

JOEL B, MAZor ALFRED W. HESSE. JRr. WILLIAM G, JAMOUNEAU
) N : VICE PRESIDENT-—-LAW ASSISTANT GENERAL ATTORNEY
JostpH M. O'MALLEY LOCKWOQOD W. FOGG, JR. JACK J. BERNSTEIN
GENERAL AYTORNEYS ‘ GENERAL COUNSEL : . CLAIME ATTORNEY

January 3, 1975 .
File: G-2294 Vol. 2

Department of Transportation of the Commonwealth of

‘Pennsylvania vs. Reading Company, Borough of Conshohocken,

Borough of lest Conshohocken, and County of Montgomery.
Docket Ko, C., 15707

PETITION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANS—
PORTATION FOR MODIFICATION OF ORDLR

ANSWER OF READING coMpaly, pEpTor | RECRIVED
_TO PETITION FOR lIODIFICATION | |
JANS 1275

Mr, Will Ketner, Secretary ﬁ“~‘“‘~“*'§
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission ‘i’ah’m é’i';i:; «C:‘:&: :s«*zm
‘P. 0. Box 3265

Harrisburg, Pa. 17120

Dear Sir:

Enclosed for filing with the Commission are original
and two copies of Answer to petition in the above matter
on behalf of Andrew L. Lewis, Jr. and Jogeph L. Castle,
Trustees of the property of Reading Company, Debtoxr.

L herehy ceriify that I have this day forwarded a
copy of the Answer of Reading Company, Debtor to each
party involved in the proceeding.

i : - Very truly yours,
'IAEBPiiﬁftE FECIRD, |
| ORIGIN:L CERTIFIED x( 6%MJ¢ x» ; h
TO COMMON. EALTH COURT. | Jael E. Maz B
- ’ j - O» ,f[\f;“ ‘:\;:’ ."u x
JEM: bw oy LY
Encs, ‘ ' ‘\ ’ .i"

cc: with copy of Answer, to: '
Walter Phipps, Jr., Solicitor, Borough of Conshohocken,
312 Fayette Street,; Conshohocken, Pa. 19428
Edward F. Kane, Esq., Borough of West Conshohocken, Bean,
DeAngelis, Kaufman & Kane, 522 Swede St., Norristown, Pa.
Roger B. Reynolds, Solicitor, County of Montgomery, Courthouse,
Norristown, Pa. 19404,
Herbert G. Zahn, Bsq., Department of Transportation,Conmon«

wealth of Pennsylvania, Harrisburg, Pa. 17120




A O

Before the
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY Comursston | o009 1
T | ‘ o gy SR
n re: ‘ PR D e
n re i§orids Sy Saamission

_DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION OF i TR
THE COMMONWEALTI'OF PLNNSYLVANIA :  COMPLAINT

vs, i DOCKET
READING COMPANY, BOROUGH OF : NO. 19707
CONSHOHUCKBN; BOROUGH OF WEST H Lo
'CONSHOHOCKEN, AND COUNTY OF s 1972
MONTGOMERY s

PETITION OF THE DEPARTMENT OF TRANS—
PORTATION FQR,MODIFICATION OF ORDER

ANSWER OF READING COMPANY, DEBTOR
TO_PETITION FOR MODIFICATION

TO THE PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION:

Comes Now, Reading Company, Debtor,bby Joel E, Mazor
and makes answer to Uepartment‘cf Transportation®s Petition
for Modification in the captionéa>ﬁatter as follows:

1. Admitted.

2. ndmitted. ‘

3. Admitted. '

4. Respondent has no information concerning the
allegations of paragraph 4 of fhé petitioh and demands proof
of same, if relevant. Respondent also requests that because

of the serious nature of the modification sought, that a

hearing be held prior’to granting of such a petition so ﬁhét
~petitioner, and all othér'parties mayvhaVe’full-opportunity
to be heard." | ‘

' WHEREFORE, Reading Compahy, Debtor prays youi Honoxrable
Commissibn not to modify its order of danuary 15,11974>without
hearing on the merits of the petition‘ ‘

Respectfully subnitted,

gézﬁggf? ﬁéﬁﬁff? il
Apel’ By -Mazox/.. . - &
1 ,/,(‘.Jﬁw.i,j
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA:
S5a

L 1T T

COUNTY OF PUILADELPHIA

E. C. LAWSON, being duly sworn, deposes and

says that he is Chief Engineer of Reading Company,
Debtor, and that the facts contained in the attached
Answer are true and correct to the best of his know-

ledge information and belief.

o~ ‘Wsoﬁ

© sworn to and subscrxbed be;ore ne .
=2
this N day of January, 1975.

f/)/‘/*ﬂ/za ,n////)z //T'/?wmw

Notary Public

fotoey Faile § 5o ey, Fidatilpiia Cow ’
103, Gonmwan E,.paru January 17‘ 197&




:”" ’ . » | o
Maxeh 6, 1975
o Co 29707
Tebert ¥, Cunliffe, Deputy Attorney . |
Genaral _ :
Dopartment of Trancpertation
Harrisburg, Peangylvania
Doparddent of Transportation of the Sempomvoalth of Pennsylvania

. B . vﬁ . . . . &
Reading Gompanye Borough of Conohohonken, Dorough of tast
Sonshohoeken wid County of Honbgowery | ‘

Sear Sl

: This i to advise that at the public moebing held
Fobrunry 2be 1973, the Comalosion doforred the prtdtion £1lad
by Departaont of Tranesorbtation Yor wmedilicasion of RS xae
pAssionts order ioouwod Japuary 15, 1404y in tho above ontltlicd
procoedling, ol divected Hhat Purther hoaring bo scheduled ot
an sayly datey bo receive sestisony und arhibitn Ly ony amd
a1l partdes to the procoeding upom ull mitlers and Lhings
pertinent to the nodification sowzht by the deparitcidate
 jcoordingly, further heapdns hag boecn sehieduled 06
be hold on Tacoday, Appll 15 1975, dn tao Tunioipal Dedldingy
700 Delvoir Noad, Plymouth Tounship, norelstonny compmencing b
100 aenle ' : '
Ploaso acknowledse reccdnt of this lettors

Tory troly yours

7 for WILL RETHIR
ces  law Duroau, Durcau of TransportatiSH™ otaxy
STMILAR LLTTERS AND 1MR10St See attached list,
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