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107 (o) CAPTICN (abbreviate if more than 4 Lines)

(b) Short summary of history & facts, documents & briefs
(¢} Recammendation

(a) Representative Daniel L. Anderson V. Bessemer & lLake Erie
Railroad Comparny ‘

(b) Representative Anderson filed a complaint with the Commission on

June 11, 1991 against Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad Campany alleging
the Rural Ridge Tunnel on Russelton Road in Indiana Township,
Allegheny County, is in a deteriorated condition and in need of
repair. B&LE filed an answer asserting no repairs nor any further
inspection of the subject structuxe is necessary at this time. A
hearing was held on January 30, 1992 in Pittsburgh. Tndiana Township
filed a main brief, in which Representative Anderson joined. B&LE
filed a main and reply brief.

(¢) In a Recommended Decision, Judge Corbett found that sufficient

' evidence exists to warrant an inspection of the subject structure
and recamended that BSLE, at its initial cost and expense, prepare -
and submit an in-depth inspection report of the structure within six
months. Tt was recommended that the report include, but not be
limited to, a structural analysis of the structure, a recommendation
for any work necessary to +he structure and estimates of costs to
perform any recammended work. It was recamended that BSLE be
assigned maintenance of the stucture and PennDOT assigned ‘maintenance
of the involved highway. )
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Reconmended Decision served: July 15, 1992 :
Exceptions filed by: Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company, 7-31-92
Reply Exceptions filed by: Department of Transportation, 8-14-92

THIS CASE 16 TO BE ASSIGNED TO THE BUREAU OF SAFETY & COMPLIANCE, RAIL
SAFETY DIVISION TO MONITOR THIS PROCEEDING DURING THE PREPARATION OF THE
IN-DEPTH INSPECTION REPORT. |

93a

10. MOTION BY: GCommissioner Chmi,' Rolka Conmissioner | Hollana - Yes

e Commisgioner
SECONDED: Commisaioner Rhodes Commigsioner

CONTENT OF MOTION: The Decisjon of ALJ Corbett be adopted as the

action of the Commission.




| CQAMONWEALTH OF PENNS\QVANIA
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION s
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$-~913419

HONORABLE DANIEL I ANDERSON
- REP DISTRICT 31 US CONGRESS

4767 ROUTE 8

ALLISON PARK PA 15101

7

Rep‘r‘esentative Daniel L. Anderson
V.
Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad Company

~To Whom It May Concern:

This is to advise you that an Order has been adopted by the
Commissiornt in Public Meeting on September 3, 1992 in the above
entitled proceeding.

A copy of this Order has been enclosed for your records.

Very truly yours,

Jobn G. Alfoxd, Secretary

FOR SIMiLARLETTER SEE RECOMMENDED DECISION DATED JULY 15, 1992

4= MNOCKETE[}

Cert.Mail E’:@g_%;a‘“ | §EP'22 1992




Commissioners Present:

v . PENNSYLVANIA :
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265

Public Meeting held September 3, 1992

David W. Rolka, Chairman
Joseph Rhodes, Jr., Vice Chairman
' Wendell F. Holland, Commissioner

Representative Daniel L. Anderson

Ve ; | | C 913419
%@KETEj
SEP22 1992

Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad Company

ORDER
BY THE COMMISSION:

We adopt as our action the Recommended Decision of
Administrative Law Judge John H. Corbett, Jr. dated July 1, 1992,

- and that Exceptions be denied; THEREFORE,

IT IS ORDERED:

1. That the Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad Company, at -
its initial cost and expense, within six months of the date of
service of the Commission’s Order, prepare and submit to the
Commission and the parties of =record an in-depth inspection
report of the structure; the said report must include, but need
not be limited ‘to, a structural analysis of the structure, a

-~ recommendation for any work necessary to the structure and

estimates of costs to perform any recommended work.

2. That the Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad Company and
the Pennsylvanma Department of Transportatlon,cooperate with each
other in the preparation of the inspection report in accordance
with this Oxder. ;




3. That the Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad Company, at
its initial cost and expense, furnish all materials and do all
work necessary to maintain the structure and its facilities at
the subject crossing in a safe and satisfactory manner, during
the intevim period until a further Order is issued.

4. mhat the Pennsylvania Department of
Transportation, at its initial cost and expense, maintain the
existing public highway, shoulder, guide rails and drainage
structures within the legal right-of-way at the subject crossing,
during the interim period until a further Order is issued.

5. That upon completion of the in~depth inspection
report with recommendation, another hearing be held to resolve
the remaining issues involved in this proceeding. '

BY THE COMMISSION,

(sm;)

ORDER ADOPTED: September 3, 1992

ORDER ENTERED: SEP - % \99{
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Q}nmmnwealth of Pennsylvaiita
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
PO Box 3265, Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265
November 15, 1996 IN HEPLY PLEASE
REFER TO QUR FILE

In Re: Cc-00913419

{See letter dated 11/25/91)

NOV 14 1996
Representative Daniel L. Anderson
) | V.. X , JLs
Bessemer and Liake Erie Railroad Company

Reqgquests necessary repalrs be done to Rural,Rldge Tunnel on Russelton
Road, Indiana Township.

Hearing Notice

Thls is to inform you that a hearing on the above~captloned
case will be held as follows:

Type: ; Further

Date: ; Wednesday, January 29, 1997 {}{Eéﬂzjﬁﬁg?pégf
‘Time: 10:00 a.m. - (} §%
Location: i1ith Floor hearing room ! kﬂhigégé

Pittsburgh State Office Building
300 Liberty Avenue
Pittsburgh, Pennsylvahnia

Presiding Officer: Administrative Law Judge John L. Corbett
1103 Pittsburgh State Office Building
300 Liberty Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15522
Telephone: (412) 565=~3550

We have enclosed a list of guestions prepared by the Bureau of
Transportatlon & Safety indicating information to be developed at
the hearing along with other relevant testimony.

Each party should submit testimony and exhibits with respect
to the entire crossing alteration project with the understanding
that the Commission may, in determining this matter, take
Jurisdiction over any portion of the project.

If any party -intends.{q,.of ger prepared written testimony, the
testimony must be served on fhelpesiding officer and each party at
least 20 days prior to the"hearlng unless a different schedule has
been ordered by the gresm;.ng xDﬁflCEr.

R BEDCOQ




* ®

The Commissioﬁlg rules reguire that all parties, except for
those individuals appearing on their own behalf, be represented by

“counsel. Therefore, you should have an attorney of your choice

file an entry of appearance before the scheduled hearing.

If you intend to file exhibits, 2 _copies of all hearing
exhibits to be presented into evidence must be submitted to the
court reporter. An additional copy must be furnished to the
presiding officer. A copy must also be provided to each party of
record.

If you are a person with a disability, and you wish to attend
the hearing, we may be able to make arrangements for your special
needs. Please call Norma Lewis at the Public Utility Commission:

® Scheduling Office: (717) 787-1399
® AT&T Relay Service number for persons who are deaf or
hearing impaired:  1-800-654-5984.

pe: Judge Corbett
John Frazier = BPL Rm. 101
Dave Hart =~ T&S, Rail Div.
Norma Lewis
Stephen L. Springer, Scheduling Officer
Calendar File
Beth Plantz
Docket Section




o e=00913419 QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE , November, 1896
i. Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company (B&LE) describe the general

physical condition of the substructure and superstructure ¢f the bridge

‘and state whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge

since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.:

B&LE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subject
structure.

B&LE state its recommendatiofis as a result of the most recent ingpectioén
réport as to any alterationsg or repairs to the structure that it deems
necessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of
any such alterations it would agree to perform.

B&LE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specific details as to any recorded substantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railrcad or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding. '

Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT) state  its
vecommendations as a result of the most recent inspection report as to any
alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necegsary to
maintain a safe crossging at this location and what portion of any such
alterations it would agree to perform. ‘

PennDoOT state the nature and type, extent, date, coest ‘and any other
pertinent specific details as to any recorded substantial items of
maintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its
Sontractor since the <Commigsion’s September 4; 1992 order in this
proceading. ' : ‘

Query whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding.




G-00913419 QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE November, 1996

1 -

Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company (B&LE) describe the general
physical condition of the substructure and superstructuré of the bridge
and state whether there are any ¢hangés in the condition of the bridge
since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.

B&LE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subject
structure.

B&LE state its recommendations as a result of the most recent ingpection
rfeport as to6 any alterations or repairs o the structure that it deems
neCessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of
any such alterations it would agree to perform.

B&LE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specific details as to any recorded substantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railroad or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding.

Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT)  state its
recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection report as to any
alterations or reéepairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such
alterations it would agree to perform.

PennDOT state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any other
pertinent specific details as to any recorded substantial items of
maintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its
contractor since the Commissidén’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding.

Query whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding.
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€-00913419 QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE November, 1996
1.  Bessemer and Lake Erie Railrocad Company (B&LE) describe the general

S.

physical condition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge
and state whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.

B&LE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subject
structure.

B&LE state its recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection
report as to any alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems
necessary to maintain a safe ¢rossing at this location and what pértion of
any such alterations it would agree to perform.

B&LE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specific details as to any recorded substantial items of maintenance
and/or répair performed on the existing structure by the Railroad or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding.

Pénnsylvania  Department of Transportation  (PennDOT) state  its
recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection report as to any
alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems nedessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such
alterations it would agree to perform.

PennDOT state the nature and type, extent, date, c¢ost and any other
pertinent specific details as to any recorded substantial items of
maintenance and/or répair performed on the existing structure by it or its

~contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this

proceeding.

Query whether any of the othér parties desires to submit any additional
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding.




£~00913419 OUESTIONS AND, PROCEDURE Novenber, 1996

1. Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company (B&LE) describe the general

4.

physical condition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge
and state whetheér there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.

H&LE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subject
structure.

BELE state its recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection
report as to any alterations ¢r repairs to the structure that it deems
necessary to maintain a safe crogsing at this location and what portion of
any such alterations it would agree to perform.

BELE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specific details as to any recorded substantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by £he Railroad or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding.

Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT) state  its
recomendations as a result of the most recent inspection report as to any
alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any guch
alterations it would agree to perform.

PennbOT gtate the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any other
pertinent specific details as to any recorded subgtantial items of
maintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its

contractor sirnce the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this

proceeding.

Query whether any of the other parties desires to subnit any additiodnal
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding.
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€=00913419 QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE November, 1996
i.  Besgemer and Lake PBrie Railroad Company (B&LE) describe the general

3.

physical condition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge
and state whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
sirice the Comhission’s Séptember 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.

BSLE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subject
gtructure.

B&LE state its recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection
report as to any alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems
necessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of
any such alterations it would agree to perform.

BELE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specific details as to any recorded substantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railrvad or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding.

Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT) state its
récommendations as a result of the most recent inspection report as to any
alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such
alterations it would agree to perform.

PennDOT state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any other
pertinent specific details as to any recorded substantial items of
maintenance and/or répair performed on the existing structure by it or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding.

Query whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding.
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c-00913419 QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE November, 1996
1. Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company (B&LE) describe the general

5.

T«

physical condition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge
and state whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
gince the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.

B&LE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subject
structure.

B&LE state its recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection
report as to any alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems
necessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of
any such alterations it would agree to perform.

B&LE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specific details as to any recorded substantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railroad or its
conitractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proseeding.

2ennsylvania. Department of Transportation (PennDOT)  state its
tecommendations as a result of the most recent inspection report as to any
alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such
alterations it would agree to perform.

PennDOT state the nature and type; extent, date, cost and any other
pertinent specifi¢ details as to any recorded substantial Aitems of
maintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its
contracter gince the Commission‘s September 4, 1992 order in this

proceeding.

Query whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding.
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£-00913419 , QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE November, 1996
‘1. Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company (B&LE) describe the general

4.

7.

physical condition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge
and state whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.

"B&LE submit the wmost recent bridge inspection report of the subject
‘structure. ‘

B&LE state its recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection
report as to any alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems
necessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what porﬁion'of
any such alterations it would agree to perform.

B&LE state the nature and type, externt, date, c¢ost and any pe:tinent
specific details as to any recorded substantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railroad or its
contracter since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this

. proceading.

Pennsylvania Department of fTransportation = (PennDOT) state its

- yecommendations as a result of the most recent inspection report as to any

alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such
alterations it would agree to perform.
PennbOT state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any other
pertinént specific details as to any recorded substantial items of

. maintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its

contractor since the Commission's September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding. :

Query whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding.




¢~00913419 OUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE November, 1998
4. ' Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company {(B&LE) describe the general

physical condition of the aubstructure and superstructure of the bridge
and state whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.

BELE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subject
structure.

B&LE state its recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection
report as to any alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems
fiecessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of
any auch alterations it would agree to perform.

B&LE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specific details as to any recorded substantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railroad or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceedirig.

Penfrsylvania Department of Transportation {PennDOT) state its
reconmendations as a result of the most recdent inspection report as to any
alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such
alterations it would agree to perform.

PennbOT state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any othexr
pertinent specific details as to any recorded substantial items of
maintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its
contractor aince the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding.

Query whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceading.
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C¢~00913419 QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE November, 1956
1. Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company (B&LE) describe the general

2.

3.

physical condition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge
and state whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
gince the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.

BSLE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subject
structure.

B&LE state its recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection .

report as to any alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems
necessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of
any such alterations it would agree to perform.

B&LE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specific details as to any recorded sybstantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railroad or its
conitractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding.

Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT) gtate  its
recommendations as a résult of the most recent inspection report as 6 any
alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such
alterations it would agree to perform.

PennDOT state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any other
pertinent specific details as to any recorded substantial items of
maintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its
contractor since the Commission‘s September 4, 1992 oxder in this
proceeding.

. Query whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional

testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding.



?’S.»

?
a”‘%i

‘ Yok

a R 3

1y & O
. i [

ECKERT SEAMANS CHERIN & MELLOTT

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

42ND FLOOR
600 GRANT STREET
PITTSBURGH, PA 15219
{412) 566-6000

rx"r‘

FACSIMILE (412) 566-6099
LEX 866172
TIMOTHY S.COON b

{412y 566-1214

February 3, 1993 '
FEB 510m

John G. Alford, Secretary

- Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
Room B-18, North Office Building
North Street & Commonwealth Avenue ;
Harrisburg, PA 17120 @‘ o

RE: Representative Daniel L. Anderson v. Bessemer
& Lake Frie Railroad Company; No. C-913419

Dear Mr. Alford:

Please file the enclosed original and 9 copies of Indiana TOWnShlp 's Reply to the
Report of Comipliance filed by Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad Company. If you have any
‘questions with regard to this filing, please contact me.

Very truly youss, Z

Timothy S Coon

TSC/kls

Enclosures § {J ,;Q%EN,?
: All Counsel of Record ~

* Honor?tgxlls{?]o?ml;f(gorbett, Jr, %“ @iDER

PITTSBURGH » HARRISBURG ¢ ALLENTOWN + PHILADELPHIA ¢ BOSTON
BUFFALO ¢ FORT LAUDERDALE ¢ WEST PALM BEACH WASHINGTON, D.C.
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BEFORE THE PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

Representative Dariel L. Anderson No. C-913419

V‘A,
a0 EPR v ooors
Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad  EEB 17 1993
Company

'REPLY TO REPORT OF COMPLIANCE

Indiana Township submits the following Reply to the January 29, 1993 Report of
Compliance ("Report") filed by BesSeme.r & Lake Erie Railroad Company ("B&LE"), with
regard to B&LE’s inspection of the Rural Rid’ge Tunnel on Russelliton Road in Indiana

Township, Allegheny County, Pennsylvania. In paragraph 3 of its Report, B&LE suggests
'that it should be réimbursed, in part, by Indiana Township for the cost of the inspection
citing at its SQIe reason the fact that Indiana Towunship briefly questioned a PeanDot engineer
regarding whether he thought an inspection might be warranted in light of the facts adduced
at the hearing.

At the hearing, B&LE acknowledged sole responsibility for maintenance of the
tunnel. Indiana wanship» has no such responsibility and, as the record reflects, the tunnel is

in place solely to serve the railroad passing over Russellton Road. Moreover, Russellton



t . “ | ‘ ‘
.

Road 1s a state-maintained road, and Indiana Township does not have responsibility with
regard to road maintenarce or tunnel maintenance.

The testimony at the hearing showed that, since the turn of the century when the
tunnel was constructed, B&LE has conducted no testing of the structural stability of the
tunniel except for an annual visual inspection, which is limited to looking at the tunnel and

| ‘tapping random portions of the concrete with a hammer. B&LE’s engineer acknowledged

that there were a number of non-destructive tests that could be performed to analyze the

structural stability of the tunnel, and admitted that B&LE had never performed such tests.
B&LE is simply wrong in its assertion that the decision to order the inspection was

based solely on the PennDot engineer’s testimony. Testimony estabﬁshed that pieces of

concrete continually spall from the arch of the tunnel, falling onto the roadway and creating

traffic hazards. In fact, a resident who testified at the hearing stated that he observed a large

piece of concrete fall directly in front of his automobile as it was passing through the tunnel.
Additionally, B&LE’s engineer admitted that on occasion B&LE has had to remove large
pieces of concrete from the face of the tunnel which had loosened and created a public
hazard. Photdgraphs submitted by various parties showed obvious deterioration of the
concrete. Based on the totality of the evidence, Judge Corbett correctly concluded that an
inspection of the tunnel was warranted and that the cost of such inspection should lie with

B&LE -~ the owner and beneficiary of the tunnel.




For the foregoing reasons, Indiana Township respectfully requests that the

Commission reject B&LE's suggestion that Indiana Township should contribute to the cost of

the inspection.

Respectfully submitted:

TGl O

Timothy S. Gdon

Eckert Seamans Cherin & Mellott
Firm 1.D. No. 075

600 Grant Street, 42nd Floor
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

(412) 566-6000

Attorneys for Indiana Township
Dated: February 3, 1993




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing Reply to Report

of Compliance was served on the following counsel of record by deposit in the United States

wmail, first class postage prepaid, this 3rd day of February, 1993.

John H. Corbett, Jr.
Administrative Law Judge
1103 State Office Building

300 Liberty Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA 15222

Daniel L. Anderson
No. 31st District
House of Representative
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
4767 Route 8
Allison Park, PA 15101

Gina M. D’ Alfonso
Assistant Counsel
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
Department of Transportation
Office of Chief Counsel
1209 State Office Building
300 Liberty Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15222

Colette Ferris-Shotton
Senior Attorney and Assistant Secretary
Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad Company
135 Jamison Lane
P.0O. Box 68
Monroeville, PA 15146

PV

Timo y S. COOQ).




BESSEMEIR o wte RIE RAILROAD CO"f«QNY
’ Fioog

; - SAYAeY
135 JAMISON LANE  + -P.O, BOX 68 =  MONROEVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA 151464 !

OFFICE OF GENERAL COUNSEL
AND SECRETARY

January 29, 1993

-t
Ty
Via Airborpe, ExXpress

RN Y ‘

SECh 1993
Mr. John G. Alford, Secretary '“ﬁﬁtwmyQMMI 4%
pennsylvania Public Utility Commission \ Hission
Room B-18, North Office Building Rt

North Street & Commonwealth Avenue
Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17120

Re: Report of Compliance - 52 PA CODE § 5.591
Representative Daniel L. Anderson v.
Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company
No. €-913419 R _

Dear Mr. Alford:

Enclosed please find an original and nine (9) copies of the

Bessemer and TLake Erie Railroad Company's ("B&LE") Report of.

Compliance ordered pursuant to the Pennsylvania Public Utility

Commission's Order of September 3, 1992. ‘

: Please acknowledge receipt by'date_stamping the enclosed copy
of this letter and returning it to me in the enclosed self-
addressed, stamped envelope. '

Also enclosed please find a certificate of service indicating
that the Administrative Law Judge and all parties of record have
been served.

Should you have any questions with regard to this f£iling,
please contact the undersigned at (412) 829-6892.

Very truly yours,
DOCUMENT (ot Bt
- FOLDER  Sstatmeram

Assistant Secretary

CFS:nt
Enclosures
¢os - Parties of Reeord
The Honorable John H. Corbett, Jr.

e
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BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

. Representative Daniel L. Anderson )

SUCUMENT SO

. Bessemer and Lake Erie ) No. €-913419
Railroad Compan .
wm E L

k" ?— % lk.;t&“ 9
e E«-gER REPORT OF COMPLIANCE FEB 09 199
IN-DEPTH INSPECTION REPORT OF STRUCTURE

In accordance with 52 PA CODE § 5.591, the Bessemer and Lake
'Erie Railroad Company {("B&LE") hereby submits its Report of
Compliance =~ an in-depth inspection report of the Rural Ridge
Tuﬁﬁel on Russellton Road in Indiana Township, Allegheny County, as
,Qrdéte& by the Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission ("PUC") on
the 3rd day of September 1992, as follows:

1.‘ The B&LE contracted Professional Services Industries, Inc to
perfortm in-depth testlng of the concrete ardh. See EXhlblt -
attached hereto and made a part hereof. Fifteen (15) cores were
removed, fourteen {14) visually examined and tested for compressive
strehgth,and one (1) receiving a petrographic analysis by the Erlin

Company. The compressive strength of the concrete was found to

- vary from 2,890 psi to 8,750 psi. The petrographi¢ analysis

results indicated that the concrete is in excellent condition and
zan be anticipated to perform as well in the future as it did in

the past;
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| 2+ A structural analysis of the arch was performed by a

registéredbprofessional engineer employed;bY‘theiB&LE. See Exhibit
B, attached hereto and made a part hereof. Results of this
analysis revealed that maximum stress in the arch due to live load,
dead load and temperature ¢hange was one-forth the allowable stress
for concrete with a compressive strength equal to that of the test
¢ore with the minimum compressive strength of 2,890 psi.
Therefore, it can be concluded that the arch has a structural
failure safety factor of at least éight (8).

3. The results of the in-depth testing and structural analysis
confirm the testimony of the B&LE's expert witness who testified
that the arch is structurally sound and that additional testing and
analysis was not required. The B&LE was the only party at the

hearing that established that its witness had the education and

~experience to be an expert witness regarding concrete structures.

The judge chose to ignore this testimony and ordered the in-depth
inspection and analysis of the arch based upon the answers to
guestions posed by Indiana Township's legal representative and
answered.by PennDOT's employee, whose expertise on structures had
not been established. Therefore, the B&LE should be reimbursed for
the initial cost of the in-depth inspection and analysis with the
¢ost shared by PennDOT and Indiana’Tcwnship.

4. Attached are copies of the concrete inspection and analysis
reports (Exhibit A), the structural analysis of the arch |
{Exhibit B) and recommendation for cosmetic repairs to the arch,
Exhibit ¢, attached hereto and made a part hereof, that the B&LE

was ordered to provide.
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5. The cosmetic repairs are not needed to insure the structural
soundness of the arch, but will alleviate the potential of citizen
concern for concrete debris falling on the roadway. Now that the
issue of the arch's structural soundness has been investigated and
determined adequate, perhaps the issue of the alignment of the
approach road on the east side of the arch may be addtessed.

Respectfully submitted,

(tsTia.

Colette Ferris- Shott n ‘
Senior Attorney and

Assistant Secretary

Bessemer and Lake Erie

Railroad Company

135 Jamison Lane

P. O. Box 68

Monroeville, PA ~ 15146

(412) 829-6892




BXHIBITS
BXHIBIT A PETROGRAPHIC AND DETAILED AIR VOID STUDIES OF
k A CONCRETE CORE WITH ATTACHMENT = PROFESSIONAL
SERVICES INDUSTRIES AND TEC - THE ERLIN
COMPANY
EXHIBIT B STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS OF REPUBLIC ARCH PREPARED

BY BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE RAILROAD COMPANY,
CFFICE OF CHIEF ENGINEER

"EXHIBIT C LISTING OF COSTS OF RECOMMENDED COSMETIC
REPAIRS PREPARED BY BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE
RAILROAD COMPANY, OFFICE OF CHIEF ENGINEER




AFFIDAVIT

Jolette Ferris~sShotton being duly sworn according to law,

“deposes and says that she is Senior Attorney and Assistant

Secretary of the Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company; that she

is authorized to and does make this affidavit for it; and that the

facts set forth above are true and correct to the best of her

knowledge, information and belief and she expects the said Bessemer

and Lake Erie Railroad Company to be able to prove the same at any

hearifg hereof.

Colette Ferris-Shotton

- sworn and subscribed before me

this 29th day of January, 1993.

~ : . o
Mw*ﬂggﬁry Public




‘ 0 ‘ EXHIBIT A

THE ERLIN COMPANY

TN S e , ;

| ,

| TELEPHONE: (412) 5391800 1693 CLEARVIEW DRIVE
: z‘fx ‘ %412% 539:7308 LATROBE, PA 15650

PETROGRAPHIC AND DETAILED
AIR VOID STUDIES OF A CONCRETE CORE

FOR

e R e AR CA e+ i S L SR A

PROFESSIONAL SERVICE INDUSTRIES, INC.
(Russelton Bridge Project,
PST Order No. 812-20428)

December 29, 1992
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THE ERLIN COMPANY

| - TELEPHONE: {412) 535-1800 1693 CLEARVIEW DRIVE
' EAX: {412y 5397305 LATROBE, PA 15650
| ’ December 29, 1992
TEC 1192222

PETROGRAPHIC AND DETAILED
BIR VOID STUDIES OF A CONCRETE CORE

EFOR

PROFESSIONAL,SERVICE,INDUSTRIES, INC.
(Russelton Bridges Project,
PSI Order No. 812-20428)

R
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SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

The concrete is non-air-entrained and made using sili-
Geous gravel coarse aggregate, natural siliceous sand
fine aggregate, estimated portland cement contents of 5
bags per cubic yard of concrete, and an overall esti-
mated water-cement ratio of 0.54. Hydration of the

cement is advanced.

There is no evidence that the aggriégate’s had been
physically or chemically unstable (e.g. no evidence of
freQZeﬂthaW‘damagekor alkali-silica reactions).

Water gain is prominent in the core and hydration
characteristics of the cement reflect very slow hydra-
tion, such as due to use of admixtures containing
retarding components. These admixtures include water-
reducers and retarders. If water-reducing admixtures
had been used, then they may have either been overdosed

or coupled with low concrete temperatures (e.g. late
fall or winter construction).

Secondary compounds are absent, and thus exposure of

the concrete to moisture for prolonged periods is not
indicated. To that end, the apparent relatively dry
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expostire has rendered the non-air-entrained and cyclic-
freezing sensitive concrete durable because it did not

~ become eritically saturated.

The concrete is in excellent condition and can be
anticipated to perform as well in the future as it has
in the past. The anticipated future good performance
is contingent upon an envirommental exposure that
remains the same. Thus, care and caution should be
exercised so that a moist enviromment (that will cause
the concrete to become critically saturated} is not
created.

* Kk % % % ® *

INTRODUCTION

Reported herein are the results of petrographic and
detailed air-void analyses of a concrete core. The
request for the work was from C. A. Sherman of Profes-
sional Service Industries, Inc. The core was reported
to be from the Russelton Bridge Project. Requested by
Mr. Sherman were laboratory studies for evaluating the
core so that its current condition could be assessed.

BAccordingly, the core was examined using methods of
ASTM CB56, “Petrographic Examination of Hardened Con~
crete", and the modified point=-count method of BSTM
¢as57, "Microscopical Determination of Parameters of the
Air-Void System in Hardened Concrete".

STUDIES

Samples = Received for the studies was a core having a
diameter of 3% inches and identified as No. 11. The
core has a nominal length of 9 inches; the top end is a
formed surface; the bottom end is a fracture surface.

The formed surface has a 1/8 inch “"step" along one
side, which is original and was imposed by formwork
configuration.

A longitudinal cross-section was cut from the core and
used for the air-void analysis.

Petrographic Examination - Coarse aggregate is gravel

having d& nominal top size of 1 inch and constituted of
a variety of components. These components include
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granite, diabase, chert, greywacke, ortho-quartzite,
and tramp slag. Fine aggregate is natural sand that
contains the types of materials present in the coarse
aggregate, plus in the intermediate and finer sizes
major amounts of guartz, minor amounts of feldspars,
coal, shale, and sandstone, and trace amounts of mica,
and mafic minerals.

The aggregates are well graded and uniformly dispersed,
and had been physically and chemically sound during
their service in the concrete.

Paste is buff, relatively soft, and contains abundant
relict portland cement particles. Hydration of the
cement is advanced, and hydration products are coarse.
The calecium hydroxide hydration component occurs as
fine platelets within the paste, and reflects very slow
early hydration of the portland cement. Fly ash,
finely ground slag, and other mineral admixtures are
absgent.

S T P

o A Liin R

Compositional and textural characteristics of the

pastes are-indicative of a moderate portland cement

content estimated to be 5 bags per cubic yard, and an

~gverall moderately high water-cement ratio estimated to
e 0.54.

Small (e.g. 1/4 inch) localized areas of the paste, and
the undersides of coarse aggregate particles, represent
locations of high water-gain resulting from differen-
tial settlement of aggregate, mortar, and paste, and
collections of bleed water into the "void“ areas thus
created. As a partial consequence, when the concrete
is fractured, fractures circumscribe aggregate parti-
cles because of the poor bond thus created.

SR T I e LR o D R A
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Because of the moderately high water-cement ratio and
pronounced differential settlement, the concrete is
judged to be of mediocre guality, at least relative to
physical properties.

Alr-void Analysis - A magnification of 75% was used.

The deté§mined air content is 1.2 percent; the specific
surface is 260 in®/in’; and the void spacing factor is
0.027 inch.
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{E The air occurs as relatively coarse non-spherical voids

| characteristic of entrapped air, and as void space due
. : . to water gain along the undersides of coarse aggregate
1 particles and in the mortar.

. ST
- Erlin-Company——

e

B&tharH Felin—Te Fographer
Project Manager

BEsvdp

Sampleskwiil‘be discarded after three months uhless
other dispogition is requested. Charges may be made
for storage after that period.




O . EXHIBIT A

ATTACHMENT ,

Professional Service Industries, Inc.
Pittsburgh Testing Laboratory Division

812~20428-1 ‘
December 29, 1992

CLIENT'S NO. P. 0. NO. 27884-59-01

REPORT OF

REPORT FOR

PROJECT
Dates Drilled -

Te'c":mii:ians

Tests Requested

*

-
-

o
-

£ 3]

¥

»

£33

DRTILLING AND TESTING OF CONCRETE CORES
BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE RATIIRCAD COMPANY
135 JAMISON LANE

P. 0. BOX #68

MONROEVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA 15146
ATTENTION: MR. R. J. JANUS

RUSSELLTON BRIDGE ~ PLAN NO. X-21
11-3, 11~4, 117

E. Roach, J. Scott, D. Asbury, W. Naughton
1) Visual Examination

2) Compressive Strengths

3) Chloride Contents

4) Petrographic Analysis

Page 1 OF 4
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Pitsburgh, PA 15220 & Phone: 412/9224010 &  Fax: 412/022-4014




Besdener and Lake Erie Railroad Company 812~20428~1

December-29, 1992
PAGE 2 OF 4

Core No. 1

Core No. 2

Core No. 3

Core No. 4

Coze No. 5

Core No. 6
Core No. 7
Core No. 8

Core No. 9

Core No. 10
Core No. 11

Core No. 12

"~ Gore No. 13

Core No. 14

. Core No. 15

VISUAL EXAMINATION

Concrete sound thiu 12" of core

Concerete sound thru 12% of core

Concrete fractured from 0 - 4™ gound concrete last 8.

Concrete fracture from 0 - 6", sound concrete From
6" to 14" depth

Concrete

Concrete
depth no

Coqcrete
12", Ne

Coxcrete
Concrete

Goncrete

Concrete

sound thru 12" of core

sound thru 12" of core. Resteel from 10" to i
deterioration.

sound thru 10" of core, hit re~steel from 10" to
deterioration around re-steel.

sound thru first 10™ hit re-steel from 10" to 12".
showed some deterloration around re-steel.

sound thra 12" of core.

showed some slight cracking from O thru 6% of core,

from 6 thru 12"~sound conerete.,

Concrete

Ofthrﬁw7"fwas,sound. 7" thru 12" showed some

deterioration.

Petrographic Examination.

Concrete

sound thru 12" of core.

Concrete éoun& thru 12" of core.

Concrete sound thru 12" of Core.
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Bessemer and Lake Erie Rallroad Company -~ 812-20428~1
December 29, 1992
PAGE 3 OF 4

COMPRESSIVE STRENGDHS

: L/D Total
Core Length ~Diameter Area. Correction Lioad
Number  (In.) (In.) (In. 2)  Factor (Lbs.) P.S.I.
1 6.98 3.70 10.75 995 39,500 3660
2 5.00 3.70 10.75 942 85,000 7450
3% 6.98 3.70 10.75 .995 42,900 3970
4 ® 710 3.70 1075 - .998 47,500 4410
5 7.00 3.70 10.75 - .995 55,000 5090
& 7.10 3.70 10.75 .998 46,000 4270
7 5.85 3.70 10.75° .966 42,500 3820
8 4,96 3.70 10.75 941 100,000 8750
9 7.25 3.70 10.75 1.000 54,500 5070
10 7.12 3.70 10.75 .998 68,500 6360
(& 6.00 3.70 10.75 970 32,000 2890
12 PETROGRAPHIC ANALYSIS | :
13 5.23 3.70 10.25 .94 ' 63,500 5610
14 4.42 3.70 10075 W917 80,000 6820
15 7.30 3.70 10.75 1.000 62,000 5770
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Besgemer and Lake Erle Railroad , 812~20428~1
December 29, 1992 '
PAGE 4 OF 4
z Lbs./Fr.3 z Lbs./Ft.3
#1 Top 0.02 0.028 13 Top 0.04 0.055
S12- .01 0.014 12" 0.01 0.014
#2 Top 0.04 - 0.055 14 Top 0.05 0.069
127 0.01 : 0.014% iz- Q.01 0.014
12" O 01 ‘ 0.014 2" 0.01 0.014
#4 Top - 0410 0.1.38
R & 2 0.01 0.014
e Top 0.02 0.028
ooazv 001 0.014
oxet S 0.01 0.014
#8 Top 0.03 0.041
12" : ‘ 0501 » ) 9.014
#10 Top 0.10 0.138
12" .01 ' 0.014
‘ 12“ L 0.01 0.014
12" 0.01 ' 0.014
- PETROGRAPH IC ANAT.YSIS -
- SEE ATTACHED REPORT
PROFESSIONAL SERVICE INDUSTRIES, INCORPORATED
PITTSBURGH TESTJ:NG LABORA’IORY DIVISIO“I
€AS/mb-

B&Bessemé: and Lake Erte R,ailroad cq‘mpanyv
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REPUBLIC ARCH 7.77 — BRIDGE 12
CONCRETE REPAIRS
RE: PUC ORDER C-913415
The following is an‘estimate for recommended cosmetic repairs to the arch:

0/S CONTR.&

MATERIAL EQUIPHENT -LABOR
Close road for three {3) weeks $ 5.260
Install french drain over west $ 100 600 $ 3,500
spandrel wall ‘
Repair spalls on southwest fact, 1,200 1,700 12,160
southwest end of barrel and ten ~
fest in from southeast end of
barrel.
Scale and seal construction joint T 200 75 1:665
located 20 feet from west eand
and two (2) spalls 30 feet in
from west end of south side of
barrel.
TOTALS ‘ $ 1,500 $ 7,635 § 17,325

NOTE: Labor rate of $275/day for
total of 63 mandays.

DEK/! jibk

Jonuary 22, 1993
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Certificate of Service

_ ; I, Colette Ferris-Shotton, do hereby certify that on this
29th day of January 1993, I served by first class mail, postage
prepaid on the following indiwviduals:

John H. Corbett, Jr.
Administrative Law Judge
1103 state Office Building
300 Liberty Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15222

baniel L. Anderson

Member, 31lst District

House of Representatives
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
4767 Route 8

Allison Park, PA 15101

Timothy S. Coon, Esquire
600 Grant Street, 42nd Floor
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Gina M. D'Alfonso

Assistant Counsel
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
Department of Transportation
Office of Chief Counsel

1209 state Office Building
300 Liberty Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15222

(b G it

Colette Ferris-Shotton
Senior Attorney and
Assistant Secretary
Bessemer and Lake Frie
Railroad Company

135 Jamigon Lane

P. D. Box 68
Monroeville, PA 15146
(412) 829-6892




Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
PO Box 3265, Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265 J
November 15, 1996 IN BEPLY PLEASE AF
_ .. REFER TO OURFILE
in Re: C-00913419

THOMAS J FOEFSTER CHATRMAN
ALLEGHENY COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

£
119 COURTHOUSE v '
PITTSRBURGH P"A,:LSZILQ A i
Representative Daniel L. AnderSOnh f;w -

Ve ¥
Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company

Requests necessary repairs be done to Rural Ridge Tunnel on Russelton
‘Road, iIndiana Township.

Hearifig Notice

This is to inform you that a hearing on the above-captioned
case will be held as follows:

Type: Y Further

Date: : : Wednesday, January 29, 1997

Time: 10:00 a.m.

Location: 11th Floor hearing room ,
Pittsburgh State Office Building S0
300 Liberty Avenue £ e R
P:Ltt:sburgh Pennsylvania f;;» =

o S

 Presiding Officer: Administrative Law Judge a'ohn L. Corhet"t oo

1103 P:Lttsburg‘h State Office Building -

R

300 Liberty Avenue - g:; i
Pittsburgh, PA 15522 cb-‘ o il
Telephone: (412) 565-3550 5 gy

il U‘i R

We have enclosed a list of guestions prepared by theMBureau of
Transportation & Safety indicating information to be developed at
the hearing along with other relevant testimony.

Each party should submit testimony andkexhlbits with respect
to the entire crossing alteration project with the understanding

~that the Commission may, in determining this watter, take
“Jurisdiction over any portion of the project.
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If any party intends to offer prepared written testimony., the
testimony must be served on the presiding officer and each party at
least 20 days prior to the hearing unless a different schedule has
been ordered by the presiding officer.

The Commission’s rules reguire that all parties, except for
those individuals appearing on their own behalf, be represented by
counsel. Therefore, you should have an attorney of your choice
file an entry of appearance before the scheduled hearing.

If you intend to file exhibits, 2_copies of all hearing
exhibits to be presented into evidence must be submitted to the
court reporter. An additional copy must be furnished to the
presiding officer. A copy must also be provided to each party of
record.

7 If you are a person with a disability, and you wish to attend
the hearing, we may be able to make arrangements for your special
needs. Please call Norma Lewis at the Public Utility Commission:

® Scheduling Office: (717) 787-1399
® AT&T Relay Service number for persons who are deaf or
hearing impaired: 1-800-654-5984. :
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c-00913419 OUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE November, 1996
1.  Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company (B&LE} describe the general

physical condition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge
and state whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.

BELE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subjeckt

‘gtructure.

BELE state its recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection
report as to any alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems
necessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of
any such alterations ik wculd,agrge to perform.

B&LE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specific details as to any recorded substantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railroad or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 oxder in this
proceeding.

Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT)  state its
recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection report as to any
slterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what port;on of any such
alterations it would agree to perform.

pennbDOT state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any other
pertinent specific details as to any recorded substantial items of
maintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in  this
proceeding.

Ouery whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding.
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¢~00913419 : QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE Novenber, 1996
1. Hessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company (B&LE) describe the general

3‘

physical econdition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge
and state whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
since the Commission’s September 4, 1982 order in this proceeding.

BALE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subject
struacture.

BELE state its recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection
report ag to any alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems
necessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of
any such alterations it would agres to perform.

BSLE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specific details as to any recorded gubstantial items o©f maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railroad or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
prodgeding.

Pennsylvania Department of Transportation {PennbDOT) state  its

recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection report as to any
alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such
alterations it would agree to perform.

PennDOT state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any other
pertinent specific details as to any recorded substantial items of
maintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its
contractor since the Commission’s Seéptember &, 1992 orxder in this
proceeding.

Query whether any of the other parties degires to submit any additional
testinony, exhibits or propogals relevant to this proceeding.




¢-00913419 QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE November, 1996
1. Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company (B&LE) describe the general

2.

physical condition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge
and state whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
gsince the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.

B&LE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subject
structure.

BELE state its recommendations as a result of the most recent ingpection

report as to any alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems

nécessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of
any such alterations it would agree to perform.

B&LE state the nature and type, extent, date, c¢ost and any pertinent
specific details as to any recorded substantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railrcad or its
contractor since the Commission’s  September 4, 1992 order in this
préceeding.

Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT) state  its
recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection report as to any
alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such
alterations it would agree to perform. ‘

PennDOT state the nature and type, extent, date, c¢ost and any other
pertinent specific details as to any recorded substantial items of
maintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its
dontractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding.

Query whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding. '




©-00913419 QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE November, 1996
1. Bessemer and Lake Erie Railvoad Company (B&LE} describe the general

5.

Te

physical condition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge
and stake whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
since the Commission‘’s September 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.

B&LE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subject
structure.

B&LE state its recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection
report as to any alterations or repairs to the structure that it deenms
necessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what porticn of
any such alterations it would agree to perform.

B&LE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specific details as to any recorded substantizl items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railroad or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding.

Pennsylvania Deépartment of Transportation (PennDOT) state its
recommendations ag a result of the most recent inspection report as to any
alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such
alterations it would agree to perform.

PennDOT state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any other
pertinent specific details as to any recorded substantial items of
maintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its
contractor since +the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding. ' '

Puery whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding.
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C-00913419 QUESTICONS AND PROCEDURE November, 1996
3. Pessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company {B&LE) describe the general

4‘

5

physical condition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge
and state whetheér there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
sihce the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.

BELE submit the most recent bridge inspection xeport of the subject
strycture.

B&LE mtate its recommendations as a result of the most recdent ifspection
report as té any alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems
necessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of
any such alterations it would agree to perform.

B&LE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specific detalls as to any recorded substantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railroad or its
tontractor since the Commission’s kSeptember 4, 1992 ordey £in this
proceeding.

Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT)  state  its
recommendations as a result of the most recent inspéction report as to any
alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such

alterations it would agires to perform.

PonnbOT state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any other
pertinent specific details 48 to any recorded substantial items of
maintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its

‘contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this

proceeding.

puery whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding. :
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¢~00513419 QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE November, 1996

i. Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company (B&LE) describe the general

physical condition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge
and state whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
since the Commission’s September 2, 1992 order in this proceeding.

B&LE submit the most fecent bridge inspection report of the subject
gtructure.

BELE state its recommendabtions as a result ©f the nost recent inspecticn
report as to any alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems
necessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of
any such alterations it would agree to perform.

B&LE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specific details as to any recorded substantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railroad or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding.

Pennsylvania Department of fTransportation (PennDOT) state its
recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection report as to any
alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such

- alterations it would agree to perform.

PenndDOT state the nature and fype, exteént, date, c¢ost and any other
pertinent specific details as to any recorded substantial items of
maintenance and/or repair performéd on the existing structure by it or its
sontractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1952 order in this
proceeding. ' :

Query whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding.
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£-00913419 QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE ~ Novenber, 1996
1. Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company {B&LE) describe the general

3.

5.

Ts

physical condition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge

‘and state whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.

B&LE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subject
structure.

B&LE state its recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection
report as to any alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems
necessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of
any such alterations it would agres to perfoim.

B&LE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specifie details as to any recorded substantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railread or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding.

Pennsylvania Department of Tramsportation  (PennDOT)  state its
recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection réport as to any
alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such
alterations it would agree to perform. ‘
PennDOT state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any other
pertinent specific details as to any recorded substantial dtems of
maintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 ordar in this
proceeding.

Query whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding.




ﬁ ’ I °

¢-00913419 QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE November, 1996

l-

Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company (B&LE) describe the general
physical condition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge
and state whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
sine¢e the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this proceeding.

B&LE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subject
gtructure.

B&LE state its recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection
report as to any alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems
necessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of
any such alterations it would agree to perform.

B&LE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
gspecific details as to any recorded gubstantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railroad or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding.

Peinsylvania  Department  of Transportation  (PennDOT) gtate - its

recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection report as to any

alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such
alterations it would agree to perform.

pennDOT state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any other
pertinent specific details as to any retorded substantial ditems of
maintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its
contractor since the Commission‘s September 4, 1892 order in this
proceeding. ‘

‘Query whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional

testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding.
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¢=00913419 QUESTIONS AND PROCEDURE November, 19396
1. Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company {(B&LE) describe the general

5.

physical condition of the substructure and superstructure of the bridge
and state whether there are any changes in the condition of the bridge
since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in thiw proceeding.

B&LE submit the most recent bridge inspection report of the subject
structure.

B&LE state its recommendations as & result of the most recent ingpection
report as to any alterations or répairs to the structure that it deems
necessary to maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of
any. such alterations it would agree to perform.

B&LE state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any pertinent
specific details as to any recorded substantial items of maintenance
and/or repair performed on the existing structure by the Railroad or its
contractor since the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in this
proceeding.

Pennsylvania Department of Transportation — (PennDOT) state its
recommendations as a result of the most recent inspection report as to any
alterations or repairs to the structure that it deems necessary to
maintain a safe crossing at this location and what portion of any such
alterations it would agree to perform.

PennbOT state the nature and type, extent, date, cost and any other
pertinent specific details as to any recorded substantial items of
imaintenance and/or repair performed on the existing structure by it or its
contractor eince the Commission’s September 4, 1992 order in +this
proceeding.

Query whether any of the other parties desires to submit any additional
testimony, exhibits or proposals relevant to this proceeding. ’
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0 COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIAO
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
1103 PITTSBURGH STATE QFF!CE BUILDING
300 LIBERTY AVENUE
PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA 15222.1210

N REPLY PLEASE
REFER TO OUR FLE

January 13, 1997

Colette Ferris-Shotton, Esquire

Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company
135 Jamison Lane

P.O. Box 68 ,

Monroeville, PA 15146

Re:  Representative Daniel L. Anderson v,
Bessemer & Lake Erie Railroad Company
Docket No. C-00913419

Dear Ms. Ferris-Shotton:

I have received your letter of January 6, 1997, together with the enclosed materials.
Pursuant to Paragraph 5 of the Order of the Commission entered on September 4, 1992, another
hearing must be held to resolve the remaining issues involved in this proceeding. The Questions and
Procedures accompanying the hearing notice outlined for the parties the issues to be addressed at the
time of the hearing,

If you wish to participate in this hearing, you must present a witness qualified to
answer the questions stated in that outline, as well as any other questions raised by other parties upon
cross-examination of your witness.

For these reasons, your request to cancel the hearing and close the record in this
proceeding must be denied. If you have any questions regarding this procedure, please feel free to
contact me. ' E

1 thank you for your time and attention to this matter.

Very truly youss

2F

\ . Corbett, Jr. 77
J Administrative Law Judge {/
* \WIKETE]  Recrygy
cc: - Parties of Record = B
Steve Springer JAN 22 97

*FileRoom OCUMENT A 15 1997

PA PUBLIC uTiITY COMMISS 01

;OLDE F PROTHONOTARY'S OFFioe




BOB CRANMER Q LARRY DUNN C MIKE DAWIDA
COMMISSIONER ‘

; » CHAIRMAN COMMISSIONER
DEPARTMENT OF ENGINEERING AND CONSTRUCTION

§ FFIC
o 50t COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING *?ﬁﬁéﬁ&g%g&g o
JOSEPH M. JACOBS PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA 15219-2004
 ACTING DIRECTOR PHONE (412) 350-5902 ¢ FAX (412) 350-5386

January 28, 1997

RECEVED

Honorable John L. Corbett

Administrative Law Judge CGA tog7
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission B
1103 Pittsburgh State Office Building AP UTILT
300 Liberty Avenue PROTHON %;-Ag"g‘}ﬁ%ﬁfsmf‘f
Pittsburgh, PA 15222 CE
RE: REPRESENTATIVE DANIEL L. ANDERSON
VS

BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE RAILROAD COMPANY

C—00913419
Dearkifudge Corbett:

Alleghenv County had received notice of the hearing scheduled for Wednesday January 29,
- 1997, in the above captioned matter, Upon review of the file the County had determined that it is
~ not necessary for the County to appear in this proceeding, Therefore, the County will not be
present at the hearing on Wednesday, January 29, 1997.

I am serving a copy of this letter on the parties as indicated on the attached service list.

Very truly yours,
Howard M. Louik
Assistant Solicitor
HL/HW/dp
ce: John G. Alford, Secretary
Parties of Record
Joseph M. Jacobs/GF
 Bernard Rossman, P.E.

Herbert C. Weaver, P.E.
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REPRESENTATIVE DANIEL L. ANDERSON

Vs
BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE RAILROAD COMPANY
C-00913419
PAGE2

PARTIES OF RECORD

0001
REPRESENTATIVE DAN ANDERSON
4767 ROUTE 8
ALLISON PARK PA 15101
0002

KIMBERLY J. GALLAGHER, GENERAL ATTORNEY
MR. F H MORRIS, CHIEF ENGINEER; DE. E. KEEFER

- 135 JAMISON LANE, P.O. BOX 68

MONROEVILLE PA 15146

0003 W. D. PICKERING, P. E. & TRENT HARGROVE

~ JOHN L HEATON, CHIEF COUNSEL
509 TRANSP & SAFETY BLDG

HARRISBURG PA 15146

0004

MR. LARRY DUNN, CHAIRMAN

119 COURTHOUSE

PITTSBURGH PA 15219

ALLEGHENY COUNTY COMMISSIONERS

0005 :
MR. MITCHELL T KOVEL, SECRETARY
P.0.BOX 788

- INDIANOLA PA 15051

INDIANA TOWNSHIP

0006
F H MORRIS, CHIEF ENGINEER

- COLETTE FERRIS-SHOTTON, ATTORNEY

135 JAMISON LAKE - P. 0. BOX 68
MONROEVILLE PA 15156




b APPEARANCE SHEET @)
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COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
1403 PITTSBURGH STATE OFFICE BUILDING:
300 LBERTY AVENUE
PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA 15222-1210 ‘
' . INFEPLY PLEASE
AEFER TD OUR FILE

February 21, 1997

TO ALL PARTIES OF RECORD: Tn re: C-00913419

i
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-
T

Bi  Representative Daniel L. Anderson v.
&) Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company |

{1

9 LEgnyy;

Pos
ie

Loy I
| 5 2o
, - The transcript of testimony taken in the above entitled proceedirf indicates that
the parties will file briefs, '
S In accordance with the Commission's Rules of Practice, Main Briefs shall be
filed on or before March 24, 1997. Reply Briefs, if any, shall be filed on or before April 8,
1997. I Briefs are not received within the allotted time, they shall not be accepted for filing,
except by special permission of the presiding officer. Your Main Briefs should be concise
and must comply with 52 Pa. Code §5.501. ,
An original and nine (9) copies of each Main and Reply Brief must be filed
- with the Commission in accordance with 52 Pa. Code §1.4 and in care of the New Filing
Section, Room B-20, North Office Building, Harrisburg, PA 17120. Also, one copy must
be served on the presiding Administrative Law Judge and two copies on each party of record.

s .
B g

B T
TUd O EwEve
AL ‘fi«,ﬁj%

e N I
fﬁ@ ‘yi !é( fi‘d b3 [
LR L

Ao

| flohn H. Corbett, Jr. i
f Administrative Law Judge
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MEMORANDUM COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA

DATE:

PA Public Utility Commission

February 27, 1997
SUBJECT: Representative Damel L. Anderson v. Bmsemer & Lake Erie Railroad
Company
Docket No. C—-00913419
TO: Aggie Brewster, Supervisor
Bureau of Administrative Services
Docket Section
FROM: John H. Corbett, Jr., Administrative Law Judge LT
Office of Administrative Law Judge § /
The attached exhibit (original and one copy) is in reference to the above-captioned
tase.
Please have this exhibit docketed and placed in the red document folder.
If you have any questions, please contact me at (412) 565-3550. |
JHC:se0
Attachment (1)
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& AND LAKE ERIE RAILROAD COMPANY -

135 JAMISON LANE + P.O. BOX 68 -+ MONROEVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA 15146

Office of
Vice President - Law,
General Counsel and

Secretaty ©
February 3, 1997 e
_ The Honorable John H. Corbett, Jr.
- Administrative Law Judge
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
1103 Pittsburgh State Office Building
300 Liberty Avenue | : o
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-1210 PO
e ey
Lz T3

44444

Re: Representatxve Daniel L. Anderson v. Bessemer & Lake Erie Raﬂroad Cﬁmi)argg
Docket No. C-00913419

o bt

15
*

g il

Dear Judge Corbett: ' 5,;“
<t
At the January 29, 1997 Public Utility Commission (“Commission’) hearingryou
requested that the Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company (“B&LE”) provide you and the
‘parties of record with a copy of its Report of Compliance which was ordered to be performed
pursuant to the Commission’s Order of September 3, 1992. Enclosed is a copy of the Report of
Compliance which, at your direction, has been identified as “BLE Exhibit 8.”

I have also enclosed a Certificate of Service evidencing that all parties of record have
been served with a copy of this Report of C’omplmnce

Should you have any questions with regard to this matter, please contact the undersigned

at (412) 8296892,
Very truly yours,
Senior Attorney and
Assistant Secretary
ce: Parties of Record FEB 04 1997

SIS  Pitsburgh Office of AL,
ST RTI Y ff‘; - Public Utility Commission
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Representative Daniel L. Anderson )}
v. Bessemer and Lake Erie )
gai}road'Company );

.

No. €-913419

REPORT OF COMPLIANCE
. IN-DEPTH INSPECTION REPORT OF STRUCTURE
; In accordance with 52 PA CODE § 5.591, the Bessemer and Lake
Erie Railroad Company ("B&LE") hereby submits 1its Report of
Compliance' ~ an in-depth inspection report of the Rural Ridge
Tunnel o’n‘ Russellton Road in Indiana Town‘ship, Allegheny County, as
ordered by the Pennsylvania Public Utility Cbnunission {"PUC") on
the 3rd day of September 1992, as follows:
: 1. The BELE contracted Professional Services Industries, Inc. to
perform in-depth testing of the concrete arch. See Exhibit a,
attached hereto and made a kparty hereof. Fifteen (15) cores were
removed, ’fcmrteen {14) visually examined and tested for compressive
_strengfh and one (1) receiving a petrographic analysis by the Erlin
| Company. The compressive strength of the concrete was found to
'vary fﬁo‘m 2,890 psi to 8,750 psi. The petrographic analysis
 results indicated that the concrete is in excellent condition and
can be anticipated to perform as well in the future as it did in
s e MEETRISEY,

the pfjmi? B;T@ i‘ : e

! %
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2. A structural analysis of the arch was performedA by a
registered professional engineer employed.by'the B&LE. See Exhibit
B, attached hereto and made a part hereof. Results of this
analysis revealed that maximum stress in the arch due to live load,
dead load and temperature change was one-forth the allowable stress
for concrete with a compressive strength equal to that of the test
¢ore with the minimum compressive strength of 2,890 psi.
Therefore, it can be concluded that the arch has a structural
failure safety factor of at least eight (8). |

3i' The results of the in—depth‘testing and structural analysis
confirm the testimony of the B&LE's expert witness who testified
that the arch is structurally sound and that additional testing and

analysis was not required. The B&LE was the only party at the

~ hearing that established that its witness had the education and

‘experience to be an expert witness regarding concrete structures.

The'ju&ge chose to ignore this testimony and ordered the in-depth

inépecﬁien and analysis of the arch based upon the answers to

questions posed by Indiana Township's legal representative and

answered by PennDOT's employee, whose expertise on structures had

‘not been established. Therefore, the B&LE should be reimbursed for

the initial cost of the in-depth inspection and analysis with the
cost shared by PennDOT and Indiana Township.
4, Attached are copies of the concrete inspection and analysis

reports {Exhibit A), the structural analysis of the arch

{Exhibit B) and recommendation for cosmetic repairs to the arch,

Exhibit €, attached hereto and made a part hersof, that the B&LE

was ordered to provide.
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%.  The cosmetic repairs are not needed to insure the structural

soundness of the arch, but will alleviate the potential of citizen
Qondern for concrete debris falling on the roadway.  Now that/the
issue of the arch's structural soundness has been investigated and
detefmined adequate, perhaps the issue of the alignment of the
approach road on the east side of the ardh«may be addressed.

Respectfully submitted,

(i auﬁ it

Colette Ferrls~shotton
Senior Attorney and
Assistant Secretary
Bessemer and Lake Erie
Railroad Company

135 Jamison Lane

P. 0. Box 68
Monroevilie, PA 15146
{(412) 829-6892




EXHIBIT A

EXHIBIT B

EXHIBIT €

EXHIBITS

PETROGRAPHIC AND DETAILED AIR VOID STUDIES OF
A CONCRETE CORE WITH ATTACHMENT -~ PROFESSIONAL
SERVICES INDUSTRIES AND TEC - THE ERLIN
COMPANY

STRUCTURAL ANALYSIS OF REPUBLIC ARCH PREPARED
BY BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE RAILROAD COMPANY,
OFFICE OF CHIEF ENGINEER

LISTING OF COSTS OF RECOMMENDED COSMETIC
REPAIRS PREPARED BY BESSEMER AND LBKE ERIE
RATLROAD COMPANY, OFFICE OF CHIEF ENGINEER



AFFIDAVIT

Colette Ferris-Shotton being duly sworn according to law,
deposes and says that she is Senior Attorney and Assistant
Secretary of the Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company; that she
is authorized to and does make this affidavit for it; and that the
facts set forth above are true and correct to the best of her
'knowledgé, information and belief and she expects the sald Bessemer
and Lake Erie Rajilroad Company to be able to prove the same at any

hearing hereof.

AT T e PR

Colette Ferris~Shotton

Sworn and subscribed before me
this 29th day of January, 1993.

4 \wwﬁggéry Public
i
| |




‘ | ﬁ EXHIBIT A
THE ERLIN COMPANY

TELEPHONE: (412) 5391800 1693 CLEARVIEW DRIVE
AX: (4125 5397305 : LATROBE, PA 15650

PETROGRAPHIC AND DETAILED
AIR VOID STUDIES OF A CONCRETE CORE

FOR

PROFESSIONAL, SERVICE INDUSTRIES, INC.
(Russelton Bridge Project,
PST Order No. 812-20428)

December 29, 19392
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THE ERLIN COMPANY

TELEPHONE: (412)339-1800 1693 CLEARVIEW DRIVE
FAX: 41255391305 LATRORE, PA 15550

PETROGRAPHIC AND DETATLED
AIR VOID STUDIES OF A CONCRETE CORE

FOR
PROFESSIONAL SERVICE INDUSTRIES, INC.
{Russelton Bridge Project,
PSI Order No. 812-20428)

December 29, 1992




_THE ERLIN COMPANY

TELEPHONE: (412) 539.1800 1693 CLEARVIEW DRIVE

FAX: -

(312) 5399305 ) - LATROBE, PA 136350
: December 29, 1993
TEC 1192222

PETROGRAPHIC AND DETATLED '
AIR VOID STUDIES OF A CONCRETE CORE

EFOR

PROFESSTONAL SERVICE INDUSTRIES, INC.
(Russelton Bridge Project,
PSI Order No. 812-20428)

R ok %k ¥

SUMMARY AND DISCUSSION

The concrete is non-air-entrained and made using sili-
ceous gravel coarse aggregate, natural siliceous sand
fine aggregate, estimated portland cement contents of 5
bags per cubic yard of concrete, and an overall esti-
mated water-cement ratio of 0.54. Hydration of the
cement is advanced. :

There is no evidence that the aggregates had been
physically or chemically unstable (e.q. no evidence of
freeze-thaw damage or alkali-silica reactions}). ~

Water gain is prominent in the core and hydration
characteristics of the cement reflect very slow hydra~-
tion, such as due to use of admixtures containing
retarding components. These admixtures include water-
reducers and retarders. If water-reducing admixtures
had been used, then they may have either been overdosed
or coupled with low concrete temperatures (e.g. late
fall or winter construction).

Secondary compounds are absent, and thus exposure of
the concrete to moisture for prolonged periods is not
indicated. To that end, the apparent relatively dry
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December 29, 1992
TEC 1192222

exposure has rendered the non-air-entrained and cyclic-
freezing sensitive concrete durable because it did not

~ become critically saturated.

The concrete is in excellent condition and can be
anticipated to perform as well in the future as it has
in the past. The anticipated future good performance
is contingent upon an environmental exposure that
remains the same. Thus, care and cantion should be
exercised so that a moist environment {that will cause
the concrete to become critically saturated} is not
created.

* % % k% % ok

INTRODUCTION

Reported herein are the results of petrographic and
detailed air-void analyses of a concrete core. The
request for the work was from C. A. Sherman of Profes—
sional Service Industries, Inc. The core was reported
to be from the Russelton Bridge Project. Requested by
Mr. Sherman were laboratory studies for evaluating the
core so that its current condition could be assessed.

Accordingly, the core was examined using methods of
ASTM CB56, “Petrographic Examination of Hardenmed Con-
crete”, and the modified point-count method of ASTM
C457, "Microscopical Determination of Parameters of the
Air-void System in Hardened Concrete”.

STUDIES

Samples ~ Received for the studies was a core having a
diameter of 3% inches and identified as No. 11. The
core has a nominal length of 9 inches: the top end is a
formed surface; the bottom end is a fracture surface.

The formgd surface has a 1/8 inch "step” along one
side, which is original and was imposed by formwork
configuration.

A longitudinal cross-section was cut from the core and
used for the air-void analysis.

Petgoqranhic Examination -~ Coarse aggregate is gravel
having a nominal top size of 1 inch and constituted of
a variety of components. These components include
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December 29, 1992
TEC 1192222

granite, diabase, chert, greywacke, ortho-quartzite,
and tramp slag. Fine aggregate is natural sand that
contains the types of materials present in the coarse
aggregate,; plus in the intermediate and finer sizes
major amounts of quartz, minor amounts of feldspars,
coal, shale, and sandstone, and trace amounts of mica,
and mafic minerals.

The aggregates are well graded and uniformly dispersed,
and had been physically and chemically sound during
their service in the concrete.

Paste is buff, relatively soft, and contains abundant
relict portland cement particles. Hydration of the
cement is advanced, and hydration products are coarse.
The calecium hydroxide hydration component occurs as ‘
fine platelets within the paste, and reflects very slow
early hydration of the portland cement. Fly ash,
finely ground slag, and other mineral admixtures are
absent.

Compositional and textural characteristics of the

pastes are-indicative of a moderate portland cement

content estimated to be 5 bags per cubic yard, and an

gvegall moderately high water-cement ratio estimated to
e 0.54.

Small (e.g. 1/4 inch) localized areas of the paste, and
the undersides of coarse aggregate particles, represent
locations of high water-gain resulting from differen-
tial settlement of aggregate, mortar, and paste,; and
collections of bleed water into the “void" areas thus
created. As a partial consequence, when the concrete
is fractured, fractures circumscribe aggregate parti-
cles because of the poor bond thus created.

Because of the moderately high water-cement ratio and
pronocunced differential settlement, the concrete is
judged to be of mediocre quality, at least relative to
physical properties.

Air-Void Analysis -~ A magnification of 75X was used.

The determined air content is 1.2 percent; the specific
surface is 260 in®/in’; and the void spacing factor is
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partic¢les and in the mortar.

BE:vdp

for storage after that period.

Decenber 29, 1992
TEC 1192222

e The air occurs as relatively coarse non-spherical voids
' characteristic of entrapped air, and as void space due
. to water gain along the undersides of coarse aggregate

fErl%g;nggéyya—\

- -
Iy et

iT-Petrographer
Project Manager

Samples will be discarded after three months unless
other disposition is requested. charges may be made




EXHIBIT A

G : ‘  ATTACHMENT ,

" Professional Service lndustnes, Inc.
Pittsburgh Testing Laboratory Division

812204281
December 29, 1992

CLIENT'S NO. P. 0. NO. 27884-59-01
REPORT OF H DRILLING AND TESTING OF CONCRETE CORES

REPORT FOR : BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE RAILROAD COMPANY
' ‘ 135 JAMISON LANE
P. 0. BOX #68
MONROEVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA 15146

ATTENTION: MR. R. J. JANUS

PROJECT RUSSELLTON BRIDGE — PLAN NO. X-21

»e

Dates Drilled 133, 13-4, 11~7

*»

. Techatclans

(73

~ E. Roach, J. Scott, D. Asbury, W. Naughton
‘Tests Regquested 1) Visual Examination

| 2) Compressive Strengths

3) Chloride Conteats

4) Petrographic Analysis

Paga 1 OF 4

Ree lilan vey

 850PoplarStreet & Piisburgh, PA 15220 e Phone:412/9224010 e Fax:412/922.4014




PAGE 2 OF 4

Core No.
Core No.
Gore No.

Core No.

Core Now

»Core*No.

Gore No.

Core No.

~Core No.

Core No.
Cote No.

Core NO "

Core No.

10

11

12

13

14

Concrete

Concreta
Councrete

Concrete

‘ * ¥

BesSemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company 812-20428-1
Decenber+29, 1992

VISUAL EXAMINATION

sound thru 12" of core
sound thru 12" of core
fractured from O = 4" sound concrete last 8™,

fracture from 0 - &", sound concrete from

6" to 14" depth

Concrete

Concrete
depth no

Concrete
12¥. No

Concrete
Concrete

Concrete

Concreate

sound thru 12" of core

souad thru 12" of core. Resteel from 10" to 11"
deterioration. ‘

sound thru 10" of core, hit re-steel from 10" to
deterloration around re-steel.

sound thru first 10" hit re-steel from 10" to 12".
showed some deterioration around re-steel.

sound thru 12" of core.

showed some slight cracking from 0 thru 6" of core,

from 6 thru 12" sound concrete.

Concrete

0 thru 7" was sound. 7% thru 12" shosied some

deterioration.

Pétrographic Examination.

Concrete

sound thru 12" of core.

Councrete sound thru_12" of core.

Concrete

sound thiu 12" of Core.




~ Bessemer and Lake Erle Rallroad Company - 812-20428-1

. December 29, 1992
PAGE 3 OF 4
COMPRESSIVE STRENGTHS
: : L/D Total
Core Length " Diameter Afea Correction Toad
Number (in.) (In.) -~ (In. %)  Factor , (Ibs.) P.S.I.
1 6.98 3.70 10.75 .995 39,500 3660
2 5.00 3.70 10.75 942 . 85,000 7450
3= 6.98 - 3.70 1075 995 42,900 3970
4 = 710 3.70 . 10.75 - . - .998 47,500 4410
5 7.00 3.70 10.75 995 55,000 5090
6 7.10 3.70 - 10.75 .998 ' 46,000 4270
7 5.85 3.70 10.75° +966 42,500 3820
8 4,96 3.70 10.75 1 ' 100,000 8750
9 7425 3.70 10.75 1.000 ~ 54,500 5070
10 72 3,70 10.75 .998 68,500 6360
1L 6.00 3.70 ' 10.75 970 32,000 2890
1z  PETROGRAPHIC ANALYSIS .
13 o 5.23 3.70 10.75 - 949 63,500 5610
14 4,42 3.70 - 10.75 917 80,000 6820

i5 o 7.30 3.70 10.75 1.000 1 62,000 5770



Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad 812-20428-1
December 29, 1992
PAGE 4 oF &
z Lbs./Ft.3 z Lbs./Ft 3
#1 Top .02 0.028 13 Top 0.04 0.055
#2 Top 0.04 0.055 14 Top 0.05 0.069
2T 0.01 0.014 12" 0.0L  0.014
- #3 Top 0.05 0.069 15 Top 0.07 0.097
v 0.01 0.014 12" 0.01 0.014
#4 Top 0.10 0.138
#5 Top 0.09 0.124
1z 0.0L 0.014
#6 Top 0.02 0.028
12" 0.01 0.014
#7 Top 0.04 0.055
12" : 0.01 0.014
#8 Top 0.03 0.041
12" 0.01 0.014
#9 Top 0.07 0.097
12" ‘ 0.01 0.014
12" 0.01 - 0.014
#11 Top 0.09 0.124
iz” 0.01 0.014
#12 Top S 0411 0.152
12" - 0.01 0.01%

PETROGRAPH IC ANALYSIS

SEE ATTACHFD REPORT

PROFESSIONAL SERVICE INDUSTRIES 3 INCORPORATED
PITTSBURGH TRSTING LABORATORY DIVISION

 CAS/ub

',3~Bessemer and Lake Erie R‘aili:oad Company
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G EXHIBIT c’
® @

REPUBLIC ARCH 7.77 - BRIDGE 12

CONCRETE REPAIRS

RE: PUC ORDER €-913419

The following is an estimate for recommended cosmetic repairs to the arch:

0fS CONTR.%&
MATERTAL EQUIPMENT LABOR
Close road for three (3) weeks $ 5.260
Tastall french drain over west $ 100 600 - $ 3,500
spandrel wall
Repair spalls on southwest fact, 1,200 1,700 12,160
southwest end of barvel and ten
 feet in from southeast end of
~ barrel.
Scale and seal construction joint 200 75 1,665
located 20 feet from west end
and two (2) spalls 30 feet in
from west end of south side of
barrel.
TOTALS $ 1,500 $ 7,635 & 17,325

NOTE: Labor rate of $275/day for
total of 63 mandays.

DER/ jmh

Jaauary 27, 1993




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby cedify that on the 3rd day of February, 1997, | am serving by first class, United
States mail, postage prepaid, a copy of the foregoing document upon the parties of

record listed below:

Representative Dan Anderson
- 4767 Route 8
Allison Park, PA 15101

W. D. Pickering, P.E. & Trent Hargrove
John L. Heaton, Chief Counsel
PENNDOT _

509 Transportation & Safety Building
Hamisburg, PA 17120

- Chairrnan _

Allegheny County Commissioners
117 Courthouse

Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Mr. Mifchell T. Kovel, Secretary
- Indiana Township

P.O.Box 788

Indianola, PA 15051

Bell Telephone Co. of PA
Legal Department - 16th Floor
“One Parkway

Philadelphic, PA 19102

West Penn Power Co.
800 Cabin Hill Drive
 Greensburg, PA 15601

Peoples Natural Gas Co.
625 Liberty Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15222-3197

Pennsylvania American Wo’fer Co.
Legal Department

800 W. Hersheypark Drive
Hershay, PA 17033

Mr. Thomas L. Snyder -

Mr. Timothy S. Coon

indiana Township

600 Grant Sireet - 42nd Floor
Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Gina M. D' Alfonso
Assistant Counsel
PENNDOT

1209 State Office Building
300 Liberty Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15222

T oleﬁe Fems—Shoﬂon

Senior Attorney dand Assistant Secre’rary
Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company




' GCDMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 0 ‘
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 2

1103 PIITSBURGH STATE OFFICE BUILDING JL2
300 LBERTY AVENLE ;
PITTSBURGH, PENNSYLVANIA 15222:1210 |
Gerboiy AEAsE
FEFER TOAUAFLE
=
March 20, 1997 &
)
Colette Ferris-Shotton, Esquire
Senior Attorney & Assistant Secretary
- Bessemer and Lake Erie Raﬂroad Company
135 Jamison Lane = .
P.O. Box 68 ; : ‘ il ‘:w
Monroeville, PA 15146
Dear Ms. Shotton: | -

Re:  Representative Daniel L. Anderson v. Bessemer & Lake Erie Rmkoad Campany
Docket No. C-00913419

"z; (R ]

r‘z e
1 have today received a copy of the letter you wrote to the court feporter for the

- hearing conducted in the above-captioned matter on January 29, 1997.

Kindly be advised that, pursuant to 52 Pa. Code §5.253 of the Commission’s
Rules of Administrative Practice and Procedure, a request for the correction of a transcript must
be made in the form of a petition directed to me, as the presiding officer. Copies of your

petition should be served upon all other parties attending the hearing. After you have complied

with this regulation, I shall then take this matter under advisement.

1 thank you for your time and attention to this matter.

Very truly your,s,

JHC:kme

c¢:  Parties of Record
File Room




COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVAN Q . ‘
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

- Office of Chief Counsel

Forum Place
555 Walnut Street - 9th Floor

Harrisburg, Pennsylvania 17101-1900 LS
- piey» Telephone No. (717) 787-3128 : J
My Fax No. (717) 772-2741
65 March 24, 1997
] umx | @
= w s
Prothonotary = §§ w1
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission %&i =0 €§
P.0. Box 3265 SF m oo
Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265 T P
- -l = ::::
e s
o o
‘Re: Complaint Docket No. C-00913419 i '%g O
B «6 . .
1233

Dear Prothonotary:

“Enclosed for filing please find the original and nine (9)

copies of the Main Brief of the Department of Transportatlon to
be filed in the above-captioned matter.

I hereby certify that the parties indicated on the ‘
Certificate of Service have been served with two copies of said
Brief. ‘

Very truly yours,

Cane Al uéu/éfl’?”/\

Ging M. D'Alfonso 3 /

(2

A831stant Counsel-in-Charge
220/GMD:sls

¢ William D. Pickering, P.E.

District 11-0 (Attn: John Fail)
 Parties of Record




BEFORE THE
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION

In Re: Representative Daniel : Docket No.
L. Anderson vs. Bessemer and : €-00913419
Lake Erie Railroad Company. s « ‘

. f%i?“e '~ MAIN BRIEF OF THE
< ‘ COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
PPy DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION o
§ f?%éj&::ﬁg% , : '

A hearing was held on this matter on January 29, 1997,
before the Honorable John H. Corbett, Jr., Administrative Law

Judge  (ALJ) . At the hearing, the Department of Transpoxtatagp

paig | |
(Department), Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company (Eﬁllﬁﬁadlu;
|
|
\

S f?

and the Bureau of Transportation and Safety offered tesEimon&i %ﬁ

) WC: T
‘—SC‘ ;g xm

S

o 0¥
At the coriclusion of the hearing, the ALJ :r:equested;;‘b:me,as.;“‘::3

to summarize positions in lieu of closing statements. Tﬁhs brief

%

is in accordance with that request of the ALJ.
ARGUMENT

The Public Utility Commission is not limited to any fixed
rule when making a determination as to the manner in which a
‘rail/highway crossing may be altered but must render an order

which is just and reasonable. Municipality of Monroeville v,



600 A.2d 655 (Pa. Cmwlth.

ct. 1991). Based upon the above standard, an order directing the
Railroad to inspect the structure on a regular basis and through
routine maintenance remove spalls and loose concrete and to
replace the héadWall because of the unknown future of the

headwall:

It is the opinion of the Department that the spalling of
Joints is a nuisance item where small stones may fall and cauée
damage to vehic¢les below. If the structure is inspected and
maintained on a regular basis, including the removal of any loose
concrete, the spalling would be addressed. Maintehance to the
‘structure should be on an annual basis ﬁntil such time that an
‘inspéébion may show loose concrete. At that time, an inspection

should occur every s$ix months (N.T. 122).

Movement of tha headwall was first detected in 1990. Tt is
believed that the movement can be attributed to the freeze-thaw
cycles. There is sufficient reason to believe that the headwall
“is not attached to the structure by any means of structural
support (N.T. 127). Any future shifting of the headwall could be
significant and could interfere with the safe movement of the

travelling public




B
N

® @
CONCLUSTON

Therefore, it is the position of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania, Department of Transportation, that Bessemer and

Lake Erie Railroad Company be responsible for the inspection and

 maintenance of the subject structure. The items of maintenance

to be included would be regular removal of any loose or spalling
concrete as well as the replacement of the headwall. The
heaaWali has moved over the past six vears and it is the strong
belief of the Department the headwall is not attached to any form
of structural support. These maintenance items are necessary and
should be performed at the sole cost and expense of Bessemer and

Lake Erie Rallroad Company.

Respectfully submitted,

] A i e 2%
aMi? a AL UL
GinA\M. D'Alfonso | °

Asgidtant Counsel in ‘Charge
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
Department of Transportation

Office of Chief Counsel - 9th Floor
Forum Place, 555 Walnut Street
Harrisburg, PA 17101-1900

Telephene No. (717) 787-3128




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the
Department of Trangposrtation's Main Brief was served upon the
~parties listed below by first ciass mail, postage prepaid this

24th day of March, 1997.

Honorable John H. Corbett, Jr.
Administrative Law Judge

1103 pittsburgh State Office Bulldlng
300 Liberty Avenue

Pittsburgh, PA 15222-1210

Robert N. Gentile ;
General Counsel and Secretary Transtar
135 Jamison Lane

P.O. ox 68

Monroeville, PA 15146

David Salapa, Esquire

PA PUC Bureau of Transportatlon & Safety
Legal Division

P.O. Box 3265
Haryisburg, PA 17105-3265

«ij i ;, »-é

) FY At i

T

]

Giia M. D'Alfonso f\

Assistant Counsel in_Charge

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
Department of Transportation
Office of Chief Counsel - 9th Floor

Forum Place, 555 Walnut Street

Harrisburg, PA 17101-1900
Telephone No. (717) 787-31
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135 JAMISON LANE < P.O. BOX 68 + MONROEVILLE, PENNSYLVANIA 15746

V;ce ent Law, BT A o reegm
L3~ [N s PO
Genetal Counsel and PR R0 3
Secretary ‘

April 4, 1997

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission
New Filing Section

Room B-20, North Office Building
Harrisburg, PA 17102

Re: | Anderson v. Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company
No. C-913419 - Reply Brief

Deaor SirfMadam:

Please accept and file the enclosed Reply Brief on behalf of Bessemer
and Lake Erie Raifroad Company. An original and nine (9} copies of the Reply
Brief have been enclosed, along with a Certificate of Service evidencing that all
Parties of Record have dlso been served. Pledase contact me should you have
any questions.

Very truly yours,

“Colette Fers-Shotton

Senior Attorney and
Assistant Secretary
CES:nt
Enclosures
_¢cc:  The Honorable John H. Corbett, Jr.

Parties of Record

:




BEFORE THE -
PENNSYLVANIA PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION
| 0002353 'a?‘zzs:;: =7 i sy
N RE: | | ferp b

: N@‘C@Jl&ﬁ% 5 OF Fiog
REPRESENTATIVE DANIEL L. ANDERSON

Petitioner,
V.

BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE
RAILROAD COMPANY

Respondent.
Alleging requests necessary repairs

be done to Rural Ridge Tunnel on
Russelion Road, Indiana Township

| REPLY BRIEF FILED BY |
BESSEMER AND LAKE ERIE RAILROAD COMPANY

- Colette Ferris-Shotton
PA 1.D. No. 58325
135 Jamison Lane
Monroeville, PA 15146
[412) 829-6892

Attorney for Bessemer and
Lake Erie ROilroctg:{ Company

April 4, 1997
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In response to the Main Briefs filed on behalf of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania,
Department of Transportation (“PA DOT") and the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, ‘
Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission (the “PUC” or “Commission”), the Bessemer and Lake
Erie Railroad Company (“B&LE”) hereby submits the following Reply Brief.
PADOT |

The B&LE takes exception to page 2 of the PA DOT Brief, wherein PA DOT spét:ulates
as to the cause of the slight movement of the spandrel wall: “(tis belieVed that the movement
can be attributed to the freeze-thaw cycles.” In fact, at the January 29, 1997 hearing, Martin L.
Neaman, Inspector, Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, preféced his unsubstantiated opinion

regarding the origin of the slight movement, and the potential of a future movement (of the

spandrel wall) by the statement “(w)e don’t know..” (TR 124). Mr. Neaman continued by

stating “(w)e assume a freeze-thaw cycle that it moves approximately two inches, two and a half,

two inches. We don’t know under what conditions that might occur again, whether or not

‘another two inch movement would cause it to collapse” (TR 124). The B&LE respectfully

requests the Commission to consider the fact that Mr. Neaman offered this opinion based upon
mere speculation as no testing has been performed to determine the source of this s’ligh’t
movement which occurred some time within the 87 years the spandrel wall has been in existence.
Also on pagé 2 of its Brief, PA DOT makes fhe conjecture that “any future shifting of
the headwall could be significant....” Once again, PA DOT offers no support for its position. In

fact, given the thickness and weight of this spandrel wall, logic dictates that it would take a Jarge

“IR refets to page of original transcript.

1




movement of several inches to cause this 3 foot thick wall to become unstable. A one time

movement of one and a half inches to two inches (TR 127) in 80 years is not significant.
Furthermore, the B&LE asserts that PA DOT etred in its Conclusion when it stated that

"‘.‘.thé headwall has moved over the past six years....” Brief, page 3. It is undisputed that no

movertient of the spandrel wall has occurred since the B&LE has commenced monitoting it

 seven years ago (TR 107, 110, 111, 114). Moreover, Mr. Neaman admitted that PA DOT is not

monitoring the movement of the spandrel wall (TR 127, 129). In fact, Mr. Neaman agreed with

B&LE’s expert witness, Richard J. Janus, that no movement of the spandrel has occurred since

1991 (TR 127, 129).

Finally, B&LE objects to PA DOT’s recommendation that the sprandrel wall is in need of
“maintenance” and that the B&LE should perform such maintenance, at its sole cost and
expense. 'This recommendation simply lacks merit in that PA DOT has offered no evidence

which supports its tecommendation.

The B&LE takes exception to the Commission’s refeience on pages 7 & 8 of its Brief,
particulaﬂy:. “(Df the wall moves further, it could collapse and fall off the arch. (N.T. 124).” See
thé, B&LE’s reply to the PA DOT Brief on pagés 1 & 2 herein,
| On page 8 of its Brief, the PUC referenced an estimate offered by Mr. Neaman regarding
the cost to replace the spandrel wall. The B&LE wishes to alert the Commission to the fact that
at the January 29, 1997 hearing, Mr. Neaman stated that he never prepared an estimaie, and
offered an off the top of the head opinion regarding the cost to replace the spandrel wall (TR
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£30). No party, including the B&LE, has prepared a recent, comprehensive cost estimate for
either replacement of, or repair to, the spandrel wall. However, based upon its past experience
with such structures, the B&LE believes that Mr. Neaman’s guess of $5,000.00 - $10,000.00 is

- excessively low.,




Conclusion
> This 3 foot thick spandrel wall has Eeen in existence since 1910.
» In its 87 years of existence, the spandrel wall sustained an insigniﬁcanf movement.
> The B&LE has been monitoring the spandrel wall for the past seven years and has
detected no movement.

> Based upon the above-referenced facts, the B&LE concludes that the spandrel wall is

stable. Whatever stresses which apparently caused the slight movement more than seven

years ago must have been relieved as no further shift has oceurred.

1n light of the foregoing, the B&LE respectfully requests the Commission agree that: (i)

the B&LE continue its annual inspections of the Republic Arch; (i) continue to maintain (i.e.

- minot scaling and removal of brush) the Republic Arch at its own expense, with the reservation

of the right to petitibn the Commission for allocation of costs in the future; and, (iif) B&LE will

continue to monitor the spandrel wall annually and submit an inspection repott to the

Commission and/or another designated party-~in the event movement of the spandrel wall is

detected, B&LE reserves its right to petition the Commission for allocation of costs relative to

repair, alteration or replacernent of the spandrel wall.

Dated: April 4, 1957

Respectfully submitted,

Colette Ferris-Shotton
Senior Attorney and
Assistant Secretary
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(412) 829-6892 |
Attorney for Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company




CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I, Colette Ferris-Shotton, do hereby certify that on the 4th day of April, 1997, | have served
by first class mail, postage prepaid, a copy of the foregoing Reply Brief of the Bessemer

~and Lake Erie Railroad Company on the presiding Administrative Law Judge, John H.
Carbett, Jr., and two copies of said Reply Brief on the following parties of record:

Representative Dan Anderson

4767 Route 8

Allison Park, PA 15101

W. D. Pickering, P.E. & Trent Hargrove
John L. Heaton, Chief Counsel
PENNDOT

509 Transportation & Safety Buudmg
Harrisburg, PA 17120

Chairman

Allegheny County Commissioners
119 Courthouse

Pitisburgh, PA - 15219

Mr. Mitchell T. Kovel, Secretary
Indiana Township
P.O.Box 788

~Indianola, PA 15051

Bell Telephone Co. of PA
Legal Department - 16th Floor
One Parkway

Philadelphia, PA 192102

West Penn Power Co.

800 Cabin Hill Drive
Greensburg, PA 15601

Peoples Natural Gas Co.
625 Liberty Avenue
Piftsburgh, PA  15222-3197

Pennsylvania American Water Co.
Legal Department

800 W. Hersheypark Drive
Hershey, PA 17033

Mr. Thomas L. Snyder

- Mr. Timothy S. Coon

Indiana Township ,
600 Grant Street - 42nd Floor

Pittsburgh, PA 15219

Gina M. D'Alfonso
Assistant Counsel
PENNDOT

1209 State Office Building
300 Liberty Avenue
Pittsburgh, PA 15222

g

" Colette Ferris-Shotton ,
Senior Attorney and Assistant Secretary -
Bessemer and Lake Erie Railroad Company




