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David Romanoski 

243 S Mill Road 

Hummelstown, PA 17036-7370 

gcopdepro@yahoo.com 

(717)574-1672 

 

10/20/2023 

 

 

Rosemary Chiavetta, Secretary 

Pennsylvania Public Utility Commission 

P.O. Box 3265 

Harrisburg, PA 17105-3265 

 

  

Re: David A. Romanoski v. Commonwealth of Pennsylvania Department of 

Transportation et. al. 

Docket # T-2023-3040729 

 

Dear Secretary Chiavetta: 

 

Enclosed please find Complainant’s Answer to Commonwealth of Pennsylvania Department 

of Transportation Motion for filing in the above mentioned matter. 

 

A copy has been served upon all parties of record. 

 

Sincerely 

 

 
 

David A. Romanoski 

mailto:gcopdepro@yahoo.com
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David A. Romanoski(pro se) 

243 S Mill Road 

Hummelstown, PA 17036-7370 

Telephone: 717-574-1672 

Facsimile: 717-533-1655 

Email gcodepro@yahoo.com 

  

 

Before The Pennsylvania Public Commission 

 
 

DAVID A. ROMANOSKI, 

 Pro Se Complainant 

 

        T-2023-3040729 

  v. 

 

 

COMMONWEALTH OF  

PENNSYLVANIA DEPARTMENT 

 OF TRANSPORTATION, et. al. 

  Respondents  

 

 

COMPLAINANT’S ANSWER TO COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA 

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION MOTION 

 

 

 

AND NOW comes the Complainant, David A. Romanoski, and files this Answer to 

Commonwealth of Pennsylvania Department of Transportation’s (hereinafter referred to as Penn 

DOT) Motion. 

 

38. Paragraph # 38 is a statement of incorporation which no response is required. 

 

39. Paragraph #39 is a conclusion of law to which no response is required. 

 

40. Paragraph #40 is a conclusion of law to which no response is required. 

 

41. Denied. The Retaining Wall is part of a Highway-Railroad Crossing. As such, the PUC 

is granted the power to regulate railroad-highway crossings. See Formal Complaint Section 4 

Paragraph #20 & 21. 

 

42. Denied.  See Answer #41 above. 

 

43.  Paragraph #43 is a conclusion of law to which no response is required. 
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44. Denied. See Answer #41 above. 

 

45. Paragraph #45 is a conclusion of law to which no response is required. 

 

46. Denied. See Answer #41 above. 

 

47. Denied. Complainant is unaware of any May 20, 1990 order.  

 

      Exhibit 11 is a May 20, 1919 order that abolished the “at-grade” crossing at Swatara 

Station. The crossing was converted into a “subway” crossing for which The Retaining Wall was 

built.  

 

     As such, the PUC is granted the power to regulate railroad-highway crossings. See 

Formal Complaint Section 4 Paragraph #20 & 21. 

 

48. Paragraph #48 is a conclusion of law to which no response is required. 

 

49. Denied. The Swatara Station Highway-Railroad Crossing is still in operation.  

 

      As such, the PUC is granted the power to regulate railroad-highway crossings. See 

Formal Complaint Section 4 Paragraph #20 & 21. 

 

 

 

WHEREFORE, Complainant, David A. Romanoski, respectfully request that this honorable court 

dismiss Penn DOT’s Motion with prejudice. 
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Certificate of Service 
 

And now, on the date stated below, I David A. Romanoski hereby certifies that I serve the 

foregoing documents by mailing such documents by U.S. First Class Mail addressed to the 

following people: 

 

Karen L. Cummings, Esquire    Rolf E. Kroll, Esquire 

Office of Chief Counsel    Margolies Edelstein 

P.O. Box 8212      214 Senate Avenue, Suite 402 

Harrisburg, PA 17105-8212    Camp Hill, PA 17011-2336 

 

Guy P. Beneventano, Esquire    Joseph Cardinal, Esquire 

P.O. Box 1295      Pennsylvania Public Utility 

Commission 

Harrisburg, PA 17101-1295    400 North Street 

       Harrisburg, PA 17120-0211 

 

Joshua Bonn, Esquire 

Nauman, Smith, Shissler & Hall, L.L.P. 

200 North Third Street 

Harrisburg, PA 17101-1590 

 

            

        
      David A. Romanoski 

Dated 10/20/2023 


