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ae = G, Clark & Sods, i
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"}‘o._the_Honorable_A. ._Smlth _President_Judge_of the Court_of _Quar-..

!
t er_Sessions_of Clearfi eld_C,onnty :

v

1
!
'
EE
b
+
!
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w__.The_pe'c:u::mn of_the_under51gned_1nhab1tants_kofuthe - Township...___.
RS RTNN .

‘D,me,,ell_ln said county of Clearfl eld_and Stat° of ?ennsylvama. ______{

t !

'respectf‘ully_showeth ~that_a_bridge_is. much _wanted _over tneJIest__ﬂ__} -

- A 4 . - T

'Branch of_the Susquehanna. Rlver.,_nea.r_the .Toseph Csmpbpﬂ hﬂL

iwhere the main road._leading from New_Washing ton_to_the_rive rroad. .}

Nt !

s;‘rom_Mahaffey“to Burnside_crosses_said-river, the fprd. theﬁe—be-:___.i

‘

a

fing very_deep and._fne quently_nendened_impass able _W_n.éason_o f‘__ice_—__)

i
o'and high water: ) . !
1 bl ; .

e Tha:t_. the schoel district for that part_of Bell township. l1i .e‘s_.’
.on.both_si des_of _said_river at_the _point_saforesaid, _making ~itife

:.possible for children living south of said river to_attend_the_pub-
» lic.school which is. on' the_north-side, except when the river—is. |
'
w|_  _That_the expense_of ere cﬁting..‘saii_bnidge_mc,uld_be_bundensome;“_{

: : . ' |
vupon--t he_inpabirtm‘g s-of said Tewnship and-me nefth&n—i-s—reasé na»bl-e—{ >

wifrozen_over solid or is_passable_by hoat _

.xbhey shohld besr..

o)~ --Xour petitioners therafore pray the Caurt to_appoint -proper.

woPErsons to view the place proposed:for_said bridge-and-inguire

- whether such bridge-is-necessary-and-would be too-expensive_for

»the _saiﬁ_igmghip_o f Bell to hear, and make report of their pro-

ceedings at next term of court,
. ._And they will ever pray, &c.: - _
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‘lpoint aforesaid and that the_erection thereof would cost more than__
11t is_reasonable. .the_tax-payers of the Township of Bell shomld

sihear., [
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‘ —-Additional _petition.in favor of a_ County Bridge_ across_Sus-.._.
*lquenanna River _at_point_within__named. _ 4
3 .The petition_of_the undersigned residents of Clearfield Coun-_|

ty respectfully. represents:_ That a bridge is badly needed at the. |
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Bridge Viewers Notice.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the un-
dersigned Viewers, appointed by the Court of
Quarter Sessions of Clearfield county, Penn-
sylvania, to view a Bridge at cint near the sosepn

in.._. Bell Township, in the county
aforesaid, will meet at said place on.._ rrigay......
________ , the Fighth . lay OF
........................... July , A. D.190 +,at s o’clock

~ M., to attend to the duty assigned them,
of which time and place aforesaid all parties

- interested will please take notice.

..... Hohn. W, ..Stephenson. ... _____

W.d. Hoffer,

Viewers.

Mahaffey, Po., June 28 g 190 4 .,
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Bridge Viewers Notice.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that the un-
dersigned Viewers, appointed by the Court of
Quarter Sessions of Clearfield county, Penn-
sylvania, to view a Bridge at ;cint near the zosepn.

in.... BeIL o Township, inthe county
aforesaid, will meet at said place on __srigay
, the Bighth..o.ooooo day of
___________________________ July ,A.D.190 .+, at o'clock
» M., to attend to the duty assigned them,
of which time and place aforesaid all parties
interested will please take notice.

Viewers.

Managfey, Pa., dwe 28, 190 4.
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Clearfield County, ss:
At a Court of Quarter Sessions of the Peace of the county of Clear-

neld, Pennsylvania, held at Clearfield, in and for said county on the

2. day of May A D.

11%94.,_, before fudge of said Court, upon a petition of sundry inkab-

itants of the township of. Bell in said

County, setting forth l/mt__,a,....hr,idg&-—iS----mChvv-Wa-nt ed ovel

the West Branch.of the Susquehanna River, near the Joseph Campbell hill.

where the main road leading from New Washington to the river road from.

that the achool district for that part of Bell Twp. lies on bhoth sides .

of the river at the point aforesaid, meking it impossible for children

living south of said river to attendthe public school which is on the

north side, except when the river is frozen over solid or is passable

by.boat, that the expense.of erscting said bridge would be burdensome

‘upon, the inhabitants of said Township &nd more than is reasonable they

shg_uid___be ar.

and thevefore praying the Court lo appoint proper persons lo view and lay oul the same accovding to law

Y -

whereupon the Court upon due consideration had of the premises, do order and appoint

J..¥W.. Stephenson, W..J..Hoffer, and John A..Stock,...

who afte? being respectively sworn or affirmed to perform theiy duties impartially and fo the best of their

Judgment, are lo view the place proposed for the said bridge, and of they or any tWO O them, view the

same, and an two. ..

of the actual viewers agree thal theve is occasion for such a brvidge, and that the

erecting of the said bridge would require more expense than it would be reasonable the said townships should

bear, they ave to make veport QCCOVTINGLY; ... o oo oot

and a map or plot theveof to be made, which shall accompany said veport; the repovt afovesaid to be made to

the next teym of the Court of Quarter Sessions lo be held for the said county of Clearfield.
B HE COURT.




RELEASE OF DAMAGES.

Brvaxo Al Men by These Presents, That we, the undersigned owners of
lands upon which the bridgeis located by the viewers, under the annexed order,
passes for and in codsideration of the sum of ONE DOLLAR to us respectively
paid by the. W W —————— qat and before

the ensealing and delivery hereof, have remised, released and forever guit-

claimed; and do hereby remise, release and forever quit-claim to the said

e dAVCAAAAAL . B i all damages that may arise to us
respectively by reqsgn of the location or building of said bridge, so that neither
we nor any of ws, nor any person claiming under us, can or may hereafter ask,
sue for, demand, have or receive any damades for injuries arising or growing
out of the location or building of said bridge.

Witness our hands and seals this. .. . f 0y

A. D. JSQ.%.

)
N

&

The following persons, halgnh refused to release the damades to which they
respectively may be entitled by reason of the location and building of said
bridge in the annexed return described, we, the undersigned viewers, under
oath in pursucmoé of owr duty, under the Act of ﬂssémbly, do assess their dam-

ages and make report thereof as follows :

To the sum. of.
To..... the sum of , .
To K ..the sum of.

Witness our handsthis ... .. dayof. . ... ...A D 189...
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In Re. ) In the Court of Quarter Sessions of
Public Bridge in ) Clearfield County.
Bell Township. ) No. 7 September Sessions, 1904.

OPINION.

The proceedings in this case bring up the subject of the
regularity of the practice respecting bridge views, and we
therefore take this occasion to define our views respecting the
same. The order to view irn this case was made returnable to
September Sessicns, and the Clerk of the Court ¢f Yuarter Ses-
sions should in all such cases confirm the same Ni Si at the
sessions of Court to which the same is returnable. The matter
should then lie over until the succeeding sessions of the Court,
at which time it ghould be presented to the Court on or-before
the first day of that term, so that the Court can present the
matter to the Grand Jufy together with such oral or written in-
structions as he may deem proper under the circumstances. At
the>hearing before the Grand Jury notice should be given to the
County Commissioners and other persons interested, so that the
Grand Jury may have all the light on the gquestion at issue,
which is: First, the public necessity of the bridge; and second,
the reasonableness of the expenditure by the County. Without
some light thrown on the question of the expense of such bridge,
we do not understand how any Grand Jury can intelligently pass
upon the real gquestion at issue. The Grand Jury are also en-
titled to instructions from the Court as to what is involved in
the matter to be considered by them.

In this case the return day was to September Sessions.

The report is not confirmed N1 Si, and was seemingly.presented
to the Grand Jury and their approval obtained without notice

either to the Court or any person else interested. We, however,



(2)
have not seen fit to overrule this bridge on that account, but
when presented to us for consideration and concurrence in the
- Report of the Viewers and Grand Jury in favor of the bridge,

as
since the September Sessions, we concluded that, it was our duty

to pass upon the necessity of the bridge and the reasonableness

of the expense, we should have a public hearing and fixed the

22nd of December 1904 for that purpose. At this time consider-
able testimony was taken In favor of this bridge. DMost of this
testimony was by reputable citizens and residents of the viecin-
ity of the proposed bridge, who claim that it is a public neces-

sity because of the convenient out let between two parts of the

Township of Bell. Waen all the facts, however, respecting this

proposed bridge are considered, we decline to concur in the

recommendation of the Viewers and Grand Jury.

We are not convinced, first, that there is such public
necesgity for a bridge at this point as is contemplated by the
 Act of Assembly, as we understand the public policy which should
govern public officlals in the expenditure of Cou nty money.

The 1ocatioﬁ of this proposed bridge is at what we will call
Wetzel's Fording, at which point a public Zz?d joine the main
public road running on the North or Westj;f the river between
¥eGees and Burnside, and runs from thence in an eastﬂaég direc~-
tion about a mile to a point near H. L. McGees, where it joins

<&

a public road running from New Washington,or Bethlehem to Mc-

Gees Mills, which point is about one mile from McGees Mills.

l!

| At McGees Mills, where this main road from Ostend joins with the
hmain public road running up the river, there is a public County
.

‘bridge, and from that County bridge west or southwest on the

main public road to Burnside to the proposed bridge is only one
]

1mile. The public necessity claimed for the proposed bridge is,

I

that it would be more convenient for the people living in and
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(3) |
around Osfeﬁd in going to a point West of the river in Bell
Township or Indiana County, to travel by way of the Wetzel road
to the present fording or porposed bridge, than to go down to
McGees and then up the river by the main public road. But it

was admitted by all of the witnesses, on cross-examination,

that it made simply a difference of one mile and avoided a hill
between McGess and Wetzel's. The country immediately scuth of

the proposed location is very sparsely settled, haﬁing in fact

at the present time only two residents, who of course would be
greatly benefited by the proposed bridge, especially in the

matter of convenience and distance to school and church. The

present necessities of travel are met by a fording at this
point, which is used by persons driving when the river is at the

proper depth. Cross-examination by the Court failed to disclose

just what porfion of the year the.river is fordable at this

point, and such cross-examination also failed to disclose or i
give to the Court any definite idea as to the number of people

who actually did use this fording when fordable or who would
likely use it in case a bridge was constructed. So also, the
probable cost of the bridge structure was not very definitely

presented to the Court. We, however, from our knowledge of

!such bridges, believe that it would cost not less than $5000.

In our opinion, therefore, and from our knowledge of the
country, the location of this bridge and the pﬁblic necessities,
as well as from the admission of the withesses in favor of the
'bridge on cross-examination, we are fully convinced that Clear-
field County cannot afford at this time to commence the construc-
tion of County bridges where no greater public necessity is shown
than has been shown in this case. The West Branch of the Sus-
quehanna River, from Cherrytree to Karthaus, travels through

I . .
j Clearfield County a distance of perhaps seventy miles, and

1

|there are about twenty-two County bridges already constructed
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between said points. JHExcept at Burnside and Clearfield, no

;iCounty bridges have been erected closer than three miles or

"more from another County bridge. At and near Burnside there are
J‘of course three County bridges within a distance of perhaps two
fmiles or less, but no one would dispute the necessity of those

gtructures, because they are on the main line of public travel

; and were certainly not for the mere convenience of the local

'{people. So alsc at Curwensville and Clearfield, and between

|
| said points, where % bridges are more frequent than at other
J Cveipl  Rimatits

: points in the COuntsju no one can dispute the general public
;Enecessity of the same, because of the fact that they are on

i

ltmain lines of travel. 1In other words, the necessity which seems

to have governed the action of the officials heretofore, in

|
|

- expense, has heen that necesalty which is shown by the need
4

controlling them in the erection of public bridges at County

of the general travelling public and because the crossings‘were
on main lines of public travel.
| Now, as to the location in question, it is of course at a
,bublic road crossing the river, but the inconvenience complained
:of is that it would shorten the distance between certain points
to the extent of one mile, but when one congiders the limited
number of people who are actually benefited by such shortening
“of distance we are thoroughly convinced that Clearfield County
tcannot at this time at least enter upon any such a career of

jexpenditure. If this particular bridge can be said to be neces-

i
i

isary as a public structure and reasonable for the County to
build, then, from our knowledge of Clearfield County and of the
3river from Cherrytree to Karthaus, there could with equal pro-
?priety and'with just as much reason be at least six or more such
lbr‘idges built at public expense, costing upwards of $100,000.

The burdens of taxation are already sufficiently heavy upon our

people, and, as we look at it, the officials of the County all
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along the line should carefully guard against improvident ex- '

penditures at fhis time. In these days of our progperity and
riches in coal and mineral developments, we should also endeaver |
to wipe out our public indebtedness . A recent Grand Jury,

l furthermore, recommended the erection of an insane ward to the

County Home, and also recommended the expenditure of publiec. |
funds in repairing the Court House. Whether these things shall

be done or not, will of course be considered hereafter by the
Court. We only mention them in this connection to show that

there is already before the Court matters of public expenditure

by the County which are of unquestiopied public necessity, if

true; and we are therefore berhaps the more apt to draw compari-

sons as to the requirements of public necessity than we other-

wise would be. When we do draw such comparison, with our knowl-

edge of the location of this bridge in mind, we are very clear

as to our duty in the premises. It is unpleasant for us to run

counter to the sentiment of a large number of good citizens of
any community, men whom we know well and whose opinions we re-
spect, but it seems to us that they do not take and it is perhaps

AL0CH Ty

not their duty to take the broad general view which must govern

the Court in such matters.

For the reasons given, therefore, we disapprove of this

llocation as a County bridge.

i

{ linitd @, A T

By the Court, S 4




¥o. 7 September Sessions 1904.

In Re.
Public Bridge in Bell Town-

ship.

OPINION.
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