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In Re, New Bridge over Susquehanna In the Court of Guarter Ses-

River at larket Street, in Clear- sions of Clearfield County.

C—r e N e N

field Borough. No. Sept. Seesions, 1912.
The within petition of citizens, as also the petition of the
County Commissioners, was présenﬁed to the/Court on August 29th,
1912, while Court was in session and the Grand Jury sitting.
It was therefore forthwith presentéd to the Grand Jury for examina.
tion and hearing, and the Grand Jury approved the same znd recom-
mended & new steel plate girder bridge, as appeérs on the within
report,

The questiecn before the Court at this time, therefore, is
twe fold, First, as to the regularity of the proceeding, and
gecond, as 10 the necessity for abandoning the old structure and
rebuilding. The preceeding is admittedly under the Act approved
the 14th day of February, A. D. 1907, whereby it is provided:
"That whenever it chall appear to the commissioners of any county
that any county bridge, heretofer®, or hereafter to be, erected or
cqnstructed, ig not sufficient for any cause to accormodate the
public travel, it shall be lawful for the said cormissioners to
erect and construct a new and sufficient bridge to take the place
of the then existing bridge: Provided, however, that said commig-
sicners first have the approval of the court of quarter sessions
and of the grand jury of the proper county, The said new bridge
when constructed shall beia county bridge.” it is clear that this
Act created and provided & method for replacing by a new‘ﬁridge an
old structure deemed insafficient to accommodate the travelling
public. It would seem, therefore, to be the proper proceeding
and would be without guestion were it not for the fact of an Act
approved thé Bth day of May A, D. 1909, which Act reads as follows!

“That whenever any public road or highway crosses any river, creek),

or rivulet, over which%zzy bridge has been heretofore or may here-
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IN THE COURT OF CCMMON PLEAS OF CIEARFIEID COUNTY,PENNSYLVANIA.

HIn Re new bridge over Susquehanna River%NO. SEPT. S5S: 1912.

at Market Street in Clearfield Borough.)

To the Honorable Allison 0. Smith, President Judge:

Petition of the undersigned, County Commissioners
of Clearfield County, respectfully represents:

That the bridge over Susquehanna River at Market
Street in Clearfield Borough is a county bridge, and has
been used ss such for a number of years; that by reason
of age, structural defects, and decay said bridge is not
sufficient to accommodate public travel; that the sub-
seribers hereto have been petitioned by & large number
of citizens to replace the existing bridge by a new and
sufficient one, as will appear by the original petition
to them addressed, hereto attached marked Exhibit "a",
and made part hereof.

Petitioners believe that the public {ravel
scross seid bridge is of such volume that it would be
to the advantage and interest of the citizens generally
that & new structure be erected there in plece of the
present one, rather than that the county funds be ex-
 pended to make repairs, any repairs practicable Dbeing
very expensive in themselves, and not permanent in

character.




They, therefore, pray that the Court will take
such action looking to the approval of the plan to con-
struct a new and sufficient bridge over the Susquehanns

| River at Karket Street in Clearfield Borough as is con-
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Subseribed and sworn to before

me this Pj? day of August, 1912.
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. . C. Lengsford, J. S. Richards, and H. IL.
Bowman; County Commissioners of Clearfield County:
The undersigned respectfuily represent
that they are residents of Clearfield Borou;h, znd
have frequent occasion to use the larket Sfreet bridge
across the Susquehanna River in ssid borough; tGey . |
further represénh that the said bridge is not sufficient
to accommodate public travel, arnd is insufficient for
the large' volume of travel using it because of age,
disrepair, and structural defects and decay.
| They also represent that it is to the
inéerest of the public that the said bridge be re-
plagced by a new one,
| Petitioners further averring that the said
llarket Street bridge is a county bridge respectfully
ask that the County Commissioners exercise the authority
in them vested by thé Act of February 14th, 1907, P. L. 3,
and replace the existing bridge aforesaid by a new and

sufficient onse.

And they will ever pray.
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