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IN THE COURT OF QUARTER SESSIONS O# CLEARFIFLD COUNTY.

-

Inire: Re-view: Road for Public :

, NO. 8, DECEMBER SESSIONS,
Use-in Greenwood Townshilp, '

: 1931.
Clearfield County, Pennsylvania
ot
TO THE HONORABLE A. R. CYASE, PRESIDFNT JUDGE OF SAID COURT:
The Petition of the undersigned residents and
tax payers of Greenwood Township, Clearfield County, ¥

Pennsylvania, does hcreby reapectfullﬁ request your

honorable Court to confirm absolutely, for the following

reasons, the report of the Re-viewers in the atove case -

which rep§§% refuses to grant the public road asked for:

That the report of the Re-viewers meets the
epproval gf the great majority %f the people of the
Township, as is indicated by the signtures to this paper.
- - That the proposed road is unnecessary and the
opening and maintenance thereof would be a burden to
Greenwood Township. ! ‘ {f%{

That the State Highway Depaftment has taken -
over a rbgd in said Township coﬁménci;g at exactly the
same poiht and ending on the same publicfroad'as the
road proposed in this proceeding commences and ends.,

That the State Highway runs its entire length
parallei with and ends at a point within six hundred feet

of the proposed road. 1

That T.emuel Young is the only person living on

o

the route of the proposed new Township Road. Yoo e

E
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I THE COURT OF QUARTER

TLETONE, CITAPYTEID COUNTY, PA.

Lig

'\ ®0. 8 - ORC. sEesTows, 1931,
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R™LOYNETRAVCE OF TAX PAVFRS

T CRFINT.COD TO™ITKIP
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IN THE COURT ®F QUARTER SESSIONS OF CLEARFT FLD COUNTY. -

s Y

The Supervisors of CGreenwood Township, Clearfield
County, Pennsylvania, hereby file the following exceptions to —
the confirmation absolutely of the within report gf Road
Viewers to No. 8 December Sessions 1931:

That the proposed road is unnecessary and the

opening and maintaining thereof will be a burden to Greenwood

Township.

- That the State Highway Department has taken over a
rcad in said Township commencing at exactly the same point and
ending on the same public road as the road proposed by this
view commences and ends.

That the said State Highway runé its entire length
parallel with and ends at a point within six hundred feet of
the pr oposed road. |

That Lemuel Young is the only person living on the
route of the proposed new Township Road.

That the Township of CGreenwood has no money and is
in debt~and even if an opeping order should be issued for said
proposed road, it could not be built for lack of funds.

That a large majority of the tax payers of Greenwood

Township are not in favor of the opening of said road.

That the adoption of the above mentioned route by
the State Highway makes the opening of the proposed Township

Roa d particularly useless and uncalled for.

»

e

%MMa%
Supervﬁz:ﬁ or Greenwood%




CLEARFIELD COUNTY SS:

' On the /27 day of ﬁ’% | 1932, before me a e
M@%%@M in and for said county, personally
apreared Garry Johnson, above named, who being duly sworn says
that the facts set forth in the ﬂ>regéing exceptions are true

to the best of his knowledge and belief.,

Sworn and subscribed before
me the day and year above
written.

L 73

)

My Commission Expires Jan, 2, 1936

"y
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IN THE COURT OF QUARTER SESSIONS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNA.

In re: Review: Road for :
Public Use in Greenwood Towin- : No. 8 Dec. Sessions, 1931,
ship, Clearfield County, Pa. :

DEPOSITIONS TAKEN MONDAY, JUNE 12, 1933.

L. E. YOUNG being duly sworn testifies as follows:

Q.
A.
Qe
A.
Q.

A.
Qo
A.

Qe
A
Q.
A.
Q.

Q.
A.
Q.
.A.

K
.

By Mr. Chaplin,

Mr. Young you live in Greenwood Township%
Yes sir.
And just in what section of the Township do you live?

About a mile and a quarter from Bells Landing.

Were you in 1931 a party to a proceeding to vacate and
supply a road in Greenwood Township¥

Yes sir.
And what particular rosad was that?

The left hand roed leading to a road on the top of the
hill known as the Ridge rosd to Marron.

Is that the road you wanted supplied or vacsated?
Vacated.

You wanted that road vacated?

Yas.

An¢ what road did you went suppliedy

The new one.

By the new one you mean which road? .

The middle one. The one the State is keeping now, this
one we wanted vacated.

Then there are three rosds or proposed romds lesding
from the Railrosd to this Ridge Road, and it is the left
hand road going from the Railroad that you want vacated?
Yes.

And the middle road supplied?

Yase.
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Qe
A.
Q.

Qe

A.
Q.
A.
Qe

A.

Q.
A.

Q.
A.
Q.
A.
Q.

A.
Qe

A.

Q,.
A.
Q.

A.
g.
A.
Q.

A.

And was 8 view made on thig in 1931¢%
Yes sir.

You are the party who filed exceotions to the latest
report of the viewers in this matter<

Yes sir.

Now in supplying this road thet you are advocating what
would you say as to the expense of supplying this road?

There will be no expense to the Township.
What do you mean by this?
We will open it ourselves.

Even with you and your people opening it would it require
much evacustion in order to supply that road?

What do you mean, grading or --

would »you have to grade?

No. About 300 feet on the other end to open snother mesn's
ground and the rosd would be open to trevel. Theycan
grade it out good.

How atout thg fencing?

It wouldn't need any fencing at all.

After it is graded it wouldn't need the fencet

Yase.

How about the ro=2d now used, does it require much. The ond
the State Highway hasg?

It would require 1800 feet.

That road is being opened by the State?

3

They smoothed it up.
The State has charge?
Yes.

You mean by that that the rosd you have in mind hasg not
been opened and the State couldn't take it over?

No, not until an opening order issued.
This road wili require going through.
About 300 feet of Mr. Barrett's ground.

Will you state whether or not this proposed road that you
are advocating viould be hazardous to the public travel?

It would be a benefit and a big benefit to ever ybody.




Q.
A.
Q.
A.

A.
Q.
A.

Qe

A.

Qe
A.

Qe

A.
Qe

Qe
A.

-5—

In your opinion woukd it be hazardousy
To.
And why do you ssy that it would notg

Because there is no steep plsces on it to make it s risky
road.

Would you say it is asdangerous as the one now in use?
No. The one in use is dangerous.

Why.

Becsuse it is steep, no fencing on it at all. There hasg
been some pretty nsrrow escapes and in the winter they
cannot use it it is too steep and right now for the last
two years the road has not bteen able to use it at all.
They haven't done any work on it. When it is wet they
cannot use it.

How about the compsrative expense of maintaining the two
roads?

You mean the caring for this left hand road. It would
cost $100.00 a year.

Which road flo you refer to¢

The new road would require scarcely anything when it is
opened up.

What would you say as to the expense of maintaining after
it was opened the road which you want opened?

$25.00 a year to keep it in good repair.

Would it cost more to meintein the ro=d that they are now
using?

Three times that much.

Why would the cost be greater on the ro2d now open than
the one you want to open?

More expensive on the 0ld road becsuse it is too steep
and any work is weshed out and ditches cut in thers.

Do you regard the left hsnd road or the road you went
opened as necessaryy

It sure is necessary for the citizens, traveling public
and the whole community and 2lso the two joining Townships
Jordan and rerguson Tovnships, it is a direct outlet for
them to DuBois, Mahaffey and Barnesboro.

You say it is 8 direct outlet for what communities?

Ferguson and Knox.Township and also our ovn.




Qo

A.
Q.
A.
Q.
A.

Q.

A.

Qe

Qo
A.
Q.

A.
Qe

If thig road is not opened wheat road will they use? Will
they have to use that State roed?

Sure.

Is that State road safe for travel?

It ig not.

And 1is it safe for travel during the winter months?
Nosir.

Will the proposed road furnish much better accommodation
to the communities that you have mentioned provided it is
openedy

Sure will. It will not have - any ice on in the winter,
and it is on the right side of the rosd to get the sun.

Then you say that the road will be in a passable condition
the year around if it is opened?

Sure it will,
Croes-Examinstion by Geo. R. Bigler, Esq.

How long is this proposed road that you ask for, Mr. Young4
Ican't tell you exactly. I think around 4400 feet.
I think the surveyor's draft shows about a mile?

It is less than a mils.

On that 4400 feet or a mile, beginning at the station and
ending at the State road how many people live slong there?

Just one family and that is my own.

The road now operated by the State or taken over by the
State beging at exactly the same point¢

Yes.

And ends on the same rosd?

Yeos.

How far apart are the terminus of those roads?

At the ending point they are & good ways apart,.

I think the draft shows about 600 feet. I measured it.

We know it is more than that. “hey didn't mesasure or take
their instruments out on the last view.

It was the first draft that I meant. How many people 1d1ve
on the State rosd?




A.
Q.
A.
Qe

4.
Qe

A.
Q.

A.
Q.
A.
Q.
A.
o

A.
Q.

A.

Q.
4.

Qe

4.
Qe

A.

One family.
Who is that?
Readings,

The testimony given at the first hearing vwas that there
iere three familieg?

Those other families do not live on that road,

We don't have the papers here, tut the Viewers! report
shoved that there would be a great deal of grading
necessary and it would be an expensive road to build. You
say it would require no grading to buildithe road,
Scarcely any grading.

Most of these rosds begin at the same point and go up
the same hill and end at ths same public road at the topg

Not the ssme hill.

They get to the same elevation%

Yos.

Which is the longest rosdv

I think the State,

If they all start at the same place and get to the sems
elevation and the State roag is the longest then the
grade on that road couldn't be any heavier®

It is undoubtedly. You look ang See the degrees.

How do you explain that if they get to the same elevation
and start at the same place snd the State rosd is longer
and your road is shorter. The situstion hasn't changed
there since the report of the last view.

I don't think it has changed any since you were the attornd
for the Supervisors in 1922,

The State has opened up s road?
The situation has rot changed since the report of the
last Board of Viewers on this casgse.

By Mr. Chaplin.

The situation hasn't changed since the first report of
the viewers. That was in 1922 wasn't ity

No. I don'f think the situation has changed.

I mean since '3l when the ons get of Vieviers advocated the
Supplying of this roady

No.

2y




Qo

A.

Qe

A.

By Mr. Bigler.

Your position, Mr. Young, im asking for this road is
that it can be built without any cost to Greenwood
Tovnship?®

Yos. My position in regard to this road is that it can
be built without any cost to Greenviood Township.

And if the Township is in debt 2nd could raise no monsy
to build a road you think it could te built without any
embarrassment to the Township%

I still think the road canlbe 'built without any expense
to Greenwood Township. That is my position in regard
to the construction of this zosd.




Qo

A.

Qe

A.

Your position, Mr. Young, im asking for this road is
that it can be built without any cost to Greenwood
Tovnship?%

Yes. My position in regard to this rosd ig that it can
be built without any cost to Greenwood Township.

And if the Township is in debt end could raise no monsey
to build a2 road you think it could bte built without any
embarrassment to the Township<%

I still think fthe road canlbebuilt without any expense
to Greenwood Township. That is my position in regarad
to the congtruction of this roesd.




IN THE COURT OF QUARTER SESSIONS OF CLEARMIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANf

In re: Revievwi: Rosd for

Public Use in Greenwood Town- : No. ’ Sessions,

s

ship, Clearfield County, Pa. 19 . ‘

TO THE HONORABLE A. R. CHABE, PRESIDENT JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

L. E. Young, a taxpayer of Greenwood Tovnship, Clear-
field County, Pennsylvania, on behalf of himself end numerous |
other taxpayers in Greenwood Township hereby files the follovwing
excepotions to the confirmstion absolutely of the report of Road

Viewers to No. 8 December Term, 1931, said réport being on review:

The Viewers erred in determining that the proposed
road would requireyheavy and expensive evaoustion on one sids
end secure fencing on the other side. The road now in use, to wit
the State Highway will require more evecuation and expense in
order to mske it safs for the travelling public then the proposed

road,

The Vievwers erred in determining thet the proposed rosad

4f supplied would be hazardous to the public travel.

. 3

P

The Viewers erred in determining that tne road now in
use, to wit, the 3tate Highway, accommodates safely and comfor tabl
the public travéi, and that the proposed rosd would only asccommoda

8 limited smount ' of travel.

A




4

The Viewers erred in not supplying the propbsed road
because the road which is now used by the travelling publie, to
wit, the State Highwey, is too steep and Gangerous to travel
safely and conveniently and because of the heave expsnse required!

to maintain said State Highway,

The Viewers erred in their report in refusing to .

supply the proposed road because the State Highwsy Depar tment has | -

{ndicated its intention of adopting and taking over the seid
proposed road when and if it is opened and supplied, end the
taxpayers would thereby be saved 2 lsrgse smount of money. The
pIOpOSéd road could be openaed with very litt1§ expenss to the
taxpayers for the reason that your exceptanté %11l open said

road largely at their own expenge.




” Y

STA&E OF PENKNSYLVANIA ‘: '
COUNTY OF CLEARVIELD i Sg::
On this day of Pebruary, 1933. baefore meé
and in ssid County personally
appesred LEMUEL B. YOUNG, who being duly sworn sgys that these
Exceptions sre not £iled for the purpose of delay and that the
facts set forth are true and correct to the best of his knowledge

and belisf.

Sworn and Subscribed before H
me this day of H

Februsxy’ Ac Do 193$0




Now, Februsry | y 1933, service accepted of the

within Exceptions by copye.

Now, February _ , 1933, gervice accepted of the

within Exceptions by copy

Gounty Commissioners.
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IN THE COURT OF @ﬂ&ﬂmyw '
SESSIONS,; CLEARFIRLID COUNTY|} PA.,

No. @ o,  SSNS, 193/

In re: Review - Road for
Public Use in Greenwood
Township, Clearfield County,

Penna,

EXCEPTIONS

Law QFFICES }

— /\ ARNOLD & CHAPLIN I
CLEARFIELD, Pa. '

 _ . _ e T b N



IN THE COURT OF QUARTER SESSIONS OF CLEARFIELD COUNTY, PENNSYLVANT

In re: Review: Road for ' :

Public Use in Greenwood Town- ¢ No. ’ sessionx7
‘ship, Clearfield County, Ps. : 19 ,

TO THE HONORABLE A. R. CHABE, PRESIDENT JUDGE OF SAID COURT:

L. E. Young, a taxpayer of Greenwood Township, Clear-
field County, Pennsylvania, on behalf of himself snd numerous
other taxpayers in Greemwood Township hereby files the following
exceptions to the confirmetion absolutely of the report of Rosad

Viewers to No. 8 December Term, 1931, said report being on review:

The Viewers erred in determining that the proposed
road vwould require heavy and expensive evacuation on one side
and secure fencing on the other side. The road now in use, to wit
the State Highway will require more svacuation end expense in
order to mske i1t safe for the travelling public then the proposed

road.

The Vievers erred in determining that the proposed road

1f supplied would be hagzardous to the public travel.

The Viewers erred in determining thet the road now in
use, to wit, the State Highway, acoommodates safely and comfor tabl
the publie travel, and that the proposed road would only accommodsa

2 limited amount of travel,

A.




T e

The Viewers erred in not.supplying the proposed road
becauge the road which is now used by the travelling publie, to
wit, the State Highway, i3 too steep and dangerous to travel
gsafely and conveniently and beoause of the heave expense required‘

to maintsin said State Highuay.

The Viewers erred in their report in refusing to
Bupply the proposed road because the State Highway ﬁepartment has
indicated its intention of adopting and taking over the said
proposed road when and if it is opened and supplied, =nd the
taxpayers vwiould thereby be saved a large smount of money. The
proposed road could be opened with very little expense to the
taxpayers for the reason that your exceptants will open said

road lergely at their own expense.

Boirrna G2




and belief.

\Q)Y

STATE OF PENNSYLVANIA
COUNTY OF C

SS::

"o 09 o0

LEARFIELD

On this ‘Q\lq_ékday of Eebiuary, 1933, before me

appeared LEMUEL E. YOUNG, who being duly sworn sgys that these

Sworn and Subscribed before

me this 2~_\day of
February, 4. D. 1933,

and in said County personally

Exceptions are not filed for the purpose of delay end that the

facts set forth are true 2nd correct to the best of his knowledge

=




Now, February  ”, » 1933, gervice accepted of the
within Exceptions by copy.

| Now, February fEZE » 1933, service aceepted of the
within Exceptions by copy '

COuﬁf;IGOmmissioners.
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IN THE COURT OF %»wg

SESSIONS, CLEARFIELD COUNTY,

No. B Loe.

SSNS, 193/

In re: Review - Rosad for

wndp»ﬁ Use in Greenwood

Township, Clearfield Countyy

#

Pennsylvania, o

EXCEPTIONS

W. R. GALLAGHER

FEB 3 1023

CLERK

PEREN

Law OFFICES
ARNOLD & CHAPLIN
GCLEARFIELD, PA.

PA.
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ARNOLD & SMITH
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
;CLEARFIEL\D, PA.

™~

TO THE HONORABIE A. R, CHASE JUIDGE..OF THE COURT OF QUARTER SES-
SIONS OF CIEARFIELD COUNTY: |

The undégsigned, inhabitants of the ToWnship of Green-
wood, County of Cke;rfield, respectfully represent;

' That they lebor under great inconvenience for want of
g public road to begin st the public road 'at N. Y, Central Sta-
tion on the opposit side of the ®usquehamna river from the town
of Bells Landing, and to end at a poi;;\in said township &4 the
public road known as the Ridge roasd leading fram Xerrmoor to
Marron, at a near the Flat Grove School House.

That a procéeddingawas had to No. 6 September Sessiors

1922 for the la ying out of said public road and the vacation of
a portion of a road supplied by said new road, and that said pro-
ceedings were regularly had as per the report of the vi ewers in
said proceeding filed. The matter was so proceeded in that to
December Sessions 1922 the report of the viewers was confirmed
absolutely, an opening order issued for sasid road. That the
township of Greenwood has been unaeble. to compgete the opening of
said road and thap nore than five years has gone by since the
opéning order was issued.

| That said road is of great importance as the same is
to be taken over by the Department of Highways of the Common-
wealth of Pennsylvenia'if, when and after opened. The old
opening order being dead your petitioners pfay the Court to app
Poiht viewers according to law and to lay out said road &flinrw?
the opinion of said viewers, the same»befprqper,'and to vacate

0

such portions of said pthéy Ywowportions,public road now open

from N.,Y.C. station above mentioned 4os hoint on the aforessid

\




public road leading from Kerrmoor to Marron (one thereof ending
gt the farm now or formerly of David Basrret and the other btrereof
being .one ~-fourth mile near the Southwest of the nouse of C. P.
Barrett) which said last mentioned roads will becane useless

upon the opening of said public road, and the said propcsed road

.being a much more congenient grade; said viewers to make report

‘of their proceedings to the next- Court.

.7
Lis

PR

ARNOLD & SMITH
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
CLEARFIELD, PA.




ARNOLD & SMITH
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
CLEARFIELD, PA.




Clearfield County, SS:

Personally appeared before me the subscriber, wio be=

X %0‘“——1 . who being duly sworn sccording to law

s

doth d€pose and say that the facts set farth in the foregoing

petition are true and correct,

N

Sworn & subscribed before me

e ®p wo

this 22 day of October 1931

bl ey

&~ \Y)

“%A@ﬁ"

My Cowwsqf‘j

/55’"7/

N ExpirRed
JaNuary 18T, 193}4

ARNOLD & SMITH
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
CLEARFIELD, PA.




ARNOLD & SMITH
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
CLEARFIELD, PA.

- ~ We, the undersigned, Supervisors of Greenwood Township
accept service of notice of the presentation of petition to be
made to the Court on Octoker 26th, 1931, or in liepm there of,

on November 2nd, 1931.

olper) Ok 24 7/

S ervige accepted for County Commissioners as per

above endorsement of the Supervisars of Greenwood Township.

@WM %,Q
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IIl TH. COTRT OF QUARTER SES-
SIONS 0F CLZARFISLD COUNTY

o, m’ Deg, 5510231

In re;
CRuEIWCOD TOVUNSHIP

SUPXR7I SORS

Po TITIOL TC WAGATE PORTIOLNS
CF TWO PUBLIC RGADS IN
GRwe.d V00D TOWLSIIP AUD

Law OFFICES
ARNOLD & SMITH
CLEARFIELD, PA.
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