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PENNSYLVANIA 
PUBLIC UTILITY COMMISSION 
Harrisburg, PA 17120 

Public Meeting held August 16,1990 

Commissioners Present: 

W i l l i a m H. Smith, Chairman 
Joseph Rhodes, J r . 
Frank F i s c h l 
David W. Rolka 

A p p l i c a t i o n of Central Transport, Inc. 
A Corporation of the State of North 
Carolina, f o r the r i g h t t o t r a n s p o r t , 
as a common c a r r i e r , p r o perty, i n bulk, 
i n tank and hopper-type v e h i c l e s , 
between p o i n t s i n Pennsylvania. 

A-00108155 

DOCKETED 

OPINION AND ORDER 

BY THE COMMISSION: 

- 1990 

Before us f o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n i s a P e t i t i o n to Open the 

Record f i l e d by Matlack, Inc. ("Matlack") on May 31, 1990, 

r e l a t i v e t o the above-captioned proceeding. Central Transport, 

Inc. f i l e d a Reply t o the P e t i t i o n t o Reopen the Record on 

June 11, 1990. A Motion t o S t r i k e a p o r t i o n of the Reply t o the 

P e t i t i o n t o Reopen was f i l e d by Matlack on June 25, 1990. 

HISTORY OF THE PROCEEDING 

On March 21, 1988, Central Transport, Inc. ("Central" 

or "Applicant") f i l e d an A p p l i c a t i o n seeking Commission a u t h o r i 

z a t i o n t o t r a n s p o r t : 

Property, i n bulk, i n tank and hopper-type 
v e h i c l e s , between p o i n t s i n Pennsylvania. 

cmm 



Notice of the A p p l i c a t i o n was published i n the Pennsylvania 

B u l l e t i n on June 11, 1988. Twenty common c a r r i e r s and one con

t r a c t c a r r i e r (Samuel Coraluzzo, Co., Inc.) f i l e d t i m e l y 

P rotests. 

The Applicant subsequently f i l e d several r e s t r i c t i v e 

amendments, which r e s u l t e d i n the withdrawal of a l l but s i x of 

the p r o t e s t a n t s . As amended, the A p p l i c a t i o n seeks a u t h o r i t y to 

t r a n s p o r t : 

Property, i n bulk, i n tank and hopper-type 
v e h i c l e s , between p o i n t s i n Pennsylvania. 

Provided t h a t no r i g h t , power, or 
p r i v i l e g e i s granted t o t r a n s p o r t 
asphalt, cement, cement m i l l waste, 
d o l o m i t i c limestone and d o l o m i t i c 
limestone products, dry l i t h a r g e , f l y 
ash, limestone and limestone products, 
m i l l scale, r o o f i n g granules, s a l t , 
sand, scrap metal and stack dust. 

Provided t h a t no r i g h t , power or p r i v i 
lege i s granted t o t r a n s p o r t a v i a t i o n 
gasoline, butane, d i e s e l f u e l , f u e l o i l 
(grades 2, 4, 5 and 6 ) , gasoline, kero
sene, motor f u e l , propane, turbo f u e l , 
cryogenic l i q u i d s , dispersants and 
r e f r i g e r a n t gases. 

Provided t h a t no r i g h t , power or p r i v i 
lege i s granted t o t r a n s p o r t corn syrup 
and blends of corn syrup, f l o u r , honey, 
milk and milk products, molasses, sugar 
and sugar s u b s t i t u t e s . 

Provided t h a t no r i g h t , power or p r i v i 
lege i s granted to perform transpor
t a t i o n i n dump v e h i c l e s . 

Provided t h a t no r i g h t , power or p r i v 
i l e g e i s granted to provide services 
from the f a c i l i t i e s of PENNWALT Cor
p o r a t i o n , located i n the county of 
Phi l a d e l p h i a , or i n the county of Bucks, 
to p o i n t s i n Pennsylvania, and vice 
versa. 

(Applicant's Supplemental"Exhibit 5 ) . 
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The remaining Protestants are Chemical Leaman Tank 

Lines, Inc. ("Chemical Leaman"), Crossett, Inc. ("Crossett"), 

Marshall Service, Inc. ("Marshall"), Matlack, Inc. ("Matlack"), 

O i l Tank Lines, Inc. ("Oil Tank L i n e s " ) , and Refiners Transport & 

Terminal Corp. ("Refiners"). 

Hearings were held on November 1, 2, 9, and 18, 1988, 

and on February 7, 14, 15, 1989, and on June 28, 1989. The 

hearings r e s u l t e d i n a t r a n s c r i p t of 701 pages. Sixty. (60) 

E x h i b i t s were o f f e r e d i n t o evidence, of which 56 were admitted 

i n t o evidence. Central E x h i b i t s 33 and 34, and Matlack E x h i b i t 6 

and 7 were not admitted i n t o evidence. B r i e f s were f i l e d by a l l 

of the P a r t i e s except Chemical Leaman and O i l Tank Lines. 

DISCUSSION 

Subsequent to the f i l i n g of B r i e f s , A d m i n i s t r a t i v e Law 

Judge ("ALJ") Michael C. Schnierle issued h i s I n i t i a l Decision-^ 

on March 6, 1990. ALJ Schnierle made n i n e t y - f o u r (94) Findings 

of Fact (I.D.,pp. 82-102), which are incorporated herein by 

reference. Based on h i s e v a l u a t i o n and ana l y s i s of the record as 

developed i n the i n s t a n t proceeding, the ALJ reached the f o l l o w 

ing Conclusions of Law: 

1. The Commission has j u r i s d i c t i o n over the 
subject matter and the p a r t i e s of t h i s 
proceeding by v i r t u e of 66 Pa. C.S. 
§1101. 

2. Central has demonstrated t h a t i t s 
proposed s e r v i c e w i l l serve a u s e f u l 
p u b l i c purpose, responsive t o a p u b l i c 
demand or need, to the extent described 
i n Findings of Fact 24 through 55. 

Exceptions and Reply to Exceptions were f i l e d by Central and 
by Matlack, Crossett, Inc., and Refiners Transport & Terminal 
Corporation. 
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3. Central has demonstrated t h a t i t 
possesses the r e q u i s i t e f i n a n c i a l and 
t e c h n i c a l f i t n e s s to provide the 
proposed service subject to the condi
t i o n t h a t Central i n s t i t u t e and maintain 
confined space e n t r y and r e s p i r a t o r y 
p r o t e c t i o n programs at i t s Karns C i t y 
tank cleaning f a c i l i t y . 

4. The record does not demonstrate t h a t 
Central lacks a propensity to operate 
s a f e l y and l e g a l l y . 

5. A grant of a u t h o r i t y to Central to the 
extent described i n the Findings of 
Fact 24 through 55 would not endanger or 
impair p r o t e s t a n t s to such an extent 
t h a t the g r a n t i n g of a u t h o r i t y would be 
c o n t r a r y to the p u b l i c i n t e r e s t . 

6. Common c a r r i e r a u t h o r i t y should be 
granted commensurate w i t h a demon
s t r a t e d p u b l i c need, as described i n 
Findings of Fact 24 through 55. 

I.D., p. 162. 

Matlack 1s Petition to Re-Open 

I n i t s P e t i t i o n , Matlack asserts, i n t e r a l i a , t h a t 

C e n t r a l was accused i n a 3 count I n f o r m a t i o n f i l e d by the 

U.S. Attorney i n North Carolina on March 5, 1990, of v i o l a t i n g 

the "Clean Water Act", and t h a t Central lodged a plea of g u i l t y 

t o the v i o l a t i o n s . I n a d d i t i o n , Matlack p o i n t s out t h a t Central 

i s s ubject t o a "Probation Order" entered by the United States 

D i s t r i c t Court f o r the Western D i s t r i c t of North Carolina 

imposing s i g n i f i c a n t f i n e s and other p e n a l t i e s . Matlack p r o f f e r s 

t h a t the v i o l a t i o n , plea and Probation Order, were not known to 

Matlack and were not made a v a i l a b l e during the course of the 

i n s t a n t proceeding. Matlack f u r t h e r asserts t h a t subsequent to 

the close of the e v i d e n t i a r y record, the foregoing evidence was 

discovered. Matlack contends t h a t t h i s newly discovered evidence 

i s r e l e v a n t to the i n s t a n t proceeding and w i l l m a t e r i a l l y a f f e c t 

the Commission's f i n d i n g s regarding Central's r e g u l a t o r y and 

t e c h n i c a l f i t n e s s . 
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Our review of the record i n d i c a t e s t h a t ALJ Schnierle 

signed h i s I n i t i a l Decision i n the i n s t a n t proceeding on March 5, 

1990. On t h i s same date {March 5, 1990), the United States 

Attorney f i l e d a B i l l of I n f o r m a t i o n w i t h the U.S. D i s t r i c t Court 

f o r the Western D i s t r i c t of North Carolina a v e r r i n g t h a t Central 

had v i o l a t e d the Federal Water P o l l u t i o n Control Act, 33 U.S.C. 

§1251, et seq. ( h e r e i n a f t e r r e f e r r e d t o as the "Clean Water 

A c t . " ) . S p e c i f i c a l l y , the B i l l of I n f o r m a t i o n alleged t h a t on 

three (3) separate occasions i n A p r i l and May, 1987, Central 

knowingly introduced i n t o the Charlotte-Mecklenburg U t i l i t y 

Department water treatment works p o l l u t a n t s which Central knew or 

reasonably should have known could cause personal i n j u r y or 

p r o p e r t y damage. 

We note f u r t h e r t h a t Central entered i n t o a Negotiated 

Plea Agreement duly executed on March 5, 1990, whereby Central 

agreed to waive indictment and arraignment and pleaded g u i l t y to 

the v i o l a t i o n s described i n the B i l l of I n f o r m a t i o n . Pursuant to 

the terms of the Plea Agreement, Central agreed i n t e r a l i a , t o : 

1. Pay a f i n e of $1.5 m i l l i o n d o l l a r s 
($1 m i l l i o n of which was suspended 
pending s a t i s f a c t i o n by Central of 
c e r t a i n c o n d i t i o n s set f o r t h i n the 
Agreement); 

2. Be placed on probation f o r a two year 
term; 

3. Engage i n an environmental cleanup of 
the areas damaged by Central's unlawful 
a c t i v i t i e s ; 

4. To place a f u l l - p a g e advertisement i n 
the C h a r l o t t e Observer (a newspaper of 
general c i r c u l a t i o n i n the C h a r l o t t e , NC 
area) apologizing f o r p o l l u t i n g the 
sewer system and f o r v i o l a t i n g the law. 

(Negotiated Plea Agreement, pp. 2-6). 
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Section 5.571 of our Rules of A d m i n i s t r a t i v e P r a c t i c e 

and Procedure, 52 Pa. Code §5.571, governs the reopening of the 

record p r i o r t o the issuance of a f i n a l d e c i s i o n . S p e c i f i c a l l y , 

Section 5.571 permits, i n p e r t i n e n t p a r t , t h a t : 

(a) At any time a f t e r the record i s closed 
but before a f i n a l d e c i s i o n i s issued, a 
p a r t i c i p a n t may f i l e a p e t i t i o n t o reopen the 
proceeding f o r the purpose of t a k i n g 
a d d i t i o n a l evidence. 

(b) A p e t i t i o n t o reopen s h a l l set f o r t h 
c l e a r l y the f a c t s claimed t o c o n s t i t u t e 
grounds r e q u i r i n g reopening of the proceed
in g , i n c l u d i n g m a t e r i a l changes of f a c t or of 
law alleged t o have occurred since the 
conclusion of the hearing. 

(d) ...the Commission, upon n o t i c e to the 
p a r t i c i p a n t s , may reopen the proceeding f o r 
the r e c e p t i o n of f u r t h e r evidence i f there i s 
reason to b e l i e v e t h a t c o n d i t i o n s of f a c t or 
of law have so changed as t o r e q u i r e , or t h a t 
the p u b l i c i n t e r e s t r e q u i r e s , the reopening 
of the proceeding. 

Our review of the record persuades us t h a t the above-

described evidence was not a v a i l a b l e u n t i l March 5, 1990, and was 

obtained by Matlack subsequent t o the close of the record. 

Therefore, i t was impossible f o r Matlack to introduce said 

evidence i n t o the record p r i o r t o the close of the e v i d e n t i a r y 

p o r t i o n of t h i s record on June 28, 1989 - the date of the l a s t 

o r a l hearing. We recognize t h a t Matlack sought to o b t a i n 

i n f o r m a t i o n bearing on environmental problems from C e n t r a l , 

pursuant t o i n t e r r o g a t o r i e s . However, even though the i n t e r r o g 

a t o r i e s were c o n t i n u i n g , Central f a i l e d t o produce any evidence 

regarding the Clean Water Act v i o l a t i o n s consonant w i t h Matlack's 

i n t e r r o g a t o r y . 

We note t h a t Section 703 of the Public U t i l i t y Code, 

66 Pa. C.S. §703(f), provides f o r a rehearing upon the request of 
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any p a r t y . We f u r t h e r note t h a t the standard f o r determining 

whether we should exercise our d i s c r e t i o n t o grant a p e t i t i o n f o r 

rehearing under the p r o v i s i o n s of 66 Pa. C.S. §703(f) was a r t i c u -
2/ 

l a t e d i n the P h i l i p Duick Case- as f o l l o w s : 

A p e t i t i o n f o r rehearing, under the pro
v i s i o n s of 66 Pa. C.S. §703(f), p r o p e r l y must 
seek the reopening of the record f o r the 
i n t r o d u c t i o n of a d d i t i o n a l evidence of some 
s o r t . As ground t h e r e f o r e i t must a l l e g e 
newly discovered evidence, not discoverable 
through the exercise of due d i l i g e n c e p r i o r 
to the close of the record. 

A p e t i t i o n seeking reopening of the record 
(more p r o p e r l y one f o r rehearing) may be 
en t e r t a i n e d as a p e t i t i o n f o r reconsidera
t i o n , under the p r o v i s i o n s of 66 Pa. C.S. 
§703(g), i f the newly discovered evidence, 
was not i n existence, or was not discoverable 
through the exercise of due d i l i g e n c e , p r i o r 
t o the e x p i r a t i o n of the time w i t h i n which t o 
f i l e a p e t i t i o n f o r rehearing, under the pro
v i s i o n s of 66 Pa. C.S. §703(f). (Emphasis 
Added) 

I d . a t pp. 558-559. 

In our view, the newly discovered evidence, which 

involves environmental v i o l a t i o n s a f f e c t i n g the p u b l i c s a f e t y , i s 

c l e a r l y r e l e v a n t t o a determination of the issues presented i n 

the i n s t a n t proceeding. ALJ Schnierle, at pages 137-138 of the 

I n i t i a l Decision, made the f o l l o w i n g t e l l i n g p o i n t : 

The primary purpose of the f i t n e s s c r i t e r i a 
i s t o p r o t e c t the p u b l i c . Brinks, Inc. v. 
Pa. Public U t i l i t y ' Commission, 500 Pa. 387, 
456 A.2d 1342 (1983). The occupational 

2/ 
— Duick v. Pennsylvania Gas and Water Company, 56 Pa. P.U.C 

553 (December 17, 1982). 

AT&T Communications of Pa. v. Pa.Public U t i l i t y 
Commission, Pa. Cmwlth. Ct. , 568 A.2d 1362 (1990) 
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s a f e t y and h e a l t h v i o l a t i o n s and the e n v i r o n 
mental violation's at issue i n t h i s case 
in v o l v e the tank cleaning operations of 
C e n t r a l . That these tank cleaning opera
t i o n s are an indispensable p a r t of the 
t r u c k i n g operation i s evident from the 
considerable testimony both by the a p p l i c a n t 
(Central E x h i b i t 1, pp. 11-12) and by the 
various shippers (N.T. 152-153, 301, 334) of 
the need to clean the t r a i l e r s between loads. 
Central's proposed service w i l l be of l i t t l e 
b e n e f i t to the p u b l i c i f i t cannot conduct 
t h a t s e rvice without endangering the h e a l t h 
of i t s employees and the c l e a n l i n e s s of 
Pennsylvania's waters. Accordingly, Cen
t r a l ' s c o n t e n t i o n t h a t the Commission may 
not consider i n c i d e n t s i n v o l v i n g the occu
p a t i o n a l s a f e t y and h e a l t h of Central's 
employees, as w e l l as environmental 
v i o l a t i o n s , i s r e j e c t e d . 

We f i n d t h a t the evidence sought to be introduced by 

Matlack has s i g n i f i c a n t and f a r reaching p u b l i c s a f e t y i m p l i 

c a t i o n s . Furthermore, we deem the newly discussed evidence to be 

i n accord w i t h the standard enunciated i n the Duick Case, c i t e d 

supra. For a l l of the foregoing reasons, we s h a l l grant 

Matlack's P e t i t i o n t o Reopen the Record i n the i n s t a n t 

proceeding. 

Matlack's Motion to S t r i k e 

The m a t e r i a l sought to be s t r i c k e n by Matlack i n i t s 

Motion to S t r i k e a P o r t i o n of [ C e n t r a l ' s ] Reply to the P e t i t i o n 

to Reopen the Record, i s as f o l l o w s : 

Item 1. The word " v o l u n t a r i l y " from l i n e 7 
on page 3 of Central's Reply. 

Item 2. The f i r s t sentence of paragraph 5 
on page 4 of Central's Reply. 

Item 3. Paragraphs 7 and 8 on pages 6-7 of 
Central's Reply. 

Item 4. Paragraphs 10 and 11 on page 8 of 
Central's Reply. 



Since we have decided t o grant Matlack's P e t i t i o n t o Reopen, as 

discussed supra, we do not f i n d i t necessary t o address the 

merits of the foregoing items, as contained i n Matlack's Motion 

to S t r i k e . 

CONCLUSION 

We have c a r e f u l l y reviewed Matlack's P e t i t i o n t o Reopen 

the Record, i n l i g h t of the issues and the record developed i n 

the i n s t a n t proceeding. Finding said P e t i t i o n t o be m e r i t o r i o u s , 

we s h a l l grant Matlack's P e t i t i o n to Reopen; THEREFORE, 

IT IS ORDERED: 

1. That the P e t i t i o n t o Open Record f i l e d by Matlack, 

Inc. on May 31, 1990, be, and hereby i s , granted c o n s i s t e n t w i t h 

t h i s Opinion and Order. 

2. That the Motion t o S t r i k e P o r t i o n of the Reply to 

P e t i t i o n t o Reopen Record f i l e d by Matlack, Inc. on June 25, 

1990, be, and hereby i s , denied. 

3. That t h i s proceeding be, and hereby i s , remanded 

to the O f f i c e of A d m i n i s t r a t i v e Law Judge, f o r the l i m i t e d 

purpose of o b t a i n i n g testimony and evidence regarding Central 
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Transport, Inc. Clean Water Act v i o l a t i o n s , and any other 

environmental or safety v i o l a t i o n s occurring or becoming known 

since the close of the evidentiary record i n t h i s proceeding, and 

the issuance of a Supplemental I n i t i a l Decision. 

ISSION, 

(SEAL) 

ORDER ADOPTED: August 16, 1990 

ORDER ENTERED: AUG Z 3 1990 
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Central Transport, Inc. 
Uwharrie Road 
P.O. Box 7007 
High Point, NC 27264 

John A. P i l l a r , Esquire 
P i l l a r & Mulroy 
Suite 700 
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Pittsburgh, PA 15222 

Alan Kahn, Esquire 
Rubin Quinn Moss Heaney & Pattet 
510 Walnut Street 
1800 Penn MutualTower 
Philadelphia,PA 19106 

William A. Chesnutt, Esquire 
McNees, Wallace & Nurick 
P.O. Box 1166 
Harrisburg, PA 17108-1166 

Joseph A. Bubba, Esquire 
740 Hamilton Mall 
Allentown, PA 18108-2488 

William J. O'Kane, 
Paul L. Gausch, Dir. 

T r a f f i c Services 
102 Pickering Way 
Exton, PA 19341-0200 

J. Bruce Walter, Esquire 
P.O. Box 1146 
Harrisburg, PA 17108 

Dwight L. Koerber, Jr., Esquire 
110 North Second Street 
P.O. Box 1320 
Clearfield, PA 16830 

John E. Fullerton, Esquire 
Graf, Andrews & Radcliff 
407 North Front Street 
Harrisburg, PA 17101 

Christian V. Graf, Esquire 
Graf, Andrews & Radcliff 
407 North Front Street 
Harrisburg, PA 17101 

Ronald W. Malin, Esquire 
Key Bank Building 
Fourth Floor 
Jamestown, NY 14701 

Craig A. Doll, Esquire 
214 State Street 
Harrisburg, PA 17101 

Peter G. Loftus, Esquire 
Suite 724, Bank Towers 
Scranton, PA 18503 

Raymond A. Thistle, Jr., Esquire 
206B Benson East 
100 Old York Road 
Jenkintown, PA 19046 

Henry M. Wick, Esquire 
Wick, S t r e i f f , Meyer, 
Metz & O'Boyle 

1450 Two Chatham Center 
Pittsburgh, PA 15219 

Louis J. Carter, Esquire 
7300 City Line Avenue 
Philadelphia, PA 19151-2291 

William J. Lavelle, Esquire 
Vuono, Lavelle & Gray 
2310 Grant Building 
Pittsburgh, PA 15219 

Kenneth Olsen, Esquire 
P.O. Box 357 
Gladstone, NJ 07934-0357 

James W. Patterson, Esquire 
Rubin Quinn Moss Heaney & Patterson 
510 Walnut Street 
1800 Penn MutualTower 
Philadelphia,PA 19106 
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WILLIAM J. 0'KANE 
PAUL L GAUSCH DIR TRAFFIC SERVICES 
102 PICKERING WAY 
EXTON PA 19341-0200 
CHEMICAL LEAMAN TANK LINES PROTESTANT 

0020 
JOHN E FULLERTON ESQ 
407 NORTH FRONT STREET 
HARRISBURG PA 17101 
RAY L BRANDT TRUCKING CO PROTESTANT 

0021 
JOHN E FULLERTON ESQ 

REET 407 iWQRTH 
HARRISBURG PA 
R J GLASS INC PROTESTANT 

17101 

0022 V-
JOHN\E EULLERTON ESD 
407 NWrH FRONJ>STREET 
HARRISBURG PA 17101 
RICHARD C LAMPARTER PROTESTANT 

0023 
WILLIAM J LAVELLE ESQ 
2310 GRANT BUILDING 
PITTSBURGH PA 15219 
DART TRUCKING CO INC PROTESTANT 

0024 
CRAIG A. DOLL 
214 STATE ST 
HARRISBURG 
SAMUEL CORALUZZO CO., 
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CHEMICAL LEAMAN TANK LINES 
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CENTRAL TRANSPORT. INC. (NO 
UWHARRIE ROAD 
P.O. BOX 7007 
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SELF 

0002 
WILLIAM A CHESNUTT ESQ 
P 0 BOX il66 
HARRISBURG PA 17108-1166 
APPLICANT 

0003 
J. BRUCE WALTER,ESQ. 
410 NORTH THIRD ST. 
P.O. BOX 1146 
HARRISBURG PA 17108-1146 
HERMAN R. EWELL, PROTESTANT 

0004 
CHRISTIAN V. GRAF, ESQ. 
DAVID H. RADCLIFF 
407 N. FRONT STREET 
HARRISBURG PA 17101 
OIL TANK LINES, INC. PROTESTANT 

0005 
PETER LOFTUS, ESQ. 
240 PENN AVE. * 
SUITE 300 
SCRANTON PA 18503 
SEABOARD TANK LINES, INC. PROTESTANT 

0006 
HENRY M. WICK ESQ. 
1450 TWO CHATHAM CENTER 
PITTSBURGH PA 15219 
REFINERS TRANSPORT PROTESTANT 

0007 
KENNETH OLSEN, ESQ. 
P.O. BOX 357 
GLADSTONE NJ 07934-0357 
MARSHALL SERVICE PROTESTANT 

0008 ^ 
JOHN A PILLAR ESQ. ^ 
SUITE 700 
312 BOULEVARD OF THE ALLIES 
PITTSBURGH PA 15222 
WAYNE W SELL ' PROTESTANT 

0009 
JOSEPH A BUBBA ESQ 
740 HAMILTON MALL 
ALLENTOWN PA 18108-2488 
MATERIALS TRANSPORT SERVICE PROTESTANT 



0010 
DWIGHT L. KOERBER ESQ 
110 N SECOND ST 
P 0 BOX ISEO • 
CLEARFIELD PA 16830 
BUTLER TRUCKING CO PROTESTANT 

0011 
DWIGHT L KOERBER JR ESQ 
110 NORTH SECOND STREE; 
P b BOX 13E< 
CLEAHFi-S=rD PA 16830 
QUALITY CARRIERS INC PROTESTANT 

OOiE 
RONALD W MALIN ESQ t ^ -
KEY BANK BUILDING ^ 
FOURTH FLOOR 
JAMESTOWN NY 14701 
CROSSETT INC PROTESTANT 

0013 
CHRISTIAN V GRAF ESQ 
4d7 NORTH FROJiU—STREET 
HAWIS^USG--^ PA 17101 
JONAS P DONMOYER INC PROTESTANT 

0014 
RAYMOND A THISTLE JR ESQ / 
206B BENSON EAST r 
100 OLD YORK ROAD 
JENKINTOWN PA 19046 
(3 & G TRANSPORT INC' PROTESTANT 

0015 ^ 
LOUIS J CARTER ESQ 
7300 CITY LINE AVENUE 
PHILADELPHIA PA 19151-2291 
SAMUEL CORALUZZO CO INC PROTESTANT 

0016 
RAYMOND A THISTLE JR ESQ 
,206B BENSON EAST-:ENSON EAS^ 

00 B C D ^ J F J K ^ R O A D 

JENKINTOWN PA 19046 
REBER CORP PROTESTANT 

0017 
JAMES W PATTERSON ESQ 
1800 PENN MUTUAL TOWER 
510 WALNUT STREET 
PHILADELPHIA PA 19106 
MATLACK INC PROTESTANT 

0018 
ALAN KAHN ESQ 
FOURTH FLOOR 
1760 MARKET STREET 
PHILADELPHIA PA 19103 
MIT TRANSPORTATION CO INC PROTESTANT 


